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Our late colleague was of Semitic origin, and his conduct in 
life furnishes evidence of the traditional virtues of his great 
race—love of country, love of family and home, patience, thrift, 
industry, and application. 

Others have spoken of the principal episodes of his life and 
of his political and legislative achievements; however, I do not 
consider it amiss to deal more in detail with what his best 
friends know to have been the pride and ambition of his life— 
the dry dock and naval station at New Orleans. 

Nearly eighteen years a Member of the Congress of the 
United States, he benefited his constituents, his State, and 
his country by his tenure of service, and the history of his 
legislative life confirms the wisdom of the adage that— 

The race is not always to the swift * * *, 


Although well educated and possessing a splendid command 
of language, his success was attributable more to the fairness 
and strength of his arguments and the persuasive manner and 
persistency of his advocacy of any cause espoused by him than 
to eloquence and oratory. 

He never became discouraged at any temporary setbacks, nor 
vainglorious or intolerant with success. 

As an instructive lesson to those who may chance to read 
these words, I have collated and condensed into a few lines, 
which I now insert, the epitome of his legislative labors, which 
will endure long after temporary monuments will have crumbled 
to their original substance: 

March 3, 1893, Fifty-second Congress, second session, for 


I ig hihi tietica tities ects ebiatnigse detach ddaisaementuitions 25, 000. 00 
July 26, 1894, Fifty-third Congress, second session, for 

I 23, 025. 03 
May 4, 1898, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, for 

I an tei 850, 000. 00 


June 7, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, for dry 


docks 650, 000. 


1, 548, 025. 


June 7, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, for 
ee Nicci crsctnce ver unegeh cineabingantgaiastign 
March 3, 1901, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, for 
naval station 
July 1, 1902, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, for 
ee ace ndinh sn ccisiceihine ds ettagmlaidicnnnantpmonainaieninen 
March 3, 1903, Fifty-seventh Congress, second session, 


00 
00 


145, 000. 
330, 000. 


339, 000. 00 


| ncn cared een ndindiineninatatnbantinsivgenshintanenetions 111, 800. 00 
April 27, 1904, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, for 

IE SE dah crnntct neces 5 ahaa nities itiendiaaanendimees 271, 500. 00 
March 3, 1905, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session, for 

naval station ____-~- oaks ean ca la at 95, 000. 00 
June 29, 1906, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, for 

naval station _._.__-_-- at alts name iaei eematietliabi timed 215, 500. 00 


March 2, 1907, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, for 
naval station 
May, 1908, Sixtieth Congress, 
station 


156, 300. 00 


tieth Congress, first session, for naval 


emia ee Pe Eke ee tena 1, 664, 100. 00 


The construction of a dry dock and the establishment of a 
naval station at New Orleans were projects dear to the heart 
of General Meyer, and the results of his efforts write the story 
of a life well spent and devoted to the interests of those to 
whom he was so faithful. 

It will be noted that the first appropriation made by the 
National Government for a dry dock was on March 3, 1893, 
and that the amount was very small, $25,000. But total ap- 
propriations through the efforts and ability of the late First 
District Congressman for the dry dock only aggregate at this 
time $1,548,025.08. 

Well knowing and realizing the necessity for a naval station 
on the Mississippi River at New Orleans and the advantages to 
accrue to the public service from its construction, his energies 
were next directed to the establishment of such a station, and 
we find the result of his work in the naval appropriation bill 
adopted June 7, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, carry- 
ing an appropriation of $145,000 for that. purpose, followed by 
an appropriation on March 3, 1901, second session, with an 
appropriation of $330,000; and the work was begun. And annu- 
ally thereafter the naval bill carried appropriations for the 
naval station with unfailing regularity until March 2, 1907, 
aggregating $1,664,100. 

The great ships of our Navy and vessels of foreign countries 
have been and can be at any time repaired with facility and 
restored to commission. Many thousands of dollars are dis- 
tributed among the officers and employees stationed there. The 
construction of the dock and the establishment of the naval 
sation have resulted in material benefit to New Orleans and has 
enhanced her importance as a great port and strategic base. 

I recall when I first came to Congress that I was slightly dis- 
appointed with the unfavorable action of a committee on a 
measure in which my constituents were interested, and so ex- 
pressed myself to my colleague, General Mryer. He stated to 
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me that he considered he had accomplished a few things for the 
people of his district since his election to Congress, but the 
result had been attained by repeated efforts, although at first 
not entirely successful or satisfactory. He said he well remem- 
bered in his campaign for Congress in 1891 that his advocacy 
of a dry dock and naval station at ‘ew Orleans was almost 
treated with derision and that he was charged by his opponents 
as advocating a measure which he well knew would never be 
enacted into law. Yet he remarked: 

I have lived to see both of these projects—charged as being merely 
electioneering schemes—approved by the Congress of my country and 
my people. 

Were the people of his district to estimate his services merely 
from a financial point of view, his account would show a large 
balance to his credit; theirs a large debit in his favor. 

His achievements in the great field of human endeavor en- 
title him to the commendation accorded by the greatest of cyn- 
ics to those who accomplished something, that— 

Whoever could make two ears of corn or two blades of grass to 
grow upon a spot of ground where only one grew before would deserve 
better of mankind and do more essential service to his country than 
the whole race of politicians put together. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, “a man’s life * * * is neither here 
nor there in the destiny of a nation.” General Meyer fulfilled 
his mission; he performed his duty; he accomplished his task; 
and, in the last analysis, we exclaim with the Latin poet, 
“Finis coronat opus!” 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, we are here to-day to en- 
deavor to pay a tribute of respect and of love to the memory of 
our late colleague and friend, Gen. ApoLPH Meyer, of Louisiana. 
in the extravagance of language or in fulsomeness of 
praise, but in sincerity and truth to speak those things which 
our love would prompt and to testify to those virtues which we 
know. I wish sincerely, Mr. Speaker, that I possessed that 
richness of language which would enable me adequately to pay 
a just tribute which his merits and life would warrant, but I 
find comfort in the thought that those who have preceded me 
have paid a tribute more deserving and more commensurate 
than I can hope to do. I first met General Meyer when I be- 
came a Member of the Fifty-seventh Congress. I was not then 
associated with him other than as a Member of the House, 
meeting and being associated with him, but during the Fifty- 
ninth and Sixtieth Congresses we were together in our work 
upon the Committee on Naval Affairs, and there I learned to 
know him well and to love him more. 

Mr. Speaker, I speak truly when I say the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and the Congress in his death suffered a loss. 
The Congress, as a representative of the whole country, his 
State, and the Union had in General Meyer a faithful, efficient, 
and competent public servant. Great crises, it is said, produce 
great men, or it is sometimes debated that great men produce 
great crises. Perhaps we are not able to give a categorical 
answer to that question or a dogmatic solution to the inquiry, 
but the young manhood of General Meyer came into activity in 
a great crisis during the civil war from 1861 to 1865. In the 
year 1862, when in the University of Virginia as a student, he 
felt the call of duty which his country made upon him and he 
responded to that call. He allied himself to the cause of the 
Confederacy, and while it is not my purpose to attempt to re- 
peat what has already been told of his services and his dis- 
tinguished career, his fidelity in that service was such that when 
the war was over it could be and it has been said of him he was 
faithful to every trust and faithful to every duty. 

No more could be said of any man. Faithful in the environ- 
ments in which we find ourselves, faithful in the duties which 
present themselves to us in our station and our surroundings, 
whether large or little, whether great or small, ever to be faith- 
ful and efficient in the discharge of the duty that is before us 
is the highest, the noblest, and the best tribute that can be paid 
to mortal man. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to recall the 
incidents of that crisis. The soldiers of the North and the sol- 
diers of the South, the soldiers who wore the blue and the 
soldiers who wore the gray, who met upon the field of battle 
and of blood, of destruction and death, were men in the highest, 
noblest sense when they faithfully discharged their duty. Those 
were times that tried men’s souls, and a man who was faithful 
as he saw his fellows die, who was brave in blood and carnage 
and death, deserves the tribute of commendation and merits 
the esteem and the love of his countrymen. 

Mr. Speaker, whenever I stand at the grave of a man who 
wore the blue or of a man who wore the gray, there comes to 
me the memory of the words that were spoken to the prophet 
of old as he stood in the presence of that burning bush, “ Take 
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thy shoes from off thy feet, for the ground whereon thou stand- 
est is holy ground.” Sir, as I stand at the grave of a Federal 
or a Confederate soldier, I take my hat from my head and bare 
it to the blue of heaven and my sou! testifies that these are our 
country’s heroes; and from my heart ascends the prayer that our 
children and our children’s children may ever be as noble and as 


brave as were these men who wore the blue and the gray in the | 


discharge of their duty to the call of their country. Mr. Speaker, 
the courage and bravery 
North and of the South in that great struggle is the grandest, 
the noblest, the best exhibition of courage and patriotism ever 
displayed on the field of battle 
the world. 


But, sir, it was after the close of that war, when the Southern | 


soldier returned to his home in desolation and ruin, where fire 
and sword had made desolate the land, and faced the problems 
of rebuilding his country, rehabilitating its industries, rein- 
stating its institutions, 


hood of the South exhibited its highest 
noblest aspiration and achievement and reached the high-water 
mark of patriotic accomplishment. 

it was in this work that General Meyer entered heartily, 
patriotically, 
the nation. 
sented themselves 
tion of them, 


to him, 


for years “ad years as a Member of Congress. 
spoken more eloquently than I could hope to do of the faithful- 
ness and the efficiency of his labor and his achievement here. 
I need not say more than to say that here, as elsewhere, he was 
faithful and efficient. 

Mr. Speaker, when we come to consider General MEYER per- 
sonally our admiration may prompt us, unless we be careful, to 
extravagant expression. He was a noble man. 
tle man. 
prominent and commended itself to all—his modesty. 
enphasize that modesty is not and should not be a virtue lim- 
ited and confined to the female sex. 


noble men; and General Mrrer possessed in a high degree that 
modesty. General Mrrer was personally honest ; 
questioned his personal honesty or his personal honor. 
more then that, Mr. 


that I mean that in his 


But, 
Speaker, he was politically honest. By 
convictions of political duty he was sin- 

cere ame earnest. He had convictions; he was not afraid to 
stat *them. Those convictions were politically honest with him, 
and he had the courage to maintain them. He was honest in 
his purpose. 

No man ever questioned the honesty of the purpose of General 
Mrvrexz in any - effort be b 
the sinceri ty and the honesty of his purpose that commended 
itself to his associates here and gave him power in this body. 
He was bot only honest in his purpose, but he was honest in his 
action: for his conduct was such that no man ever stopped or 
thought to question or to examine into the integrity of his pur- 
pose or the honesty of his action, because it was apparent in his 
life and his conduct. But one may be honest and still not rise 
to the highest level of manhood. We can pay our debts, we may 
discharge the duties that commonly and ordinarily address 
themselves to us, and still there is a higher plane of manhood 
than that. General Meyer was a man of integrity. He was 
pure in his theught. I ask you to let your minds run over the 
history of this body, and can you find where anyone has ever 
been purer in his thought or cleaner in his life than General 
Mevee? The purity of his thought and the cleanness of his 
life marked him as a noble man, and won for him the respect 
of his colleagues. 

He was faithful in service. Others have amplified that fact, 
and I shall not detain you for it. The faithfulness of his serv- 
ice was marked in this House and among his people. 

It is said that there are larger and smaller cycles that mark 
the movements of the heavenly bodies. The sun has its orbital 
cycle and the stars have theirs. Some are smali, some are 
larger, and some larger still. Some of the bodies move them- 
selves within our visions for only a little while as they pass by, 
and we see them but littl. It seems to me that this life is 
such. In the great cycle of eternity, as we conceive it, what 
a small cycle of life there is to us here. The life and light. of 
the cycle of his life here has passed away from us, only to move 
in that larger cycle which we call eternity. We hope, we expect, 
yes the intuitions of our souls tell us, and we know, that in that 
hereafter the friendships begotten here shall ripen into the full 
fruition of love over there; and it is a comfort and consolation 
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| fluenced less by political opinions than any other. 
and challenges the admiration of | 


and to meet and to solve aright the | 
many problems that presented themselves to him, that the man- | 
inspiration and its | 





and successfully as a citizen of his State and of | 
For laying hold of the new problems which pre- | 
for his wise and judicious considera- | 
and for their rightful solution he received the | 
approbation of his people, and they gave to him a commission | 
Others have | 


He was a gen- | 
There was one attribute of his character that was | 
I wish to | 


There is a modesty which | 
commends itself to men and which challenges the admiration of 


no mah ever | 


undertook ; and it was the conviction and | 


May 10, 


to know that in the richness, the fullness, and the complete- 
ness of that life we shall be satisfied. 


Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, it is probably unnecessary for 
me to add anything to what has been so well said of the life 
and services of ApotPH Meyer, but it seems to me fitting, and 
it certainly is an honor, to join with you who knéw him so well 


| in a few words of my appreciation of his services in the District 
and heroism of the soldiers of the | 


of Columbia Committee, where I met him in the first session 
of the Fifty-ninth Congress. That committee is probably in- 
The acerbi- 
ties of partisan activities hardly enter into its deliberations. 
The question as to who is a Republican or who is a Democrat 
need hardly be considered. All who do their work there are 


| actuated by the simple desire to do what is best for the city 


of Washington. General Meyer brought to the work rich ex- 
perience and good judgment. He was tenacious in his views on 
any civic subject, but equally tolerant of divergent views of 
others. His work was always valuable, and his expressed opin- 
ions always told and did much to enable the committee to act 
wisely. There was no matter so trivial or detail so small that 
was not worthy of and did not receive his strict attention and 
his honest judgment. Much of what is good in the bills re- 
ported from that committee originated with him or received 
his cordial support. And of his personal relations with the 
members of the committee nothing can be said but good. My 
acquaintance with him soon, I am honored to say, became a 
friendship, and the friendship quickly ripened into genuine 
affection; and so when the sad news came on March 8 that he 
had passed away, it was the loss to me of a real friend. I had 


| looked forward to seeing him again, not only in the old com- 


mittee but in the Committee on Naval Affairs, but, alas, it was 


| not to be. General Meyer had many friends, and closer ac- 


quaintance invariably increased the friendship. In the remarks 
which he made at the memorial services of Amos Cummings 
General Meyer closed in the following language: 


I do not suppose that he left on this floor a personal enemy behind 
him; certainly there is not one of us who in this hour does not mourn 


his untimely end. 
Surely nothing truer could be said of this brave soldier, faith- 


ful public servant, warm friend, and courteous, modest, and 
gentle man, 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, the frequent eulogies in this 
House, Sunday after Sunday, remind us of the solemn and 
serious fact that in the midst of life we are in death. A visita- 
tion of this grim monster has prevented my making as full and 
complete a eulogy on our departed friend and comrade as I had 
hoped to make, for no longer ago than yesterday I was called 
to witness the funeral of a splendid Virginia woman who met 
a sudden and tragic death by a runaway accident. I only left 
the city of Richmond this morning after a very early breakfast, 
in order that I might reach this House in time to comply with 
the request of my colleagues from the State of Louisiana to 
unite in this tribute to the life and character of our deceased 
friend. 

I have, perhaps, seen more of death in war than any other 
man in this presence, and as much in peace. Only this morn- 
ing I came through the historic city of Fredericksburg, where 
in December, 1863, I counted on a surface no larger than this 
room the bodies of 285 of the dead men of Mears’s brigade, in 
that conflict of which I was an eyewitness. Ali I have here to 
say has been written on the train between Fredericksburg and 
this city. As my mind ran over the battlefield-of old Virginia 
I thought of the apostrophe to death I have heard so often 
quoted on this floor: 


Come to the bridal chamber, Death! 
Come to the mother’s, when she feels 
For the first time, her first-born’s breath! 

Come when the blessed seals 
That close the tilence are broke, 
And crowded cities wail its stroke! 
Come in consumption’s _——— form, 
The earthquake shock, the ocean storm ; s 
Come when the heart beats high and warm, 
With banquet song, and dance and wine! 
And thou art terrible !—the tear, 
The groan, the knell, the pall, the bier, 
And all we know, or dream, or fear 
Of agony, are thine. 


We look upon death as the greatest of mysteries; but to my 
mind, accustomed as I have been-in war and peace to this dread 
monster, I regard what we call life as even more mysterious 
than death itself. 

Mr. Chairman, the life of ApotpH Mryrrer was eventful and 
distinguished. Louisiana may well mourn and this House well 
honor this soldier, patriot, business man, and statesman. 
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In him was combined those qualities of sterling character, 
rare fidelity, courage, and faithfulness in the discharge of every 
duty which justly entitles him to live in the hearts and memo- 
ries of his countrymen, 

Modest, unassuming, and genial, liberally educated, of broad 
business experience, he gave to his public duties that sound judg- 
ment and untiring effort which won for him the affection, re- 
spect, and confidence of his colleagues. 

ApoLPH MEYER was a native of Natchez, Miss., born in Octo- 
ber, 1842. Educated at the University of Virginia, he left that 
institution while a student to enlist in the Confederate army, 
serving with distinction under Brig. Gen. John 8, Williams, first 
as captain, then by promotions until at the close of the war he 
held the position of adjutant-general.. 

After the close of the war he returned to Louisiana, became 

the head of a firm largely interested in the production of cotton 
and sugar; later he became a cotton factor in New Orleans, and 
was prominent and successful in commercial and financial 
yursuits, 
He was elected and served as colonel of the First Regiment 
Louisiana National Guard, and was appointed in 1881 brigadier- 
general to command all of the uniformed corps of the State of 
Louisiana. 

At the outbreak of the war with Spain, Gen. John 8S. Williams, 
his old commander, wrote the President as follows: 


To the President: 


I beg leave to recommend to your favorable consideration Mr. 
Apotpn Meyer, of Louisiana, for position of division or brigade com- 
mander of Southern volunteers. 

Mr. MEYER served on my staff during almost the entire civil war. 
He was preeminent for soldierly qualities, the loftiest courage, fidelity, 
und endurance. In fact he seemed a natural-born soldier, and com- 
manded the confidence and admiration of the entire command. 

| know of no young officer who manifests more military aptitude. 
His resourcefulness in emergencies and quickness to avail himself of 
every possible advantage and devotion to duty were unsurpassed. 

Mr. Meyer’s experience in actual war has been supplemented by 
command in the Louisiana Militia and National Guard. 

I know the appointment would be a good one and highly acceptable 
to the Southern people. 

With sentiments of the highest regard, 

I am, most respectfully, yours, 


JOHN 8S. WILLIAMS, 
Brigadier-General, Kentucky Divisiow 

This letter makes comment on General MEyYer’s record in the 
war between the States unnecessary. The highest praise by his 
superior officer, under whom he constantly served during almost 
the entire war, is glory enough for one ex-Confederate. 

ADOLPH MEYER was first elected to the Fifty-second Congress 
from the First Congressional District of Louisiana in 1890, and 
was successively reelected until the Sixtieth Congress in Novem- 
ber, 1906, at which election he received 9,158 votes to his Repub- 
lican opponent’s 791, 

Ex-Speaker Crisp assigned General Meyer to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, where he held an important place, serving 
under two distinguished Democratic chairmen—Hon, Hilary A. 
Herbert, of Alabama, and Hon. Amos Cummings, of New York. 

It was on this committee that his greatest services were ren- 
dered his State and his beloved Southland. 

It was chiefly to his active, untiring, and intelligent work that 
the largest naval station and dry dock in the South was estab- 
lished in the port of New Orleans, large enough for the heaviest 
battle ships and comparing favorably with any other station in 
this country. 

Largely to him is due the construction of the jetties at South- 
west Pass, placing New Orleans on a footing with the best and 
greatest ports on this continent. It was largely to his strong 
and earnest plea on the floor of the House in the Fifty-fifth 


Congress that the retention of the mint at New Orleans was | 
secured after it had been stricken out by the Appropriations | 


Committee. 
For this service, as well as many others of like character, Gen- 


turned him to Congress for nine consecutive terms. 


The letter of General Williams that I have quoted is a just | 


tribute to General Meyer. If our deceased comrade watches 
these exercises to-day from the spirit land, as he may do for all 
we know, he takes the most interest in the references here made 
to his Confederate record. Everything touching the history of 


the heroic struggle his people made for constitutional liberty | 


was of deep interest to him. I shall never forget the simple 
and unvarnished story he told of the part he bore in that con- 


flict at a meeting of the ex-Confederates of the House and | 


Senate during a banquet held at the Metropolitan Hotel in this 
city several years ago. 

At that time we numbered fifty in both Houses. We are now 
reduced to eighteen. Soon the last of these heroes will have 
passed from the scenes of earth. While their names, for the 
most part, will perish and their memories fade away, their deeds 


| brutal character? 


eral Meyer endeared himself to a loyal constituency, who re- | them. 





of valor and chivalry will stir the hearts of future generations 
while the stars shine and the tides ebb and flow. 

Their self-sacrifice and devotion to duty will feed the patriot- 
ism and fire the souls of men as long as valor has a votary or 
virtue a shrine. 

Not since Cromwell established the English Commonwealth 
has there been on earth an army more devoted to principle nor 
freer of vices. To their everlasting honor stands the fact that 
in their march through the enemy’s country they left behind 
them no ruined homes, no private houses burned, no families 
cruelly robbed. 

They were, with one solitary exception, and that perhaps a 
righteous reprisal, careful with fire, and they were never known 
to borrow jewels of gold and silver with no thought of returning 
the same. They would divide the last morsel of food and the 
last drop of water with the hungry and thirsty prisoners that 
they captured by the thousands, 

With the rarest exceptions they never cherished bitterness 
and ill feeling for the rank and file of the men they met in 
deadly combat. They were soldiers from necessity, not choice, 
and only fought as their Revolutionary sires did, for home and 
liberty. They knew then and know now that they were abso- 
lutely right in their contentions, and the last one will die, as 
our colleague died, with the proud satisfaction that impartial 
history will pronounce judgment in their favor and rank them, 
with a large number of their leaders, as the most heroic and 
least selfish of all in the tide of time who fought for their homes 
and firesides. 

Our deceased comrade was also a striking type of the Con- 
federate soldiers who returned to their homes after an unsuc- 
cessful conflict with a majority of their own countrymen, 
assisted by foreigners gathered from the four corners of the 
earth. Historians are to-day giving the Confederate soldier 
full credit for the purity of his convictions and the courage with 
which he defended them. 

In due time they will tell of his achievements in peace that 
were not surpassed by his exploits in war. The territory that 
he defended with unsurpassed valor, containing one-third of 
our population, has for years contributed 40 per cent of our 
exports to foreign lands. Receiving no pensions save a pit- 
tance from Commonwealths that had been despoiled by war and 
robbed by reconstructive laws, he has, with the toil and enter 
prise of himself and the sons sprung from his loins, furnished 
from his taxable values fully one-third of the revenues that 
have gone to pension the survivors of the mixed hosts, speak- 
ing every language of the earth, who overran with fire and 
sword the fairest land ever given unto man to hold and defend. 

The members of the Naval Committee have told us of the 
splendid services our colleague rendered as a member of that 
committee. To show the breadth of his view and his noble, 
generous spirit, I quote the closing paragraph of the very last 
speech he made in this House: 

The time has gone by when voice of faction or party spirit could 
cavil at a liberal policy of encouragement of this arm of our national 
defense. Therefore in any steps we may take in this direction we will 
respond to the ardent aspiration of the American people by providing 
adequate means to defend our rights in peace or in war. 

We old soldiers intend before we are transferred to another 
sphere of action to establish the justice of our cause in the eyes 
of mankind, and we wish to leave our good name and fame in 
the keeping of the young men of our country. Ask yourselves 
these questions, young men: Does the fact of failure prove 
that the South was wrong and the North right in that struggle? 
Was Providence on their side, and were we fighting against the 
fiat of the Almighty? 

If America had to suffer the penalty of violated law, was the 
South sinners above all others? In the conduct of that war 
which side exhibited most of the Christian and the least of the 
To ask these questions is but to answer 


The North succeeded because they had the world to draw sup- 
plies from and mustered 2,500,000 men for the conflict. 
The South failed because she could only raise 550,000 all 
told and was confined to her own resources for supplies. 
THE CONFEDERATE SOLDIER. 
In a few short years now the last one of these old soldiers 
will have answered the last roll call. They are falling mere 


| regularly than they fell in battle, notwithstanding they gave to 


the grim monster 25 per cent of their fighting men during the 
four years of strife. Soon, very soon— 


We'll bear our last old soldier 
To his quiet place of rest, 
And we'll guard his mound of verdure 
As the eagle shields her nest ; 
We'll deck his grave with violets, 
And we'll keep it green each day, 
And we'll carve upon his headboard, 
“Lieth here the last Old Gray.” 





We shall love to teach our children 
Of .our heroes who are dead, 
Of the battle scars they carried 
Marching to a soldier’s tread; 
Of their loyal hearts so tender, 
All aglow in truth’s array, 
And the many recollections 
Of the boys who wore the gray. 
And as long as time speeds onward, 
And there is a heaven of love, 
God will watch the silent sentinels, 
Sleeping, from a world above; 
Iie will guard the precious memory 
Of the old Confederate gray, 
Throughout Time’s eternal pages, 
When the last one’s passed away. 


Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, when I became a Member of the 
House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, 
about ten years ago, one of the first Members, outside of my 
own State delegation, with whom I became acquainted was 
Gen. Apotpu Meyer, of Louisiana. From that time until his 
death our relations were cordial. We were drawn together 
more closely because for four years we fought under the same 
flag, and each felt a pride in his record as a Confederate sol- 
dier. Another reason, perhaps, why we were attracted to each 
other was that we were both natives of the proud State of Mis- 
sissippl. ° 

For almost seventeen years, commencing with the Fifty- 
second Congress, General Mryrer represented in this House the 
First District of Louisiana, the greater part of which is in the 
city of New Orleans. That a man of the Hebrew race and faith 
should have so long represented this cosmopolitan district is 
one of the highest tributes to his worth. 

General Mryer was genial, courteous, and open-hearted. He 
was as modest as a woman, but proud of his good name and 
loved his honor better than his life. At the time of his death he 
was the dean of his State delegation by virtue of long service, 
which exceeded by two years that of his distinguished colleague 
of the Second District, Judge Davey, and he had the confidence 
and esteem of all. 

As before stated, General Meyer was a gallant Confederate 
soldier, and this he justly regarded as a badge of honor, and 
yet, like the truly brave men on both sides of that fearful 
conflict, when the war ended he stopped fighting and hecame 
as loyal to the Government of the United States as he had 
been to the Confederacy. While we all deplore the death of our 
friend, I, as a Confederate soldier, am glad of the opportunity 
to pay a feeble tribute to his memory and worth. When I 
think of the changes which have occurred in the ten years since 
I have been in Congress I am forcibly reminded of the fact that 
in a few more years the last of the soldiers of the civil war will 
have passed off the stage of action. 

In our boyhood or young manhood we wore the blue or the 
gray, as our environments and convictions led us. Each did 
what he thought was right, and the men who made American 
history in those bloody days ask no apologies from those who 
fought against them. We are all proud of our achievements. 
The one helped to preserve the Union; the other saw his flag 
zo down in defeat, but has lived to see the indestructible doc- 
trine of State rights for which he fought recognized in every 
section of our great domain and in every department of our 
Government. Side by side and hand in hand the Confederate 
soldier and his sons are marching on with the Federal soldier 
and his descendants to make our reunited country the proudest, 
richest, most powerful nation on earth, and with the confident 
hope that it may be the freest and happiest under the neces- 
sary limitations of a beneficent Constitution. 

In speaking of the rapidity with which the ranks of the vet- 
erans of the civil war are diminishing, it may be of interest to 
say that in the Fifty-sixth Congress there were fifty Confed- 
erate soldiers in the two Houses—more than there were of Fed- 
eral soldiers. To-day there are nineteen in all, and only eight 
in the House. Alabama and Virginia have two each, and Geor- 
gia, Maryland, Mississippi, and Tennessee have one each. There 
are now thirty-two Federal soldiers of the civil war in the two 
Houses, only two of whom are Democrats. The only Confed- 
erate soldier I have ever known as a Republican Member of 
Congress was Hon. C. Stemp, of Virginia, who died since his 
election to the Sixtieth Congress. 

I mention these things only as a bit of interesting information 
and to show how fast the men who wrote history in the smoke 
of battle more than forty years ago are crossing the “great 
divide” which separates time from eternity. I am glad that 
no bitterness remains in the hearts of those who took part in 
that great struggle, but meet now as friends, and trust that in 
the few remaining years we may be brought still closer together 
for the welfare and glory of our common country, 
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Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, it is no ordinary task to be a 
faithful Representative in the halls of Congress. To represent 
the interests of a Congressional district is an onerous under- 
taking, but to faithfully and intelligently represent all the inter- 
ests of this great Government requires natural endowments, sup- 
plemented by training of the severest kind. 

Gen. ApoLtpH Mryer entered the Congress of the United States 
after a training so wide in its scope as to enable him to at once 
grasp the trend of his work and to have his labors finally 
crowned with success. He bore his honors so gracefully, his 
manner was so quiet and unassuming, that one would not deter- 
mine that in him was combined the cultured scholar, the fiery 
warrior, the hardy yeoman, the skilled financier, and the pol- 
ished statesman. But the eulogies to which we have listened 
this afternoon show that he was endowed with these attributes. 
He was a kind and affectionate husband, a loving and indulgent 
father, an amiable companion, a staunch friend, an elegant 
American gentleman. 

It is related of him that he was diligent in his studies at the 
University of Virginia, from which institution he graduated at 
the beginning of the civil war. He had selected the law as his 
profession, but abandoned it to enter the Confederate army. 

In lieu of enumerating his many engagements and the indi- 
vidual acts of heroism which marked his career in that long 
and bloody conflict, I will only cite his record as it is summarized 
in the letter of his superior officer, Gen. John S. Williams, of 
Kentucky, which he directed to the President of the United 
States, and which has already been read. 

This gives the record as a soldier of the one of whom we 
speak; but when the strife was over we find him engaged in 
the peaceful and honorable pursuit of agriculture in the parish 
of Concordia, La., near the beautiful city of Natchez, Miss., 
where he had spent his boyhood days. But he yearned for that 
field of commercial enterprise which had afforded opulence to 
so many of his race, and New Orleans, the great metropolis of 
the South, was selected as a suitable site for the mercantile 
business in which he engaged. 

But it is with his Congressional record we are more directly 
concerned. It would not be just to the memory of a man who 
had served for seventeen years in Congress to condense in a 
few words the more prominent acts of his accomplishment and 
leave to inference the multitude of minor transactions, which 
in the aggregate show a task performed which would tax the 
credulity of the most confiding casualist. 

When we reflect that from the great city of New Orleans 
there are only two Representatives in the lower House of Con- 
gress to represent her interests in the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi River, in her levees, her wharves; to represent the great 
shipping interests on the Gulf and to foreign ports, the inland 
traffic, the manufacturing, the banking, the mercantile interests, 
the exchanges, the boards of trade, the progressive unions, the 
labor organizations, and the myriad of other interests in a city 
of more than one-third of a million people, we are astounded to 
learn that in addition to these duties great outside plans are 
originated and carried to a successful conclusion. To-day we 
see the great dry dock an accomplished fact in New Orleans; 
the Chalmette monument; the new Government building, cost- 
ing millions of dollars, provided for; the naval station and the 
immigration station in New Orleans all testify to the meri- 
torious efforts of our deceased brother. 

When any question would arise affecting the Passes at the 
jetties or the Government mint at New Orleans, or which af- 
fected the quarantine regulations, General MrYer was always 
ready to protect the interests of the city, but no less the in- 
terests of the State. 

General Meyer dearly loved his adopted State, and was fond 
of the poem, Louisiana, which was sung by Miss Nores, United 
Daughters of the Confederacy, and which, by request, I will recite : 

LOUISIANA, 


Land of the brave, aye, the gallant and bold— 
Louisiana. 

Home of the lads with hearts as good as gold, 
Louisiana. 

Unequaled in beauty the wide world o’er; 

The names of thy sons reach from shore to shore, 
Louisiana. 

Blest are the mortals whose feet touch thy strand, 
Louisiana. 

Home of my childhood, imperial land, 
Louisiana. 

Thy rich fertile soil is forever renowned; 

Thy forests in numerous trees still abound: 

Thy melodious song, unsurpassed, aye, in sound, 
Louisiana. 

Mild are the winters that visit thy shore, 
Louisiana. 

Beautiful birds through thy balmy air soar, 
Louisiana. 

Leader of all, bright and glorious land, 

Pray tell me the country which with thee can stand; 

For, surely, thy fields have been touched by God’s 
Louisiana. 
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This poem breathes a spirit of patriotism which made it con- 
genial to his nature, for his soul was fired with patriotic emo- 
tions and he loved his whole country. 

Who does not love a patriot? 

In commemoration of those who have suffered in their coun- 
try’s cause the bard has awakened the slumbering chords of his 
noble lyre and called forth the beatific strains which still float 
upon the tide of time. The grandest monument which can com- 
memorate the deeds of men is that which the patriot erects in 
the affections of his countrymen. 

The drifting sands are slowly submerging the Egyptian pyra- 
mids: the Colossus of Rhodes, that brazen monument of a great 
city’s gratitude, has tottered from its lofty pedestal; the tawny 
Tiber creeps mournfully through a marble wilderness of de- 
serted fanes and decayed temples; but there is a monument 
more durable than brass, more indurated than adamant. To 
the departed spirits of the small band of patriots who immo- 
lated their lives on the altar of their country at the Pass of 
Thermopyle the dulcet symphonies and voices sweet of the 
poet’s lay still whisper words of consolation and of cheer. 

When the monastic gloom of mediszval times had been refted 
from the mental sky; the sun of knowledge had dissipated the 
threatening clouds of superstition which lingered around the 
iorizon: the Pierian fount had hidden its crystal flood beneath 
the funeral pile of Grecian glory, and the muses, deserting the 
beautiful woodlands and vaulted grottoes, where they were wont 
to hold high carnival, had sought refuge emong the magnolia 
groves and rosy bowers of the Hesperian shore, and the star of 
patriotism, vanishing from the Old World, shone resplendent in 
the New, then Washington, who, like some meteor from yon dis- 
tant sky, flashed upon the world in patriotic fire. Still, while 
master spirits have entranced the world, feebler souls have been 
deeply stirred and added their accordant notes to swell the pa- 
triotic song and send forth the wild, weird pxan of victory 
found amid the pulsations of the great human heart for love 
and hope and joy. 

ApoLtPH MEYER was one of these. 

* But, alas! his peaceful soul has taken its immortal flight to 
sunlit climes of peace and love, over whose supernal planes that 
unwritten music, the “ Music of the Spheres,’’ sweeps in voice- 
less and unbroken strains, and whose billowy tide shall flow 


along until it breaks in crystal spray around the millennial 
throne, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In accordance with the order 
of the House, and as a further mark of respect to our deceased 


colleague, General Meyer, I now declare the House adjourned | 


until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


adjourned. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, May 11, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp BE. Hare. 
The Vice-President being absent, the President pro 


tempore 
assumed the chair. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- | 


ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Kran, and by | the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the enactment of 


unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

nal will stand approved. 
STANDARDS OF MINERAL-OIL PRODUCTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to resolution of the 9th instant, a report relative to 
plans now in progress for international standards for testing 
mineral-oil products and the legislation desirable to secure 
their adoption, which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed, 

DEALING IN TRADE BY EXPRESS COMPANIES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a. com- 

munication from the Interstate Commerce Commission, trans- 


mitting, in response to a resolution of March 2, 1907, a report | 


of its investigations in the matter of alleged purchase and sale 


of commodities by express companies, which, with the accom- | 


panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- | tion 


| inventions at the United States Patent Office, which was ref: 


merce and ordered to be printed. 
FISHERIES IN UNITED STATES AND CANADIAN WATERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 





‘Withee chpection, the Jour- | liquors in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the 


7 -<¢ 
605: 
a letter from the Secretary of State submitting an estimate of 
appropriation to enable the Government to carry out the con 
vention between the United States and Great Britain concern 
ing the fisheries in waters contiguous to the United States and 
the Dominion of Canada, etc., which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 

ordered to be printed. 
REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
estimate of additional amount required for the expenses of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, 
ete.—$157,564.74—which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered t 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNInea, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following joint resolutions: 

S. R.37. Joint resolution disapproving certain laws enacted 
by the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexic 
and 

8S. R. 79. Joint resolution authorizing 
channel of Michigan City Harbor. 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested 
concurrence of the Senate. 

H. R. 13851. An act providing for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a new immigration station thereon in the city of 


the widening of t! 


| Boston, Mass. ; 


H. R. 21052. An act to amend sections 11 and 13 of an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration and Natu- 
ralization, and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturaliza- 
tion of aliens throughout the United States; ” and 

H. J. Res. 178. Joint resolution for appointment of members 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 4812) to regulate the employment of child labor in 
the District of Columbia, with an amendment, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also communicated to the Senate resolutions 
commemorative of the life and public services of Hon. Apo.pH 
Meyer, late a Representative from the State of Louisiana. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 


| House had signed the bill (H. R. 1589) granting pensions and 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the House | 


increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil 
war and to certain widows and dependent relatives of such 
soldiers and sailors, and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
Indiana State Horticultural Society, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the manu- 
facture, sale, or transportation of adulterated fungicides and 
insecticides, which was referred to the Committee on 
factures. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore Conference o 


Manu- 


legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tacoma, 
Wash., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which was referred to the Committee on the Judici 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Wilmer Atkinson, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish postal savings banks, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Western New Con 
ence and Tract Society of the Seventh-day Adventists, of 8: 
manca, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legislat 
to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest 
trict of Columbia, which was referred to the Co 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of Arthur E. Hopkii 
Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against the enactment of legi 
providing for the storing and mode 


in the 
inmittee on 


displaying of 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. PLATT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Albany 


Binghamton, Elmira, Stapleton, and Syracuse, all in the State 
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of New York, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 
organizations, which were referred 40 the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mas- 
sillon, Jackson, Columbus, Zanesville, Cleveland, Canton, Read- 
ing, Conneaut, Steubenville, Akron, Coshocton, Cincinnati, 
Sandusky, Shawnee, Hamilton, Misco, Leetonia, East Liverpool, 
Norwalk, Newark, Bellaire, Crooksville, Galion, Clyde, Mans- 
field, Toledo, Youngstown, and Toronto, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fair Haven, 
Montpelier, Xenia, Bergholz, Chagrin Falls, Aultman, New 
Athens, Mechanicsburg, Greentown, Batesville, Camden, Jolly, 
Fresno, East Palestine, North Lewisburg, Pravo, Barberton, 
Fair Haven, McConnelsville, Greenville, Youngstown, Mans- 
field, Convoy, Cleveland, Zanesville, Columbus, Witmansville, 
Cincinnati, Green, Madison, Oakley, Orangeville, Norwood, 
Springfield, Painesville, Edgerton, Edon, Reynoldsburg, Roots- 
town, East Liverpool, College Corner, Tiffin, Wauseon, Fostoria, 
Creswell, Powell, Batesville, Chandlersville, Harrod, Richwood, 
Kenton, Hartwell, Lorain, Jacksonville, Willoughby, Berea, 
Athens, North Bloomfield, Geneva, Marysville, Prairie Depot, 
Steubenville, Medina, Salineville, Cumberland, Cortland, Bloom- 
ingdale, Lima, Winterville, Bellefontaine, Vienna, Perry, Clin- 
ton, Harrison, Mount Perry, Clyde, Akron, Ghent, Oxford, War- 
ren, Bedford, Upper Sandusky, Seville, Edon, Findlay, Ripley, 
Mechanicstown, Bethel, Round Bottom, Costonia, Yienna Cross 
Roads, Morystown, Ironton, Canal Winchester, Smithfield, 
Urbana, Marion, and The Deutscher Pionier-Verein, of Cleve- 
land, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of Local Union No. 123, 
Journeymen Barbers’ Union, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sher- 
man antitrust law” relating to labor organizatious, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Morrisville, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prevent the employment of children in factories and mines, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented sundry petitions of citizens 
and labor organizations of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman anti- 
trust law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented resolutions adopted at a meeting 
of sundry Polish citizens of Chicago, IIL, expressing their dis- 
approval of the expropriation law enacted by the Prussian Diet, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woodlawn Improvement 
Association, of Chicago, of the Western Society of Engineers, of 
Chicago, and of the Woman’s Club of Downers Grove, all in the 
State of [llinois, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the conservation of the natural resources of the 


country, which were referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 


ervations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented the memorial of R. P. Maher, of East St. 
Louis, [l., and the memorial of John Cooney, of East St. Louis, 
Ill., remonstrating against the ratification of the treaty of arbi- 
tration between the United States and Great Britain, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Progressive Grange, No. 347, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Mount Carmel, IL, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “rural parcels-post bill,” which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or- 
ganizations of Kewanee, Springfield, Chicago Heights, Granite 
City, Collinsville, Urbana, Alton, Sycamore, Champaign, Bloom- 
ington, Belleville, and Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
* Sherman antitrust law ” relating to labor organizations, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES presented sundry memorials 
Seattle, Wash., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit Sunday banking in post-offices in the handling 
of money orders and registered letters, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Olympia, Seattle, Tacoma, Skamokawa, Ray- 
wend, and Elma, all in the State of Washington, praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 
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antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Grays River, Wiser Lake, Northport, and South 
Park, all in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to establish postal savings banks, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens and labor organizations of Spokane, Everett, Anacortes, 
Aberdeen, Olympia, Skamokawa, Elma, Raymond, Tacoma, 
Seattle, and Walla Walla, all in the State of Washington, pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
“Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Tekamah, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors 
in prohibition districts, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WARREN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Evans- 
ton, Wyo., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called ‘Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 9th 
instant, providing that hereafter all laws fixing the annual sala- 
ries of the United States attorney for the southern district of 
New York and of assistants in his office shall apply in all re- 
spects to and be construed as fixing the annual salaries of the 
United States attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
etc., intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed, which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Money on the 
9th instant, proposing to appropriate $125,000 for improving and 
maintaining harbors on the Gulf coast of Mississippi, intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on Public Brildings and 
yrounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4691) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Marshall, in the State of Missouri, to report it with- 


| out amendment. 


Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 


| whom was referred the bill (S. 5989) authorizing the Depart- 


ment of State to deliver to Capt. C. De W. Wilcox decoration 
and diploma presented by Government of France, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 636) thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7080) for the relief of heirs 
or estate of Jesse M. Brent, deceased, which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committees on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7081) for the relief of Mrs. L. A. Whitehead; 

A bill (S. 7082) for the relief of heirs or estate of Patrick J. 
Finley, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 7088) for the relief of heirs or estate of Mrs. Grace 
Ann Mitchell, deceased. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 7084) for the relief of Mary 


| Priscilla Shipman and other heirs at law of John J. Shipman, 


deceased, whjch was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 7085) for the relief of the es- 
tate of John W. Anderson, deceased, which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 7086) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William A. Petty, which was read twice by 
its title and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 7087) to modify the 
boundary lines of the Priest River National Forest, in Idaho, 
which was read twice by its title and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. TO88) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Olive Branch Christian Church, of James City 
County, Va., which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 83) 
for the relief of the firm of Fearon, Daniel & Co., of New 
York and Shanghai, which was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


COL. WILLIAM F. STEWART. 


Mr. RAYNER. I introduce a joint resolution. I ask that 

it be read, and I desire to give notice that I shall call it up 
to-morrow for the action of the Senate, and I expect briefly 
to address the Senate upon it. 
. The joint resolution (S. R. 82) relating to certain charges 
against Col. William F. Stewart, of the Coast Artillery, was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Whereas certain charges are now pending in the War Department 
against Col. William F. Stewart, Coast Artillery, United States Army; 
and 

Whereas a certain report containing these charges has been filed 
with the President of the United States, and both the charges and 
report contain statements affecting the qualifications and status of 
Colonel Stewart as an officer of the United States Army; and 

Whereas Colonel Stewart has not been served with a copy of these 
charges, and although he has applied for a court of inquiry in order 
to ascertain the truth or falsity of the same, his request has been 
denied, and he was nevertheless, without the opportunity of defense or 
trial, upon the basis of these ex parte accusations, deprived of his 
command and ordered to be retained at Fort Grant, Ariz., long an 
abandoned military post, until he reaches the minimum age of com- 
pulsory retirement in the year 1911, and was thereafter ordered to 
another abandoned military post, without command, at St. Francis 
Barracks, St. Augustine, Fla., and upon reaching St. Augustine has 
been ordered back again to the abandoned post at Fort Grant, Ariz. ; 
and 

Whereas this punishment has been inflicted upon him without af- 
fording him any opportunity whatever to relieve himself from the 


charges aforesaid and without giving him the slightest information in 
reference to the same: Therefore, 

Resolved, ete.,, That the President of the United States be authorized 
and directed to convene a court of inquiry, to consist of not less than 
five officers of the Army, whose duty it shall be when so convened to 
fully investigate all the charges and accusations against Col. William 
F. Stewart, of the Coast Artillery, now on file in the War Department 
or that may be contained in the report of the same heretofore sub- 
mitted to the President of the United States, or any other charges 
affecting the character or qualifications of the said Col. William 
Fr. Stewart as an officer of the United States Army; and that 
the said Col. William F. Stewart have the right to appear in 
person and be represented by counsel and to be confronted with the 
witnesses against him and to have a copy of the specifications con- 
taining such charges in the proceedings before such court, and that the 
said court report its opinion upon all the facts and specifications be- 
fore them as is usual in the procedure of courts of inquiry. It is 
further provided that the court be convened as soon as possible and 
that the said Col. William F. Stewart shall be allowed the same right 
of challenge as is allowed by law in trials by court-martial. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution, on the 
request of the Senator from Maryland, will lie on the table. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. BANKHEAD submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $3,653.05 to pay Rittenhouse Moore for overwidth 
dredging in the Potomac River below Washington, D. C., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
TLLODS. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $20,550 for completing pattern shop for steam en- 
cineering, navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment providing that in all 
cases hereafter certified the accounting officers shall, in stating 
balances, follow the decisions of the United States Supreme 
Court or of the Court of Claims of the United States after the 
time for appeal has expired, ete., intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salaries of two laborers at the Duluth, Minn., fish-cultural 
station from $600 each to $720 each, intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was re- 
Se the Committee on Appropriations and ordered # be 
printed. 

Mr. PILES submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $500 for safe or vault for safe-keeping of records in the of- 
fice of the United States Commissioner for Teller, Alaska, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $7,500 to pay to Ida Mallory, Stephen R. Mallory, 
Kathleen Mallory, and others, nephews and nieces of Hon. 
Stephen R. Mallory, late a Senator from the State of Florida, 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 








priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment relative to the pur- 
chase of two steamships of American registry for the use of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, to be employed in the transperta- 
tion of supplies, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATED INSECTICIDES. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 6515) for preventing the manufacture, 
sale, or transportation of adulterated or misbranded fungicides 
and insecticides, which was ordered to be printed and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Agri 
ture and Forestry. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JEMIMA FEATHER, 


On motion of Mr. Burxerr, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of 8S. 1936, 
pension to Jemima Feather, be withdrawn, there 
adverse report thereon. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R. 21052. An act to amend sections 11 and 18 of an act 
entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration and 
Naturalization and to provide for a uniform rule for the natu- 
ralization of aliens throughout the United States,’ was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

H. J. Res. 178. Joint resolution for the appointment of mem- 
bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers, was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

INVESTIGATION OF 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In laying before the Congress the accompanying letter from 
Secretary of State, I heartily recommend that appropriation be om: 
as therein requested for the participation of the United States in 
coming investigation of the opium question in the Far East by a 
international commission. 

The cordial reception of this proposal by the governments concer 
is a cause of gratification to the American Government and peo; 
The high aim of this international project, placing as it does conside: 
tions of human welfare above all others, is a fine example of what 
best in modern civilization and international good will and coopera 
tion. Such an undertaking can not but appeal most strongly to the 
American people, and I am happy to lay before the Congress this op- 
portunity to enable the United States to do its full share in the work. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


a bill to grant 


having been no 


OPIUM EVIL. 


the 


Tup Wuits House, May 11, 1908. 

REGULATION OF CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBITA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 
4812) to regulate the employment of child labor in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and request a 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, the conferees on the part of the Senate 
appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to, and the President pro tempore 
appointed as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Dox- 
LIVER, Mr. Penrose, and Mr. DANIEL. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Latra, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had approved and signed the following act: 

On May 11, 1908: 

S$. 4112. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pr 
for the reorganization of the consular service of the | 
States,” approved April 5, 1906. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed. The Chair lays before the Senate the agricultural ap- 
propriation bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 19158) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1909, the pending question being on the amendment of the 
Committee on Agriculture, on page 25, line 11, to strike out the 
word “ preparation ” and insert in lieu the word “ publication,” 
so as to read: 

That no part of this appropriation shall be paid or used for the 


purpose of paying for in whole or in part the publication of any news- 
paper or magazine article. 


to be 


_ 





6056 


Mr. SMOOT. The acting chairman of the committee is not 
here. I understand that he desires to speak to this amendment. 
If it could be passed over for the time being I would appre- 
ciate it very much, and we can go on with the rest of the bill 
until the acting chairman arrives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah 
asks that the amendment be passed over for the present. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is passed over. 
There is no other committee amendment remaining to be acted 
upon. 

Mr. FULTON. On page 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. After line 23, page 25, insert: 

That hereafter 25 per cent of all money received from each forest 
reserve during any fiscal year, including the year ending June 30, 1908, 
shall be paid at the end thereof by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
the State or Territory in which said reserve is situated, to be expended 
as the State or Territorial legislature may prescribe, for the benefit of 
the public schools and public roads of the county or counties in which 
the forest reserve is situated: Provided further, That when any forest 
reservation is in more than one State or Territory or county the dis- 
tributive share to each from the proceeds of said reserve shall be pro- 
portional to its area therein. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I feel constrained to move 
to amend the amendment by striking out the word “roads.” 
Under our laws you can not use the proceeds of school lands 
for roads; you must use it for school purposes. 

Mr. FULTON. They could if Congress so directed. 
would not be the effect of it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It would be the effect of it by our constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. FULTON. I hope the Senator will not raise any question 
against the amendment. The committee, I understand, is satis- 
fied with it, because it is exactly in the language of the present 
law. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The difficulty arises in the fact that the 
legislature of Idaho can not enforce it. They can not distribute 
this money for public roads under our constitution. 

Mr. FULTON. I am perfectly willing, as far as I am con- 
cerned, to strike out “ roads.” 

Mr. HEYBURN,. And let it be for schools. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from idahe 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I was in another place, suggesting items 
concerning the preparation of an appropriation bill for a few mo- 
ments, and I did not hear the amendment read. I should like 
to have it read again. 

I will say to the Senator from Idaho that it is my opinion 
that it is entirely in the option of the State whether it is to be 
used for roads or not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; it is not. 

Mr. WARREN. Let us have it read so that we may know. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish that the amendment may be again 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again 
read the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. As I caught the reading, it is entirely with 
the legislature of the State to determine what proportion, if 
any, of the money shall be appropriated for roads. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I did not catch that from the reading of 
it, and I would be very glad if the Senator from Wyoming 
would point out wherein power or discretion is left to the 
legislature to appropriate all of it for public schools. I would 
favor the amendment 

Mr. WARREN. Let the Secretary read it again, if there is 
any doubt about it in the mind of the Senator. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It says “ shall.” 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to call the attention of the 
Senator from Idaho to the fact that none of this money can be 
paid to the State unless Congress says so. If Congress says it 
can be paid to the State for a certain purpose or purposes, the 
constitution of Idaho does not affect it at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Idaho al- 
low me? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I make this suggestion to the 
Senator from Idaho: Would it not be possible for the legisla- 
ture to divide the fund between the roads and schools in such 
a way that a proportionate amount should be given to the 
schools and roads, the schools receiving an amount in propor- 
tion to the school lands in the reserve? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will answer that by asking that that par- 
ticular portion of the amendment be read, so that I can see 
whether the language would bear it out or not, 


oe 
“vu, 
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after line I move to insert 


That 
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Mr. WARREN. I should like to have the language again 
read, and if the Senator thinks there is anything in the Idaho 
constitution that is obnoxious to it I should be glad to have it 
noted. I am quite sure it provides that so much money placed 
to the credit of the States by the Congress can be used as 
their legislatures may designate; that is, that it may all go for 
roads or all go for schools, or be divided. That is the way I 
understand the language. 

; = HEYBURN. Let it be read, and I will call attention 
o it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
part of the amendment requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Shall be paid at the end thereof by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
the State or Territory in which said reserve is situated, to be expended 
as the State or Territorial legislature may prescribe, for the benefit of 


the public schools and public roads of the county or counties in which 
the forest reserve is situated. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I understand the question is raised as to 
whether that would leave it within the power of the legislature 
to so segregate this fund and apply that portion of it realized 
from the use of the school sections to the school fund and then, 
at its discretion, apply the remaining portion of the assignment 
of the fund to the roads. If it is susceptible of that construc- 
tion, it would not be objectionable, but in connection with it, in 
order that the Senate may understand the point I make, I will 
call attention to that provision of the constitution of Idaho 
which is found in Article IX, section 3: 

The public school fund of the State shall forever remain inviolate 
and intact; the interest thereon only shall be expended in the main- 
tenance of the schools of the State, and shall be distributed among the 


several counties and school districts of the State in such manner as 
may be prescribed by law. 


Now, this is the part: 


No part of this fund, principal or interest, shall ever be transferred 
to any other fund, or used or appropriated, except as herein provided. 

Now, that is an arbitrary provision in our constitution regu- 
lating the income from the school lands. 

Mr. WARREN. The language is “this fund.” 
is alluded to there? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The school fund. I think the Senator will 
understand the language when I have fully presented the 
thought. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Another provision which I read the other 
day, and which I will read again if necessary, provides that 
any income from these lands shall constitute the public school 
fund. 

Mr. WARREN. From what lands? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The 16’s and 36’s. 

Mr. WARREN. This proposed amendment does not allude to 
16’s and 36’s in any manner. It is 25 per cent of all the re- 
ceipts for all purposes from all of the public lands within the 
forest reserves. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In view of the admitted fact that there are 
between eight and nine hundred thousand acres of 16’s and 36’s 
in the State of Idaho alone that are included within the forest 
reserve, I think that answers the suggestion. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Idaho yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. The Government does not pretend to grant 
grazing privileges on the school sections or to collect rent for 
them if, incidentally, herds go on there. That is one thing. 
But the Government is not presumed to exercise any control 
over the school sections. This is Government land and Con- 
gress need not give one dollar of this to the State unless it sees 
fit so to do. Now, if Congress concludes to make a donation 
of that land, does the Senator from Idaho pretend to say the 
State can not accept it? If his State can not, ours can, and I 
trust he will not defeat the interests of other States. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of course there is no reason why the in- 
terests of Oregon and those of Idaho should clash in this regard. 
I am not advised as to the provision of Oregon’s constitution. 
I am not advised as to what constitutes their school fund. 
Their constitution was made half a century ago or thereabouts, 
and the public school system of the United States at that time 
was comparatively in its infancy, But this is an absolute grant 
to the State. It is a mere play on words to say that the Gov- 
ernment does not lease the school sections. It leases an entire 
tract of millions of acres, which includes these sections physic- 
ally. They are not fenced or segregated. They are used as a 
part of an entire tract. It is the merest play on words to say 
that the Government does not lease the school lands or that it 
does not cut timber from them. As a matter of fact it does 


The Secretary will read the 


What fund 
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both. It sells timber from the school sections and it grazes 
the school sections; it charges for doing it, and it collects this 
revenue. 

I know of no reason why Idaho should be placed under the 
wheels of this Juggernaut here and the provisions of her con- 
stitution disregarded and nullified merely for the convenience of 
the consideration of the provisions of this bill as they apply to 
some other State. We are making laws here, and we are bound 
to respect the rights of the States. We have no right to dis- 
regard them, and if we undertake to do it it is a nullity, and 
it adds confusion to the situation for Congress to assume to 
legislate where it has no power to legislate. 

We have time enough to consider this matter. 
ing more important. 
constitution of any State in the Union, undertake to provide 
that the State lands should be used under the direction and the 


There is noth- 


administration of this Bureau, and that the proceeds should | 


be applied in a manner directly contrary to the provisions of the 
Constitution, seem to me to be so unreasonable that it ought not 
to receive a moment’s consideration. Are you going to ask 
Idaho to go into the United States courts to contest this ques- 
tion? It will be compelled to do it. Idaho is not going to sit 
supinely by and see this vast fund that is provided for educa- 
tional purposes diverted to the making of roads for the conven- 
ience of the Forest Service. It will not do it, and Congress only 
confuses the situation by attempting to provide that it shall. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DIXON. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
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That we should, in utter disregard of the ! 





Idaho that even though his argument is borne out by the facts— | 
which I can not possibly conceive to be the case—if Congress is | 
willing to give Idaho one-quarter of the proceeds from the sale | 
of timber within her forest reserves in lieu of the proceeds from | 


one-eighteenth, which it has received from the forest reserves - 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of the forest reserve receipts it now re- 
ceives one-tenth. 

Mr. DIXON. I can not conceive under what theory the State 
of Idaho should object to receiving 25 per cent in place of 10 
per cent. I am certain the State which I have the honor to 
represent in part has no such conscientious scruples, and if it 


| the constitutional provision. 





-—- 


oi 


60 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. I am not informed as to what has been done 
any further than that it has been received by the State. As to 
the distribution of it I am not informed, because I do not know 
the details. 

Mr. WARREN. Has the Senator heard of any difficulty his 
State has had in reference to the money due it from the sale 
of forest products or rental of forest lands, or has his State or 
legislature had any such difficulty? 

Mr. BORAH. Idaho has never had any difficulty in receiving 
any money which has been tendered to it. It has been perfectly 
easy as far as it has received it. 


Does the Senator from Idaho 


Mr. WARREN. I want to say, if the Senator will pardon 
me—— 
Mr. BORAH. If the Senator will yield just a moment, | 


agree with my colleague in the interpretation which he places 
upon the constitution of the State, but it does seem that the 
proper interpretation of the amendment does not the 
extent of compelling the legislature to distribute any portion 
of the fund to the roads. I think the language of the amend 
ment is that it is within the discretion of the legislature to util- 
ize it for the purpose which the constitution suggested it should 
be utilized. 

Mr. WARREN. 


£o to 


Mr. President, just a moment further. I 


| wish to say that as to the constitution of Idaho there can be no 


dispute between the Senator and myself, because it is the con- 
stitution of his State; but I will say to the Senator that the 
constitution of Idaho is almost identical—word for word—with 
the constitutions of four or five other States that came in just 
before or soon after Idaho. They have had no difficulty with 
this 10 per cent and would have none with the 25 per cent. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I was, of course, sure that 
my colleague and I would not differ as to the interpretation of 
I desired that there should be such 


| an expression here upon the floor during the consideration of 


this amendment as would leave it clear hereafter that Congress 
did not intend that the legislature of Idaho should be prevented 
from applying this fund entirely to purposes, If the 


school 


| amendment is adopted with that understanding, and that is the 


would ease the mind of the Senator from Idaho we could elim- | 


inate the State of Idaho from this provision. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think upon more mature consideration 
the Senator from Montana would not make such a proposition. 
It is not that this is not a fair proportion of the proceeds. It is 
a question as to directing arbitrarily how it shall be applied. 
I am not opposing the setting apart of 25 per cent of the pro- 
ceeds derived from the use of these lands. I merely do not 
want Congress to undertake to say that the school fund, or any 
part of it, not even 10 cents of it, shall be diverted from the 
purposes to which it is to be applied under the constitution; 
that is all. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 
Idaho yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator from Idaho what his 
State is doing with the 10 per cent which it has been receiv- 


the Senator from 


ment? 

Mr. HEYBURN. 

Mr. WARREN. 
pended ? 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
the State. 

Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 

Mr. WARREN. 
whether the State 
of it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think I am safe in saying that the 
money is yet in the fund and has not been disposed of, be- 
cause it is my impression that the legislature has not been in 
Session since it was-received. If I am mistaken in that, I 
think my colleague probably could correct me, because he was 
present at the session of the last legislature. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well, I will ask the Senator’s colleague. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But I think it was received after the ad- 
journment of the legislature. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator’s colleague, then, what has 
become of the 10 per cent that has been paid to Idaho hereto- 
fore under the law? 

Mr. BORAH rose. 


It is in the treasury of the State. 


Does the Senator mean that it is unex- 


It is a part of the fund of the treasury of 


That is begging the question. 

I do not think so. 

I want the Senator to answer, if he will, 
has received that money and made any use 


interpretation that members supporting the amendment place 
upon it, then it will leave us less embarrassed than it other- 
wise would. 

But, Mr. President, the object in putting that provision in 


the constitution (and I will say I participated in that act) was 
drawn from an object lesson in another State in the United 


States where a million dollars of the school fund had been di- 
verted from one fund to another, loaned by the State office 
from the school fund to a fund that was more convenient for 
political purposes, and that State to-day, after more than 
twenty years, has not been able to recover back into the school 
fund that more than a million dollars which was diverted. It 
was the intention of the legislature of Idaho that not one cent 


rs 


| of the principal, interest, or income from the forests should ever 





be diverted from the school fund. 

Now, under another provision of our laws we lease these 
school lands in Idaho, and the income from leasing them must 
go into the school fund. Our supreme court has held that not 


ing under the law worded exactly like this proposed amend- | only the principal, but the income, from whatever source, must 


become a part of the principle to be used for public school pur- 
poses, and that it can not be diverted under any circumstances. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator from Idaho a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not understand that the Senator 
from Idaho objects to the gift of this 25 per cent to the various 
States, but he objects to any limitation as to its application, and 
he desires that the entire money shall go to the school fund 
rather than that any part of it should go to the county-road 
fund. 

Now, I will ask the Senator, if he insists upon it that under 
the constitution of that State the moneys received from the land 
grants to the State shall go into the school fund, whether this 
provision has any relation whatever to the lands granted to the 
State? As I understand it, wherever the United States collect 
anything from grazing on the school lands belonging to a State 


S 


it turns over the entire sum to the State, and that money, of 
course, goes into the school fund under the constitution. 
Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator is mistaken in his under- 


standing. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do I understand that the United States 
does not turn over to the State whatever moneys it receives 
from grazing upon State lands? 
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Mr. HEYBURN. It turns over the per cent provided by ex- 
isting law, or that may be provided by this bill. I can relieve 
th ation now, if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
States does claim the right to collect moneys for grazing upon 

he State lands? 

Mr. HEYBURN, 
claim is, 

Mr. President, I am in favor of this amendment requiring 25 
per cent of the income from these lands to be paid into the 
State treasury on the principle that if we get this, although it 
is not all that we are entitled to, it is that much gained against 
this system; and I do not intend to so oppose the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Oregon as to make it obnoxious to 
the Senate or that a point of order may be raised against it. I 
merely want an understanding, 
arrived at, that the legislature of the State will be free to use 
this money for school purposes. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, there are two or three considera- 


e situ 


It is exercising it. I do not know what its 


tions which naturally suggest themselves to anyone in regard | 


to this matter, viewed from a general standpoint. One is as 
to the propriety of voting 25 per cent of the revenues of the 
Government from a certain source to certain States and Terri- 
tories, and the other is as to our power to make any such dis- 
position of the public revenues. If I understand correctly, this 


of the revenues of the Government. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No. 

Mr. BACON. Did I understand the Senator to say “no”? 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘To the extent that these reserves include 
lands that do not belong to the Government only are they 
proposing to devote this fund and pay that portion that repre- 
sents the State’s lands into the State treasury. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will permit me, I hardly 
think the Senator from Idaho wants to be on record as say- 
ing that school sections, which are only about 5 per cent of 
the area of forest reserves, represent this proposed 25 per cent 
of forest earnings, because the school sections are 16 and 36— 
two sections out of thirty-six—or one-eighteenth, which is a 
little over 5 per cent. 

Mr. BACON. Of course we have not had the amendment 
printed, and I had to gather the purport of it from reading it. 

Mr. WARREN, 
ther? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. 


taxation. 
settlers to provide schools and pay expenses where the broad 
area is owned by the Government, free of taxes. We always 
expect that settlement will soon follow. 
policy —— 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator desire to interrupt me for 
the purpose of an argument? 
proposition. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator wants to make an argument 
and does not want the information first, it is perfectly agreeable 
to me not to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. Not at all; I desire to have the information. 

Mr. WARREN. I was going to give the information. 

Mr. BACON. I do not desire the Senator now to discuss it, 
because I desire to do that myself. 

Mr. WARREN, I do not propose to discuss it, but I pro- 
pose to give some information. 

Mr. BACON. I should be very happy to receive it. 

Mr. WARREN. The forest reserves are reserves, presumably, 
for all time. Therefore settlement upon them practically stops. 
There may be a few exceptions. So, on the face of the proposi- 
tion, there should be some contribution from the United States 
for the settlers. This amendment is an exact duplicate of the 
law as it now stands, enacted three or four years ago, setting 
apart 10 per cent. That has been thought to be too little by 
some, and hence 25 per cent is now proposed in the exact lan- 
guage of the existing law. It is not establishing a new policy, 
but it is enlarging the scope of it from 10 to 25 per cent, in 
lieu of the taxation that would be received if the reserves were 
open to settlement. 

I thank the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I should like the Senator to say before he re- 
sumes his seat, if I did not correctly understand the statement 
made during the debate in the last few days, that these forest 
reserves are open to settlement. 

Mr. WARREN. So far as the parts that are applicable to 
agriculture, which necessarily are but small as compared with 
the entire acreage. 
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May I ask the Senator whether the United | 


such as I think we have about | 





| come from them. 


| do. 


Will the Senator permit me a moment fur- | 
| the acquisition of them. 


I want to say to the Senator in just as few | 
words as I can, that the public lands are, of course, free from 
As a new country settles up, it is very hard for the | 


I have not yet even stated my | 
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Mr. BACON. That is a matter, however, not definitely de- 
termined. To what extent wozld that go? Anything that may 
be said to be adapted to farming purposes is open to settlement? 

Mr. WARREN. No; it must be more valuable for agricul- 
ture than for other purposes. If it is heavily timbered it is not 
open to settlement. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know what the language of the law is, 
That is a different statement from what I understood the Sen- 
ator formerly to make. 

Mr. President, I called for the reading of the amendment in 
order that I might see if the provision was limited to school 
sections. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. WARREN. No; it has no reference to them. 

Mr. BACON. And it is unlimited. 

Mr. FLINT, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 


| gia yield to the Senator from California? 


Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. FLINT. I wish merely to remind the Senator from Geor- 
gia and the Senator from Idaho, who do not seem to be clear 
on the subject, that as far as the school sections are concerned 
in the forest reserves, if the State elects, it may accept an in- 
They have an income now, regardless of this 
per cent; and it is simply a question whether the State de- 


“Hr, 
25 


| sires to take the income under the plan which the Government 
fund, the 25 per cent thus intended to be disposed of, is a part | 


has outlined. 

Mr. BACON. I am very much obliged to the Senator, but I 
do not see that that gives any additional information upon the 
particular point we are now considering, and that is the ques- 
tion either of the propriety of the devotion of this portion of 
the income to the States or the legality of it. The amendment 
relates to all the income from forest reserves. It does not 
even say net income, but all the income. Here we are devot- 
ing millions of dollars in this bill—there is one single item here 
of over $3,000,000—to the care and preservation of these for- 
ests, and now 25 per cent of the gross return of that is to be 
devoted to the particular States in which the forest reserves 


| may be located. 


I do not think, Mr. President, that that is a proper thing to 
I do not think the revenues derived from the forest re- 
serves any more belong to the States in which they are situ- 
ated than they belong to the States in which they are not 
situated, all of which, as I have said heretofore, contributed to 


Mr. WARREN. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will turn his eye on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, he will recall that the United States Govern- 


| ment pays one-half of the expenses of the District of Columbia, 


| because, as I understand the reason of it, it has so much 
Now, here comes a new | 


property here that is not taxed by the District government. In 
that way it contributes to the expense of the government of this 
District. 

Now, take half of a State and throw it into a forest reserve; 
it is so much not subject to taxation. Hence this proposition 
of paying the State some portion of the income, so that the 


| Government may pay a part toward the education of the youth of 


the State and the care and support of the State government. 

That is as to the equity and propriety of it. Now, as to the 
amount, that is a matter of judgment. 

Mr. BACON. There is no analogy between conditions in the 
District of Columbia and conditions affecting forest reserves. 
There is no possible comparison between the two, no analogy 
between the two, and without stopping to discuss these differ- 
ences, I want to confine myself closely to this particular propo- 
sition. 

If there is a hardship in the fact that too much of the terri- 
tory of a State is set apart as a forest reserve, the remedy is 
not, in my opinion, in giving to that State a part of the prop- 
erty that belongs to the States in common, but it is in correcting 
the law setting apart these vast territories within a State ff 
they do an injustice to the State. That is the remedy. 

Mr. President, it has seemed to me that so far as the propriety 
of it is concerned the argument is very plain and very simple 
that these forests are the common property of the entire coun- 
try and that all the States are entitled to the equal enjoyment of 
whatever may be derived therefrom. But, aside from that, 
where is the law which justifies it? 

But, before proceeding to that discussion, Congress has not 
been indifferent to the equities which the States may have as 
to the public lands within their borders. I believe 5 per cent is 
now given to the States out of the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands. I doubt very much the legality of it unless it is stipu- 
lated in the act when the States are admitted to the Union. 
Of course, it is a proper thing to do and a legal thing to do if 
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that is a part of the act under which the State came into the 
Union; but when there is no such stipulation, and when there 
is proverty in a State which belongs to all the States in com- 
mon, what right has Congress to say that a particular State 
shall have more interest in it than any other State? What is 
the distinction between revenues derived from forest reserves 
and from the sale of public lands and revenues derived from any 
other source? Suppose the Senator from New York were to 
introduce a bill that one-fourth of all the revenues derived from 
customs duties in each State should be given to the State in 
which the money was paid. Well, it would be very vastly to 
the interest of the State of New York to have that done, be- 
cause very much more than half of all, probably two-thirds, of 
the revenues which come to the Government by reason of cus- 
toms duties 

Mr. CARTER. Mr, President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Georgia yiefa to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BACON. In a moment. Two-thirds of all the revenues 
which come to the Government from customs come from the 
port of New York. What possible reason can there be, in law 
I am speaking of now, which would enable Congress to devote 
a portion of the public revenues derived from that source to the 
unequal enjoyment of a part of the country any more than 
revenues derived from any other source? Now, I yield to the 
Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Georgia 
upon what theory he can justify the payment of one-half of the 
taxes in this District by the Federal Government. 

Mr. BACON. ‘The Senator insists that I shall go back to that. 
I do not think there is any analogy between the two. 

Mr. CARTER. Then I will ask the Senator another ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has not permitted me to answer 
that one. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator disclaims an analogy-—— 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. CARTER. Therefore I desire to propound another ques- 
tion, which will be direct. Was it not the implied understand- 
ing when each new State was created that in due course of time, 
under the operation of the then existing land laws, the country 
would be settled up and the titles pass to private ownership and 
become subject to taxation? 

Mr. BACON. I think so, and I think that understanding 
ought to be now carried out. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. I am in favor of that; but I am not in favor 
of doing a wrong because another wrong has been done. 

Mr. CARTER. But, Mr. President, the Federal Government 
now electing, for general public purposes, to depart from the 
ancient and well-settled policy so far as to take, through an 
act of Congress for instance, one-third of a State out of the 
taxable area, should not some compensation be allowed to mu- 
nicipalities, counties, and States thus injuriously and forever 
to be affected in their taxable wealth? 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President, the Senator says the Govy- 
ernment elects to do so and so. What constitutes the Govern- 
ment? The law-making power; and the very power that can 
set apart this 25 per cent for the purpose of correcting what the 
Senator says is a wrong done by the same power can correct 
the wrong by undoing the original wrong; which is what ought 
to be done. 

Mr. CARTER. Then, Mr. President, as soon as the Govern- 
ment elects to depart from its forest policy and to restore the 
public domain to settlement the 25 per cent will, of course, cease. 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, if we have no legal right 
to give the 25 per cent, it can not be justified on the ground that 
we have done something else which has done injustice to the 
particular States in which the forests are situated. The very 
same power which can do what the Senator says will be an act 
of justice to the different States to compensate them for the 
wrong done can undo the wrong. 

Mr. President, I entirely agree with what I have heard Sena- 
tors discussing here for the past few days as to the great in- 
justice done to certain States in setting apart these vast tracts, 
such large portions of the territory of the State as forest re- 
Serves, and in that way practically excluding them from settle- 
ment and development and subjection consequently to State 
taxation. I entirely agree with them, and I am ready to join 
with them in the correction of that wrong. When that wrong 
is corrected, not only will justice be done to the States, but 
justice will be done to the entire country, from the fact that in 
the settlement of these lands, in the sale of these lands, there 
will be a fund which will go into the Public Treasury of which 
the entire country will get the benefit; and then the State itself 


Senator from 
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will get the benefit in the settlement of the lands, in the develop- 
ment of property, and in the entire property within the State 
being subjected to State taxation. In that way wrong is cor- 
rected and justice is done to all. 

But to say, Mr. President, that the same power which has the 
right and authority to correct the wrong shall let the wrong 
stand and then shall do an illegal act as compensation for it, 
it seems to me is without possibility of defense. 

Mr. President, there are ways in which this can be done, as 
I have suggested, and it is not too late to do it now. We have 
a bill before us; but by what possible argument can it be 
defended 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Georgia yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BACON, I do. 

Mr. FLINT. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia 
to please point out a plan as to how the suggestion he makes 
can be carried out. 

Mr. BACON. By simply withdrawing them; by simply doing 
away with all regulations which set them apart forest 
reserves and throwing them open to settlement. 

Mr. FLINT. And abandoning the entire forest-reserve policy 
which the Government has entered upon? 

Mr. BACON. Very well, so far as it may be necessary. It 
may not be necessary to do it all at one time, because it could 
not all be settled at one time. If we were to do so, we could 
contract the area; we could throw open enough to settlement 
so that there could be the gradual and proper development of 
the State, the gradual and proper settlement by home makers; 
so that what is now a forest shall be converted into farms and 
so that what is now public property may be converted into 
private property subject to State taxation. That is the way in 
which it can be done; and we have got the very bill now before 
us in which we can make such provision. 

Mr. FLINT. I simply wish to state to the Senator from 
Georgia that a large part of this land is not suitable for agri- 
cultural purposes anyway, even though the timber was cut 
from the land. It is mountainous land covered with timber. 

Mr. BACON. For what purpose is it good, then? 

Mr. FLINT. The sole purpose for which it could be used is 
for timber; and the system now inaugurated by the present 
Forestry Service is to cut the timber in such a way that the 
land would be reforested and would remain a forest forever. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. Then I understand, so far as re- 
lates to the land covered with timber, the State has no injustice 
done to it by the fact that it is set apart for a forest reserve, 
because, if the forest were not there, according to the state- 
ment of the Senator from California, it could not be used by 
home makers. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Georgia will be glad to know that it is conceded that between 
six and seven millions of acres set aside for forest reserves in 
Idaho alone have no trees on them and are adapted to other 
purposes. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. Undoubtedly so far as that wrong 
is concerned, it ought to be righted because it is a wrong. Now, 
Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to state to the Sen 
ator from Georgia what is already familiar to him, that in the 
States of Georgia, South Carolina, and North Carolina there is 
a movement to-day to put the Appalachian forests into the 
ownership and control of the National Government. I recent! 
attended a great meeting of various boards of trade of Georgina 
at Atlanta, and I there heard the governor of the State of 
Georgia insist upon it that it was the duty of the United States 
to acquire the Appalachian because they were the 
source of quite a number of navigable streams in that region, 
and that the preservation of the forests there would mean the 
development of those rivers for the purposes of navigation; that 
at present——— 

Mr. BACON. I yielded for an interruption by the Senator, 
if he will let me remind him of it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understood the Senator to yield to me, 
and I think the Senator is—— 

Mr. BACON, I did not desire to be taken off the floor, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say—— 

Mr. FLINT. I can not hear the colloquy which is gotng on 
between the Senator from Georgia and the Senator from Ne- 
vada, 
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Mr. BACON. That is not at all astonishing, in view of the 
other colloguies which are going on all over the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two Senators will please 
suspend until there is order in the Chamber. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I understood the Senator 
from Georgia yielded to an interruption. 

Mr. BACON. I yielded to an interruption, and for any sug- 
gestion, but not for an elaborate speech. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not wish to make a speech, but I 
wish to make a statement regarding the Senator’s own 
and the States adjoining it. 
govern 
Aa po 
the 


r of the great State of Georgia in regard to this matter, 

ition which seems to be sustained by public 
Senator’s own State. If the Senator objects to my fully 
presenting that, of course I will withhold it until the Senator 
gets through with his remarks. 

Mr. BACON, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have not finished it as yet. I was in- 
terrupted by the Senator, and do not wish, of course, to be dis- 
courteous to the Senator or to insist upon going on. 

Mr. BACON. I certainly do not desire to be discourteous to 
the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
to the floor; and if the Senator does not wish me to go on, I will 
wait until some other time. 

Mr. BACON. I do not object to the Senator making any 
statement of fact which he wishes to, but certainly the Senator 
recognizes the difference between an interruption in which he 
makes a suggestion and one in which he makes a speech. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I am much interested 
in this colloquy, but we can not hear it at all on this side on 
account of the noise in the Chamber. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Nevada will 
proceed, let him go ahead if he wishes to, and I will resume 
when he gets through. I would prefer, however, to finish. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I certainly feel some deli- 
cacy in reference to proceeding when evidently the Senator 
from Georgia is unwilling that I should proceed. 

Mr. BACON. I think I understood the suggestion of the 
Senator thoroughly, and I suppose every Senator here under- 
stands the suggestion without his repeating it, and that is, that 
the necessity for forest reserves is recognized in order to pre- 
serve the streams, and, as some contend, in order to secure 
a proper amount of rainfall. We all understand that, and, 


with proper restrictions, I am in favor of the suggestion which | 


has been made with referer 
Mr. President, that does not 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
floor, d yielded to the t from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator's pardon; I had the floor. 
The Senator from Idaho had yielded the floor, and I took it in 
my own right. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair recognized the 
Seryatoer from Georgia in his own right, and the Senator from 
Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I had not yielded the floor except to the 
Senator from Georgia for an interruption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator resumed his 
seat and the Chair understood him to yield the floor. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I resumed my seat because of the length 
of the interruption. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 
Georgia yield te the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER. Just a moment. It does not seem to me that 
it is a very valuable privilege for a Senator to have the floor in 
the confusion which prevails in this Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is trying his best 
to have less confusion. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. 
Georgia yield to a question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Chair will pardon me—I do not want 
to be persistent—I offered an amendment, and I was addressing 
myself to it. The Senator from Georgia, among others, asked 
jJeave to interrupt, and I granted it as of course. The interrup- 
tion became somewhat lengthy, and I resumed my seat. I am 
not at all inclined to be persistent about it, and I yield to the 
Senator from Georgia, but I should like to have my rights recog- 
nized in the matter. 

Mr. BACON. No, Mr. President, I did not interrupt the Sen- 
ator, and I did not address the Senator. I addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and the Senator from Geor- 
gia is entitled to the floor. 


‘e to the Appalachian range: but, 
come up on this question at all. 
Will the Senator yield for a question? 
Mr. President, I understood I had the 


Se tor 


tempore. 


the Senator from 


President, will the Senator from 


State | 
A certain position is taken by the | 


sentiment in | 


I think the Senator has quite fully presented it. | 


I recognize, of course, the Senator’s right | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| will suspend for a moment. 


| 


May 11, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the question I wish to put 
to the Senator is this: I understand him practically as oppos- 
ing the creation of forest reserves in the great West out of 
lands that now belong to the National Government. I should 
like to ask him how he reconciles that view with the policy now 
urged by the South and by the Senator’s own State of the ac- 
quisition of property now in private ownership with a view to 
the creation of forest reserves in aid of navigation? 

Mr. BACON. I did not catch the Senator’s question. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I said I understood the Senator to be op- 
posed to the creation of forest reserves in the great West, their 
creation out of lands now belonging to the United States Gov- 
ernment, which means simply the reservation and not the pur- 
chase of those lands. “Now I ask him how he reconciles his 
opposition to that policy with the policy which his own State 
sustains, as I’ understand, of the National Government acquir- 
ing large areas of land now in private ownership for the pur- 
pose of creating forests with a view to the promotion and aid 
of navigation? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the question is very easily an- 
swered by the fact that the Senator does not correctly state my 
position. I am not opposed to the setting apart of forest re- 
serves, but I am opposed to the setting apart of forest reserves 
in such degree as is complained of here by the Senators in whose 
States those forest reserves have been set apart, as I under- 
stand, to the extent in some cases of almost a third of a State. 
Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HEYBURN. More than a third of the State, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. BACON. More than a third. That is what I am op- 
posed to. I am not opposed to the setting apart as forest re- 
serves of proper areas of territory included in which are timber 
lands, and I have never taken any such position. I am simply 
expressing myself as being in accord with the position which 
Senators have expressed here against the abuse of setting apart 
forest reserves to the extent of more than a third of the State 
of Idaho, for instance, thus practically withdrawing the land 
from settlement and practically debarring it from proper devel- 
opment. 

SUSPENSION OF COMMODITY CLAUSE, INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
The hour of 12 o'clock has arrived. 
Under the unanimous consent agreement, that closes the morn- 
ing hour and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished busi- 
ness may be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 


AGRICULTUBAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 19158) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the same reasoning which would 
support this amendment would support an amendment giving 
to the States 25 per cent of the sales of public lands. The 
fact that this is forestry land does not take it out of the rule, 
and, without consuming the time of the Senate, the same argu- 
ment, while there may be some stronger reasons in one case 
than in the other, generally would support any proposition for 
the setting aside of the revenues derived from any particular 
source in any particular State to the uses of that State and 
to the exclusion of other States having equal right in that 
property, but in which the revenue does not happen to be col- 
lected. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I may have misunderstood 
the Senator from Georgia, but I certainly understood him to 
urge that the public lands of the West, now dedicated as na- 
tional forests, should be opened up to settlement. Whilst he 
objected, of course, to such portions of the land as were not 
suited for forests being reserved as forests, he also indicated 
that the remaining lands which were forests should be gradu- 
ally opened up to settlement and put into private ownership, 
and I understood his contention to be that in this way these 
lands, gradually drifting into private ownership, would be sub- 
ject to taxation, would swell the revenues of the State, and 
would enable the State, the counties, and the municipalities 
to discharge all the functions of government. That is what 
I understood the Senator's position to be, and I could not recon- 
cile it with the view taken by the Senator’s State, by the peo- 











ple of the adjoining States, and by the people of the entire 
South that a new policy should be inaugurated in the United 
States, not simply the policy of reserving as national forests 
lands now belonging to the Government, but the policy of pur- 
chasing lands now in private ownership with a view to dedi- 
cating them forever to forestry, the power being claimed under 
that grant of power in the Constitution to regulate interstate 
and foreign commerce, the existence of forests being absolutely 
essential to the control of the volume of the streams and the 
rivers, and therefore being absolutely essential to the promotion 
of navigation and thus of interstate and foreign commerce. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 


Nevada yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say that I have not said anything 
which would indicate that I was opposed to the reservation of 


a proper amount of land as forest reserves, and the Senator, in | 


spite of my disclaimer, continues to make an argument upon the 
assumption that I had so stated. I can only say that I con- 


gratulate the Senator upon the skill with which he knocks down | 
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No one would certainly object, it seems to me, to that as a fatr 
proportion in lieu of taxation. 

I am sure if these lands were subjected to taxation under 
the ordinary rate that prevails in that region, of from 2} to 3 
per cent, those States would absorb the entire present receipts, 
instead of only 25 per cent of them; and so the question, it 
seems to me, comes simply to this: It is not one of power, not 
one of public policy, but simply one of just proportion; and 
I am sure there is no man from the West who will say that 
25 per cent of these gross receipts is too much. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the State of Idaho had, in 
addition to the 16’s and 36’s, by virtue of the admission act, in 
round figures, 700,000 acres of land granted to that State in 
lieu of its surrender of swamp, overflowed, and saline land. It 
has of 16’s and 36’s—I have just made the computation—more 
than a million acres within the forest reserves, and 700,000 


acres of land granted to it in lieu of its surrender of the swam, 
} and saline lands. 

Mr. President, the value of this land fixed by the admission 
act would be $10,668,000. That is the minimum, but they are 
worth more than that on the market any day they are offered. 
| They will average more than that, because a large portion of 


) 





a man of his own creation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I was only stating, Mr. President, my 
understanding of the Senator’s remarks and the reason of my 
interruption whilst the Senator was speaking. I accept, of 
course, the Senator’s explanation. 

The question before the Senate now, however, is not whether 


too much land has been taken for these forest reserves, but the | 


question is, assuming that certain lands must be taken and 
ought to be taken for reserves and ought to be reserved as such 
for all time, whether these vast areas in individual States shall 
be kept entirely free from taxation as the property of the 
National Government, or whether the National Government, 
recognizing the obligation of the State to govern every inch of 
the land within its boundaries, to furnish the eourts, furnish 
the methods of criminal prosecutions, furnish the roads, and 
furnish the schools, should be aided by the National Government 
in that work, either by a subjection of the lands themselves to 
local taxation, or by a surrender to the State and to the munici- 
palities for public purposes of a certain proportion of the reve- 


nues derived from these lands protected by the State Gov- | 


ernment. 


Now, 1 wish to state that it has been the custom of the Gov- | 


ernment from the earliest days to deal freely with these public 
lands in the interest of the nation or in the interest of an indi- 
vidual State, if it thought that the interests of an individual 
State would be advanced by its action. Grants of public lands 
have been made without consideration to the various States. 
Swamp lands within the forest States have been granted to 
those States without consideration. Has any State in this 
Union, an interior State without swamp lands, objected to such 
grant? 


were located, 

When the United States has granted school lands, the sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections of every one of the public-land States, 
did the States outside of the publie domain object upon the ground 
that those lands were the property of the nation; that the na- 
tion could only part with them for a valuable consideration, and 
that the valuable consideration received should be expended in 
the general expenses of the Government, applicable to every 
part of the nation and every State in the Union? 

On the contrary, the public-spirited policy has been pursued 
of aiding the 
the grant of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections. 


And so 
it is with reference to the forest reserves. 


Already we have 


upon the statute books a grant to these States of 10 per cent | 


of the income received from the forest reserves and income re- 
ceived from the people of those States for timber and for graz- 
ing. So it is a simple question as to whether that amount 
should be increased; whether 10 per cent of the gross revenue 
is sufficient to compensate the States for the loss of the taxa- 
tion which they would be enabled to levy if these lands were 
in private ownership. I do not understand that anyone objects 
to the proportion. No one who knows anything about the strug- 
gles of those Western States to maintain an efficient school 
organization, to maintain a judicial organization, to maintain a 
sufficient organization for the prosecution of criminals and an 
efficient organization for the construction of good roads over 
the vast territory sparsely settled, certainly has objected to 
giving to the people of each individual State 25 per cent of 
the revenue derived from these lands, derived from the local 
people who pay for this grazing and who pay for this timber. 


And yet they were grants not for the benefit of the Gen- | 
eral Government, not shared by every State in the Union, but | 
grants for the benefit of the particular State in which the lands | 


sause of education of the individual States by | 


| these lands are timber lands, as fine timber lands as ever ex- 
isted, and the State is continually selling these lands, or lands 
of similar character, lying outside of the reserves, under the 
provisions of the constitution, for from $10 to $70 an aere 
public auction. So that it will not be considered that I am 
dealing with a small or unimportant question when I speak 
for the protection of the State’s rights and the State’s interest 
in these lands. I repeat, for conciseness, under the minimum 
price fixed by the admission bill and by the constitution those 
| lands are worth $10,668,000. At public auction to-day wnder 
the method provided for their sale by the States they are worth 
twice that much money. 

The school lands alone in the State of Idaho are the resource 
behind the education of the people of that State to-day and 
forever. They are sufficient to maintain the public school sys- 
| tem and the university system and the other school systems 
for all time. And for a representative from that State to sit 
silent while this body or any other legislative body encroaches 
upon the right of the State to those lands would be to fail in 
the performance of a public duty. 

It has been repeated time and again on this floor that these 
| lands belong to all the people of the United States. So they do. 
| But they must come to Idaho to get their property. They can 
not take that inheritance out of the geography of that State by 
any process. We welcome them. sut nonresident ownership 
of land is the bane of any country upon earth. That 1d 
should be owned simply for the pride of title and allowed to re 
| main unproductive and noncontributive in any State is against 
the very foundations of our Government. We want no absent 
landlordism in Idaho or in the Western States any more than 
you desire it here. 

I desire to meet explicitly the statement that these lands be- 
long to all the people of the country. By that challenge, 
and get them and become citizens and assume the responsibili 


at 





le 
Lill 


come 


| ties and duties of citizenship that appertain to that land, and 
| assume it in Idaho, and we will have no complai Every 
| private owner there can turn his farm into a forest reserve or a 
game reserve if he wants to, but he will pay taxes on it and 
perform the duties of citizenship. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lover] a few days ago 
| was extolling the beauties of game reserves and deploring the 
| diminishing quantity of game in the country. One herd of cattle 
that graze upon our plains is of more benefit and is more desi 
able than all the buffaloes that ever ranged upon the plains of 
| the West. The idea of standing up here and comparing the at 
| tributes of that barbarous period of this country, when it was 
controlled by the Indians and ranged by the game, with tse 
civilization which has succeeded seems to me to be absolutel: 
without rhyme or reason. We will trade our Indians for th 
live Yankees or the enterprising Southerner or the American 
| citizen, wherever he may come from, and we will trade a hun 
| dred Indians for every one such who comes, and we will trade all 
| the elk and spotted deer and the buffalo and game of every kind 
a thousand head of them—for one little herd of blooded stock. 
We will trade all the sweeping scope of the prairies and plains 
and forests for inclosed and improved homes. That is what 
want. We send back to the challenge—“ come and get your land; 
it is yours; but bring with it the responsibility of citizenshiy 
and the contribution to the wealth of the State where the land 
is.” That is a complete answer to all this talk which has been 





made here as ¢o the rights of the people of the Hast in the land 
within the States of the West. 
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In this morning’s Washington Post there is an editorial upon 
that subject. It says that the elements in Congress are divided 
on the preservation of the forests. They are not. We want to 
preserve for use 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I know the Senator is favorable to the pend- 
ing amendment. Has the Senator any objection to the Senate 
taking a vote on the amendment and then proceeding with his 
argument? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have no objection to a vote on the amend- 
ment with the understanding that I shall thereafter proceed. 
I have a pending amendment. The amendment really pending 
is my own. But I yield to the Senator from Oregon, and I will 
yield to a vote on the amendment with the understanding that 
I shall resume the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
FULTON]. Those in favor of the amendment will say “ aye.” 

Mr. BACON. I make the point of order that the amendment 
proposes general legislation. 

Mr. FULTON. I think it is too late. 

Mr. BACON. No. I addressed the Chair before the Chair 
announced the result. 

Mr. WARREN. I rise to the point or order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. Is the Chair considering the point of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The Chair is considering it 
now. 

Mr. WARREN. I want to say, as to the point of order, 
that the committee have not raised it. The committee, believ- 
ing that it was simply a reproduction, so far as legislation is 
concerned, treated it as if it was simply an increase of an 
appropriation, and so the amendment is in order. 

Mr. KEAN. It changes existing law. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to say a few words, Mr. President. 








With the exception of an increase from 10 to 25 per cent, the 
amendment follows exactly the provisions of existing law. 
"nder the existing law 10 per cent of the proceeds derived 


purposes indicated in the amendment. The only change in ex- 
isting law is to increase it from 10 to 25 per cent. 
Mr. WARREN. 


1 

from forest reserves is paid to the respective States for the | 
: : 

i 


Which is not general legislation. 

Mr. NELSON. On that account it is not general legislation. 

Mr. BACON. I withdraw the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
withdraws the point of order. 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Idaho 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Before the Senator leaves the prop- 
osition of game, the Senator is aware of the fact that this bill 
puts the Government in the business of supplying and transport- 
ing game in these forests. 

Mr. HEYBURN. They have a force of men in Idaho for the 
express purpose of killing game. They are equipped by the 
Government, and they report the number of animals of various 
kinds which they have killed. But I am not inclined to deal at 
this time with the small questions that go to the administration 
of the Forestry Service, because the time is brief in which to 
conclude the consideration of this bill. Being, perhaps unfor- 
tunately, in the position of having opened the discussion on 
this measure, in view of the number of replies which have been 
made to the remarks which I made, it is only my intention to 
gather them up as briefly and succinctly as possible in order 


that my remarks may not seem to have been successfully con- 
troverted. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator from Idaho a ques- 
tion. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. He has referred to the fact that the forest 
reserve employees have been killing game. Do they do that 
without reference to the State law or under the State law? 

Mr. HEYBURN. If I should make the assertion here that 
there is or is likely to be some controversy between the Forestry 
Service and the State government, I should perhaps be met with 
contradiction. I am not sufficiently advised to take up that 
question. It is sufficient to say that they have professional 
hunters in Idaho—game killers. b> 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, for the benefit of those 
who have not looked into it, that the Supreme Court has de- 
clared that the game belongs to the State and is absolutely 
under its control. The State may make an open or closed 
season. It has gone to the extent of saying that the State may 
prohibit the export from the State. 

Mr. DIXON. I want to ask the Senator from Idaho if it 
is not a matter of fact that the animals killed in the forest 
reserves are stock-destroying animals, like wolves and coyotes, 
which are killed when the rangers have nothing else to do; and 
if last year they did not kill nearly 50,000 wolves and coyotes 
within the forest reserves? They are not the game animals that 
the Senator’s remarks might indicate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have seen the report of these game killers, 
and I have noticed the character of the animals they are killing. 
and I do not undertake to criticise the fact of the killing of 
these animals. I only mentioned incidentally the fact that the 
Government was engaged in that sort of business. 

I desire to call attention to the editorial in the Washington 
Post of this morning, in order that some erroneous views therein 
expressed may be clearly stated and controverted. It said: 

The members of the Senate seem to be widely divided upon the ques- 
tion of the preservation of the forests as an important issue in the 
present ahd future of this country. 

There is no difference of opinion, so far as I am advised, in 
the Senate or elsewhere among intelligent, thinking people as to 
the necessity and wisdom of preserving the forests any more 
than there is as to the necessity and the wisdom of preserving 
the water sources of the country or the farm lands of the 
country or the purity of the atmosphere or any other thing that 
tends to the general prosperity. The question in the Senate 
is as to the manner of doing it and not to the fact of doing it. 
There are no people in the United States who are more zealous 
in their desire to preserve the forests than are the people who 
live in the States where the forests grow, and there are no 
people in the United States who are as capable of knowing how 
best to preserve them as the people who live in the States 
where the forests grow. Those States were not settled by the 
overfiow of either the insane asylums or the institutions for 


| the feeble-minded. They were settled by those of your citizens 


who had energy enough to go out into the world to make new 
homes for themselves, and they represent the very highest grade 
and degree of the energy and manhood of the East. The drores 
do not go West. We are not troubled with the inefficient and 
those incapable of understanding the problems of life. We have 


| a live, intelligent citizenship with a conscience behind it, just 


The Senator from Georgia | 
The question is on agreeing to | 


as much in favor of self-government as are the people of the 
East; and we are not asking to govern the East. We are ask- 
ing the privilege of governing ourselves, and we are asking it 
not only for those who are there, but we are asking it for 
those of you who may go there and claim your own, about which 
you have had so much to say. When you reach that land we 
will stand with you for an equal participation in the govern- 
ment of the country in which you live. 

Mr. President, this editorial further states that the difference 
of opinion is geographical. That is true in regard to every 
question which arises in this or any other legislative body. 
It is for that reason that representative government draws 
equally from all sections of the country. If all the members 
of this body were drawn from one State, they might on many 
questions be able to dispose of matters before them with entire 
impartiality, but that is not the principle upon which our Govy- 
ernment rests. 

This editorial further states: 


It would seem, however, to any disinterested judge that the Western 
sentiment is narrowed to local needs and desires rather than ‘nspired 
by a large, appreciative vision of the great value of the preservation 
of forest lands to the people of the whole country. 

I think I have answered that proposition by saying that 
while these lands are the heritage of all the people, they can 
be obtained only by those who go where the lands are. The 
lands are fixed there permanently. 

Mr. President, I have directed my remarks very largely to 
this question as it affects the State of Idaho, from which I 
come, but I do it merely as a text. That which is true of 
Idaho, or in relation to Idaho, is true of other States. 

I have but a closing word to say, and that is in regard to the 
question of planting forests. I should like to see every State in 
the Union have a sufficient area of forests to meet every de- 
mand of that State, but I am opposed in principle to sequester- 
ing the lands in one State for the convenient use of another 
State. If they want forests in Nebraska, plant them there. 
If they want them in New York, plant them there. If they 
want in any State to plant forests and withdraw that much 
of the area of the State from contribution to the prosperity of 













the people, through the means of taxation, let them do it. 
But leave States like the State of Idaho free to develop and 
apply the natural resources of the State to the wealth and 
prosperity of that State. That is the basie principle upon which 
this Government rests and must rest. 

They have created what they call “forest reserves” on 
open prairie and grazing lands in Idaho to the extent of about 
7.000,000 acres. They admit it. There is no question about it. 
Fully one-third or more of the forest reserves in the State of 
Idaho have no timber upon them and never will have any tim- 
ber upon them. All talk about reforestation in Idaho is silly. 
There is no sense or reason behind it. Why should you be 
planting forests in any State already 25 per cent timber land? 
Why not plant forests in places which have not forests? 

The amendment I have offered is to prevent the Government 
from exporting timber from Idaho—not to prevent individuals 
who own land from sending timber from Idaho, but to prevent 
the Government from going into the lumber business in the 
State of Idaho in competition with private individuals at the 
expense of depleting the forests of Idaho. That is the amend- 
ment. The provision ought never to have been stricken out of 
the bill. The Senate in its wisdom of that hour incorporated 
it in the bill in the Fifty-eighth Congress, and it was the law, 
and was satisfactory to the people of Idaho. During my illness 
at the succeeding Congress, when I was unable to be present, 
it was stricken out. I merely ask to restore it, and I think 
in fairness I may ask that. Let the Government keep out of 
the lumber business in Idaho. Let it preserve the forests, if 
that is the mission of this Service. Let it cooperate with the 
State of Idaho, which puts as many fire-patrol people in the 
field during three months of the year as the Government does. 
Under the provisions of the law of that State—— 

Mr. CARTER. Would the Senator deprive the Government 
of the right to sell matured timber? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would not deprive the Government of the 
right to sell anything that it owns in the State of Idaho and 
ought to sell. I would deprive the Government of the right 
to go into business anywhere in competition with individual 
industrial enterprises. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Idaho yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FLINT. The amendment simply limits the transactions 
of the Government as to Idaho. It will be just as much in 
the lumber business elsewhere. The sole object of the Senator 
would be to hamper the Government in that one State. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I believe it has always been recognized as 
a sound principle in the Senate that the Senators who come here 
from a particular State are sent here because they are pre- 
sumed to be able to represent the interests of that State as 
well as to participate in representing the entire Government, 


and I have never, since I have been a member of this body, | 


undertaken te object to any measure proposed by any Senator 
with respect to the State he came from, if he presented it as a 
matter peculiarly interesting to the people of that State. 

When the Senator from California has desired certain excep- 
tions in favor of the State he represents upon this floor I have 
never interposed an objection, and never should. 






















































Mr. FLINT. I am in entire accord with the views expressed 
by the Senator from Idaho on that matter, with the exception 
that it does not: seem to me that the property of the Government 
or the income of the Government in any one State should be 
limited to that State. In other words, to parallel the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Idaho, as was stated by the Senator 
from Georgia this morning, it could be provided that all the cus- 
toms receipts coming in at the port of New York should be 
expended in the State of New York. As a matter of fact, this 
is the income of the Government, and it is a general proposi- 
tion, and it should be for the entire nation. In other words, 
the Forestry Service is a national project and not a local or 
State proposition. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The word “ project ”—although I do not want 

to use a disrespectful word—covers more of those indefinable 
glittering generalities than any other word I have ever known 
to be used in this body. 
It is this man’s policy and that man’s policy. 
gard for those things which rest upon somebody's policy. 
4 Here is something that probably will be interesting to the 
Senator from California. I have another editorial which I 
clipped from a paper, and in it it is suggested that it is a part of 
the policy of this Service to use the incomes from the forest re- 
serves for the purpose of purchasing other forest reserves. 









I think I treated of this the other day. | 
I have little re- | 
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The management of the forest reserves which the Government already 


controls has been so able and careful that there is already a large sur 


lus revenue, and it is proposed to apply it gradually to paying for the 
Vhite Mountain and Appalachian forests. 


In the first place there is no surplus revenue, but a deficit of 


about $1,300,000. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





Does the Senator from Idaho 


yield to the Senator from Utah? 


Mr. HEYBURN. 
Mr. SMOOT. 


Certainly. 
I do not understand the Senator to claim that 


that newspaper report is authentic, or that the Forest Service 
intends to follow the suggestions of the report. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. is 


The newspaper report certainly 


authentic, because I cited yesterday bills now pending before 
Congress providing for that very thing, and I suppose, so far as 
the Bureau is concerned, the Senator will at least admit that 


Congress has the right to initiate legislation in regard to forest 
reserves. 

Mr. SMOOT. I certainly do. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Whether this report comes from 
the Bureau of Forestry or not, it is a policy proposed to Con- 
gress that all the revenues of all the forest reserves be appro- 
priated until 1918 for the purchase of land in the proposed 
Appalachian and White Mountain reserves. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I mentioned that only inci- 
dentally, because of the suggestions of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FLINT. I do not agree with the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Idaho that the Forest Service shall not have a policy, 
and we should criticise them for the reason that they have a 
policy. I think they should have a definite, fixed policy. It is 
an entirely different proposition whether Senators agree with 
that policy. As a matter of fact, I do agree with a great deal 
that has been done by the Forest Service in the managment of 
forest reserves throughout the country, but I do not agree with 
the proposition as outlined by the Senator, if that is the policy 
of the Forest Service, that the income from the forest reserves 
in the West should be used for acquiring forest reserves in the 
East. 

As a general proposition, I am in favor of taking as large a 
pereentage of the proceeds of the forest reserves as is prac 
ticable and expending it in the States, just as we have to-day 
increased the amount from 10 per cent to 25 per cent; but while 
I agree generally to the policy of Mr. Pinchot in the manage- 
ment of the forest reserves, I want to say to the Senator from 
Idaho I do not subscribe to everything that is being done or 
every detail that is being carried out in the Forest Service. 
However, aS a general proposition, I am in favor of what is 
being done. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, under the constitution or 
the admission act, 5 per cent of the proceeds from the sale of 
publie lands in the State of Idaho go to the State for school 
purposes, in addition to the public lands that were granted; 
that is, 5 per cent of the proceeds of all the lands the Govern- 
ment sells in the State of Idaho goes to the State for that purpose. 
As an excuse for not selling public lands, or rather as a method 
of defeating that provision, they place the public lands in a 
forest reserve and do not sell them. They are starving the 
school fund of Idaho in that way. They are starving the recla- 
mation fund of all the arid States by withdrawing this land 
from sale, because the reclamation fund is comprised entirely 
of money received from the sale of public lands. 

So, with the reservation of 120,000,000 of acres of public lands 
from sale or settlement, of course the income of the Reclamation 
Service is at least threatened with that much loss. It is threat- 
ened with loss to the extent of the sales of the. public lands that 
would have been made if they were not in a forest reserve. 
They destroy our 5 per cent school fund in addition to having 
taken possession of the school lands, because the lands not being 
sold the State does not receive the’ 5 per cent for them. 

The most dangerous thing Congress can do, the most danger- 
ous thing those who represent the older States can do, is to 
attempt to put on the bands and dwarf the growth of the West- 
ern States, beeause those States have a citizenship which if 
not capable to-day of defending their rights, will be, just as sure 
as the future comes. They are not going to remain mere vas- 
sals of the Eastern States. They are going to grow to be a 
great in population and wealth as the proudest and oldest State 
in the Union; and while you may embarrass them and cramp 
them for a short time they will rise up from under it. 
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There is no aristocracy of age among the States. The newest 
State was admitted with all the rights possessed by the oldest 
State. We have the territory and we will get the citizenship. 
We will drive these laws from the statute books that are placed 
there for the purpose of keeping the West down, for the pur- 
pose of making our States the breeding ground for your fancy 
animals and the camping ground for your tourists. We will 
drive these laws from the statute books. It is only a question 
of time. You can no more keep those people in this kind of 
bondage than your ancestors could be kept in the bondage of 
European institutions. 

I have heard here for a week little but citations of condi- 
tions that exist in Europe. Every precedent that has been 
stated has been a European precedent—the forest reserves and 
policy of Germany, France, England, Russia, and Austria. We 
care just as little for them to-day and for their ideas of govern- 
ment as our ancestors cared for them. Senators whose ances- 
tors took up arms against the policies of Europe, disagreeing 
with the monarchical institutions represented by the Forestry 
Service, stand up here and cite us to the magnificent game 
preserves of Europe, to the magnificent solitudes of the kings’ 
forests in Europe. 

We want an American policy based upon the principle that 
every citizen, whether he live in the Rocky Mountains or within 
the borders of New England or in any other, portion of the 
country, has the same rights. We do not intend that our 
country shall be made the plaything either in economics or in 
politics. We do not intend that our country shall afford only 
the opportunity for tours in Pullman cars for the purpose of 
camping and shooting animals. We do not intend that it shall 
be used as the subject of magic-lantern slides to illustrate the 
beauties of untamed nature. 

The State of Idaho has more square miles in area than all 
of the New England States combined, with 5,000 square miles 
to spare. She has a larger percentage of arable and tillable 
land than any State or any two States in that group of States. 
Idaho has more acres of land capable of being cultivated and 
converted into homes than has the State of Pennsylvania. 

There is that magnificent State with its millions of popula- 
tion that would have been a forest reserve if these gentlemen 
could have had their way. William Penn and those who came 
with him would have been the lord proprietors of Penn’s 
Woods. But those old pioneers knew how to gain their liberty 
and their freedom from this kind of control, and I can promise 
the Senate of the United States that the people of those States 
will know how to throw off this kind of shackle and to at- 
tain their full growth, and take the high place which they 
are entitled to take, and which because of the God-given gift 
they are in a position to claim and to hold. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I intend to consume but a 
few moments of the time of the Senate. On Thursday last 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLuiver] addressed the 
Senate at the closing hours of the day’s session. I do not see 
him in the Chamber now. He was here a few moments since. 
I wanted to call his attention, if I could, to some things he 
said which I think were probably said in the enthusiasm of 
making his speech. I read from the Recorp what I did not 
observe until yesterday, this very remarkable statement, which 
I am going to challenge, and I am going to inquire of the 
Senator from Iowa his authority for the statement. Amongst 
otker things the Senator said: 

There has never been in the history of human society as completely 
organized a crime against the human race as the destruction of the 
American forests in Pennsylvania, in New York, in Michigan, in Wis- 
consin, in Minnesota; and to make the crime all the more ignoble, 
it was based upon greed and avarice and the love of money, which we 
are taught is the root of all evil. So it has proved in that vast 
publie domain. It was despoiled by the spoilers who violate the land 
laws of the United States, and the witnesses still stand there in 
the burned trunks of great trees, in this pathetic tangled mass of 
burned logs and vegetable matter scattered over square miles of terri- 
tory that, if it had been administered with wisdom and patriotism, 
might to-day be the permanent source of a lumber supply to us and to 
our children’s children. 

The State of New York and the State of Pennsylvania never 
had any public lands, and I should like to know from the Sena- 
tor, if it would not be offensive, what he means by saying: 

There has never been in the history of human society as completely 
organized a crime against the human race as the destruction of the 
American forests in Pennsylvania, in New York, etc. 

I know he included Pennsylvania and New York with Wis- 
consin, Minnesota, and Michigan. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALitncer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from 
Iowa? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. The observations which I made on Friday 
were made, as the Senator says, in the course of a running and 
only partially premeditated discussion. Of course I had no in- 
tention of saying that indictable offenses had been perpetrated 
in Pennsylvania and New York, but we had observed in the 
mountains of Pennsylvania very many evidences of a wanton 
destruction of the woods which are observable in other sections. 
I had in mind particularly the destruction of the forests in 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and the neighboring forested portions 
of the public domain. I had in mind the occupation of those 
lands by the pioneer sawmill people and lumbermen, who 
seemed to have got hold of them in many cases, notably in 
Michigan, I think, by means very similar to those which have 
proved distasteful to the Department of Justice in recent years. 

I had in mind not particularly an organized conspiracy to 
violate law, but a wanton destruction of that great natural 
resource in those States. I repeat what I said, that if there 
had been wisdom enough in that day and generation, either in 
the States concerned or in the General Government, to provide 
for an orderly administration of those forests, we would not 
now be face to face with what appears to be a total failure of 
the lumber supply in that large section of the United States. 

I do not believe the Senator in reality disagrees with the 
position I take when I comment upon the wanton destruction of 
those forests. The evidence stands there to-day. You can ride 
from one shore of the lake to the other across northern Michi- 
gan and northern Wisconsin and on every hand there is a monu- 
mental witness of the exact truth of what I tried to say on 
Friday. 

Mr. TELLER. I will challenge both statements. I will 
challenge, first, that there has been any wanton destruction, and 
I will challenge the fact that there was any organized effort to 
secure these lands. 

Mr. President, I only want to say a few words about the 
wanton destruction in Pennsylvania. I was born on the Penn- 
sylvania line. I know all about the Pennsylvania timber, and 
I know all about the timber of the State of New York on that 
line. I called attention to it when I was on the floor not long 
since. There was a very rich timber country, and that country 
was opened up for settlement soon after the Revolutionary war. 
But in the immediate section from which I came there was no 
settlement until after the war of 1812 had closed. 

Up to 1840 there was some very fine timber in that section. 
Practically up to that time there had been no timber exported 
from very many of the counties in the State of New York and 
not a great deal from many counties in the State of Pennsy!}- 
vania. On the headwaters of the Susquehanna River and on 
the headwaters of the Allegheny there had been export of lum- 
ber down each of those rivers by rafts. The Allegheny River 
folks sent theirs to Pittsburg, Cincinnati, and New Orleans. 
Down the Susquehanna they sent theirs to the city of Phila- 
delphia. There were seven or eight counties in each State that 
were timber counties, and from 1840, at least, I know some- 
thing about that country and the’conditions. To say that there 
was a wanton destruction of the timber is untrue. There was 
a destruction of timber for beneficial use. 

From the headwaters of the Allegheny River, in the State of 
New York, as early as 1820, and even earlier than that, from 
1815 to 1820, there departed every spring a large number of 
immigrants for the great West. I presume for many years a 
majority of the men who went from the East into the State 
of Ohio went down the Allegheny River on rafts. The lumber- 
men cut lumber, put it in the river, built rafts, and then the 
settlers went down on those rafts. There were no boats, no 
railroads, and no transportation except. by rafts. 

The lumber in those days would not bring more than five or 
six dollars a thousand after it was sawed. There was a better 
market for it in New Orleans and Cincinnati than there was up 
there, and therefore they sent it away. There was no wanton 
destruction of it. 

I object to this, Mr. President, because I know just as well 
as I know I am living that when the Forest Service take up 
this question and issue a lot more of publications they will 
quote from the Senator from Iowa to show this great con- 
spiracy. It will be a great card for them. The Senator from 
Iowa is a distinguished member of this body; he has been a 
distinguished Member of the House; he is in the public eye 
more than many of the rest of us are; and it will be a great 
card to say, “ Here is the Senator from Iowa, who declares that 
this conspiracy exists and has existed.” 

Mr. President, I know something of the people. My father 
was a settler, and he cleared up a farm. My grandfather 
cleared up a farm, and all my neighbors cleared up farms. 
When I was 10 years old there was an immense number of 
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farms that bad only comparatively small clearings on them. 
Is anybody justified in saying that the men who cleared up 
those farms and made homes are guilty of a crime of such stu- 
pendous magnitude because they did not have the foresight to 
save their pine timber and did not wait forty or fifty years 
that it might be sold to somebody who came after them? 

Mr. President, I remember the first sawmill which was built 
in the neighborhood in which I lived. It was run by a man who 
had been a captain in the war of 1812. You could go 12 miles 
one way and 8 miles another way before you found another 
mill, and if you took another direction you could go 20 miles 
before you found a mill, For twenty years there was not a 
board sawed at that mill which was used outside of the neigh- 
borhood in which it was sawed. 

But, Mr. President, any quantity of good timber was piled 
in a heap and set on fire, because that was the only way you 
could make a settlement in that section of the country. By 
1850 they had a pretty thriving settlement all over that part 
of the State. 

Mr. President, I have great admiration for the men who went 
into the timber and made homes. They did it from the At- 
lantic Ocean clear up to the Pennsylvania line. They came 
from Massachusetts, Connecticut, eastern New York, and prob- 
ably New Hampshire and Maine. They were not vandals; 
they were not robbers; they were not crime committers. In 
that section of the country where the Senator charges this 
crime was organized, particularly in New York and Pennsyl- 
vania, I will venture to say there are as good people as live in 
any country, and I will venture to say that many of the best 
people of the State of Iowa came from that part of the States 
of New York and Pennsylvania. In that timber country were 
‘aised governors of the State, Members of Congress, public 
men who have made their mark in the history of this country. 

I have served with five Senators from the immediate neigh- 
borhooed of which I speak, We have furnished from that neigh- 
borhood governors to the various Western States. If there has 
not been a governor in Iowa born in that part of the State I 
am greatly mistaken. I know Missouri has had one from the 
immediate neighborhood in which I was born. We furnished 
all the appliances of civilization. For many years we had 
a hundred school houses, where we had one sawmill. In later 
times in some parts of Pennsylvania lumber was exported, as I 
said, down the rivers; some of it was exported by teams to the 
canal and was sent down to New York City. 

Mr. President, it may seem to be hardly worth while to go 
into a question of this kind, but I know the people who lived 
there to be as good as any people in the world. They have de- 
parted this life, most of them, but their sons and daughters are 
living there, those of them who have not gone West. Thou- 
sands of them have gone West, and they are the best people in 
the world. 

Mr. President, I do not know so much about what they did 
in Michigan and Wisconsin, but I do know that until 1885 and 
afterwards there was no necessity for an organization to steal 
timber in the State of Michigan. Our laws enabled any man 
to walk into the land office and pay $1.25 per acre for the 
finest timber that ever grew. I knew a member of this body, 
who after the war deposited $5 in a land office and took out 
a patent for 4,000 acres of the finest timber that ever grew 
in the State of Michigan, Was there & ws crime in that, Mr. 
President? The Government of the Uniteu States had pro- 
vided by Jaw that under certain conditions men might take the 
title to the property. The Government wanted them to take 
the title to the property. It wanted them to put it to a bene- 
ficial use, and Michigan would not be the fine State it is if they 
ind not done so. 

The same may be said of Wisconsin. 
statement that Iowa cut 11,000,000 feet of lumber in one year. 
I wondered at it. It took me a little time to remember that 
right across the river from where I lived in Illinois was the 
town of Clinton, in the State of Iowa. That is one of the big- 
gest lumber-producing sections of the West. But every log 
sawed there came from Minnesota or Wisconsin. They floated 
them down the river and sawed them in those great mills and 
distributed them throughout the State. 

Mr. President, is there any reason to cry crime, organized 
robbery ? 
under the law. 


I have been complaining that misrepresentations were made 
here. It has been largely, I think, because the conditions were 
not understood. The greater part of Michigan timber was taken 


in strict accordance with the law and paid for under the pro- 
visions of the law. 
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I do not know very much about actual affairs in the State of 
Michigan. I have traveled through it quite extensively, and 
wherever I went I found a class of people who could hardly be 
named as guilty of conspiracy against the Government when 
they did not need to do it under the law. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
rado yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am very glad indeed that the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TreLLer] has questioned the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dottiver]. So far as 
this statement concerns the State of Michigan I desire to say 
that while there may have been a wasteful policy in the be- 
ginning of our lumber operations, while millions of feet of tim 
ber may have been destroyed, by fire and otherwise, that should 
have been preserved and safeguarded for future use, yet, Mr. 
President, I agree with the Senator from Colorado that there 
has been no conspiracy-of destruction in the State of Michi- 
gan against our forests, and, furthermore, that the men who 
took up the land originally from the Government were among 
the highest types of our sturdy pioneers who blazed the way 
alone. When they took up this land they were poor, strug 
gling woodsmen who tramped through the forests marking the 
trees, going often without food, and partially clothed. I know 
that one of the largest landowners in our State walked with- 
out a hat upon his head or a coat upon his back or anything to 
shelter him for days and for weeks in these forests, carefully 
selecting his lands under strict regulation of law, borrowing 
money at high rate of interest, because he had faith in the 
future value of these timber lands. 

I wish to take issue with the statement that there has been 
conspiracy to denude our forests, and I want to go one step fur- 
ther, and assert that Michigan's supremacy among the States is 
due, in large part, to the faith of her pioneers. 

The Senator speaks of the desolation of a portion of our 
territory. I can not subscribe to his statements. Wherever 
forests have been removed a greater, grander, and more enno- 
bling civilization has taken its place. Cities and towns and 
villages now stand where forests formerly marked the land. 
If the policy of isolation, advocated by the Senator from Idaho, 
had been applied to the State of Michigan there would be to-day 
forests in our State, the abode of wild animals, sheltering them- 
selves in undisturbed supremacy, whereas now we have happy 
children by the thousands and hundreds of thousands attending 
schools upon every hillside, where enterprise and law and order 
reign supreme; where cities thrive and country life is ideal—a 
citizenship unsurpassed in any State of the Union now occupies 
every acre of our vast domain. 

Mr. President, the land which has been called desolate is 
now covered with beautiful gardens and magnificent orchards. 
| The very best fruit raised anywhere in the world is now raised 
vhere this timber once grew, while commerce and trade and 
industry thrive everywhere. 

I want to say further—it may surprise the Senator from Colo- 
rado—that in one portion of our State where forests grew in 
| abundance, where trees were large and valuable, where the for- 
ests were depleted, perhaps too quickly, there has come to the 
| surface, as a result of industrial necessity, a product of nature 
| more valuable than the forests which formerly covered the soil. 
Through the rich Saginaw Valley, broad under the 
homes of the people and beneath the foundations of their build- 
ings, coal has been developed in abundance so rich and so yalu- 
make the value of the 


Colo- 





its acres 


uble as to forests seem almost infini 
tesimal. 

No, Mr. President, proud cities are our inheritance; good citi- 
zenship is our pride. Progressive, happy, people 
now busily inhabit the territory where forests once grew in 
silent solemnity. I do not think that the pioneer or lumberman 
is to be blamed or to be criticised; I think indeed he is to be 
praised, for out of it all has come a better condition for man- 
kind, a greater pride in country, and of infinitely 
greater value to the generations yet to come. I candidly b 
| that the pioneer did our country a great service when he, alone 
and single-handed, waged his battle with unpropitious element 
| for home, for schools, for churches, and if he profited by his 


} 
| labor the rewards are rightfully his, as the pains and penalties 


prosperous 


resources 


,c 


of solitude and loneliness were his in the early days of his 
struggles and privations. No, Mr. President, as I said in the 
| beginning, there may have been waste and loss which should 
have been avoided, but the pioneer lumberman was not a con- 
spirator, but a man of faith and courage worthy of emulation. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Smiru]. I suppose that is the condition 
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of Michigan from what I have seen of it; and from what I 
know it is the condition in Wisconsin. I know I have been 
through it, and I have seen the land from which the timber 
was cut off, where at present there are farms. I can not rid 
myself of the idea that a home on a piece of land is infinitely 
better than a piece of unbroken timber. I remember that from 


the section of New York where we would be led to believe, if | 


give him two millions for. I am going to ask that it may be 
put in the Recorp, because the information it contains is scat- 


tered through many pages. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


In the absence of objection, 


| permission to print the statement in the Recorp is granted. 
The statement eotuened to is as follows: 
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we took the Senator literally, that there was vandalism which | | Drift fence. Pasture fence. | Water- Telephone lines. 
would be a disgrace to the nation—there came men who rose | r Tia anne ing aoe _ 
to high positions in the State and in the nation; and I re- | | Mites, | Amount. Miles. Amount. | troughs.| Miles. Amount. 
member that when the great civil war broke out there was not|”~ | ~=~|  &+YJ~ TT. oe ee 
in any part of the United States—I will not except any—a | Arizona___._.__ | 191 | $26,058 85 | $10,570 519 | $83,705 
greater proportion of the people who went into the Army than | ane —— poomeneen pp dnt ae | me wee 
from that section where the timber had been cleared. | Colorado......| 196 | 24,275 | 152] 19°190 587 34° 508 
Mr. President, I want to say to the Forest Reserve Service | Idaho_______. | 20 2,500 134} 16,958 826 44,799 
that they shall not quote the remarks of the Senator from | entens. Jona + * 1,904 = 16,317 . 35, 763 
New York [Mr. Derew] as applying to that part of New York | —. i. - 2{| 3,260 34 83 Sane 
or Pennsylvania; and I am glad the Senator from Michigan | New Mexico. 181 21,709 ® 2380 18,550 
» . . ae . ‘ : nna tith eee Sel, Chen ine | PI .....ncitticntitlndadimnt Gen” + SEE Ditcamecteelinbsiate mien. 
es has put in his protest -wgainst its applying to ae | 1,350 83 Sia $8,914 
Michigan. I have known from the State of Wisconsin some} south Dakota_| 10 1,828 12 75 4,500 
very eminent men who sat in this Chamber and who held other | Utah_-___-.__.. | 205] 25,630 89 323 19,849 
positions in public life. I believe that 90 per cent of the lands | Washington-—-—----|---------) 8 al aries 
taken in the States of Michigan and Wisconsin were taken | } ppm Biel ed pat 6 a ome — 
under the law and in strict accordance with provisions of law. | |——_—— —|— |__| onmme 
There was no temptation for a man to commit: the crime of | Total___.. 878 | 111,378 | 1,168 148,343 | 5, i 5,445 $27,198 
perjury. We did not have anybody in the Land Oficea, Mr.) ——————————"""""" ed 
President, telling them they should do something different | Trails. Cabins. Barns 
from what the law required. It was supposed in those days | ea ee Racareeks ae oe ee 
that it was the law of the land, and not the rules and regula- | Miles. | Amount. | No | Amount. | No. | Amount. 
tions of the Departments which governed. ar ee | a) a 
I have heard a great deal about Mr. Pinchot, and I have | Arizona—------_--_----- —| == =). Soe oT 
thought it was exceedingly fortunate that there was no Pinchot | ne 1,203 | 69,426 160 90'507 190 10. 736 
who arose in western New York in those days to persuade that | Colorado___._______----_- | 8s 45,827 101 54,360 97 7,275 
great State to turn that section of the country into a solitude | Idaho---.--.---------- 1,565 | 97,988 oO; (588 " 6,540 
for the protection of.birds and the protection of game. One | a ae a. | 6 61,871 91 i. 
would have thought the other day when we heard the Senator | Nebraska___--..____-____------.- ea 1 801 2 200 
from New York talk about it that the birds had disappeared | Nevada--..-..-----—-—-- 49 4,104 12 7,719 12 1,450 
from that State. He said they would have disappeared from | New Mexieo-------------- =| So) 7 —— 
. CI cities ntititncemntsnn wre tned niin 1 500 1 75 
the State but for the Audubon Society. Why, sir, there is not | Oregon... 1,461 | 94,093 61 | - 31,100 61 4,600 
any part of the American continent which has more bird life | South Dakota_____--_--_'-----..- [me nnmnon= 9 5,136 9 904 
than the farming country in Cattaraugus, Chautauqua, Steuben, | Uteh-——______-_-_-__-_- = aoe = =e S 7 
, < “ . ; ? Washington._....._..... — 1,266 76,375 41 21,900 4 3,950 
and Chemung, and on the other side of the line in Pennsy!vania, | Wyoming__________--____- 795 48,587 48 24,650 48 4,600 
Erie, Warren, McKean, sradford, and so on clear across the | Alaska_.-----------—----'--------|-—-------- 2 1,500 2 300 
State. There is a great American college in Warren County Ports Bice p—— . m8 | _ 
= , penne ee amet ee ee 
Pa., right over the line, where the stumps were when I was : ee See, 9,983 re, 763 | ~ 400, 515 na 723 59,188 
boy. Now I suppose they have disappeared. There is a civiliza- | . a Se. A 
tion there that ought to encourage people in every part of the; i 
country, for in those two States, I believe, is the highest type | Bridges. pocientnn ats _— ie 
of American manhood that can be found on the continent. | No. { Amount. | No. | Amount.| “Mites. | Amount. 
None better can be found anywhere. | —-— i <a 
This [exhibiting] is what we are receiving day by day. Humn-| arizona______.....------- 3 | $450 | 4 $115 7 $2,100 
dreds of pages of that kind of stuff have been sent out by this | Arkansas...-.--------|--------|----~-----|--------|---------- 23 5,775 
Forest Service uncontradicted and unquestioned, because nobody | oo -—------—----- aaa | 7 22,848 
has an opportunity to deny it. Who can fight the United States? | te tee ES ae 
There is a series of detractions, misrepresentations, and unsup- | ING sc nnienicnesstisitmnioall —— 
ported conclusions as to conditions. pent eR 
There has been no destruction of forests in the great North- | aie Riedel ine eee 
west except occasionally by fire. There has not been, in my Oregon_-_------------------ 
judgment, any wanton destruction of timber anywhere in the | ng andes 
United States. When we were in a Territorial organization in | washington-—-----------. 
Colorado we lost a large amount of timber by fire. Later, after Alaska_------------------- |anwnn---)=--------- |--222 a 22 |------- 
we inaugurated our State government, an attempt was made 


by the State to take care of our forests to some extent, not as 
much, perhaps, as there should have been. The Government 
of the United States did not wait until the forest reserves were 
provided for. 

In 1882, 1883, and 1884 the Interior Department had its 
agents in the woods all over the country looking after the tim- 
ber. A modest—a very small—appropriation was made, it is 
true; but you could see upon the trees notices, “ Be careful of 
fire. When you leave your camp put the fires out.” The rec- 
ords of the office show that a large number of fires were put out 
at a very small expense compared with what it costs now to 
take care of forest reserves. It may be that they have ad- 


. vanced some. We did not know in those days that the Govern- 


ment of the United States had any business going into a State 
and building roads; we did not know that the Government of 
the United States had any business going into the woods and 
building fences, houses, and cabins; we did not know that the 
United States could put a fence around a spring in the woods 
where the cattle, the deer, and the game might want to go; but 
that is the condition now. 

We have now before us a statement, which we have at last 
succeeded in getting, of which I have had a synopsis made, as 
to what the distinguished forest preserver desires we should 
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Roads. Water supply 





and piping. 


Amount Miles. Amount. | 





Arizsona._...-..-..--- 1 $256 40 | $11,232 
Californis.—-—--.—!..-- so 78 26, 387 
CRG EOER. a cceneswscce fcteinene 24 5,736 
OO —————— i ] 125 12 20,150 
Montana.........-.«.-|_...-}.....----- 21 12,926 | 
Nebraska.——---------/| 1 OD fsewadand a 
TNR... sencticee nei S sqiiaainsiun tial s eleaiinel 400 
New Moexico.........|.....}..-...--..- 6 6,620 
OS Eee Goatees 61 18,050 
South Dekota........|...-]-=.-<s.s a ree 600 
Utah. .........-.........- Ian ceed teenintinecidiitl | 16 5,792 
Washington.—-___-_: s  aseatneaanaiiiiche 25 13,500 
Porto Rico..-..-...-- |----|----------]--------]---------- 
WE scincinteais 3} 6 337 i 121,208 9| 19,210 el 3,801 








Mr. TELLER. Take the mentions of Arizona. ‘It will be 
seen that two-thirds of Arizona has not got a tree on it. It 


has some valuable timber, I know, 


has no timber on it. I find here 


but much of the Territory 
191 miles of drift fences in 
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Arizona. That is to prevent cattle from drifting away when 
they have been put off the reservation. I find of pasture fences 
there are 85 miles. So there are pretty nearly 300 miles of 
fences there. 4 

Then take Arkansas. The Government wants to put 24 miles | 
of pasture fences in Arkansas. In California the Government 
has 213 miles of pasture fences. I suppose those who are fa- 
miliar with the cattle business will know what is meant by 
“drift fences.” They are to prevent cattle from straying and 
going off. Colorado has 196 miles of drift fences; Idaho, 20 
miles: Montana, 16 miles. Summing them up, Mr. President, 
this estimate provides for 2,046 miles of fencing, and the ex- 
pense amounts to $259,721. 

There is also an estimate for telephone lines. The Senator 
from Idaho |[Mr. HeysurN] told us about the people who are 
sent out there with their cockades, and so forth. They must 
have telephones, and this estimate, which the committee were 
cruel enough not to give in full, but only gave half of it, is for | 
5.445 miles of telephones, costing $327,198. 

Then comes the estimate for trails. In our section of the 
country we have made our own trails. It is not a timber coun- | 
try, like Pennsylvania and New York. You can ride a horse | 
through any forest reserve in almost any direction you choose 
without let of hindrance; but these people want 9,983 miles of | 
trails, and they are to cost the small sum of $602,280. 

These lords of the wilderness must have cabins in which to | 
live. The average man who goes into the woods can build a | 
cabin which will not cost more than $25, and half the time | 
cabins will not cost that much. The estimate here is from four 
to five hundred dollars each for these cabins, and here are 763 
cabins estimated for. Of course I realize that the answer will | 
be that this is a great extent of country, and it is, These cabins 
will cost $400,515. 

Then they must have barns in which to keep their horses and 
their stock: and so I suppose the Government is going into the 
stock business. Seven hundred and twenty-three barns are esti- 
mated for at a cost of $59,188. 

Then come bridges. One hundred and eighteen bridges are 
estimated for at a cost of $29,455. 

‘Then they make fire lines. I do not suppose anybody here 
knows what a “fire line” is unless he happens to live in the | 
West. A fire line is made by scraping up the leaves and making 
a path, so that when the fire reaches that point it will stop. 
There are of fire lines 197 miles and of storehouses 3,611. Next 
come roads. 

Will somebody tell me what right inside the State of Colo- 
rado the Government of the United States has to build a road? 
Heretofore it was never thought necessary that the Government 
should build roads to protect the public lands: That is part of 
the business of the people who live there and of the State; but 
now when we build them, as the Senator from Idaho has said, | 
the Government takes possession of them and tells our people 
how and when they can travel over them; and when they drive 
their stock across there they are liable to be arrested by a | 
forest ranger. | 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will it interrupt the Senator if I 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have seen the estimate the Sena- | 
tor holds in his hand, and I think, if I am not mistaken, the | 
exact total amounts to $2,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what it is. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I want to suggest to the Senator 
that it is a question in my mind as to whether the $2,000,000 was | 
fixed first and the estimates furnished afterwards, or whether the | 
estimates were furnished first up to $2,000,000. It is very singu- | 
lar that in all these thousands of miles of telephone lines and | 
hundreds of miles of road and thousands of miles of fences an 
estimate should be furnished which should work up exactly to | 
the point of an even $2,000,000. It occurs to me that the | 
Forester had in his mind about how much money he wanted to | 
mg and then drew an estimate as to what he could spend | 
1 or. 

Mr. TELLER. 
fact. 

I spoke about inclosing springs. Here is an estimate of $971 
for inclosing four springs. In the forest reserves they ought to 
inclose four springs for $10. But why should they inclose the | 
aaa Why should we pay for putting a fence around a | 
spring? 

_Here is another item, water supply and piping—for 9 miles of | 
piping, $15,000, and an additional sum of $260. It does not say 


how much piping is required; but the total amount for piping 
is $19,210, 





| 


I have not any doubt but that that is the 
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Here is another estimate of $3,801 for boats; but whether 
for one boat or two boats or a hundred boats nobody knows. 
That is the way the money goes on these forest reservations. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dotttver] says if he had his 
way he would double the amount. He would grant all of this, 
I suppose, because the committee granted only about a quarter 
of it. So I suppose there will only be a quarter of these cabins 
provided for. Instead, I suppose, of 763 cabins, there will only 
be one-fourth of that number. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do I understand the Senator to contend 
that it is not necessary for the preservation of these forests 
io construct any cabins or any barns or any fences? 

Mr. TELLER. Well, I would not say that. I know that you 
can hardly travel through that mountain country without find- 
the 
storms. The miners and prospectors have built cabins. What 
is more, I know and I will now state it, though I never have 
before, that when the forest ranger finds a poor prospector in 
a cabin he says, “ This is the property of the United States; 
{i am its representative; and you will either pay rent here or 
you will get out;” and then he charges him all the way from 
$2 to $25. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield further to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr.. TELLER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I assume that the Senator will admit 
that if we are to look after the forests it will be necessary for 
foresters to live somewhere within the boundaries of the 
forest——— 

Mr. TELLER. Well, Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit me, I will just 
continue my question—and that it will be necessary for them 
to have cabins, it will be necessary for them to have barns, 





in some cases it will be necessary to have fences, and in 
some cases it will be necessary to have bridges. I will ask 


the Senator whether he regards $550 on the average an excess- 
ive amount to be allowed for a cabin in which the foresters 
live? 

Mr. TELLER. 
cessive amount. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Or $75 for a barn? 
regard that as an excessive amount? 

Mr. TELLER. I have said I regarded it as excessive. A 
eabin built in the woods for a ranger without a family $500! 
Why, there are hundreds of men living in the forest, or there 
were before this system was inaugurated, prospecting and 
irying to make homes, living in houses that did not cost a 
hundred dollars, and raising their families there. The average 
cabin found through the woods would not cost $25 instead of 
$500. 

The United States is a great, lordly landlord; and, of course, 
it can do things in a great way, but it is a landlord after all. 
One of the greatest writers on the rights of men declared not 


I have just said that I regard it is an ex- 


Does the Senator 


long ago that the tenant was the slave of the landlord. While 
that is not technically correct, yet it is practically so. The 


man who has command of my means of living is my boss. For 
a hundred years or more the policy has been to put farmers on 
these lands and not tenants. 

I do not want to keep the Senate long, but remembering what 
the Senator from Iowa has said and believing that his remarks 
would be published by the thousands and tens of thousands, 
I thought it was proper to call his attention and the attention 
of the Senate to the matters of which I am speaking. 

There was a great English lawyer and statesman who said 
he did not know how to draft an indictment against a whole 
community. It seems to me the Senator from Towa can draft 
an indictment against States and the people thereof pretty 
easily; and I think, if I may say it without being offensive, 
without any justification whatever. 

If the frauds were as claimed, I would not defend them: but 
on the floor of the Senate a year ago the senior Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Carter] demonstrated the absolute absurdity 
and falsehood of the repeated charge of fraud on the part of 
the settler. He showed by the records of the office itself that 
it was not true. It is easy to shout “fraud” and say that the 


public lands are being stolen. ‘There is not one acre out of 
ten thousand of all the great area that has gone into farms 
in the West that has ever been gotten fraudulently. We never 


heard of any frauds in the country until this new system came 
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up, the system of changing laws that Congress had made and 
that had been enforced for many years, and putting in their 
place the will and wisdom of some official here, drawing a 
salary, perhaps, of $1,200 or $1,500 a year, and then getting 
more than he was earning. 

Mr. President, I have had some experience with the land 
business, I have had experience in the Land Office and in the 
Senate. Congress was called upon to pass a law and to com- 
pel the Department of the Interior to observe the law laid 
down by the Supreme Court for more than a hundred years 
and in more than fifty cases, the doctrine being that on a con- 
troversy between monuments and calls of a patent, the monu- 
ments should control and not the calls, The Department un- 
dertook to say that the calls should control. I made a brief 
and sent it to the Department, not having any particular case. 
They continued to hold that the calls should control, although 
one call out of a hundred is rarely ever right, while the monu- 
ments could not be wrong. 
mittee on Mines and Mining the chairman said to me with 


a hundred years, but you can not get it executed in the De- 
partment of the Interior to-day.” So we passed the bill, but 
it was months after it passed, and only when there was a 
threat made to the Department that a Senatorial investigation 
would be made, that they complied with the'law and held 


call should be a secondary affair. 


when he sees it—telis him “ You have got to go into court to 
prove that you have put $500 on this mine.” These things are 


velopment; and that is what they are intended to hinder. 
do not want anybody in a forest reserve; they do not intend to 
have anybody there if they can prevent it, and while they will 
professedly follow the law and shout about their anxiety to 
make homes for the people, they will make it impossible by 
their regulations that any man shall make a home there if he 
is a self-respecting American citizen. He must get down on his 
knees to an understrapper, or he must put his hand in his 


tection the law ought to give him and is supposed to give him 
without the payment of a cent. 

Mr. President, I have spent a goed deal of time on this mat- 
ter; I have talked a good deal about it, and I have no doubt 
that I have wearied the Senate. But this is very important to 
our people. The question is whether we are to take all the land 
in Colorado that is susceptible of cultivation and occupation, 
or whether we are only to take three-fourths of it or one-half 
of it. 
than once that the Government of the United States holds its 
lands as a proprietor and holds them for sale or disposition, in 
trust for the people of the United States. It does not own 
them in the sense that I own my farm in Colorado, for which 
I have a patent. It holds them as a trust reposed in the Goy- 
ernment of the United States for the benefit of the people of 
all parts of the country. 

Sometimes our Eastern friends think that we have got some 
special interest in this matter. I can go to the best farming 
country in Colorado and can find men there from every State 


of the Union, and I might almost say from all the isles in the | 


sea. The Englishman, the Scotchman, the German, the Irish- 
man, the Scandinavian are there in numbers. They are taking 
advantage of what somebody calls the “bounty of the Govern- 
ment,” but which is not the bounty of the Government, for when 
they became citizens—and they have to do so before they can 
take the land—they became a party in interest. It was a part 
of their inheritance by law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I disclaim at the outset any 
purpose to get into a debate with my honored friend the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. Tre.tieRr} about things which happened 
in Pennsylvania or New York so long ago. I need not add that 
I will agree with him that a great many good and great men 
were nurtured in those communities; and I will say further 
that out of the gifts of that section to the leadership of public 
opinion and practical affairs in the United States there was no 
better contribution than the Senator himself, whose home in 
western New York I have had an opportunity to visit. The 
thing that irritates me is that in the debate which is going on 
here should be mixed up with such controverted questions as 
the Senator has brought in here to-day. 

Mr, TELLER. 
brought it in? I did not, 
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So when I went down to the Com- | 


| the State of Michigan to-day. 
some astonishment: “ Why, Senator, that isthe law.” I said, “ It | 
has been the law, and so declared by the courts for more than | 





| of those States in the disposition of forest lands. 


| tend to go into particulars, but almost anybody who will study 
irritating; they are vexatious to the people; they hinder de- | 


They | 








Will the Senator let me remind him that he | 


May ii, 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. And if it was left uncontradicted somebody 
might have believed that I subscribed to it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. A statement of mine as to the maladminis- 
tration of the natural resources of Pennsylvania and New 
York was not liable to be misunderstood in the Senate. The 
substantial truth of what I said is admitted in both of those 
States. I have myself within a year been invited to a congress 
eonvened in western New York for the purpose of discussing the 
yery questions which I have raised here, and in Pennsylvania 
it is a fixed part of the policy of the State to correct as far as 
possible the errors and blunders of past generations. 

My honored friend from Michigan interposed an unnecessary 
defense, as I though*, of the people of Michigan, and it is only 
necessary for me to say that the State of Michigan is now en- 
gaged in an elaborate legislative effort to reforest the waste 
lands of Michigan, and that the recognition of the fact that they 
were the subjects of spoliation on a vast scale is universal in 
Of course it is true that cities 
have been built in northern Michigan. The city of Saginaw, 
owing to extraordinary and providential good fortune, found 
other resources than in the wasted timber land. It found salt 
under the ground. It found coal and other resources. But it 
still remains true that the passenger passing along the borders 


of Michigan goes for scores, I may say for more than a hundred, 


| miles at a time through a wilderness that is not only unbroken, 
thereafter that the monument should be the first thing and the | 


but from the nature of the surroundings is likely to be a per- 


| manent wilderness unless the State of Michigan should succeed 
You need not wonder that we complain when, as I said the | 


other day, a man has spent a hundred thousand dollars on a | 
mine and some sheep herder—a man who does not know a mine | 


in reforesting the State lands that have been stripped of their 
natural resources. 

I did hint that there were troubles incident to the settlement 
I do not in- 


the history of the separation of the Government from its tim- 
bered domain in those States will find abundant evidence that 
land frauds are not confined to the Pacific coast or to the Rocky 
Mountain region, and one of the fine evidences of the higher 
moral level of our times, compared with other generations, is 
the fact that this scheme of obtaining possession of public lands 
which did not even create a criticism fifty or sixty years ago is 


| to-day obnoxious to the good conscience of the community 


| throughout the United States, and not at all times without in- 
pocket and pay—which is not an unusual thing—for the pro- | 


terest to the grand jury. 
tion. 

Many of those who thus accumulated vast fortunes are still 
doing business in those States, although many of them now 


I do not intend to discuss that ques- 


| live in other cities, going back in beautiful reminiscences over 


frontier periods when for $1.25 an acre men acquired vast and 
unnumbered thousands of acres of the best timber lands in the 
world. If I sheuld be called upon to give evidence of a con- 


| spiracy or to indict whole communities, nothing further would 
The Supreme Court of the United States has said more | 


be necessary than to cite the statute of the United States which 
enabled a single man or a single corporation to take $1.25 an 
acre and go into the best forests that ever existed in the world 
and buy them outright in vast aggregated areas, to become the 
foundations for unheard-of fortunes. It illustrates better that 


| there are in the progress of communities blunders made by 


nations and by States which are more stupendous than crimes 
committed by individuals. But I did not rise to discuss that 
question. 

I desire to direct the attention of the Senate for a moment 
or two to a proposed amendment to the bill which appears to 
me to be unnecessary and against the public interest. It is 
proposed in the bill that a very small sum of money shall be 
used in the Department of Agriculture in giving publicity to 
questions and to problems connected with the science of for- 
estry, and an amendment is pending here to strike that out. 
It is claimed in the House that the Division of Forestry is 
using public money to buy space in newspapers and magazines 
for the purpose of exploiting its work. If that were true, it 
would be a subject for fair criticism, but the trouble about 
that proposition is that it is not true, and it may be safely 
laid down as a challenge without any qualification that no man 
can show that $1 has ever been expended by the Forestry 
Bureau in purchasing space in newspapers or in hiring maga- 
zines or other publications to print any official matter origi- 
nating in the Department. 

It has been said also, by way of criticism, that the Division 
of Forestry uses its department of publication to exploit itself, 
to give renown to its officials, and to give a certain advertise- 
ment to its work. There is no truth in that either. Not a line 
has ever been published by the Department of Agriculture 
through the Division of Forestry which tended even by infer- 
ence to advertise or exploit any individual connected with that 


| work, What, then, is this amendment aimed at? It is aimed 
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at a custom which the Division of Forestry has adopted to 
popularize the work it is doing. Some say it is a strange 
thing that a bureau of the Government should seek publicity 
for the work and to give circulation to the results of scientific 
researches conducted by the Division of Forestry. On the 
contrary, it is a very common proceeding in practically all 
the Departments of the Government. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I wish it were very much more common. 

This Government conducts the greatest printing establish- 
ment there ever was in the world, but, without undertaking to 
criticise it, everybody perceives that a vast part of its work 
has practically been lost, so far as the public is concerned. The 
Evening Star the other day printed a statement in respect to 
what becomes of the printing which the Government does. It 
interested me ‘very greatly, because I had always thought that 
a good deal of the printing that was being done failed to 
accomplish its purpose. This newspaper article says: 

Over 700,000 volumes have the past year been reclaimed from the 


300 carloads of “ junk,” accumulated through departmental and library 
clean-ups, and many tons of the useless books have been sent to the 


L-street warehouse to await condemnation. Formerly the upper floors 
of the old Printing Office building were loaded with huge piles of this 
miscellaneous rubbish, but now those volumes suitable for preservation, 


distribution, or sale are carefully filed in huge stacks in the seven-story 
annex to the old building. 

It goes on to suggest some methods of their distribution. Not 
only is it true that hundreds of tons of the official publications 
of the Government go to waste in the Departments here, in our 
warehouses, and in our storehouses, but it is also true that a 
large part of them goes to waste after they reach the custody 
of members of the Senate and the House of Representatives. 
There is no library in a town where a Senator or Representative 
makes his home that is not to-day cluttered up with a vast mass 
of publications, printed at great expense, intended to convey in- 
formation to the public, and yet falling entirely short of its 
purpose, because the publication is put out in a form unsuitable 
for popular distribution. 

As against that a custom has grown up to popularize the work 
of various Departments. For example: For a long time we 
have been printing by the ton consular reports. They contain 
valuable matter. They contain matter of vast importance to the 
trade and commerce of the American people. But nobody had 
an opportunity to read them, and it was practically an ineffect- 
ive use of the public funds until a bright man appeared in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor and said to his chief: 
“These consular reports ought to be put before the people.” So, 
by a very little expenditure of money—a few hundred dollars— 
the consular reports made to the State Department are con- 
densed, rubbish and undesirable matter eliminated from them, 
and they are put in a literary form and in an attractive form so 
as to grip the attention of readers; and practically every day 
from the Department of Commerce and Labor go out those con- 
sular reports in a condensed and readable form to millions of 
interested readers all over the United States. I do not believe 
that anybody- 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to ask a question for 
information. In just what form are they sent out? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They are sent out as printed slips, to be 
released on a certain day. 

Not only is that true, but the Department of Agriculture from 
the beginning, because it has had to deal with subjects the 
people are interested in, has tried to get the results of its re- 
searches before the public in some form more effective than the 
annual reports of the Department, and so Congress has very 
cheerfully and very wisely, in my judgment, authorized a Divi- 
sion of Publications, which takes the result of scientific research 
in all the bureaus of the Department of Agriculture and prints 
it in the form of agricultural bulletins. These bulletins cover 
a vast variety of subjects, and when bound together constitute 
a library of practical knowledge almost unapproached in the 
contemporary scientific literature of our day. And yet, vast 
as that expense is, anybody can see that it reaches only an in- 
significant fraction of the 80,000,000 people who ought to have 
the benefit of the information. 

The Bureau of Forestry, instead of reserving information as 
to the results of its researches to these bulletins of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, has adopted, under the law as it now ex- 
ists, a very simple and a very cheap method of giving the public 
the benefit of its researches. It has people on its rolls in other 
capacities who give a little attention to condensing in a read- 
able form the scientific results of the experiments made by the 
Bureau and other matter suitable for publication and sending 
it out to the newspapers of the United States. The result is 
that the bulletins of the Forestry Division of the Department of 
Agriculture, instead of reaching a few thousand interested spe- 
cialists on the subject, are to-day read by unnumbered millions 
of people all over the United States practically without any 
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expense to the Government. Yet here comes this opposition to 
the Forestry Bureau, taking the form which I certainly think 
it ought not to take, of striking out that clause which gives to 
the Forester the right to take a few hundred dollars and pay 
the expense of collecting this information and putting it in 
literary and readable form. 

But somebody says this is mere exploitation of the work of 
the Department. That is not true. It is a publication of the 
results of researches made by the Department of Agriculture 
in matters connected with the science of forestry. 

Another man says you have no right to use the frank of the 
Government in sending out those articles. The Post-Office De- 
partment says you have. Another man rises and says you have 
no right to use the frank of the Government in returning to the 
Department the newspaper which contains the evidence that 
the matter has been published as sent out. The question was 
debated here the other day. But, fortunately, the Department 
of Agriculture submitted that exact question to the Post-Office 
Department, and their letter is on file stating that under the 
law it is entirely proper and within the limitations of the 
statute to furnish the frank of the Department for the return 
to the Department of marked newspapers containing these 
matters which refer to the official business of the Department. 

Mr. KEAN. Has the Senator that letter of the Department? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have. 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to have it read. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The acting chairman of the committee 
hands me the letter of Postmaster-General Payne, under date 
of May 5, 1903, in which he says to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture: 

In reply to your communications of the 18th and 21st instants, I have 


the honor to inform you that it is perfectly proper, under section 3 of 
the act of July 15, 1884 (chap. 234, 1 Supp.), for you to furnish 
publishers with penalty envelopes addressed to your Department, to be 
used by them in transmitting through the mails, free of postage, copies 


of their publications, for which no charge is made when such publica- 
tions contain official information necessary to your Department. 


Mr. GALLINGER. What is the date of the act referred to? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The act of July 15, 1884. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If it will not interrupt the Sena- 
tor—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It will not interrupt me, but it will seri- 
ously disturb my time. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will reply in my own time. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am afraid, if I recollect correctly 
order, that I have but a minute more. 

I have here, Mr. President, the publications that were sent 
out during the month of March—every one of them. They 
are on subjects of universal interest to the American people, 
They are the results of the scientific researches made by the 
Department of Agriculture in this matter. It would cost mul- 
tiplied thousands of dollars to print them bulletins and 
circulate them. And yet it is proposed here, out of this general 
irritation about what has happened in respect the forest 
reservations of the country, to take away from the Department 
the right to serve unnumbered millions of readers all over the 
United States because it is supposed to irritate and hurt the 
feelings of some one. 

It appears to me that these publications could not be made 
more effective than through the public press of the United 
States. They are gladly received, because they are well pre- 
pared, put not only in good literary form, but in good news- 
paper form, so as to attract the attention of readers. I have 
before me a letter directed to the Department from one of thie 
great publishers of the country thanking the Department for 
furnishing these valuable and instructive articles in respect to 
the work of the Forestry Division. After all, the work 
educational. Nobody can be impressed with that more 
pletely than by sitting for a few days in the Senate of the 
United States and listening to this debate, the character of 
these criticisms, and so forth. All these things indicate that 
there is needed in the United States a vast store of definite 
information about what the Department of Agriculture bas in 
view; and I know of no better way of communicating it than 
through the readers of the daily press of the United Stat 
These articles are not offensive. They do not undertake t 
retort to criticisms made. On the contrary, the Departmen 
of Agriculture stands ready to welcome all these criticisms, 
and to discuss with Senators and Members of the House all 
these controverted matters, and the desire of the Department 
to give a permanent foundation to the work of forestry in the 
United States, a foundation that will not be disturbed in the 
future as it has been in the past by short-sighted criticisms 
coming from any point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I did not intend to 
say anything in regard to this amendment, as I spoke of it 
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the other day; but it seems to be intimated that because one 
objects to an amendment of this sort the objection is factious 
and without ground. 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that no other Department 
of this Government has assumed or now assumes to ask for 
the permission which is asked for by the Department of Agri- 
culture through its Forestry Service. There has been an in- 
stance in this Congress since I have been here when a bureau 
or Department of the Government did ask for this very thing, 
and I think Senators will remember how, when the Panama 
Canal Commission asked for an appropriation to pay for a 
publicity agent, we all resented it. When it was proposed to 
put upon the pay roll men who were to act as publicity agents 
for educating, if you please, the people of the United States 
to the benefits of the Panama Canal, it was very promptly dis- 
posed of in the Senate and in the other House as well. 

Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator yield to me just for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. DEPEW. Would the Senator abolish the appropriation 
for the Agricultural Department under which they send these 
bulletins to farmers all over the country? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not at all. That is what I am 
in favor of. But what I am against is paying a man to pre- 
pare magazine articles and newspaper articles for the purpose of 
educating the people up to the glories of this Department. The 
Senator from Iowa says he wants to educate the people up to 
what the Department of Agriculture means to do. I do not 
know whether the Senator knows what the Department of For- 
esty means to do. I can tell him what its avowed purpose is. 
Its avowed purpose is to engraft upon the policy of this coun- 
try the German system of forestry, acknowledged to be the best 
in the world. What does that mean? When it reaches its 
perfection we shall have upon the pay rolls of the Forestry 
Service an army of 117,000 men. I ask the Senate of the 
United States if they want to pay for educating the people of 
this nation to an army of 117,000 men, men not under the civil 
service, but under the control and charge of one single bureau 
chief of this Government. It is an unheard-of thing for a 
bureau chief or the head of a Department to come before Con- 
gress and ask for an appropriation for the purpose of prepar- 
ing magazine and newspaper articles. By all means give the 
widest publicity to the affairs of the Bureau, but do it in 
an orderly way, do it in a proper way, do it in the way that 
other Departments and bureaus do, 

Mr. President, this amendment, as I understand it, is not be- 
fore the Senate. If I understand the parliamentary situation, 
the question is on the amendment of the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. WARREN. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not pending. 

Mr. WARREN. That is not pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendment 
was passed over, and is entitled first to consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Wyoming takes 
his seat, I desire to call his attention to the fact that in 
Panama they do publish a weekly magazine, and it is paid for 
out of the money appropriated for canal purposes. It has been 
very useful. On the line of thought the Senator has suggested, 
that ultimately there may be 117,000 people engaged in this 
business, I wish to ask him whether, if that is so, it is not 
important that we should know all about it by the kind of pub- 
lication that is sought to be given to us under this provision? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Can the Senator imagine a pub- 
lication issued by a bureau, or a magazine article prepared 
under the control of the chief that will not color in some de- 
gree at least the work and represent the desires of that De- 
partment? I consider that altogether different, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not agree with the Senator that simply 
because he is at the head of a department he is not going to 
present facts to them. I think it is a violent presumption to 
assume that this chief, or any other, would give anything but 
the plain facts. I think the publications we have been having 
from the Agricultural Department support my contention. As 
was stated by the Senator from Iowa, we have publications 
there upon almost every subject that interests the farmers. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. And to those I have no earthly 
objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Just one word. I have never heard up to 
this time that any of those publications are colored in the in- 
terest of the man putting them out. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have never; and I welcome 
those publications. Let the Forestry Bureau proceed on the 
same basis. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that in the closing hours of the last session we ap- 
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propriated $125,000 of the people’s money for the purpose of 
distributing a book upon the horse among the farmers of this 
country to educate the farmers on the subject of horse dis- 
eases and the care of horses, and no person was heard in ob- 
jection to that appropriation, which was very small compared 
with this expenditure? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is far from the question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We educated them on the horse. Can 
we not educate them on trees? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is far from the question; 
but I ask the Senator from Iowa if he will hand me the reply 
of the Postmaster-General on that point in regard to the frank- 
ing proposition? I have just a word to say on that point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, before he 
eumnanee on that I should like to read to him the law as it is 

o-day : 


That any eee or officer authorized to use the penalty en- 
velope may inclose them with return address to ~~ erson or per- 
sons from or through whom official information is desired, the same 
to be used only to cover such official information and indorsements 


relating thereto. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is it exactly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the law. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is the law, and this is for a 
very different purpose. These penalty envelopes are for the 
purpose of returning to the Department a copy of the matter 
that is published in the newspapers, which matter is sent out 
from the Department itself. Now, reverting to what the Sen- 
ator from Iowa read, the Postmaster-General says in answer: 

It is perfectly proper * * * for you to furnish publishers with 
ae envelopes addressed to your Department, to be used by them 
n transmitting through the mails, free of postage, copies of their 
publications for which no charge is made, when such publications con- 
tain official information necessary to your Department. 

Is it official information necessary to the Department to 
return the very information that has been sent out from the 
Department? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Wyoming yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As I understand it, Mr. Pinchot has testi- 
fied that the purpose was to substitute for the bulletin, which 
went out to only 10,000 people, the general press of the country 
by communicating to the people through tie press the substance 
of the information in the bulletins in a condensed form. The 
Secretary of Agriculture says that he allowed the experiment 
to be made, so as to ascertain whether it would be effective iu 
increasing the circulation of this information among the people. 

Now, I ask whether in that connection it would not be im- 
portant that the Agricultural Department should receive in 
return the printed slip of the newspaper printing this informa- 
tion in order to ascertain whether it was a more efficient 
method of publication than the limited method of bulletin 
publication ? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is about as fair as two- 
thirds of the arguments or two-thirds of the appropriations in 
this bill. There is no—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, in looking over the hear- 
ings, I found that Mr. Pinchot and the Secretary of Agriculture 
had presented their views upon this question to the committee, 
and that Mr. Pinchot had denied fully and explicitly that this 
press matter contained anything but such information regard- 
ing the work of the Department as it was desirable that the 
public should know. 

We all know that this Department is largely a Department 
of education and of information. The Department itself does 
not conduct farms except in an educational way. It has ex- 
perimental farms for that purpose, and it issues bulletins re- 
garding the work upon those farms. It has been the custom 
to issue 10,000 bulletins. Now, we have 80,000,000 of people 
in the United States. If the Department is organized for in- 
formation, is it desirable that that information should go to 
10,000 people or to 80,000,000 people? 

Mr. Pinchot devised this method, and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture said he permitted it as an experiment, and the results 
thus far have been satisfactory, for they have demonstrated 
that this information, instead of going to only 10,000 people 
through the instrumentality of the bulletin, reached in one 
single case newspapers with 23,000,000 copies in circulation, and 
the matter was presumably read by a very much larger number 
of people. Yet all that was done by simply having a small 
force, costing not more than from five to seven thousand dollars, 
engaged in collating the information obtained by the Forestry 

































Service, condensing it and putting it in readable form, putting 
it in these press bulletins instead of the pamphlet bulletins, and 
issuing it to the press of the country. 

I ask whether there is anything to be condemned in that 
practice? What is it that the American people are demanding 
of all else to-day? Publicity, publicity in the affairs of our 
railroads, publicity in the transactions of great combinations of 
capital, publicity regarding the Panama Canal, publicity re- 
garding the operations of the Government everywhere, pub- 
licity regarding the transactions of our consular service, the 
needs of our foreign commerce, the requirements of interstate 
commerce. Everywhere publicity is required. How is it best 
secured? By the old system of pamphlet distribution, the 
pamphlet reaching only 10,000 people and perhaps not read by 
them, or by this modern method corresponding with the spirit 
of the times by which this information is distributed to papers 
with a circulation of 23,000,000 copies through the press of the 
country? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Of course the Senator does not 
want to be misunderstood as to Secretary Wilson’s position on 
this mattter. So far as I have seen, Secretary Wilson has no- 
where said that this experiment was satisfactory. This is what 
Secretary Wilson said, if I may be allowed the same time that 
I gave the Senator 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (reading): 

Secretary WILSON. There are a few words that might be said in 
regard to this matter. This work is wholly done by the Bureau of 

restr In consulting with Mr. Pinchot about it he made the same 
nt to me that he makes now to the committee, and I was willing 
have the experiment tried; but it has not gone beyond his Bureau. 
The reason for that is that his Bureau is entirely new. 

That is all the Secretary says. He gives neither his ap- 
proval or disapproval. He simply says this is the only Bureau 
in which it has been tried. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not recall what I said upon that sub- 
ject. If I said that the Secretary of Agriculture approved of 
this method, it is very clear I was mistaken in that statement. 
But that does not weaken the force of Mr. Pinchot’s presenta- 
tion of the matter, that instead of having a paltry circulation 
of 10,000 by bulletins you have a circulation of 23,000,000. 

Allusion has been made to the publications of the Panama 
Canal service. It is true that when it was presented and one 
of the Commissioners was selected simply because he was a 
press man familiar with the methods of the press, familiar 
with the methods by which news was distributed, the Senate 
registered its disapproval. So far as my individual judgment 
was concerned, my judgment did not concur with that of the 
Senate regarding that matter. I recognized the value of pub- 
licity above all other things in such a gigantic enterprise as 
that of the Panama Canal; and although we prevented the 
appointment of a commissioner for that particular purpose, 
yet the work of publication still goes on. A paper is published 
at Panama by the Government for circulation among the Gov- 
ernment employees; its information is given to every newspaper 
in the country; and by that means the press of the country is 
kept familiar with every step in the progress of that great 
movement. And amongst the employees themselves a pride in 
the work, an esprit de corps, and a rivalry and competition in 
producing results have been accomplished that have been of 
inestimable value to the work of that service. 

In this very biil with reference to the Agricultural Depart- 
ment we provide for the dissemination and distribution of the 
information which is secured by this Department, and this is 
but a branch of that system. Here we have this provision put 
in by the House for the first time: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid 
or used for the purpose of paying for, in whole or in part, the prep- 
aration of any newspaper or magazine article. 

_it says “ the preparation,” although that newspaper or maga- 
zine article might be of the greatest value in giving information 
to the country. 

Now, what is the amendment proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee? It is simply that the word “publication” shall be 
substituted for “ preparation,” and that nothing shall be paid 
for publication. We have the honor of Mr. Pinchot for the 
statement that never a dollar has been paid for publication, and 
that circulation amongst 23,000,000 readers has been se- 
cured by the newspapers disseminating this valuable informa- 
tion at the expense of a paltry sum of $5,000 or $7,000 in 
Securing capable men to collate and condense and give out the 
information collected by the Department. 

It seems to me that our action should not be confined simply 
to substituting the word “publication” for “ preparation,” but 
that we should strike out the entire proviso and leave this 
bureau like all the other bureaus of the Department, with the 
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right to make publications as it sees fit regarding the giving of 
this public information, leaving the method and the proportion 
of the expense to be determined by the Secretary of Agriculture. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 


Nevada yield to the Senator from Oregon? 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 
Mr. FULTON. Does the Senator know of any other Depart- 


ment, and if so I would be glad to have him name it, which is 
exercising the privilege sought here? 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know, but I would be very glad 


to see them all adopt it, for if we could get in circulation in- 
stead of 10,000 copies by bulletins 23,000,000 copies by the news- 
papers, and at a trifling expense, I would gladly substitute if. 


Mr. FULTON. I observe the Secretary of Agriculture says 


that it is not the practice in his Department except that he 


has permitted it to be exercised by this particular Bureau. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator 
from Nevada has expired. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FULTON. I supposed I had the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
had the floor with the consent of the Senator from Nevada. 
The Senator from Massachusetts has the floor in his own 
right. 

Mr. FULTON. If I had the floor, I should gladly yield to 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is very kind. I should like to 
answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. FULTON. All right. 

Mr. LODGE. This habit of publication is certainly not un- 
common in the Geological Survey. Within a very short time 
the Geological Survey published the results of its investiga- 
tions on the subject of noncombustible materials of construc- 
tion at the time of the Collinwood schoolhouse fire in Ohio 
and the Boyertown (Pa.) theater fire, and they were printed 
by newspapers throughout the country, and were of very great 
value undoubtedly in the work of construction. I understand 
that the Geological Survey has given a great deal of material 
in that way to the press. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. FULTON. I. ask the Senator if that was not prepared 
in a form of a bulletin such, for instance, as the Department of 
Agriculture is constantly preparing on different subjects, which 
are, of course, at the service of anyone who wishes to see 
them? 

Mr. LODGE. The two cases I referred to were certainly 
given to the press. 

Mr. FULTON. The bulletins may be given to the press? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; the bulletins may be given to the press, 
but these were given directly to the press of the United States. 
It seems to me that there could be no better way of distributing 
information and probably get a larger circulation and be a 
much more inexpensive method of giving out information which 
is of general interest to all the people of the country on sub- 
jects which come within the province of the Geological Survey 
and the province of the Bureau of Forestry. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to ask if the Senator 
believes it would be a wise provision to provide a pay roll for 
a corps of magazine or newspaper writers? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I did not know that that had been sug- 
gested by anybody, but I think it is perfectly proper to have 
men in the Department where there is material of general 
public interest to prepare it and put it in shape so that it can 
be used by the newspaper press, if they desire to use it. I think 
it reaches a much larger number than the bulletins and would 
be in the long run much less expensive to the United States. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I do not know nor will I 
undertake to charge that this Bureau has abused the privilege 
which it seems to have exercised heretofore under the permis- 
sion of the Secretary of Agriculture. I do not undertake to 
say that this particular Bureau would abuse the privilege were 
it accorded them by legislative act, but it does seem to me that 
it is a very dangerous departure, a very dangerous innovation— 
for it is an innovation—so far as I understand the workings 
of the several Departments, to impliedly (and that is what 
this provision does as it is proposed to be amended by the com- 
mittee) give to a bureau or a Department—it is a bureau 
here—the right to employ at the expense of the Government 
persons to prepare matter especially for newspaper publication. 

The mere matter of preparing bulletins that are for general 
distribution, and can be had by any person who calls for them, 
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is one thing. I refer to giving the results of experiments and 
giving the results of special investigations along special lines. 
There is no objection to that; great benefit has resulted from it. 
But it is proposed now to authorize and to maintain a special 
corps of employees to prepare matter for the daily press; not 
only to give the results of special investigations or experiments, 
but without limitation to glorify and exploit the work of a par- 
ticular Department and a particular official. 

Senators will say it does not so provide, but there is no limita- 
tion in that respect. The temptation of any Department official 
to indulge in that character of advertisement is too strong al- 
ways to be resisted. I do not know but what this special officer 
or special Bureau would resist it, but we do know that all men 
would not be able to’resist the temptation. 

I say it is a dangerous innovation. I remember very well 
when it was discovered that the Panama Commission had on its 
pay roll one whose duty it was especially to exploit through the 
newspapers the working of that Commission. It was thought to 
be a dangerous innovation, a dangerous precedent, and it was 
discountenanced. I think we ought not to enter upon such a 
policy. If the right be accorded this Bureau, you must accord 
every bureau the right, you must accord every Department the 
right; and the first thing we know, every official will have his 
own special correspondent, whose duty it is to exploit and 
glorify the particular work. Let them confine the publications 
to the mere matter of recording the results of experiments, of 
investigations, and let them be on file, open to everybody alike, 
accessible to all newspapers and to all citizens. That is as far, 
it seems to me, as the Government should go. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Oregon, in my judgment, 
is laboring under a misapprehension. In the first place, in 
the organic law that established the Agricultural Department 
the following language was used: 

To near and diffuse among the people of the United States useful 
information on subjects connected with agriculture in the most gen- 
eral and comprehensive sense of that word. 

There is what is expected of the Department of Agriculture, 
and the Department of Agriculture has proceeded and is pro- 
ceeding under the organic act creating it to publish and diffuse 
such information as it sees proper. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Wyoming yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. Does not the Senator think there is a very 
great difference between recording simply the results of an 
experiment or an investigation and publishing it in the form 
of bulletins and preparing an especial newspaper article in 
readable form and in attractive newspaper form detailing and 
exalting the work the Department is doing? One is a news- 
paper article designed to attract attention. The other is a mere 
plain statement of the results of an investigation. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, this bogie-man assumption of 
what is going to be done, or what the Forestry Service is going 
to do, and what act it is going to commit that is reprehensible, 
we will take care of in the future when we reach it. What is 
before the Senate now is a proviso in an act to authorize print- 
ing—not an act to authorize printing and diffusion of knowl- 
edge. That the Department already has. It is within its rights; 
it is acting under its rights; it is sending out “ useful informa- 
tion ” in such form as it may see fit—whether as bulletins, news- 
paper items, or newspaper or magazine articles—and no ques- 
tion is made against it; but in this bill as it comes from the other 
House—as the result of an amendment evidently put in on the 
floor by somebody who was afraid of a shadow—there is this 
proviso: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid or 
used for the purpose of paying for in whole or in part the preparation 
of any newspaper or magazine article. 

Now, the plain intent, as it appears to me, was to provide 
only that the Department should not pay for any articles that 
were intended to be inserted in newspapers or magazines. They 
went a little further in the House and proposed also to cut out 
“preparation” of them; but if you take the language as it 
appears here, the Department would perhaps have no right to 
issue bulletins any part of which might later be used by news- 
papers or magazines. Hence this amendment offered by my 
colleague [Mr. CLrarK of Wyoming] ought not to prevail. The 
Department has had the right and has been acting under its 
right in sending out this information as it saw fit. The House 
sends us a provision which we propose only to temper down 
sufficiently so that in the future when these articles are pre- 
pared they may be used by the newspapers, if the newspapers 
wish to use them, free of cost to the Department. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, it has been conceded that 
under the provisions of the law the Agricultural Department 
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and other Departments of the Government may issue books, 
pamphlets, and other publications respecting their work. It 
therefore, of course, is conceded that some person within those 
Departments may prepare those books, those pamphlets, or those 
reports; and if a book or pamphlet, a chapter of it. But if 
this is conceded, the whole case is conceded. 

What difference in principle is there in preparing an article 
for a magazine or a newspaper, on the one hand, or a chapter 
in a book, upon the other hand? There is no difference in prin- 
ciple, but there is a difference in results. One is not effective 
and the other is not effective for the purposes for which both 
are done. In the language of the law, both are done for the 
purpose of diffusing knowledge. _ 

On the last day of the last session we appropriated unani- 
mously $125,000 of the people’s money to distribute among the 
farmers of this country a book upon the diseases of the horse, 
for the avowed purpose, using the language of the committee 


,und of the Senator who reported the resolution, of educating 


the farmers of this country upon the care of the horse. No 
person objected to that. And if a book on the horse, of course 
a book on trees is permissible. But a book is worthless com- 
pared with the effectiveness of the same matter in a newspaper 
or a magazine, So that this reductio ad absurdum shows that 
while there is absolutely no difference in principle, there is 
infinite difference in effect, and, therefore, no point to the propo- 
sition that this Department should not be allowed to put out 
among the people information concerning forestry, how to take 
care of our forests, and, in general, how to contribute to that 
great general movement, which is to-day the largest domestic 
movement we have—the conservation of our natural resources. 

If Senators concede that the Department has a right to print 
and the Government to distribute a book which will not be ef- 
fective, it certainly must be admitted that it can publish maga- 
zine and newspaper articles which will be effective. 

What is the purpose of putting it in type? It-is to reach the 
people ; and when one method does not reach the people, why do 
Senators not complain of that, and when another method does 
reach the people, why do Senators complain of that? 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLarK], to whom I, in com- 
mon with all Senators, always listen with the keenest possible 
interest, because he is always as earnest as he is informed, 
spoke about an imaginary 117,000 men. That, of course, is 
method of speech with which we are becoming familiar—that if 
we employ one man for this or that purpose now, we may em- 
ploy a million hereafter. That is attractive at first blush, but 
nonsense on analysis. Since I have learned that we only have 
about 2,000 men now employed in the Forest Service, on 
which the Senator bases his estimates of 117,000 men, I am 
reminded of Falstaff’s famous story of his combat, where 
eleven men in buckram grew out of one; and even that one, as 
we know from Shakespeare, did not really exist. But suppose 
we have in the future, ten years, twenty years, or a hundred 
years from now, because the Senator will not say that a less 
time will suffice to create these 117,000 preservers of our nat- 
ural resources—suppose that was in immediate contemplation, 
what would be the saving to this country? 

Mr. President, eight years ago, if I am not mistaken—and 
if I am, Senators who live in the region can tell me—there 
was a dreadful forest fire in the State of Washington, one of 
the kind with which Senators from the West and from various 
other sections are familiar. That one fire destroyed in two 
weeks $12,000,000 worth of stumpage, the property of the people 
of the United States. That much was found and ascertained 
and admitted, as well as many millions more estimated. There 
was another fire, I believe, when within nearly the same space 
of time $50,000,000 worth of property was consumed. 

Mr. President, since this Forestry Service has been established, 
in all the forest reserves of this entire Republic only $76,000 
worth of property was destroyed last year; and last year when 
this question was up I was informed by a Senator from the 
West that for the last five years the West had been free from 
smoke. 

Mr. President, this is only said with reference to the attack 
of the Senator from Wyoming upon the work of this Bureau, upon 
the ground that it is going to create sometime in the indefinite 
future an enormous army of what? Of property preservers; 
and I have shown by these signal illustrations that exist within 
our own present contemporaneous knowledge that even if we 
had them to-day, nevertheless the fire that has occurred in a 
single part of the country would pay their salaries for fifty 
years to come. So that even if we were living a hundred years 
hence, and even if this army of property preservers were upon 
the ground now, nevertheless our present experience shows that 
it would be the highest possible economy. 


1908. 


Mr. President, something has been said about the sending out 
of this matter. I have shown that there is absolutely no differ- 
ence in principle between this and a book, except that in prac- 
tice this is effective and the other is not. The Washington 
correspondents, men trained to the work, who take this matter, 
know absolutely all about its source. There is nothing surrep- 
titious; there is not even the element of “the bribery of flat- 
tery” in the thing; no man is paid for it; but instead of giving 
it out in the form of a book, which nobody reads, they give it 
out in the form of short newspaper notices, which everybody 
reads. 

I make bold to say, Mr. President, that if there is one subject 
of a material and immediate nature upon which the American 
people need to be educated and want to be educated it is the 
question of the preservation and care of our forests. 

Do Senators imagine for a moment that the newspapers 
would print this merely to fill space? No; their space is too 
valuable. The newspapers print it because it is the kind of 
matter which their readers want to read, and their readers 
want to read it because their readers want to know it, and they 
ought to know it. 

1 doubt if there is a man upon this floor or in this country 
who will not immediately admit, when the question is pre- 
sented, that one of the gravest mistakes we, as a people, have 
made has been the wanton destruction of our great natural 
wealth; and that first and foremost in that great march of 
ruthless destruction has been the slaughtering of our forests, 
not alone in the West, where every man who has traveled 
there has seen entire mountains denuded of trees belonging to 
you and to me and to all the people by men who sawed them 
into lumber and put the proceeds into their pockets. They have 
also been destroyed in other sections by reason of the want of 
education. I know a State—I have in mind now two of them— 
where the black walnut that formerly covered its hills and its 
valleys, and even in some instances its plains, has absolutely 
disappeared, with the result not only of the destruction of 
their timber supply, but with the gravest possible consequences 
to their agriculture itself. That is what causes our droughts. 
That is why our streams are not running bank full and even 
all the time, but sometimes in torrential flood and at other 
times dry, so that you may use them for paths. 

So, Mr. President, if there is one subject upon which people 
need to be educated it is this; and if there is one way which is 
effective it is the modern way of printing this information in a 
newspaper or magazine, which no man can say differs in prin- 
ciple from the publication of a book, which Senators themselves 
admit is perfectly proper. 

For some time I have been impressed, as I think the whole 
country has been impressed, with the fact that of all the De- 
partments of this Government, the one that has created more 
wealth, that has added more to the resources of this people than 
any other Department—yes, than all the other Departments put 
together—is the Agricultural Department, at the head of which 
is Mr. James Wilson, of Iowa, untiring, resourceful, vigilant, 
and inventive in finding methods to rid the land of agricultural 
pests that destroy the crops, and of creating methods that pro- 
vide new crops for the people. And Secretary Wilson’s work is 
crowned by the splendid services of Forester Pinchot acting 
under his great chief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. WARREN. I move to lay the pending amendment on 
the table, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be stated. 

The Secretary. On page line 11, the committee propose 
to strike out the word “ preparation ” and insert the word “ pub- 
lication,” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid or 
used for the purpose of paying for, in whole or in part, the publication 
of any newspaper or magazine article. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted at the end of line 12, page 25. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated, 

The Secretary. 
insert: 

Nor shall any article be prepared or published by any officer or em- 
ployee of the Government of the United States, directly or indirectly, 
advocating legislation or an increase of an appropriation by Congress. 
except in the form of estimates and reports required by law; and any 
officer or employee violating the terms of this proviso shall be deemed 


guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined not 
more than $500 for each offense. 


The Senator’s time has ex- 


The amendment will first 


- 
25, 


On page 25, after line 12, it is proposed to 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let that amendment be again stated, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
again stated. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of Mr. Carter. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the course of this debate—— 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that I shall make 
the point of order on the amendment, but will withhold it for 
the present. I say this in order that he may know what I in- 
tend to do. 

Mr. CARTER. Perhaps the chairman of the committee will 
withhold his point of order 

Mr. WARREN. I do withhold it, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. CARTER (continuing). Finally and fully when hearing 
the persuasive reasons for the adoption of this amendment. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, the course of this 
certain Senators believe that the appropriation here being 
made will be used for the purpose of swelling the appropriation 
of next year; will be used for a propaganda looking to the em 
ployment of new forces and the expenditure of additional sums 
of money—a propaganda, too, conducted at the expense of the 
United States. I am one of those who believe that the officers 
of this Government acting through the Executive Departments 
are charged with the execution of the law, and not the advocacy 
of the increase of their own compensation or the employment 
of additional force. I think it would be little short of a scan- 
dal to permit a corps of correspondents to be installed any- 
where at the expense of the United States for the purpose of 
advocating the loot of the Treasury of the United States. Many 
of these appropriations called for from time to time are need- 
less and unnecessary, and therefore constitute a certain form 
of public plunder. The executive officer should be confined di- 
rectly to that which his oath calls upon him to do—to execute 
the law. Instead of that, unhappily, in this country there has 
grown up a habit, Mr. President, of executive officers, paid by 
the United States for the dedication of their whole time to the 
public service, engaging in a widespread propaganda looking to 
the increase of force, the increase of pay, the increase of ap- 
propriations for every purpose that may be suggested to the 
executive mind as desirable, if not useful. 

The Constitution and the law contemplate the submission 
of estimates and communications to Congress in a regular and 
orderly fashion. Under the Constitution the President may 
address us on the state of the Union, or in detail relating to it. 
Under the law the Secretary ef the Treasury is required to 
furnish estimates of the sums needed for the public service. 
In addition to these two regular manners of reaching the ear 
of Congress, we have the great, enlightened public press of the 
country, not financially interested in a direct sense, but im- 
pelled only by the public good to advocate such measures as 
seem to be inclined to conduce to the public welfare. But, in 
addition to that, we have grown to be the victims of a vicious 
system, under which the men on the pay roll of the country, 
using the time of the public, likewise begin to importune Con- 
gress for a change of law, for an increase of appropriations, 
and for an additional loot on the Publ c Treasury; and it is 
that class of vicious tendency I seek by this amendment to 
check and forestall. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I will have no differences with 
the Senator upon what he wishes to reach, but in my judgment 
this is neither the time nor place to reach it. I do not know 
why we should legislate in that way in this particular place and 
at this particular time on an appropriation for the Forestry 
Service. It casts an unwarranted shadow of suspicion upon the 
Forestry Bureau. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator will observe that 
the clause containing the amendment just voted down is as fol- 
lows: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid or 
used for the purpose of paying for, in whole or in part, the prepa: 
tion or publication of any newspaper or magazine article. 

Senators believed that it was wrong for the Government to 
pay for the preparation of such matter. I do not so think, be- 
cause I think that any knowledge within the legitimate scope of 
Government officers should be diffused amongst the people. 

Mr. WARREN. If I may interrupt the Senator, when he 
obtained the floor I was about to offer an amendment to cover 
the same ground. Possibly had I offered it and had it been 
read, the Senator would have been satisfied with it. I want 
to say that my views on this question should not be judged 
entirely upon the motion made to lay the amendment on the 
table. I only did so to offer something in its place. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President the suggestion of the Senator 
was that this amendment at this place was not germane. It 
must be put in at some place and at some time if we desire 
to properly guard the Public Treasury, 
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Mr. WARREN. 
legislation that ought to be embraced in a separate measure 
and framed so as to apply to all appropriation bills. 


My objection to that is that it is general 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it is only a clause protecting 
an appropriation from improper use. I am perfectly willing 
to make the amendment apply to this specific appropriation ; 
but I think, upon reflection, the Senator will readily realize 
that if the amendment is a good restraint 
appropriation, it should be extended along the entire line of 
Government appropriations. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator withhold action upon his 
amendment until I may offer the amendment to this paragraph, 
which I intend to offer on behalf of the committee? 

Mr. CARTER. I will for that purpose. I supposed the 
amendment was completed. 

Mr. WARREN. I offer the proviso which I send to the desk 
in place of the proviso at the end of the paragraph which ter- 
minates in line 12, page 25. 

Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator offer it as a substitute? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. I will withdraw my amendment for the time 
being, pending the perfection of the text. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 25 it is proposed to strike out the 
proviso beginning in line 9 and ending in line 12 and to insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid or 
used for the purpose of paying for, in whole or in part, the preparation 
or publication of any newspaper or magazine article, but this shall not 
prevent the giving out to all persons without discrimination, including 
newspaper and magazine writers and publishers, of any facts or official 
information of value to the public. 

Mr. WARREN. I know of no objection that anybody can 
make to that amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. I have no objection to that substitute. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire proposes an amendment to the amendment, which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the pro- 
posed amendment the following: 

And provided further, That no official frank shall be used by said 
Service for the return of newspapers in which matter sent out from 
the Bureau has been printed. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gat- 
LINGER] is one of those experienced Senators who know whether 
an amendment like that is in order or not. It seems to me that 
it is not in order on this bill to amend the franking privilege 
law or to change the franking privilege in any way. If the 
Bureau has that right now, then it is a change to take away 
that right. I think I shall have to make the point of order 
against the amendment on the ground that it is legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the Senator’s point 
of order? 

Mr. WARREN. The point of order is that it proposes to 
change existing law and is general legislation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, “a change in existing 
law ” does not apply to the Senate. I think it is no more gen- 
eral legislation than what the Senator proposes in his own 
amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, a few moments ago 
when I started to make a remark my time expired. I will make 
it now. 

The proposed amendment does not change existing law, but it 
serves notice upon this and every other Department that they 
must no longer violate the existing law; and if the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Smoor] will allow me, as he has the specific 
ruling of the Post-Office Department upon this very thing, I 
will read it. The ruling of the Post-Office Department under 
the law is quoted by the Bureau of Forestry as justifying the 
practice. I should like the attention of Senators to this proposi- 
tion. The ruling of the Post-Office Department, under Post- 
master-General Payne, upon which it is sought to justify the 
principle of having returned to the Bureau copies of the ma- 
terial sent out to newspapers, is as follows: 

It is perfectly grepen for you to furnish publishers with penalty 
envelopes addressed to your Department, to be used by them in trans- 
mitting through the mails, free of postage, copies of their publications 
for which no charge is made when such publications contain official 
information necessary to your Department. 

The only information they send back is a copy of the article 
or the information already furnished by the Department to that 
particular newspaper, I suppose for the purpose of finding out 
whether or not the newspaper to whom they sent the article 
had complied with their request for publication or had published 
it without their request. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. In other words, if the Senator will per- 
| mit me, to find out whether the information has been effective 
| and has accomplished its purpose. I will ask the Senator, if it 
is lawful, in the first place, to send information out, is it not 
lawful, in the second place, to find out whether the information 
has done its work? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly not; no more than the 
Senator has the right, in corresponding with one of his con- 
stituents on public matters, to send a franked envelope to bring 
the reply back, although it may involve official business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will withdraw that analogy 
after he thinks a moment, because the law does not give any of 
us the right to have any matter returned under frank; and in 
this instance the law does give a right to have it returned under 
frank. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Let me ask the Senator this ques- 
tion: Does he think that the return of an article in hee verbis, 
which has been sent out by the Bureau to correspondents, con- 
tains official information necessary to the Department? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator asks me a question, and I 
will answer it at once. In my judgment, emphatically yes; be- 
cause the information necessary to the Department, above all 
other things, is whether or not the information originally sent 
out has done its work. How could a Department know whether 
it was accomplishing what under the law it proposed to accom- 
plish unless it had precisely that information? They are the 
perfect parts of one syllogism. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, in the first place, there is a 
misapprehension abroad in regard to the character of these 
articles. I raised the question as to the use of this frank on | 
Saturday, and I believe I raised it in reference to articles that 
did not purport to be official, that had no official stamp what- 
ever, not signed by any official of the Government of the United 
States—articles in the shape of editorials or matter to go into 
the local columns of the newspapers, and there was not any- 
thing about them to indicate that they were official; and the 
one that was handed over to me by a newspaper publisher did 
not claim to be official. It was for articles written in the in- 
terest of the Service along various lines and published, some of 
them as editorials in order to save the editors writing editorials 
themselves, and others being published in the news columns, 
that the franks were sent; so that they do not come within a 
mile of the provisions of the act of Congress upon which Sena- 
tors have relied. 

Mr. WARREN. The law is as follows: 

It shall be lawful for all officers of the United States Government, 
not including Members of Congress, and the Smithsonian Institute, the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and the Bureau of the 
American Republics, established in Washington, to transmit through 
the mail, free of postage, any letters, Ractaas. or other matters relat- 
ing exclusively to the business of the Government of the United States 
(or of such institution, Home, or bureau): Provided, That every such 
letter or package to entitle it to pass free shall bear over the words 
“Official business”’ an indorsement showing also the name of the 
Department, and, if from a bureau or office (or officer), the names of 
the Department and bureau or office (or officer), as the case may be, 
whence transmitted (with a statement of the penalty for their mis- 
use). And if any person shall make use of any such official envelope 
to avoid the payment of postage on his private letter, package, or 
other matter in the mail, the person so offending shall be deemed 

uilty of a misdemeanor and subject to a fine of $300, to be prosecuted 

n any court of competent jurisdiction. 

Then follows section 2: 


2.* * * Any Department or officer authorized to use the pen- 
alty envelope may inclose them with return address to any person 
or persons from or through whom official information is desired, the 
same to be used only to cover such official information and indorse- 
ments relating thereto. * * * 

3.* * * This act shall not extend or apply to * * *  offi- 
cers who receive a fixed allowance as compensation for their services, 
including expenses of postage. * * * 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the amendment offered by 
the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment proposed 
by me is clearly general legislation. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, if I am within the rule, I 
would call attention to an item or two here in the report of this 
Department for 1907 which will probably throw some light on 
this question. I read from page 299: 


Publication of results, forest investigations: 





Salaries— 
Preparation of articles..._._.......... $1, 800. 00 
ee Ea ae are. , 266. 67 
DGB IG asin. ott cs ncn tstnnmetitinien , 300. 00 
Proof reading, Si iis sirecussitibnadnesinittinkaniidtaanals 1, 600. 00 
Printing, bulletins, circulars, ete...... 41, 516. 96 
———_—— $47, 483. 63 
Educational addresses, etc. : 
RIOTS. cece aauthentniidiiannantiialintbienia , 508. 7 
Travel and other expenses............... 1, 169. 97 
2, 678. 71 


That is in connection with “educational addresses.” Those 
are the classes of items we are considering. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 


order. 
“= WARREN. I assume there will be no objection to the 
amendment, and I ask that it may be again read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again 
state the amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 25, strike out the proviso in lines 
9, 10, 11, and 12, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid 
or used for the purpose of paying for in whole or part the preparation 
or publication a any newspaper or magazine article, but this shall not 
prevent the giving out to all persons without discrimination, including 
newspapers, magazine writers, and publishers, of any facts or official 
information of value to the public. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DIXON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 25, strike out the paragraph begin- 
ning in line 16 and ending in line 21 and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 


And there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000,000, to be expended as 
the Secretary of Agriculture may direct for the construction and main- 
tenance of roads, trails, bridges, fire lanes, telephone lines, cabins, 
fences, and other permanent improvements necessary for the proper 
and economical administration, protection, and development of the 
national forests. 


Mr. DIXON. Mr. President, the purpose of this amendment 
is twofold. The first is to increase the appropriation from 
$500,000 to $1,000,000 in accordance with the recommendation 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. In his letter transmitting 
his estimates for the current year the Secretary asked for 
$2,000,000 for the purpose of permanent improvements on the 
forest reserves. The committee has cut that to 25 per cent of 
the estimate. The amendment proposes to make it 50 per cent 
of the estimate as made by Secretary Wilson. 

The other part of the amendment is to meet the objection of 
one or two Senators who seem to have some conscientious 
scruples arising over the fact that the appropriation did not 
specify with particularity the purposes for which it was to 
be used. This amendment sets forth that it is for the perma- 
nent construction of roads, bridges, fences, telephone lines, fire 
lanes, foresters’ cabins, etc. 

The present appropriation of $500,000 is for the construction 
of permanent improvements on a territory composed of moun- 
tain ranges and woods of over 260,000 square miles, an area 
of country as long as from Washington to Chicago and as wide 
as from here to Albany, N. Y. 

There has been some criticisms running all through this de- 
bate because of the fact that the forest reserves are not pro- 
ductive institutions at this time. If the Chief Forester, Mr. 
Pinchot, were so disposed he could to-morrow make the national 
forests yield a revenue of 20 per cent. But in order to do so, 
he would have to sacrifice the timber which is not at this time 
ready for market purposes. All this appropriation gives him 
is the bare sum of less than $2 per 640 acres of mountainous 
forest reserves. 
applied to the State of Massachusetts—and I have here the 
figures taken from the official record—and if Massachusetts, 
with an area of 8,315 square miles, was all in forest reserves, 
a rough mountainous country, it would give that area of country 
the magnificent sum of $16,000 to open up roads and bridges 
and trails and build telephone lines, and for the permanent im- 
provement of the State of Massachusetts so as to make that 
mountainous woodland country a productive proposition on a 
business basis. 

I take the great State of New Hampshire. By the present 
appropriation, based on a pro rata share, if the great State of 
New Hampshire was all in a national forest, mountainous as 
most of it is, the Congress would be giving the Secretary of 
Agriculture $18,600 to open up nearly 10,000 square miles of 
mountain woodland so as to make it productive and get your 
matured timber ready for the market. 

Within the national forests—260,000 square miles—there are 
to-day nearly 400,000,000,000 feet of standing timber. Ata valu- 
ation of $2 a thousand the present value of the national forests 
for the timber alone is over $700,000,000, and yet we give the 
Secretary of Agriculture, to open up that country permanently, 
containing over $700,000,000 worth of timber, one-fourteenth of 
1 per cent of the value of the timber alone. For fire protection, 
for the payment of premiums on fire insurance on your house 
or business block you pay from 1 to 2 per cent every year. To 
meet not only the expenses necessary to protect that vast area 
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against forest fires, but for the permanent opening up of this 


great country, you give him only one-fourteenth of 1 per cent of 
the value of the timber alone. 

No Senator in this Chamber who, in good faith, is in favor of 
giving Mr. Pinchot, as head of the Forest Reserve System, an 
opportunity on the square to show what he can do, can find 
any fault with the proposition to increase this appropriation to 
50 per cent of what the Secretary of Agriculture has asked for. 
I do not think it is necessary to longer direct the attention of 
the Senate to what I believe to be the great and important 
feature of forever settling this annual discussion here, pro and 
con, about national forests. Do not let us hamper the National 
Forester in the administration of the national forests by deny 
ing him the necessary appropriations and then come into Con 
gress and criticise him because he has not accomplished what 
you say he should have accomplished, 

The extra appropriation called for in this amendment is only 
one-half of the cost of maintaining one of the great battle ships 
of the Navy for a period of twelve months. I did not vote for 
the increased appropriation for four great battle ships because 
I thought it was the better part of wisdom for the National 
Congress to devote some of the national revenue to the purpose 
of developing the internal affairs of this great Republic. 

I sincerely hope the amendment will pervail. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in order 
that the Senate may know the attitude of the Committee on 
Agriculture as to this or similar amendments which increase 
appropriations. That committee is a conservative body. We 
took under consideration this bill of nearly $12,000,000, and 
after several days’ careful labor reported it to the Senate with 
a total addition of only one hundred and thirty-three thousand 
and odd dollars, as compared with what the bill represented as 
it came from the House. I think that record has hardly been 
equaled in late years—that so large a House bill, representing 
so much money, should receive so little increase in a Senate 
committee. It was the intention of the committee to bring in a 
bill to which no one could take exception. 

It was our belief that we could bring in a bill which would 
pass in a few hours at the most, possibly in an hour or two, 
without opposition, but we have been disappointed and have en- 
countered fierce opposition extending over nearly a week's time, 
and the end is not yet. Therefore, it seems to me, we had better 
appeal direct to the Senate. 

A point of order of course, will not lie against the amend- 
ment, because it was estimated for; and since there has been 
so much talk here and such diverse opinions expressed, I am 
willing that the Senate shall vote on the amendment without 
opposition or advice from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana | Mr. 
Dixon] [Putting the question.] By the sound the 
have it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are asked 
for. Is there a second? In the opinion of the Chair there is 
not a sufficient nomber up. The yeas and nays are refused, 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ss ayes 9 


The amendment is agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Let the amendment be again 
stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has already been 
agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I know that, but I want the 
amendment reported as a guide for future action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 


again stated. 

The SecrETARY. On page 25 strike out the paragraph begin- 
ning in line 16 and ending in line 21 and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

And there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000,000, to be expended as the 
Secretary of Agriculture may direct for the construction and maint 
nance of roads, trails, bridges, fire lanes, telephone lines, cabins, fences, 
and other permanent improvements necessary for the proper and cc« 
nomical administration, protection, and development of the national 
forests. 

Mr. HEYBURN, Mr. BACON, and Mr. FULTON addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me a most aston- 
ishing thing that the Senate should be ready to add $500,000 to 
this already objectionable provision of the bill. Giving the 
committee the credit for the conservatism expressed by the 
acting chairman of the committee, in which they asked for an 
appropriation of only $500,000, that, upon the single state- 
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ment made to the Senate by the junior Senator from Montana 
[Mr. Drxon], the Senate should, with such loud acclaim, double 
the appropriation recommended by the committee, is indeed 
astonishing. There can be no reasonable defense of the orig- 
inal sum reported, $500,000, for building roads and telephone 
and telegraph lines through a country which is never to be in- 
habited at all, according to the declarations of those who have 
favored the measure—through a country that is always to 
remain a solitude. That you are going to equip it with streets 
and roads and bridges and telephone and telegraph lines seems 
so absurd, so beyond all bounds of reason, that I can not un- 
derstand why the Senate should throw $500,000 in addition to 
the $500,000 already proposed for such a measure as this. 

If you want to make this measure or this system, or what- 
ever you may call it, more obnoxious and to emphasize this con- 
troversy in every recurring Congress, just pursue this policy. 
You can make it so obnoxious that it will fall of its own 
weight. I ask for a division. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is whether a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote would be in order at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not. A separate 
vote can be demanded on the amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have asked for a division. 

Mr. BACON. At the time the yeas and nays were called for 
on that motion—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They were denied. 

Mr. BACON. They were called for at a time when we did 
not know what the motion was. I addressed the Chair with a 
view of asking what was the amendment on which the yeas 
and nays were called for. I am certain that many Senators— 
and that is true of myself—did not respond on the proposition 
with respect to the yeas and nays because we did not know 
what the amendment was. I addressed the Chair, but failed 
to get recognition before the Chair announced that a sufficient 
number had not voted to sustain the call for the yeas and nays. 
I do not know whether a motion to reconsider is necessary 
where there is simply a call for a show of hands, But I think 
the Senate would be willing, if it understood the proposition, to 
go upon record with respect to the yeas and nays. I should 
like in such way as the Chair may designate as the proper way 
to reach it for the Senate to again have the opportunity to be 
recorded as to the yeas and nays on the question of agreeing 
to the amendment to increase the appropriation from $500,000 
to $1,000,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
manded the yeas and nays, 
tion. Is there a second? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposing to increase the appropriation from 
$500,000 to $1,000,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I havea 
general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN], who is detained from the Senate by illness. So I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called.) 
the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry]. 

Mr. FOSTER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 
BER]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FULTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis], 
who is absent from the Chamber. My colleague [Mr. Bourne] 
is also absent. I transfer my pair to him and will vote. I vote 
“ yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Curtom]. In 
his absence I withhold my vote. If he were present I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Warner]. 
He not being present, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PILES. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. An- 
KENY] is ill and is unable to be present in the Chamber to-day. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I have been requested to announce that 
my colleague [Mr. MizTon]} is paired with the Senator from 


The Senator from Idaho de- 
The Chair will again put the ques- 


It is. The Secretary will 


I am paired with 





New York [Mr. Pratt]. 
all other votes on the pending bill. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (after having voted in the nega- 


I make this announcement to stand for 


tive). I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Stone] and would be compelled to withdraw my 
vote. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] 
that we, perhaps, could effect an exchange of pairs, so that both 
could vote, if that is satisfactory to him. 

Mr. MARTIN. It is entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask if the Senator from Virginia is 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]}? 

Mr. MARTIN. I am paired with the Senator from Dlinois 
[Mr. Cuttom]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CLAPP. ‘ My pair is absent. If he were present, I should 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN. My colleague [Mr. DAnret] is unavoidably 
absent from the city. He has a general pair with the senior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANssroucH]. 

Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. McLaurin] is absent, sick, 
but he is on his way to the Senate to vote. I regret that he is 
not present. 

Mr. STONE. The senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Mo- 
CrEARY] has been called from the Senate by official business, 
and he desired me to state that if present he would vote for this 
amendment, 

The result was announced, yeas 36, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Allison Depew Hopkins Perkins 
Bankhead Dixon Johnston Piles 
Beveridge Dolliver Kean Richardson 
Brandegee du Pont Knox Smith, of Mich, 
Briggs Flint Lodge Smoot 
Brown Frye Nelson Stephenson 
Burkett Fulton Newlands Stewart 
Carter Gamble Nixon Sutherland 
Curtis Guggenheim Penrose Wetmore 

NAYS—23. 
Bacon Clay Hale Scott 
Borah Davis Heyburn Stone 
Bulkeley Dick Long Taliaferro 
Burnham Foraker Martin Teller 
Burrows Gallinger Money Warren 
Clark, of Wyo. Gary Owen 

NOT VOTING—33. 
Aldrich Daniel La Follette Rayner 
Aukeny Dillingham McCreary Simmons 
Bailey Elkins McCumber Smith, of Md. 
sourne Foster McEnery Taylor 

Clapp Frazier McLaurin Tillman 
Clarke, of Ark. Gore Milton Warner 
Crane Hansbrough Overman 
Culberson Hemenway Paynter 
Cullom Kittredge Platt 


So Mr. Drxon’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I hope I may be pardoned for saying that if 
I made a mistake in the vote I cast I was following the argu- 
ments, as I understood them, of some of the gentlemen who 
yoted on the other side. 

Mr. FULTON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SecreTrary. On page 23, line 18, it is proposed to 
strike out all that portion of the bill beginning with the words 
“and hereafter” and including the word “situated” in line 
23, on the same page, as follows—— 

Mr. FULTON. It should be “and hereafter” on line 18, 
page 23. 

Mr. WARREN. The word 
under consideration. 

Mr. FULTON. I thought it was in. Let the Secretary strike 

out the words “and hereafter” and say after the words “and 
the.” 
Mr. WARREN. I should like to hear the mendment re- 
ported, but before it is read I should like to state that I under- 
stand that the word “hereafter” was disagreed to when we 
passed over that portion at an earlier date. . 

The Secrerary. On page 23, line 18, after the word “ For- 
ests,” it is proposed to strike out the following words: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture may, in his discretion, permit tim- 
ber and other forest products cut or removed from the national for- 


ests, except the Black Hills National Forest in South Dakota, to be 
exported from the State, Territory, or the district of Alaska in which 


“hereafter” is not in the bill 


said forests are respectively situated. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, the language proposed to be 
stricken out implies that the Secretary of Agriculture may, in 
his discretion, prevent timber and other forest products from 
the national forests being removed from the State or Territory 
in which the forest is situated. 











1908. 


Eee 





I do not think that any good reason can be given why a per- 
son purchasing from the Government 10,000,000 feet of stand- 
ing timber with the privilege of cutting it and manufacturing 
it, we will say, should not be permitted to let that timber 
seek any market, whether foreign or in some other State of the 
Union. While this does not specifically provide that the Secre- 
tary may prevent it, yet impliedly it does so, because it says 
he may permit it to be exported out of the State in which the 
forest is situated. I confess I can not understand why there 
should be any such provision, and I would be glad to have it 
explained. 

Mr. WARREN rose. 

Mr. FULTON. Without yielding the floor, I should like to 
have the Senator explain it. 

Mr. WARREN. The Secretary of Agriculture under the law 
undoubtedly has charge of these forests and may cut and re- 
move timber, or not. There happens to be one State, a very 
large State, which has within its boundaries but a part of one 
forest reserve. I allude to South Dakota. It is a treeless 
country except on the extreme west, where a very small ares 
of timber, a part in Wyoming and a part in South Dakota, 
exists. There are large mining operations in the Black Hills of 
South Dakota distinct from all other mining operations, a long 
distance away from all other mines and a long distance away 
from every other forest. In order to protect the miners, who 
delye under ground and do this mining work, it is necessary to 
have a great many posts, poles, and so forth, to brace up the 
mines. In this small forest reserve there is considered to be 
sufficient for that purpose and not much to spare for any other 
purpose. 

In the meantime a sort of parasite 

Mr. FULTON. I hope the Senator will not take all my 
time. 

Mr. WARREN. 
if I use his. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; I can take the floor, and the Senator 
can interrupt me. But, as I was about to say, a disease, a para- 
site, got into that growing timber in that small forest reserve. 
Under ordinary circumstances it would all, or nearly all, have 





I will yield my time to the Senator gladly 


The Senator can not do that. 


been cut and swept away to cure the disease in the timber. | 


But at the suggestion of Senators and Members of the Honse 
from South Dakota there was this inhibition put into the law. 

Now, in order to get it in, it was necessary before the excep- 
tion to insert the premises that the Secretary of Agriculture 
may in his discretion, and so forth. To strike out the language 


which the Senator suggests does not change the relation in any | 


way, shape, or fashion except as to South Dakota, but it does 
affect this one small reservation in South Dakota, the timber 


on which is so badly needed for the purposes for which I have 


stated. 

Mr. FULTON. 
sion for that one State? 
this does not apply to every State? 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will undertake, as I have done, 
to construct its indifferent language, because I wanted to meet 
his views, I think he will come to the same conclusion that I 
did, and that in order to get this South Dakota exception in it 
is necessary to say “the Secretary of Agriculture may, in his 
discretion,” and so forth. But he has the right to sell timber 


in forest reserves anyway, whether we give it to him in this | 
But to strike it out, as the Senator would, from | 


act or not. 
the wording of this paragraph he would leave the matter of 
South Dakota hanging in the air. 

Mr. FULTON. It is very easy to make provision for South 
Dakota. Simply put in a provision saying that as to a certain 
forest reserve situated in the State of South Dakota the timber 


may not be exported from the State except by permission of | 


the Secretary. That wouh cover it all. 

Now, in my State we have 16,000,000 acres in a forest 
reserve. A vast amount of the timber is merchantable, matured 
timber at the present time. 


best stumpage price, to sell the timber wherever he can get the 
best market for it. 


I think this ought to be stricken out, and then if it is desired 


to put in a provision protecting the State of South Dakota I | 


shall not object to it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, the provision which the Sen- 
ator from Oregon seeks to amend has been in the appropriation 
bill for a number of:years. It has a special application to the 
western part of the State of South Dakota. 
there, I think, is limited to soniething like 1,000,000 acres. 
Very large mining operations are going on in that part of 
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Mr. President, then why not make a provi- | 
How can the Senator contend that | 


A party takes a contract, as they | 
are doing there, from the Government to cut a certain amount. | 
He ought to be permitted, in order to pay the Government the | 


The reservation | 
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the State. It has within its borders, I think, the largest min- 
ing plant in the world—the Homestake mining plant. A great 
deal of this timber is needed for the mining interest in that 
section and for domestic purposes in that section. 

Mr. FULTON. May I ask the Senator from South Dakota a 
question? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. Does not the Senator think it very easy to 
frame a provision protecting his State and not make it apply 


to all the States? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I think by the provision here it is left w 
the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture. There has 
no hardship to any State in the Union. 

Mr. FULTON. Then the Senator must admit that under this 
provision the Secretary of Agriculture could prevent timber cut 
on forest lands in Oregon from being shipped out of the State 
We have no local market for that timber at all. 

Mr. GAMBLE. As I said, this applies especially 
of South Dakota. The Secretary of Agriculture 


thin 
been 


‘ 
i 


) the State 


has neve 


| sought to exercise authority or to place any embargo upon the 
|} movement of timber from one section to another. There is a 
large population in the western part of the State, and very 


large accessions are being made to it daily by the increase of 
population and by the extension of railways into that tio 
So it is a matter of the utmost importance that this limitati 
should be retained so that the limited amount of timber 
not be exported, but that it may be kept for domestic purp 
and especially for the mining interests in that region of 
State. 

When I was necessarily absent from the Senate attending a 
hearing before a committee, the senior Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Newtson] offered an amendment to strike out a later pro- 
vision. It was my understanding, after conferring with Mr. 
| Pinchot, that the proviso from line 24, on page 23, to the word 
“ten,” line 4, page 24, is entirely satisfactory to the people in 
| that region of the State as well as to my colleague, and I un- 
derstand the amendment offered by the senior Senator from 
Minnesota was withdrawn, 

Mr. WARREN. I have a letter from the Senator's colleag 
suggesting that the language be used which we have put in, 
and it has already been adopted. 

Mr, GAMBLE. So I understand. 

Mr. WARREN. And the Senator from Minnesota 
his proffered amendment. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I supposed I was responding to the request 
of my colleague and the sentiment from that section of the 
State, that it met the concurrence and judgment of the com- 
mittee, and the amendment proposed by the committee is en- 
tirely satisfactory. 

Mr. WARREN. Exactly. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I hope that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon will be voted down. 


mn 
1 


ue 


withdrew 





Mr. FULTON. Before the Senator takes his seat I ask him 
if he will be satisfied to insert after the words “ national for- 


ests’ the words “in the State of South Dakota,” so as to read: 

Ifereafter the Secretary of Agriculture may, in his discretion, permit 
timber and other forest products cut or removed from the national for- 
ests in South Dakota, except the Black Hills National Forest, in South 
Dakota. 

Then the provision would apply to South Dakota. 
State wants it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I do not 
gested, as modified, would 
law had better remain as it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Futon]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by 
the Secretary that an amendment in the last paragraph of the 
bill was not acted upon. It simply changes the total. The 
clerks can be authorized to do it. 


No other 


believe that 
correct the 


is. 


the amendment sug- 
matter. I believe the 





Mr. WARREN. That is the usual practice. I ought to have 
asked, if I did not, that the clerks should have authority to 
change the total to correspond with the balance of the bill. I 

| make that request now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request will be com- 
plied with. If there be no further amendment, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 
| Mr. CARTER. I offered an amendment, to come in at the 
| end of line 12, page 25, which I subsequently withdrew. In con- 
| nection with that amendment I desire to make a very brief 
| statement before the bill is reported to the Senate. 

In offering the amendment penalizing the use of Government 
time for the preparation and publication of articles advocating 
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legislation or condemning legislation and advocating increased 
appropriations I desired to have that amendment apply to the 
entire public service. I think the system, which has grown up 
in certain quarters into an established custom, of executive ofli- 
cers employing time that should be devoted to official duty in 
condemning, through the public press or elsewhere, the legisla- 
tion which Congress has enacted, or in advocating legislation 
which in the judgment of the executive officer Congress should 
’ enact, or advocating the employment of more force or the in- 
v crease of compensation to those employed, should be discon- 
r tinued. 

I do not wish to renew the amendment as to this particular 
bill in view of the modifications made by the acting chairman 
iy of the committee in an amendment heretofore adopted, nor do 
: I wish to renew the amendment as applied to this particular 
: measure for another reason, to wit, that I have no desire what- 
i ever to reflect upon this particular service. I think the in- 
iquitous practice has gone through the public service to a 
degree perfectly alarming to contemplate. Under our system 
of government we have a Representative in the other branch 





aaa 


iV of the Legislature from every Congressional district of the 
country. In this Chamber each State is represented by two 
k Senators. The avenues for gaining information and presenting 
' the interests of the public service are thus widespread, and 
‘ heretofore have been found adequate in every respect. 

? To supplement these legislative agencies by a continuous 


propaganda through executive officers is, I think, unfortunate 
and should be hereafter discontinued. If it is not discontinued. 
I think Congress will in the near future support some drastic 
measure intended to compel the discontinuance of that kind 
of propaganda, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
question on concurring in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole will be taken on the amendments in gross. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Wyoming in charge of the bill to page 33, line 23, where I sug- 
gest an amendment by the insertion of the word “four” in- 
stead of “two,” making the amendment $1,400 instead of $1,200. 

Mr. WARREN. Inasmuch as there was a rise in the item on 
the iine above, the acting chairman of the committee will not 
object to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 33, line 23, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” strike out “two” and insert “four,” so as to read: 

One assistant in document section, $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur- 
ring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


The amendment will be 


ee ae 


















IMMIGRATION STATION AT BOSTON, MASS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
ij bill (H. R. 18851) providing for the purchase of a site and the 
f erection of a new immigration station thereon at the city of 
: Boston, Mass., which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. A similar bill was passed by the Senate 
early in the session. It is the same bill in substance. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause 
to be erected, upon a site now owned by or to be ceded to or purchased 
by the Government for the purpose of establishing a new immigration 
station, suitable fireproof building or buildings in connection there- 
with, at the port of Boston, Mass., on the mainland or in the city of 
Soston. 

Sec. 2. That the expenditure of the sum of $250,000 is heréby author- 
ized for the purchase of ground for and the complete erection and 
furnishing of said building, which sum shall be paid from the “ im- 
migrant fund;" that the said building shall be erected in accordance 
with plans and specifications to be prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury Department, and under the supervision of said 
Department. 


The PRESIDENT 
consideration of the 






























































pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
bill? There being no objection, the bill 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. The House has placed a limitation on the site 
which may compel the Government to buy land when Govern- 
ment land can be used perfectly well. 1 desire to strike out 
the last three lines of the first section of the bill and make it 
cou form ’to the Philadelphia bill. The words are, “on the 
mainland or in the city ef Boston.” 
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Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to ask why this bill 
should be specially passed when we are to have an omnibus 
public-buildings bill. 

Mr. LODGE. This is not a public-building bill in the or- 
dinary sense. It is paid for from a special fund, the immigrant 
fund, and does not come under the head of public buildings. 
We have passed a bill for Philadelphia and it has become a 
law. This was recommended by the committees of both Houses, 
by the Immigration Commission, and by the Department. We 
passed a similar bill two or three months ago. The House has 
sent back the same bill with a limitation which I think ought 
to be removed. I thought it would save time to have it done, 
as the need of the building is very great. 

Mr. STONE. Would not this item ordinarily go on the gen- 
eral bill? 

Mr. LODGE. Under no circumstances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The Secretary. In the last line of section 1, on page 1, line 9, 
after the word “ Massachusetts,” strike out the words “on the 
mainland or in the city of Boston.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the post-office appropriation bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield 
to me to have a local bill passed relating to Wyoming? 

Mr. PENROSE. After the appropriation bill is before the 
Senate, I will yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the post-office appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. After the Senator gets up the appropriation bill, 
I will ask him to yield to me that I may present a conference 
report. 

Mr. PENROSE. After the appropriation bill has been laid 
before the Senate, I will yield. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 18347) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, 


COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I wish to change the notice 
I gave with respect to the bill (S. 5729) to correct the records 
and authorize the reenlistment of certain noncommissioned 
officers and enlisted men belonging to Companies B, C, and D 
of the Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, namely, that I shall 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of it at the 
conclusion of the consideration of the post-office appropriation 
bill. 








NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 





The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20471) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 12, 
14, 15, 28, 36, 61, 71, 72, 73, 74, 100, 103, and 105. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 31, 32, 33, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 
46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 62, 63, 64, 
65, 66, 68, 69, 70, 75, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86 87, 88, 
89, 93, 94, 95, 96, 98, 99, 101, and..107, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“thirty million nine hundred and seventy-four thousand two 
hundred and twenty-five dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“Hereafter all commissioned officers of the active list of the 
Navy shall receive the same pay and allowances according to 
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rank and length of service, and the annual pay of each grade 
shall be as follows: For Admiral, thirteen thousand five bun- 
dred dollars; rear-admiral, first nine, eight thousand dollars; 
rear-admiral, second nine, or commodore, six thousand dollars; 
captain, four thousand dollars; commander, three thousand five 
hundred dollars; lieutenant-commander, three thousand dol- 

! lieutenant, two thousand four hundred dollars; lieutenant, 
junior grade, two thousand dollars; ensign, one thousand seven 
hundred dollars. There shall be allowed and paid to each com- 
missioned officer below the rank of rear-admiral ten per cent 
ef Lis current yearly pay for each term of five years’ service in 
the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps. The total amount of such 
increase for length of service shall in no case exceed forty per 
the yearly pay of the grade as provided by law: 
That the annual pay of captain shall not exceed five 


eent on 


Provided, 
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amendment strike out all after the words “ United States” a 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “Is hereby 


nd 
abolished, ex- 


| cept for the purposes of safe custody or when part of the sen- 


housand dollars per annum; of commander, four thousand five | 


i 

hundred dollars per annum; and of lieutenant-commander, four 
thousand dollars per annum. All officers on sea duty and all 
officers on shore duty beyond the continental limits of the United 
States shall while so serving receive ten per cent additional 
their salaries and increase as above provided, and such in- 
crease shall commence from the date of reporting for duty on 
board ship or the date of sailing from the United States for 
shore duty beyond the seas or to join a ship in foreign waters. 


ot 


The pay of midshipmen shall hereafter be six hundred dollars | 


per annum while at the Naval Academy, and fourteen hundred 
dollars per annum after graduation from the Naval Academy. 
rhe pay 


of all warrant officers and mates is hereby increased ; ters, 


twenty-five per cent, and all paymasters’ clerks shall, while on | 


duty, receive the same pay and allowances as warrant officers 
like length of service in the Navy. The pay of all active 
red enlisted men of the Navy is hereby increased ten per 
t: Provided further, That the pay and allowances of chiefs 
bureaus in the Navy Department shall be the highest 


ret 
cor 

of 

Dp 'y 
rear-admiral of the lower nine, and that the pay and allowances 
of a iplains in the N 
for lieutenant-commanders. 
the nine lower numbers of that grade shall 
hundred and fifty dollars additional per annum, and aids to all 
other rear-admirals two hundred dollars additional per annum 
When an officer of the Navy has been thirty years in the 
he may, upon his own application, in the discretion of 
Preaiunt. be retired from active service and placed upon 


eacn., 
servi 


the 


and | 


‘avy shall in no case exceed that provided | 
Aids to rear-admirals embraced in | an 
each receive one | - 


the retired list with three-fourths of the highest pay of his | 


grade: 


ind provided further, That any officer of the Navy who 


is now serving or shall hereafter serve as chief of a bureau in | 


the Navy Department, and shall subsequently be retired, 
be retired with the rank, pay, and allowances authorized by law 
for the retirement of = bureau chief. 


missioned, warrant, and appointed officers and enlisted men of 


shall | 


The pay of all com- | > 
| the word “ commandant, 


the Navy now on the retired list shall be based on the pay, as | 


herein provided for, 
officer 


the at 


of commissioned, warrant, and appointed 
; and enlisted men of corresponding rank and service on 
‘tive list; and all pay herein provided shall remain in force 
until changed by act of Congress. 


| the act making approp 
the fiscal year « 
Nothing herein shall be econ- | ‘ 


strued so as to reduce the pay or allowances now authorized by | 


law for any commissioned, warrant, or appointed officer or any 
enlisted man of the active or retired lists of the Navy, and all 
laws inconsistent with this provision are hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
am nendment insert the following: 

‘The estimates for the support of the N 


show, under the head of ‘ Pay of the Navy,’ the sums allowed for 


| retired 


: ‘| “two hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars;” 
of the grade to which they belong, and not below that of 


tence imposed by a 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree 
amendment follows: In limes 5 and 
amendment strike out the word “seventeenth” and in 
word “seventh: ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the 
amendment as follows: In lieu the sum propose 
“four million six hundred and fifty-nine thousand 
dred dollars: ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the am 
ment of the Senate numbered and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “thirty” and in 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen; ” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the proposed amendment; 
and on page 44, lines 3 and 4 of the bill, strike out the 
“for the completion of marine barracks, naval station, C ~~ les 
ton, S. €.,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ Naval 
station, Charleston, S. C.: For the completion of anni quar 
twenty-five thousand dollars; and for marine barracks, 
thousand dollars; in all:” and the Senate the 


general court-martial;” and the Senate 


to the amend- 
to the same with an 
as 6 of the proposed 


sert the 


the amend 
same with an 
1 insert 
four hun- 


e 
ot 


nd- 


90, 


amend 


words 


fifty 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
and the Sena 


Lite 


agree to 
amet 


With 


agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagr« 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree 
amendment as follows: Strike out the 
ment and insert in lieu thereof the words 
lances;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from 
ment of the Senate numbered 60, 
an amendment as follows: In the { 
after the word “thereof,” insert a comma and add 
ing: “Other than the United States Naval Academy 
Annapolis, Md.;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate numbered 67, and agree to 
an amendment as follows: In line 7 of the ame 
insert “one colon el,” 
of said amendment add as a new paragraph 

‘To meet the increase in pay of the Marine e Cor] 
riation for the support of 
nding June thirtieth, 


nt 
to 


‘me 


to the al 


its disagreen 

and agree to 

first line of the 

the 


Par) 
pall 


3 provi 
the Ar 
en hundred and 


the Revised 


nine 

and in section sixteen hundred and twelve of 
of the United States, for officers on the active list, 
list, enlisted men on the active list, and e1 
the retired list, eight hundred and two thousand seven hu 
and fifty dollars and fifty-five hereby 
Provided, That so much of the voing 


Sta 
officers 
Llisted 
cents is 
fo re 


appropri 


ropriatiorn 


api 


| needed to pay the increase for the remainder of the fis 


said | 


‘avy shall hereafter | 


pay of officers belonging to the line, to the several departments | 


of the staff, and to the retired list; 
each head the amount allowed for pay proper, for increases due 
to longevity and foreign service, and for pay at sea rates to 
officers employed on shore; together with the total number of 
warrant and petty officers and seamen of the several grades and 
designations, including as to each elass the amount allowed for 
pay proper and for longevity or service increases. The esti- 
mates shall include a list giving the rates of pay for all petty 
officers and other enlisted men of the Navy.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In the last line of the amendment 
strike out the comma and the words “to be immedi: itely avail- 
able;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from fits disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lines 2, 3, and 4 of the proposed 


the estimates to show under | “ 


; mer 
an 





ending June thirtieth, nin hundred and eight, 
immediately available.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement t 
ment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
thirty-four thousand hundred and e! 
twenty-eight cents; ” and the Senate agree to.the 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
ment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the s 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed i 
million forty-seven thousand two hundred and 
and sixty-three cents; ” and the ‘ee to t 

That the House re le 
it of the Senate numbered 
amendment as follows: 
‘*six million six hundred and 
fred and fifty-eight dollars 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagr 
ment of the Senate numbered 91, and 
an amendment as follows: In line 2 of the | 
strike out the word “two” and insert the werd 
the Senate agree to the same, 


‘teen 


Sul prope 
five ck 
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That the House recede from its-disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Transfer said amendment to page 
78, after line 3, of the bill; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“The Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, is hereby au- 
thorized to purchase three new steam colliers of American reg- 
istry, having a cargo-carrying capacity of approximately seven 
thousand two hundred tons dead weight each, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding five hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars each; 
and the sum of one million five hundred and seventy-five thou- 
sand dollars is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of the 
colliers above authorized.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 6 of the proposed amendment 
strike out the word “ bidder” and insert the word “ bidders; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert: 
“Thirty million three hundred and seven thousand nine hun- 
dred and sixty-two dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In the proposed amendment strike 
out the word “ herein,” and on page 79, line 3, of the bill, after 
the word “ given,” insert the words “ by law;” and the Senate 
agreed to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 

GEORGE C. PERKINS, 

THOMAS 8S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

GEORGE E. Foss, 

HENRY C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

L. P. PADGETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 

AIDS TO NAVIGATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania yield to the junior Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PENROSE. I will. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is on the Calendar. 
tain limits of cost. 
ment to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and”therefore it is 
necessary that it shall pass the Senate. I think it will take 
only a few minutes. Everything in it has been considered by 
the committee and everything agreed to. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it may receive present consideration. 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask if that unanimous consent will displace 
the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 20784) to authorize addi- 
tional aids to navigation in the Light-House Establishment, and 
for other purposes, and there being no objection the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I did not hear the provision read 
as to the Delaware River, nor did I hear whether there was a 
provision in the bill for the light at Greenville. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. PENROSE. I was going to make the same inquiry as 
that made by the Senator from New Jersey 
attention has been called to the fact that the aids to navigation 
on the Delaware River might possibly have been overlooked in 
the other House, and that I should make the inquiry as to 
whether the Committee on Commerce provided for aids to navi- 
agtion on the Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
provided for on the Delaware. 

Mr. KBAN. Aids to navigation on the Delaware River and 
also the light at Bayonne, N. J.? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think this bill had better go 
over. There seems to be some trouble about it. It is rather an 
unusual way to pass bills, and so I would suggest that it go 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would say, if he 
may be permitted, that this is not an unusual way to pass bills. 


The annual light-house bill 
It contains no appropriation, but does con- 


There are four light-houses 





| 
| 


It is necessary that it shall be an amend- | 


| the general appropriation bills have the right of way. 





The provisions of this bill have to go on the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill as an amendment, and it must pass the Senate 
promptly, because the Committee on Appropriations will report 
the sundry civil appropriation bill to-morrow. ‘There is no use 
of offering any amendment to this bill, as it can not receive 
consideration again in the other House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Maine means, I suppose, 
that if this bill is to be placed as an amendment on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, it must pass in its present form. 

Mr. PENROSE. I shall probably want to offer an amendment 
to the bill, Mr. President. I fear the aids to navigation on the 
Delaware have been overlooked, but if it would do just as well 
to pass the bill the first thing to-morrow morning it might be 
well to let it go over until the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
KEAN] and’I can examine it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the pressure upon the Committee 
on Appropriations from every part of the Senate is very great to 
hasten the consideration and report of the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill. That is the one great appropriation bill left upon 
which there may be contests. The committee has been at work 
day and night and Sundays, and on the question as to what shall 
be put on for light-houses the committee is dependent on the 
passage of this bill. Any amendment that is made will send ihe 
bill back to the House, and the committee has learned that if it 
is sent back to the House no amendment which is put on here 
will be agreed to. Therefore Senators who want amendments 
put on, if successful here, would not get what they want in the 
end and the whole bill will practically fail. I hope Senators 
who want to amend the bill and send it back to the House will 
refrain, in order that the committee may incorporate the pro- 
visions of this bill into the sundry civil appropriation bill and 
report that bill early to-morrow. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the senior Senator from 
Maine whether this bill will be subject to amendment in his 
committee in case the aids to navigation in the Delaware River 
have been overlooked in the House. 

Mr. KEAN. I will say to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
that I have looked at the bill since it has been read, and there 
is a provision for aids to navigation on the Delaware River. 
I am rather inclined to believe that we can not get anything 
more out of the House at this session, and I think we had better 
let the bill pass as it is, though it is not entirely satisfactory 
to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are four items for the 
Delaware River in this bill. 

Mr. KEAN. There is also provision for a light at Bayonne, 
N. J., of about $9,000, although it ought to be $75,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 

Mr. PENROSE obtained the floor. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I ask that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania yield to me for a moment in order that I may give 
a notice. 

Mr. ‘PENROSE. I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. FULTON. Some days ago I gave notice that at the con- 
clusion of the consideration of the agricultural appropriation 
bill I would move that the Senate consider the omnibus claims 
bill, which is House bill 15372. I recognize, of course, that 
There- 
fore, I wish now to give notice that at the conclusion of the 
consideration of the post-office appropriation bill I shall make 
that motion. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PENROSE, I ask the Senate to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the post-office appropriation bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


| sider the bill (H. R. 18347) making appropriations for the 
Mr. Kean]. My | 


service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads with amend- 
ments. > 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous concent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the bill be read 
for amendment, the committee amendments to be first con- 
sidered, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, that it be read for amendment, and that the amendments 
of the committee first receive consideration. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads was, under the subhead “ Office of the Postmaster- 
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General,” on page 2, line 15, before the word “inspectors,” to 
strike out “fifty” and insert “ seventy-two; ” and in line 17, 
before the word “hundred,” to strike out “seventy-two thou- 


sand seven” and insert “ninety-nine thousand one,” so as to 
i make the clause read: 
; For salaries of post-office inspectors: For salaries of 15 inspectors 


> é 4 . 2,400 ch; 
in charge Of dye a ses inspectors, at $2,000, each; 10 In: 
spectors, at $1,800 each ; 130 inspectors, at $1,600 each ; 110 inspectors, 
at $1,400; and 72 inspectors, at $1,200; in all, $599,150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 12, before the word 
“at.” to strike out “five” and insert “seven;” in line 14, 
before the word “in,” to strike out “and two, at $660 each;” 
and in line 15, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ ninety- 
six thousand six hundred and twenty” and insert “ ninety-seven 
thousand one hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 
to clerks and laborers at division headquarters, 


nine, at $1,400 each; twenty-seven, at 
thirteen, at $1,000 each; seven, 


For compensation 
‘ fifteen, at $1.600 dollars each ; 
1 $1,200 each; eight, at $1,100 each; 
at $900 each; in all, $97,100. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Office of the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General,” on page 4, line 22, to in- 
crease the appropriation for compensation to postmasters from 
$26,250,000 to $26,254,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line to insert: 


That hereafter the compensation paid to postmasters at Boston, Mass., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., shall be $8,000 per annum. 


9” 


~—> 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 2, before the word 
“at,” to strike out “two” and insert “ four;” in the same line, 
before the word “four,” to insert “‘not exceeding; ” in line 3, 
before the word “at,” to strike out “ thirty-two” and insert 
“thirty; in line 4, before the word “three,” to insert “ not 
exceeding: in the same line, before the word “ two,” to insert 
“not exceeding;” in line 6, before the word “two,” to insert 
“not exceeding;” in the same line, before the word “ one,” to 
insert “not exceeding;” in line 8, before the word “one,” to 
# insert “not exceeding;” in line 9, before the word “ one,” 
to insert “ not exceeding;”’ in line 10, before the word “ one,” 
to insert “not exceeding; ” in line 12, before the word “ one,” 
to insert “ not exceeding; ” in line 13, before the word “ one,” to 
insert “not exceeding;” in line 15, before the word “ one,” to 
insert “not exceeding; in line 16, before the word “ one,” to 
insert “not exceeding;” in line 18, before the word “ one,” 
to insert ‘‘not exceeding;” in line 19, before the word “ one,” 
to insert “ not exceeding; ” in line 20, before the word “ nine,” 
to insert “ not exceeding;” in line 21, before the word “ eight,” 
a to insert “not exceeding;” in line 22, before the word “ seven,” 
s to insert “not exceeding;” and in line 23, after the word 

“dollars,” to strike out “ Provided, That hereafter a second 
assistant postmaster may be employed at the city of Chicago 
post-office at an annual compensation of $2,500,” and insert 


” 


” 


” 


” 


” 


“And provided further, That hereafter the compensation paid 
“4 to assistant postmasters at Boston, Mass., and Philadelphia, Pa., 
3 shall be $4,000 per annum,” so as to make the clause read: 

oq For compensation to assistant postmasters at first and second class 


post-offices, 4, at not exceeding $4,000 each; 30, at not exceeding $3,000 
each ; 7, at not exceeding $2,500 each; 6, at not exceeding $2,000 each : 
12, at not exceeding $1,900 each; 26, at not exceeding $1,800 each: 
GS, at not exceeding $1,700 each; 105, at not exceeding $1,600 each: 
135, at not exceeding $1,500 each; 115, at not exceeding $1,400 each: 
295, at not exceeding $1,300 each; 380, at not exceeding $1,200 each: 
360, at not exceeding $1.100 each; 300, at not exceeding $1,000 each : 
110, at not exceeding $900 each; 100, at not exceeding $800 each; 

7 and 60, at not exceeding $700 each; in all, $2,500,000: And provided 
further, That hereafter the compensation paid to assistant postmasters 
at Boston, Mass., and Philadelphia, Pa., sh 


all be $4,000 per annum. 

q The amendment was agreed to. 
a Mr. PENROSE. In order to make the bill comply with the 
latter part of the section, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 
; The Secretary. On page 5, line 4, after the word “ each,” 
A it is proposed to strike out “seven” and insert “ six.” 
P The amendment was agreed to. 
< The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 
6, line 12, before the word “at,” to strike out “ eight ” and in- 
sert “ sixteen,” so as to make the clause read: 

Superintendents of delivery, su 


of money order 
$3,200 each. 


The amendment will be 


erintendents of mails, superintendents 
and superintendents of registry, 16, at not exceeding 
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Mr. CLAY. ‘Mr. President, I call the Senator’s attention to 
line 12, page 6. I do not remember this amendment being 
acted upon in committee. It provides for “superintendents of 
delivery, superintendents of mails, superintendents of money 
order, and superintendents of registry.” The House fixed the 
number at eight and the Senate committee seems to have fixed 
it at sixteen. I do not remember the committee having acted 
upon that. We may have done so, but it escaped me. 

Mr. PENROSE. That amendment was required on account 
of the increase of the salaries of the postmasters at Boston 
and Philadelphia. The superintendents had to be raised to this 
grade on that account. 

Mr. CLAY. Does the number of superintendents have to be 


increased ? 
Mr. PENROSE. The number at this salary has to be in- 
creased. It is a necessary part of the amendment to the bill 


increasing the salaries at those two places. 

Mr. CLAY. It escaped me in committee, I am frank to con- 
fess. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think the reason it escaped the Senator 
was that the clerk of the committee was authorized to make 
the bill conform to the main amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I think that is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I now call the attention of 
the Senator from Georgia to the amendment I am about 
to offer, which should have been put in by the committee, in 
line 17, on page 6, reducing the number of superintendents of 
delivery from twenty-three to fifteen. The number is reduced 
on account of the increase above, which will probably explain 
the matter to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand it now, though I did not before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeNRose] will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 6, line 17, after the word “ mails,” 
it is proposed to strike out “ twenty-three ” and insert “ fifteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 11, 
line 5, before the word “at,” to strike out “two thousand nine 
hundred and fifty-four ” and insert “ five thousand six hundred 
and fifty-one,” so as to make the clause read: 

Assistant cashiers, assistant superintendents 
superintendents of mails, assistant superintendents of money order, 
assistant superintendents of registry, assistant superintendents of 
stations, bookkeepers, chief stamp clerks, clerks, finance clerks, foremen 
of crews, private secretaries, superintendents of carriers, superin- 
tendents of second-class matter, and superintendents of stations, 5,651, 
at not exceeding $1,200 each. 


of delivery, assistant 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 6, to insert: 


For the promotion of post-office clerks from the fifth to the sixth 
grade, $321,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE. In order to make the bill conform to the 


amendment in line 7, page 11, I offer the amendments which 1 
send to the desk. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
stated. 

The SEecRETARY. On page 11, line 12, after the word “ sta- 
tions,” it is proposed to strike out “ six ’”’ and insert “ three;” in 


the same line, after the word “ thousand,” to strike out ne” 
and insert “ four;” and in line 13, after the word “ ninety,” to 
strike out “four” and insert “ seven,” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

Assistant superintendents of stations, clerks, private secretaries, super- 
intendents of carriers, superintendents of second-class matter, and 
superintendents of stations, 3,497, at not exceeding $1,100 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 
12, line 5, before the word “million,” to strike out “ twenty- 
eight” and insert “twenty-nine;” and in line 6, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “six hundred and eighty-one 
thousand five hundred,” so as to read: 

In all, $29,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 20, before the 
word “at,” to strike out “five hundred and thirty” and insert 
“six hundred and sixty; ”’ in line 21, before the word “ hundred,” 
to strike out “two” and insert “three;” in line 22, after the 
word “hundred,” to insert “and twenty-five;” and in line 
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24, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “five hundred 
and fifty-six’ and insert “seven hundred and eleven,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Watchmen, messengers, and laborers, 660, at $700 each; 325, at 
$600 each; and 125, at $500 each; in all, $711,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 9, to increase the 
appropriation for compensation to substitutes for clerks and 
employees at first and second class post-offices on vacation from 
$110,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 9, to insert: 

That after June 30, 1908, employees in first and second class post- 
offices and in other post-offices having city-delivery service shall be 
granted leave of absence with full pay for not exceeding thirty days in 
a fiscal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 22, to insert: 

Whenever a postmaster certifies to the Department that owing to un- 
usual conditions in his community he is unable to procure the services 
of efticient employees at the initial salary provided for post-office clerks 
and letter carriers, the Department may authorize, in its discretion, the 
appointment of clerks and letter carriers for that office at such higher 
rate of compensation within the grades prescribed by law as may be 
necessary in order to insure a proper conduct of the postal business. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 4, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “four” and insert “six;” and in 
the same line, after the word “dollars,” to insert “of which 
sum $29,000 shall be immediately available,’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For rent, light, and fuel for first, second, and third class post-offices, 
$3,600,000, of which sum $29,000 shall be immediately available: 
Provided, That there shall not be allowed for the use of any third- 
class post-office for rent a sum in excess of $500, nor more than $100 
for fuel and light in any one year: And provided further, That the 
Postmaster-General may, in the disbursement of this appropriation, 
apply a part thereof to the purpese of leasing premises for the use 
ot post-offices of the first, second, and third classes, at a reasonable 
annual rental, to be paid quarterly, for a term not exceeding ten years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 14, to in- 
sert: 

To provide for the rent, equipment, and maintenance of Station H 
of the New York City post-office in the terminal building of the New 
York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, including ex- 
B50,000 incident to moving the station from the present quarters, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 12, to reduce the 
appropriation for pay of letter carriers at offices already estab- 
lished, including substitutes for carriers absent without pay, 
ete., from $27,835,000 to $27,235,000. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the committee amendment in 
regard to that matter be.disagreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I call the chairman’s attention to the fact 
that that must be an error, I think it should read “seven,” 
in line 12. 

Mr. PENROSE. I join in the request that the committee 
amendment be disagreed to in line 12. 

Mr. BURKETT. On what page? 

Mr. PENROSE. Page 16. I also ask that the committee 
amendment in line 16, on page 16, be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Srcrerary. On page 16, line 16, it is proposed to in- 
crease the appropriation for pay of substitutes for letter car- 
riers absent with pay, etc., from $1,300,000 to $1,800,000. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, before that amendment is dis- 
agreed to, I think we ought to have some explanation, I find 
the House provided for the pay of letter carriers at offices 
already established, including substitutes for carriers absent 
without pay, city delivery service, $27,835,000. The Senate 
amended that by cutting it down $600,000. The estimate—and 
this is one thing I have not been able thoroughly to under- 
stand—for this item for last year was $23,384,700, and the un- 
expended balance for that year was $112,124.18. The item 
itself is nearly $28,000,000, almost $5,000,000 more than the 
estimate. It strikes me, I will say to the Senator in charge of 
this bill, that that item ought to go in conference for the pur- 
pose of considering the difference between the amount we ap- 
propriate and the estimate made. I am aware of the fact, Mr. 
President, that the House increased the clerk hire about $1,850,- 
000, and I have no objection to that; but I have not been able 
to understand how the item has been increased nearly $5,000,000 
when the real amount resulting from the increase in salaries 
is only $1,850,000. I presume the committee reported the 
amendment simply in order that the matter might go into con- 
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ference, with a view and purpose of seeing how it could be ad- 
justed and arranged. But if this item is agreed to in the Sen- 
ate, then there can be no conference over it. I know that the 
natural increase ought to be from 5 to 7 per cent, but if you take 
the growth of the service and add it to the $1,850,000, it is 
exceedingly difficult to know how the item has reached $5,000,- 
000 more than the estimates made by the Department. 

I think the Senator will agree with me that it would be 
better to let this item go into conference. I am not in favor 
of cutting out the item placed in the bill by the House for the 
purpose of increasing the carriers’ salaries, but I am in favor 
of seeing whether that item can be reduced. I do not believe 
ihe growth of the service is equal to the amount proposed to 
be appropriated. 

Mr. PENROSE. This amendment was put in for the pur- 
pose of getting another portion of the bill more completely be- 
fore the conference. It was put in at my request; and sub- 
sequent inquiry has convinced me that it is not necessary to 
have ft in the bill. No objection at any time has been made 
to the propriety of the original appropriation made by the 
House. The large increase is due to the enormous increase in 
this branch of the postal service. I repeat my request, that the 
Senate recede from its amendment and leave the bill as the 
House had it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gariineer in the chair), 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on page 16, line 16, after the word “ million,” to strike out 
“three” and insert “eight,” so as to read: 


For pay of substitutes for letter carriers absent with pay, and of aux- 


iliary and temporary letter carriers at offices already established, 
$1,800,000. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 22, to increase 
the appropriation for horse-hire allowance and the rental of 
vehicles from $800,000 to $900,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 23, to reduce the 
appropriation for car-fare and bicycle allowance from $400,000 
to $350,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 17, to insert: 

For street car collection service, $10,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 14, to reduce the 
appropriation for car fare for special-delivery messengers in 
emergency cases, from $12,000 to $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 19, to insert: 


Hereafter the provisions of section 3477 of the Revised Statutes shall 
not apply to payments for rent of post-office quarters made by post- 
masters to duly authorized agents of the lessors. 


Mr. NELSON. I should like to inquire what is the purpose 
of the provision. 

Mr. PENROSE. The amendment was put in at the special 
request of the Department. There are numerous cases where 
it is impossible for the Department to deal with the original 
lessor. He is absent from the country or is in a position where 
he is not at hand to sign the vouchers, and the Department re- 
quested that the postmasters should be permitted to pay the 
rent to the duly authorized attorney or real estate agent, or, who- 
ever might be authorized to collect the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 18, 
line 12, after the word “therefor,” to insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be used to pay for the carry- 


ing in the mails any malt, vinous, or spirituous liquors, or intoxicating 
liquors of any kind, or any cocaine or derivative thereof. 


Mr. CLAY. If I remember correctly, the proviso— 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be used to pay for the carry- 
ing in the mails any malt, vinous, or spirituous liquors, or intoxleating 
liquors of any kind, or any cocaine or derivative thereof— 
is found in the bill in four or five different places, and my recol- 
lection is that it was to be stricken out here and one general 
provision inserted in the bill to cover these provisos. I will say 
to the Senator I have not been able to find that general pro- 
vision, 

Mr. BURKETT. It is on the last page. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads was unanimous and fully as zealous as is the Senator 
from Georgia for this amendment, but it occurs so frequently 
in the bill that it was thought the purpose would be fulfilled 
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by having it inserted once in a comprehensive form. If the 
Senator will complete his reading of the bill he will find it on 
page 42, at the end of the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. One general provision? 

Mr. PENROSE. One general provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 18, line 18, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out the following proviso: 



































Provided, That no part of said sum shall be used to pay for the 
carrying in the mails any malt, vinous, or spirituous liquors, or intoxi- 
cating liquors of any kind, or any cocaine or derivative thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 23, to increase the 
appropriation for mail messenger service from $1,420,000 to 
$1,560,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 


“4 
v, 


to insert: 


And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to in- 
vestigate and report to Congress not later than January 1, 1909, the 
feasibility and desirability of the Government purchasing or installing 
the equipment for pneumatic tube service, and thereafter operating the 
same in the cities where such service is now in operation, and also ascer- 
tain and report the approximate cost of purchase and likewise of instal- 
lation and the cost of maintenance and operation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, line 20, after the word 
“ Tilinois,” to insert the following further proviso: 


Provided further, That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized 
and directed to contract for regulation screen or other wagon service 
for the transportation of the mails between the Union Depot and the | 
post-office in Seaver, Colo., from July 1, 1908, and pay for the same out 
of the appropriation for such service. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 15, to insert: | 


For rent, light, fuel, electric power, transportation of machinery, in- 
stallation of plant, and incidental expenses pertaining to the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of a subworkshop for the repair of mail 
equipment at Chicago, Lll., $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 1, 
word “ dollars,” to strike out the following provisos: 


Provided, That no part of said sum shall be used to pay for the 
carrying in the mails any malt, vinous, or spirituous liquors, or intoxi- 
eating liquors of any kind, or any cocaine or derivative thereof: Pro- 
vided further, That not exceeding six-sevenths of the amount ascer- 
tained pursuant to the weighing of the mail on any route in the year 
1905 or in the year 1906 as the annual pay on such route for trans- 
porting the mail shall be paid out of the moneys hereby appropriated 
until such ascertainment shall have been readjusted in accordance with 
order of Postmaster-General Meyer, No. 412, or until it shall have 
been finally determined by law that the first recited ascertainments 


after the 
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I have the law before me. Under the 
weighing is only once in four years. 
in four years. 

This paragraph, in addition, contains this provision, which 
is entirely new legislation, and it is because this whole para- 
graph is new legislation—it is general legislation. 

In connection with such weighing and readjustment, where there are 
two or more routes by which the mails may be dispatched between im 


present system the 
The pay is adjusted once 


portant points with equal facility and advantage to the mail service, 
the Postmaster-General may send such mails by either route, provided 
the allowance for the carriage of the same by the longer or more ex 
pensive route shall not exceed the cost of the carriage of an equal 
weight of mail between the same points by the shorter or less expen 


sive route. 

That is entirely new. 
respect to the next item. 

And the Postmaster-General shall give the 
mails advance notice of his intention to take 
from the other mails of the route and readjust 

And so forth. 

The whole paragraph is general legislation, and it is general 
legislation because it is new legislation. It provides a 
scheme of weighing the mails. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, this amendment has been pre- 
sented by the committee with the full approval of the Post- 
Office Department after a very careful consideration of the 
whole subject involved. The correspondence of the Department 
on this question is quite voluminous, and I will not now detain 
the Senate to consider it in detail. 

With reference to the point of order, I suggest that the 
proviso to which the Senator from Minnesota takes exception 
is merely directory, in that it specifies the manner of ascertain 
ing what is to be paid, and thus only relates to the manner of 
expending the appropriation. If the mails are to be weighed 
once in four years, that term will have something to do with 
the amount to be paid out. If the divisor be instead 


It is not in existing law. And so with 


company carrying such 
their weights separately 
the compensation 


hew 


is to 7 


| of 6, that fact will have something to do with the determination 


of the part of the appropriation to be paid to the individual 
railroad company. We crystallize it into law, in so far as the 
computation is concerned, the requirement that seven days in 
stead of six days shall be used as the divisor in determining 
the amount due the railroad company. 

Some question has arisen as to the right of the Postmaster- 
General by regulation to correct any alleged misapplication of 
the public moneys by the use of the divisor 6 instead of the 
divisor 7 in computing the amount due the railroad company. 
This corrects and leaves beyond a question of doubt a matter 
which has been subject to administration for a long time, and 
is merely a construction of existing law. 

If the Congress, in making an appropriation, can not specify 
the manner in which the amount to be paid to individuals is to 





are binding upon the Government for the ensuing fiscal year, notwith- 
standing any error or wrong in the basis of such ascertainments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 15, to in- 
sert: 

‘That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to readjust annually the compensation to be paid for the transporta- 
tion of mails on railroad routes from and after the ist day of July, 
1909, upon the conditions and at the rates provided by law, the aver- 
age daily weight to be ascertained, in every case, by the actual weigh- 
ing of the mails for thirty-five successive days, commencing on such 
date as the Postmaster-General may designate each year, after June 


30, 1908, and the result to be stated and verified in such form and | 
manner as the Postmaster-General may direct; and the whole number | 


of days included in the weighing period shall be used as a divisor for 
obtaining the average daily weight. 
and readjustment, where there are two or more routes by which the 
mails may be dispatched between important points with equal facility 
and advantage to the mail service, the Postmaster-General may send 
such mails by either route, provided the allowance for the carriage 
of the same by the longer or more expensive route shall not exceed the 
cost of the carriage of an equal weight of mail between the same points 
by the shorter or less expensive route. And the Postmaster-General 
shall give the company carrying such mails advance notice of his in- 
tention to take their weights separately from the other mails of the 
route and readjust the compensation for the carriage of the same on 
a the basis of their value on the shorter or less expensive route, and shall 
/ report weekly during the time of such weighing the weights of such 
mails to the company carrying them. 

And out of the appropriation for inland mail transportation, the 


D. C., in connection with the expenses of taking the weights of mails 
on railroad routes as provided by law. 

Mr. NELSON. Against the matter just read, conimencing in 
line 16, on page 21, and going down and including line 23, on 
page 22, I make the point of order that it is general legislation. 
It is an entire change of existing law. Under the present 
system of weighing the mails they are weighed only once in 
four years. This provides for an annual weighing. From 
the debates which occurred in the House of Representatives 
on this subject it appeared that this would increase the cost 
to the Government four or five million dollars a year if adopted. 





In confiection with such weighing | 


Postmaster-General is authorized hereafter to pay rental in Washington, | 


| be ascertained without being subject to the claim that it 
general legislation, I submit that no direction can ever be made 
with reference to the payment of an appropriation or the ascer- 
tainment of the amount to be paid to any individual or company 
performing service. 

I will, with the permission of the Senate, insert in the Recorp 
the letters from the Postmaster-General bearing upon the sub- 
ject-matter of the proposed a:nendment. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, .D. C., April 23, 1908. 


is 


Ilion. Bores PENROSE, 
Chairman of Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR: Referring to the request to be advised with refer- 
ence to the bill S. 6157, introduced by Senator Carrer, on March 16, 
1908, “To provide for a uniform and simultaneous weighing of the 
mails on railroad routes, and an equitable adjustment of the compensa 
tion for the carriage of such mails,’ I have to state as follows: 
| The bill is identical, with one exception, with the revision made by 
| the Department of a draft of a provision submitted by the House Com 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and with the changes hereinafter 
suggested meets with the approval of the Department provided the Con- 
gress sees fit to thereby increase the expenditures for transportation of 
the mails by railroad routes. The compensation for carrying the mails 
on each route is now adjusted upon a quadrennial weighing. Such 
adjustment continues without change in the rate of pay for the succeed 
ing four years. Inasmuch as the country is growing rapidly and the 
| weights of mails are therefore proportionately increasing, it is often 
insisted by railroad companies that if the rate of compensation is no 
more than adequate at the time of the weighing—and they claim that 
it is not—it becomes inadequate for the increased service performed 
before the next quadrennia! weighing. An annual weighing would give 
a readjustment upon the annual increase of the weights of mails and 
would appear to be equitable and fair. It should, however, be borne in 
mind that such a provision would increase the gross amount paid for 
such transportation of the mails and would also add to the annual ex 
pense incident to the weighing of the mails. Under the present practic« 
the routes are weighed once in every four years. The increase in the 
weight of mails occurring during a four-year period is not represented 
by increase in rate of compensation until the adjustment for the suc 
ceeding term, which adjustment continues for the next succeeding four 
years. Under the provisions of this bill the adjustment would continue 
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for only one year, and the companies would receive the increased com- 
pensation cach succeeding year for the increase in weight for each 
preceding year. 

A careful estimate has been made as to the probable inerease in the 
expense for the weighing of the mails—that is, for weighers, tabu- 
lators, etc. The following table will show the actual cost for the last 
four weighings by sections, the estimated cust for each of said sections 
for thirty-five days based upon the actual cost for the weighing period 
and the estimated cost by sections for one hundred and five days based 
upon the same rate. 


— - = ee : —————— 


Estimated | Estimated 
Actual cost \cost if weigh-|cost if weigh- 











wemencoonas 105 | 589,799.21 196 , 599.73 589,799.21 





Weighings. aaa paid inghad_ (| ing had con- 
“*** weighers,etc.| lasted only | tinued for 
| | | S35days. | 10) days. 
Second section, 1904......__. 84 $108,521.79 | $45,217.55 $135,652.65 
‘rst sectic 1K | 7 » a5 en 
sioest soctton, 1906-—_.--. or \t 280,817.17 | 122,004.42 | 866,288.26 
Fourth section, 1906_.....__. | 105 | 296,726.66 98,908 .89 296 , 726.66 
Third section, 1907 | 
| 


a Naa a a A al | 462,990.59 | 1,388, 461.78 
| } 








From the above it appears that the probable expense of a one hun- 
dred and five days’ weighing-——that is, ninety working days, as provided 
for by present law—would be $1,388,461.78. ‘This covers the expense 
of weighing the mails throughout the entire country and covers a period 
of four years. It also appears that the cost of a thirty-five days’ weigh- 
ing for the entire country would be approximately $462,820.59, but for 
one year’s weighing only. ‘The cost, therefore, of the weighings for 
four years upon this basis would be four times this amount, or 
$1,851,282.36. Therefore the difference between these aggregates would 
be $462,820.58, and represents the increased cost for a period of four 
years if annual weighings upon the thirty-five days’ basis were inaugu- 
rated, or an average increase per annum of $115,705.14. 

As to the specific provisions of the bill, I have the following to say: 

In lines 9 and 10 provision is made for commencing the weighing 
the first Monday in March each year. It is believed in the Department 
that such a provision would be inadvisable. It has been customary to 
weigh the mails in the New England section, for instance, in the fall 
of the year, for the reason that it is believed to furnish a better average 
than a weighing at any other season. There are a few exceptional 
cases also, such as summer routes, where it becomes necessary to weigh 
at a different season than that during which other routes are weighed. 
Moreover, where the period is absolutely fixed by law there would be 
no discretion left in the Postmaster-General to extend a weighing to 
meet unusual and extraordinary emergencies that might arise in special 
localities. In lieu of this provision I would suggest the words follow- 
ing the word “ days,” in line 9, “at such time each year.” 

The bill further provides for the use of the whole number of days 
included in the weighing period as a divisor for obtaining tue average 
daily weight. This will give legislative expression to the present 
practice of the Department based upon my order No. 412, of June 7, 
1907. 

The bill further provides for an equalization of cost of transporta- 
tion where there are two or more routes by which the mails may be 
dispatched between important points with equal facility and advantage 
te the mail service. This will give legislative expression to the practice 
of the Department recently adopted. 

The immediate administrative difficulty in administering such a law 
will be in the completion of the adjustments with the present 
lmited force of the division of railway adjustments. It is apparent 
that so far as computetions for adjustments and the work consequent 
thereto are concerned, there will be four times the amount of work 
that is now required. It will be impossible for the present force to 
complete that work within the time necessary to make proper payments 
to the railroad companies. It is believed, however, that this difficulty 
can be overcome until adequate provision is made in the legislative 
bill for additional force, if provision is made which will — not 
only the tabulation to be done at Washington, but the empidyment of 
tabulators in assisting upon the computations and adjustments. In 
order to clearly provide for this work, it is suggested that the last 
paragraph of the proposed bill be modified by the insertion of the 
words “and compensation to tabulators and clerks employed in con- 
nection with the weighings for assistance in completing computations,” 
after the word “ Columbia” in line 21. 

The provision, as changed by these suggestions, would read as 
follows: 

“That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to readjust annually the compensation to be paid for the trans- 
»ortation of the mails on railroad routes from and after the 1st day of 
July, 1909, upon the conditions and at the rates provided by law, the 
average daily weight to be ascertained, in every case, by the actual weigh- 
ing of the mails for thirty-five successive days, at such time each year 
after June 30, 1908, and the result to be stated and verified in such form 
and manner as the Postmaster-General may direct ; and the whole number 
of days included in the weighing period shall be used as a divisor for ob- 
taining the average daily weight. In connection with such weighing and 
readjustment, where there are two or more routes by which the mails may 
be dispatched between important points with equal facility and advan- 
tage to the mail service, the Postmaster-General may send such mails 
by either route, provided the allowance for the carriage of the same by 
the longer or more expensive route shall not exceed the cost of the car- 
riage of an equal weight of mail between the same points by the shorter 
or less expensive route. And the Postmaster-General shall give the 
company carrying such mails advance notice of his intention to take 
their weights separately from the other mails of the route and readjust 
the compensation for the carriage of the same on the basis of their value 
on the shorter or less expensive route, and shall report. weekly during 
the time of such weighing the weights of such mails to the company 
carrying them. 

“And out of the appropriation for inland mail transportation the 
Postmaster-General is authorized hereafter to pay rental in Washington, 
D. C., and compensation to tabulators and clerks employed in connection 
with the weighings for assistance in computing computations, in con- 
nection with the expenses of taking the weights of mails on railroad 
routes as provided by law.” 

Faithfully, yours, G. v. L. Meyer. 
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OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., April 28, 1908. 
Hon. Borgs PENROSE, 
Chairman of Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post Roads, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Senator: Referring further to the request to be advised 
in regard to bill S. 6157, int uced by Senator Carter, on March 16, 
1908, “to provide for a uniform and simultaneous weighing of the 
mails on railroad routes, and an equitable adjustment of the compen- 
sation for the carriage of such mails,” and to my letter of the 25d 
instant, I wish to call more specific attention to the practice of the 
Department in regard to the equalization of cost of transportation 
where there are two or more routes by which the mails may be dis- 
patched between important points with equal facility and advantage to 
the service, which the bill provides for as a matter of legislation, 
among others. 

In my annual report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1907, upon 
page 24, attention was called to this new feature of economy in read- 
justments, and I said as follows: 

“The elements of expedition, efficiency, and economy are given con- 
sideration in arranging for the transportation of mails on railroads. 
Where through mails are concerned the Department often has the choice 
of competing routes. A ——— route may be shorter than another ; 
it may be more economical by reason of being a land-grant route; or 
it may perform important terminal or transfer functions which must 
otherwise be provided for by the Department. After the transportation 
of the mails has been established over a route and the train schedules 
remain satisfactory it is not advisable to divert mails merely because 
a competing route offers to make a satisfactory schedule. The facts 
that the transportation has been established over such route; that the 
company has furnished the necessary facilities for their carriage, and 
that railway postal clerks have been assigned to duty with reference to 
such mail routing are given due consideration; and if the company 
carrying the mails can furnish as advantageous service as the com- 
as company it is not advisable to take the mails away from it. 

Vhere the Department has the opportunity of dispatching mails by 
competing routes, one of which is shorter or otherwise less expensive 
than the other, it appears to be but just to the Government—when such 
mails are allowed to remain with the longer or more expensive route— 
to reduce the compensation paid therefor by the amount which the 
Government would save if the mails in question were dispatched by the 
shorter or less expensive route. 


“Accordingly, the policy has been inaugurated of effecting such a 
saving in cases of this character arising at the beginning of a contract 
term and has been applied in some prominent instances in the readjust- 
ments in the third contract section.” 

While it is impracticable at present to give an accurate statement of 
the amount of saving to the Government which will result for one con- 
tract term even, upon the ———— of this principle to the whole 
service, it may, nevertheless, asserted with entire assurance that the 
economy will be very considerable. This will be apparent when it is 
remembered that there is a movement of large volumes of through mails 
between large commercial and postal centers of the country, as, for in- 
stance, between New York and Chicago, New York and Washington, 
Washington and Jacksonville, Chicago and St. Louis, St. Louis and Kan. 
sas City, Chicago and Union Pacific Transfer, lowa, and the middle 
West centers and the Southwest and West. Specific figures can not be 
given, however, until weighings are had, the mails concerned segregated, 
and the weights ascertained and their values determined. ‘The impor- 
tance of such economy is indicated, however, by the facts in one case 
in the third contract section, where the Department secured the benefit 
of an ge gs of the cost of transporting through mails between Chi- 
cago, Ill., and Union Pacific Transfer, lowa. The computation has been 
completed and indicates the probable saving of approximately $20,000 a 
year. This is but one case, and it is believed that the Department's 
efforts in this direction will result in a large annual saying to the Gov- 
ernment. While it is the purpose of the partment to continue this 


practice, the desirability of a specific direction by Congress to the same 
effect is recognized. 


Faithfully, yours, G. v. L. Meyer, 





OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., May &, 1908. 
Hon. Borns PENROSE, 


Chairman of Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear SENATOR: Referring to the request of Senator Carrer. that 
the committee be furnished with a statement of the increase in weights 
of mails carried by railroads over the entire country for the past four 
years, I have the honor to submit the following: 

It is a to furnish a statement of the increase in the 
average daily weights for the entire country for any one iod of four 
years, inasmuch as the country is divided into four weighing sections, 
and the weighing of these succeed each other annually, thus making a 
weighing in any one section occur once only in four years, but not 
simultaneous with weighings in other sections. The increase in average 
daily weights at these several weighings will practically represent, how- 
ever, the increase in the average daily weights for the entire country, 
providing the weighings were held simultaneously. The following 
statement will show these increases: 

Section 1, weighed 1901, adjusted from July 1, 1901, to June 30, 
1905; increase in average daily weight shown by this weighing 908,436 
pounds, or 28.66 per cent. 

Section 2, weighed in 1900, adjusted from July 1, 1900, to June 30, 
1904; increase in average daily weight shown by this weighing 219,898 
pounds, or 24.27 per cent. 

Section 3, weighed in 1903, adjusted from July 1, 19038, to June 30, 
1907 ; increase in average daily weight shown by this weighing 559,798 
pounds, or 11.97 per cent. 

Section 4, weighed in 1902, adjusted from July 1, 1902, to June 30, 
1906 ; increase in average daily weight shown by this weighing 1,089,355 
pounds, or 69.02 per cent. 

Total increase in average daily weights for all sections 2,777,487 
pounds, or 26.89 per cent. 

This represents approximately the increase im the average daily 
weight of the mails for a period of four years. 

Faithfully, yours, G. v. L. Meyer. 





1908. 


Eee 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., April 15, 1908. 
Borers PENROSE, 
Chairman of Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, United States Senate, Washington, D. OC. 


My Dear Senator: Your attention is respectfully invited to the rec- 
conicaee made in my report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1907, 
upon pages 23 and 24, as follows: ; . 

““'The act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stat. L., 341), authorizes the pay- 
ment of the expenses of weighing the mails from the appro yriations for 
railroad transportation. The weighing is done in cars anc at railroad 
stations by employees of the Department. 

» offices 0 
; a uarters and are then certified to the Department, where the average 
aily weights are computed. For the purpose of securing the greatest 
‘economy and uniformity of method, it is desirable to have the tabula- 
ions made in the Department. I therefore recommend that Congress 
iuthorize the renting of suitable quarters in Washington to accommodate 
the special force of tabulators employed upon this work. . : 

I therefore have the honor to recommend to your favorable considera- 
tion the enactment into law of the following provision, nam ae 

‘And out of the appropriation for inland transportation by railroad 
routes the Postmaster-General is authorized hereafter to pay rental in 
Washington, D. C., in connection with the expenses of taking the 
weichts of mails on railroad routes as provided by law. 

This provision might properly el ems under the paragraph relating 
to inland transportation by railroad routes, following line 20, page 18, 
of the postal bill (H. R. 18347), as referred to your committee. 

In further explanation of this recommendation, I have the honor to 
submit the following: 

The country is divided into four contract sections and the mails are 
we ed as provided for by law not less frequently than once every 
four years. These weighings are ordered by the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General through the division of railway adjustments, and are 
conducted by the railway mail service. Weighers are employed from 
available substitute railway postal clerks and others who are employed 
temporarily during the period. Besides those who actually weigh the 
wails, there are employed a certain number called “ tabulators,”” who 
the weight cards from the clerks who weigh the mails, adjust 
all irregularities, and tabulate the weights that are so received daily 
by trains upon one sheet for each route, which, when completed, shows 
the total weights taken on and put off for the whole period of the 
weighing at each station upon the route. This weight circular is certi- 
fied by the superintendent of railway mail service and is forwarded 
{to the Department, division of railway adjustments. This last-named 
division has charge of the adjustments of pay, and the clerks, under 
the direction of the superintendent of railway adjustments, compute 
ihe average daily weights for each route, using therefor the weight 
cireular above mentioned. 

It will be apparent that the work of tabulation is essentially a part 
of the computation of the average daily weight and therefore of the 
n of railway adjustments. If these tabulations were done at 
Washington under the direction of the superintendent of that division, 
it would serve good administrative purposes. ‘The force engaged upon 
the work could be better selected. They would work under one direc- 
tion and according to a uriform method of procedure. Being employed 
at one place instead of two, three, or more, the incidental expenses 
would necessarily be less. Working under one direction and super- 
vision, their services would be more efficient and more economically ap- 
plied and the number employed would consequently be less. One spe- 
cial feature about the matter should not be overlooked even if there was 
no economy to be attained—that is, that these steps, which are prelimi- 
nary to the adjustment of railroad pay, a subject of such magnitude 
and importance, should be conducted with the greatest care in order 
that there may be no errors, mistakes, or wrong certifications. It is 
evident that this feature could be best accomplished by having these 
tabulations done at one point and under the direction of the division 
which makes and is responsible for the computations. 

The expenses of the weighings are paid out of the appropriation for 
the transportation of the mails in accordance with continuing author- 
ity of law (act of March 3, 1875, ch. 128, 18 Stat. L., 341). There is 
no additional authority of law required to have the work done and paid 
for by the employment of tabulators at Washington. The only diffi- 
culty in the way is that there is no office room in the Department to 
provide for such additional clerks, and it would be necessary to rent 
quarters outside. It was for this purpose that the matter was brought 
to the attention of Congress in order that authority might be secured 
to rent such quarters. The payment for the same could be made under 
the act above referred to. The reason that it is necessary to have ad- 
ditional legislation to authorize such rental is because by the act of 
March 3, 1877 (19 Stat. L., 370) it is provided that no contract shall 
be made for the rent of any building or part of any building to be used 
for the purposes of the Government in the District of Columbia until an 
appropriation therefor shall have been made in terms by Congress. 

It will be seen therefore that this recommendation does not involve 
any additional expenditure excepting what would be incident to the 
specific authority to rent quarters in Washington for the tabulators. 
st IS how necessary to rent rooms at some division headquarters for 
this work. It is believed that upon the whole economy of expenditure 
would be obtained, as well as greater efficiency and better administra- 


tion secured, 
G. v. L. Mrerer. 


Hon. 


I 
( 
é 
1 


divisi 


Faithfully, yours, 





OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., April 15, 1908. 
Hon. Borrs Penrose, . oe mae 
Chairman of Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My DeaR SENATOR: Your attention is respectfully invited to the rec- 
ommendation made in my report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1907, 
upon page 25, the purpose of which was to secure consideration of 
needed legislation to enable the Department to readjust the rates of pay 
Foe railroad mail transportation in cases of the diversions of mails dur- 
img & contract term. The reasons therefor are fully set forth on page 
Ge of my report and in the report of the Second Assistant lostmaster- 
i neral, on page 144 of the Annual Report for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. I have set forth in my report upon the page referred to the 
OE wi language of a proposed provision of law as follows: 
dare aa, after a weighing of the mails for the purpose of readjusting 
ce tel enaation for their transportation on 2 railroad route, mails are 
cae therefrom, the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, as- 
certain the effect of such diversion by a weighing of the mails so di- 





The results are tabulated in | 
f the superintendents of railway mail service at division | 
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| Provided, That no readjustment shall be made unless the diverted 
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verted for such number of successive working days as he may deter- 
mine and have the weights stated and verified to him as in other eases 
and readjust the compensation upon the routes affected accordingly: 
mats 
equal at least 10 per cent of the average daily weight on either of th 
routes affected.” 






This has been prepared in the office of the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General by the officer who is charged with the duty of making 
adjustments and is believed to fully meet the requirements. It ht 
properly be placed under the paragraph relating to inland tran ta- 
tion by railroad routes, following line 20, pa i8, of the postal bill 
(H. R. 18347), as referred to your committee. I have the honor to 

| recommend this to your favorable consideration. 
Faithfully, yours, G. v. L. MEY: 
OFFICE or THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1908. 
Hon. Borers PENROSE 
Chairman of Committee on Post-Ofices and 
Post-Roads, United States Senate. 

My Dear SPNAtT¢ In examining the bill (H. R. 18347) reported by 
you with amendments to the Senate on the 7th instant, making appro- 
priations for the rvice of the Post-Office Depart nt for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, etc., it is noted that on page in lines 19 
to 23, inclusive, provision is made for the rental of quarters in Wa 
ington, D. C., in connection with the expenses of taking the weights of 
mails on railroad routes. 

In this connection I have the honor to call your attention to that 
part of my letter of the 23d ultimo in which I spoke particularly’ of 
the work of tabulation and the completion of the computations incident 
to the adjustments consequent upon annual weighings. The part re- 


ferred to is as follows: 
‘The immediate administrative difficulty 


: Y in administering such a 
law will be in the completion of the adjustm i 


nts with the present !im- 


ited force of the division of railway adjustments. It is apparent that 
so far as computations for adjustments and the work consequent thereto 
are concerned, there will be four times the amount of work that is now 
required. It will be impossible for the present force to complete that 
work within the time necessary to make proper payments to the rail- 
road companies. It is believed, however, that this difficulty can be 
overcome until adequate provision is made in the legislative bill for 





additional force if provision is made which 
tabulation to be done at Washington, but the employment of tabulators 
in assisting upon the computations and adjustments. In order to 
clearly provide for this work, it is suggested that the last paragraph of 
the proposed bill be modified by the insertion of the words ‘and com- 
pensation to tabulators and clerks employed in connection with the 
weighings for assistance in completing computations,’ after the word 
‘Columbia,’ in line 21.” 

The modified provision which the Department desired to be substt- 
tuted for the lines reported on page 22, as above noted would, there- 
fore, read as follows: 


will permit not only the 


“And out of the appropriation for inland mail transportation, the 
Postmaster-General is authorized hereafter to pay rental in Washing- 
ton, D. C., and compensation to tabulators and clerks employed in 


connection with the weighings for assistance in completing computa 
tions, in connection with the expenses of taking the weights of mails 
on railroad routes as provided by law.” 


I earnestly desire to impress upon you the importance of making 
this provision by the suggested modification. It would be impossible 
to complete the computations incident to annual weighings with the 
very limited force in the division of railway adjustments. If it is 
made clear, however, by this provision of law that the Department 
can employ the tabulators engaged in tabulating the weights upon 


the completion of the computations, which are under the direction of 
the superintendent of railway adjustments, there will be no difficulty 


in completing the work. I assume that it was an oversight in n 
changing this paragraph, and I am, therefore, sending this in the 
earnest hope that the substitution can be made on the floor of the 
Senate when the bill comes up for consideration. 

Faithfully, yours, G. v. L. MEYER. 


Mr. BURKETT. I should like to ask the Senator a question 
before he sits down. The House provision, at the top of page 21, 
seems to be an attempt to straighten out the divisor proposition 
by providing that hereafter only six-sevenths of the amount 
shall be paid. Am I correct in my understanding that that is 
what the House attempted to do in that provision? 

Mr. CARTER. That seems to have been the purpose of the 
bill as it passed the House. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then I should like to ask the Senator 
another question. As I understand it, although I have not the 
law before me, the mails heretofore have been weighed for 
a hundred and five days, instead of thirty-five, once in four 
years. 

Mr. CARTER. Once in four years. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I wish, enrphatically, to 
chalienge the statement that this provision will add to the ex- 
pense of the Government. It is true that the estimate for 1909 
was several million dollars in excess of the amount expended 
for this purpose last year, but a revised estimate was subse- 
quently made by the Department, and this item of $44,000,000 
is identical with the amount appropriated for the last fiscal 
year for this purpose. So the amount is the same and no ad- 
ditional expense is incurred. 

Mr. President, in this connection I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment, which is necessary to facilitate the 
work in the Department, but which does not add any further 
amount to the appropriation. 

Mr. NELSON. I have made the point of order against this 


whole amendment that it is general legislation, and it is not 
disputed. It is general legislation, because it is an entire 
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change of existing law on this subject. Under existing law 
and under existing practices the weighing, as has been the 
custom for over thirty years, I think, is done once in four 
years. This provides for a weighing annually, and then, in 
addition to that, it has a paragraph in reference to the carry- 
ing of the mail on one of two routes, and then a paragraph re- 
quiring notice of such weighing. The whole thing is entirely 
different, and it is not disputed and has not been disputed by 
anything that has been said that it differs from existing law. 
If it does, it is general legislation, I make the point of order 
that it is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia has a right to perfect the amendment pending the point of 
order. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to perfect the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia offers an amendment to the amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 22, in the proposed amendment, 
strike out the last paragraph, being lines 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23, 
on page 22, and insert: , 

And out of the appropriation for inland mail transportation the 
Postmaster-General is authorized hereafter to pay rental in Washing- 
ton, D. C., and compensation to tabulators and clerks employed in con- 
nection with the weighing, for assistants in completing computations 
in connection with the expenses of taking the weights of mails on rail- 
road routes as provided by law. 

Mr. NELSON. That is new legislation and general legisla- 
tion. I make the same point of order as to that. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, a word on the point of order. 
The point that it changes existing law is not, of course, avail- 
able under our rules. That is the House provision. Our rules 
say “general legislation.” This legislation, as I understand, is 
simply a modification of existing law. There is no question 
that the appropriation is in order. There is no question that 
this bill makes provision for weighing the mail. Every post- 
office bill makes provision for weighing the mails. THis is a 
mere change in the method of weighing the mails; that is, a 
change in the system to which the appropriation is incident. 
It seems to me that it hardly falls within the rule. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I simply desire to reiterate 
what the Senator from Massachusetts so concisely stated. It 
is an extraordinary proposition that in a large and complicated 
appropriation bill of this character phraseology may not be 
introduced indicating the method of expending the appropria- 
tion. If legislation were put in here revising the criminal code 
so far as it relates to postal matters or establishing a new 
bureau, the point of order of the Senator from Minnesota might 
well apply. But it is impossible for the Department to inter- 
pret the appropriation without the explanation as to how it 
shall be spent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been held several 
times in the Senate, when a matter like this has been submitted 
to it, that it was in order; that the appropriation itself being 
in order, the disposition of the appropriation is also in order. 
Therefore the Chair overrules the point of order. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. On page 22, I move to strike out—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it a committee amend- 
ment? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it is not in order at 
this time. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. It is an amendment to a committee 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Oh, an amendment to a com- 
mittee amendment. It is in order. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I move to strike out from line 12, down 
to and including line 18, on page 22. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
proposed amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

The Secretary. On page 22 in the committee amendment it 
is proposed to strike out lines 12 to 18, inclusive, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

And the Postmaster-General shall give the company carrying such 
mails advance notice of his intention to take their weights separately 
from the other mails of the route and readjust the compensation for 
the carriage of the same on the basis of their value on the shorter or 
less expensive route, and shall report weekly during the time of such 
weighing the weights of such mails to the company carrying them. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I think that language 
must have gotten into the bill by some misapprehension or mis- 
take, for I remember distinctly when the weighing question was 
being considered by the committee it was understood that it 
would all be done without any reference to the railroads; in 
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other words, that the railroad companies should not know the 
period to be fixed by the Postmaster-General for weighing the 
mails. This appears to contemplate or to require the Post- 
master-General to give notice to the railroads of his intention 
to weigh and to report weekly or daily, as the case may be, to 
the company as the weights are taken. 

Mr. CARTER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Florida to the particular portion of the bill to which I think, 
on reflection, he will realize his remarks apply. The part to 
which the discussion was directed will be found in lines 23 and 
24, on page 21. The bill as originally framed provided that the 
weighing should commence on the ist day of March, It was 
amended in committee so as to read: “ Commencing on such date 
as the Postmaster-General may designate each year.” 

This provision applies to the date of commencing the work 
of weighing the mails, and the committee amended it in the 
particular to which I have referred. That portion to which 
the Senator’s proposed amendment is directed has another view 
entirely. Where a given road is carrying the mail known as 
the “through mail” and the Department proposes to separate 
the weight of that through mail from the weight of the mail 
originating on the route, of course the road must have notice in 
order to have some one present representing the road,-.if it sha}! 
so elect. 

The difficulty we sought to correct in the former amendment 
referred to does not apply to the portion of this particular 
amendment to which the Senator’s motion is directed. I think 
upon reflection and a thorough examination of the bill the Sen- 
ator will find that that is correct. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I remember that the ques- 
tion of notifying the railroads or fixing a date in the law was 
discussed along the line the Senator from Montana states, but 
I consider this provision in its place here just as objectionable 
as the provision that was ruled out by the committee where 
that notice appeared. I see no reason why the Government 
should be required by law to give notice to the railroad of the 
time when they intend to weigh the mails so as to ascertain 
the average weight of the mails as a basis for compensation to 
the railroads. 

I hope that the amendment to striké out may prevail. 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest to the Senator that if his amend- 
ment should prevail there would be no means provided by law 
to notify a given railroad company when the Department con- 
templated, by a system of weighing, taking a certain weight 
from that road and transferring it to another road, and when 
the compensation is reduced the road ought to know whether 
the reduction is greater than the tonnage or not. Of course, in 
ordinary fair dealing, when such a separation is made and a 
reduction is to inevitably follow, the Postmaster-General would 
in the absence, I assume, of any law, give the road an oppor- 
tunity to test the weight. It is nothing more than giving the 
other party to a contract an opportunity to come and look at the 
scales to determine whether the weighing is properly conducted 
or not. 

I assume that this right, as I said, would reside without this 
provision of law; and I can not well conceive that a Postmaster- 
General would deliberately attempt to reduce the amount of 
compensation due anybody without giving that person a right 
to see whether the reduction was reasonable or according to 
the weights. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The Senator from Montana will reca!! 
that the committee specifically, and I think unanimously, de- 
cided that these weights should be taken without notice to the 
railroads. 

Mr. CARTER. That was with reference to another subject 
entirely. The purpose of the committee in leaving the fixing 
ef the date for the commencement of the weighing with the 
Postmaster-General, instead of fixing the date arbitrarily by law, 
was to prevent a railroad company, if perchance it felt so in- 
clined, from packing the mails or increasing their weight by 
certain documents or trash of one kind and another sent through 
the mails at that particular time. It has been alleged that the 
mails were, to use the parlance of the streets, “ stuffed” during 
the weighing period; and if the law fixed a date upon which 
the weighing was to commence and named the number of days 
it was to continue, of course an arrangement might be made to 
the great disadvantage of the Government in swelling the mai!s 
during that period of time. 

So the committee amended the bill by providing that the 
weighing should commence on such a date as the Postmaster- 
General might designate. The railroad company will not be ad- 
vised of the dates of the commencement of weighing, any more 
than a bank is advised of the date when a bank examiner is to 
call and examine the state of the bank. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. This is a very important amendment, and 
several Senators want to speak upon it. There are some matters 
of executive business that require attention. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield 
to me that I may have a small local bill passed, for which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] kindly offered to 
vield whenever I might ask to take it up during the afternoon. 
It will take but a few moments and there will be no debate. 

Mr. KEAN. I suppose it involves no appropriation of money? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there is‘to be no debate and no appropria- 
tion, I will yield. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not know about the appropriation. 
do not knew of any. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do, 


RESURVEY OF LANDS IN WYOMING. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 6190) authorizing a resurvey of certain town- 
ships in the State of Wyoming. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 18, after 
the word “inclusive,” to insert “township 57 north, range 68 
west: townships 54 to 56 north, ranges 80 and 81 west, in- 
clusive,” so as to make the section read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be made, in the manner now provided by law 
for the survey and resurvey of public lands, and from time to time 
as may be necessary, a resurvey of the following townships in the 
State of Wyoming: Townships 41 to 44 north, ranges 81 to 92 west, 





I 





inclusive; townships 45 to 48 north, ranges 81 to 104 west, inclusive, | 
except township 48 north, ranges 88 to 91 west, inclusive; townships | 


19 to 52 north, ranges 89 to 92 west, inclusive; townships 53 to 56 
north, ranges 101 to 103 west, inclusive; townships 12 and 13 north, 
range 86 west; townships 12, 13, and 14 north, range 87 west; town- 


ships 12 to 16 north, ranges 88 to 104 west, inclusive; townships 17 | 


to 24 north, ranges 97 to 100 west, inclusive; township 12 
ranges 105 to 108 west, inclusive; townships 12 to 23 north, ranges 
109 to 112 west, inclusive; township 24 north, range 111 west; town- 
ship 24 north, range 114 west; townships 17 to 20 north, ranges 117 
to 121 west, inclusive; township 57 north, range 68 west; townships 
54 to 56 north, ranges 80 and 81 west, inclusive; all west of the 
sixth principal meridian. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 6, after the 
word “surveyors,” to strike out the following: “and for each 
and every such iron post set for monuments on said resurveys 
by said deputy surveyors they shall receive, in full compensation 
therefor, the sum of $2, in addition to the regular rates of mile- 
age stipulated in the contract, the cost of furnishing, delivering, 
and setting of the posts provided for by this act to be payable 


vey is paid;” and at the end of the bill to insert the following 
proviso: . 
Provided further, That where it is found that, at the time the resur- 


north, | 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’cloek 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, May 12, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


SESSION. 


spent 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 11, 1908. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engfneers, to be 
colonel from May 8, 1908, vice Adams, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. George A. Zinn, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from May 8, 1908, vice Symons, promoted. 

Cavalry Arm, 

Maj. Charles W. Taylor, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from May 6, 1908, vice Pitcher, Fourth Cavalry, re- 
tired from active service. 

Capt. William W. Forsyth, Sixth Cavalry, to be major from 
May 6, 1908, vice Taylor, Thirteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Beverly A. Read, Sixth Cavalry, to be captain 
from May 6, 1908, vice Forsyth, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander John C. Leonard to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 23d day of April, 1908, vice Commander 
Nathaniel R. Usher, promoted. 

Midshipman Edgar G. Oberlin to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 2d day of February, 1907, to fill a vacancy existing 
in that grade on that date. 

Asst. Surg. David C. Cather to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 9th day of July, 1907, upon the 
completion of three years’ service in present grade. 

Boatswain Patrick Shanahan to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy from the 11th day of March, 1908, upon the completion of 
six years’ service in present grade. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, May 11, 1908, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign Edward H. Campbell to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade) in the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1907, upon the 
completion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward H. Campbell to be a lieuten- 


. ae ; | ant i 1e Navy from the 30th day of July, 1907. 
from the same appropriation from which the costs of the resur- | a eae Seek nee.’ , ; 


Ensign Leo Sahm to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 3d day of February, i908, upon the completion 


| of three years in present grade. 


vey is entered upon, more than half the lands in any township have | 


been disposed of, by entry or otherwise, the resurvey in such —? | 


shall not be made; but this proviso shall not apply to lands within rai 
road land-grant limits. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, fur- 
ther authorized and directed to furnish to the deputy surveyors to 
whom contracts have been awarded by the surveyor-general for the 
resurvey of any of said townships, iron tubular posts 3 feet long, 2 


inches in diameter, with a 10-inch flare at the bottom, surmounted by a 


rass cap, for corner monuments, said posts to be furnished without | 


cost to said deputy surveyors and delivered at the railroad station 


nearest to said contracts, there to be received by the said deputy sur- | 


veyors: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall cause the appli- 
cations of settlers upon other lands to be rejected, or cause to be 
increased the amount annually apportioned to the district of Wyoming, 
out of the appropriation for surveys and resurveys of public lands. 
And all rules and regulations of the Department of the Interior requir- 
ing petitions from all settlers on said lands asking for a resuryey and 
an agreement to abide by the result of the survey, so far as these lands 
concerned, are hereby abrogated: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall be so construed as to impair the present bona fide rights 
or claims of any actual occupant of any of said lands so occupied to the 
amount of land to which, under the law, he is entitled: Provided fur- 
ther, That before any resurvey is ordered it shall be made to appear to 
the Secretary of the Interior that the former official survey of said 
lands is so inaccurate or obliterated as to make it necessary to resurvey 
the land, and only such parts of the land where the survey is so inac- 
curate or obliterated shall be resurveyed: Provided further, That where 
it is found that, at the time the resurvey is entered upon, more than 
half the lands in any township have been disposed of by entry or other- 
Wise, the resurvey in such township shall not be made; but this proviso 
shall not apply to lands within railroad land-grant limits, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, 





are 





Lieut. (Junior Grade) Leo Sahm to be lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 3d day of February, 1908. 

Assistant Naval Constructor Henry T. Wright to be a naval 
constructor in the Navy from the 4th day of April, 1908, upon 
the completion of eight years in present grade. 

POSTMA@ZERS. 
ALABAMA. 

Thomas U. Baskin to be postmaster at Union Springs, Rr 

lock County, Ala. 


a 


l- 


ILLINOIS. 

Archibald WW. Fletcher to be postmaster at Highland Park, 
Lake County, Ill. 

Fred O. Munn to be postmaster at La Grange; Cook County, 
Tl. 

John Murvin to be postmaster at Louisville, Clay County, IIL 

IOWA, 

Samuel H, Hall to be postmaster at Lime Springs, Howard 
County, Iowa. 

Peter S. Narum to be postmaster at Waukon, Allamakee 
County, Iowa. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Theodore S, Moore to be postmaster at Stockton, Hunterdon 

County, N, J. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 

Harry B. Clary to be postmaster at Grampian, Clearfield 
County, Pa. 

A. M. Ehart to be postmaster at Wayne, Delaware County, Pa. 

George A, Songer to be postmaster at Marienyille, Forest 
County, Pa. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 11, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. CoupEN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives, by 
Mr. Larva, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On May 5, 1908: 

H. R. 15725. An act to relinquish, release, and confirm the 
title of certain lands in California to the Western Power Com- 
pany. 

On May 11, 1908: 

H. J. Res. 173. Joint resolution for the relief of the sufferers 
from the cyclone which occurred in the States of Georgia, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and Louisiana on April 24, 1908. 

H. J. Res. 179. Joint resolution amending the joint resolution 
for the relief of storm sufferers in Alabama, Georgia, Missis- 
sippi, and Louisiana, approved April 30, 1908. 

H. R. 14789. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
protection of game in Alaska, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 7, 1902. 

H. R. 17516. An act to increase the membership of the Phil- 
ippine Commission by one member, and for other purposes. 

H. R. 17288. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

8.5601. An act to provide for the sale of timber on the 
segregated coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw nations for use in coal and asphalt mining operations, and 
for other purposes; 

$. 1159. An act to correct the military record of James Kane; 

S. 4808. An act to change the name of V street, from Florida 
avenue to Nineteenth street NW., to California street; and 

S. 6580. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
widening of Bladensburg road, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved January 9, 1907. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

Hi, R. 1589. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and to cer- 
tain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees as indicated below: 

8.5601. An act to provide for the sale of lumber on the 
segregated coal and asphalt ffhds of the Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw nations for use in coal and asphalt mining operations, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 6580. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
widening of Bladensburg road, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved January 9, 1907—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

S. 4808. An act to change the name of V street, from Florida 
avenue to Nineteenth street NW., to California street—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia; and 

S. 1159. An act to correct the military record of James Kane— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRES- 
IDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that on May 9, 1908, they had presented to the 
President of the United States, for his approval, the following 
bill and joint resolution : 

H. R.17288. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

H. J. Res. 179. Joint resolution amending the joint resolution 
for the relief of storm sufferers in Alabama, Georgia, Missis- 
sippi, and Louisiana, approved April 30, 1908, 
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WIDENING OF BENNING ROAD. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 4063, en 
act for the widening of Benning road, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendments, and to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. SIMS. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is considered as 
ordered, and the gentleman from Michigan has twenty minutes 
and the gentleman from Tennessee twenty minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy 
only a few moments. There are three amendments to this bill. 
The first is found on page 2, line 17, which authorizes the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, in their discretion, to 
direct the Columbia Railway Company to remove its tracks into 
the middle of the road whenever, in their discretion, it is neces- 
sary. This road is 45 feet wide on the south side of where the 
tracks now lie, and the Columbia Railroad Company owns 30 
feet there in their own right. It is proposed by this bill to add 
35 feet more on the north side, which will make the road when 
widened 110 feet. 

The second amendment is a change of the words “ authorized 
to be expended” to the word “approved.” I think the House 
will remember that when this bill was passed this with four 
other bills were amended at the suggestion of a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the word “ appropriated ” 
was stricken out and the words “authorized to be expended” 
were inserted. I will not take the time of the committee to 
read, but I would like to insert in the Recorp as a part of my 
remarks the opinion of the Auditor, Mr. Tweedale, suggesting 
the use of the word “appropriated” instead of the words 
“authorized to be expended.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish the gentleman would read it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, April 7, 1908. 
Hon. S. W. Smiru, 


Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: Pursuant to your oral request, received through the clerk 
of your committee this morning, the Commissioners have the honor to 
transmit herewith a copy of a communication from the auditor of the 
District of Columbia setting forth the importance of including in cer- 
tain street-extension bills the word “ appropriated,’ which has been 
replaced therein by the phrase “ authorized to be expended,” and which 
is necessary to make the legislation effective. 

Very respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, | 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 





OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR, DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, March 24, 1908. 
Hon. Henry L. WEst, 
Commissioner District of Columbia. 


Sir: Your attention is respectfully invited to the action of the House 
of Representatives in its consideration of certain street extension bills, 
as noted in the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD of March 23, 1908. The bills 
in question are as follows: 

“ H. R. 4063. For the widening of Benning road, and for other pur- 
poses. 

“ H. R..16269. For the extension of Ninth street NW. 

“ H.R. 17303. For the extension of Girard street NW. from its west- 
ern terminus to Fifteenth street NW. 

“H. R. 17297. For the extension of New York avenue from its present 
terminus near Fourth street NE. to Bladensburg road.” 

These several bills as they were originally submitted by the Com- 
missioners carried an appropriation out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict. They were amended, however, by having the word “ appropri- 
ated"’ stricken out and the words “ authoriz to be expended” in- 
serted in lieu thereof. The bills as so amended are therefore simply 
authorizations of expenditures from the District revenues without any 
Nimes being provided from which such expenditures may be 
made. 

Laws carrying appropriations are strictly construed, due to a provi- 
sion contained in the sundry civil act, approved June 30, 1906, being an 
extension of the provisions of legislation of similar purport contained 
in the deficiency act approved July 1, 1902. The legislation referred to 
is as follows: 

“No act of Congress hereafter passed shall be construed to make an 
appropriation out of the Treasury of the United States or to authorize 
the execution of a contract involving the payment of money in excess of 
appropriations made by law, unless such act shall in specific terms de- 
clare an appropriation to be made or that a contract may be executed.” 

By public act No. 385, approved June 30, 1906, entitled “An act to 
increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the 
purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection and 
completion of public buildings, and for other purposes,” the Commis- 
sioners of the District were authorized and directed to acquire by con- 
demnation, or otherwise, for the purpose of providing reservations of 
the United States Government, certain parcels of ground in the District 
of Columbia on the line of Sixteenth street NW. In compliance with 
this direction, the Commissioners, through the corporation counsel, filed 
petitions in the supreme court of the District of Columbia to condemn 
the land necessary for such reservations. ‘The cases, however, were 
thrown out of court on the ground that the law was unenforcible by 
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; 4f the failure of Congress to provide the necessary appropria- 
on. Ceteoctn aggregating about $450 were incurred in connection 
with these cases and for the payment of which it will be necessary to 
ask Congress for an appropriation in the general deficiency estimates. 

Should the several street-extension bills herein referred to be en- 
acted into law as now amended, they would be unenforcible by reason 
of the failure of the language as used in the amendments, to carry 
the necessary appropriations. 

This matter is respectfully submitted for the consideration of the 
Commissioners, with a view of having the bills amended by provid- 
ing the necessary appropriations, in order that they may be enforced 
if enacted into law. 
= Very respectfully, A. TWEEDALE, 
Auditor District of Columbia, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the third amendment 
is the one amending section 869 of the code with reference to 
pool selling. In other words, the section is so amended as to 
forbid gambling at the Benning races. How much time have 
I used, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed seven min- 
utes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I demanded a second more for the 
purpose of yielding time to any gentleman on this side who 
might want to say anything than for any other purpose. My 
position is well known on this measure. It is not necessary 


for me to say anything further than that I am heartily in favor | 


of the motion, because the amendments of the Senate do not 
change the effect of the law in any material sense, I think we 
ought to vote solidly for concurrence in the Senate amendments 
and forever end race-track gambling in the District of Colum- 
bia. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
child-labor law, which passed this House. I stated at 
do business in the direction of remedial legislation I would 
be willing to see several bills, not exceeding six in number, if 
they were meritorious, coming from that particular committee, 
pass the House without a call for the yeas and nays. This is 
one ef the bills that I consider among the number of meri- 
torious ones. I do not believe there wlil be any objection to the 
bill upon either side of the House. It does a great public 
service with regard to the railroad part of it, and it is in the 
interests of public morals with regard to the antigambling 
part of it. I had desired that a second should be called for, 
merely in order that my position might be explained, and my 
reason for not calling for the yeas and nays upon this par- 
ticular bill might be understood. 

I yield back the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, if no one else on this side desires to 
Say anything, I do not care to occupy any further time. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Michigan to suspend the rules and concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


CAPTAIN IN PHILIPPINE SCOUTS. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (S. 652) to create the office of captain 
in the Philippine Scouts, which I send to the desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the office of captain in the Philippine Scouts 
is hereby created as a grade of rank in the military establishment. 
Such captains shall be selected from officers of the grade of first lieu- 
tenants in said scouts, and shall be given provisional appointments for 
periods of four years each, and no such appointments shall be continued 


for a second or subsequent period unless the officers’ conduct shall have 
been satisfactory in every respect: 


any time exceed the number of companies of said native troops which 
may be formed by the President from time to time for service in the 
Philippine Islands. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands a 
Second. Under the rule a second is ordered, and the gentleman 
from Virginia is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman 
from Iowa to twenty minutes. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the bill is a very simple 
one and there is no necessity for much discussion. 


Army, the lieutenants—first and second—are appointed from the 
noncommissioned officers of the Regular Army. I think that has 
been waived in some cases by appointing a very few Filipinos. 
Of that I am not positive, and only think so by a statement from 
the Secretary of War. The captains of the Philippine Scouts 
are appointed from the first lieutenants of the Regular Army, 


Mr. Speaker, upon Saturday the Commit- | 
tee on the District of Columbia brought in a bill for a model | 
that 
time that in consideration of that indication of a purpose to | 


} Provided, That the number of of- | 
ficers provisionally appointed under the terms of this act shall not at | 


Under the | 
law organizing the Philippine Scouts as part of the Regular | 
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and while so acting have the pay of captain. Those lieutenants 
are not eligible to promotion in the scouts, but have promotion 
in the line of the Army, and whenever a first lieutenant becomes 
a captain he joins his company and another first lieutenant is 
detailed—as I understand the operation of it—to take his place 
in the scouts; and while acting with the scouts has the pay and 
allowances of a captain of the line. This, if passed, creates the 
office of captain of the Philippine Scouts, and will promote the 
first lieutenants up to the position of captain and fill in the 
second lieutenants and send to the command the first lieuten- 
ants now serving there as captains. It adds about fifty captains 
to the line by making the captains in place of first lieutenants 
direct. It is a bill that has been considered by Congress on 
several occasions. There is nothing in it but the one proposition 
of the captains—which provides a term of four years. In that 
respect I think it is wrong. I think it ought to be a regular 
permanent appointment if they serve, as they have in the Philip- 
pine Islands, for any length of time. But it creates for the pres- 
ent—for terms of four years—fifty additional captains, reliev- 
ing that many regular first lieutenants to come back to their 
duties as officers of the line. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes, 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
did not-make an increase in the Regular Army? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I say it does make an increase of fifty, 
| because it makes this office of captain permanent—appointments 
for periods of four years, but it is a permanent office. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Why do they appoint for the provisional 
| period of four years? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
for. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Why does the bill provide for it? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I suppose because they did not ask for 
a permanent regular appointment. These captains can never be 
appointed to major under the bill or under the law. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They are applying exactly the same process 
as in the Porto Rican regiment. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Of stealing into the Army. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, that expression is hardly fair. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Of creeping in. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They will be kept on the rolls as cap- 
tains probably as long as they live. They are not subject to re- 
tirement, however. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Are they going to put over their heads the 
same impenetrable roof as the Porto Ricans? They can not get 
promotion beyond a certain service. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is not intended they should have a 
promotion beyond grade of captain. It is intended that majors 
and other officers above the grade of major shall be detailed 
from the Army, and the War Department detailing captains 
from the line of the Army creates a drain on the officers of the 
Army that the Army can not well stand. 

I will ask in my time to have read the report, which sets out 
on the subject all there is to be said. 

And while that is going to the desk I wish to say just a word 
in addition. There are bills now before the Committee on 
Military Affairs urging an increase of the officers of the Army 
by 680, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. YounG] says. That 
increase is not only asked for by the Department, but it is 
asked for by professors of schools, more largely from the South 
than from the North, saying that it is the best investment the 
Government can maké to detail accomplished officers to teach 
in the different educational institutions of the country. I now 
ask that the report be read, and then I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 

(S. 652) to create the office of captain in the Philippine Scouts, report 





it 


Because that is what the bill provides 


the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass 
This bill passed the Senate on February 13, 1908, and the report 
| made thereon is hereto attached and made a part of this report. 
[Senate Report No. 176, Sixtieth Congress, first session. ] 
| sve 22 + . , +21 
| The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the l 
| (S. 652) to create the office of captain in the Philippine Scouts, has 
considered the same carefully and now begs leave to report it back to 
the Senate favorably, recommending its passage without amendment 
A similar measure was favorably reported (S. Rept. No. 5530) and 


passed the Senate in the Fifty-ninth Congress. 


The organization of Philippine Scouts was made by the President in 
| pursuance of authority conferred by section 36 of the act of February 
2, 1901. (31 Stat. L., 748.) 

} The reasons for the enactment of the legislation proposed in the 
pending bill are fully set forth in the report of the honorable Secretary 
of War for the year 1904, from which the following is quoted 

“The Philippine Scouts number now a little over 4,000. [lalf «¢ 
| these companies have been employed in connection with the native 
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constabulary of the Philippine Archipelago in the suppression of the 
ladrones and have rendered very efficient service. They are amenable 
to discipline, have a martial spirit, and make excellent soldiers. It 
is a wise policy by which there shall be maintained in the Philippine 


Islands, as long as the United States remains in control of them, a| 


small but well-trained Filipino army. 

“In the training of these soldiers there should be no halfway meas- 
ures. If they are to be made soldiers at all, they should be made 
good soldiers. They should be trained as the American soldiers are, 
with the same discipline and the same rifle practice, and they ought 
to have, and need, rather more than American soldiers do, a full com- 
plement of officers. There are now in the service two lieutenants to 
each company. Many of them have rendered praiseworthy service and 
are entitled to promotion. It seems to me wise, therefore, to create 
the office of captain in these companies, not for life, but for a term 
of four years, and to limit the eligibles for appointment to those who 
are lieutenants in the scouts. The law now provides for the appoint- 
ment of majors from the regular line to command battalions, of which 
there would be, if the force were formed into battalions, thirteen. 

“ With a regular officer as major and the scout officers as captains 
and lieutenants, the discipline and efficiency of the Philippine Scouts 
could be largely increased at only the additional cost of th 
of the captains, some fifty in number. 
this change be adopted. The present law provides for the appoint- 
ment of captains of scouts from the lieutenants and captains of the 
Regular Army, but the truth is that the Regular Army can not stand 
the drain of its officers for such a purpose. The use of thirteen majors 


is as much as the Reguiar Army should be called wpon to supply for | 
There are a few of the lieutenants in the scout com- | 


this purpose. 
panies that are Filipinos, but most of them are Americans.” 

As there are now in service fifty companies of Philippine Scouts, 
the operation of the legislation herein suggested would be to add fifty 
officers of the grade of captain to the existing military establishment. 

Your committee is unanimously in accord with the honorable Secre- 
tary in his opinion that the creation of the office of captain in the 
Philippine Scouts would be greatly beneficial to that organization, and 
earnestly indorses the proposed legislation. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, the excuse for the passage of this 
bill seems to be that there have been a large number of officers 
detailed from the Army and taken from the line to perform 


services either at schools or on the General Staff, or something | 


of that sort. There are in the Regular Army 3,996 officers and 
there are about 68,000 seldiers—enlisted men. There are in the 
Philippine Scouts about 141 officers, and it is now proposed 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, may we have order? I 
wish to hear what the gentleman from Virginia is saying. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I feel it my duty to at least oppose 
this constant addition to the Army. Now, a bill passed in the 
Senate not long ago, which added 612 officers to the Army, has 
the same excuse as this bill—that is, that the officers are being 
detailed from the line to other duties. There can be no good 
reason, in my judgment, why these Philippine Scouts should be 
commanded by a captain when through all these years they 
have been successfully commanded by a first lieutenant. There 
is no excuse for the passage of this bill on the ground that it 
is going to be of any advantage to the Philippine Scouts. It 
seems to me simply to be a bill for the purpose of adding fifty 
officers to. the Regular Army and that we ought not now to do 
that. We just added the Porto Rican regiment the other day 
to the Regular Army, and we are constantly legislating with 
that end in view. I do not care to consume the time of the 
House, and therefore have nothing further to say than to enter 
my protest against this kind and character of legislation. I 
now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SLAYDEN }. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am afraid, as was suggested 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], that it is impos- 
sible to excite the interest of the House in this character of 
legislation. No matter how unnecessary military legislation 
may appear to those who have examined into it critically the 
greater support it seems to command. This bill is not neces- 
sary for the good of the military; it is not necessary in any sense 
for the public service. It is not required in any way for the 
defense of the integrity or sovereignty of the soil of the United 
States, nor for those undesirable insular possessions with which 
we are cursed at this time. It is simply an indirect way of 
increasing the size of the United States Army by fifty men of 
comparatively high rank, and at the rate of pay which the 
House voted the other day when it manifested such indiffer- 
ence to the interests of the taxpayers and yielded So pleasantly 
and promptly to the urgent demands of their friends in the 
Army. It, moreover, does one other thing which is directly in 
line with the legislation we passed the other day. Just above 
the heads of those officers it puts a roof, as it did in the case of 
the Porto Rican Provisional Regiment, through which the most 
aspiring, most able of them can not penetrate. It says, no mat- 
ter what your talent may be, no matter how faithful your 
service may be, no matter how skillful you may be in your 
profession, you can not go through this into the higher grades 
of the Army. It uses to some extent the same language that 
has always been employed in the Porto Rican Provisional Regi- 
ment; even when we were assured it was but a temporary 
measure, that it was merely to tide over a time between the 
Spanish-American war and the return of peace and content- 
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ment which we thought would speedily come, but which the 
gentleman from Porto Rieo himself [Mr. Larrinaca] tells us 
has not come and does not seem likely to come very soon, and 
it gives fifty desirable places to fifty favorites of the War De- 
partment, and I have no doubt that the bill will pass. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. Is it possible for a Filipino to get one of 
these places? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Some of the Filipinos, my friend from Yir- 
ginia tells me, are second lieutenants, not captains. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But will it be possible under this bill, if 
it is passed, for a Filipino to become a captain? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I think not; but it has been some time since 


| I looked it up, and I will ask the chairman of the Committee 
| on Military Affairs if it is possible for a Filipino to get a 
| captaincy ? 

e payment | 
I earnestly recommend that | 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
tenants? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
there are a few. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A few are? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; so the Secretary of War states. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is not provided for in the law, then? It 
depends on the will of the Secretary of War? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The law provides that these lieutenants 
shall be appointed from the noncommissioned officers of the 
Army. The Filipino Scouts under the reorganization act are 
a part of the Regular Army and counted in maximum or mini- 
mum number in the Regular Army, and I assume if the Philip- 
pine seout who was a member of the scouts were a first-class 
sergeant he would be eligible to appointment to a second lieu- 
tenancy after passing the examination required. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then he might finally get to be a captain? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I assume so. He could then be promoted 
to the position of captain; yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He could get no higher, could he? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; not unless he was a part of the 
Regular Army outside of the scouts. Mr. Speaker, just one or 
two words. The charge that this is to fix up some favorites of 
the War Department is hardly a fair one, for the reason that the 
appointees for all the lieutenancies are named from the non- 
commisioned enlisted foree of the Regular Army. A man has 
got to have a good record and to be recommended by his cap- 
tain and regimental officers. He has got, in other words, to be 
an enlisted man before he is eligible to the position of lieutenant. 
Now, as to the matter of promotion. I know the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SLAYDEN] are very accurate, as a rule, in regard to the military 
bills, but my recollection is that the captains are now from the 
first lieutenants of the Army, and get the pay of captains while 
so Serving. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question or two for information. How many 
of these scouts are there altogether? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They are limited to a certain number. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How many are there? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The Secretary of War says there are 
about 4,000 now in the service. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What do they do? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They attend to all the duties of soldiers 
in the Philippine Islands. The law allows 50 companies of 
100 men each, and if they were at a maximum there would be 
5,000. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
heretofore? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. An officer of the Regular Army. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of what rank? 

Mr. HULL of Towa. He has the rank, I think, of colonel, if 
there is a full regiment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
scouts divided into? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Fifty companies. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Who commands the companies? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. My recollection is that it is a first lieu- 
tenant from the line of the Army who commands the company, 


If he starts as a lieutenant. 
Are there any Filipinos who are lieu- 


The report of the Secretary of War says 


Who has been commanding them 


How many companies are these 





and a major of the Regular Army commands a battalion of 
four companies, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if the lieutenants have been 
commanding these companies fer ten years, what is the reason 
the lieutenants can hot go on and command them all the time? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The first lieutenant that commands a 
company as a captain is only a scout officer while so serving. 
He belongs to the line of the Army. When he is promote to 
captain he goes to the line, and another lieutenant is detailed 
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as commandant of the company, with the grade of captain 
while so serving. When you come to the lieutenants they are 
not selected by the War Department, but from the Army, and 
from the best class of noncommissioned officers, and their pro- 
motion is now limited to that of first lieutenant. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then, you take the noncommis- 
sioned officer out of the Regular Army and make him lietuenant 
of scouts, and when his term expires as lieutenant of scouts, 
what rank does he hold? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The position, I suppose, he would hold 
in the noncommissioned force. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

tenants? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
War that they are. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thought the gentleman said just 
now that they were made from the noncommissioned officers of 
the Army. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I also said, if the gentleman will re- 
member, that the scouts are a part of the Regular Army, and I 
assume the construction is that, if a good noncommissioned 
officer, a Filipino serving in the scouts is eligible to promotion, 
because he is a part of the Regular Army. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Can the Filipinos become cap- 
tains? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They can if this bill passes. They can 
not now. They serve until there is a vacancy in the line. 
They are scouts until that position comes to them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How long do the scouts serve? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They are part of the Regular Army and 
will serve until Congress repeals the law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then these captains can never be 
promoted ? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
yond that rank. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The men who get that promotion 
to the line of the Army, are they to be retired like the officers of 
the Regular Army? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. When an officer of the scouts reaches 
the age of retirement, if he was appointed from the noncom- 
missioned force, he is retired at the rank he holds in the Regu- 
lar Army establishment here. If he holds the rank of a first 
sergeant, he is retired at the grade of first sergeant. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What do these lieutenants of 
scouts get? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The same as any other in the Army. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Two thousand dollars a year and 
rations? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It will be that salary after this law goes 
into effect, but not with rations. I hope the gentleman does not 
understand that rations are issued to commissioned officers. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They get commutation for rations, 
do they not? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They do not get commutation of rations. 
; Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do they get commutation of quar- 

ers? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They get commutation of quarters where 
the Government does not furnish quarters. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, Suppose this bill is passed; will the same 
men who now command these scouts as lieutenants continue to 
command them as captains? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not all of them. All the senior first 
lieutenants will be promoted to captains and the second lieuten- 
ants to first lieutenants, and the filling in will begin at the bottom, 
with the promotion of the noncommissioned force of the Army to 
the grade of second lieutenant. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It means, then, very largely simply an in- 
crease of the salary and rank, and not a change in the command? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It means more than that. It means 
making permanent these officers, of a captain performing the 
duties. It means also an increased force of fifty permanently. 
When officers now doing duty with the scouts are promoted they 
can go back to duty with their own company. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the gentleman say that second lieu- 
tenants are in command of companies now? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would not say that. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If a company is now under the command 
of a first lieutenant and he becomes a captain, does it not simply 
mean raising the rank and pay without changing the command? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not at all. I can not positively say 
that every company is now commanded by a captain; but there 
are fifty captains there in command, unless they are assigned 
to some other duty, or away from their commands, the same 

as is done all over the country in the Army and Navy. I 
can not say how that is with these scouts. This bill increases 


Are Filipinos made second lieu- 


I understand from the Secretary of 


These captains can not be promoted be- 
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the permanent force by fifty officers. It makes fifty permanent 
captains of the scouts, where they are now detailed of the 
grade of first lieutenant. But if the gentleman asks me if 
every company of scouts has a full complement of officers, I 
would say no. A company never or at least rarely has its 
full complement of officers; there is some one away all the 
time. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, 
duties? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What is it? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They do as vigorous fighting as any 
force of the Regular Army. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is there any fighting going on there now? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; but there is a good deal of law- 
lessness. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
form police duty? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
fighting force there. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, no. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If there is no fighting there now, then 
they are simply doing police duty? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The constabulary do most of the police 
duty. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What are these scouts doing? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They are stationed in various parts 
of the island. They are part of the military force of the coun- 
try. They do what a soldier would be required to do under 
the same circumstances. Now, the gentleman is begging the 
question. The idea that they have got to be constantly fight- 
ing to justify their existence as a force is an absurdity. 

It is absolutely absurd. They are there in the interest of 
peace, 4nd being there they insure peace. Take them all away 
from the Philippine Islands, and the gentleman knows we would 
have trouble at once. With force enough there to guarantee 
peace, we have peace. It would be simply begging the question 
to say that they are not fighting all the time. 

Mr. ADAIR. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes, if I have time. 

Mr. ADAIR. Do I understand from the gentleman that this 
does not increase the number of officers in command of the 
scouts in the Philippine Islands, but does change the rank? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It does more than that. It releases 


Do these scouts perform any but police 


Then this simply makes the scouts per- 
Oh, no; they prove some of our best 


Is there any war there now? 


| fifty first lieutenants, now acting as captains, to come back and 


take their places as first lieutenants here, and makes fifty cap- 
tains there, so that it does increase it in that way. In other 
words, there are fifty vacancies here now in lieutenants not 
with their companies, because they are in the Philippine Islands 
serving with the scouts. 

Mr. ADAIR, It does not increase the number of command- 
ing officers? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not with the scouts; no. 

Mr. ADAIR. That is the question I asked. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, no; not at all, not with the scouts, 
I call for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

Mr. HAY. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 146, nays 112, 
answered “ present” 15, not voting 114, as follows: 

YEAS—146. 


Acheson Currier Hale Knopf 
Alexander, N. Y. Cushman Hall Kiistermann 
Allen Dalzell Harding Landis 

Ames Davidson Haskins Langiey 
Anthony Davis, Minn, Haugen Laning 
Barclay Dawson Hawley Law 
Bartholdt Denby liayes Lawrence 
Bonynge Douglas Henry, Conn. Longworth 
Boutell Draper Hepburn Loud 

Bradley Driscoll Higgins Loudenslager 
Brownlow Dwight Hill, Conn, Lowden 

Burke Ellis, Mo. Hinshaw McGavin 
Burleigh Ellis, Oreg. Holliday MeGuire 
Burton, Del. ~ Englebright Howell, N. J. MeNinlay, Cal. 
Calderhead Esch Howell, Utah McKinley, Ill. 
Campbell Fairchild Howland McKinney 
Capron Fassett Hubbard, Iowa McLachlan, Cal. 
Cary Foster, Ind, Hubbard, W. Va. McLaughlin, Mich. 
Caulfield Foulkrod Huff MeMorran 
Chaney French Hull, lowa Madison 
Chapman Fuller Humphrey. Wash. Malby 

Cocks, N. Y. Gardner, Mich. James, Addison D. Mann 

Cole Gilhams Jones, Wash. Miller 

Conner Gillett Kahn Mondell 

Cook, Pa. Goulden Keifer Morse 

Cooper, Pa. Graf Kennedy, lowa Mouser 
Cooper, Wis. Graham Kennedy, Ohio Murdock 
Crumpacker Greene Kinkaid Nelson 


Olcott 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 


Varker, 8. Dak, 


Payne 
Pollard 
Pray 
Prince 
Reeder 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 


Z> >> 


beet ere Set ret eet ed eet et ee 


Clayton 
Cockran 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Davenport 
De Armond 
Denver 


sennet, N. Y¥. 
Broussard 
Brundidge 
Burleson 


Andris 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bates 
Bede 
Bell, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Brantley 
Brumm 
surton, Ohio 
Butler 
Byrd 
Calder 
Carter 
Clark, Fila, 
Cook, Colo, 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 
Dieckema 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga. 


Reynolds 
Rodenberg 
Scott 

Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
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Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 


NAYS—112. 


Foster, 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Granger 
Griggs 
Hackett 
Ilackney 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Hay 
Heflin 
Helm 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—15. 


Goebel 
Haggott 
Howard 
Jenkins 


Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Houston 
Hughes, N. J. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Keliher 
Kimball 
Kipp 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lamb 
Lassiter 
Lee 
Lever 
Lloyd 
McCall 
McLain 
Macon 
Maynard 
Moore, Tex. 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Padgett 

-aze 
Patterson 
Pou 
Pujo 


Lovering 
McDermott 
Perkins 
Roberts 


NOT VOTING—114. 


Edwards, Ky. 
Flood 

Focht 
Fordney 
Fornes 

Foss 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gill 

Gregg 

Gronna 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hobson 

Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 

James, Ollie M. 
Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Lafean 


Lamar, Fila, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Leake 
Legare 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
McCreary 
McHenry 
McMillan 
Madden 
Marshall 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa, 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Olmsted 
Parsons 
Pearre 
Peters 


Waldo 
Wanger 
Watson 
Wheeler 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Rainey 
tandell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Richardson 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Smith, Mo. 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N..C. 
Tou Velle 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Willett 
Williams 
Wolf 


Sherman 
Small 
Washburn 


Porter 
Powers 
Pratt 

Reid 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Ryan 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Spight 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Thistlewood 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Webb 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Wilson, Il. 
Wilson, Pa. 


So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was 


agreed to. 


The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. Lorimer with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi. 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. Froop. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. R1IoRDAN. 


My. 


Until further notice: 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. RYAN, 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


3UTLER with Mr. Bartierr of Georgia. 
Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. Fornes, 


ForpNey with Mr. SMALL, 
Scorr with Mr. Lever. 
Dawes with Mr. Harpwicx. 

Knapp with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
Gronna with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 
3INGHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Rozperts with Mr. BRoussarpb. 
Haaeorr with Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, 
3IRPSALL With Mr. Lamar of Missouri, 
McCreary with Mr. Howarp, 

Couprey with Mr. Hopson, 

Powers with Mr. Pratt. 

DIeKEMA With Mr. WILEY. 

Mappen with Mr. BuRLESON. 

Mvupp with Mr. 'TALBortT. 

MARSHALL with Mr. Murpny. 

Witson of Illinois with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania. 
VREELAND with Mr. WEISSE. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


THISTLEWoop with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

PEARRE with Mr. Wess. 

Snapp with Mr. Sprieur. 

Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. Roprnson, 
PorTER with Mr. RHINOCK. 

Norris with Mr. Re. 

Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. PEeTers. 
OLMSTED with Mr. RorHeRMEL. 

Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. NICHOLLS. 
McMILLAN with Mr. McHenry. 

LITTLEFIELD with Mr. McDermott, 

LINDBERGH with Mr. LINnpsay. 

Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. Lewis. 
Hamitton of Michigan with Mr. LENAHAN, 
GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. LEGARE. 
GaAINeEs of West Virginia with Mr. LEAKE. 
Foster of Vermont with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Foss with Mr. Ottre M. JAMES. 

Focut with Mr. Hutr of Tennessee. 

Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. Hamir1, 
Dorey with Mr. Grece. 

DUNWELL with Mr. GIrt. 

Cook of Colorado with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
Burton of Ohio with Mr. Cravens, 

Bepe with Mr. CiarK of Florida. 

3ATES with Mr. CARTER. 

BARCHFELD with Mr. Byrrp. 

Mr. BANNoNn with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 

Mr. AnpDrus with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

For the day: 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BRruNnpImnce. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Smiru of Michigan with Mr. Surry of Texas. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PHILIPPINE SCOUTS. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may incorporate in my remarks the section of the law 
providing for the Philippine Scouts and the appointment of 
other officers, so that the House may have that information. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will ask unanimous con- 
sent to read it, I will have no objection. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. I put in nearly all of it, but this is 
more full. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I have made it a rule to object to the ex- 
tending of remarks in the Recorp, but if the gentleman will 
read it, I will have no objection. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have that part read. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent, for the purpose of getting into the Recorp as a part of 
his remarks, to have read a section of the law creating the 
Philippine Scouts. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 36. That when in his opiates the conditions in the Philippine 
Islands justify such action the President is authorized to enlist natives 
of those islands for service in the Army, to be organized as scouts, 
with such officers as he shall deem necessary for their proper control, 
or as troops or companies, as authorized by this act, for the Regular 
Army. The President is further authorized, in his discretion, to form 
companies, organized as are companies of the Regular Army, in squad- 
rons or battalions, with officers and noncommissioned ers corre- 
sponding to similar cngeenannene in the cavalry and infantry arms. 
The total number of enlisted men in said native organization shall not 
exceed 12,000, and the total enlisted force of the line of the Army, 
— with such native force, shall not exceed at any one time 
00, ‘ 

The majors to command the squadrons and battalions shall be 
selected by the President from captains of the line of the Regular 
Army, and while so serving they shall have the rank, pay, and ailow- 
ances of the grade of major. The captains of the troops or companics 
shall be selected by the President from first lieutenants of the line of 
the Regular Army, and while so serving they shall have the rank, pay, 
and allowances of captain of the arm to which assigned. The squad- 
ron and battalion staff officers and first and second lieutenants of com- 
panies may be selected from the noncommissioned officers or enlisted 
men of the Regular Army of not less than two years’ service, or from 
officers or noncommissioned officers or enlisted men serving, or who 
have served, in the volunteers subsequent to April 21, 1898, and 
officers of those grades shall be given provisional appointments for 
periods of four years each, and no such appointments shall be con- 
tinued for a second or subsequent term unless the officer’s conduct 
shall have been satisfactory in every respect. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4812) to 
regulate the employment of child labor in the District of Colum- 
bia, had asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
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yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Dot- 
tiver, Mr. Penrose, and Mr, DANIEL as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate, 

INVESTIGATION OF THE OPIUM EVIL IN THE FAR EAST. 


The Speaker laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with accompany- 
ug papers, was referred to the Committee on Forejgn Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In laying before the Congress the accompanying letter from the Secre- 


08. 








ta of State, I heartily recommend that appropriations be made as 
t ‘in requested for the participation of the United States in the 
coming Investigation of the opium question in the Far East by a joint 
international commission. 

v rdial reception of this proposal by the governments concerned 
is a cause of gratification to the American Government and people. 
The high aim of this international project, placing as it does con- 
siderations of human welfare above all others, is a fine example of what 


vest in modern civilization and international good will and coopera- 
Such an undertaking can not but appeal most strongly to the 
American people, and L am happy to lay before the Congress this op- 
portunity to enable the United States to do its full share in the work. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tue Wurre House, May 11, 1908. 


ENLARGED HOMESTEAD. 


MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 6155) to provide for an enlarged home- 
d, with committee amendments, which I send to the desk 
ask to have read. 
he Clerk read as follows: / 

enacted, ete., That any person who is a qualified entryman under 

nestead laws of the United States may enter, by legal subdivi- 

under the provisions of this act, in the States of Colorado, Cali- 
fornia, Idaho, Mentana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyo- 
ming, and the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, 320 acres, or less, 
of nonmineral, nonirrigable, unreserved, and unappropriated surveyed 
yublic lands which do not contain merchantable timber, located in a 
reasonably compact body, and not over 14 miles in extreme length. 

Sec. 2. That any person applying to enter land under the provisions 

this act shall make and subscribe before the proper officer an affi- 
davit as required by section 2290 of the Revised Statutes, and in addi- 


Mr. 


stern 


and 


, 


sit 


of 


tion thereto shall make affidavit that the land sought to be entered is | 


of the charaeter described in section 1 of this act, and shall pay the fees 
now required to be paid under the homestead laws. 

s 3. That any homestead entryman of lands of the character 
herein described, upon which final proof has not been made, shall have 


the right to enter publie lands, subject to the provisions of this-act, con- | 


tien 


iguous to his former entry which shall not, together with the original 
entry, exceed 320 acres, and residence upon and cultivation of the 
original entry shall be deemed as residence upon and cultivation of the 
additional entry. 

Sec. 4. That at the time of making final proofs as provided in section 
2291 of the Revised Statutes the entryman under this act shall, in 
addition to the proofs and affidavits required under the said section, 
prove by two credible witnesses that at least one-eighth of the area 
embraced in his entry was continuously cultivated to agricultural crops 
other than native grasses beginning with the second year of the entry, 
and that at least one-fourth of the area embraced in the entry was so 
continuously cultivated beginning with the third year of the entry. 


Sec. 5. That nothing herein contained shall be held to affect the right 
of a qualified entryman to make homestead entry in the States named 
in section 1 of this act under the provisions of section 2289 of the 


Revised Statutes, but no person who has made entry under this act 





shall be entitled to make homestead entry under the provisions of said 
section, and no entry made under this act shall be commuted. 


Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. A second is ordered, under the rule. The 
gentleman from Wyoming is entitled to twenty minutes and the 
gentleman from Ohio to twenty minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is the most perfect home- 


Stead bill that an American Congress has ever considered, and | 


if it becomes a law we shall have on the statute books for the 
first time a real homestead law. The present homestead law 
allows commutation and payment after fourteen months. This 
bill requires five years of continuous residence. The present 
homestead law contains no definite provision with regard to 
cultivation. This law compels continuous cultivation of at 
senate one-quarter of the area included in the entry. This law, 
Mr. Speaker, is drafted in line with the recommendation of the 
President of the United States to this Congress in these words: 


The land-law system which was designed to meet the needs of the 
ertile and well-watered regions of the Middle West has largely broken 
‘wn when applied to the dryer regions of the Great Plains, the moun- 


> he 


If 


sether inadequate. 


_In order to meet that condition, widely and universally recog- 
nized throughout the West for many years past, we are now 
I resenting, by the unanimous agreement of all Western Members. 
by practically unanimous report from our committee, this bill 
whi 4, while it doubles the homestead on the dry nonirrigable, 
hontimbered lands of the arid and semiarid region, at the same 
ume throws safeguards around the homestead not now thrown 
around it by existing law. This is a bill more in the interests 
of the constituents of every Member on this floor than in the 


and much of the Pacific slope, where a farm of 160 acres is | 
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enlarged homestead, particularly, for the people already there, 
ft is an enlarged homestead for those we hope will come to help 
us conquer the desert. 

So far as our irrigated lands are concerned we divide them 
im small acreages and they are not entryable under this law, 
but the dry lands of that great area west of the Dakotas and 
Kansas and Nebraska to the Pacific coast require the most 
thorough methods of cultivation. In many instances they can 
successfully raise a crop only once in two years. Therefore 
the necessity of a larger acreage if we are to plant farms and 
farmers in that great territory. We have been inviting the 
homestender on the 160-acre tract. He has been coming to 
some extent, buc in four cases out of five, after enduring the 
hardships and trials for from one to three years, he has gone 
back to his folks or his wife’s folks in Missouri and Iowa and 
Illinois. He has not done us any good and we have not done 
him any good. By giving him enough of these dry lands so 
that he feels he can afford to make the struggle, so that he 
feels that it is worth his while to stay there and plant a home, 
we expect to have very nearly every original entryman a final 
entryman and a home established, instead of only one original 
entry out of six or seven on our dry lands being perfected into 
a final entry. 

Mr. ADAIR, 
bill? 

Mr. MONDELL. Three hundred and twenty acres, twice the 
present amount. If the land is cultivated most of it will 
have to be, under the biennial system, it makes the same acre- 
age of annual crop. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is there anything in this act to prevent 
the wife or any other relative of a person occupying lands 
under the homestead laws making an entry under this law? 

Mr. MONDELL. No one can take a homestead under the age 
of 21 years, and a wife, of course, can not take a homestead if 
the husband has one. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. If this is nonirrigable, how can people cul- 
tivate it? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, we have been learning in the 
past few years that on these lands of short grass and short 
rainfall, where conditions are the best—this will not settle all 
of these lands by any manner of means, but it will settle the 
better portion of them—where conditions of soil and rainfall 
are the best, you can raise crops even with as low a rainfall as 
14 inches by biennial farming and summer fallowing, and sav- 
ing the moisture of two years to put into one crop, and that is 
the only safe system on those lands. 

Mr. ADAIR. This bill does not change the homestead law, 
except as to the number of acres that can be homesteaded. 

Mr. MONDELL. It does, because it repeals the commutation 





How mary acres can be entered under this 


as 


| clause, so that a man can not get title until five years of resi- 


dence. In other words, it repeals the objectionable part of the 
hometead law so far as these lands are concerned. Further, it 
has this additional requirement—a definite requirement of 
cultivation of a quarter of the area. 

Mr. ADAIR. Which is an improvement over the old law. 

Mr. MONDELL. Very much of an improvement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Can a person who 
already taken a 160-acre homestead enter 160 acres more? 

Mr. MONDELL. A person living in that region on an unper- 
fected hometead of 160 acres which is dry in character may 
take an additional 160 acres if there be contiguous land, but 
he must reside five years then upon the additional land. 

Mr. BONYNGE. But one who has 160 acres of perfected 
homestead can not take the additional 160 acres? 

Mr. MONDELL. No. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill increases the number 
of acres that may be taken under the homestead law from 160 
to 320. In support of this measure it is contended that the 
character of the land remaining in the public domain is such 
that when used for agricultural purposes 160 acres is not sufli- 
cient to enable a man to make a living thereon for himself and 
family. It is contended that the homestead law, which has been 
in force for so many years, has broken down when applied to 
the semiarid lands of the Western States. It is readily con- 
ceded that on certain of the public lands in the States of 
Nevada, Utah, and the Territory of Arizona it is impossible to 
apply the homestead law, but in many of the States and in the 
Territory of New Mexico, enumerated in this bill, we are un- 
able to agree with the conclusions of the majority of the com- 
mittee. 

The advocates of this bill have cited the President’s message 
of December 3, 1907, and in the majority report there is set 
out, on the first page thereof, a short extract taken from 
page 29 of the message, under the heading of “ Public lands,” 


has 
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This quotation, however, when read in connection with the 
context, can not properly be cited in support of an increased 
agricultural homestead because the context clearly shows that 
the President is discussing a grazing proposition and not an 
agricultural homestead. The paragraph at the top of page 30 
of the message is as follows: 

Some such legislation as that proposed is essential in order to pre- 
serve the great stretches of public grazing land which are unfit for culti- 
vation under present methods and are valuable only for the forage 
which they supply. 

The proposed legislation referred to by the President directs 
attention to the suggestions of the Public Lands Commission. 
Referring to the recommendations of that Commission, we find 
that nowhere in their reports do they recommend an increased 
acreage for the agricultural homestead. They did recommend 
in their first partial report the repeal of the timber and stone 
act and the amendment of the desert-land law, so as to prevent 
the assignment of desert-land entries. In the second partial 


report of this Commission, under date of February 13, 1905, on | 


page 2 of the report and paragraph 3, the Commission uses the 
following language: ; 


The agricultural possibilities of the remaining public domain are un- | 


known. Provision should be made to ascertain them and, pending such 


ascertainment, to hold under Government control and in trust for-such | 


use, the lands likely to be developed by actual settlers. 


They further recommend, in paragraph 8, on the same page, 
that the area of the desert entry should be reduced to not ex- | 


ceeding 160 acres. 


In this connection it might be interesting to note that the | 
desert-land law, as originally enacted, provided for a 640-acre | 


entry. This was later reduced to 320 acres, and now the Com- 
mission recommends a further reduction to 160 acres under the 
desert-land laws. 

On page 4 of said partial report the Commission insists on 
a land classification and uses the following language: 

The agricultural possibilities of the remaining public lands are as 
yet almost unknown. Lands which a generation or even a decade ago 
were supposed to be valueless are now producing large crops, either 
with or without irrigation. This has been brought about in part by 


transportation. It is obvious that the first essential for putting the 
remaining public lands to their best use is to ascertain what that best 
use is by a preliminary study and classification of them and to deter- 
mine their probable future development by agriculture. Until it can 
be definitely ascertained that any given area of the public land is and 
in all probability will forever remain unsuited to agricultural develop- 
ment, the title to that land should remain in the General Government 
in trust for the future settlers. 


Again, on page 5 of said report, after calling attention to the 


Kinkaid Act, which provides for a grazing homestead of 640 | 


acres in the sand-hill region of Nebraska, they say: 

Your Commission is of the opinion, after careful consideration, that 
general provisions of this kind should not be extended until 
thorough study of the public lands has been made in each particular 
case, because to do so controverts the fundamental principle cf saving 
the public lands for the home maker. Each locality should be dealt 
with on its own merits. Even if it should ultimately appear that this 
law has worked beneficially in Nebraska, it would by no means follow 
that such a law might safely be applied to other regions, different in 
topography, soil, and climate. No arbitrary rule should be followed, 
but in each case the area of the homestead should be determined by 
the acreage that may be necessary to support a family upon the land, 
either by agriculture or by grazing, if agriculture is impracticable. 
Until such acreage is determined for each locality any new general law 
providing a method of obtaining title to the remaining public lands 
would, in the opinion of your Commission, be decidedly unsafe. 

The pending bill is a new general law providing a method of 
obtaining a title to the public lands applicable to, substantially, 
all the public-land States and extending from the northern 
boundary of the country to the southern, including all kinds of 
climate, soil, and conditions, and, in the opinion of the Public 
Lands Commission, would be “ decidedly unsafe.” 

In the majority report on page 2, at the middle of the page, 
it is said that— 

The committee did not feel justified in accepting the recommendation 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office in his report for the 
last fiscal year for a 640-acre homestead. 

ty reference to that report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, on page 19, we find that this recommendation 
can not properly be cited in support of the pending bill, but that 
his recommendation is expressly limited to semiarid lands, not 
eapable of artificial irrigation, and which, because of the fact 
that they do not furnish potable water sufficient for domestic 
use or because of other conditions arising out of the semi- 
aridity of the land, are not suitable for continuous habitation. 
The pending bill requires residence and, of necessity, potable 
water, and places it entirely beyond the scope of the recommen- 
dation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

On the top of page 3, in the report of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, filed with this bill, appears a very interesting table, 
which shows how many years it will take to absorb the re- 
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maining unreserved and unappropriated public lands in the 
States and Territories included in this bill at the present rate 
of final homestead entries. This table might be instructive in 
this discussion if there were no other way of absorbing the pub- 
lic domain than that of the final homestead entry, but there are 
many other ways, and the following table, taken from the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for the years 
ended June, 30, 1904, 1905, 1906, and 1907, shows the total dis- 


position of the public lands in the States included in this bill 
for these years. 


Total disposition of public lands for the years ending June 30, 1904, 1905, 
1906, and 1907. 


1907. 


1904, | 1905. | 1906. 





Acres. 
82,121 
579,294 
2,411,201 
1,162,745 
1,218,700 
47,254 
2,758 ,006 
938 ,815 
$33 , 333 
876,017 
897 ,639 
| 8,924,587 | 11,245,125 
| 


Acres. Acres. 
151,340 
| 1,032,382 
578,017 | 
609 , 568 
1,086,210 | 
88, 563 
603 ,264 
750,906 
185,396 
767 , 457 


347,714 | 


Acres. | 
234 ,085 
986 , 253 


601,360 

1,170,655 
132,782 
953 ,069 
402,192 | 


Oregon 


615, 661 
Utah 


408,010 
982, 436 
533, 791 


8,235,517 | 6,200,817 





Taking the totaMnumber of acres that went to the home- 


steader on final proof as 1,327,510 acres, and the total number of 
acres as shown by this table that were disposed of during the 


| same time, and it will be noticed that for every acre of the 


public land that went to the homesteader 9 acres were disposed 
of in other ways. Eleven million two hundred and forty-five 


| thousand one hundred and twenty-five acres of public lands 


were disposed of during the fiscal year ending June 30, 


| 1907, and this is an increase of two and one fourth million 
| acres over 1906. At this rate thirty years is an ample period 
the introduction of new grains or other plants and new methods of | 
farming, and in part by denser population and improved systems of | 


to fix for the complete absorption of the entire public domain 
and the enthusiasm and energy with which measures are 


| pressed before Congress, providing for its disposition in various 


ways will, unless checked, materially shorten this period. An 


| argument in favor of this bill is attempted on the alleged ground 
that the final homestead entries, as compared with the original 


homestead entries, have fallen off in recent years and that they 
are now in the proportion of 1 to 4, and at the top of 
page 4 of the majority report a table is set out showing the 
original homestead entries in 1902 and the final entries in 1906. 
We do not contend that there has been no falling off in this 
respect in recent years, but do contend that the abnormal de- 
mand for labor and the high wages paid for the same has in 
recent years drawn many of the homesteaders into the labor 
market. It is insisted that the table submitted in the majority 
report loses sight of the large number of entries that may have 
been commuted in 1904 and 1905, although they call attention 
to the commutations of 1906. The table is further fallacious 
in failing to call attention to final homestead entries involved 
in contests suspended because of defects in the proof and 
pending for investigation before the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. 

In a communication from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, under date of March 27, 1908, we find that there 
are now pending in that Office 297,847 original homestead entries 
upon which final proof has not been made, 12,497 final home- 
stead entries not yet approved, and 10,399 commuted homestead 
entries not yet approved. Taking these figures into considera- 
tion it might reasonably be said that instead of the original 
homesteader abandoning his claim because of hardships, that 
two or more homesteaders were contesting with each other the 
right to obtain the same homestead. 

We contend that it is bad policy for the Government, as the 
area of the public land subject to the homestead entry is rapidly 
decreasing, to increase the number of acres to be taken by the 
homesteader. If he can not make a living on 160 acres of land, 
there is something the matter with the homesteader or the land. 
If the trouble is with the land, a greater quantity of that kind 
of land will not help the situation. If the trouble is with the 
homesteader, the amount of land he enters cuts very little figure. 

Under this bill the lands must be nonirrigable, but who can 
say to what lands this term would apply? All lands fit for the 
plow are irrigable, if you can get the water. Does it mean arid 
lands or semiarid lands? Does it mean lands where the rait- 
fall is less than 15 inches per annum? If so, then North Dakota 
should come under the terms of this bill, for in some portions 
of that State the average rainfall is 14 inches, but her Repre- 
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sentatives have wisely decided that she does not need the ad- | 
vantages offered by this bill. 

\ few years ago millions of acres of land were considered non- 
irrigable that to-day have been reclaimed by irrigation projects, 
and to-day constitute some of the richest of our farming sec- 
tions. ‘To-morrow the very lands covered by this bill may be 
brought within the scope of irrigation projects or new methods 
of utilizing water supply and storing moisture may be devised. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Yes; I will yield for one question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We had a bill the other day, the gentleman 

will remember, for the purpose of correcting the land evil. Cer- 
tain land-grant railroads had been prohibited in the original | 
bill from selling above a certain number of acres at a time and 
above a certain upset price. There was no penalty of forfeiture 
expressly in the bill. They proceeded, nevertheless, to sell and 
violated the law. Now, in that connection, suppose this bill 
provided that only nonirrigable lands shall be homesteaded in 
quantities of 320 acres, and suppose as a matter of fact patents 
were issued to lands which were irrigable for 320 acres. What 
provision is there in this bill to punish the officer who issues 
the patent, or what penalty is there for the man taking the | 
atent? 
; Mr. HOWLAND. ‘There is absolutely no provision in this | 
bill, and I take it that if, under the circumstances here, a pat- 
ent were issued to a man for 320 acres of land who had in good 
faith believed his lands were nonirrigable and had made such | 
an affidavit, the Government of the United States would have 
no remedy against him, because he makes the affidavit in good 
faith. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In connection with these land-grant rail- | 
roads, the gentleman will remember that patents had been issued 
by the United States Government. 

Mr. HOWLAND. I1 know that was a case of a condition 
subsequent—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And there was a plain prohibition, not like | 
the phrase “ nonirrigable.” There was something that anybody 
could see, and yet the United States issued the patents and there 
was no provision to punish the officer of the United States for 
deliberately violating the law. It struck me that the same diffi- | 
culty would arise here. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Idaho is included in this bill. The Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands a short time ago reported favorably | 
a bill turning over to the State of Idaho 2,000,000 acres of the | 
public lands for irrigation projects, and on the question of non- | 
irrigable lands in the State of Idaho I wish to quote from the | 
speech of Senator Hryrurn, of that State, reported in the Con- | 
GRESSIONAL Recorp of April 1 last, in which he says: 

In our State of Idaho we have more water than any other State in 
the Union. We have lakes on top of high mountains that will afford | 
an enormous amount of power. We have rivers rising up in the moun- | 
tain chains of that State where you can reservoir and reservoir over 
and over again the waters of the rivers and have at your command 
unlimited volumes of water that you can flow onto any lands in the 
Sta It is merely a question of distance that you carry them. In 
the State of Idaho we deem it a matter of small importance to carry 
the water 60, 70, 80, or 120 miles, where we need it, and we could 
carry it 500 miles if we needed to do it. 

Under this state of facts it would seem that Idaho, at least, | 
would not get much benefit from this bill, if “nonirrigable” | 
means lands that can not be irrigated. 

Speaking in a general way of the operations of the homestead 
laws, the rapidity with which the public lands are now being | 
taken under the present law conclusively demonstrates that | 
there is no immediate necessity for the enactment of the pend- | 
ing bill. From 1868 down to June 30, 1907, a period of thirty- | 
nine years, we find that with the exception of 1890, 1891, 1901, 
1902, that the final homestead entries made for the year ending 
June 30, 1907, were the largest since the passage of the home- | 
Stead act, to wit, 26,485 final homestead entries, carrying title 
to 3,740,567 acres of land. So that it appears that more final 
homesteads are to-day being created out of the public lands 
—_ ever before, with the exception of the four years just men- 

ioned, 

At this session of Congress the Committee on the Public 
Lands reported out a bill known as H. R. 16860, to establish a 
tew land district in the Territory of New Mexico, on the ground 
that the demand for public land in that Territory was so great 
that the land office at Clayton could not handle the business. 
At the Clayton land office the homestead entries for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1906, numbered 3,526, covering 459,597 | 
acres, The entries for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1907, num- 
bered 11,014, covering 1,559,019 acres, and during the first six 


months of the present fiscal year there were 4,406 entries, coy- 
ering 595,847 acres, : ; - 
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| muted homestead 
| States and Territories covered by this bill for the fiscal years 


| and I want to correct a statement you have made. 
| was a limitation under the act that you referred to. 
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In order to place the exact situation in each of the States 
embodied in this bill before the committee I submit tables show- 
ing original homestead entries, final homestead entries, and com- 
entries and their in ea of 


acreage ch the 
ended June 30, 1904, 1905, 1906, and 1907 and the six months 
of the current year. The figures therein are taken from the 
reports of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 
these respective years, 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904: 


aren 
| Original 
entries. | 


Final 


Te 
Acres. entry. 


Arizona 


i eeteraees 
| Colorado 


Idaho 

Montana........ 
Nevada. 

New Mexico | 
CO 
= 
Washington.........._. 
Wyoming 


420,774 
362 ,882 
24,589 
339,180 
442,508 
13,408 
508 , 689 
185,432 
3,045,846 | l 


2,407 


939,929 


Mr. PARKER of South Dakota. Will 
a question? 

Mr. HOWLAND. I can not yield. 

Mr. PARKER of South Dakota. I 


the gentleman permit 


am from South Dakota, 


Now, there 


Mr. HOWLAND. At any rate, 
asking for this increase to-day. 
Mr. PARKER of South Dakota. 
ment, under the limitation—— 
Mr. HOWLAND. I can not yield further. 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905: 


South Dakota is not 


here 


I know, but as to your state- 


ail 


Original 
entries. | 


Final 
entries. 


Acres. 


} 
i 


2938 
1,822 
Colorado 2 964 
Idaho 3,783 
Montana 2,! 
Nevada 


41,328 
262.973 
438 , 584 
425,364 | 1,134 | 
341,931 | 1,084 | 
12, 784 6 
294, 402 | 670 
405 ,606 739 

118 18,014 109 
8,865 | 552;541 | 1,174 
1,444) 212,693 | 574 


113 
674 | 


3 | 


So 
110 
1,909 
2,801 
Washington 
Wyoming 


21,485 | 3,006,170 7,055 


For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906: 


Original 
entries. 
| 


sores Final 
“Acres. ‘entries 


427 
1,461 
6,116 | J 12 
3,146 392,193 | ,223 Li 
3,398 ] 
157 


6,678 


60 86 
911 5 
Colorado 
Sd siedtetiereiadiandaenia ,060 | 
8 969 
i 
127 , 267 
109 , 469 
Washington 
Wyoming 


970.806 


100,040 


537 ,845 7,971 | 1 


, 165,396 


For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907. 


| 
3 
Acres. | Final Acres. 


Original 
entries. 


Com 
muted 


, 467 | 
60,770 | 
145,677 


465 66,037 | 5 | 12 
1,223 | 173,438 

12,277 | 1,903,616 

3,100 $90,567 176, 548 

189, 185,790 

i cetetnentpeitnetmniel 31,503 7 6.981 


| New Mexico 254 | 2,540,630 | 76 | 165.608 


276,1 
130, 
447,328 
400, 958 


127,410 | 
6,436 
$30, 423 
2,674 106, 400 
45,641 | 6,850,372 | 


9,025 | 1,324,530 
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Statement of the disposal of public lands under the home- 
stead laws, from July 1 to December 31, 1907, in the following 
States and Territories: 


| 
Original homesteads, State or Territory. Entries. | Acres. 


Colorado 

INI iS, wchacitnssistitbmmacbsintesie 
Idaho- Ria a 6 ede 
Montana____._--- 
Nevada__- 

Oregon__. 

I chelienciticcsaitaliaics 348 
Washington sniv alpenaslcenemalansiiaeden aaa as ‘i 1,498 
Wyoming____.-__- ‘ | 1,762 
Arizona isalte ! 

New Mexico-. 


5,080 
754 
1,627 
2,340 
245 


1,281 


782,654 
106,948 


Total 


74,340 
43,317 
108, 949 
103 , 592 
3,083 

439,056 
ctvbtiatevicbimeniintiteitahu dnl Ennis sti ttihile ‘ 145,301 
iebeeiiteatietianeaiesanie a a eral ’ 6,236 


Idaho 
Montana 
Nevada.-_____. 
North Dakota 
Oregon-_. 
Utah ~at 
Washington__. 
Wyoming 
Arizona. -. 
New Mexico 


70, 283 
7,415 
101,109 
1,297,980 


8,695 


| Entries. 


Acres. 





377 59,208 
62 8,342 
197 25,917 
243 35,861 

2 320 
235 34,162 

1 92 
Washington 458 65,774 
Wyoming 97 
Seid kinisiamaeteliects onglinicissanbitapilieiin ileal adi tiaianniibindpaeiiicialieiiae | 21 
FI nic dnnnincittgenwobigmnniinntiigiathigninnithiiilginaaniniimaniss | 523 


A iTS toaipesccpioetattinnalincanatpendinhtliedabccddaiynemeieetaeel | 
Oregon 


82,057 
2,216 


These figures demonstrate conclusively that the struggle for 
homesteads in the remaining public lands of the country is 
fiercer to-day than ever before in our history. 

The general policy of our Government has heretofore limited 
the homesteads to 160 acres, and this has been done to enable the 
bona fide settler to obtain a home in the public domain. The 
more homes that can be established on the public domain the 
better for the country at large and the particular Common- 
wealth in which the homestead is located. This bill, ‘however, 
by doubling the acreage of the homestead entry, provides for 
only one-half as many homesteaders as would be taken care of 
under the present law. 

In the near future all of our public lands will be gone, and 
with the flood of immigration now pouring in upon us, together 
with the natural increase of our population, we may soon come 
to realize what the term “land famine” means to the older 
countries of the world. We have only a certain amount of 
land. The number of people that will soon be demanding it 
can not even be estimated, and the true policy of the Government 
in matters of this character should be to conserve our resources, 
and legislation along the lines of this bill should be defeated. 
[Applause. ] 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. HOWLAND. 
Iilinois. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, there was some excuse for the 
passage of the Kinkaid bill, granting 640 acres of land for a 
homestead. The excuse was that the land could not be culti- 
vated to advantr ¢e; that it must be used as grazing land. But 
this bill, which proposes to give 320 acres, bears on its face 
evidence that the land can be cultivated. It requires that 80 
acres shall be in cultivation by the end of three years other 
than in native grass; and if there be a homesteader in the West 
who cultivates more than 80 acres, he cultivates more than he 
can take care of himelf. A man who cultivates 80 acres of 
land cultivates enough ground for one man, If you are going 


I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
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195,199 | 


14,987 | 
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to give additional land to every man that can cultivate it, 
very well. A man who has got 80 acres to be eultivated has 
got enough land. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as the country grows more populous, as 
the pressure increases, the tendency ought to be to cut down 
the amount of the homestead and not to increase the amount. 
All of this land in the Far West a few years ago was con- 
sidered barren, a desert. Now, we know that, if not all of it, 
a very large share of it can be brought into cultivation by 
irrigation and made use of profitably. It seems to me a wicked 
proposition to now increase the amount that can be given to a 
homesteader, to increase the amount which he may cultivate, 
to double that which was given before. I think we ought to 
cut down the amount rather than to increase it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Just a moment on one or two points raised 
by the gentleman from Ohio. As to this matter of nonirriga- 
bility, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] very 
properly asked how could that be determined. First, the 
entryman selects his land under a law that charges him with 
the obligation of taking nonirrigable land and which requires 
him to make an aflidavit that the land he seeks to enter is non- 
irrigable. Second, for five years he is under the fire of contest 
of all comers, who can contest him successfully at any time 
within the five years if his land is irrigable. All that period 
he is being constantly watched by special agents of the Land 
Office. We have plenty of them in the West watching these 
entrymen. And at the end of five years, on making final proof, 
he must swear, and get two neighbors to swear, that his entry 
is nonirrigable land; and if he swears falsely he can be sent to 
jail for perjury, and at any time within six years his land can 
be taken away from him. 

Now, as to section 3. It is true the bill provides that the men 
who have gone upon lands under the homestead law in the last 
two or three or four years and made an entry of 160 acres 
may take 160 acres more of the same character of land if there 
be such land adjoining their homesteads. We do that in order 
to hold the man there who is now there, because now only one 
man out of six or seven of those who have in the past few years 
homesteaded these dry lands have stuck it out the five. years. 
The gentleman from Ohio says, and the gentleman from Illinois 
says, that in time we will settle these lands without increasing 
the homestead. Let me read the gentleman from the record. 
We do not expect to live always, and we want neighbors now. 
At the present rate that our public lands are being taken under 


caeaan | the five-year homestead provision it would take 3,656 years to 


settle all the land in Arizona; it would take 500 years to settle 
all the land in California, 195 years to appropriate the land in 
Colorado, 227 years to take the lands in Montana, and 345 years 
to enter the lands in Wyoming; and we do not expect to live 
that long. We want settlers, and we want them now, and we do 
not want the farmers from Illinois, the people of Iowa, of 
Michigan, of New England, who come out there to make homes, 
to get discouraged and leave our country; we want them to re- 
main and become citizens. 

We want to give them enough of those lands, so that if they 
have enough nerve, courage, and “ sticktoitiveness”’ they may) 
establish a prosperous American home. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question ’ 

Mr. MONDELL. I shall be glad to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Was this bill ever submitted to the De 
partment of the Interior? 

Mr. MONDELL. The President, in his first message to this 
Congress, recommends a larger homestead for the dry lands 
of the West. The Department of the Interior recommended a 
640-acre homestead. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Was this bill ever referred to the De- 
partment of the Interior? 

Mr. MONDELL. Not this particular bill, but two other bills 
relating to the same matters were referred to the Department. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman explain what is meant 
by the term “ nonirrigable?” 

Mr. MONDELL. Lands that can not be irrigated, having 
no water supply for their irrigation. 

I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Arizona [Mr 
SMITH}. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, my voice will not per 
mit me to speak long. This bill ought to pass. It does no! 
affect, except to make better, the homestead laws and pos 
sible settlement of the West. The necessity of holding these 
lands five years renders it impossible for any fraud to be per 
petrated, and makes it possible to make a homestead of 32! 
acres one-fifth as valuable as the original 160-acre homestea:| 
in the Middle Western States. It has been charged by an ir- 
responsible crank that this bill will affect .the navigation of 
the Mississippi River and do other dire things. Only a modi- 
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cum of this water empties into the Mississippi, and it can 
not have any effect on its flow. No harm can result from this 
extension of the homesteads on lands now mineral, nonirriga- 
ble, and dry. You can not make a home on this additional 
land; you can not cultivate it to any great extent. You can 
fence it as an inclosure for milch cows and horses used on 
the farm and protect the sparse grass from the free range 
of the loose stock on the public domain, and to that small ex- 
tent will encourage the settler to build a home in the waste 
places. No man can afford to enter less than 360 acres of the 
lands described in this bill and expect to make a decent or 
valuable home thereon. The West needs settlement. This will 
aid it to some extent. Three hundred acres of the lands de- 
scribed in this bill are worth less than 20 acres of irrigated land. 
There is no objection urged against it except by Eastern men, 
who never saw the public domain and who know nothing of | 
Western conditions. The bill should pass. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has six minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. SMiTH]. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the 
attention of the House to one fact that is quite likely to be 
overlooked, especially as it refers to California and the other | 
mountainous States. That is, that the remaining public lands | 
subject to entry under this act are very remote from the rail- 
roads and must necessarily remain so. They lie back in the | 
hills and mountains, where railroads will never be built, so 
far as human intellect can now foresee. California and the | 
other Western States are traversed through their great valleys | 
by railroads, and that land has already been entered. The land | 
that is capable of irrigation from the mountain streams has | 
already been taken, and I do not think anyone could find a | 
homestead in California outside of the irrigable valleys which | 
are affected by this bill, without going 25 miles or more 
away from a railroad. Now, that is a very serious matter, 
as everyone knows, and it is not possible under any conditions 
which we can now foresee for railroads to be projected into | 
these remote mountains, where there are little flats that could 
not be irrigated; and the remainder of the land would simply | 
be a small pasture lot yielding a very meager amount of grass 
for the farmer’s stock. It seems to me it is in the interest of 
promoting the settlement of these remote mountain valleys | 
which are searcely large enough to be fairly called valleys. I | 
had a very interesting letter yesterday from a young man in 
Massachusetts who said that he and a schoolmate desired to go | 
to California and secure a homestead, and I was much inter- 
ested in their enterprise, and desired to get them into the West, 
and gave them all the information I could. It is for the benefit 
of the young men in the East. We are not asking these things 
for ourselves, or our neighbors, but hoping that it will attract 





’ to the West the young men starting out in life, and we desire | 


that they have something approaching the opportunity to make | 
a living which the young men had who settled the great Miss- | 
issippi Valley and other States of the West in their day. 
{Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL, I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Ferrets]. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that in my opin- | 
ion this bill ought to pass. I do not say it without giving some | 
thought to it, neither do I say it without knowing something 
about the homestead law, for within the last seven years I myself 
have entered a tract of public land, have lived on it, and made 
final proof, and I know something of the conditions that the 
homesteader has to go through. Now, in my State this, perhaps, 
would be giving the homesteader too much land. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I have only one minute. 

o Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
ion. 

Mr. FERRIS. I am sorry, but I shall have to ask the gentle- 
man to let me have my minute. I want to say, further, that 
there is an additional reason why this bill should pass, and that 
is that it is fortified well against the taking of land that is irri- 
gable in quality. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. I now, Mr. Speaker, yield one minute to 
the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I think that many gen- 
tlemen opposing this bill have an erroneous idea of the value 
of land contemplated to be taken under this bill if it should 
become a law. This provides that only nonirrigable lands shall 
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be taken. Nonirrigable is a term definitely understood in the 
West. It is land upon which water can not be placed. Ten 
acres of irrigable land is worth more for a home than any 320 
acres which it is possible to take under this act. Any man 
would rather have five acres of good land which he can irrigate, 
with a right to permanently use a reasonable quantity of water, 
than an unlimited quantity of land of the character named in 
this bill. The cream of the western country has already been 
taken. As has been stated by other gentlemen, this bill wil! 
not be for the sole benefit of those now in the West. We have 
already taken the best that the country afforded, but we now 
want to give those who come among us an opportunity to get 
a homestead upon which they can make for themselves and 
their families a suitable home. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I now yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hackney]. 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, what is nonirrigable land? 
Several years ago I went down into the Pecos Valley in New 
Mexico, and every man would say that the land there was not 
irrigable, but to-day it is the very garden spot of that country. 
Several years ago I visited west of Eaton, Colo., and they said 
that you could not irrigate that land at all. Two years ago I 
went out there again and found that that same land is irrigated 
and in the great sugar-beet belt. If you pass this bill and per- 
mit them to take up in extended homesteads the lands that can 
be classed to-day as nonirrigable you will ruin and cripple the 
reclamation project; and I say the hope of the West lies in the 
successful operation of this Reclamation Service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Missouri has expired. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I now yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Reever}. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that I have not more 
time to discuss this subject. I have lived in a public-land State 
practically all my life, and took a homestead myself thirty-seven 
years ago and have since lived among the homesteaders. There 
are so many things that can be said against the bill that I wish 
we had more time to discuss it. Now, what is considered as 
nonirrigable land to-day, may be worth $100 an acre in a short 
time. In Kansas, where at one period you could buy land for 
$50 to $100 a quarter section, to-day some of it is worth $200 to 
$400 an acre. Hence it is wrong for Congress to dispose of vast 
tracts of the public domain when it may be very valuable for 
homes in the near future. It is claimed the purpose of this bill 
is to secure settlement. The enactment of this bill may permit 
the transfer of the title of the land from the Government into 
the hands of people for speculation, and that is what we wish 
to guard against. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. BoNyNcEr]. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I regard this bill as the most 
important measure for the future development and settlement of 
the arid lands of the West of any that has been before Congress 
since the passage of the reclamation bill. The reclamation act 
provided for such lands as could be irrigated. This bill pro- 
vides a means for the settlement and cultivation of that charac- 
ter of land for which there is no water available for irrigation. 
What irrigable land is is easily determinable. When you can 
not get water for the land for irrigation, such land is not 
irrigable. 

The conditions to which this law will be applicable are en- 
tirely different to those prevailing in that portion of the coun- 
try where 160 acres was regarded as the proper limit for the 
homestead unit. The President of the United States, in his mes- 
sage to Congress, recognized that these changes made necessary 
an enlarged homestead. There are remaining nearly 400,000,000 
acres of nonirrigable land in the West that can not be profit- 
ably or successfully taken up under -the 160-acre homestead 
law. Let the Members of the House remember that when the 
great States of the Mississippi Valley were settled the settlers 
then had the opportunity to take up 160 acres under the pre- 
emption law, 160 acres under the homestead law, 160 acres 
under the timber-culture law, and each settler could thus 
get at least 480 acres of land. As the land has become less 
valuable because of its character, we have decreased the size of 
the homestead, whereas we should have increased its size. 
These lands will yield a crop only once in two years instead of 
every year, and if the law is passed you are giving to the set- 
tlers only the same amount of land, considered in regard to the 
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amount of its productivity, as those that have the 160 acres, 
and that is only upon the further assumption that these lands 
are equivalent in productivity with the lands settled in the 
States of the Mississippi Valley. It is not as liberal in its 
terms as I should have been glad to have it, but it will mate- 
rially assist in the settlement, growth, and development of the 
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arid States of the West, and I trust the bill will be passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). 
on the motion of the gentleman from Wyoming to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill as amended. 
The question was taken. 
Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. HOWLAND demanded the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 141, nays 74, 
auswered “ present” 12, not voting 160, as follows: 
YEAS—141. 


Adair 
Alexander, Mo. 
Allen 
Ashbrook 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
howers 

Boyd 

tradley 
tjrownlow 
3urgess 

Burl 

Burleson 
Durnett 
Burton, Del, 
Calderhead 
Candler 
Capron 
Caulfield 
Chapman 
Ciark, Mo, 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 


Aiken 
Ames 
Bates 
Reall, Tex. 
Brantley 
Campbell 
Cole 

Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa, 
Cox, Ind. 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denver 
Douglas 
Draper 
Dwight 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Foster, [11 


Adamson 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Boutell 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burleigh 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler 

Byra 

Calder 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Carter 

Cary 
Chaney 
Clark, Fila. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis, 


Davenport 
Dixon 
Driscoll 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Ferris 
Floyd 
Foss 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham 


Haggott 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Ilay 

Hayes 

Hetlin 

Helm 

Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 


Hill, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Huff 

Hull, Iowa 
Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 
Jenkins 

Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash, 
Kinkaid 
Knopf 

Lamb 

Lassiter 
Lawrence 

Lee 

Legare 
Lovering 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, Ll. 
Macon 
Madden 

Malby 

Mondell 
Moore, Tex. 
Norris 
O'Connell 
Olcott 

Page 

Parker, N. J. 


NAYS—74. 


Foulkrod 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Garner 
Garrett 

Gill 

Gillett 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Granger 
Hackney 
Harding 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Howell, N. J. 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky. 


Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
Ktistermann 
Lafean 

Lever 

Lowden 
McCall 
McDermott 
Madison 

Mann 

Miller 

Moon, Tenn, 
Mouser 
—- 


ye 
Padgett 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—12. 


Langley 
Lorimer 
McMorran 


Moore, Pa. 
Rothermel 
Sherman 


NOT VOTING—160. 


Coudrey 
Cousins 
Craig 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Wavey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Denby 
Diekema 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellerbe 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 
Flood 
Focht 
Fordney 
Fornes 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Gaines, W. Va. 
yardner, Mass, 
Gardner, N. J. 


Goldfogle 
Greene 

Gregg 

Gronna 

Hackett 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hitcheock 
Hobson 

Hughes, W. Va. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 

James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, 8. C, 
Kahn 

Keifer 


Kipp 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Landis 

Laning 

Law 


The question is 


Parker, 8. Dak. 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 

Pray 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Russell, Tex. 
Scott 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Snapp 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Willett 
Williams 
Woodyard 


Patterson 
Pou 

Reeder 
Robinson 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Sims 

Smith, Mo, 
Southwick 
Spight 
Stafford 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tou Velle 
Washburn 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wood 


Small 
Talbott 
Wheeler 


Leake 
Lenahan 
Lewis 

Lilley 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
Icudenslager 
McCreary 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal, 


{cLain 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
McMillan 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Moon, Pa, 
Morse 
——. 

urphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 


May 


Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parsons 
learre 
Peters 
Porter 


Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
© Smith, lowa Wolf 

Sinith, Mich. Young 

So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the balance of day: 

Mr. KAHN with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. Sarru of Iowa with Mr. Hircncock. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. ANSRBERRY. 

Mr. Barciay with Mr. StepHens of Texas, 

. Mr. Bovutett with Mr. BropHEap, 

Mr. Caper with Mr. RE. 

Mr. Cary with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. OHANEY with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Coorrr of Wisconsin with Mr. CARL. 

Mr. Denny with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 

Mr. Davivson with Mr. Coorrer of Texas, 

Mr. Farrecnicp with Mr. Cratc. 

Mr. Fasserr with Mr. ELvLerse. 

Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. Favrort. 

Mr. Greene with Mr. Goiproacre. 

Mr. Hepsurn with Mr. HAcKertr. 

Mr. Hieeins with Mr. Hammonp. 

Mr. Kerrer with Mr. Jonnson of South Carolina 

Mr. KNoWLAND with Mr. Kipp. 

Mr. LANDiIs with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. Loneworts with Mr. McLAIn, 

Mr. Loup with Mr. Ravucn. 

Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr. SaBatH. 5 

Mr. ALeExanpDer of New York with Mr. SAUNDERS, 

Mr. OverRsTREET with Mr. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. McKinney with Mr. Crawrorb. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Ropensere with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. Wo rr. 

Mr. Nectson with Mr. Peters. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. RYan, 

Mr. BurteicuH with Mr. Suuzer. 

For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Puzo. 

Mr. HAGGOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with 
Mr. Witxir1am W. Kircutn, of North Carolina. On the roll call 
I answered “ present,” but I am informed that if Mr. Kirrconin 
were here he would vote “aye,” and by arrangement with the 
Democratic whip I wish to change my vote to “ aye.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Call the gentleman’s name. 

The name of Mr. Haaceorr was called, and he voted “ aye.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


PROVIDING FOR ADDITIONAL LAND FOR IDAHO UNDER THE PROVISIONS 
OF THE CAREY ACT. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, that Senate joint resolution No. 51 be 
taken from the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, 
and placed upon its final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho moved to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the following Senate joint resolution, 
which the Clerk will report, with amendments, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 51) providing for additional lands for Idaho 
under the provisions of the Carey Act. 

Resolved, etc., That an additional 2,000,000 acres of arid lands within 
each of the States of Idaho and Wyoming be made available and subject 
to the terms of section 4 of an act of Congress entitled “An act makine 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for tli 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for othe? purposes,” approved 
August 18, 1894, and by amendments thereto, and that the States of 
Idaho and Wyoming be allowed under the provisions of said acts said 
additional area, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the pur- 
poses and under the provisions of said acts. : 

Amend the title so as to read: “ Joint resolution providing for addi- 
tional lands for Idaho and Wyoming under the provisions of the Carey 
Act. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. I would 
like to inquire whether the gentleman from Alabama is opposed 
to the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know whether I am opposed to 
the bill or not. I rose for the purpose of demanding a second, 
so as to get information as to what the bill meant, 


Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex, 
Sturgiss 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Townsend 


Vreeland 
Wanger 
Watson 
Webb 
Veeks 
Weems 
Welisse 
Wiley 
Wilson, Pa, 


Rauch 








Is the gentleman from Kansas opposed to 


The SPEAKER, 
the bill? 

Mr. REEDER. I am. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered and the 
gentleman from Idaho is entitled to twenty minutes and the 
gentleman from Kansas is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, under the present laws there 
are two great systems of reclamation applicable to arid lands 
of the western part of the United States. One of those is known 
as the “reclamation law,” that was passed in 1902. Under the 
provisions of that law the Federal Government bears the ex- 
pense of building reclamation works, and the settlers later on, 
acquiring the lands under the homestead law, pay back to the 
Federal Government the money that the Federal Government 
has expended in the construction of those irrigation works. 
This resolution does not pertain to that act. The other act by 
which lands are reclaimed in large areas is under what is 
known as the “Carey Act,” an act that was passed by Congress in 
1894, Under the provisions of that law not to exceed one mil- 
lion of acres was granted to each of the several arid States. 
Only eight States of the arid belt availed themselves of the 
privileges of that law. It is necessary under the provisions of 
the act for the States that seek to avail themselves of the pro- 
visions to enact such legislation looking to the reclamation of 
the lands as will meet with the approval of the Interior Depart- 
ment. Among the States that have enacted such legislation 
are the States of Idaho and Wyoming. Those two States have 
almost exhausted the entire grant that was made under the 
provisions of the Carey Act. Under that act it is provided that 
the States shall be responsible for the reclamation of the land, 
or rather that some means be provided by the States for the 
reclamation of the land. The settlers pay for the reclamation 


of these lands and ultimately acquire the ownership of the | 


irrigation project, the same as they ultimately will acquire it 
under the provisions of the Federal law providing for the 
reclamation of the arid land. This resolution, if passed, will 
provide for the reclamation of land in those two States, in addi- 
tion to the lands that will be reclaimed by the Federal Govern- 
ment, but the Federal Government will not be required to bear 
the expense of the construction of the irrigation works. 

The total cost of reclamation will amount to about the same 
thing to the settlers, 
quire more than 160 acres of land. The fact of the business 
is that the average acreage of land acquired is probably less 
than 100 acres. 
used most of the land that was originally granted under the 
Carey Act is the reason we have come to this Congress and 
asked that those two States be granted the additional privi- 
lege of claiming lands to the extent of 2,000,000 acres. This is 
not a grant of 2,000,000 acres to the State. The Secretary of 
the Interior has control over the lands in the projects that may 
be applied for, and unless the Secretary is satisfied of the 
feasibility of the project and the ability of the States to re- 
claim it, the Secretary may withhold the approving of land to 
the State for reclamation. 

I believe the Federal Government is amply safeguarded in 
that respect. More than that, under the provisions of the law 
the State itself can make no profit out of reclaiming the lands. 
It may charge 50 cents per acre, which pays the machinery for 
carrying on the work, as the State must carry it on, and if 
there should be a residue left over after the State has borne the 
expense of reclaiming the projects, that residue, by operation of 
the original act as passed in 1894, reverts to a fund which 
shall be used for the reclamation of arid lands. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question or two. The Federal law, as it now stands, authorizes 


the Government under the arid-land act passed to reclaim all | 
arid lands, and, as I understand the law, when the Government | 


takes hold of a project to reclaim the settler must pay the cost 
of reclamation. Is that so under the Carey law? 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; that is so under the Carey Act. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand, the Federal law limits 
the number of acres a settler can take to eighty. Is that so? 

Mr. FRENCH. Not necessarily. Under the national recla- 
mation act settlers may acquire as high as 160 acres, although 
the Department is trying to make the amount of land that they 
reclaim be granted to as many people as can reasonably build 
homes upon it. 

_Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is the distinction between the 
Federal reclamation and the Carey Act in reference to the 
number of acres to be taken? 

_Mr. FRENCH. There is no distinction in the broad prin- 
ciples of the law. Under the Carey Act not more than 160 
acres may be granted to any one individual. The fact is that, 


in my State, the average per individual is less than 100 acres 
under the Carey Act. 


No settler, on the other hand, can ac- | 


The fact that we have in Idaho and Wyoming | was called to the question of appropriating 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, under the national reclamation 
act I understand that it requires at least five years’ settle 
ment and that only one-fifth of the amount due the Government 
can be paid each year. It was put in there for the purpose of 
making the land subject to homestead entry alone. Now, I 
would like to know what the gentleman has to say as to the 
Carey Act along those lines. How is the real settler protected? 

Mr. FRENCH. Settlement and cultivation are both required 
under the Carey Act, and I would say this: That no law that 
either State or Federal Government could pass will so compel 
actual settlement and cultivation of the land as the necessities 
that are imposed upon settlers upon irrigated land. A man 
may buy a piece of land that the rain falls upon and profitably 
rent it or lease it out. No man can buy a delicate piece of ma- 
chinery and rent it out to a renter and expect to make a profit, 
nor can he buy or own irrigated lands and expect to make 
much profit by the ownership thereof, because the whole sys 
tem of irrigation is so complex that it requires, to make it the 
most successful, the living upon the land and actual cultivation 
thereof. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman’s answer is 
ment, but it does not answer my question. 

Mr. FRENCH. I will yield just a little further. I 
promised time, and I can not yield much longer to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentlemen did not answer my ques- 
tion as to the distinction between these laws. 

Mr. FRENCH. Under both laws the settler may 
during a period of ten years ten annual payments. Under the 
reclamation act the national homestead law but it 
does not apply under the Carey Act. The Carey Act, however, 
requires actual settlement, and requires the cultivation of not 
less than one-eighth of the entire land before the patent can 
issue. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Oxcort in the chair). 
gentleman has eleven minutes left. 

Mr. FRENCH. I would now prefer that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. REEDER] consume some of his time, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Chairman, since we passed the national 
irrigation law my attention has been called to the effect of the 
land laws upon projects of irrigation, and when my attention 
4,000,000 acres of 
land under the present resolution, I naturally proceeded to ex- 
amine into this resolution, with no-intentton of opposing it, be- 
cause as the law is written it furnishes from these lands homes 
for the people on the land under the very best conditions px 
sible, which is a great advantage to the nation in the produ 
of the very best class of citizens. But when I came to look into 
the matter, I learned there was a probability that the lands 
were not being legally used. I went to the Department and ques- 


good argu- 


have 


pay out 


applies, 


The 


tion 


| tioned the Secretary of the Interior in an endeavor to learn 


whether these lands were being so used as intended in the Carey 
law, and I found that under the law they did not have author- 
ity -to learn anything about their final disposition. Now, I 
think that, while I can not say to you I am satisfied the lands 
are being wrongly used, for I am not absolutely convinced of it, 
but I do think there is a great big question whether in the out- 
come you will find these lands are not being utilized as the 
Carey law directs. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
question ? 

Mr. REEDER. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
Act project? 

Mr. REEDER. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
face of the earth? 

Mr. REEDER. No, sir; that is a wonderfully good project. 
And I want to say that if I could be convinced now or at any 
time in the future that all the lands that are being used will 
be used in any such a way as in that project I should be for it. 
When I found I could not get the information that I desired I 
asked, “Why can not we have this information?’ and I was 
answered that, while it would cost but little to get the informa- 
tion, it could not be obtained under the present laws. 
| Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman 
recollect that in the sundry civil appropriation bill a reappro- 
priation of $1,000 was made to the Interior Department to 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


Certainly. 
Has the gentleman ever been upon a Carey 


Yes, sir; at Twin Falls, Idaho. 
Is there a better irrigation preject on the 








make this very investigation that you are talking about? 
Mr. REEDER. No, sir. 
Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania, 
called attention to the fact. 


The gentleman from Illinois 
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Mr. MANN, 
out there. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. 
did not think they needed it. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think they said that they did not need 
it, but that they did not have enough. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. My recollection is that it 
had not been used, and it was reappropriated. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. REEDER. I would like the gentleman to occupy the 
floor in Ifis own time. 
are on the floor and in your time which anyone on that side 
chooses to ask. I would like to occupy a little of my time in 
discussing the bill. On the other bill, which I regard as a very 
bad bill, I had but one minute. I would like to occupy a good 
deal more time on this one. I introduced this resolution, and it 
seemed to me it ought to have passed, but it did not pass: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed 
to investigate as to the character and disposition that has been made 
of the lands granted to the States of Wyoming and Idaho under an act 
of Congress of August 18, 1894, commonly known as the Carey Act, and 


report his findings to Congress. It is further provided that said find- 
ings shall show what portion of said land is now irrigated and culti- 


That would not investigate between here and 


3ut they did not use it and 


own the lands. 


Now, I want to say that I asked the Secretary of the Interior | 


quite a number of questions, and here is what I want to bring 
before the House. Here is what he says: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


Washington, March 30, 1968. 
Hon, W. A. REEDER, 


Chairman Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, : 
House of Representatives. 
Siz: I am in receipt of your letter of March 20, 1908, inclosing for 
report joint resolution of amendment of 8S. R. 51, relative to providing 


for additional land for Idaho and Wyoming under the provisions of the 


Carey Act. 
The following table will show you what States have proceeded under 


the provisions of said act and the amount of land which has been 
selected, approved, and patented: 


Number of 
acres pat- 
ented. 


Number of | Number of 
acres 8C- acres ap- 
lected. proved. 


69,807. 54,102. 9% 


76,041.04 


18,296.91 | 


Oregon 
Utah. 
Washington 
Wyoming... 


435,701. 

285 , 207. 
102 ,501.3 
809,906. 649,071.98 56,813.09 


——— 


_—— 


Nevada and Washington have apparently 
said acts. 

The difference in the acreages selected by the States and the num- 
ber which have been approved and patented in some cases is consid- 
erable, but it is accounted for by the fact that such difference is 


abandoned all action under 


the applications which have been filed and are now in the process of 
adjudication. The number of acres patented represents the amount 
for which the States have furnished proof of irrigation and reciama- 
tion, as required by the act and the regulations issued thereunder. 
Proof of the reclamation of certain other land selected has been fur- 


nished, but has not yet been accepted by this Department and pat- | 


ent issued to the State. You will observe by the original act of 
August 18, 1894 (28 Stat., 424), that when satisfactory proof is fur- 


nished of the reclamation of such lands this Department issues a patent | 


to the State for such lands. The State then. in turn, issues its patent 
to the persons to whom it sells the same. ‘The State is bound oe the 
terms of the act and by the conditions of the contract which it enters 
into with the United States at the time of the approval of its segre- 
gation to dispose of the land in quantities of not more than 160 acres 


to any one person, and then only to bona fide settlers who are citizens | 
of the United States or who have declared their intention to become | 
To what extent the States are carrying out this provi- | 


such citizens. 
sion this Department is not advised, and it can not give an estimate 
as to what per cent of the lands which have been sold by the State is 
still in the possession of the original purchaser or whether he is occu- 
pying the land as his home. Neither can an estimate be given as to what 


per cent of such land has passed into the hands of persons other than | prepared for settlement, it is settled upon in tracts of from S0 


| to 160 acres, at a price to the settler less than the Government 


actual settlers. 

This Department has received circulars issued by some of the States, 
or rather by the company which is constructing the irrigation system 
and selling the water right, advertising such lands for sale, and report- 
ing in one instance that nonresidents can purchase such lands and 
obtain title thereto without the necessity of making settlement. An- 
other State only requires a residence of thirty days upon the land prior 
» the time of making final proof before patent is issued to him by the 
State. 


Very respectfully, JAMES RUDOLPH GARFIELD, 
Secretary. 
Now, having these facts before me, I want to say that I felt 
that as I had been interesting myself largely ever since I have 
been in Congress in these Western lands for the purpose of open- 
ing them to settlement, and I believed that they should be pre- 
pared for that purpose, we are entitled to know what becomes 
of lands which have been given to States for the purpose of rec- 
lamation. I have even suggested that we let this resolution 


| anything wrong in such an arrangement. 


| a great sum. 


I will answer any question when you | 


| the Government. 
vated and also what portion is occupied and cultivated by persons who | 





| have plenty of land at present. 
| my time. 
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already had a million acres of land each. The proposition is 
that they now have another million each, and Congress ang the 
people know what is done with it. I can not see that there is 
If we can not arrange 
to get this information we can well afford to wait until the next 
session of Congress before giving these States these 4,000,000 
acres, and permit this inquiry to be made in the meantime. It 
has been suggested that it will cost a great deal of money to 
learn the facts, but the Interior Department says it will not cost 
We note that Idaho has only had 76,000 acres pat- 
ented out of her first 1,000,000 acres, and Wyoming, I think, only 


| 56,000 patented out of her 1,000,000 acres; and the Carey Act 


1as been in existence for twelve years, I believe. 

Mr. MONDELL. The State does not secure an acre of this 
land until it is segregated by direction of the Department of 
the Interior in certain areas, 

Mr. REEDER. They had a right to take it. I am very much 
in hopes that the Members of this House will not vote to trans- 
fer this 4,000,000 acres of land. Here are homes for nearly 
100,000 families, of 40 acres each, 500,000 people, and I do be- 
lieve that we ought not to carelessly vote this land away from 
If they will make homes of this land, I am 
for this bill as much as any man in this House, but I believe 
we are entitled to know as to what use is to be made of it be- 
fore we vote to transfer it. We have been so careless about 
the disposition of our public domain and our other public 
utilities, because we have so much routine work in Congress, 


| that Members do not become acquainted with the facts as to 


many of the things that come before us. This is one of the 
things that I think Eastern Members do not know much about. 
I think I am peculiarly well situated to know a great deal 
about it, because I moved into a homestead country thirty-seven 
years ago. I saw lands that within ten years were not regarded 
as being worth anything, that have become worth $200 or $300 
an acre on account of changed conditions. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REEDER. I decline to yield. I will answer all the gen- 
tleman’s questions within his own time. I believe that there 
can be no possible harm in putting this matter off until the next 
session of Congress. Then we will know more about it. They 
I will reserve the balance of 


Mr. FRENCH. How much time has the gentleman reserved? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Wyoming {[Mr. MonvDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the use of the word “ grant” 
in this legislation is somewhat of a misnomer. There is no 
absolute grant of land contemplated. There is a law—ihe 
Carey Act—under which the Secretary of the Interior, if any 


3 | one of the St: having arid land assures him that a certain 
included in the number of acres canceled by this Department and by | ws the States ha g arid d 


|} area of land can and will be irrigated, may temporarily with- 


draw these lands for the purpose of their irrigation. That 
experimental law, when it was passed, limited the area to a 
million acres in each State. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MONDELL. I can not yield. The gentleman would not 
yield to me. 

Mr. REEDER. I thought that possibly the gentieman wanted 
to ask me some questions now. 

Mr. MONDELL. I should be glad to answer the gentleman's 
question if I had time. We in Wyoming have undertaken the 
irrigation of nearly all of our first million acres—that is, we 
are under way with those projects. The gentleman from 
Kansas says “perhaps,” and he has suspicions with regard to 
these reclamation projects. We have about eight of them in 
my State under construction. On those, so far as the land is 


charges under the national irrigation law. If the Secretary of 
the Interior does not know about the working of this law, it is 
his fault. 


There is $500,000 in the sundry civil bill for special agents, 


| every dollar of which can be used for the purpose of investi- 


gating Carey Act propositions, but there has been no complaint 
of the workings of this law until the gentleman from Kansas 
notified us of his suspicions. There has been nothing but 
praise of its operations, and therefore the Secretary has not 
uselessly spent public money in making investigations. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. MONDELL. I can not yield. I have only a minute or 
two remaining. The Secretary of the Interior can now in- 
vestigate if he desires. When the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


pass and let each State have a million acres of land. They have | Reever] was before our committee with his resolution, the 
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members of the committee asked him if he had any information 
indicating that these lands were not being irrigated and settled 
upon. He said no; hehadnone. And yet simply because he had 
had a resolution printed with regard to which he had no in- 
formation, he wanted the committee to call for a dragnet in- 
vestigation. It would have been quite as proper to have pro- 
vided for an investigation of the workings of the national re- 


clamation law. It would have been quite as proper to investi- 
gate the workings of any other particular law, when all these 
questions can be investigated under the lump-sum appropriation 
provided by law for that purpose. The fact is the Carey Act 
leads to reclamation and settlement. It does not cost the Gov- 
ernment a dollar. The law is being fully complied with, but 
if not, the Secretary of the Interior can compel full compliance 
with the law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Government get any pay at all? 

Mr. MONDELL. The Government gets nothing, and the State 
gets nothing, except that the State charges 50 cents an acre, 
which pays for the State organization and expenditure in look- 
ing after the settlement of those lands, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Who does the irrigating, the State or pri- 
yate corporations? 

Mr. MONDELL. The State makes contract with private cor- 
porations under which they must contract to do a certain class 
of work, and they must not charge the settler more than a given 
price per acre, which, in my State, in every instance is from 
10 to 30 per cent lower than the Government price under Gov- 
ernment projects. The entryman makes entry of the land and 
makes final proof of reclamation and cultivation as he does in 
the case of a homestead, and he must show all these things. 
The Carey Act brings private capital to the work of irrigation 
reclamation. It works side by side with the national law. In 
the northern part of my State we have a national irrigation 
project on one side of the Shoshone River and the Carey project 
on the other. 
to settlement, and one is as good as the other, and on the 
Carey project the water rights are about $10 less per acre than 
on the Government project. It is possible that all the works 
on the Carey Act project are not as well finished as the Gov- 


ernment works, but they are substantial and permanent and the | 


water right costs less, 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, anticipating the objections of 
the gentleman from Kansas, I inquired of the governor of my 
State, as well as the registers of the land offices in the southern 
part of the State, where the desert lands are, and I wired to 
each one of them these questions: 

Do actual settlers live on Carey Act lands in Idaho? 

Are lands passing into large holdings of few persons or companies ? 

What percentage of land is being put into crops this spring? 

The answer of the governor is as follows: 
30I1ISE, IDAHO, April 18, 1908. 
Hon. Burton L. FRENCH, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Actual settlement and cultivation must be made on Carey lands be- 
fore final proof is allowed by State. State’s agent makes personal in- 
spectior of settlement and cultivation of all claims for final proof. Law 
allow s 160 acres to individual. Present average holding on Carey lands 
of this State is less than 100 acres. There is steady decrease in average 
individual holdings of Carey lands in Idaho. Fully half Carey Act lands 
where water is available are in cultivation. Under south side Twin Falls 
project, reclaimed under Carey Act, water was first turned on land three 
years ago this month. There has been created valuation of more than 
715,60 0,000 : population of more than 10,000 people. New county has 
een created for this tract alone. Bonds have been sold for erection of 


schoolhouse at Twin Falls City to cost $60,000. State of Idaho has 


taken these bonds. There are now five good-sized towns on this tract, 
Creat 7 and churches. Power plant has been installed at 
‘reat Shoshone Falls. All this is new wealth. Not a dollar of taxable 
Property was on this tract of land four years ago. People of Idaho 
only ask for opportunity to develop their State. 

FF. R. Gooptne, Governor. 

. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous consent to 
insert the other telegrams which I have received answering 
these questions, if I may have that privilege. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am sorry, but I shall have to object to 
Seni of anything in the Recorp. The gentleman can 
ear em, 

Mr. FRENCH. Then, Mr. Speaker, I would say in answer to 
the gentleman from Kansas that the reason why the land does 
hot pass to private ownership and patents issue therefor 
in greater number than that mentioned is because, under the 
terms of the bill, the settlers have ten years to pay for the 
water, and they do not need to prove up until a considerable 
tine after they have gone onto the land. The fact of the mat- 
ter is the first Carey Act tract in Idaho is only begun, and is 
the one referred to by the governor, where the lands were not 
reclaimed until about four years ago, and only three crops have 
been raised on the land. The State of Wyoming is just a very 
little ahead of the State of Idaho in the work under this act. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 


soth projects are this spring opening their lands | 
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Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minutes left. 

Mr. REEDER, I will yield to the gentleman from L[llinois 
four minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this is a great day for the land 
grabbers. [Laughter.] There would have been and there was 
a justification for the original Carey Act, passed in 1894, before 
the irrigation law was adopted by Congress. But there is, in 
my judgment, no justification now for the Carey Act. Here is 
the proposition: After having received a million acres of land, 
the State of Idaho 

Mr. MONDELL rose. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman from Wyoming need not get 
up; he would not yield to anybody else, and he need not ask me 
a question. [Laughter.] He can not take any of my time. 
Under date of January 18 the Secretary reports that of the 
million acres provided for the State of Idaho, 41,000 acres have 
been irrigated, reclaimed, and patented. Now, it strikes me 
| that it might be well to proceed along the lines a little bit 
further before they want 2,000,000 more acres. When this 
bill passed the Senate it provided for 1,000,000 additional acres 
for Idaho. I am not sure, but it seems to me as originally 
introduced it was for a much smaller amount than 1,000,000 
acres. It passed to give Idaho 1,000,000 more, but when it 
| came under the gentle influence of the gentleman from Wyo- 
| ming, it emerged giving Idaho 2,000,000 acres and Wyoming 
| 2,000,000 acres. Wyoming has done nothing under the original 
Carey Act worth mentioning. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MANN. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. But the gentleman does not want to make 
| that kind of a misstatement. Wyoming first started work- 

Mr. MANN. I do not want this to be taken out of my time. 
The gentleman is forever interrupting everybody else on the 
| floor and yields to no one. 
| Mr. MONDELL. But does the gentleman wish to make a 
misstatement? 

Mr. MANN. I ask the gentleman to take his seat. I would 
not deal with the gentleman in that way, but he constantly 
| refuses to yield; he would not yield at all to anybody sitting 
|} on the other side. 

Mr. MONDELL. Because the gentleman that asked me to 
yield had refused to yield to me. He had fifteen minutes and 
I had five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman once more wants to talk. The 
truth of the matter is that the gentleman is so tender because 
he put in 2,000,000 acres for Wyoming that had not been thought 
| of at all until the bill had passed the Senate, that he does not 
| like to have it mentioned. 

Mr. MONDELL. But, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MANN. He is an able gentleman, and I do not blame 
him, and I hope he will not take any personal offense at what 
I say. 

Mr. MONDELL. Not if the gentleman does not misstate the 
facts, but the gentleman has misstated the facts. 

Mr. MANN. The “ gentleman” has not misstated the facts. 
He has stated the facts absolutely correctly. I took the trouble 
to look up this matter when it first passed the Senate. I read 
| the debates which took place in the Senate, which probably the 
gentleman did not do. I discovered some of the weak points 
in this, and I wondered as I read it and saw this bill whether 
it would be possible for this bill to pass the gentleman’s com- 
mittee without bringing in Wyoming, and I discovered when it 
was reported that Wyoming was in just as big as life, and I do 
not blame the gentleman for taking care of his State. 
| Mr. MONDELL. But I have seen the thousands of settlers 
under the Carey Act in my State and, therefore, I know. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to 
yield. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have an irrigation proj- 
ect, carried by the Government, where the terms are much 
stricter in regard to settlement than they are under this original 
Carey Act. When the Government undertook the irrigation and 

reclamation service it made it much more stringent about 
settling than it does under this act. The Carey Act is just as 
loosely drawn as possible. The taking of this land may at any 
: interfere with the taking of the land by the Government 














for reclamation services, and as long as the Government is in 
the reclamation service and has $15,000,000 a year for reclama- 
tion, I think the Government ought to construct these reclama- 
tion irrigation projects, and not permit them to be turned over 
by the State to some parties interested. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. 
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Mr. MONDELL. 
$15,000,000 ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
like Wyoming should be content with what she has. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman not think that Wyo- 
ming wants any more settlers? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, wait a minute! 

Mr. MONDELL. Wyoming wants more settlers. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will give the gentleman my 
minute of time if he will give me half of his time. 

Mr. MONDELL, I will do that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has the gentleman any time? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not any. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to 
yield. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, Wyoming “ has bit 
off more than she can chew.” The record shows. that. The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Reeper] has called at the De- 
partment for information on the point, What are these States 
doing with the land they have? and nobody has been able to 
get the information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. . 

Mr. REEDER. I yield half a minute more to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He has asked for an investiga- 
tion and here is this resolution in the Public Lands Committee, 
which I am ready to vote for, to investigate and find out the 
facts. Now, can not you do without another million acres 
until the next session of Congress? You say there is 
$500,000 

Mr. MONDELL rose. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No, no! 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman asked me a question. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You say there are $500,000 in 
one of the bills here to investigate this matter. That being 
true, if Secretary Garfield does his duty, and I presume he will, 
we will have the facts by next session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
tion. 7 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state to the gentleman 
before me that I think I acted properly in making an inquiry 
into the disposition of this land. Now, I have had a good 
deal to do in Western conventions recently, and there is a good 
deal of a disposition there to think that Eastern people have no 
rights in this land. There is a disposition to think that Eastern 
Members of Congress are not entitled to have anything to do 
with public-land matters. Now, I do not say that is true of all 
the people, but I noticed it at the Boise irrigation congress, and 
I noticed it in the last summer’s meeting at Denver. 

Mr. MANN. That is true in the House here. They think it 
is impertinent for anybody to even—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Kan- 
sas yielded to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. REEDER. I have not yielded to anybody. When I 
commenced to investigate the matter of 320-acre homesteads 
and the 4,000,000 acres desired under the Carey Act many 
publications and letters came to my desk urging the passage of 
these bills. I will only read one or two on account of the 
limited time at my disposal. This pamphlet or circular is 
called “ The West to the East: An Appeal,” and it says this: 

The East has had its cake and eaten it; in turn the West, too, 
desires to munch its cookie in its own way—in the way that will best 
attract settlers to regions now sparse of population. It is a reasonable 
and fair ambition; one that you of the older States long since achieved. 
Therefore we ask you not to permit the door of opportunity to be shut 
in our face; give us our chance, 

Now, I do not believe that there is a Member of Congress that 
has done more work in the interest of settling the West than I 
have, and I do not believe there is a Member more desirous of 
seeing the public domain irrigated and made into homes for 
those who need homes than I do. I intend to spend some time 
in talking about it on the floor of the House later. At the 
Boise convention there was an effort made to pass resolutions 
asking Congress to appropriate $100,000,000 out of the General 
Treasury to augment the national irrigation fund. I said at 
that time I was utterly opposed to such a resolution or to such 
an appropriation by Congress, for the reason that by reason of 
certain land laws we have lost to that fund $75,000,000 already 
from the irrigation fund, which has gone into the pockets of 


Where does the Government get the 


The gentleman’s time has ex- 


The gentleman’s time has ex- 


So I am opposed to the proposi- 


speculators. But I will not spend any more time on that subject 
now, because I am going to spend an hour soon talking on the 
land question, and time is now too short. I am sorry I did not 
do this before we passed the 320-acre homestead law. My in- 
quiry as to what was being done with this land was proper of 
the Secretary of the Interior—— 

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield? 
one instance 

Mr. REEDER. I inquired of the Secretary of the Interior 
in good faith, and I was met with the statement that they had 
no authority to know what became of these lands. I said then 
I would introduce a resolution to give them such authority, and 
that resolution was tabled very quickly by the Committee on the 
Public Lands. Well, I inquired at the Department, as I said, 
and they replied that they had no information and no power to 
get such information. Now, I believe this House ought to insist 
that these States continue to utilize the million acres each 
now has under the Carey Act until the next term of Congress 
and let us have the opportunity to get information as to what 
use is being made of the land they have. I wish to say further 
that I have learned there is a great deal of interest in the pas- 
sage of this bill. That arises from a large-association of 
moneyed men who are making money out of those lands. 

If it is the policy to sell the land to the settlers for a fair 
price after it is irrigated as it is stated, and I have no reason 
to doubt the statement, then I have no objection to the method 
of handling the land, and I do not object to a great association 
of Jews making a mint of money out of these lands provided 
they sell the land at a reasonable rate to the settlers. I have 
had handed me a statement about the projects in Idaho that 
are to be developed under the Carey Act. I took this to some 
person in the Department—now, I will not name persons for 
this reason, many people have been in the Department for years 
who are not at the head of the Department, but who know 
more of the facts than the real head of the Department in many 
cases, 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think these construction 
companies are out there for their health, or out there for the 
purpose of grabbing money? 

Mr. REEDER. I do not think they seek health solely. I 
am in favor of the Carey Act, and I am in favor of any propo- 
sition or any project which will irrigate these Western lands 
if it will add one more tillable acre to our national domain, 
providing it gets into the hands of home owners without paying 
too great a tribute to speculators. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? What 
will become of this $500,000 that has been going into these bills” 

Mr. REEDER. I do not think it is intended for this kind of 
an investigation at all, so far as that is concerned. 

‘ a ee That money is for the investigation of pub- 
ic lands. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three minutes. 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris]. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, this matter was before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, examined carefully, and we thought 
it was all right there. I thought it was right then and I think 
it is right now. It is a bill that lets the State handle the Jand 
and enables the homesteaders to get them irrigated. The legis 
lature, I am advised, has passed laws out there governing the 
distribution and the letting and subletting of these lands. 
Those States need some capital to come there and open w)) 
those lands. An individual homesteader could not do it, but 
when they can get a company out there to open a large tract or 
plat or grant of that land—I care not what you call it—and 
then let subowners or subhomesteaders under this land grau' 
take up that land and utilize it it brings good results. We 
had numerous proofs before the committee to that effect. The 
legislature has enacted, so my friend from Arizona [M’. 
SmitH] tells me, laws that make it safe and keep it from get- 
ting into the hands of speculators and large tracts of it frow 
getting into the hands of a few. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield one minute to the gentleman froui 
Oklahoma [Mr. McGuire]. 

Mr. McGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Public 
Lands Committee I voted against the resolution introduced be- 
fore that committee by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Reever]. I did it for the reason that I had satisfied my min‘! 
that the Secretary of the Interior under existing laws could 
make all the investigation necessary, 

Mr. MANN, He says he can not, 


Do you know of 


The time of the gentleman his 








1908. 


Mr. McGUIRE. 


Secretary can make investigation. 
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And no investigation has been made; the 


If there has been the suspi- 


cion. as suggested by the gentleman from Kansas, and upon 
which he has based his argument—if that suspicion has existed 
any considerable length of time—there is no reason why an 
investigation could not have been made before the committee 


considered this measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. 


The time of the gentleman has 


Mr. Speaker, just a word in conclusion. I 


want to say this, that when the resolution was pending I asked 
he gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Reeper], and other members 
* the committee did, as I remember it, whether or not he could 


th or violation of the good faith that should exist under this 


1 
‘ 
point to a single instance where there had been a breach of 
i 
] 


w. He did not point to one, the Department did not point to 
one, he did not mention a single name of an official of the De- 


parte ent 
point 


o a single violation of the law. 


though we were there as a committee—that could 


I want to say this: If 


«o to the Twin Falls tract, in Idaho, to which he refers, 


\ wi 


| find as confirmed—not only by the governor, but by 


other testimony that I have received—you will find that the 
average ownership of Jand there ts less than 100 acres of land 


for each individual. 


It was a sagebrush plain four or five 


rears ago, but now it is a veritable garden, with over 50 per 
cent of the land in actual cultivation, with homes, churches, 


and villages everywhere. 
or ¢ 


of the law has oceurred. 


And I defy anyone upon this floor 
sewhere to point to a single case where a single violation 
I want to say that any investigation 


that could be made, and which I would thoroughly approve of, 
would result in showing to the country the best and fairest 
law operating for the reclamation of the best lands that can be 


irrigated throughout the arid West. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


pired. All time has expired. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to 
consent. 


[Applause. ] 
The gentleman’s time has ex- 


submit'a request for unanimous 
It is evident that the House can not understand this 


resolution from the debate that has taken place, and I ask 
unanimous consetit that further time of twenty minutes on each 


side be granted. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
‘ . . . | 
sippi [Mr. Wiri1amMs] asks unanimous consent that further time 


The gentleman from Missis- 


on this joint resolution (S. 51) be extended, and that twenty 
minutes be allowed on each side. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER., 
Mr. MANN, 


Mr. Speaker 
Mr. Speaker, while I would like to see the time 





extended, owing to the filibustering tactics of the gentleman who 
makes the request, wasting the time of the House, I shall have 


to object to this extension. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, 


The Chair hears objection. 


Mr. Speaker, I submit that the remarks of 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], excepting in so far 
as they contain the phrase “I object,” be stricken from the 


lh CORD, 


Mr. PAYNE. 


phrase “I object.” 


Mr. Speaker, regular order! 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair only heard the 


The question is on the motion to suspend 


the rules and agree to the amendment and pass the joint reso- 


lution. 


The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the “ noes” seemed to have it. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
‘he question was taken, and there were—yeas 89, nays 98, 
answered “ present” 15, not voting 186, as follows: 


YEAS—89. 


Alexander, N. ¥ Darragh 
\ i Ellerbe 
Lie . Pa Ellis, Mo. 


Ellis, Oreg. 


Heflin Mouser 
Howell, Utah Needham 
Howland Norris 


Huff O'Connell 


Englebright 
~ Fassett 


; rey Ferris 

“. ley Finley 

: iow loss 
HUTrsess Foulkrod 
. . French 
Burnett 


Gardner, Mich, 


( head Gardner, N. J, 
‘ nm Gilhams 
( eld Godwia 
( man Goulden 
‘ Graff 
Cook, Pa. Greene 
; ooper, Pa, Hail 
rate Hamilton, Iowa 
ya IDs al es 
Suma F 
Dalzell ~~ 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 

Kinkaid 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Laning 

Lever 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, Ill. 
McLachian, Cal, 
MeMillan 
Macon 

Malby 

Mondell 

Moore, Pa, 


Parsons 
Pray 

Smith, Cal, 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Steenerson 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watson 
Woodyard 
The Speaker 





| 
| 
| 


Adair 
Adamson 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Beall, Tex, 
Bowers 
Boyd 
Burleson 
Campbell 
Candler 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cox, Ind. 
Currier 
Dawson 
De Armond 
Denver 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dw ight 
Favrot 
Fitzgerald 


Boutell 
Crawford 
Haggott 
Harrison 


Acheson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo, 
Ames 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Rartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bartlett, Nev. 


fates 


| Bell, Ga. 


Bennett, Ky. 
tsingham 
Birdsall 
Booher 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
jurton, Ohio 
Butler 
Byrd 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 
Chaney 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Wis, 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Craveus 
Davenport 
Davey, La, 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Denby 
Diekema 


NAYS—98. 


oy 
Foster, IIL. 
Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Garner 
Gill 
Gillesple 
Gillett 
Granger 
Hackney 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Houston 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 


Hill, Conn. 
Holliday 
Jenkins 
Lorimer 


NOT VOT 


Dixon 

Douglas 
Dunwell 

Durey 
Edwards, Ga, 
Edwards, Ky. 
Esch 

Fairchild 
Flood 

Focht 

Fordney 
Fornes 

loster, Ind, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 

Fulton 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Garrett 

Glass 

Gochel 

Go! dfogle 
Gordon 
Graham 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 

Hale 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Haugen 

Hayes 

Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Hlubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 


Kimball 
Kipp 


Kitchin, Claude 


Knopf 
Lamb 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Lowden 
McCall 
Madden 
Mann 
Miller 


Moon, Tenn, 


Moore, Tex. 
Murdock 
Nye 

Olcott 
Padgett 
Page 
Patterson 
Payne 
Pollard 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1 


McKinney 
McMorran 
Madison 
Rothermel 
ING—186., 


James, Addison D. 
Ollie M. 


James, 
Jones, Va. 
Kahn 


Kennedy, 


Knapp 
Knowland 


Lamar, Fla, 


Lamar, Mo, 
Landis 
Langley 
Law 

Leake 
Legare 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
McCreary 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McHenry 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich 


Marshail 
Maynard 
Moon, Pa. 
Morse 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 


Parker, N. J. 
Parker, S. Dak. 


Pearre 
Perkins 
Peters 
Porter 


y, Ohio 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
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Rauch 


Reeder 

Reid 
Richardson 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Sabath 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sims 
Sparkman 
Spicht 
Stephens, Tex, 
Sulloway 
Thomas, N. Cc. 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
W illace 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, I11, 


Seott 


she an 


Talbott 


Pou 

Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 
Pujo 

Ra ney 
Reynolds 
Rhi 1 K 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rode iberg 
Rucker 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Smith, Tex. 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Virrell 
Vreeland 
Webb 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 

Wood 
Young 


So, a majority not voting in favor thereof, the motion was lost. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. 


name be called again. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire that my 


My colleague [Mr. Fornes], with whom 


I am paired, I understand, if he were present, would vote “ aye.” 
Therefore, as I would vote “aye,” I ask that my name be 


called. 


The name of Mr. Bennet of New York was called, and he 


voted “ yea.” 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
















































Until further notice: 





Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky with Mr, Taytor 


Mr. TrIRRELL with Mr. Rucker. 
Mr. STERLING with Mr. Roprnson, 
Mr. REYNoLDs with Mr. RAINey. 


Mr. Parker of South Dakota with Mr. Pov, 


Mr. McGavin with Mr. MayNarp, 
Mr. GrRawamM with Mr. Grises. 
Mr. Gatnes of West Virginia with Mr. Gorpon, 
Mr. Escu with Mr. Grass, 
Mr. Dovueras with Mr. GaRrerr. 

Mr. Conner with Mr. Fornes 

Mr. Fow.er with Mr. Bett of Georgia. 


Mr. Cocks of New 


Mr. 


York with Mr. Boomer. 
3URTON Of Delaware with Mr. Bartrertr of Nevada, 


of Alabama, 
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Mr. Bates with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

Mr. BarTHOLDT with Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri. 

Mr. AMEs with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. StempP with Mr. Futon. 

Mr. Hoiiipay with Mr. Drxon. 

Mr. Howe tt of New Jersey with Mr. Smiru of Missouri. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. DavENPoRT. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Hate with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 20784. An act to authorize additional aids to navigstion 
in the Light-House Establishment, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 20471) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other 
purposes, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 


H. RB. 4063. An act for the widening of Benning road, and for 
other purposes, 


The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles: 


S. R. 37. Joint resolution disapproving certain laws enacted 
by the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico; and 

S.R. 79. Joint resolution authorizing the widening of the 
channel of Michigan City Harbor. 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 1589. An act granting pensions and increase of pension 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and to certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 


DRAINAGE OF CERTAIN LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the motion which I 
send to the desk may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I move to suspend the tules, take from the Speaker's table the bill 
(H. R. 19541) entitled “‘An act to authorize the drainage of certain 
lands in the State of Minnesota,” disagree to Senate amendments 
numbered 1, 2, and 3, agree to amendment numbered 5, and agree to 
amendment numbered 4 with an amendment striking out all of said 
amendment and inserting: *“* That unless the purchasers of unentered 
lands shall within ninety days after the sale provided for in section 
3, pay to the proper receiver the fees, commissions, and purchase 
price to which the United States may be entitled as provided in 
section 5, and unless the purchasers of entered lands shall within 
ninety days after the right of redemption has expired make like 
payments as provided for in this section, any person having the qualifi- 
cations of a homestead entryman may pay to the proper receiver for 
not more than 160 acres of land for which such payment has not 
been made: First, the unpaid fees, commissions, and purchase price 
to which the United States may then be entitled; and second, the sum 
at which the land was sold at the sale for the drainage charges, and 
in addition thereto, if bid in by the State, interest on the amount 
bid by the State at the rate of 7 per cent per annum from the date 
of such sale, and thereupon the person making such payment shall 
become subrogated to the rights of such purchaser to receive a patent 
for said land. When any payment is made to effect such subrogation 
the receiver shall transmit to the treasurer of the county where the 
land is situated the amount at which the land was sold at the sale for 
drainage charges together with interest paid thereon, if any, less any 
sum in excess of what may be due for such drainage charge: if the 
land when sold was unentered. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Senate amendments 
to the bill. He has just read the motion. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 


Section 5, page 2, after the word “time,” insert in line 25 “ within 
three months.” Page 3, line 7, after the words “ homestead laws,” in- 
sert the following: ; 

“If such payment is not made to the receiver within three months 
from the date of such sale all right to purchase or enter said land on 
the part of the person purchasing at the sale provided in section 3 of 
this act, shall cease and determine and said land shall, without further 
action or proceeding, be subject to entry under the homestead laws, 
subject, first, to the payment to the receiver of the minimum price of 
$1.25 per acre, or such price as may have been fixed by law for such 
land, together with the usual fees and commissions charged in entry; 
second, to the payment to the receiver by the purchaser at such sale of 
the amount appearing to have been paid therefor under the provisions 
*of section 4 of this act.” 


aon 9, page 4, after the word “time,” insert “within ninety 
ys. 
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In line 19, after the word “ entryman,” insert the following: 

“ Provided, That unless the payment of $1.25 per acre, or such other 
price as may have been fixed by law for such land, together with the 
usual fees and commissions charged in entries, be paid to the receive 
within said ninety days, all rights of the entryman and all rights «r 
the purchaser at the sale provided for in section 3 of this act sha 
cease and determine, and said lands shall, without further action or 
aaa be subject to homestead entry under the provisions of the 
1omestead laws, subject to paying to the receiver, first, the minimum 

rice of $1.25 per acre, or such other price as may have been fixed | 
aw for such lands, together with the usual fees and commissions 
charged in entry of like lands under the homestead laws; and, svcond, 
upon oy to the reeeiver for the benefit of the purchaser at tlie sa): 
provided for in section 3 of this act, the amount which may appear due 
from the statement of such sale provided for in section 4 of this act.” 

Page 5, line 23, after the word “ ownership,” insert: 

“Sec. 8. That hereafter homestead entries and final proofs may be 
made upon all ceded Chippewa Indian lands in Minnesota embraced in 
the withdrawal under the act of June 21, 1906, entitled ‘An act ma} 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department’ (34 Stat. L., p. 325), and patents may issue thereon 
as in other homestead cases, upon the payment by the entryman of the 
price prescribed by law for such land and on entries on the ceded Red 
Lake Reservation in addition thereto the sum of 8 cents per acre t 
repay the cost of the drainage survey thereof, which addition shall be 
disposed of the same as the other proceeds of said land.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands a second. Under 
the rule a second is ordered. The gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MonbDELL] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a House bill with certain 
Senate amendments. The motion is to disagree to Senate amend- 
ments Nos. 1, 2, and 3, to agree to amendment No. 5, and to agree 
with an amendment to amendment No. 4. As we have disagree: 
to three Senate amendments, it is not necessary to discuss those 
three amendments. Now, as to the amendment to which we 
agree, that amendment is a provision contained in a bill which 
has been favorably reported by the House Committee on the 
Public Lands. It has this effect: Several years ago there was 
some hope in Minnesota that the Government might enter upon 
swamp-land reclamation up there, and with that idea in 
view certain lands and homestead entries were temporarily sus- 
pended in the hope that the Government would go on with the 
reclamation. This is a law under which the State is to reclaim 
those lands, and the last amendment which we adopt is simply 
a provision restoring those lands to entry and to final proof 
that were withdrawn some time ago, and to charge them with 
8 cents an acre in order that they may reimburse the Treas- 
ury in the sum of $25,000, an appropriation made for their 
drainage survey a year or two ago. 

Now, as to amendment No. 4, which we amend—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Did the bill as it passed the House con- 
tain a charge of 3 cents an acre? 

Mr. MONDELL. No; the bill as it passed the House—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, It charged whatever the expense miglit 
be, did it not? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; but that charge against these lands 
that have been withdrawn and are now restored to entry is 1 
special charge of 3 cents an acre to reimburse the Treasury for 
a small appropriation made for their survey. Now, the Sennte 
amendments that we disagreed to were.all intended by thie 
Senate to safeguard the final entry of the lands after they were 
reclaimed. I am inclined to think that the bill was properly 
safeguarded as it passed the House, but these Senate amen! 
ments do place additional safeguards around it. So we felt 
that instead of accepting them in three amendments we wou! 
condense them in one. So this motion is practically to agree 
to the Senate amendments to the bill, putting those amendmen 's 
in a somewhat different form, and the amendment relates e 
tirely to the manner in which the homestead entrymen sh:! 
enter the land. The House has carefully considered the 
bill. These amendments perfect it, or were so intended, ani 
I believe they do. We adopt them, but we put them together 
in what we believe to be better form than the Senate ameud- 
ments. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this is the most absolutely 
satisfactory illustration of the thoroughly unsatisfactory ni: 
ner of doing business that has been adopted by an otherwi 
helpless majority. Here is a motion to suspend the rvles, t: 
from the Speaker’s table a bill which I have barely managed 
procure from the document room, a bill containing about five 
and a half pages, and to “ disagree to Senate amendments nu! 
bered 1, 2, and 3,” to “agree to another amendment number! 
5,” and “to agree to an amendment numbered 4,” with an ame! 
ment striking out all of said amendment and inserting son 
thing. There is nothing in the motion to tell anybedy what tlic 
amendments are. There is nothing before the House to do th:t 
except what the Clerk has read from the desk, There is 1 
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opportunity for anybody to have it before him on his desk and 
examine it and understand precisely what it means. The gen- 
tleman from Wyoming has undertaken to explain it, and I will 
undertake to say now that there is not a man within the sound 
of my voice who, if he votes ‘“‘no” upon this motion, will know 
what he is voting against, or, if he votes “‘ aye,” will know what 
he is voting for. There is not a man within or without the 
sound of my voice, except the conferees, who knows anything 
under the sun about it. The only thing that is set out is the 
House substitute for one Senate amendment which is set out in 
the motion. It would of course be possible to take this bill, 
read it before the House, give some idea to the House what 
was contained in it, to send to the Speaker’s desk and read 
again in extenso as read by the Clerk in the usual way, amid the 
usual disorder, without any attention being paid to the Senate 
amendments .by anybody. If that were attempted, the bill 
and amendments could not be read within the twenty minutes 
of time at my disposal. It is absolutely impossible for me to 
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| Wyoming” or that they were voting “against a motion made 


| 





by the gentleman from Wyoming.” 

And this is what you call a deliberative assembly; this is 
the American House of Commons. You have such a stringent 
set of fixed rules and such drastic special rules as the world 
has never seen, and yet you can not do business with intelli- 
gent understanding on the part of the House. In the Senate 
and in the British House of Commons, where they have no such 
rules, people can understand what they are doing when they 
legislate. 

You have made it preeminently true that the safest vote for 
a Representative who does not want to do wrong is to vote “ no.” 
The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNnpbett] and the con 
ferees perhaps understand this proposition. For all I know the 
proposals may be perfectly right; for all I know, if I could 
understand it, I would vote with them, and for all I know, if 
I understood it, I would be horribly opposed to the result 
of the motion made by the gentleman from Wyoming. Mr. 


know, it is absolutely impossible for any of you to know, what | Speaker, is it possible that the Committee on Rules and the 


this motion will consummate if it passes, or what would be 
defeated by voting against the motion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a very good rule of legislation that 
the proponent of a proposition be charged with the burden of 
proof himself to make the merits of the proposition clear to the 
legislators. They must understand that they are being asked to 
do something which they ought to do, and if that understanding 
is not effected it is a very safe rule to vote “no.” Whenever you 
are in doubt, vote “no; ” 


come by some exertion of your own industry, your own intelli- 


} 
| 


whenever you are in ignorance, vote | 
“no,” unless that ignorance be an ignorance that could be over- | 


| one-tenth of the membership of the House can do it. 


gence, or your own ingenuity before the time to vote comes. It | 


would be absolutely impossible within the time before the House 
to make even a studied and careful examination of the matter 
set up in this motion contained in the amendment and contained 
in the bill. So that there is not only ignorance in the minds of 
the House, but there is absolute inability to dispel that igno- 
rance, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there ought to be a little reason in all 
things. -A matter as complicated as this, at any rate, ought not 
to come up in this manner. There is no opportunity to take a 


amendment, to disagree to certain others,and to agree to yet 
another with an amendment. Weare justin this attitude and no 
other—that the conferees upon every bill before this House can, 
under the precedent set by this motion and under your special 
rules, do anything. In some of these long appropriation bills 
there will be amendments amounting to thirty or forty or fifty, 
and they will be able to bring in here a motion to suspend the 
rules with some twenty minutes’ debate on each side for exam- 
ination and discussion, and agree, say, to Senate amendments 
numbered 1, 5, 6, 10, 12, 15, 21, 22, 29, 31, 46, 79, 81, 82, 83, and 
97, and disagree to the balance of 100 amendments without 


anybody’s knowing what any of them contain; and the excuse | for the very kindly compliment he pays me, to the fact that 


for this sort of a thing is that the constitutional right to call 
for the yeas and nays might possibly be put in operation by the 
minority. The excuse is that the majority is so absolutely help- 


less that it can not devise any manner of exercising its legisla- | 


tive power in connection with which the House itself can under- 
stand what the House is doing or is asked to do. 


majority can not devise, with the patience and wisdom of the 
Speaker, the industry of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN], the lawyerly ingenuity of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DatzeEtL], some method whereby a large ma- 
jority in the American House of Commons can make attempted 
and proposed legislation intelligible to the Members of the 
House and to the country? There is not a man in the press 
gallery who could render an intelligent report to his newspaper 
after this motion passes or after it is defeated, whichever 
may be the case, of what the effect of the vote had been. Not 
The gen- 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpe tt] has reserved a part of 


| his time, and I hope that within the time reserved by him the 
| House may be made to understand just precisely what Senate 


|} amendments are disagreed to—not by number, 


but by context 
and content—just exactly what are agreed to, just exactly what 
amendment is stricken out, and what new amendment substi- 
tuted for it by content and not merely numerically. Why, there 
never was an object lesson equal to this of pitiable impotency 
upon the part of a majority! How powerful the minority must 


| be, how helpless the majority must be, when they can not, with 
separate vote upon the proposition to agree to a certain Senate | 


plenary power, concoct even special rules under which the House 
of Representatives can understand what it is doing within the 
time that is put at its disposal! I am not blaming the gentle- 
man from Wyoming much, because he could not within the 
twenty minutes’ time at his disposal make things plain, because 
he could not read to the House the original House bill, read to 
the House the Senate amendments, read to the House the 
House amendments to the Senate amendments, and give the 
reasons for disagreement, agreement, or amendment. 

I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I call the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs], 


of the 
thank 


attention 
whom I 


we on this side of the Chamber are not responsible for the pres- 


| ent parliamentary situation. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman think that the Com- 
mittee on Rules can not bring in any rule that it chooses; that 


| it could not give four hours instead of twenty minutes in ex- 


Now, I am not talking aimlessly; I am looking several of | 


you in the face. 


It would be interesting to know how many | 


of you would be willing to stand up on the floor now and say | 
that you understand what you are voting for and what you | 
are voting against if you vote either “aye” or “no” on the | 


pending proposition. You do not even know whether the con- 
ferees have legislated or not. You do not even know whether 
the conference report contains anything not contained in the 
subject-matter of the bills which passed the House or the Sen- 
ate. You do not know whether there is any new matter in- 
serted in the conference report. What have you left to intelli- 
gent men to do except simply to vote “no?’ There is no clearer- 
headed man in the House than the gentleman from Wyoming. 
Chere is no Member on the floor that does not recognize that 
fact. He might be subject to criticism of other description, 
but his worst enemy could never accuse him of not being able 
to make as clear a statement as any man on the floor, and yet 
he has made what he regards as a sufficient statement on the 
pending subject-matter to this House, and not one of you is 
wise to what he wants. I would be willing to give bond that 
Seven-eighths of the House right now could not go out in the 
lobby with me—and I will give a bond for $1,000 that fully 
seven-eighths can not go out now—and tell me what they would 
be voting for if they voted “aye” or what they were voting 
‘igainst if they voted “nay,” except that they might say that 





planation of this matter, or one hour or thirty minutes? 

Mr. MONDELL. If the matter were important enough, I 
have no doubt that the Committee on Rules would bring in 
such a rule, but I think if the gentieman will give me his 
attention 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Mississippi a question right there, if the gentleman from 
Wyoming will pardon the interruption—that is, if the difficulty 
is not that the framers of the Constitution in making a require- 
ment for the yeas and nays and recording it did not-contemplate 
that in the year 1908 a gentleman like the gentleman from 
Mississippi would be elected to the House of Representatives, 
insisting on a roll call upon the question of adjournment or 
taking a recess after 5 o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I do not think the fore- 





| fathers foresaw either the “ gentleman from Mississippi” or the 


gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. [Laughter.] I am 
certain if they had foreseen the gentleman from New York they 
would have made a different Constitution. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, both the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wu- 
LIAMS] are kindly, considerate gentlemen, and if they will give 
me their undivided attention for two or three minutes I think 
I can explain this motion. In the first place, the House knows 
all about, or ought to know all about, the provisions of the bill, 
as we passed the bill some time ago after considerable discus- 


it was “in favor of a motion offered by the gentleman from | sion, and almost unanimously, as I recall. It is a bill author- 
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izing the State of Minnesota to reclaim some swamp lands. It 
was a good bill as it passed the House. When it reached the 
Senate, the gentlemen in the Senate thought that our provisions 
as to the procedure of the settler when he should go upon the 
lands after they had been reclaimed were not clear enough, 
were not explicit enough, and so they offered several amend- 
ments, and I will be glad to call the attention of the House to 
the amendments. The first amendment is the words “ within 
three months;” the third amendment consists of the words 
“within ninety days.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Where are those in the original bill? 

Mr. MONDELL. They are on pages 2 and 4 of the bill. The 
second amendment and the fourth amendment are amendments 
intended by the Senate to more clearly define the method, sim- 
ply the method, the procedure, for entry of these lands after 
reclamation. The House accepts those amendments, but in- 
stead of accepting them in two separate amendments we put 
them together in one amendment, slightly modified, in order to 
make the purpose and intent clearer, and we think that we still 
further clarify the process of clarification inaugurated by the 
Senate. So much for those provisions. The last amendment is 
an amendment that simply restores to entry some lands that the 


people from Minnesota had withdrawn temporarily from entry | 


some time ago, I think, because at that time they hoped the 
Government would expend Federal funds for the reclamation 
of these lands. Now, that they are to be reclaimed by the 
State, those lands must be restored, and we laid upon them a 
3-cent-an-acre charge to pay for the small appropriation that 
was made for the reclamation survey at the time they were 
withdrawn. Mr. Speaker, I am sure the House understands 
this much more clearly than it understands a great deal of 
legislation that comes in here on conference reports. 


The provisions relate only to the manner in which the settler | 


shall avail himself of the opportunity under the homestead law 
to settle upon and acquire the land. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes, or more if 
he desires, to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. VoLsTeap]. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I ought 
to take up the time of the House in further explanation. as it 
was quite fully explained at the time the original bill was 
passed in the House. I want to call attention to this: That the 
Senate amendments are not in such form that we can accept 
them. The first amendment, for instance, on page 2, says that 
patent must issue inside of three months. The idea is not to 
compel a patent to issue inside of that time, but to compel 
payment of the money due to the United States. The same is 
true as to the amendment on page 4, numbered 3. It was 
inadvertently inserted with the idea that it would compel pay- 
ment within ninety days, while, as a matter of fact, it says 
patent shall issue within that time. Amendments 2 and 4 refer 
to the same thing. The object of the first four amendments, I 
think, are far more clearly set forth in the amendment which 
we offer at this time. The amendment which is offered now 
is intended to take the place of the four first amendments, 

The trouble with the bill, as the Senators saw it, was this: 
They thought a man might perfect his claim under the drainage 
proceedings and assert a right to the land without making pay- 
ment to the United States. It is perfectly evident to me that 
he could not refuse to make such payment and still claim posses- 
sion of the land. We are glad to accept the suggestion of the 
Senate to compel payment inside of a certain time, and to. pro- 
vide that if such payment is not made, then the land may be 
paid for and taken by some one else. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. How much land is it possible for one person to 
obtain under this bill with the gentleman’s preposition? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. A hundred and sixty acres if it is un- 
entered; if it is entered, the entryman can only hold 160 acres. 
It is intended to guard it carefully, so that no one can get more 
than 160 acres. 

Mr. MANN. It will not be possible, under the bill, where 
the land is sold for nonpayment of assessment or in any other 
way for one person to acquire a large tract of land? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Not except that if it has been entered the 
policy is to treat it as though it were privately owned land. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose it has not been entered, can any person 
acquire a large tract of land? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No; if it has not been entered he can only 
get 160 acres—a quarter section—and at this time let me call 
attention of the House once more to this feature. We do not 
ask from the National Government anything. We provide that 
every dollar that the United States Government can get out of 
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this land, if it passes to patent in the ordinary way, must be 
paid before patent can issue to anyone under the provisions of 
| this drainage bill. 

We have taken extra precautions to see that the Indians who 
| are interested in this money will not lose anything. There are, 
| as I called attention to, twenty townships which are practically 
| all one swamp. Why should we not have the opportunity of 
| reclaiming that? We do not ask the National Government to 
| pay anything for this reclamation, we only ask an opportunity 
| to do it ourselves, charge the expense of the improvement to 

the land, to hold the land for it the same as we do with pri- 

vately owned land. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why does the gentleman object to Senate 
| amendment No. 2? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. We do not in fact object to the object 
sought by amendments 2 and 3. The provision in No. 2 is 
open to this objection. 

It provides that the money shall be paid to the receiver, and 
there is no provision under which that money can be paid back 
to the county. We would, under that amendment if it became 
a part of the law, have to have an act of Congress to transfer 
this payment from the receiver back to the county. We agree 
to what is sought by that amendment and substantially accept 
it. Amendment No. 4 is subject to the same objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. How do you accept it, when you say in the 
motion here to disagree? 

The SPEAKER, The gentileman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman 
| from Minnesota [Mr. Voisteap]. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. We accept it because we expressly provide 
that payment of this money shall be made to the receiver prac- 
tically as is provided in amendments 2 and 3, but we direct the 
receiver to pay the drainage money to the county. 

Mr. MANN. Is this part of amendment No. 2 in your sub- 
stitute subject first to the payment to the receiver or anybody 
else at the minimum price of $1.25 per acre? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Both of the provisions, in No. 2 and No. 
4, are embodied in the amendment which I offer, and they are 
substantially the same, except that the provisions contained in 
the Senate amendments would work a forfeiture of the pur- 
chaser’s right to the land unless he paid the United States 
inside of three months. On the other hand, this amendment 
provides that any one qualified as a homesteader may go to the 
receiver and pay the amount due the United States Government 
and for drainage charges, and then be subrogated to the right of 
the purchaser at the sale for drainage. 

Mr. MANN. How do you provide in your substitute for the 
payment of this minimum price of $1.25 per acre? What part 
of your substitute covers that? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It says that if they fail to pay within 
ninety days, then any person who is qualified to enter dasa 
homesteader may pay to the receiver for 160 acres, first, the 
fees, commissions, and purchase price to which the United 
States will then be entitled, and then, second, the sum for which 
the land was sold at the sale. It expressly provides that the 
purchase price specified in section 4 and section 5 must be paid. 
There can not be any question about it. The Government can 
not possibly be defrauded, and it seems to me we ought to have 
this opportunity to make use of these lands. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] desire to use the balance of his time? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, Senate amendment No, 2 
says: 

If such payment is not made to the receiver within three months 
from the date of such sale, all right to purchase or enter said land on 
the part of the person Paseats at the sale provided in section 3 of 
this act, shall cease and determine and said land shall, without further 
action or proceeding, be subject to entry under the homstead laws, su! 
ject, first, to the payment to the receiver of the near pee pees of $1.25 
per acre, or such price as may have been fixed by law for such land, 
together with the usual fees and commissions charged in entry; second, 
to the payment to the receiver by the purchaser at such sale of th: 
amount appearing to have been paid therefor under the provisions o! 
section 4 of this act. 

Now, then, this motion says that we are to disagree to Sen- 
ate amendments Nos, 1, 2, and 3; that we are to agree to Senatc 
amendment No. 5; we are to agree to amendment No, 4, with 
an amendment striking out all of said amendment—that ir, 
amendment No. 4—and inserting what follows below. Now. 
nowhere in there do I find where this minimum of $1.25 per 
acre is expressly protected as a first charge upon the land. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. If the gentleman will excuse me, it pre- 
vides that he must pay the amount specified in sections 4 and 5. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, The question is, whether he is entitled to 
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it after the Government has donated the land. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me the conferees are right about agreeing 
to Senate amendment No. 1. 

Mr. MANN. May I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Mississippi to page 3, where it refers to the minimum price of 
$1.25 per acre? Now, does not the substitute cover by refer- 
ence 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 


First, the unpaid fees, commissions, and purchase price to which the 
United States may then be entitled. 


Mr. MANN. ‘That is the purchase price. 
than $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Unless that language covers the point, 
nothing else in the bill does. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. If the gentleman will excuse me, it 
does- 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Wait a minute. The gentleman is to re- 
member that this is an act of donation. 

Now, then, in view of that fact, how would the court hold as 
to what the United States was “ entitled to?’ 

Mr. MONDELL. This is scarcely an act of donation. It is 
simply a provision that Government lands shall be subject to 
the State reclamation law of Minnesota. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It makes them subject to the reclamation 





It does if this language does: 


It can not be less 





of the act. 

Mr. MONDELL. And our amendment compels the entryman 
to pay those charges. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi 
allow me to make this explanation; that is, that the amount 
due to the Indians, whether it be $4 an acre or $1.25 an acre, is 
first to be paid. That is the first lien on the land. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That comes in under section 5. 

Mr. MANN. That is already in section 5 of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
part of Senate amendment 5 to section 8. 

Mr. MANN. 
acre, the minimum price, must be paid before any patent can 
be issued. 

That at any time after any sale of unentered land has been made 
in the manner and for the purposes mentioned in this act patents shall 
issue to the purchaser thereof upon payment to the receiver of the 
minimum price of $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is as to the unentered land. 

Mr. STEENERSON. That applies to everything not now en- 
tered, and that is practically the most of the land. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
amendment No. 5 fully protects the Indians? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It was drawn at the Land Office. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. For that purpose? Well, it seems to 
me, frankly, to do so. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It is not intended to cheat the Indians. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, I do not know. We white people 
have not been doing anything else for a century and a half 
where we got a chance. I am not charging that against the 
gentlemen in the new States. The people of Georgia and Miss- 
issippi and Arkansas in their time did the same thing, but 
I am calling attention to the fact, and it is well always to watch 
out for the repetition. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I would like to call the attention of 
the gentleman to the fact that unless this law is passed the 
Indians will never get anything out of the million and a half 
acres of land they have there, because nobody will buy it; and 
that which is subject to the payment of $1.25 an acre or $4 an 
— will forever remain unpaid because the land will not be 
Sold, 

Mr. MANN, If this law is not passed, some other one will be. 

_Mr. WILLIAMS. I am convinced about Senate amendment 

No. 5. I think I shall agree to amending Senate amendment 
No. 4, but I do not see why we should disagree to Senate amend- 
ment No. 2, 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. That is a double safeguard. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the trouble about having a double 
safeguard? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, I was on the subcommittee that exam- 
ined a bill looking to the drainage of the Indian lands in Min- 
nesota. It became apparent to the members of that commit- 
tee that the Government could not take up the project, and we 
were of the opinion that the State should take up the project on 
the lines of this bill. I believe there is merit in the bill. I have 
taken pains to examine the amendments, and it does seem to 





The original section 5 provides that $1.25 an | 


Well, the gentleman considers that Senate | 


| 








me every right is conserved. The Indian rights are protected 
and the Government rights are protected. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do you not think that we could agree to 
the Senate amendments and pass the bill? 

Mr. HACKNEY. I do not think the Senate amendments are 
in as good shape as they will be if the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Wyoming embodied in the pending motion is carried 
out. I concede that we are somewhat hampered in dealing with 
this matter by not having the proposed amendment printed; 
but I have taken pains to examine a typewritten copy of the 
amendment as suggested, and, in my judgment, every right is 
protected. I believe the Senate amendments ought to be con- 
curred in so far as it is recommended, and that we should dis- 
agree to the amendments asked to be disagreed to. In that way, 
in my judgment, every right is properly protected. The great 
body of land up there will remain unreclaimed unless this im- 
provement is made. This is the very best disposition that can 
be made of these Indian lands. We ought to pass this bill now 
and let the State of Minnesota do this work, which in this bill 
we are giving it the right to do. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is clearly good legisla- 
tion. It will lead to the reclamation of large areas of swamp 
land in Minnesota. As the gentleman from Missouri has very 


| clearly pointed out, it protects the interests of the Govern- 
charges by the State if the State complies with the provisions | 


ment, the Indians, and the settlers, and as the bill is perfected 
by the proposed amendments, it will be complete in all its de- 
tails, and I believe will accomplish much good in the reclama- 
tion of these lands. 

The SPEAKER. 
will say “aye ”"—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, to save the time of the 
House, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the demand for the yeas and nays, 


As many as favor agreeing to the motion 


| if there be no objection, the Chair will lay before the House 
I say that the part due to the Indians is | 


certain personal requests. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS—OAKLEY RANDALL. 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Husprarp of 
West Virginia, leave was granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
Oakley Randall (H. R. 5391, Fifty-ninth Congress) no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 

LOWDEN, cn account of the illness of his mother. 
DRAINAGE OF CERTAIN LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands 

the yeas and nays on motion of the gentleman from Wyoming 


| [Mr. MonpDELt]. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
rum is present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [Having counted 
the House.}] One hundred and forty-six Members are present; 
not a quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, and the 
Sergeant-at-Arms will notify absent Members. 

As many as favor the motion of the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming will, when their names are called, answer “aye;” as many 
as are opposed will answer “no;” those present and not voting 
will answer “ present;” and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 141, nays 39, 
answered “ present” 17, not voting 190, as follows: 


To save time, I make the point that no quo- 


. YEAS—141. 
Adair Cushman Hall Loudenslager 
Alexander, N. Y. Dalzell Hamilton, lowa Lowden 
Allen Dawson Hamlin McGavin 
Andrus Draper Harding McGuire 
Bartlett, Nev. Dwight Haskins McKinlay, Cal. 
Bates Ellis, Oreg. Hawley McKinley, I}. 
Beale, Pa, Englebright Hay McKinney 
Bede Esch Heflin McLachlan, Cal, 
Bonynge Ferris Henry, Conn. Macon 
Bowers Finley Hinshaw Madden 
Boyd Foss Howell, Utah Madison 
Burke Foster, Ind. Howland Malby 
Burnett Foster, Vt. Hubbard, W. Va. Mann 
Burton, Ohio Fowler Huff Mondell 
Calderhead French Hull, Iowa Moore, Pa. 
Campbell Fuller Hull, Tenn. Mouser 
Candler Gaines, Tenn. Humphrey, Wash. Murdock 
Capron Gardner, Mich. Jenkins Norris 
Caulfield Gardner, N. J. Jones, Wash. Nye 
Chapman Garner Keifer Olcott 
Cocks, N. Y. Gilhams Keliher Overstreet 
Cole Gillespie Kennedy, Iowa Padgett 
Cook, Colo. Godwin Kennedy, Ohio Parsons 
Cook, Pa. Goebel Kinkaid Payne 
Cooper, Pa. Goulden Knopf Perkins 
Craig Graff Knowland Pollard 
Crumpacker Greene Kiistermann Pray 
Currier Hackney Lafean Rauch 
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Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Russell, Mo. 
Scott 
Sheriey 
Smith, Cal. 
Snapp 


Adamson 
Ansberry 
Beall, Tex. 
Brantley 
Surleson 
Carlin 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cox, Ind. 
Denver 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Brundidge 


Acheson 
Aiken 


Alexander, Mo, 


Ames 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
sartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bell, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Booher 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burgess 
surleigh 
Burton, Del. 
sutler 
Byrd 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Carter 
Chaney 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Conner 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
De Armond 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Driscoll 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Sperry 

Spight 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex, 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
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Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C, 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wanger 
Washburn 


NAYS—39. 


Ellerbe 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
loster, Ill, 
Gill 
Griggs 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
ANSWERED 
Cary 
Dixon 
Hill, Conn, 


Hill, Miss. 
Lorimer 


Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, N. J. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Claude 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
O'Connell 

Page 


“ PRESENT ”—17. 


Lovering 
McMorran 
Shackleford 
Sherman 
Small 


NOT VOTING—190. 


Dunwell 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga, 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 

Flood 

Focht 
Fordney 
Yornes 
Foulkrod 
Fulton 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Garrett 
Gillett 

Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Graham 
Granger 
Gregg 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 

Hale 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Haugen 
Hayes 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Kahn 


Kimball 
Kipp 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 
Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Law 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lee 

Legare 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley’ 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lioyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


McMillan 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Pa, 
Morse 

Mudd 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Olmsted 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Pearre 


Weeks 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Patterson 
Randell, Tex. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Sheppard 
Sims 

Tou Velle 
Watkins 
Willett 


Smith, lowa 
Tawney 


Peters 
Porter 

Pou 

Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 

Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Mo. 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Sturgiss 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
ane. Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watson 
Webb 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wilson, Pa, 
Wolf 

Young 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. AcHESON with Mr. Burcgss. 

Mr. BrowniLow with Mr. CrarK of Florida, 


Mr. Darracu with Mr. 


CocKRAN, 


Mr. Fovutkrop with Mr. CRAWFoRD. 
Mr. GILteTr with Mr. De ARMOND. 


Mr. Havcen with Mr. 


Favrot. 


Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. HitcHcockK. 


Mr. Hayes with Mr. 
Mr. Heprvurn with Mr. 


JOHNSON of Kentucky, 
KIMBALL. 


Mr. Hupsarp of Iowa with Mr. Kipp, 
Mr. OLLIE M. JAMes with Mr. LAMB, 


Mr. 


Loup with Mr. 
Mr Mitrrer with Mr. 
Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. 


LEE, 


LASSITER. 


LEGARE. 


Mr, SouTHwick with Mr. Ranspettz of Louisiana. 
Mr. Stureiss with Mr. SAUNDERS. 


Mr. WALbDo with Mr. 


For balance of the day: 
Mr. Driscott with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 


Mr. REEperR with Mr. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 


and the doorS were opened. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | Ye Armond 


LEVER. 


WALLACE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 117, nays 70, 
answered “ present” 12, not voting 188, as follows: 


YEAS—117. 


Adair 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
Andrus 
Beale, Pa. 
Bede 
Bonynge 
soyd 
Bradley 
Brownlow 
Burke 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Caulfield 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Cole 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Dawson 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dwight 


Adamson 
Ansberry 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Beall, Tex, 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Burleson 
Candler 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cox, Ind, 
Craig 
Denver 
Ellerbe 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 


Ashbrook 
sennet, N. Y. 
Boutell 


Acheson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ames 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bates 

Bell, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Booher 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burleigh 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler 

Byrd 

Calder 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Carter 
Chaney 
Clark, ia. 
Cockran 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 


Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 

Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
French 

Fuller 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 

Goebel 

Graft 

Greene 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Harding 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 


Jenkins 

Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Knopf 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McGavin 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Il. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
Madison 
Malby 

Mann 

Mouser 
Murdock 
— 


Dicott 
Overstreet 
Parsons 
Payne 


Humphrey, Wash. Perkins 
NAYS—70. 


Foster, Ill. 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Goulden 
Granger 
Gregg 
Hackney 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Harrison 
ay 
Heflin 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 


ANSWERED “ PRESEN 


Cary 
Dixon 
Haggott 


Hill, Miss, 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn, 
Johnson, 8. C, 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kitchen, Claude 
Macon 

Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
O'Connell 
Padgett 

Page 
Patterson 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 


NT "—12, 


Hill, Conn, 
Lorimer 
MeMorran 


NOT VOTING—188. 


Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga, 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 

Flood 

Focht 

Fordney 
Fornes 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 

Fulton 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Graham 
Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 

Hale 

Hamill 
Hamiiton, Mich, 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hayes 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, Iowa 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 


Kipp 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla, 


Lawrence 
Leake 
Lee 
Legare 
Lenahan 


saltey 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 


Lou 

McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 


MeLaughlin, Mich, 


McMillan 
Madden 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 


James, Addison D. Mudd 


somes, — 
ohnson, Ky. 
Kahn 

Kimball 


Murph 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 


May 11, 


Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays, 


Pollard 
Pray 
Reeder 
Rodenberg 
Scott 
Smith, Cal. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sulloway 
ae! ney 
parlor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Richardson 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Sabath 

Shep - 
Sherle 

Sims 

Small 
Sparkman 
eens Tex. 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tou Velle * 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Willett 
Williams 


Shackleford 
Sherman 
Smith, Iowa 


Olmsted 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak, 
Pearre 
Peters 
Porter 
Pou 
Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 
oe 
Raine 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Slem 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Mo. 
anit. Tex. 
napp 
Spight 
Stanley 
Sturgiss 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Tirrell 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Webb 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 


Young 


adjourn, So the motion was agreed to, 


— 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. BurNert. 

Mr. Mappen with Mr. Gericas. 

Mr. Monvett with Mr. Rem, 

Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rogrnson, 

Mr. VreeLAND with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

Mr. WHee.er with Mr. Sprent. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above re- 
~orded. 
; Accordingly, the House (at 5 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) 
adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of State submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for expenses of international conference 
for framing rules for a prize court (H. R. Doc. 928)—to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for printing and bind- 
ing for the Court of Claims (H. R. Doc. 927)—to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of the Rey- 
enue-Cutter Service for the remainder of the current fiscal 
year (H, R. Doc. 929)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS a> 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- | 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine | 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate | 
(S. 6417) to amend sections 4467 and 4468 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to lists of passengers on steam vessels, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1635), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. McMORRAN, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- | 
rency, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 48) to | 
reimburse depositors of the late Freedman’s Savings and Trust | 
Company, reported the same without amendment, accompanied | 
by a report (No. 1637), which said bill and report were referred | 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17996) providing for | 
the construction of dry docks, reported the same with amend- | 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1638), which said bill and | 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on | 
the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalig@ Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6987) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors of the civil war and certain dependent relatives of such 
soldiers and sailors, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1634), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2712) to authorize | 
the Secretary of the Interior to investigate and cancel the allot- 
iment of William Jordron, Yankton Sioux allottee, should it | 
prove to be fictitious, reported the same without amendment, 
Accompanied by a report (No. 1636), which said bill.and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


_ Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

_ By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21807) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to certify certain lands to the State of 
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Kansas, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21808) to renew and 
extend certain letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 21809) making an ap- 
propriation to reimburse the Eastern and Emigrant Cherokees 
for attorneys’ fees paid out of the fund recovered against the 
United States and expenses in making the roll of Eastern 
and Emigrant Cherokees, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 21810) to amend the na- 
tional banking laws—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. FULTON: A bill (H. R. 21811) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to sell certain lands belonging to the 
Cheyenne School Reserve and the Cheyenne and Arapahoe 
Agency Reserve in Oklahoma and to give settlers on adjacent 
lands preference rights to purchase said lands, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 21812) for the erection of 
a monument to Admiral Esek Hopkins—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 21813) to amend an act ap- 
proved June 30, 1906, entitled “An act creating a United States 
court for China, and prescribing the jurisdiction thereof—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CAULFIELD: A bill (H. R. 21814) providing for the 
resignation of judges of courts of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 21815) to amend the laws re- 
lating to navigation, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

sy Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
181) for the relief of the firm of Fearon Daniel & Co., of New 
York and Shanghai—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 41) 
providing for the printing of the proceedings of the conference 
of governors of the States and Territories called to consider 
conservation of the country’s natural resources—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Memorial of the legislature of Oklahoma in 


| support of the establishment of a bureau of mines and mining— 


to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Oklahoma relative to the 
irrigation of the arid lands of the West—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Oklahoma with reference 
to the segregated coal and asphalt lands of that State—io the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Oklahoma relative to the 


| improvement of inland waterways—to the Committee on In- 


terstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, 
as follows: 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 21816) for the relief of the 
estate of Matilda W. Fitzhugh, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 21817) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 21818) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Carey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 21819) granting 
a pension to Bridget Dardis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 21820) authorizing the city 
of Marlow, Okla., to purchase an isolated tract of land for 
Public 


school and park purposes—to the Committee on the 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21821) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie L. 
Minter, formerly widow of C. L. Campbell, deceased—to the 


Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21822) for the 
relief of the Tennessee School for the Blind, at Nashville, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 21823) granting an extension 
of Letters Patent No. 473019 to William J. Plecker—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 21824) for the relief of W. L. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21825) 
granting a pension to Catherena E. Dohm—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 21826) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederic Stanhope Hill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

$y Mr. McMILLAN: A bill (H. R. 21827) granting arrears 
of pension to Pauline M. Beach—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21828) for the relief of Carlos R. Tomp- 
kins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 21829) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick A. Emery—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21830) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew B. Shattuek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 21831) granting an increase 
of pension to Lancaster D. Baldwin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21832) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Hilton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 21833) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas Duty, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. : 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A Dill (H. R. 21834) granting a pension 
to Mary Jane Brayton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 21835) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Patrick Handran—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill (H. R. 21836) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Franklin E, Bullard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 21837) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas L. McDonald—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21838) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Osthelder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WOLF: A bill (H. R. 21839) granting an increase of 
pension to Leonhard Koebler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the conference of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, held at Baltimore, Md., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the liquor traffic in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of citizens of New Castle, New 
Brighton, and McDonald, Pa., for amendment to Sherman anti- 
trust law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of Pittsburg, 
Pa., against H. R. 21358, the Sterling anti-injunction bill, and 
H. R. 21359, the Payne anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petitions of George H. Wahl, Henry 
W. Wehner, and J. E. Turman, favoring bills affecting labor, 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre bill, employ- 
ers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of citizens of Topeka, Kans., 
against barbarities of the Russian Government toward its own 
citizens—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union of Leavenworth, Kans., 
and labor organizations of Horton, for exemption of labor 
unions from the operation of the Sherman antitrust law, for 
the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ lia- 
bility act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of C. F. Ferguson, favoring a 
national highways commission and appropriation for Federal 
aid in construction and improvement of highways (H. R. 
15837 )—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BANNON: Petition of labor unions of Ironton, Ohio, 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, 
employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of citizens of Denver, Colo., for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regu- 
lating injunctions, employers’ liability bill, and national eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Fortnightly Club of Yar- 
mouth, Me., for conservation of natural resources of the coun- 
try—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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By Mr. CALDER: Petition of National Irrigation Association, 
favoring the 320-acre dry-land farming bill (S. 6155)—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

Also, petition of citizens for the enactment of the bills H. R. 
94 and H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law, and bil! 
limiting a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done for the 
Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Hopkins & Co., Heckla Iron Works, A. J, 
Robinson & Co., and other manufacturing concerns and build- 
ers, against amendment to Sherman law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of citizens of Springfield, I11., 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs, 
Matilda W. Fitzhugh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of Oshkosh Chamber of Commerce, 
for legislation to conserve natural resources of the country—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CHANEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Arley Wallace and others, favoring bills 
affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. COOK of Pennsylvania: Petition of Print Cutters’ 
Association of Philadelphia, for amendment to Sherman anti- 
trust law (H. R. 20584), and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), em- 
ployers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Racine, 
Wis., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Walworth County, Wis., in favor 
of H. R. 15837, for a national highways commission and appro- 
priation giving Federal aid to construction and maintenance of 
public highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petitions of citizens of Tecumseh anid 
Ardmore, Okla., for election of United States Senators by direct 
vote of the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of.labor organizations of Bartlesville, Okla., for 
amendment proposed by the American Federation of Labor con- 
ference to the Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, 
the employers’ liability bill, and the national eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Charles H. Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Oshkosh Chamber of Commerce, 
for legislation to conserve natural resources of the country—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National League of Employees of Navy- 
Yards, Naval Stations, Arsenals, and Gun Factories, for H. lh. 
16734, granting compensation to civil employees injured in liue 
of service—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Petitions of citizens of Eldorado, Ardmore, 
Carter, and Tecumseh, and Pottawatomie County, Okla., for 
H. J. Res. 177, enlarging powers and rights of citizens of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mrs, Sallie L. 
Minter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of Progressive Grange, 
No. 371, Patrons of Husbandry, of Wabash County, IIl., for 
H. R. 15887—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of retail merchants of Illinois, 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of New York, for in- 
crease of salaries of United States circuit judges—to the Coni- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of E. T. Bent and others, of Oglesby, Ill., for 
Beveridge-Parsons bill, prohibiting child labor in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Dr. M. R. Harned, of Rockford, Ill., favoring 
S. 4482, for betterment of Dental Corps in the Army—to tle 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pastors’ Union of Rockford, IIL, for Little- 
field original-package bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 8S. M. Tabor, of Chicago, Ill., favoring tle 
Fuller bill (H. R. 19250), for a volunteer officers’ retired list— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Ry Mr. GILLETT: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, 

for legislation to investigate and develop methods of treatment 
of tuberculosis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
sommerce. 
“A180, petitions of citizens of Athol and Springfield, Mass., for 
amendment proposed by American Federation of Labor confer- 
ence to the Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, the 
employers’ liability bill, and the national eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petition of Mrs. Cora B. 
White and other citizens of St. Joseph, Mich., for legislation 
looking to development of method of treatment of tuberculosis— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Ry Mr. HARRISON: Petition of citizens of New York City, 
for amendment proposed by the American Federation of Labor 
conference to the Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, 
the employers’ liability bill, and the national eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of members of Silver 
Lake Grange, No. 130, of Sharon, Conn., for a national highways 
commission and appropriation giving Federal aid to construction 
and maintenance of public highways—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of citizens of Nashville, Tenn., 
for the exemption of labor unions from the operations of the 
Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunc- 
tions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of St. Patrick’s 
Alliance of New Jersey, against the treaty of arbitration now 
being negotiated between the United States and Great Britain— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany -bill for relief of George Kingland— 
to the Committee on Claims. , 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of citizens of Salt Lake 
City, for the passage of the Wilson bill (H. R. 20584), Pearre 
bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and labor’s eight-hour 
bill— to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Inter- 
national Union of America, No, 185, for legislation to modify 
the Sherman antitrust law, to establish employers’ liability, to 
regulate the issuance of injunctions, and to extend the eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 212, 
for exemption of labor unions from the operations of the Sher- 
man antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, 
for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr KAHN: Petition of Sign Painters’ Union of San 
Francisco, for amendment proposed by American Federation of 
Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law and for the 
Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the national eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Federated Improvement Clubs of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., favoring appropriation for four battle ships—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Women’s Educational Indus- 
trial Union of Boston, for legislation to conserve the natural 
resources of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

‘Also, petitions of citizens of Boston and Boilermakers and 
Iron Ship Builders of America, for amendment to Sherman 
antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Francis H. Rowley. and others, of Boston, 
favoring concurrent resolution No. 28, against atrocities by the 
Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Henry 
County, Iowa, against H. R. 4897, to protect the first day of the 
week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, and against 
H. R. 4929, prohibiting labor on buildings in the District of 
Columbia on the Sabbath day, or any like measure—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

_ Also, petition of S. U. Bosworth and others, for bill excluding 
liquor from District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: Petition of Vessel Loaders’ Union No. 
6S, of Marinette, Wis., for legislation and modification of the 
Sherman antitrust law, for employers’ liability law, for limita- 
tion on injunction, and for the extension of the eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. LAMB: Petition of citizens of Virginia, for amend- 
ment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre 
bill (H. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined general employers’ 


liability law, and for an eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of W. P. Pirie and other citi- 
zens of Minnesota, for legislation to modify the Sherman anti- 
trust law, to establish employers’ liability, to regulate the issu 
ance of injunctions, and to extend the eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of National Irrigation Associa- 
tion of Chicago, against the so-called “‘320-acre dry-land farm- 
ing bill” (S. 6155)—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

Also, petition of John Magill and others, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
for the passage of the Wilson bill (H. R. 20584), Pearre bill 
(H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and labor's eight-hour bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Hugh Getty, John Pirk! Iron Works, Jack- 
son’s Mantle and Grate Works, and John Hankin & Bro., 
against anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Lincoln Farm Association of New York 
City, for the enactment of H. R. 17295, to aid the Lincoln Farm 
Association of New York to build and endow a national me- 
morial to Abraham Lincoln on the site of the Lincoln birth- 
place farm in Kentucky—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Wilmer Atkinson, favoring postal savings 
banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles Ha!l Davis, favoring H. R. 21263, 
relative to postal savings system—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of William Blackburn 
and others, of Camden, N. J., for exemption of labor unions 
from the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the 
Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability 
act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. McGAVIN: Petition of Civic Federation of Chicago, 
against change from tunnel system to wagon system in hand- 
ling mails in Chicago—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McHENRY: Petitions of Granges Nos. 1081, 1212, 
1265, 119, 573, 246, 310, 988, 1017, and 894, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, favoring H. R. 12682, guaranteeing deposits in 
all banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

3y Mr. McMILLAN: Petition of United Garment Workers’ 
Association No. 84, of Wappingers Falls, N. Y., for amendment 
to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, employers’ 
liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Carlos R. Tomp- 
kins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. MANN: Petition of Woodlawn Improvement Associa- 
tion, of Chicago, Ill, for conservation of resources of the 
United States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, for a sur- 
vey of Michigan and Erie Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Also, petition of Illinois Audubon Society, in relation to the 
conservation of natural resources of the United States—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of M. B. Steczynski, favoring Bates resolution 
for the Prussian Poles—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Chicago and Danville, Ill, and 
South Chicago Trade and Labor Association, for the amendment 
to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill” 
(H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ lia- 
bility bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, for exten- 
sion of Sierra Forest Reserye—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of Paper Makers, 
of Kalamazoo, against repeal of wood-pulp duty 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petitions of American Federation of La- 
bor and Local No. 679, International Association of Machi 
of Portsmouth, Va., for exemption of labor unions from the 
operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill 
regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for 
the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Hamilton 
County, Tenn., for amendment to the Sherman antitrust law, 
and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Petition of citizens of Carbondale, Pa., 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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ty Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., 
for exemption of labor unions from the operations of the Sher- 
man antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, 
for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Downey Lodge, No. 241, In- 
ternational Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Employees, 
for legislation to amend the Sherman antitrust law, to regu- 
late and limit the issuance of injunctions, to establish employ- 
ers’ liability, and to extend the eight-hour law—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: Petition of citizens of New York City, 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill 
regulating injunctions, employers’ liability bill, and national 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of sundry citizens of Wakefield, 
Mass., favoring bill to investigate and develop method of treat- 
ment of tuberculosis (S. 5117 and H. R. 18445)—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

$y Mr. SABATH: Petition of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce, for the bill authorizing survey of Michigan and Erie 
Ship Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petitions of Illinois Audubon Society and Western So- 
ciety of Engineers, for legislation to conserve the natural re- 
sources of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of Missouri: Petition of Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Contractors of America, of De Soto, Mo., for the exemption 
of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust 
law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the em- 
ployers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petitions of citizens of New Haven and 
Derby, Conn., for exemption of labor unions from the operations 
of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating 
injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight- 
hour Jaw—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of Cardiff, Ill., for 
the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a general 
employers’ liability law, and bill limiting a day’s labor to eight 
hours upon work done for the Government—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of William F. D. Perkins, for 
legislation to modify the Sherman antitrust law, to establish 
employers’ liability, to regulate the issuance of injunctions, and 
to extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of Charles Hall Davis, for H. R. 21263, relative 
to postal savings system—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of George H. Maxwell, for the National Irriga- 
tion Association, against the 320-acre dry-land farming bill (S. 
6155 )—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petitions of John Pirkl Iron Works, John Hankin & 
Bros., and Hugh Gelty, for the exemption of labor unions 
from the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the 
Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability 
act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Edw. W. Emerson, in favor of 
passage of H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop methods of 
treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of Winfield S. Brown, Charles A. 
Buler, and George W. Hunter, of Ardmore, Pa., for amend- 
ment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, employ- 
ers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of Moses Gross and other citi- 
zens of Worcester, Mass., favoring 8. 5117 and H. R. 18445, to 
investigate and develop methods of treatment of tuberculosis— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Franklin BE, Bul- 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLETT: Petition of M. B, Steczynski, for the 
Bates resolution of sympathy for the Prussian Poles—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Ancient Order 
of Hibernians at Renovo, Pa., against treaty of arbitration be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Women’s Christian Temperance Union, of 80 
members of Wellsboro, Pa., to prohibit the sale of intoxicants 
in all property controlled by the United States Government, to 
prohibit the shipment of liquor into prohibition States, to pro- 


hibit the importation of opium except under the strictest regu- 
lations, and to prohibit the sale of cigarettes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Building Association League of Philadelphia, 
Pa., to amend H. R. 18525—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of Charles Harrison and others, for 
exemption of labor unions from the operation of the Sherman 
antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the 
employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jesse 8S. Camac— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE. 


Turspay, May 12, 1908. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EB. HAtz, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 652) to create the office of captain in the 
Philippine Scouts. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4063) for the 
widening of Benning road, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passeil 
the bill (S. 6155) to provide for an enlarged homestead, with 
amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19541) to au 
thorize the drainage of certain lands in the State of Minnesota, 
Nos. 1, 2, and 3; agrees to amendment No. 5, and agrees to 
amendment No. 4 with amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolu- 
tions, and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

H. R. 4063. An act for the widening of Benning road, and for 
other purposes; 

S. R. 37. Joint resolution disapproving certain laws enacted 
by the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico; and 

S.R.79. Joint resolution authorizing the widening of the 
channel of Michigan City Harbor. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of Local Union 
No. 5, International Brotherhood of Papermakers, Pulp, Sul- 
phite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Luzerne, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, and 
the materials used in the manufacture thereof, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the General Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Baltimore, Md., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit po- 
lygamy, which was reférred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYD presented a petition of Local Branch Ne. 29, In- 
ternational Quarry Workers’ Union, of Hallowell, Me., pray 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
“Sherman antitrust law ” relating to labor organizations, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Leo Council, No. 715, 
Order of Knights of Columbus, of Moline, Ill, praying for the 
enactment of legislation making October 12, the anniversary 0 
the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, a nationa! 
holiday, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Mothers’ Study Club 0! 
Rockford, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the conservation of the natural resources of thie 
country, which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or- 
ganizations of Urbana and Granite City, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
“Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, whic! 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the New England Society 
of Orange, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the conservation of the natural resources of the 
country, which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented the memorial of Dr. Byron E. Fortiner, of 
Camden, N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called “ Johnston Sunday-rest bill,” which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 135, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Jersey City, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to promote the safety 
of employees upon railroads, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Atwell Bartholomew, of 
Hackensack, N. J., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens and business | 
firms of Paterson, Newark, and Jersey City, all in the State | 
of New Jersey, remonstrating against the adoption of certain | 
amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating | 
to labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tunnel- 
ton, Grafton, Ronceverte, and of Branch No. 109, Glass Bottle | 
lowers’ Association, of Wheeling, all in the State of West | 
Virginia, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to | 
the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DIXON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Harlow- 
ton, Livingston, Helena, and Butte, all in the State of Montana, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so- 
called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRIGGS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Pleas- 
antville, Hackensack, Ridgefield, Elizabeth, Ridgewood, Ro- | 
selle Park, Jersey City, Newark, Cape May Court House, Ham- 


monton, and Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, remon- | 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ Johnston Sunday- 
rest bill,” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Club of Fleming- | 
ton and of sundry citizens of Butler and Summit, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Business League of At- | 
lantie City, of the Civic Asseciation of Montclair, and of Rich- 
ard 8S. Buck, of Upper Montclair, all in the State of New Jer- 
sey, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
conservation of the natural resources of the country, which 
were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Plainfield, 


Little Falls, Bayonne, East Orange, Paterson, Haddonfield, 
Pompton Lakes, Passaic, Clifton, Atco, Stanhope, and Villa 


Park, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the 
repeal of the present anticanteen law, which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cumberland Glass Manu- 
facturing Company, of Bridgeton, N. J., remonstrating against | 
the passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill,” which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or- 
ganizations of Bayonne, Trenton, Princeton, Atlantic City, Mill- 
ville, Paterson, Orange, Jersey City, Williamstown, and Ruther- 
ford, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust 
law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elmira, | 
singhainton, Buffalo, and Green Island, and of Journeymen 
Barbers’ Union No. 141, of Buffalo, and Elmira Division, No. 
100, Order of Railroad Telegraphers, all in the State of New | 


York, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the | 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of Local Union No. 14, Metal 
Polishers, Buffers, Platers, Brass Molders, Brass and Silver 
W orkers’ Union of North America, of Seattle, Wash., and a 
petition of sundry citizens of Spokane, Wash., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman anti- 
trust law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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Mr. PENROSE presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 3907) granting a pension to Margaret S. Alexander, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 6600) 
granting an increase of pension to David Keller, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Local Union No. 
1243, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, 
of Newport, R. I., and a petition of Local Union No. 574, In- 
ternational Wool Sorters’ Union, of Providence, R. I., praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 
antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CURTIS presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Horton, Wichita, Weir, and Cherokee, all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented petitions of sundry citizens and 
labor organizations of New Haven, Hotchkissville, New London, 
Portland, and Hartford, all in the State of Connecticut, praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sher- 
man gntitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Natchaug Grange, No. 68, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Chaplin, Conn., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called “rural parcels-post bill,” which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented the memorial of A. E. Henderson, of 
Kast St. Louis, Ill., remonstrating against the ratification of 
the treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great 
Britain, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Illinois Lumber Dealers’ 
Association, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the passa 
the so-called “ anti-injunction bill,” which was referred 


ze 


to 


He also presented a petition of the Mothers’ Study Club of 
Rockford, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
inz for the conservation of the natural resources of the country, 


| which was referred to the Committee on ‘Forest Reservations 


and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the Fire Department 
Employees’ Unions, No. 10446, of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 
relating to labor organizations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Woman’s Relief Corps, No. 205, 
of. Rushville; of the Equal Suffrage Club of Rushville, and of 
the Ladies’ Aid Society of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Valentine, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit the dis- 
franchisement of citizens of the United States on account of 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

Mr. DICK presented a memorial of the Hagar Straw Board 
and Paper Company, of Nenia, Ohio, and a memorial of the 
Munroe Falls Paper Company, of Massillon, Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, 


|} and the materials used in the manufacture thereof, which were 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio Agricultural Ex- 
periment Station, of Wooster, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prevent the manufacture, sale, or distribution 
of adulterated or misbranded fungicides, Paris lead 


arsenates, and other insecticides, which was the 


green 


referred to 


| Committee on Manufactures. 


He also presented a petition of Local Branch No. 98, Glass 
Bottle Blowers’ Association, of Warwick, Ohio, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman anti 
trust law” relating to labor organizations, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Cyrus D. Ferris, of Linden 


. 


| Heights, Ohio, and a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
| dist Episcopal Church of Milford Center, Ohio, praying for the 


enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lone Creek Distilling 
Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Dayton Employers’ As- 
sociation, of Dayton, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called “ anti-injunction bill,” which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 
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He also presented a petition of Franklin Lodge, No. 628, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Columbus, Ohio, and 
a petition of Abraham Lincoln Lodge, No. 445, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, of Columbus, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to promote the safety of 
employees upon railroads, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by sundry Polish. citi- 
zens of Chicago, Ill., expressing their disapproval of the ex- 
propriation law enacted by the Prussian Diet, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Lunkenheimer Company, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the adoption of a certain amend- 
ment to section 6 of the act to regulate commerce relating to 
manufacturers who make contracts for their goods at a de- 
livered price, which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a paper in support of the bill (8S. 
3549) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Trough, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. STONE presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 4238) 
for the relief of Sidney J. Wetherell, assignee of A. V. Davis, 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of sundry citizens and dabor 
organizations of Grand Junction, Coal Creek, Colorado Springs, 
Lafayette, and Denver, all in the State of Colorado, praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sher- 
man antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Bakers’ Union No. 26, Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, of the State of Colorado, praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the construction of 
at least one of the new battle ships at a Government navy- 
yard, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

CURRENCY SYSTEM. 

Mr. TELLER. I have here an extensive memorial favoring 
the enactment of legislation on the currency system, written 
by an intelligent gentleman in my State, Mr. Albert Talmon 
Morgan, who sent it to the junior Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. La Fortetrre], with the request that it be put in the 
Recorp. The Senator from Wisconsin has sent it to me. I 
have objected for many years to putting a great amount of such 
matter in the Recorp. I will not ask to have the memorial put 
in the Recorp, but I ask to have it published as a document 
instead of going in the Recorp, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be 
printed as a document and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16743) for the removal of the 
restrictions on alienation of lands of allottees of the Quapaw 
Agency, Okla., and the sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, 
or other buildings on any of the reservations within the juris- 
diction of such agency, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report (No. 637) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported adversely thereon, and the bills 
were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (S. 5294) to authorize the issuance of patents in fee 
to Indians under the jurisdiction of the Quapaw Agency and 
the sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, or other buildings 
on any of the reservations within the jurisdiction of such 
agency, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 5152) to authorize the issuance of patents in fee 
to Indians under the jurisdiction of the Quapaw Agency, and 
the sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, or other buildings 
on any of the reservations within the jurisdiction of such 
agency, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 5209) for the removal of the restrictions on aliena- 
tion of lands of allottees of the Quapaw Agency, Okla., and the 
sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, or other buildings on any 
of the reservations within the jurisdiction of such agency, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5879) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public 
building at Jonesboro, Ark., reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report (No. 638) thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Lopcr on the 11th 
instant, relative to the purchase of two steamships of American 
registry for the use of the Isthmian Canal Commission, etc., 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


intended to be proposed to the sundry Civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11560) relating to 
unpaid Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank deposits, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 17296) providing for the restora- 
tion of the motto “In God we trust” on certain denomina- 
tions of the gold and silver coins of the United States, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 17506) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,” 
approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act entitled “An 
act to provide revenues for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 17056) for the relief of Capt. 
Charles E. Morton, Sixteenth United States Infantry, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 639) thereon. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6665) for the relief of Charles H. 
Dickson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port (No. 640) thereon. 

ARTHUR H. BARNES. 


Mr. OVERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6700) for the relief of Arthur 
H. Barnes, to report it favorably without amendment. I call 
the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] to the 
report. 

Mr. STONE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to pay to Arthur H. Barnes, of Marshall, 
Saline County, Mo., $68.06, salary due him as chaplain, Sixth 
Missouri Infantry, war with Spain, from July 1 to July 15, 1898. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
dnd passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7089) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Nichols; and 

A bill (S. 7090) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Paddock. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 7091) to grant to the 
State of Mississippi certain lands for the use of the common 
schools in that State, which was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7092) to provide for the 
identification of missing persons, which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 7093) for the relief of 
the estate of Riley Wetherington, deceased, which was read 
twice by its title and, with the accompanying papers, referre« 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7094) providing for the 
retirement of noncommissioned officers, petty officers, and en 
listed men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the United 
States, which was read twice by its tithe and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 7095) granting an increase of pension to M. Taylor 
McFarland (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 7096) granting a pension to Charles B. Stedman; 
and 

A bill (S. 7097) granting a pension to Nancy M. Jarvis, now 
Rose. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7098) to appropriate the sum 
of $30,000 as a part contribution toward the erection of a monu- 
ment at Germantown, Pa., in commemoration of the founding 
of the first ent German settlement in America, which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the 
Library, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 7099) to amend section 4756 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to half rating to disabled enlisted 
persons serving twenty years in the Navy or United States 
Marine Corps, which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

He also introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 7100) for the purchase of a site for a Federal 
building for the United States post-office at Sunbury, Pa.; 
< bill (S. 7101) for the purchase of a site for a Federal 
building for the United States post-office at Ridgway, Pa. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7102) for the relief of Joseph 
VY. Cunningham and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers, 
which was read twice by its title and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 7103) for the relief of the 
heirs of Abraham Parsons, deceased, which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BANKHEAD introduced a bill (S. 7104) for the relief 
of the heirs of Dr. Ira G. Wood, deceased, which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced the following bills, 
which were severally read twice by their titles and referred to 
the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7105) for the relief of L. Levy (with accompany- 
ing papers); and 

A bill (S. 7106) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Dixon. 

Mr. PILES (for Mr. ANKENY) introduced a bill (S. 7107) 
for the relief of volunteer officers and soldiers who served in 
the Philippine Islands beyond the period of their enlistment, 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 7108) granting a pension 
to Florinda Butler Evans, which was read twice by its title 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 84) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to authorize the cutting of timber, the 
manufacture and sale of lumber, and the preservation of the 


forests on the Menominee Indian Reservation in the State of | 
Wisconsin,” approved March 28, 1908, which was read twice by | 


its title. ‘ 

Mr. CLAPP. I should like to have the joint resolution read 
and I wish to obtain unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. In view of the notice given by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] I object to its present con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. Does the 
Senator from Minnesota desire a reference of the joint resolu- 
tion? . 

Mr. CLAPP. No, sir; I think it will be easily explained 
when it is called up. It is an amendment of the laW which was 
passed the other day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution, with the ac- 
companying letter, will lie on the table. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DICK submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10,000 to defray the expenses of making petroleum tests under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered : 


to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,000 to purchase from Adolph C. Ruebsam, engraver of the 
electoral chart, 15,000 copies of the publication entitled ‘“‘ United 
States of America official summary of electoral votes cast for 
each President,” etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 


Mr. DIXON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $170,000 for the erection of a public building at Missoula, 
Mont, intended to be proposed by him to the omnibus public 
buildings bill, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution, which was 


referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolves, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and 

= hereby, authorized to employ an additional clerk, at an annual 
fu ary, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, to be paid from the contingent 
und of the Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 
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I also send to the desk a letter which may be read. | 
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GEORGE Q. ALLEN. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 4435) for 
the relief of George Q. Allen. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In view of the notice given by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland that he would address the Senate immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the morning business, I am con- 
strained to object at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
of the Senator from Illinois. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Mr. STONE. 
ment. 

Several months ago I introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
52) requesting the President, on a day named, to deliver the 
control and possession of the Philippine Islands to the authori- 
ties representing the people thereof. The joint resolution pro- 
vides, in substance, for a time when the United States shall 
remove its authority from the Philippines, and also provides 
that certain steps shall be taken by this Government, in con- 
nection with other governments, to secure the neutrality of the 
Philippines. 

Mr. President, I am assured by Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber, who have been in sympathy with the general purpose 
of the joint resolution, that there is a prevailing opinion among 
them, or such as I have had an opportunity to talk to, that it 
would be better under the circumstances to have the joint reso- 
lution go over until the next session. Because of this con- 
sensus of views I rise merely to say that I will ask that the 
joint resolution lie on the table until the next session of Con- 
gress, when I shall call it up. 


Mr. President, I desire to make a brief state 


REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS FROM INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. 

Mr. OWEN. .Mr. President, I wish to give notice that to- 
morrow morning, after the conclusion of the morning business, 
I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 15641) for the removal of restrictions from part of 
the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other 
purposes. 

ORDER OF 

Mr. RAYNER rose. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yieid to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to make 
interfere with the business of 
pension bills on the Calendar, and I am informed from the 
House that unless we pass them to-day and get them over there 
it will be impossible to have them enacted into laws at the 
present session. 

I do not want to interfere with the Senator from Maryland, 
or with the Senator from Pennsylvania, in charge of the pend- 
ing appropriation bill, but I should like at some time to-day to 
get those seven bills before the Senate and have them passed, 
so that they can be sent to the other House. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I have yielded the floor to 
the Senator from Maryland. After the conclusion of his re- 
marks I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the post-office appropriation bill. Later in the day I will 
endeavor to arrange a suitable opportunity for the Senator 
from West Virginia to call up the pension bills and have them 
passed. 


BUSINESS. 


a statement. I do not wish to 


the Senate. There are seven 


COL. WILLIAM F. STEWART. 


Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I call up Senate joint resolu- 
tion 82, and I should like to have the joint resolution read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the joint resolu- 
tion before the Senate. It will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 82) relating 
to certain charges against Col. William F. Stewart, of the Coast 
Artillery, as follows: 


Whereas certain charges are now pending in the War Department 
Semant Col. William F. Stcwart, Coast Artillery, United States Army; 
an 

Whereas a certain report containing these charges has been filed with 
the President of the United States, and both the charges and report 
contain statements affecting the qualifications and status of Colonel 
Stewart as an officer of the United States Army; and 

Whereas Colonel Stewart has not been served with a copy of these 
charges, and although he has applied for a court of inquiry in order to 
ascertain the truth or falsity of the same his request has been denied, 
and he was nevertheless, without the opportunity of defense or trial, 
upon the basis of these ex parte accusations deprived of his command 
and ordered to be retained at Fort Grant, Ariz., long an abandoned 
military post, until he reaches the minimum age of compulsory retire- 
ment in the year 1911, and was thereafter ordered to another abandoned 
military post, without command, at St. Francis Barracks, St. Augus- 
tine, Fla., and upon reaching St. Augustine has been ordered back 
again to the abandoned post at Fort Grant, Ariz.; and 

Whereas this punishment has been inflicted upon him without afford- 
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ing him any opportunity whatever to relieve himself from the charges 
aforesaid and without giving him the slightest information in reference 
to the same: Therefore 


Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be authorized 
and directed to convene a court of inquiry to consist of not less than five 
officers of the Army, whose duty it shall be when so convened to fully 
investigate all the charges and accusations against Col. William F. 
Stewart, of the Coast Artillery, now on file in the War Department or 
that may be contained in the report of the same heretofore submitted to 
the President of the United States, or any other charges affecting the char- 
acter or qualifications of the said Col. William F. Stewart as an officer 
of the United States Army; and that the said Col. William F. Stewart 
have the right to appear in person and be represented by counsel and 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him and to have a copy 
of the specifications containing such charges in the proceedings before 
such court, and that the said court report its opinion upon ail the 
facts and specifications before them as is usual in the procedure of 
courts of inquiry: Provided, That the court be convened as soon as 
possible and that the said Col. William F. Stewart shall be allowed 
the same right of challenge as is allowed by law in trials by court- 
martial. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I want to preface the brief 
presentation that I propose to make of this matter by saying that 
I am entering upon the subject with no feeling whatever of 
hostility or enmity to the President of the United States. I have 
upon several occasions before in this body differed with the 
President very widely in regard to certain principles and policies 
that he has advocated, but I have always done so in a deferen- 
tial and respectful way. This occasion does not warrant any 
personal feeling or afford any justification for it. I think that 
the President has made a mistake, and that he has again fallen 


under the laws of the country, and in stating my position I 
should like to have it distinctly understood that it would not 
be a matter of the slightest concern to me to which party the 
President belonged, for if the President was a 
my own party and took the same view of his legal and con- 
stitutional rights that he now does, I would not have the slight- 


my command. 

Senators here know that I have no political object in view, 
and that I would never use this forum for any such purpose. 
I am not sufficient of a partisan to use an occasion of this sort 
for the purpose of gaining any political advantage. I am ani- 


mated by a higher purpose, because the subject under considera- | 


tion involves to my mind one of the most important questions 
that has ever been presented to the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. President, I want to state who Colonel Stewart is. 
Colonel Stewart is a colonel of the Coast Artillery. He is not 
a graduate of West Point, but he entered the Army as a com- 
missioned officer at the age of 17 years. He comes from a 
military family, his father before him being a colonel in the 
United States Army. He has been recommended for a medal 
of honor, and he has been promoted in the Indian warfare for 
gallantry upon the field of battle. He has been in the service 
of his country for over forty years. He is now one of the four- 
teen colonels of the Coast Artillery. He is second in rank upon 


the list of Coast Artillery colonels «x the active list, and is | 


likewise the second ranking colonel among all the colonels of 
both the Coast and Field Artillery on the active list. Colonel 
Greenough is now the ranking artillery colonel. He will retire 


in December, 1908, when Colonel Stewart will become the rank- | 


ing colonel on the active list of all the Coast or Field Artillery 
colonels. He will not be 62 years of age until June 13, 1911. 
This is the minimum retirement age. He can be compulsorily 


retired by the President on that date, if he declines to retire | 


sooner of his own volition. 

Now, having stated who Colonel Stewart is, I want to state 
where Fort Grant, Ariz., is, so as to bring the objects in juxta- 
position with each other. 
military post. 


of the period he has been at that place. 
whatever stationed there. 


There are no troops 


fined there has no right officially to communicate with any 
other post. He can only communicate direct with the Depart- 
ment. The nearest railroad station, I believe, is 25 


aw 


Arizona 75 miles distant; and the surgeon could not be ordered 
direct but only through orders from Washington. 

I want to have it distinctly noted, as I have already stated 
that Colonel Stewart is on the line of promotion, there being 
but one artillery officer between him and the head of the artil- 
lery seryice, as I am informed. 

Now, I want to read the process through which Colonel Stew- 
art passed, which is as interesting as it is cruel, before he 
reached the place where the President has him now. 
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| swer of Colonel Stewart. 
into a grave error in regard to the extent of his prerogative | 





member of | 


| am ignorant of the purport of t 
est hesitation in opposing him with all the zeal and power at | 


| front the witnesses. 


| in the One hundred and fifteenth article of war, be appointe 


Fort Grant, Ariz., is an abandoned | 
’ a. eet | based upon a report submitted and acted upon 
It consists of a group of old buildings in charge | ~ pe ~ 


of a single caretaker, who I think has been sick during most | 


The only companions of Colonel | 
Stewart at this place of punishment are a care taker and a | 
teamster, both civilians; and Colonel Stewart while he is con- | time your application to be retired after forty years’ service should be re- 
| ceived; then of course you would be ordered to your home on retirement. 


miles from | 
the place where the President has located him, stripped of his | 
command, and the nearest surgeon is at a cavalry post in | 


May 12, 


Wark DEPARTMENT, 
September 23, 1907. 


Col. William F. Stewart, Coast Artillery Corps, Fort Barrancas, Fla.— 


He was stationed at Fort Barrancas, Fla., which I under- 
stand is a fort 9 miles from Pensacola— 

Siz: Pursuant to instructions from the President, the Department 
is prepared to issue an order ma}. you to station, probabiy Fort 
Grant, Ariz., without command. The President has directed, however, 
that before this order is issued an opportunity be given you to apply 
for immediate retirement under section 1243, Revised Statutes, and 


by direction of the Acting Secretary of War that opportunity is hereby 
given you. 

The Acting Secretary of War directs that immediately upon receipt 
of this communication you telegraph acknowledgment thereof to this 
office and that within twenty-four hours afterward you advise this 
office by telegraph whether you do or do not desire immediate retire- 
ment, under section 1243, Revised Statutes. 

Very respectfully, 


Bens. Atvorp, Adjutant-General. 

No charge, no notice of any offense or delinquency that was 
committed, no information on the subject, no condemnation by 
a court or otherwise, but “ pursuant to instructions from the 
President.” No instructions were ever given to him, or a copy 
of them forwarded to him. He is given twenty-four hours to 
retire from the Army of the United States without being given 
any cause at all of what his retirement was asked for, or any- 
thing else up to this date. 

That is the commencement of this process. Here is the an- 
I am not reading the whole of these 
letters, because they are not relevant. Here is the answer: 

Fort Barrancas, Fxia., September 30, 1907. 

ADJUTANT GENERAL U. 8S. ARMY. 


Sir: Your letter of the 23d instant sent direct to me by registered 
mail was a surprise to me, 

In order to cause such a letter to be sent there must have been 

some report or charge made — me to the War Department. | 

e report or charges. In law a person 

is presumed innocent until proven guilty. 


The Colonel is mistaken. Under this Administration certain 
persons are presumed to be guilty unless they are proven inno- 
cent. The maxim is reversed. He was laboring under a 
delusion, therefore, when he said that a person is presumed in- 
nocent until proven guilty. 

Before any action is taken on a report against me, I am, I believe, 
entitled to know the report or charges, or should have a chance to con- 
n this case I have had no chance to defend 
I therefore request that a court of inquiry, as provided for 
to examine 


myself. 


into the accusations or imputations made against me. 
Stewart, Colonel. 


Now here comes the letter from the Adjutant-General in an- 
swer to this: 


War DepartMEeNtT, October 2, 1907. 


Sir: You are hereby relieved from duty at Fort Barrancas, Fla., 
and will proceed without delay to Fort Grant, Ariz., and take station 
there. That post has been withdrawn from the command of the com 
manding general, Department of the Colorado, and you will, therefore, 
communicate directly with this Office on all official matters pertaining 
to yourself or your station. The travel directed is necessary to the 
military service. 

By order of the Acting Secretary of War. 

Henry P. McCarry, 
Adjutant-General, War Department. 


Then comes the President’s action— 


Sir: In response to your letter of the 15th ultimo, I am directed by 
the Acting Secretary of War to advise you as follows: 
Your request for a change of station is disapproved. The Quarter 


| master-General has been directed to take prompt measures to remed) 


all the defects complained of by you in reference to the habitability, 
comfort, and sanitary conditions of your quarters at Fort Grant. 

If you desire, provision can be made to quarter the care taker at Fort 
Grant in another building, or a different care taker can be ordered 
there. If you desire cither of these changes made, you will make r 
port to that effect to this Office for the action of the Secretary of War. 

The action of the President that determined your present status was 
y the President— 


Not a line of which Colonel Stewart has ever been given the 
right to read or examine— 


which contained the distinct recommendation that you be retained at 
Fort Grant until you reach the minimum age (62 years) permit 
ting of your compulsory retirement by the President, unless in the mean- 


It is therefore to be inferred that the President contemplates : 
modification of your present status (which you yourself have chosen 
in preference to being retired) until your retirement. 


Very respectfully, 
Hewry P. McCain, Adjutant-General. 
Now, there is a supplement to this, and that is that within 


| the last few weeks he was ordered from Fort Grant, Ariz., 


to Fort St. Francis Barracks, St. Augustine, Fla., and the 
day that he reached there last week he was ordered again to 
this post at Fort Grant, Ariz. He is there now. 

The Senate will understand that Colonel Stewart has never 
received notice of the charges that have been preferred against 
him. He has never been allowed to see a copy of the charges. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. RAYNER. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but I 
should like to ask him if he does not find in the correspondence 
from which he has been reading a report of the War Depart- 
ment from Colonel Stewart giving an account of the situation 
existing at Fort Grant, the kind of a place it is, and its loca- 
tion generally, and the condition of the buildings that he must 
oceupy. If so, I would suggest to the Senator that I thin’ 
that letter would be important enough to be put into the 
Recorp in this connection, if it would not disturb the Senator. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have no such communication. I do not 
know whether the Senator heard my statement just now, when 
I gave a short description of that spot to the Senate. gave a 
description of Fort Grant as well as I could. The President 
sent me a letter a few days ago and gave me a copy of the 
charges, and then he demanded that I should return the charges. 
Under the circumstances I did not think that I had a right 
to have the charges copied, and I have never had the charges 
myself, except only the opportunity to look over them. I 
onsidered the charges somewhat in the nature of a confidential 
communication. If those charges contain any other description 
of Fort Grant than what I have given, of course I should like | 
very much to have them. 

\ir. FORAKER. I do not refer to the charges. I refer to the 
official report on the application made by Colonel Stewart for | 
an order transferring him to some other post because of the 
disagreeable conditions existing at Fort Grant. I saw it in | 
some paper which was sent to me by somebody through the | 
mails, I do not know by whom. I think I can get it. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have no doubt that is perfectly correct; and | 
I will say to the Senator from Ohio I suppose the letter which 
I have just read must have been in answer to the communica- | 

ion of Colonel Stewart, in which the Adjutant-General says: 

The Quartermaster-General has been directed to take prompt measures 


yield to 


Tit 


il 


to remedy all the defects complained of by you in reference to the 
habitability, comfort, and sanitary conditions of your quarters at Fort 
Grant 





Mr. TALIAFERRO, Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. RAYNER. Yes, I do. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. Before the Senator from Maryland | 
leaves St. Augustine and the St. Francis Barracks, I would ask | 
if he means to explain to the Senate why Colonel Stewart was 


ordered from St. Francis Barracks back to Fort Grant, Ariz.? | 

Mr. RAYNER. I have so much to refer to that, unless the | 
Senator from Florida wants me to do it further on, I prefer | 
not to go into that, and I will give the Senator from Florida an | 
opportunity to say why Colonel Stewart was transferred. I | 
have merely said that he was transferred without stating any- 
thing more about it; and before I took the floor this morning 
I stated to the Senator from Florida that I should make that 
statement just in this way. If the Senator wants time further 
on, he can give reasons why Colonel Stewart was transferred ; or, | 
if he wants,me to do it, I will do it, though I had rather go on 
now. It is not a question of where the man is that I am dis- | 
cussing; it is the question of the right to treat him as the Pres- 
ident has treated him. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I thought, Mr. President, that it would 
inake the Senator’s argument more complete if he took up those 
questions as he went along. 

M r. RAYNER. I am much obliged; but I would prefer, very 
politely and courteously, to be the judge of the completeness of 
ny argument myself. I am very much obliged to the Senator, 
and r shall explain, before I have finished, the reasons, or I 
will give the Senator the right to do so, but I would rather he 
would do so in his own time. I do not, however, object to in- 
terruptions at all on the main point. Why Colonel Stewart was 
sent from one post to another is collateral and irrelevant to the 
subject that I have in hand. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I shall not interrupt the Senator again. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will give the Senator the right now, or I 
Will state it myself further on. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, I did not mean to pass critically upon 
the completeness of the Senator’s argument, but simply wanted 
him to do justice, as I thought, as he went along. If he prefers 
Uiat later on I shall make the statement. Of course I will do 
it, if necessary, in my own time and in my own right. 

_Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I come to a letter that the 
] resident has written to me, and I am not prepared to say now 
that I will read that letter. I propose to read extracts from it. 
If it is necessary I will have the letter published when my re- | 





the whole letter read now. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| tween Colonel Stewart and a 


| I am going over all of them—alleges that Colonel Stewart’ 


|} ness because 


marks are published in the Record, but I do not intend to have 
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Before reading this letter I want to state what some of these 
charges are. They are all charges which, even if they were 
true—and I am informed that they are not true, and that the 
untruth of the charges could be sustained if this oificer vw 
afforded an opportunity to produce testimony and witnesses in 
his own behalf—the charges are frivilous and petty charges, 
in the slightest degree affecting Colonel Stewart's character as a 
man, his honor as a citizen, or his courage as a soldier. 

One of the charges relates to a controversy that occurred be 
civilian when Colonel Stewart 
was located at Fort Williams, Me., in which a gentleman by 
the name of Cushing wanted his employees to use the Gover 
ment boats, and Colonel Stewart refused him the right. An- 
other charge relates to a controversy that occurred between him 


ere 


not 


| and an engineer of the United States Army when he was at Pen 


sacola, Fla., in which the engineer desired to use the Govern- 
ment barracks for certain purposes on the eve of his daughter’ 
marriage; and Colonel Stewart, being a strict disciplinarian, 
denied him that right. Another charge relates to a controversy 
which occurred between him and a plumber in Pensacola, Fla., 
in reference to some trivial matter. Another charge—and T think 
quartermaster-general, I think, was convicted of embezzlement, 
and the President seemed to think that he was not sent to tl 

penitentiary soon enough; that Colonel Stewart ought to have 
expedited him to that point a little quicker than he did, al- 


though his conviction was procured by Colonel Stewart. An- 
other charge relates to some emphatic language that Colonel 
Stewart indulged in with some subordinate in the United 
States Army. In other words, there are charges, as the 


President is pleased to call them, of temperamental infirmities, 
certain peculiarities of disposition that manifest themselves 
whenever there is any opposition to the display of individual- 
ism. [Laughter.] The President has come to the conclusion that 
Colonel Stewart is a man who wants to have his own way. 
[Laughter.] Whenever there is a controversy between himself 
and others, imitating the example of the Constitutional Com- 


| mander of the Army, he wants to dominate the situation, that 
| he has his own ideas about his public duties, and that he does 


not propose to be interfered with in the performance of them, 


| [Laughter.] 


Those are not the charges, Mr. President, that Colonel Stewart 


makes against the President, but the charges that the Presi- 
dent makes against Colonel Stewart. [Laughter.] He has 
not the temperament that the President has—that fine sy m of 


adjustment and compromise that is always suggestive of re- 
straint and calmness and moderation. [Laughter.] As you will 
observe, none of these charges are of a grave and serious nature, 
but relate to petty controversies, in which the President thinks 
that Colonel Stewart ought to have yielded, as the President 
has always done upon similar occasions. [Laughter.] 

One instance relates to a discussion with a subordinate off 
in which the Colonel is said to have used rather emphatic 
language in maintaining his side of the argument. The Presi- 
dent finds great fault with this particular temperamental weak- 
in his own official intercourse it well known 
that the President never indulges in any forcible or vehement 
expression either in oral discourse or 


“er, 


is 





in written communica- 

tions. [Laughter.] 
Of course, Mr. President, even if these charges are true, 
it is a matter of deep regret that a military officer should not 


be able to imitate the example of the Constitutional Commander 
in Chief of the Army, and at all times and upon every occasion 
and with every person exercise that degree of tranquillity and 
repression that for the last few years has given us, free from 
every kind of tumult and commotion, the most serene and placid 
Presidential epoch that we have ever been blessed with in the 
annals of this country. [Laughter.] 

Having, Mr. President, given the status of Colonel Stewart 
come now to the propositions that are involved in thts reso 
tion. Have we a right to pass this resolution? I want to; 
you what the President says, and then I want to give you what 
[ say, or rather what others say, for I shall not depend upon a 





original thought of my own in reference to this resolution. 
In the meantime I want to read a letter the President 8 
at this moment sent to me. It is as follows: 
Tue WuHite Hovussr, 
Washington, May 12, 1908 


My Dear Senator RAYNER: Senator TALiarerro informs me tl! h 
understood that you felt you were not at liberty to publish my letter 
without my consent, and had written to ask for that consent. I 


ve 
not received any request from you to this effect. You are entire at 
liberty to publish the letter, which was not marked confidential or 
private. 


Sincerely yours, 


Hon. Istpor RAYNER, 
United States Senate. 


THEODORE ROOSEVEL1 
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I will now read my two letters to the President. 
first : 


This is the 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington. D. C., May 4, 1908. 
Hon, THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Eeecutive Mansion. 


My Dear Mr. Prestpent: I have thought over the matter in con- 
nection with Colonel Stewart, and I would take the liberty of suggest- 
ing to you the calling of a court of inquiry upon the subject. The facts 
contained in the record, extracts from which you read me, could then 
either be established or Colonel Stewart could be vindicated. As I un- 
derstand the method of procedure, and I have had some experience in 
the matter, neither penalties nor punishments necessarily follow the 
findings of the court, but the object of the proceedings would be simply 
to find the facts, and either sustain the record or vindicate the officer. 
I would kindly and respectfully ask you to give this matter your con- 
sideration as soon as possible. I would like, in the meantime, to have 
a copy of the charges that you read to me, and I shall be extremely 
obliged to you for the same. I am receiving numbers of communications 
upon the subject and, of course, my recollection is not specific upon the 
points in question, and I would like to have them before me. 

I do not want to inconvenience you in this matter, but it was your | 
own suggestion that you intended to embody them in a communication | 
to me, in answer to my letter to the Secretary of War. With respect | 
and esteem, believe me, 

Very truly, yours. 





The second letter I wrote him reads: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washinton, D. C., May 9, 1908. 
Hon. TiEr0p0orm ROOSEVELT, 
Executive Mansion, Washington, D. C. 

My Drar MR. PRESIDENT: I have just received your communication, 
and, of course, I will wait until you see the Senator from Florida to- 
day. I would, however, in the most respectful manner, call your atten- 
tion to the fact that it is not so much a question where Colonel Stewart 
is to be sent as it is whether he ought to be punished in this way at all 
without a trial. I therefore again submit to you, with 
sideration, that a court of inquiry could easily dispose of this subject, 
and I earnestly hope that upon further reflection you will assent to the 
propriety of this course in the interest of justice. It is the only way 
in which the truth or untruth of the charges can be ascertained. 

In the case of General Howard a joint resolution in a similar matter 
Was passed by Congress, and a court of inquiry was held, and the 
aecused officer was vindicated. I want to avoid such a proceeding if pos- 
sible, and I therefore kindly ask you to give this matter your further 
consideration before arriving at a final conclusion refusing the appeal 
of Colonel Stewart for an official inguiry into the charges that have 
been made against him. 

Of course, you will easily draw the distinction between 
martial and a court of inquiry, and while you said to me, and I entirely 
agree with you, that the accusations would not justify a court-martial, 
they constitute the very kind of charges that a court of inquiry could 
easily dispose of. 

Yours, very truly. 

I will, in a moment, read the conclusion of the President's 
letter in reply to this. Then I wrote: 

May 7, 1908. 


Hon, THEODORE ROOSEVELT, y 
Evecutive Mansion, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Mr. Presipent: I desire to thank you for the prompt at- 
tention you have given to the case of Col. William F. Stewart, and 
hope that you understand my position in regard to the same. I have 
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all due con- | 


a court- | 





been asked to submit a resolution to Congress asking for a court of 
inquiry in the matter. If I take this course I am acting strictly 
in accordance with law and with a well-established precedent in which 
the right of Congress to take action in a matter of this sort was es- 
tablished. I have had occasion to examine the question very closely, 
and have no doubt about the power of Congress to pass a resolution 
directing a court of inquiry to be called. I gather from your letter 
that you do not think it proper to convene the court. In view of 
the fact that you state in your communication that you have not made 
a final decision upon the subject, and inasmuch as Congress will ad- 
journ in a few weeks, I shall gladly wait until the expiration of the 
present week before I offer any resolution upon the subject— 

That was last week— 

You will understand that I have no idea of impeaching the con- 
clusions you have reached upon the ex parte statements that have been 
submitted to you. You have heard one side of the case; now what 
Colonel Stewart's friends want is to have his side of the case heard. I 
therefore, respectfully submit that you might change your mind if 
the testimony should be in his favor, instead of against him, before the 
court. He has never had a copy of the charges upon which this severe 
punishment is now being meted out to him. I am quite sure that you 
do not want to convict him upon the testimony against him, without 
hearing his testimony, no matter from what distinguished source the 
charges against him may emanate, and it is for this reason that a 
court in inquiry would be the proper forum before which the evidence 
on both sides could be submitted, and to which I am confident you will 
give your most careful consideration. The most extreme measures 
1ave been resorted to in reference to the punishment inflicted upon this 
officer, and he must have the right to have his case heard before a 
tribunal that can present to you the testimony on both sides. 

I return herewith the memoranda which you have asked me for, and 
I again thank you for your courtesy and for the consideration that 
you have given this matter. 

Very truly, yours. 


Now, the answer in the President’s letter is as follows: 


Now, as to your suggestion as to a trial. For the reasons given 
above, and also in the memorandum which I herewith forward, there is 
no = in having a court-martial. At present I do not see how a court 
of inquiry could be of use, for I do not see how any court of inquiry 
would express an opinion to which I should pay more heed than to the 
judgment, of Generals Wade, Grant, Murray, Duvall, and Davis, in 


accordance with whose recommendations I have acted. 
Senators will observe that this officer has never been given 
the slightest opportunity to defend himself against.the charges 
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of Generals Wade, Grant, Murray, Duvall, and Davis. Without 
saying one word against these officers, because I think I know 
some of them well and I know the distinguished services they 
have rendered to their country, I want to say that, with a 
single exception, these officers have all been promoted over the 
head of Colonel Stewart, as I am informed, to the positions that 
they now occupy. 

You say it is only by a court of yd that “we could ascertain the 
truth or untruth of the charges.” I feel that the truth of the charge: 
has been established beyond the possibility of upsetting by the reports 
quoted in the body of my letter. 

What do we think of that? The prosecution has been heard, 
but not a word for the defense, and the truth of the prosecution 
has been established “ beyond a possibility of upsetting,” when 
the man has neyer had the slightest opportunity of defending 
himself or even being confronted with the witnesses against 
him or of giving his testimony. That is the President’s con- 
ception of his constitutional prerogative. It has never been 
paralleled in the military records of American history. I cha!- 
lenge the production of a case that is a parallel to it. Language 
is not too strong for the condemnation of such a course of 
procedure as this. 

I will, however, consider this matter of a court of inquiry carefully 
before making a final decision; but at present I am not inclined t 
view the proceedings with favor. ‘There is nothing to be inquired 
about. The testimony before the inspecting officer by both Colone! 
Stewart and the officers whose testimony I have mentioned, and 
others, was under oath. So that as to the concrete case there is 
nothing to find out, and as to the general opinion of the service 
it is clearly set forth, not only by the testimony of the officers who 
served under him, but by the reports above mentioned of the last 
— general officers under whom he served. The case is absolutely 
ciear. 

Nothing would more quickly destroy all discipline in the Army than 
continually to grant courts of inquiry to contentious, inefficient, or di 
obedient officers whose misconduct is already proved beyond the poss 
bility of rebuttal. Baseless requests for such courts are continually 
made by offenders of contentious disposition. 

“Contentious disposition.” [Laughter.] 


It would be wholly undesirable to grant them. 
your allusion to a joint resolution by Congress. 

Such measures as those taken in this case are purely within the scope 
of the President’s duties and authority. The course followed in this 
case is the course which will hereafter be followed, to the great beneti 
of the Army in all such cases. Letters to this effect have already been 
addressed to the commanding officers of the several departments. 

Now let us look at whether the President is right or not. I 
shall go very briefly into the cases, because the proposition is so 
perfectly plain that I do not think any tyro in his profession 
would dispute them. The propositions that I make are three- 
first, that Congress has the right to order a court of inquiry; 
second, that the President has no right as the Commander in 
Chief of the Army to inflict any punishment whatever upon an 
officer of the United States; and, third, that as Commander in 
Chief he is bound by the laws of Congress. 

The principal question is: Is the President of the United 
States bound by the laws of Congress in reference to his duties 
as Commander in Chief of the United States Army? 

The President— 


(Read from the Constitution )— 


The President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States, and of the militia of the several States, when 
called into the actual service of the United States; 


But— 

Congress shall have power 

And— 

To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and 
naval forces. 

My proposition is that any law or rule or regulation that this 
Congress makes commands and demands the obedience of the 
President, to quote the language of a text writer to whom I sha!! 
presently refer, as much as it does the loyalty and obedience of 
any private in the ranks, 

Here is the precedent for my resolution. I would not hav 
offered the resolution; I would have hesitated to have offere! 
it, if I did not have precedents; but this whole question w:s 
discussed in the Forty-third Congress. The Senator fro. 
Maine (Mr. FRYE) was then a member of the House of Repr 
sentatives, and he participated in the discussion. [In this 
Chamber the question was decided by as able a body of men :s 
ever gathered within its presence._ Conkling participated in t) 
debate; Summer participated in the debate, as did Morri!!, 
Logan, Thurman, and others. The result was the passage of : 
resolution identically in the terms of this resolution, with on 
slight correction, which I will endeavor to have made, and th: 
is the resolution I have introduced “ authorizes and directs” 
the President; whereas the resolution passed in the Forty-thir' 
Congress “ authorizes and requests” him. I did not know th: 
the President would pay any attention to a request, and so 
thought I had better put it as strongly as I could, and therefore 


I do not understand 


to raise and support armies, 
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I used the word “ direct;” but I am perfectly willing to change 
the word “direct” and put in the word “request.” With that 
exception the resolution of the Forty-third Congress is the 
precedent for my resolution. It is a matter of grave importance 
in connection with this discussion. It was passed on the 30th 
of January, 1874, in the Forty-third Congress, first session. 
The resolution was as follows: 

Re it resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be re- 
euested and authorized to convene a court of inquiry, to consist of 
not less than five officers of the Army, whose duty it shall be, when 
«eo convened, to fully investigate all the charges against Brig. Gen. 
0. 0. Howard, contained in the communication of the Secretary of 
War to the Speaker of the House of Representatives of date December 





5. 1873, and to report their opinion as well upon moral as upon tech- 
nical and legal responsibility for such offenses, if any, as may be dis- 
covered. 


I have left that last sentence out. It is not necessary at all. 


Provided, That the accused may be allowed the same right of chal- 
lenge as is allowed by law in trials by court-martial. 

The resolution was discussed in the House and it was dis- 
cussed in the Senate. It unanimously passed the House and the 
Senate. A court of inquiry was convened and General Howard 
was honorably—I will not say acquitted—but he was honorably 
vindicated. I merely want to read a few words from what 
Senator Conkling said upon that occasion: 

Now, learning, as I do, that General Howard has no objection to this 
inquiry, which I think is to his credit, I can not suppose that this 

eding will fail to address itself to the sensibility of every member 
the Senate. Here-is an officer, certainly distinguished in service, 
stinguished in the sufferings which his service inflicted upon him, a 
an maimed in body, and who until this inquiry shall be made must 
e regarded as maimed in reputation. If he is willing or desirous that 
is conduct shall be inquired into, and by a court so rigorous as must 
e a court to whom apply especial obligations and considerations of 
onor, in that respect, it seems to me, there should be no doubt. 

Mr, Thurman addressed the Senate with a very instructive 
argument, and wound up by saying: 

_ Mr. President, I shall vote for this resolution. It is time this inves- 
tigation was made, and it is proper that it should be made, in my judg- 
ment, by a court of inquiry. 

I will not read the whole debate, but it is all there. There 
was not a dissenting opinion in the House of Representatives 
of the United States as to the propriety and legality of the pas- 
sage of such a resolution. The only point that was taken was 
that the statute of limitations had run, and if the court of in- 
quiry had decided against General Howard a court-martial 
could not be convened to punish him. The Senate passed by 
that objection and gave him a court of inquiry without refer- 
ence to it. I want to say, in passing, that the statute of limita- 
tions had run in the case of Admiral Schley. When the case 
of Admiral Sehley was tried before the court of inquiry a 
question arose in reference to the statute of limitations, but, 
nevertheless, the court of inquiry was held in that case. Here 
is what Mr. Morrill says: 

Now, why should not this ey be made? 
(Mr. Morton) says it will result in nothing. I say it will result in 
much, This man is under a cloud. Here is a distinguished officer of 
the United States Army in whose reputation and character we all have 
a just pride; a man who entitled himself to honor, who entitled himself 
to the good wishes of his countrymen; conspicuous in war, maimed, and 
will go down to his grave maimed, in a very worthy service; a man 
Whose reputation up to this time has been as spotless as that of any 
man living. He is under a cloud. It is said that this investigation 
will result in no legal proceedings thereafter. Suppose that were so; is 
it hot an object to relieve this man from this cloud which hangs over 
him? Have we no oy in this case to him and to the Department? 

Has not my honorable friend made this investigation absolutely neces- 
sary by his voice in denunciation here this afternoon? 

Then the amendments were ordered to be engrossed, the joint 
resolution to be read a third time, and the joint resolution was 
read the third time, and passed. 

So I am not here without a precedent. I am here with about 
&s well-considered a precedent as could be desired. If I had 
no precedent, the text writers are all unanimous upon this sub- 
Ject, If seems to me. But here is a precedent, and I have drawn 
this resolution, with the one exception to which I have referred, 
j in the line of that precedent. 

I come to the point, What is a court of inquiry? But before 
I advert to that let me point to the Army Regulations on this 
wunzect. I read from article 99 of the Articles of War, which 
relates to the dismissal of officers: 

‘ Ant. 99. No officer shall be discharged or dismissed from the service, 
a pt by order of the President, or by sentence of a general court- 
nartial ; and in time of peace no officer shall be dismissed, except in 
p TBOARCS of the sentence of a court-martial, or in mitigation itself. 
oa following that are provisions relating to the punishment 
0 officers, There are only one or two cases where summary 
punishment can be inflicted and in each one of these cases 
a Cee aRaTERS is provided for. There is no such thing in the 
tutions jurisprudence of the United States, under the Consti- 
ution, as the commanding officer inflicting punishment upon 
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anybody in the military service of the United States. The 
authorities are all against it; and I will refer the Senate pres- 
ently to a whole line of authorities where it has been held over 


righ 


and over again that the President has not the slightest t, 
and no commanding general has the right, to inflict punishment 


without a resort to the military court. 
What is a court of inquiry? I want to refer to Winthrop 
just for a moment. He cites the Howard case on page 795. I 


am hurrying through this case because I want to say that 
I am not here merely for the purpose of addressing the Senate. 


If the Senate is simply very kindly giving me its attention 
while I am making this speech and this man should be com- 
pelled to stay out there for three years, my speech will amount 
to very little. I must call this resolution up later in the week 
for some practical action on it, because you see what the Presi 
dent is determined to do. The President is determined to keep 
him there for the next three years. The'President has put him 
in this position: “ I demand that you send in your application for 
retirement; I deny you the right to have a copy of the charges 
against you; and if you do not retire, I will keep you there 
for the next three years. You have either to stay there or you 
must retire and surrender—one or the other.” 

No such edict as that, so far as I have been able to ascertain, 
has been promulgated in the imperial armies of the European 
continent, where the law is different from what it here, 
because there a military officer loses his identity as a citizen, 
but here an officer of the United States Army never loses his 
identity as a citizen, and he is always to be protected under 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution, which provides that— 

No person shail be * 
without due process of law. 


is 


deprived of life, liberty, or property, 

The office is his property, and the President has no right to 
deprive him of that office without due process of law. A court 
of inquiry, so called, is not a court at all. I am giad the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Military Affairs are giving me their 
attention, because I shall not be able to appear before them: 

The court of inquiry, so called, is really not a court at all. No 
criminal issue is formed before, it arraigns no prisoner, receives no 
leas, makes no finding of guilt or innocence, awards no punishment. 
ts proceedings are not a trial, nor is its opinion (when it expresses 
one) a judgment. It does not administer justice, and is not sworn to do 
so, but simply to “examine and inquire.” It is thus not a court, but 
rather a board—a board of investigation, with the incidental authority 
(when expressly conferred uponit) of pronouncing a conclusion upon 
the facts. But, as it is a sworn body, and as the witnesses before it 
are sworn and examined and cross-examined, as before courts-martial, it 
is a board of a higher sort in the nature of a court, and has thus come 
to be termed a court in the law military. This is from Winthrop. 

Then in giving the most prominent cases that have come be- 
fore courts of inquiry, he gives this case to which I have Just 
referred. 

I know all about what a court of inquiry is. I had four 
months’ experience with one of them. This case in some 
respects is like the Dreyfus case. Dreyfus was sentenced to a 
place like this. Of course it can be said to the eternal honor of 
the French Republic that it annulled the sentence and restored 
him to his position and vindicated his character. But, at least, 
he was before a court. He was convicted upon the testimony of 
suborned and perjured witnesses, it is true. But he was tried. 
He was represented by a master of the criminal law in France. 
This man has had no counsel and no friend except his wife in 
Washington, who is the granddaughter of William Pinkney. 
It has been impossible to communicate with him. It has been 
impossible to get a list of his witnesses. Such a proceeding 
was never heard of, that I can find, in the military records of 
any civilized country on this earth. 


What does the President mean? Who are his advisers? Is 
a man entitled to a trial? The President says “I am satisfied 
he is guilty, and I do not want to hear the defense.” What 
would you think of a judge upon the bench who promulgated 
such a brutal decree as that? It makes the blood rise to a fever 
heat to see the President announce such a doctrine to the Sen- 


ate of the United States. If the man is guilty, convict him. If 
he is innocent, acquit him. But the greatest felon in the land 
is entitled to a trial, and certainly this man ought to be entitled 
to one after forty years of distinguished service to his country. 
He became engaged in a quarrel with a plumber. How many 
quarrels has the President been in with plumbers and every- 
body else? Suppose the President was sent to a place like this 
for every quarrel he got into and for every emphatic expres- 
sion he made use of? This man is convicted because he imi- 
tated the example of the Commander in Chief. 

Mr. President, I think he has a right to demand a court 
of inquiry. The President says not. What can we do? I 
think under the one hundred and fifteenth article of war he 
has the right. The President will not give it to him, Let me 
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read that one hundred and fifteenth article for just a moment. 
It seems to be very plain: 

A court of inquiry, te examine into the nature of any transaction 
of, or accusation or imputation against, any officer or soldier, may 
be ordered by the President or by any commanding officer; but, as 
courts of inquiry may be perverted to dishonorable purposes, and may 
be employed, in the hands of weak and envious commandants, as 
engines for the destruction of military merit, they shall never be 
ordered by any commanding officer, except upon a demand by the 
officer or soldier whose conduct is to be inquired of. 

Does not that give him the right to demand it? The Presi- 
dent, the commanding officer, says not, and he relies upon 
seme construction of some of the officers of the War Depart- 
ment, that although the officer demands it, there must be, 
nevertheless, the assent of the President before it can be 
granted. What can this man out there do? Tell me what he 
can do out there at Fort Grant, Ariz.? Let us assume that 
he is entitled to a court of inquiry. The President denies it. 
There is no process in the civil courts by mandamus or other- 
wise by which he can enforce his rights. That has been held. 
Must he stay there for three years, or obey the President's 
request for retirement, or has he the right to come to the Con- 
gress of the United States and ask it to do as it did in the 
case quoted upon almost a similar state of facts, to grant 
him a trial, to which every American citizen ought to be en- 
titled ? 

I come now to another point, an exceedingly important point. 
Has the President the right to inflict punishment? No one 
doubts that this is punishment. I challenge the President or 
his law officers to produce a single case in which it has ever 
been held that a commanding officer has the right to inflict 
punishment without resorting to a summary court or a court 
of inquiry or a court-martial. Let me give you an authority 
on that point, with at least thirty or forty cases, in favor 
of the proposition I now state. I quote from Winthrop, volume 
1, page 679. I have another authority, the best we can get on 
that subject. On page 679 Mr. Winthrop states the law in this 
way: 

By the authorities nothing is more clearly and fully declared than 
that punishments can not legally be inflicted at the will of command- 


ers—that they can be administered only in execution of the approved 
sentences of military courts. 


ne a a °K * ur a 
No officer has the authority in any case to inflict punishment for past 
offenses of any kind. 
It is stated much stronger in Mr. Porter’s admirable work. 
Mr. Porter, on page 730, states it in this way, and he would 
not have stated it in this way if it had not been a true state- 
ment of the law: 
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We have in our military law no system of disciplinary punishments. 

Except in a few cases, unimportant in themselves or of rare occur- 
rence in practice, our code recognizes no punishments other than such | 
as may be adjudged upon trial and conviction by a military court. 

If the Military Committee will examine this case at page 
730, they will find no less than thirty or forty military decisions 
in favor of the proposition. All through the President’s letter— 
I have marked the points—he speaks of it as punishment. 

Listen to the letter: 

For the reason that: while a court-martial would undoubtedly award 
some punishment it would fall short of what was really needed, the 
separation of Colonel Stewart from active service. 

It must be remembered that the desire throughout was primarily 
to benefit the Army, and that the punishment of Colonel Stewart was 
wholly incidental to this end. 

If he had consented to retire, there would not have been 
any punishment at all. Four times on one page the President 
speaks of “ punishing” an officer of the Army of the United 
States, and over and over again in the military annals of this 
country it is stated that, no military officer at this day has the 
right to inflict the slightest punishment upon any officer or 
soldier of the Army except by regular trial by court, unless 
otherwise provided by law. 

Now, I come to another proposition. 
dent give the man a retiring board? I ask this in passing. He 
would not even send him before a retiring board. If he is 
mentally or physically or temperamentally disabled, if he has 
this temperamental infirmity or any of these new diseases which 
have sprung up in American politics, why not try him before a 
retiring board? They can retire him. I will not quote the pro- 
visions, but there is provision after provision for a retiring 
board. You can bring any officer before a retiring board, and 
if he is mentally or physically disqualified you can retire him 
at any time. You can not only retire him on half pay, but you 
can retire him without any pay at all. The President will not 
have hint before a court-martial. The President will not have 
him before a court of inquiry. The President will not give him 
a retiring board, but he proposes to be the witness, the judge, 
and the executioner at the same time, Of course I claim that 
he can not be retired. 


Why did not the Presi- 
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This brings me to the most interesting part of this discus- 
sion. I have now taken longer than I intended. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. RAYNER. I shall be very glad to yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. A few minutes ago I called the Senator's 
attention to a certain letter which I had seen in the correspond- 
ence between the War Department and Colonel Stewart, and [ 
asked the Senator if he had the letter, and if so whether he did 
not think it should find a place in the Recorp in connection with 
his speech. Since then I have been furnished with a copy of 
the letter. In connection with the question whether or not 
punishment has been imposed upon this officer, I should like to 
ask the Senator whether he does not think the letter should be 
inserted in his speech. It is a letter from Colonel Stewart, 
written from Fort Grant, after he had been there four months, 
telling of the conditions existing there and by which he was 
surrounded and to which he was subjected. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply want to suggest to the Senator from 
Maryland that he might read without hesitation anything 
furnished him by the Senator from Ohio. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORAKER., I certainly would not try to mislead the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. RAYNER. I want to say to the Senator from Texas 
that he is entirely mistaken on that proposition and the case 
the Senator from Ohio is advocating, with all deference to the 
Senator from Ohio, because there is no one for whom I have 
greater regard and esteem. The case of the Brownsville rioters 
differs as much from this case as it is possible for two cases to 
differ. There is no possible connection between them. I am 
not for one moment attacking the claim the Senator from Ohio 
makes. I am not for one moment entering into that discussion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to finish the sentence. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was about to suggest, if the Senator will 
allow me, that I will take the responsibility of reading the 
ag as a part of the interruption of the Senator if he pre- 

ers it. 

Mr. RAYNER. I want to read the letter, and I am very 
much obliged to the Senator for giving it to me. I shall cer- 
tainly read it. I appreciate his kindness in giving it to me. 
Without passing upon the Brownsville matter at all, for I have 
not examined that matter, I may say that this is an entirely 
different case. If there is any intimation made by the Senator 
from Texas, I want to point now to Article 4 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Maryland—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Maryland was so much en 
grossed with his subject that he did not catch the point of my 
remark. The Senator from Maryland must certainly under- 
stand that I differ more widely than he does with the Senator 
from Ohio on the Brownsville controversy, which is not now 
before the Senate, and I only had reference to the well-known 
cordial relations which exist between the Senator from Ohio 
and the President of the United States when I said that the 
Senator from Maryland could be positive that the Senater from 
Ohio is not furnishing any disproof of what the Senator from 
Maryland was saying. But having said that much in a jocular 
spirit, I want to say, also, that I do not believe the Senator 
from Ohio would furnish anything that he did not believe wou!:! 
enlighten us on the subject. 

Mr. FORAKER, I had that purpose in view, and certainly | 
had no thought of the Brownsville matter in that connection, 
strange as that may appear to Senators. 

I will say to the Senator that to-morrow or at an early day | 
will try to get before the Senate the Brownsville bill, when | 
shall undertake to indicate the points of that controversy. I' 
the Senator from Maryland will allow me, I will read that 
letter. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will read the letter. I am much obliged to 
the Senator for giving it to me. I have not come to any con- 
clusion on the law of the case in the Brownsville affray. ‘There 
is a broad distinction between that case and this. That case is 
governed by article 4 of the Articles of War, which reads in this 
way: 


No enlisted man, duly sworn, shall be dischar; from the servicé 
without a discharge in writing, signed by a field officer of the regiment 
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to which he belongs, or by the commanding officer when no field officer | The VICE-PRESIDENT, The hour of 2 o'clock having 
2» esent 5 a ed cassie Ue ceter ex toe Prattent, tee «| arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
is term of service bas eX} 5 ’ . : 


etary of War, the commanding officer of a department, or by sentence | ness, which will be stated by the Secretary. 


of a general court-martial. The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
I am not passing an opinion upon this, and I am only stating | commodity clause of the present interstate commerce law. 

it as a distinction between the discharge of enlisted soldiers and| Mr. ELKINS. I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 

the punishment of an officer. The first case is provided for by | porarily laid aside. 

article 4 of the Articles of War and the second case, in refer- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 


ence to the discharge of an officer, is provided for by article 99, | asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 

and that article particularly states that no officer shall be dis- | porarily laid aside. Without objection it is so ordered. 

charged except by trial by court-martial, and this article does Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, before I conclude, I am going 

not embody that provision. I shall read this letter. to ask the Secretary to read the whole of the President's let- 
Mr. FORAKER. Just a word further. There is, of course, | ter, so that there may not be any mistake about the President's 

this broad distinction: An officer holds his position by virtue of |-letter being before the Senate. I shall conclude in a few mo- 

an appointment which is confirmed by the Senate. The enlisted | ments. 


man sustains a contractual relation to the Goverument. It| Now, I come to the last proposition which has been delayed 

makes all the difference in the world. by the interruption. Is the President as Commander in Chief 

Mr. RAYNER. Now, I will read this letter of Colonel Stew- | of the Army governed by law? We may as wel! have this ques- 

art, which the Senator from Ohio has so kindly given me. tion decided one way or the other, and this is the proper place 

Fort GRANT, Ariz., february 15, 1908. to decide it. Is the President as Commander in Chief of the 

The AnsuTANE GENE | Army governed by law? The President says he is not; that he 
United States Army. ’ 3 J 





. is above the law; ar lg 1e Constitution vests in him as Com- 
Sin: I respectfuly request that I be ordered to take station at Wash- sia a id that tl eC : onstituth n — n him as Col 
incton, D. C. This request is made in order that I may obtain access mander in Chief powers incidental and implied that can not 





to records in the War Department and to obtain counsel to | be affected, controlled, or disturbed by law. I say he is mis- 
ena me to properly present to the War Department a defense against | taken. I say he is subject to everv law and regulation that 
the unjust reports made against me. Situated as I am, I can not | c Le pe cer J a € Ty an ( ee that 
properly defend myself. | Congress may pass; and I will now give to the Senate extracts 
I beg leave to invite attention to the way in which I am situated | from the best text writers upon this subject sustaining the 
here. i have now been here over four months. I have So companion- | proposition for which I contend, a propositicn of great magni- 
ship, and no means of recreation; there are two men at the post be- | tude and vast ! tomne ¢ iid oltbtan of tam Aude | 
sides myself—the caretaker, Mr. W. F. Vail, and the teamster. de and vast importance to military circles of the Army at 
! 


‘he quarters 1 occupy, the best at the post, are not in the condition 
of repair, ete., to which I am entitled. During the bad weather we | 
have had of late—snow, sleet, wind, and rain—it has been impossible, | 
owing to the small open fireplaces, to keep the building warm. The 
grounds about the building are in a poor state of police. 

There are practically no sanitary conveniences for me. On my ar- 
rival here, October 12, 1907, I found the caretaker occupying this 
house; he still occupies one side, and I have the other side. 

Mr. Vail was an inmate of the hospital at Fort Bayard, N. Mex., to 
September, 1905, where he was “treated for tuberculosis.” He states 
that he did not have consumption, but be that as it may, he is a sick | 
man 

In case of sickness or injury I have no means of obtaining medical 
attendance, except to send a messenger to Willcox and telegraph to you. 
If you then order, by telegraph, a doctor at Fort Huachuca (the nearest 
vost to this) it would probably be from two to four days from the time 
| started a messenger until the doctor arrived here. I urgently request 
that this application be approved. ‘ 

I should have made this application some time ago had I known that ‘ > . ’ ” . : 

j 


least, if not to the people of the country. 
Here is the best text writer on the subject, I think. See how 
he puts it. I read from O’Brien on Courts-Martial, page 25: 


According to the Constitution, Congress has absolute power over the 
Army. It can create, organize; increase, or disband it at its mere 
will and pleasure. It has the exclusive power of making rules and 
articles of war and of legislating for the public force. The military 
laws which it may be pleased to enact, in pursuance of the Constitu 
tion, are as binding on the President as on the private soldier, and 
there is no power in the Commonwealth which dare disregard or deviate 
from the slightest of its ordinances. 


On page 31 he puts it in this way: 
In all that relates to the raising of an army, to its strength, to its 


organization, to its criminal code, Congress is omnipotent; the Presi- 
dent powerless. 





I was to have been kept here so long. The command of the President is, indeed, absolute within its sphere, 
. - rN ~ but its sphere is bounded on all sides by law. The moment the Ixecu- 
Vir > 307°." . ‘ aec ¢ 
Mr. FORAKER. I observe that the Senator has passed one | tive oversteps the boundaries prescribed he becomes powerless and his 
paragraph of the letter. commands are of no force. 








Mr. RAYNER. I did not think that part was exactly proper * * * * * = * 

to read before the Senate and galleries. | So contracted-is the actual authority of the President that, but for 
Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the whole letter may be printed | the protective power of his qualified veto, his command might be so 

in the Recorp | restricted by legislation as to destroy its utility. 

2 ue . ; As the Executive has no legislative power, it is plain that the regula- 
Mr. RAYNER, Let it go into the Recorp. tions issued by him to the Army are not law; and as he is as much 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objections the letter will | bound by law as any other citizen, it follows that if any of them conflict 

be printed in the REcorp | with law they are so far null and void. 

The letter referred to is as follows: | Then we come to a statement by Mr. Curtis, who puts it just 
Fort Grant, Ariz., February 15, 1908 | as strongly, but a little more concisely. Let me give you what 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, ; ; : he says upon the subject: 


United States Army. 


The President is the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, 
Sir: 1 respectfully request that I be ordered to take station at | not only by force of the Constitution, but under and subject to the 
Washington, D. C. This request is made in order that I may obtain | Constitution, and to every restriction therein contained, and to every law 
access to certain records in the War Department and to obtain coun- | enacted by its authority, as completely and clearly as the private in 
~ to enable =e to properly present to the War Department a de- | his ranks. 
ense agains s ~ y 5 Situated as I : sae ie 
I can not oat intone ee See oF oe Has the President ever read any one of these authorities? 
beg leave to invite attention to the way I am situated here. I He is General in Chief; but can a general in chief disobey any law of 
have now been here over four (4) months. I have no companionship | his own country? When he can, he superadds to his rights as con- 
and no means of recreation; there are two men at the post besides | mander the powers of a usurper; and that is military despotism 
myself—the caretaker, Mr. W. F. Vail, and the teamster. If the Constitution had provided that a commander in chief should 


The quarters I occupy, the best at the post, are not in the condition | be appointed by Congress, his powers would have been the same as the 
of repair, ete., to which I am entitled. During the bad weather we | military powers of the President now are. And what would be thought 


have had of late, snow, sleet, wind, and rain, it has been impossible, | by the American people of an attempt by a general in chief to legislate 
owing to the small open fireplaces to keep the building warm. The | by his decrees for the people and the States? 


grounds about the building are in a poor state of police. jesides, all the powers of the President are executive merely He 

val teen peactiontty no sanitary conveniences for me. On my | can not make a law. He can not repeal one. He can only execute 
arrival here, October 12, 1907, I found the caretaker occupying this | the laws. He can neither make, nor suspend, nor alter them. He can 
house. He still oceupies one side and I the other side. not even make an article of war. 


_ Mr. Vail was an inmate of the hospital at Fort Bayard, N. Mex., to | 
September, 1905, where he was “ treated for tuberculosis ;” he states 
that he did not have consumption, but be that as it may, he is a 
sick man—he is often sick and remains in the house for from one to 
four or five days at a time; he expectorates frequently, and I am 
ke pt awake at night by his coughing. 

rhe bath and toilet room in this building (they have been torn out 
of the other buildings at the post) have and are still being used by 
Mr. Vail. I can not use them, except in an emergency, as I do not 
consider it safe, owing to Mr. Vail’s sickness. In case of sickness or 
injury I have no means of obtaining medical attendance, except to 
send a messenger to Willcox and telegraph to you. If you then order, 
by telegraph, a doctor at Fort Huachuca (the nearest post to this) it 
would probably be from two to four days from the time I started 
a messenger until the doctor arrived here. I urgently request that ! 
this application be approved. around his neck, subject to be hung up by a military despot at the next 
on should have made this application some time ago had I known | lamp-post, under the sentence of some drumhead court-martial. 

nat I was to have been kept here so long. I put it off hoping and 


Mr. President, what the President has done is martial law. 
That is what he has done. He has proclaimed against this 
officer martial law, and using the language of one of the great- 
est patriots and advocates of his day—Sir Edward Cok 
defining what martial law is, said: “ Martial law is no law at 
all.” 

I want to add to what Sir Edward Coke said on the sub 
ject what Mr. Justice Woodbury, in the celebrated case of 
Luther v. Borden, speaking of martial law, said: 


By it every citizen, instead of reposing under the shield of knowr 
and fixed laws as to his liberty, property, and life, exists with a rope 


expecting an order to leave this post. Hallam, in his Constitutional History, says that its use by 
Respectfully, etc., Wma. F. STewanrr, the commissioners to try military offenders by martial law was a pro- 


Colonel, Coast Artillery Corps. cedure necessary, within certain limits, to the discipline of an army, 
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but unwarranted by the Constitution of this country. 
now ‘does not exist in England at all;” was “contrary to the Con- 
stitution, and has been for a century totally exploded.” 

This is nothing but martial law. This is not the law of the 
Constitution ; it is not the law of the land. It is the law of the 


land. 

I have said now, Mr. President, all that I intend to say upon 
this subject. I might say a great deal more. I want, when I 
conclude this address, to have the President’s letter read in full, 
because I had no idea that he would give me the right to offer 
it, and I only learned this morning that he gave me the right. 
I looked upon it as a private communication. 


IT want to say in conclusion I am not here to pass upon the | 
guilt or innocence of this officer. I do not know, and I so told | 
the President, whether these charges are true or whether they | 


are untrue. They may be true or they may be false. I am 
here to claim a right of trial for the accused officer. I am here 
to claim the right of having him furnished with a copy of the 
charges. I am here to claim the right under the Constitution 
of having him confronted by the witnesses who are against 
him, a right, accorded as I have said, to every citizen in the 
land. 

He has not, as an officer of the Army, lost his constitutional 
right. The authorities are all one way upon that subject. A 
man does not cease to be a citizen without constitutional rights 
because he is an officer in the United States Army. His office 
is his property, and he should not be divested of it without due 


process of at least military law. He is now an outcast and an | 


exile, and I hold that in time of peace he can not thus be de- 
prived of his liberty without a trial. I am not criticising the 
President; I am not assailing his motives. He may be right in 
the conclusion he has reached upon the facts. He is wrong in 
not permitting the facts to be investigated. The President is 
not involved in this controversy. All I ask for is a trial. It 
would be a mockery of our system of military jurisprudence if 
an officer who has given forty years of his life to the service of 
his country could be thus degraded without an opportunity to 
be heard. 


In all the days of the common law, since star-chamber process | oi; known throughout the artillery, the undersigned, for the good of 


passed into oblivion, no precedent can be found for such a 
practice. If we have a military code in this country that per- 
mits without a hearing the humiliation of an officer of the Army, 
that strips him of his command without notice of his alleged 
delinquency, that without a charge against his character or his 
courage or his honor can banish him to solitary exile and offer 
him the alternative of retirement or acceptance of this pun- 
ishment, if he can be driven from one abandoned post to an- 
other, and when he asks for the charges that have been made 
against him can be denied the right to have any information 
upon the subject, if this is the law of the land, then the law 
of the lend is a disgrace to the land and ought to be obliterated 
from tne statute book; and I venture to say that if this be its 
true interpretation, it is an instrument of despotism that has no 
counterpart among any “ other people claiming to be civilized or 
under any other government purporting to be free.” [Applause 
in the galleries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will admonish the oc- 
cupants of the galleries that under the rules of the Senate ap- 
plause is not permitted. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will now ask for the reading of the letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the letter as requested. 

‘he Secretary read as follows: 

Tue Waits Hovss, 
Washington, May 6, 1908. 

My Dear Senator Rayner: I have received your letter of May 3d 
and also the ietter you wrote to the Secretary of War in reference to 
the case of Col. W. F. Stewart. The facts are as follows: 

I made a careful investigation of the case of Colonel Stewart. I 
have before me the report of the Judge-Advocate-General upon it, and 
the full report by Major-General Duvall, and have looked at the original 
reports of Generals Grant, Murray, and others. It appears that Colonel 
Stewart has been forty-one years in the Army, having entered it when 
very young. He is now entitled to retire, having served forty years. 
He refuses to retire unless he is made a brigadier-general. I shall cer- 


tainly not make him a brigadier-general, because he is grossly unfit not | 


merely to be a brigadier-general, but to hold his present rank in the 
Army. His career has not been distinguished for a number of years; 
his usefulness has been diminishing—-indeed, it has not only irrevo- 
cably passed, but he is a nuisance in the service, being both incompe- 
tent and temperamentally unfit to exercise command over enlisted 
men, or to control other officers, or to behave with propriety when 
brought in contact with civilians. 

As General Duvall reports, it is well known throughout the artillery 
service that Colonel Stewart is an “‘impossible”’ commanding officer, 
and he is ‘a man who in civil life could under no circumstances have 
risen to any position of influence or authority over his fellows. During 
the last three years the trouble with Colonel Stewart has reached a 
climax. In 1905, when he was in command at Fort Williams, Me., an 
officer of his command, his quartermaster, was court-martialed, dis- 
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Indeed, a dis- | 
tinguished English judge has since said that “ martial law,” as of old, | 
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missed from the Army, and sentenced to the penitentiary for the per- 
petration of most outrageous frauds upon the Government, which had 
extended over a considerable period of time. Apparently all this went 
on almost under the very eyes of Colonel Stewart, but he failed to de- 
tect the crimes of the officer, in so doing being culpably remiss in ex- 
ercising supervision over his subordinates. At the same place he be- 


| came embroiled with a civilian, Mr. Cushing, a resident of the neigh- 
President, beyond the Constitution and above the laws of the 


borhood of the military reservation, and the War Department was 
obliged to interfere and stop his wrangling with Mr. Cushing. He also 
became so abusive and tyrannical in his treatment of a civilian em- 
ployee, Mr. Randall, a plumber, that the latter was obliged to appeal 
to the War Department for protection. These were only some among 
the instances which were brought to the attention of the Department. 

In 1906 Brigadier-General (now Major-General) Grant, the Depart- 
ment Commander, forwarded the report on Colonel Stewart’s command 
to the division headquarters, with the comment that the “ unhappy 
condition of affairs at Fort Williams” was due to the action of the 
commanding officer, his shortcomings being temperamental, which caused 
him so to irritate ,those around him that in the opinion of General 
Grant the only way to meet the defect was to “ get rid of the irritant, 
which can be done by offering Colonel Stewart an alternative of relief 
from command or retirement on his own ————, 

The Chief of Artillery then investigated the matter and reported that 
the irritation caused to those around him by Colonel Stewart had been 
known unofficially to the office of the Chief of Artillery for some time, 
and that Colonel Stewart's “‘ methods have appeared to cause irritation 
and annoyance to officers and men at his own post and at the other 
posts of the artillery district of Portland which he has commancded. 
Complaints have also been made to the War Department by civilians.” 
In conclusion, the Chief of Artillery indorsed General Grant's recom- 
mendation that Colonel Stewart be offered the alternative of relief from 
command or retirement. 

However, the Department did not act on this suggestion, desiring to 
give Colonel Stewart another chance; for the action of the Department 
was marked by extreme lenience. Accordingly Colonel Stewart wa 
ordered to Fert Barrancas, Department of the Gulf. Early in 1907 
General Duvall submitted a memorandum in which he gave several 
reasons for Colonel Stewart's unfitness for his position through tempera- 
mental and other defects. These reasons included “tyrannical con- 
duct” in assigning a lieutenant to isolated and unpleasant duty at a 
subpost of Fort Barrancas, when this lieutenant had already within a 
recent period served many months thereat and while there were two 
other available officers for this duty, one of whom had never been 
assigned thereto and the other for but a short time. (The facts hav- 
ing come to the notice of the Department Commander he ordered 
Colonel Stewart to change this assignment.) Also failure through lack 
of comprehension, or through obstinacy bordering on insubordination, to 
earry out instructions from the War Department in the matter of the 
newspaper reports alleging that soldiers of his command had fired on a 
railroad passenger train near his post. General Duvall closed his 
memorandum with the following: 

“In consideration of the facts stated in this paper and of many 
other subordinate ones distributed over a long period of service, and 


the service, strongly indorses the recommendation of the commanding 
general, Department of the East, and the Chief of Artillery in this 
case. 

Colonel Stewart, having forwarded an application to be appointed 
a brigadier-general, the department commander declined to recom- 
mend it, and stated that Colonel Stewart’s arrogant narrowness, his 
suspicion of those about him, his frequent if not habitual tyrannies, 
and his apparent malice and vindictiveness toward those who had in- 
curred his resentment, were not faults which could be ignored, even if 
the Colonel had been, which he was not, a commander of high techni- 
cal value. The division commander in forwarding the application to 
the War Department stated that judging from the letters and indorse- 


| ment before him Colonel Stewart was entirely unfitted for the duties 


of a commanding officer. 

Complaints continued. In July, 1907, Colonel Stewart was found 
to have been guilty of tyrannical and unreasonable conduct toward 
a civilian employee of the Government, Mr. J. E. Turtle. This led 
to an investigation. It was officially found that the action of Colonce! 
Stewart, resulting in injustice to Mr. Turtle and failure to safeguard 
the interests of the Government, was due to groundless antagonism 
toward Turtle, and that Colonel Stewart had been guilty of inco1 
rectness of statement in his testimony. Incidental to this investi 
gation unimpeachable testimony by certain officers was introduced as 
to Colonel Stewart’s violence in his language to enlisted men, one 
officer stating that he had accused enlisted men of open mutiny for 
trifling military derelictions, and that he worried both officers and 
enlisted men by nagging about minor and petty details until the com 
mand was demoralized. Another officer, Major Walke, second in com 
mand of Colonel Stewart's post, stated that Colonel Stewart had 
applied opprobrious epithets to enlisted men, in one case calling a 
first sergeant of twenty-nine years’ service a “dirty, insolent pup,” 
and stating further that he considered that the demoralization of the 
force (due to Colonel Stewart's conduct) rendered the conditions of 
the command very poor and practically put a stop to intercourse 
between the people of Pensacola and the members of the garrison. 
Lieutenant Wilson, Colonel Stewart’s adjutant, as well as Lieutenant 
Rhoades, Colonel Stewart's quartermaster, corroborated this testimony. 
I call attention to the fact that this testimony is from Colonel 
Stewart’s second in command, and the two most important officers 
on his staff, who under any ordinary conditions could be trustetl 
to wish to support their commander in anything he did. The in- 
spector reported that if desired such testimony could be supplemented 
to almost any extent by precisely similar testimony. Brig. Gen. 
J. M. K. Davis, commanding the Department of the Gulf, referring 
to Colonel Stewart, considered that “he should not be intrusted 


| with the command of a post. This opinion is based in the main 


not only upon actual service with him, but upon imformation that 
has reached me at various times of the unhappy condition of affairs 
at posts under his command.” The Chief of Artillery, General Murray, 
then reported as follows: 

“There can be but one conclusion from the testimony of his division 
and department commanders, his corps commander, his second it 
command, his own staff officers, and all others who have been called 
upon ; Colonel Stewart is unfit for command. Instead of performing ° 
useful function, he is a hindrance to the transaction of public business 
and little short of a scourge to those who are so unfortunate as to b 
under his control. 

“It is believed that this officer should be relieved from the command 
of his post and district, but this can not be accomplished by bringing 
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him before a general court-martial, for while he has committed many 
overt acts for which he might be punished, it would probably be im- 
possible successfully to prosecute charges which would result in his 
dismissal from the service, and to sentence him to any less punishment 
would not be a proper or effective remedy; it can not be accomplished 
by bringing him before a retiring board, as recommended by the in- 
spector, Major Cronkhite, because mentally and physically he is to all 
appearances perfectly sound, though believed to be often irresponsible 
through ungovernable temper. 

“The recommendation of General Grant, as concurred in by the com- 
manding gencral, Department of the Gulf, and myself, as Chief of 
Artillery, appears to be the only practicable solution. It is: therefore 
again recommended that to Colonel Stewart there be ‘offered the 
alternative of relief from command or retirement upon his own applica- 
tion under section 1243, Revised Statutes.’ "’ 

On this recommendation the Acting Chief of Staff, Brigadier-General 
(now Major-General) Duvall stated that the Chief of Artillery under- 
stated rather than exaggerated the case, but recommended that the 








option of honorable retirement be offered to Colonel Stewart for the 
reason that while a: court-martial would undoubtedly award some pun- | 
és} t it would fall short of what was really needed, the separation 
of Colonel Stewart from active service. 

It must be remembered that the desire throughout was primarily to 
benefit the Army, and that the punishment of Colonel Stewart was 
wholly incidental te this end, so much so that if he had consented 


to retire there would have been no punishment at all, and what of 
punishment has oceurred has been purely owing to the insistence of 
the Colonel himself, though he has been not only a very inefficient but 
a pernicious officer, that he should be retired as a brigadier-general. 
Accordingly, on the advice of the four general officers, Grant, Duvall, 
Davis, and Murray, all of them his superior officers, who were most 
intimately acquainted with the facts of the case, Colonel Stewart was 


sent to the ungarrisoned post of Fort Grant. It was found upon 
inquiry that there were four posts available for such assignment. 
Fort Assinniboine was deemed unsuitable, as the winter season is 


long and severe. Fort Keogh, although without a regular garrison, is 
occupied by a small detachment of troops; Colonel Stewart’s conduct 


toward enlisted men has been so tyrannical and unjust that the 
Department would not consent to subjecting them to his exclusive 
control, and therefore Fort Keogh was excluded. Fort Brown, at 
Brownsville, Texas, has been left without a garrison; as Colonel | 


Stewart has been continually embroiled with civilians, it is deemed 
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inadvisable that he should be sent to this particular post. There 
remained only Fort Grant. It is an entirely healthy post, and the 
question of its employment as a light artillery post is now under con- 
sideration. It is provided with excellent quarters for the commanding 
officer, who should have no difficulty in making himself very com- 
fortable there. But there are no enlisted men or junior officers over 
whom Colonel Stewart can tyrannize, but few civilians with whom he 
can quarrel, and no officer of superior rank to whose command he 
might, to the great detriment of the Army, some day succeed. 

Criticism has been made of this action by people who desire that 
“mercy” should be shown to Colonel Stewart, or who speak as if he 
had been “tyrannized” over. In effect this criticism is a demand that 
Colonel Stewart be kept in some position where he can himself tyran- 
nize over subordinates who are helpless to resist this tyranny unless 
it becomes overt to a degree which he has been careful not to permit. 
The very persons who are apt to clamor against corrective measures 
when employed against enlisted men who need them, or to be jealous 
of the actions of officers of the army when the right is on their side 
in controversies with civilians, have now demanded improper favoritism 
for Colonel Stewart, although his is a case in which the officer has 
really treated enlisted men and subordinate officers improperly, and 
has in actual fact behaved improperly toward civilians. 

A few weeks ago the War Department, being inclined to be as merci- 
ful as possible to Colonel Stewart, consented that he should go to St. 
Francis Barracks, St. Augustine, Fla.; but through Senator Taia- 
rekro I have received emphatic protests against this assignment. One 
of the protests is from the adjutant-general of Florida, on behalf of 
the State, to which the barracks in question at St. Augustine had been 
turned over by the War Department. The Secretary of War notified 


the Florida authorities that it would exempt from the terms of the | 


lease the commanding officer’s quarters, the purpose being to place 
therein Colonel Stewart; the State authorities assert that this would 
entirely disarrange the plans that they have made for complete military 


headquarters at St. Augustine, and that they do not think it should 


done save in the event of “a military exigency of great impor- 
tance.” I agree with them. In addition, Senator TALIAFERRO sub- 
mitted to me the protest of a gentleman for whose standing and 
trustworthiness that Senator writes that he heartily vouches. This 


protest runs: 

“About a year or so ago a Col. W. F. Stewart of the United States 
Army was in command of the military post here at Fort Barrancas. 
Hie is of a very unfortunate and quarrelsome disposition and very dis- 
tasteful to everybody who came in contact with him. I also under- 
stand that he has had differences with nearly every officer at the post, 
and in fact I have heard that he has been in hot water at every army 
post at which he has been stationed. I believe it is a disease with 
him. it became notorious at Fort Barrancas. * * * 

‘It is very greatly to the interest of the business community here, 
as well as those who come in contact with the commanding officer at 
Fort Barrancas, not to have a commanding officer with Colonel Stewart's 
Gisposition, * * ®* J think he is more to be pitied than anything 
else, but it would be most unfortunate for this community if he were 
sent back here.” 

In y iew of these protests, Colonel Stewart has been directed to remain 
at Fort Grant. The facts above given show that Colonel Stewart is 
entitled to no consideration whatever; that he ought to be retired from 
the Army forthwith, and that to adopt any other disposition of the case 
than that which has actually been adopted would be unfair to the in- 
ut cone of the Army and particularly unfair to the interests of the 
= a and unjust to the civilians at any post to which he might 


Now as to your suggestion as to a trial. For the reasons given 





above, and also in the memorandum which I herewith forward, there is 
= point in having a court-martial. At present I do not see how a 
ae of Ang uiry could be of use, for I do not see how any court of 
tothe would express an opinion to which I should pay more heed than 
in od judgment of Generals Wade, Grant, Murray, Duvall, and Davis, 
a pe with whose recommendations I have acted. You say it 
al y a court of inquiry that we “could ascertain the truth or 
estanl hon the charges. I feel that the truth of the charges has been 
the bod ie beyond the possibility of upsetting, by the reports quoted in 

y of my letter, I will, however, consider this matter of a court 
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of inquiry carefully before making a final decision; but at present { am 
not inclined to view the proceedings with favor. There is nothing to be 
inquired about; the testimony before the inspecting officer by both 
Colonel Stewart and the officers whose testimony I have mentioned and 
others was under oath, so that as to the concrete case there is nothing 
to find out, and as to the general opinion of the service it is clearly set 
forth not only by the testimony of the officers who served under him 
but by the reports above mentioned of the last five general officers under 
whom he served. The case is absolutely clear; nothing would more 
quickly destroy all discipline in the Army than continually to grant 
courts of inquiry to contentious, inefficient, or disobedient officers whose 
misconduct is already proved beyond the possibility of rebuttal. Base 
less requests for such courts are continually made by offenders of con- 
tentious disposition ; it would be highly undesirable to grant them I 
do not understand your allusion to a joint resolution by Congress; 
such measures as those taken in this case are purely within the scope o 
the President's duties and authority. The course followed in this case 
is the course which will hereafter be followed, to the great benefit of 
the Army, in all such cases; to this effect have already been 


letters 

addressed to the commanding officers of the several departments. 
Very truly, yours, 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Hon. Istpor RAYNER, 


United States Senate. 

P. S.—Please return the inclosed memorandums when you are through 
with them. 

Mr. RAYNER. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on 
the table, and I wish to give notice that I shall call it up 
Thursday for the consideration and action of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
that the joint resolution lie on the table? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator from Maryland mean that 
he expects action upon the joint resolution without its going 
to a committee? 

Mr. RAYNER. I make the request that it now lie on the 
table, and I shall call it up on Thursday for the action and 
consideration of the Senate. When I call it up Thursday and 
make a motion in reference to it, the Senator from Wyoming 
can make a motion to refer it to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I think it is best for all interests concerned that the 
measure should take the course I have suggested. 

Mr. WARREN. The present request is simply that it lie on 
the table? 

Mr. RAYNER. 
on Thursday. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ‘suggest to the Senator from Maryland 
that the Committee on Military Affairs meets on Thursday, and 
if the joint resolution lies on the table until Thursday without 
any action being taken it will be a week from that date before 
it could be considered by the committee, unless a special meet- 
ing for the purpose should be had. I think, unless the Senator 
wants it to lie over so as to further discuss it, it would be 
better for the joint resolution to go to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs now, if it is to go there at all. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will change my notice that instead of call- 
ing it up on Thursday I will call it up to-morrow. I shall call 
up the joint resolution to-morrow. 

ENLARGED HOMESTEADS., 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the 


That it lie on the table, and I shall call it up 


Senate the amend- 


ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6155) to 
provide for an enlarged homestead. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and request a con- 


ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. Smoot, Mr. CLark of Wyoming, and Mr. McLAuRIN as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

DRAINAGE OF LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19541) to authorize the drainage 
of certain lands in the State of Minnesota numbered 1, 2, and 3, 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, with an 
amendment, which was to strike out all of the amendment and 
to insert: “ That unless the purchasers of unentered lands 
shall within ninety days after the sale provided for in section 
3, pay to the proper receiver the fees, commissions, and pur- 
chase price to which the United States may be entitled as pro- 
vided in section 5, and unless the purchasers of entered lands 
shall within ninety days after the right of redemption has 
expired make like payments as provided for in this section, 
any person having the qualifications of a homestead entryman 
may pay to the proper receiver for not more than 160 acres of 
land for which such payment has not been made: First, the 
unpaid fees, commissions, and purchase price to which the 
United States may then be entitled; and second, the sum at 
which the land was sold at the sale for the drainage charges, 
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and in addition thereto, if bid in by the State, interest on the 
amount bid by the State at the rate of 7 per cent per annum 
from the date of such sale, and thereupon the person making 
such payment shall become subrogated to the rights of such 
purchaser to receive a patent for said land. When any payment 
is made to effect such subrogation the receiver shall transmit 
to the treasurer of the county where the land is situated the 
amount at which the land was sold at the sale for drainage 
charges, together with interest paid thereon, if any, less any 
sum in excess of what may be due for such drainage charge if 
the land when sold was unentered.” 

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 1, 2, and 3 and concur in the amendment of 
the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4. 

The motion was agreed to. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the post-oflice appropriation bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be done by unanimous consent, or else it 
would displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly; I ask for unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that the post-office appropriation bill 
be laid before the Senate and proceeded with. 

There 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 18347) 
iniking appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other 
purposes. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the | 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Tatta- 
FERRO] to the amendment of the committee, on page 22, in the 
amendment of the committee, to strike out lines 12 to 18, in- 
clusive. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 


Mr. CURTIS. I should like to have the amendment again | 


stated and to have the words proposed to be stricken out read. 


ment. 


The Secretary. On page 22 it is proposed to strike out | 


from line 12 to line 18, inclusive, as follows: 


And the Postmaster-General shall give the company carrying such 
mails advance notice of his intention to take their weights separately 
from the other mails of the route and readjust the compensation for 
the carriage of the same on the basis of their value on the shorter 
or less expensive route, and shall report weekly during the time of 
such weighing the weights of such malls to the company carrying them. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I notice on page 22, be- 


ginning at the end of line 3, the following language: 
In connection with such weighing and readjustment, where there 


are two or more routes by which the mails may be dispatched between | 
important points with equal facility and advantage to the mail service, | 


the Postmaster-General may send such mails by either route. 


General under the law possesses the right to send the mails 
by the routes which he thinks most advantageous to the public 
service; and this seems to contemplate some unusual condi- 
tion, I will say, if my understanding of the law is correct. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Postmaster-General has | 


under existing law the right to contract with any railroad com- 
pany that he may elect for the carriage of the mails between 
two points. But it occurs now and then that after making the 
contract with a given company a shorter line of road is con- 
structed and made available, and by this shorter line of road 
the mails can be carried cheaper. But in the meantime the 
railway postal clerks have established their homes along the 
line of the road having the contract, and the whole service is 
adjusted to that line. The time made by the two lines may 
be the same, but yet, instead of transferring to the shorter line 
which will do the work cheaper, this provision gives the Post- 
master-General authority to permit the longer line to carry the 
mails at the same charge for which the shorter line will carry 
the mails. This avoids a needless system of readjustment in 
the middle of contracts. 

By reference to page 6325 of to-day’s CoNGRESSIONAL REcorD 
the Senator will perceive an explanation in a letter of the Post- 
master-General, under date of April 28, on this subject. In 
the course of that letter the Postmaster-General says: 


After the transportation of the mails has been established over a 
route—— 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. From what is the Senator reading? 
Mr. CARTER. I am reading from the letter of the Post- 
master-General of April 28, the third division or paragraph of 
the letter, found on page 6325 of the ConcREessionaL REcorpD. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO, Very well. 


being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
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Mr. CARTER, I will read the entire paragraph. It is as 
follows: 


The elements of expedition, efficiency, and economy are given con- 
sideration in arranging for the transportation of mails on railroads. 
Where through mails are concerned the Department often has the choice 
of competing routes. A competing route may be shorter than another; 
it may be more economical by reason of being a land-grant route; or 
it may perform important terminal or transfer functions which must 
otherwise be pore for by the Department. After the transportation 
of the mails has been established over a route and the train schedules 
remain satisfactory it is not advisable to divert mails merely because 
a competing route offers to make a satisfactory schedule. ‘The facts 
that the transportation has been established over such route; that the 
company has furnished the necessary facilities for their carriage, and 
that railway postal clerks have been assigned to duty with reference to 
such mail routing are given due consideration; and of the company 
carrying the mails can furnish as advantageous service as the com- 
peting company it is not advisable to take the mails away from it. 
Where the Department has the opportunity of dispatching mails by 
competing routes, one of which is shorter or otherwise less expensive 
than the other, it appears to be but just to the Government—when such 
mails are allowed to remain with the longer or more expensive route— 
to reduce the compensation paid therefor by the amount which the 
Government would save if the mails in question were dispatched by the 
shorter or less expensive route. 


In the absence of such a provision, I submit to the Senator 
from Florida that when a lower rate was furnished the Post- 
master-General would have no discretion but to cancel the exist- 
ing contract and accept the lower rate. This provision permits, 
however, the contracting company to reduce the rate to that 
for which the competitor offers to do the service. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Does the Postmaster-General have any- 
thing to say on the subject of the weighing—the giving notice 
as to the weighing? 

Mr. CARTER. The Postmaster-General in that behalf, on the 
same page of the Recorp to which I have referred, in a letter of 
another date, says as to the portion of the bill with reference to 
readjusting weights: 

This will give legislative expression to the practice of the Depart- 
ment recently adopted. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 


| ‘ { f 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend. | 20®8 the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from 


Kansas? 

Mr. CARTER. I do. 

Mr. CURTIS. Does the Postmaster-General, I would ask the 
Senator from Montana, recommend the change of the weighing 
of the mails from a period of one hundred and five days to 
thirty-five days? 

Mr. CARTER. The Postmaster-General so recommends. 

Mr. CURTIS. Well, might it not be to the disadvantage of 
the Government to select thirty-five days, because of the fact 
that those thirty-five days might be at a time when the mail was 
exceedingly heavy? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Postmaster-General selects 
the time for the weighing. The railroads have nothing to do 


| with selecting the time when the weighing shall commence. It 
I would ask the chairman of the committee to explain the | 


purpose of that provision. I understand that the Postmaster- | 


will be thirty-five consecutive days, but the Postmaster-General 
names the first day. In the main it must be taken into account 
that the Department keeps pretty fair track of the average mails 
of the year, and the Postmaster-General can be relied upon, we 
think, to select such time as will give a fair average and not an 
average higher than it normally is. 

Mr. CURTIS. Do I understand that the Postmaster-General 
recommends this amendment? 

Mr. CARTER. The Postmaster-General recommends this 
amendment precisely as stated. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I am of the opinion that un- 
less some arrangement is made for the weighing of the mails 
for a longer period than thirty-five days it would be, putting 
too much power and too much responsibility in the hands of the 
Postmaster-General. As I understand, the practice now is to 
begin in one part of the country to weigh the mails, and then 
the weighing is followed up in another section, and so on. So 
that it is really divided into four periods, which aitogether con- 
sume a good deal of time in the weighing of the mail. I can 
not make out from this provision whether the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is now going to weigh the mail in sections, so that it will 
be going on thirty-five days in one section, then thirty-five days 
in another section, and so on, in perhaps four divisions, and 
thus consume one hundred and forty days in weighing, or 
whether the idea is to weigh all the mail in thirty-five days. 

The point which the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] sug- 
gested is, to my mind, a pretty patent one, because I suppose ali 
of us have had criticisms come to us that in some way or other 
the railroads are getting the best of it in the weighing of the 
mails. In fact, Congress, a year ago, to satisfy itself t= that 
matter, provided, and the Department cooperated—if I remem- 
ber correctly it was done by an act of Congress—for a special 


weighing of the mails in a special manner in the Post-Office De- 
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partment, so as to establish public confidence in this mail 
weighing, and, I think, to a great degree it did establish public 
confidence in this mail weighing. I remember seeing a news- 
paper article, which went through the press quite generally, 
complaining that the mail was weighed at a certain time of the 
vear when the mails were heaviest, and consequently the Gov- 
ernment was getting the worst of it, so to speak, in this mail 
weighing. I took the matter up at the time with the Post- 
Office Department. The Postmaster-General informed me of the 
process of weighing at that time, and it seemed to me that, 
under that system, it was practically impossible for the rail- 
roads to concentrate the mail in such a manner as to defeat the 
Government or to defraud the Government in the mail weighing. 

Rut it does seém to me that the question which the Senator 
from Kansas asked is one as to which we ought to be informed, 
and I should, at least, like to be. If the mail is to be weighed 
in thirty-five days, then it would be possible to concentrate a 
good deal of mail in those thirty-five days’ weighing, which 


would last for a whele year, and in this way defraud the Gov- | 
I am not saying that it would be done, but it would | 


ernment. 
make it possible to raise that point and to make it more im- 
portant than it otherwise would be. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I am in sympathy with the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Burxerr], 
but I should like to ask him how it would be possible to so con- 
centrate the mail? 

Mr. BURKETT. I confess, I will say to the Senator from 
Illinois, that I do not know how it would be possible for the 
railroads to concentrate the mail unless they should enter into 
some sort of a league with great mercantile houses that were 
sending out a great number of catalogues to get them all to go 
out at a certain time, or enter into a conspiracy of some kind. 
I have really never taken much stock in the claim, but the 
Senator will remember seeing an article that went through the 
press—not only one article, but a great many articles—and, as 
one Senator, I have received a great many letters on the sub- 
ject calling it to my attention that Congress had not sufficiently 
protected the Government in this matter of the weighing of the 
mails. Now, it occurred to me that after 

Mr. HOPKINS. The reason, I will state to the Senator, is 
that I have served on the Post-Office and Post-Roads Committee, 
both in the House and the Senate, and I have always found 
the Post-Office Department was very exacting at such times. 

Mr. BURKETT. I have no doubt of that, I will say to the 
Senator from Illinois, because I recall that a few years ago 
a special committee of the House of Representatives was ap- 
pointed to investigate the whole matter of the mail weighing. 
A Representative from Massachusetts, now on the Supreme 
bench, Judge Moody, was chairman of that committee, and they 
made a very exhaustive report. However, it occurs to me that 
if we are going to make a change in the system of weighing, re- 
ducing the time from one hundred and five days to thirty-five 
days, for one I should like to have a pretty full explanation of 
it, showing that it is going to be for the protection of the Gov- 
ernment, rather than otherwise. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to state 

Mr. CURTIS. 
if I can, and I should like to ask the Senator from Montana 
a question, 

Mr. CARTER, Very well. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been informed, but have not had time 
to look up the data, that the reduction of the period of weigh- 








ing to thirty-five days instead of one hundred and five days will | 


increase the expense to the Government at least 7 per cent. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is not correct, Mr. President. The ap- 
propriation contained in this bill is $44,000,000, exactly the 
same as for the current year. No increase whatever will be 
incurred by this amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, that may be true, so far as the 
bill is concerned, but if this change did increase the expense to 
the Government, there is nothing to prevent the Postmaster- 
General from submitting an estimate for a deficiency appropri- 
ation at the opening of the next Congress. At the proper time 
I st ould like to move to strike out the word “ thirty-five” and 
insert Instead the words “one hundred and five.” 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to say here, Mr. President, 
that this amendment comes to the Senate direct from the De- 
partment. Its phraseology is identical with the amendment 
submitted by the Postmaster-General, with the exception of a 
Suggestion made by the Senator from Florida {[Mr. TaLraFrerro] 
leaving the question open as to when the Postmaster-General 
should designate the time for weighing. 
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I should like to make a statement right here, | 
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Mr. TALIAFERRO. I understood the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to say something about the Senator from Florida, but 
I did not catch his remarks. 

Mr. PENROSE. I stated that the amendment as it came to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads from the Depart- 
ment fixed the time when the weighing should take place. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Yes. 

Mr. PENROSE. And that at the suggestion of the Senator 
from Florida, in committee that fixed period was eliminated 
from the bill and it was left open to the Postmaster-Genera! 
without notice to the railroads to proceed with this weighing. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. And it is, Mr. President, in the spirit 
of that objection which the Senator from Florida made in com- 
mittee that he now objects to the language contained in the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think the other proposition is an entirely 
different one. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in answer to the question of 
the Senators from Kansas and Nebraska, I feel that this obser- 
vation is due: The mails have heretofore been weighed in sec 
tions of the country quadrennially. The increase between one 
weighing and another has been probably 20 to 25 per cent, mark 
ing the normal growth of the mails carried on the trains. The 
weighing of the mails in sections has given very little data to 
the Department of any especial value, because the mail has only 
been weighed in a given section of country during a particular 
year; the next year it will be weighed in another subdivision ; 
and so on throughout four years into which the time of weigh- 
ing is divided, 

There are some elements of injustice in this in the computa- 
tion of the amounts due the roads under their contracts. It is 
true that if the mail was constantly diminishing in volume the 
Government would be injured, and if constantly increasing the 
contractor would be injured. It was desired to invoke 
rule under which fair dealing could occur in this transaction, 
and at the same time to make the weighing throughout the 
country uniform during a given period of time, instead of 
divided into sections as formerly. 

Mr. CURTIS. May I interrupt the Senator long enough to 
say that I think the change from the system of weighing every 
four years to weighing each year is good and should be adopted? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. Mr. President, a joint commission 
which was authorized by Congress to look into certain matters 
connected with second-class mail some years ago ascertained 
that the statistical data at present in the Department with ref- 
erence to the volume and growth of the mail was of no value 
whatever as a basis upon which to form any deduction as to the 
cost of performing any part of the service. That was due to 
the fact of infrequent weighing and the lack of uniformity over 
the country in weighing. This provision will result in the 
weighing of all the mails carried on trains during thirty-five 


some 





consecutive days, the days to commence at such time as the 
| Postmaster-General shall designate. It is believed that the 
Postmaster-General 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CARTER. When I have finished the sentence. It is be- 


| period marking an unusual volume of mail, 
| the Senator from Florida. 





lieved that the Postmaster-General, advised as to the thirty- 


five days during which a normal volume of mail ordinarily 
passes over the road, will select such time with reasonable 
; care as to safeguard the Government against any unusual 


Now, I yield to 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. I desire to ask, Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Montana understands by “ consecutive days” that 
Sundays are included in this weighing process? 

Mr. CARTER. Sunday is not excluded. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Is not excluded? 

Mr. CARTER. Not excluded. I understand the 
be weighed for thirty-five consecutive days. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Because if thirty-five days of consecu- 
tive weighing does not include Sundays, we would not get the 
divison of seven days in the week, as I understood the bill 
would provide. 


mails will 


Mr. CARTER. The bill provides for a seven-day divisor. 
The seven days’ weighing is to continue throughout the entire 
period. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I want to understand this m: 
thoroughly. Do I understand the Senator to say that the rule 


fixed by Mr. Cortelyou, Postmaster-General at that time, mal 
ing a divisor of seven instead of six, will be enforced in the 
event of the adoption of this amendment? 
Mr. CARTER. This amendment makes that rule the law. 
Mr. BACON. May I ask the Senator what is the purpose 
of the provision which requires that notice shall be given to 
the railroads? 
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Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it will be observed that that 
portion of the proceeding does not involve any charge against 
the Government of the United States at all. Where the Gov- 
ernment desires to modify its action under an existing contract 
by taking away from a road a portion of the mail being car- 
ried upon that road under the contract, it shall give the road 
notice of its intention so to do. 

Mr. BACON. As I understand, the notice that is given is 
of its intention to weigh the mails. 

Mr. CARTER. Weighing the mail for the purpose of taking 
the contract from one road and passing it to another. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; but nevertheless it gives the op- 
portunity for the railroads to have a greater or less amount 
of mail at that time if they could effectuate it, and it would 
be to their interest to do so. 

Mr. CARTER. Not at all, Mr. President. The action under 
the former provision is such that an increase of mail would 
mean an increase of compensation in this subdivision. The 
taking from a road of part of the mail held by it under contract 
does not involve a question of the aggregate amount of pay at 
all, but merely a determination of the amount of pay to be taken 
from the road in view of the amount of mail taken from it and 
passed upon another line. That is according to the present prac- 
tice of the Department. When, for instance, the Southern road 
takes the contract for carrying the Florida mails, and during 
the period of the contract, the Postmaster-General concludes 
that the interests of the service will be best subserved by trans- 
ferring one-half or all of the through mail to the Seaboard Air 
Line, he must give the Southern road notice of his intention to 
take that mail away from them. Now, when he undertakes to 
take mail away, be it understood that he can not take it all 
away, because the Richmond mail and the mail of the stations 
on the line of the Southern road not reached by the other line 
will of course remain with the Southern road. The Postmaster- 
General, when beginning this weighing, will determine as best 
he can by a weighing process the weight of the local mails as 
distinguished from the through mail which he intends to trans- 
fer to another line. 

Mr. BACON. As I understand, though, Mr. President, the 
purpose of weighing is to ascertain what amount of mail in 
pounds is being carried by a road. Now, would not that be 
more accurately ascertained—with less liability to influences 
being brought to bear to affect that question—if the weighing 
were done without notice? I can understand why notice would 
be given if part of the mail is to be taken away, but what is the 
purpose of giving notice that at a certain time they are going to 
weigh the mail I do not understand. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, of course the taking away 
from a road a volume of mail or a portion of a volume of mail 
it has contracted to carry involves the necessity of the reduc- 
tion of equipment and the withdrawal of the force that has 
been employed in the carrying of that large volume which is 
to be diverted. At the same time a portion of the mail pay, to 
the extent that it is local, will remain with the road under the 
contract. The road must be given timely notice in order to 
withdraw its equipment, and the amount of equipment to be 
withdrawn is dependent upon the amount of mail to be deflected 
from the road. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. 

Mr. CARTER. So that it is an ordinary business matter, 
and the Government’s charge is in no case affected one way 
or the other to the extent of a farthing. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. I understand that; but still the 
yovernment desires to ascertain honestly and truthfully what 
is the weight of the mail before it determines to divide it. 
The question I do not have a satisfactory answer to is this: 
When the Postmaster-General conceives the purpose to divide 
the mail, why can he not go and make his examination and have 
the weights taken without notifying them in advance that he 
is going to weigh the mails? It is proper that he should notify 
them in advance if he divides it, after weighing it to make the 
division, but what is the reason that the road should be put 
upon notice that he intends to weigh, unless it may be, perhaps, 
that they may take the opportunity to present the best weight 
that may be most favorable to them. That is what I want to 
understand. 

Mr. CARTER. They might stimulate the local mail. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; but they ought not to have the 
right to stimulate anything. What is wanted is that the Gov- 
ernment shall ascertain what is the weight without stimulation. 
Why should we give them an inducement to stimulate? What 
I want is to ascertain the truth, and the way to ascertain the 
truth is to go and weigh the mail without giving any notice 
about it, 
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Mr. CARTER. But, Mr President, if the Senator will care- 
fully read the text of the amendment he will find that the 
Postmaster-General does not, in the notice, specify the day 
upon which he is going to weigh the mail. There is no provi- 
sion for the railroad company having anything to do with pack- 
ing the mails for weight purposes, but the notice given is to the 
effect that a portion of the contract is to be canceled. That 
would be another way of putting it. 

Mr. BACON. That part of it giving the notice is all right; 
but, then, why should he give them notice of his intention to 
take the weight of the mails? Why can not he go and take it 
without giving them notice? 

Mr. CARTER. That would be equivalent to no notice at all, 
because when the weights are taken the mail is instantly 
removed. 

Mr. BACON. Not necessarily. 

Mr. CARTER. It may be that the weights would be taken 
thirty days later than the notice given or at any time within 
thirty days following the giving of the notice. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. ‘The Senator from Montana will ob- 
serve that on line 16 there is this language added: 

And shall report weekly during the time of such weighing -the weights 
of such mails to the company carrying them. 

I appreciate the Senator’s point that this does not increase 
the cost to the Government, for the Government pays the same 
price to the one company that it would to the other; but I can 
not understand the necessity for giving the railroad company 
any notice whatever of the time of weighing the mails or of re- 
porting to them weekly during the progress of the weighing. 
There is an incentive there for the railway company to act, as 
corporations usually act, in their own interest. 

Mr. CARTER. In what manner can they serve their inter- 
ests? 

Mr. 'TALIAFERRO. To stimulate or to reduce the volume of 
mail as might seem to them best for their interest. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I will ask what interest the 
road could have when notice is given practically of a ter- 
mination of a part of their contract in attempting to handle 
the mails? Again, how can a railway manipulate the shipping 
of mails over its lines when the shipment is directed by the 
Department itself, and the road has nothing whatever to say 
about it? This, I will say to the Senator from Florida, is, ac 
cording to the Department, putting into statutory law that which 
is now the regular line of procedure and has been. the recu- 
lar line of procedure in the Department for some time. If this 
presented a case where the burden of the United States could 
be increased to the extent of a penny, there might be some reason 
for not giving notice of the intention to cancel the contract in 
whole or in part. But this does not increase the burden of the 
United States. In no manner or form can the notice do auglit 
so far as the railroad company is concerned except to advise 
the company of about the amount of equipment which it will be 
required, as a matter of economy, to withdraw from its lines, 
and that amount will be dependent upon the weight of the mails 
withdrawn from the line. Of course they are entitled to notice 
of that. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Practically there is very little to that 
argument. The railroad company could not withdraw its equi)- 
ment until the mails were diverted. The diversion would occur 
when the operation of weighing the mail had been completed, 
and the company would then be notified of the amount of diver- 
sion, and its equipment would then be withdrawn, and not 
before that. So that information given to the company during 
the process of weighing would not be at all useful in reference 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Montana that it might | 
needed to let them know what equipment they would have to 
furnish. 

Mr. CARTER. The transfer of the mails occurs gradually. 
They do not wait to weigh all, but at the end of the week wei! 
a certain amount and pass it°over to another road, and so on. 
I think the Department is correct in its conclusion. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I do not want to prolons 
this discussion, but I do not know that I will ever understan 
what is the plan of weighing the mails, and I do not know th: 
the people generally ever will understand it. I suggest to tlic 
Senator, in connection with this question, that it seems to me 
there is one time when the railroad company should have n- 
tice, and that is in the case of a new railroad coming into 
competition with the existing one. The bill says that in that 
event the Postmaster-General may have the right to send tlic 
mail over either route. Then he shall weigh it, in order to 
readjust the allowances. Of course he could not weigh it ©) 
the new route until it starts over the new route; and unless |ic 
did give the old road which had been carrying the mail notic« 
that he was going to weigh it on the shorter route, they wou!d 
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go on with the full equipment. It would be proper in that case, 
it seems to me, to give the railroad which has had the contract 
and from which he is going to take the mail and give it to an- 
other road notice of his intention. On page 21 the bill pro- 
vides for the readjustment annually of the compensation and 
for the weighing, and so forth. Then in line 12 on page 22 it 
is provided: 

And the Postmaster-General shall give the company carrying such 
mails advance notice of his intention to take their weights. 

That has reference to all the weights that are being taken 
under the entire appropriation on pages 21 and 22. And the 
objection the Senator from Florida makes would apply to all 
of it except in the one particular I have mentioned. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator should read the entire sentence, 
I think. I will read it, so that a proper construction may be 
placed upon it by the Senate. 

And the Postmaster-General shall give the company carrying such 
mails advance notice of his intention to take their weights separately 
from the other mails of the route and readjust the compensation for 
the carriage of the same on the basis of their value on the shorter or 
less expensive route, and shall report weekly, etc. 

This is wholly for the purpose of readjusting under the con- 
tract made, as provided for the weighing, to be conducted as 
prescribed on page 21. It is entirely a matter of adjustment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida to the 
committee amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out of the com- 
mittee amendment lines 12 to 18, inclusive, on page 22. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. CURTIS. On page 21, line 22, I-move to strike out the 
word “ thirty-five” and insert “ seventy,” so as to read “by the 
actual weighing of the mail for seventy successive days.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 
28, line 13, to reduce the appropriation for railway post-office 
car service from $4,800,000 to $4,600,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item for railway mail serv- 
ice, on page 23, line 17, to increase the appropriation for the 
salaries of eleven assistant division superintendents from $2,000 
each to $2,250 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 13, to increase 
the total appropriation for the railway mail service, from 
$18,588,000 to $18,590,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 14, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, under 
such regulations as he may provide, allow a clerk who is sick leave of 
absence with pay, his duties to be performed without expense to the 
Government during the period for which he is granted leave, not ex- 
ceeding thirty days in any fiscal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 19, to insert: 


That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized to | 


create an additional division of the railway mail service with head- 
quarters at New Orleans, La., and to assign to duty one division super- 
intendent, in addition to those heretofore appointed, and who shall be 
paid a salary of $3,000 per annum; and one additional assistant di- 
Vision superintendent at $2,000 per annum. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 2, to insert: 

That hereafter the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, under 
such regulations as he may provide, allow a railway postal clerk leave 
S absence with pay for a pened not exceeding thirty days, or in cases 
of si ‘kness thirty days additional in any one year, with the under- 
standing that his duties will be performed without expense to the 
rovernment during the period for which leave is granted, he to provide 
& substitute at his own expense to perform sald duties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i he hext amendment was, on page 25, after line 10, to insert: 

That hereafter railway postal clerks on entering the service shall 


ccelve the salary of the lowest grade, and no clerk shall be advanced 
x than two grades in any period of one year’s service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was, at the top of page 26, to insert: 


ante Chable the Postmaster-General to guarantee to substitutes who 
= ~ 4 themselves for the work and hold themselves in readiness for 
‘ call & minimum compensation of $25 per month, $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


oo 
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The question recurs on agree- | 
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The next amendment was, on page 26, line 9, after the word 
“duty,” to insert: 


Who shali be granted leave of absence with full the 


os of disability, but not exceeding one year, and if said period of 
isability exceeds one year, then at the rate of 50 per cent of his an 
nual salary for the period of disability exceeding one year, but not ex- 
ceeding twelve months additional. 

So as to make the clause read: 


For acting clerks, in place of clerks or substitutes injured while on 
duty, who shall be granted leave of absence with full pay during the 
period of disability, but not exceeding one year, and if said period of 
disability exceeds one year, then at the rate of 50 per cent of 
nual salary for the period of disability exceeding one year, but 
exceeding twelve months additional, and to enable the 
General, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 2, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “twenty thousand” and insert “one 
million,” and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” to in- 
sert: 

Provided, That from and after July 1, 1908, railway postal clerks 
shall be paid their actual and necessary traveling expenses, not to ex 
ceed $1 per day, while away from the terminal where their runs or 
series of runs begin and end, when actually on duty, such expenses to 
be paid under the direction of the Postmaster-General. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For actual and necessary expenses of division superintendents, as- 
sistant division superintendents, and chief clerks, railway mail service, 
and railway postai clerks, while actually traveling on business of the 
Post-Office Department and away from their several designated head- 
quarters, $1,000,000: Provided, That from and after July 1, 1908, ete. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I respectfully call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee to this amendment, with a view of 
having an explanation of it. The increase seems to be from 
$20,000 to $1,000,000. 

Mr. PENROSE. The reason of that is that heretofore while 
apparently, from the reading of the bill, these expenses were 
allowed to railway postal clerks, as a matter of fact there was 
never any appropriation to make any allowance for it. They 
are the only class of Government employees who do not re- 
ceive this allowance. This is one of the issues in this bill, and 
has been publicly discussed. It is recommended by the Depart- 
ment. It has been considered moderate and fair that these men 
should be allowed compensation not exceeding $1 a day for 
their actual traveling expenses. Under the $20,000 appropria- 
tion they practically, of course, have no allowance for traveling 
expenses. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The way the bill reads it is simply a 
straight, direct increase from $20,000 to a million dollars for 
the actual and necessary expenses of the persons named in the 
bill; and it occurred to me, while I am not especially familiar 
with the matter, not now being a member of the committee— 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 


pay during 


his an 
not 


Postmaster- 


Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. I simply invite attention to 
it for the purpose of getting information. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, it is true this amendment is a 


new departure in the Post-Office Department in regard to rail- 
way mail clerks. Heretofore railway mail clerks have simply 


had a salary, the maximum, I believe, being $1,600 a year. 
They pay all their hotel bills while away from home. There 
are 13,000 railway mail clerks. It is estimated that ab 
6.500 of them, half of them, are out all the while, and it 
estimated that a dollar per day will pay their expenses for 
lodging while out on duty. I believe this to be the most meri- 
torious amendment that was added to the bill. I believe the 
railway mail clerks do really more hard, substantial work and 
| come in contact with greater dangers than any other class of 
Government employees. This million dollars is intended to 
pay each one of them a dollar per day while he is out, away; 
from home, for his actual expenses. 

Mr. PENROSE. I would correct the Senator from Georgia 
in that respect. It is not exceeding a dollar a day. 

Mr. CLAY. That is correct—not exceeding a dollar per day. 

Mr. PENROSE. Many of them .wiil get only a quarter or 
half a dollar. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Where is the provision that it shall not 


exceed a dollar a day? 
Mr. CLAY. I will read it, with the permis 
tor. I have it here. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 
Mr. CLAY. Page 27. 
Mr. PENROSE. It is in line 6, on page 27: 
Provided, That from and after July 1, 1908, railway p 
shall be paid their actual and necessary traveling expenses, 
exceed $1 per day, while away from the termina! where t! 
series of runs begin and end, when actually on duty, such 
be paid under the direction of the Postmaster-General. 


rc 


ion of the Sena- 


Oh, yes. It is at the top of page 
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tal clerks 
not to 


expenses to 
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Mr. CULBERSON. 


I will ask the Senator if the seemed 
expenses—that is, so 


far as the railway expense is concerned— 
are not provided for in the contracts with the companies? 

Mr. CLAY. That is correct. This sum is not intended to 
have reference to anything except board and lodging while 
away from home. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Why is the word “traveling” employed? | 

Mr. CLAY. I think the words “and necessary traveling” 
should be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand that “traveling” 
board and lodging. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The traveling expenses are included in 
the contract with the railroad company. 

Mr. CLAY. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. PENROSE. It does not refer to railroad fare, and it is | 
a term well understood by the auditing officers. 

Mr. CLAY. The railway mail clerks have no traveling ex- | 
penses. They do not travel by private conveyance at all. They | 
Simply travel on railway cars. 
that “actual expenses” 
better to strike out 

Mr. PENROSE. 
It is well 
accepted. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to strike out the word “ travel- | 
ing,’ because otherwise in my judgment it would authorize the | 
Postmaster-General to pay the railway traveling expenses of | 
these employees, whereas it is already included in the con- | 
tract with the railroad company. Therefore it would be double 
pay. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas proposes | 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 27, line 5, after the word “ neces- | 
sary,’ it is proposed to strike out “ traveling,’ so as to read | 
“actual and necessary expenses.” 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, this phraseology is that generally 
used in laws of this character. It has been construed by the | 
Department, and inasmuch as the word “ actual” precedes the 
words “traveling expenses,” nothing could possibly enter into | 
the accounts of these agents except only such actual expenses 
as were necessarily incurred in the discharge of their official | 
duties. 

Mr. BURKETT. I would suggest to the Senator from Texas | 
that striking out the word “traveling” would enable the De- | 
partment to pay their expenses of every kind—traveling and 
everything else. There would not be any limit whatever to it. 
I think, by striking out “ traveling,” he makes it broader than | 
by leaving in the word. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In view of the fact that the traveling | 
expenses are already provided for by law, we ought not to pro- | 
vide for them again. I do not know that I am in favor of the | 
amendment at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Would not the Senator from Texas make 
a distinction between “traveling expenses” and “ transporta- 
tion?” Transportation is provided, but traveling expenses are | 
not included. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Georgia has kindly in- 
formed us that they have no other expense than for board and | 
lodging. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an impression that the words 
“traveling expenses” cover their incidental expenses, and I 
think it is so understood. 

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator mean board and lodging by the 
term “traveling expenses?” The only expense they have is | 
for board and lodging. There might be a little other incidental | 
expense—street-car fare. I do not know about railway clerks | 
having any expense of that kind. 

Mr. FORAKER, I am told that the Department construes | 
the term “traveling expenses” to include lodging and board. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is my understanding. 

Mr. FORAKER. If so, that phrase as there employed would | 
be all right. 

I originally introduced this amendment in the Senate. I did | 
it because I learned that the railway mail clerks are required 
to be absent from their homes a good deal of the time, and that 
they are at an expense when they are away, not only for board | 
and lodging, but for another item, of which I will speak in a 
moment, and that they have no compensation allowed them for 
that. 

For instance, take a city like Cincinnati. 
are unable to own homes in the city. They live in the suburbs. 
Some of them live 20 or or 30 or 50 miles away. They have 
to go into the city to start on their runs. They have a travel- 
ing expense of that kind which is not included in the trans- 
portation expenses that the Government provides for them. 


covers the 





Consequently it looks to me | 
would cover it, and that it would be | 
“and necessary traveling.” 

I would hesitate to alter the phraseology. | 
understood by the auditing officers and generally 


Many of these men 
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Mr. BURKETT. Is it the intention of the amendment to 
cover the expenses in such cases, when the clerks live at their 
homes away from the terminal? 

Mr. FORAKER,. Not their expenses when they are at their 
homes, but their expenses when they are away from home. A 
man has to live somewhere, and he lives according to his neces- 
sities. He is allowed his expenses to the extent of a dollar a 
day. That is all. That is certainly reasonable enough, consid- 


| ering the character of the service they render and the dangers 


to which they are subjected constantly. There is nothing 
harder than the service they render. I was astonished when | 
saw, a few days ago, the number of deaths last year among 
railway mail clerks while in the line of duty and the great num 
ber who were injured. 

Mr. DICK. ‘If I may suggest to my colleague—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DICK. They are the single exception in all the officia! 


| roster of the Government where men are required to travel and 
| their expenses are not provided for by an appropriation. 


Mr. FORAKER. I have been told that that is the case; and 
if so, they certainly ought to be treated like the others. | 


| thought of moving an amendment to that language, but if the 


Department construes the language in the way I understand i' 
does, I think the amendment is perhaps all right as it is. 

Mr. PENROSE. The phraseology comes direct from the De- 
partment. 

Mr. BURKETT. I did not understand this amendment as | 
seem to get the interpretation of it from the Senator from 
Ohio. I understood that these expenses were to be allowed. 
For instance, the clerks start on a long run—some of them in 
I un- 
derstand that this is to pay the traveling expenses when the) 
are away from the terminal. They have a boarding arrange 
ment or home arrangements at the terminals, and this is to pay 
their expenses when they are on duty between the terminals, 
away from their homes. The Senator from Ohio now speaks of 
it as paying their expenses to enable them to get to the termina! 


| when they live 25 miles or so in the suburbs. 


Mr. FORAKER. Perhaps I am in error in giving it that 
kind of an interpretation. I spoke of that condition as a fact 
known to be true. I know in our city most of the clerks live out 
of the city proper. They are at that expense, whether it is 15 
cents, or 25 cents, or half a dollar, in order to reach the termin:!. 
I suspect the Department would construe this to apply to 
board and lodging and such expenses as they might incur be- 
tween their terminals when they are actually in the discharge 


| of their duty. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I wish to make one obser- 
vation in reference to this amendment. 


I quite agree, sir, with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray] 


| that this is perhaps the most meritorious amendment that has 


been added to the bill by the committee. The Post-Office au 


| thorities were before the committee and explained the reason fur 


the amendment to my entire satisfaction. For instance, if 
railway mail clerk starts out from Washington on his trip ani 


| that trip ends at Atlanta or Charlotte, he there remains :!! 


night, and, necessarily, he must incur expense at the hotel; th: 


The railway mu:i! 
clerk is the only employee of the Government who has that | 


| do, so far as I know; and the purpose of this amendment 
| simply to enable the Post-Office Department to pay to the ra 


way mail clerk a sum not to exceed $1 per day when he is aw.) 
from home. 

It was shown to the committee that many of these clerk 
leave their homes in the morning, make their runs, and return 
at night. In that case they would get 25 cents for their dinner 
and so on. It was estimated that a million dollars would | 
the entire expense incurred by the railway mail clerks wh 
away from home for actual board and lodging. Railway trans 
portation has nothing to do with it. That is already provide! 
for, of course. The purpose of the amendment is to put these 
men upon an equality with all the other employees of the G: 
ernment similarly situated, it being recognized by the comn 
tee, and I think by everyone else, that they are engaged in | 
most hazardous employment of any employees of the Gove! 
ment. They are discriminated against to that extent. I thi 
the amendment is a good one. 

Mr. BURKETT. I want to say to the Senator from A!:- 
bama that under his interpretation of what the amendment devs 
I certainly think the amendment is a good one and one tit 
I have favored for a long time, because it has always occur) 
to me, as the Senator says, that these are about the only (|: 
ernment employees whom we keep away from home and ‘| 
not provide for any expense account. But upon the interpre 
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tation that seemed to be given to it, the amendment seemed to 
be far different from what the Senator from Alabama has ex- | 
plained it to be. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
plained by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
in view of his very clear explanation of the purpose of the 
amendment, whether he thinks the word “ traveling” ought 
to remain in? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That depends upon how you construe 
the word. I do not think it would make any difference whether 
it remains in or goes out. I am sure the Post-Office Depart- 
ment will construe the amendment to mean just what I have 
said, because that was the statement made before the com- 





mittee, that the purpose, and the only purpose, of the amend- 
ment was to pay these men while away from home on actual | 


duty something like their actual expenses. It was explained 
that at these terminal points they had some sort of a dormitory 
arrangement by which they could get lodging for 25 cents and 
a menl for 25 cents. Therefore it was said that a dollar a day 
would meet their actual expenses, not traveling expenses, not 
railroad fare, or anything of that: sort. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBerson] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PENROSE. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was, on page 28, line 11, after the word “railroads,” to strike 
out the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That not to exceed $30,000 of the amount hereby 
appropriated may be expended, in the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General, where unusual conditions exist or where such service will be 
more expeditious and efficient and at no greater cost than otherwise. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for transportation of foreign mails from $3,508,- 
862 to $4,608,862. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not remember this amendment of the com- 
mittee. I see that the amount is $4,608,862 instead of $3,- 
HOS S62. 

Mr. GALLINGER, 
was a part of the ocean mail bill which passed the Senate, and 
the committee, as I understand it, agreed to insert that bill in 
the appropriation bill as an amendment. In preparing the bill 
the amount was separated from the other provisions of the 
bill, which will'be found on the next page, but the increased 
amount is a part of the amendment which I offered to the bill. 

Mr. CLAY, The amount provided in the amendment? 

Mr. CULBERSON, Adding $1,100,000? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Adding $1,100,000. That was the amend- 
ment which the Committee on Commerce sent to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, which was agreed to, I under- 
stand, and was to become a part of the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. I will state to the Senator I knew the ocean 
miil-service measure was put on the bill. I was not aware of 


the fact, however, that the amount of this appropriation had | 


been changed. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Yes; that increase became necessary. 

Mr. CLAY. I see into it now. 

Mr. GALLINGER, It is precisely the amount that was 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON, I understand that the amendment on 
page = - subject to the adoption of the amendment on pages 
2 and 30. 

Mr. CLAY, Would it not be better to pass over this amend- 
meut until that is considered? 

’ Mr. GALLINGER, If that course is desired, I think it would 
ec Wise, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be passed over. 

. rhe next amendment was, on page 29, line 6, after the word 
piers,” to strike out the following proviso: 
vided, That no part of said sum shall be used to pay for the 


carrying in the mails aay malt, vinous or spiritous liquors, or intoxi- 
cating liquors of any kind, or any cocaine or derivative thereof. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
he next amendment was, on page 29, after line 9, to insert 
the following proviso: 


nents @, That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to pay 
vessels a for ocean mail service under the act of March 3, 1891, in 
seis of the second class on routes to South America, to the Philip- 
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I think that was the way it was ex-| 


I hope the amendment -will not be adopted. | 


The question recurs on agreeing | 


I will explain to the Senator that that | 
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ines, to Japan, to China, and to Australasia, 4,000 miles or more in 
ength, outward voyage, at a rate per mile not exceeding the rate ap- 
plicable to vessels of the first class as provided in said act, and in ves- 
sels of the third class on said routes, at a rate per mile not exceeding 
the rate applicable to vessels of the second class, as provided in said 
act: Provided, That if no contract is made under the provisions of 


| this act for a line of ships between a port on the Atlantic coast south 
I will ask the Senator from Alabama, | 


of Cape Charles and South American ports, the Postmaster-General 
shall, provided two or more lines are established from North Atlantic 
pers require that one of said lines shall, upon each outward and 
omeward voyage, touch at least two ports on the Atlantic coast 
south of Cape Charles, regard being had in the selection of such ports 
of call to geographical location and to the volume of the export and 
import business of the ports so selected: And provided further, That 
the total expenditure of foreign mail service in any one year shall not 
exceed the estimated revenue therefrom for that year. 

Mr. CLAY. I believe this amendment has passed the Senate. 
I think it is the same measure that passed the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Word for word. 

Mr. CLAY. I think that is correct. I made no fight, so far 
as I am individually concerned, against its passage when it 
went through the Senate. I believe the bill passed without 
any division or without any yea-and-nay vote being called. 

I voted against this amendment in the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads for the reason that I did not believe it 
ought to be inserted in an appropriation bill. I believe it to be 
a bad practice to legislate generally on appropriation bills. We 
have a fixed rule in the Senate which provides that you shall 
not insert any general legislation in appropriation bills, and I 
believe it to be a wise and a just rule. 

As a general thing, when appropriation bills come before the 
Senate they are simply considered in the Senate by the members 
of the committees from which they come, and other Senators are 
not expecting to have inserted in appropriation bills general 
provisions of law not relating to those bills. If this rule was 
not in force, the result would be that frequently most dangerous 
legislation would be inserted in appropriation bills which other- 
wise would be carefully and critically examined by Senators. 

It is true that heretofore matters of this kind have been 
inserted in appropriation bills, legislation of a more grave 
character than this, but I do not believe it to be a course that 
ought to be pursued, except where it is of the utmost importance 
to the country that such legislation shall be inserted and where 
Congress has not the time to enact it as a separate measure. 

Mr. President, this post-office appropriation bill contains more 
general legislation than any post-office appropriation bill has 
contained in a number of years. It is true that in all prob- 
ability the postal laws of the country ought to be revised, but 
such needed legislation as is required to perfect our postal 
laws ought to be enacted outside of appropriation bills. I 
regret that this measure is here on account of the interest 
felt in it by Senators. I say, when the Senate has taken the 
matter up and debated and passed it, without practically a 
division, and it has gone to the House, the question ought to 
be left to the House, arm we ought not to go out of the ordinary 
rule in order to enact this legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Now, take the post-office appropriations and see 
have grown. It is remarkable. There is another thing that 


low they 





you wil! find. This bill will carry this year for this purpose 
about $1,000,000, next year probably $2,000,000, and the next 
year $3,000,000. These items ought not to be charged to the Post- 
Office Department. Whether this be wise or unwise legislation, 
| it ought not to be charged to the Post-Office Department. 

The country’s attention will be called to the fact that the 
post-office appropriation bill is growing each year and becom- 
ing larger than it ought to-be. Items that do not belong to the 
Post-Office Department are now gradually being charged to that 
Department. Let each appropriation bill carry its own burdens, 
and do not charge the Post-Office Department with $3,000,000 
that belong to another Department of the Government. 

Mr. President, this bill will amount to about $229,000,000, and 
the country will say that these are expenses incident to the Post- 
Office Department and not for the ocean mail service. If the 
ocean mail service has merit, let it rest upon that merit, and 
do not charge it to the Post-Office Department. 

I insist that this amendment is general legislation not pro- 
vided by law, and I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia if 
the amendment is not to provide that the American mails shall 
be carried in American bottoms and under the American flag? 
Is not that the purpose of the adoption of this amendment? 

Mr. CLAY. That is true; but it is not an ordinary expense 
incident to the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It has not been up to date. 

Mr. CLAY. It never has been so considered, and it never has 
been placed in the post-office appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not every loyal American believe that 
the American mail should be carried in American bottoms and 
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under the American flag? Is it not as much to the interest of 
the people of the country that this amendment should be adopted 
and the mail be carried in the manner provided in the bill 
as any other provision of the bill? 

Mr. CLAY. I know of two or three or half a dozen bills on 
different subjects pending before the Senate in committee of 
paramount importance to the country that in all probability 
ought to be enacted into legislation, but that is no reason why 
we should place them in this or any other appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. CLAY. I withdraw the point of order, if the Senator 
wants to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am quite willing that 
the point of order shall be made, as I feel sure that it is not 
well taken. First I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Georgia to the fact that he is laboring under a misap- 
prehension when he says that this appropriation dees not be- 
long in the post-office appropriation bill. 

He will observe, by turning to page 28, line 11, the words 
“for transportation of foreign mails, $3,508,862.” That is the 
appropriation made by the House for this purpose, and all 
that is contemplated by the amendment is to increase that 
appropriation for the purpose of increasing the service. So the 
contention that this item does not belong on the post-office 
appropriation bill is a mistake on the part of the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Now, if the Senator has made his point of order, I want to 
address myself for a moment to that. Did the Senator make 
the point of order? 

Mr. CLAY. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Georgia is unfortunate, 
I think, in his contention that an appropriation bill ought not 
to contain general legislation, in view of the fact that he had to 
confess before he got through that this very bill contains more 
general legislation than any post-office appropriation bill he had 
any knowledge of. As we have gone along considering this bill 
I regret that the Senator from Georgia did not feel it incumbent 
upon him to make a point of order against several other provi- 
sions in the bill that were undoubtedly obnoxious to the rule. 

The Senator from Georgia has made a point of order against 
a provision that is not obnoxious to the rule, as I shall endeavor 
to show. The amendment was introduced by me and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. That committee, after full con- 
sideration, instructed me to report it favorably to the Senate 
and move its reference to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, which was done. Under the rule that effectually 
disposes of the proposed increase of appropriation, it being pro- 
vided in Rule XVI that if a standing committee recommends an 
increased appropriation, and it is referred to the committee 
having in charge the appropriation bill, it is in order. So the 
point of order can not possibly lie against the proposed increase 
in the appropriation. 

Now, Mr. President, it has been decided over and over again 
that when an appropriation is made for a special purpose Con- 
gress has a right to define what use shall be made of that appro- 
priation, and that is all that the provision on page 29 does. 
The amendment provides, in the first place, that we shall in- 
crease this appropriation $1,100,000. It then provides that we 
shall establish additional mail routes for the purpose of ex- 
pending that appropriation, and it provides nothing else in the 
world. 

On yesterday a very similar contention was raised in the 
Senate when the distinguished President pro tempore was in 
the chair. I will not take the trouble to read the debate. It 
will be found in the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings. The 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLson} made a point of order 
against an amendment that it was general legislation. The 
President pro tempore ruled very promptly, and, in my judg- 
ment, very properly, on that point of order, and he said: 

It has been held several times in the Senate, when a matter like this 
has been submitted to it, that it was in order; that the appropriation 
itself being in order, the disposition of the appropriation is also in 
order. ‘Therefore the Chair overrules the point of order. 

There are many precedents for that ruling. This amend- 
ment comes directly in that class of amendments. We have 
made an additional appropriation; we have provided how that 
additional appropriation shall be expended, and that is all there 
is to it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr.. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire a question. The third subdivision of Rule 
XVI provides that— 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received 
to any general appropriation bill, 
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I will ask the Senator if the proviso at page 29 does not 
change existing law? 

Mr. GALLINGER, 
concerned— 

Mr. CULBERSON. So that it will be general legislation 
amending the act of March 3, 1891. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will suggest to the Senator the change 
of existing law has no bearing upon the question, because we 
have no rule on that point in the Senate. That is a House 
rule. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Does the Senator doubt that a provision 
in an appropriation bill which changes existing law is general 
legislation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, that depends. If it is connected 
with an added appropriation and simply directs how that ap- 
propriation shall be expended, I should say not; that when we 
increase an appropriation we have a right to specifically define 
what use shall be made of that added appropriation, and that 
is all that this amendment contemplates. 

Mr. CULBERSON, But the rule I submit to the Senator is 
very broad: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received 
to any general appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That would apply to an amendment not 
connected with an appropriation contained in the bill, I will say 
to the Senator, as I interpret the rule. If we had not increase 
the appropriation in this bill, beyond a question the Senator's 
point of order would be well taken, but coupling it with the fact 
that it is connected with an increased appropriation, the Sena- 
tor’s point is not well taken. 

Now, Mr. President, I feel sure that if the Chair will examine 
the precedents, and they are quite numerous, the Chair will 
find that the contention as made to-day has been made over 
and over again on similar occasions, and generally overruled 
either by the Chair or the Senate. It was made yesterday and 
was overruled, and I feel quite confident that the Chair will, in 
his wisdom, overrule the point of order which has been made 
by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
did not intend to be unjust, I am sure. The Senator says that 
I said that these were special amendments to this bill which 
were general legislation and that I had simply selected this one 
to make the point of order against it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, what did I say?—— 

Mr. CLAY. One moment; I will go a little further, with the 
Senator’s permission. I believe that one or two points of order 
have already been made against general legislation in the pend- 
ing bill, and if the Senator will turn over a little further he 
will find four or five statutes that have been amended in it. 
I doubt if that ought to have been done. Y6u take a penal 
statute and amend it, changing the penalty, and it sometimes 
will slip through in an appropriation bill, when otherwise it 
would be most critically examined and carefully debated in 
the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I quite agree, if the Senator will permit 
me, with him on that point, and I have no disposition to criti- 
cise the Senator at all. 

Mr. CLAY. I know the Senator has not, 

Mr. GALLINGER. What I did say was what the Senator 
himself confessed, that the bill carries more general legislation 
than any similar bill he had knowledge of; and I meant to 
express, as a matter of regret, that the Senator from Georgia 
should select this most meritorious amendment, an amendment 
that had the almost universal concurrence of the Senate when 
it was here in the form of a bill, and which purposes great 
public good. I regretted that the Senator had selected that 
amendment against which to make a point of order. 

Mr. CLAY. I intended to make two or three other points of 
order. I will say to the Senator that we have passed upon tls 
question on a separate bill in the Senate; it has gone to t 
House, and if the House passes it or fails to pass it, the House 
is responsible for it. It is true that by putting a measure int 
an appropriation bill, whether Congress wants it or not, son 
times yeu can get it through. I do not desire to criticise | 
measure. I simply say it is dangerous to place general lez 
lation in an appropriation bill, especially when we expect, | 
considering appropriation bills, that they contain only 
items necessary to carry out existing law. But I do not care 
to argue the merit of it. 

Mr. President, just a minute in regard to the rule, and I am 
through. The rule contains three provisions. I refer to (tle 
first part of Rule XVI: 

And no amendments shall be received to any general appropria‘io2 
bill the effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already ©)" 
tained in the bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it 5? 


made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipuls 
tion— 


Well, Mr. President, so far as that is 
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Stopping there, if nothing else appeared, it would be objec- 
tionable to the rule— 
or act, or resolution previously passed by the Senate during that ses- 
sion: or unless the same be moved by direction of a standing or select 
committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of 
the head of some one of the Departments. 

I concede that the amendment is not objectionable to that 
rule, because it was referred, I understand, to the Committee on 
Commerce and the Committee on Commerce reported it back to 
the Senate favorably and it then went to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, where it was adopted. I concede that it 
is not objectionable to that part of the rule, but now take the 
third subdivision: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane 
or relevant to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received 

I am not prepared to say that this part of the rule would 
exclude it— 
nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant to the subject-matter 
contained in the bill be received. 

jut in my judgment this provision of the rule does make it 
objectionable: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill. 

Now, what is the amendment? It is general legislation. It is 
a bill to amend existing law, to change it, and to make mate- 
rial changes in it. How it can be judged as being any other 
than general legislation I confess I am not able to understand. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. As I understand the law it now provides that certain 
rates can be paid to ships of the first class, 

Mr. CLAY. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. In short, if that class of vessels run to the 
ports of South America there would not be any question about 
it; that would be just the law as it is, as I understand it. In 
fact, all the change there is is adding “second class” after 
“first class.” That merely is a provision that in distributing 
this money for ecarfying the mails to South America it can 
be used for second-class vessels just the same as it can be used 
now for first-class vessels. So it does not change the law, 
but simply distributes the money in a different way to that 
class of vessels. 

Mr. CLAY. It does change the law. It provides a different 
rule of compensation. 

Mr. BURKETT. Every appropriation bill provides for a dif- 
ferent rule of compensation. That is the object of it. 

Mr. CLAY. Every appropriation bill carries out existing 
law, and if this bill simply attempted to carry out the statute 
as it now exists there would be no trouble about it, but this 
is an effort to amend and change the existing statute. I do 
not care to consume the time of the Senate, however, because 


3 oo the chairman of the committee is anxious to complete 
the bill. 





Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, on yesterday there came up a | 
question precisely like this in every regard. It was on the | A I 
| general pair with that Senator, but I will transfer it to the 


amendment touching the weighing of the mails, and it did change 
the existing law in many respects. The point of order was 
made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson] that it was 
general legislation. I had the honor at the time to be presid- 
ing and, without any hesitation, I overruled the point of order 
entirely on the ground that the appropriation in the bill was 
legitimate and that it was not general legislation to give the 
details of how the appropriation should be expended. It has 
been so held by the Senate at least four times, and never held 
otherwise but once. It was so held by a presiding officer of 
the Senate at one time when I offered an amendment to the 
post-office appropriation bill appropriating a large sum of money 
for carrying the mails to South America. I do not see that 
there is any distinction whatever between this amendment and 
the case where I overruled the point of order made by the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota. An appropriation is made here entirely in 
order and entirely legitimate relating to the carrying of the 
foreign mails. Then this provision simply prescribes how that 
additional money appropriated shall be expended. I can not 
for the life of me see how that can be regarded as general leg- 
isiation, and if I had been presiding to-day, without any hesita- 
tion at all I should have overruled the point of order made by 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray]. r 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. A similar question has been pre- 
nentes to the Senate a number of times. The question as to 
ee an amendment substantially similar to the one chal- 
enged was in order has as a general rule been submitted to 











the Senate by other occupants of the chair. The Chair will 
now submit the question to the Senate. Is the proposed amend- 
ment in order? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call for a division, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division is demanded. 

Mr. FRYE. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLAY. We have voted on this matter, and I hope we 
will not have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on the point 
of order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, may I inquire what is the 
pending question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is whether the 
amendment proposed by the committee is in order, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. ‘That is submitted to the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That question is submitted to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the question is one of order 
merely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a question of order. 

Mr. KEAN. The question, as I understand, is, Is this amend- 
ment properly in the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the effect of the question 
submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. PENROSE. All those who believe the amendment is in 
order will vote “‘ yea,” as I understand? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That is correct. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Stone], but I will transfer that to the Senator from Nevada 
{Mr. Nixon] and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TirtMAN], who is detained by illness. I will transfer that 
pair to the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. ANKENy] and 
vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FOSTER (when his name was called). In the absence of 
my pair, the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Krr- 
TREDGE], I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FULTON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis], who 
is absent. I will transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Curtis] and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when Mr. MILTON’s name was called). 
I understand my colleague [Mr. Mirton] is paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Piatt]. . 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senater from Missouri [Mr. Warner]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PILES. I desire to announce the illness of my col- 
league {Mr. ANKENY], who is therefore detained from the Sen- 
ate to-day. 

Mr. GAMBLE (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have already voted, but I have discovered that the senior Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANps] has not voted. I have a 


junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Brown], and will let my 
vote stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 12, as follows: 
YEAS—46. 
Allison Crane Gamble Penrose 
Bankhead Cullom Guggenheim Perkins 
Sorah Dick Hale Piles 





Bourne Dillingham Hemenway Richardson 
Brandegee Dolliver Heyburn Scott 
Briggs du Pont Hopkins Smith, Mich. 
Bulkeley Elkins Kean Stephenson 
Burkett Flint Knox Sutherland 
Burnbam Foraker Long Warren 
Burrows Frye Martin Wetmore 
Carter Fulton Nelson 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Owen 

NAYS—12. 
Sailey Frazier McCreary Paynter 
Clay Gary McLaurin Taliaferro 
Culberson Gore Money Teller 


NOT VOTING—34. 


Aldrich Davis McCumber Smith, Md. 
Ankeny Depew McEnery Smoot 
Bacon Dixon Milton Stewart 
Beveridge Festér Newlands Stone 
Brown Hansbrough Nixon Taylor 
Clapp Johnston Overman Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Kittredge Piatt Warner 
Curtis La Follette Rayner 

Daniel Lodge Simmons 


So the amendment of the committee was decided to be in order. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing | 


to the amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, under 
the subhead “ Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General,” 


on page 31, line 1, before the word “envelopes,” to strike out 
“and official;” and in line 2, after the word “agency,” to 
strike out “at Dayton, Ohio, including expenses attendant on 
inspection of manufacture of official envelopes at Cincinnati, 
Ohio,” so as to make the clause read: 

or pay of agent and assistants to examine and distribute stamped 
envelopes and newspaper wrappers, and expenses of agency, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of agent and assistants to examine and 
distribute postal cards, and expenses of agency, from $6,000 
to $ > 500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 10, to strike 
out— 


For payment of limited Indemnity for the loss of pieces of first- 
class domestic registered matter, $25,000. ‘That hereafter all moneys 
recovered or collected on account of loss of first-class domestic regis- 
tered matter which in the course of adjustment are not restered to 


ae original owners, shall be covered into the Treasury of the United 
states. 

For payment of limited indemnity for the loss of registered articles 
in the international mails, $10,000. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For the payment of limited indemnity for the loss of first-class 
domestic registered matter and for the loss of registered articles in the 
international mails, $25,000: Provided, That all moneys now in the 
hands of officers and agents of the Post-Office Department and all 
moneys hereafter recovered, collected, or received from any source on 
account of the loss of registered mail of any kind, either foreign or 
domestic, shall be deposited in the Treasury for service of the Post- 
Office Department; and an appropriation is hereby created, to be 
denominated “Indemnity for lost registered mail,” which shall be 
eredited with all such deposits. All appropriations made for the pay- 
ment of indemnity for the loss of registered mail, either foreign or 
domestic, shall be available until expended, without regard to fiscal 
years, for the paymert of indemnity for lost registered mail, cither 
foreign or domestic, and for the reimbursement to the owners of such 
moneys as they may equitably be entitled to and which have previously 
been deposit in the Treasury to the credit of this appropriation: 
Previded, That Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress 
are authorized to send by registered mail, free of charge, United States 
maps and other especially valuable Government publications. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 21, to strike 
out: 


For the employment of special counsel to be appointed by the At- 
torneyGenerai, when requested by the Postmaster-General, and at 
compensation to be fixed by the Attorney-General not exceeding this 
temporary appropriation, to prosecute and defend, on behalf of the 
Post-Office Department, all suits now pending or which may hereafter 
arise affecting the second-class mailing privilege, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 3, to insert: 


Amend section 3847 of the Revised Statutes of the United States to 
read as follows: 

“Any postmaster, haying public money belonging to the Govern- 
ment, at an office within a city or town where there is no Treasurer 
or assistant treasurer of the United States, or designated depositary, 
may deposit the same temporarily, at his own risk and in his official 
capacity, in any national bank in the State in which the said post- 
master resides, or in which his office is located, or within a reasonable 
radius of his post-office in an adjacent State, but no authority or per- 
mission is or shall be given for the payment to or receipt by a post- 
master or any other person, of interest, directly or indirectly, on any 
ceposit made as herein described.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 16, to insert: 


Amend sections 3646 and 8647 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States (as amended by act of June 19, 1906) to read as follows: 

“ Whenever any original check or warrant of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has been lost, stolen, or destroyed, the Postmaster-General may 
authorize the issuance of a duplicate thereof within three years from 
the date of such original check or warrant, upon the execution by the 
owner thereof of such bond er indemnity as the Postmaster-General 
may prescribe: Provided, That when such original check or warrant 
does not exceed in amount the sum of $50, and the payee is, at the 
date of the application, an officer or employee in the service of the 
Post-Office Department, whether by contract, designation, er appoint- 
ment, the Postmaster-General may, in lieu of an indemnity bond, 
authorize the issuance of a duplicate check or warrant upon such an 
affidavit as he may prescribe, to be made before any postmaster by the 
payee of an original check or warrant. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 10, to in- 
pert: 

The Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General shall 
cause to be destroyed, in such manner as they may deem best, all 
money-order statements rendered by postmasters and all paid money 


orders accompanying the same, as well as all descriptive lists of in- 
ternational money orders certified to or by the exchange offices desig- 








|; and all coupons of issued international money 


nated for conducting money-order transactions with foreign countries, 
orders now filed in 
the office of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department, or which may 
hereafter be filed therein, after three years shall have elapsed from 
the expiration of the peried covered by such statements and lists: Pro- 
vided, That the Postmaster-General, wpon evidence satisfactory to him, 
and under such special regulations as he shall prescribe, may cause 
payment to be made in the manner prescribed in sections 4 and 11 of 


the act approved January 27, 1894, of the ameunt of any domestic 


money order remaining unpaid after the lapse of three years from the 
date of its issue. And it shall hereafter be the duty of the Auditor 
for the Post-Office Department to maintain a complete and permanent 
record of all unpaid money orders issued by postmasters in the United 
States, or such of its insular possessions 2s are amenable to the ar 


thority of the Postmaster-General for payment within its own terrii: ry, 
such record to serve as a basis for adjudicating claims for payment by 
warrant of the amounts of said orders. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 11, to in- 
sert: 

That section 3893 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“And the term ‘immoral’ within the intendment of this section 
shall include matter of a character tending to incite arson, murder, or 
assassination; and the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to ex- 
clude from the second-class mailing privileges any anarchistic publica- 
tion which contains matter that suggests, advocates, or approves the 
abolition, overthrow, or destruction of any and all government, or the 
commission of arson, murder, or assassination.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I observe in line 19 the 
word “ publication ” is qualified by the word “anarchistic.” It 
seems to me that that constitutes an unnecessary limitation 
upen what follows in the section. The provision reads: 


And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to exciude from 
the second-class mailing privileges any anmarchistic publication whic 
contains matter that suggests, advocates, or approves the abolition, 
overthrow, er destruction of any and all government, or the commis- 
sion of arson, murder, or assassination. 

Manifestly a publication which contains matter of that kind 
ought to be excluded from the mails whether it can be charac- 
terized as “anarchistic” or not. So I move to strike out the 
word “ anarchistic.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 35, line 19, before the word “ publi- 
cation,” it is proposed to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out the word “anarchistic.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed te. 

The amendment as amended was agreed ‘to. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask what became of the provision on 
page 35? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was amended and then agreed 
to. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask that that amendment be considered 
open. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as open. 

Mr. PENROSE. What amendment is that? 

Mr. HALE. The amendment at the bottom of page 35. 

Mr. FRYE. The first amendment or the last one? 

Mr. HALE. The last one. 

Now let the Secretary read the amendment beginning in line 
15, page 35, and I ask the Senate to listen to it. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That section 38938 of the Revised Statutes of the Unfted States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“And the term ‘immoral’ within the intendment of this section 
shall include matter of a character tending to incite arson, murier, 
or assassination; and the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to 
exclude from the second-class mailing privileges any publication whici 
contains matter that suggests, advocates, or approves the abolition, 
overthrew, or destruction of any and all government, or the comm.s- 
sion of arson, murder, or assassination.” 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senate will realize what the effect 
of this will be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. KEAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that, 
as I understand, this provision proposes to amend section 3°‘) 
of the Revised Statutes. I do not know what the section of 
the Revised Statutes referred to is; but as this is the ou'y 
thing that is described as immoral, I should think this is de 
stroying existing law on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it is. < 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not understand the objection and crill- 
cism of the Senator from Maine to this section. 

Mr. HALE. I only said that I thought the Senate ought 
reatize the effect of this amendment, amounting, as it does, ‘'° 
a practical censorship of the press by the Post-Office Depart 
ment. It is a matter entirely for the Senate to decide. 


ee 


o- 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 
rhe amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 
6, line 4, before the word “ dollars,” to insert “ five hundred; ” 
and in line 7, before the word “ and,” to strike out “ four thou- 
sand five hundred” and insert “five thousand,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For pay of agent and assistants to examine and distribute registry 


envelopes, agent, $2,500; chief clerk, $1,000; one clerk, at $900; and 
one laborer, at $660; in all, $5,060. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 8, to insert: | 


For pay of agent and assistants to examine and distribute official 
envelopes, agent, $2,500; chief clerk, $1,000; two clerks, at $900; and 
one laborer, at $660; in all, $5,960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 9, to reduce the 
appropriation for wrapping twine and tying devices from 
$225,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 17, to increase the 
ppropriation for the purchase, exchange, and repair of type- 





a 


writing machines, envelope-opening machines, etc., from $105,000 | 


to $130,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 18, to insert: 

To defray the cost of printing a new edition of Street Directory of 
the Principal Cities of the United States, $12,000. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to inquire what this item is. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is a publication which the Government 
itself makes. It is not a copyrighted book. It appears that 
there are a large number of letters addressed with the name of 
the party and the street, but not the city, the writer carelessly 
omitting the city. This is a directory which the Government has 
brought down to date and which indicates what cities in the 
United States have streets of certain names, 

Mr. BURKETT. I understand. 

Mr. PENROSE. 


letter office. 
Mr. BURKETT. 
I had some communications saying an attempt was being made 


to compile a directory of the patrons of the various post-offices, | 
I did not know but that this would be | 


and protesting against it. 
that sort of a directory. 
Mr. PENROSE. This is a work already published and which 
has been brought down to date by the Government. 
Che amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 38, line 12, to increase the | 


appropriation for pay of letter carriers, substitutes for car- 


riers on annual leave, clerks in charge of substations, etc., from 
$95,573,000 to $39,303,685. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 18, before the 
word “ Provided,” to insert: 


it after June 30, 1908, letter carriers of the rural-delivery serv- 
ice shall receive a salary not exceeding $1,000 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ihe next amendment was, on page 38, line 25, after the word 


“year,” to strike out: 


Provided, That no part of said sum shall be used to pay for the | 
in the mails any malt, vinous, or spirituous liquors, or in- | 


; , 
t ating liquors of any kind. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘le hext amendment was, on page 39, after line 6, to insert: 
_ that the account of Edward Rosewater, deceased, late a delegate to 
the Universal Postal Congress at Rome, Italy, be settled, in the dis- 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, within the amount allotted 
1 by the Postmaster-General as salary and expenses out of the 
appropriated for the salary and expenses of delegates to that 
ess, without the further filing of vouchers. 
Mr. PENROSE. I think there is some misunderstanding re- 
gardi ig this amendment. There is another person involved in 
the claim, and I offer an amendment as a substitute for the 
paragraph just read. 


‘) 


fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
- St *g, amendment in the nature of a substitute which will 
” Slated, 

J e Sec RETARY. In lieu of the committee amendment, on 
Page 37, lines 7 to 13, both inclusive, it is proposed to insert: 
h the accounts of Edward Rosewater, deceased, and of N. M. 
be c. tiestt@ delegates to the Universal Postal Congress at Rome, Italy, 


d, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, within the 
allotted to each by the Postmaster-General as salary and ex- 


sates to that congress without the further filing of vouchers. 
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The next amendment | 


In that way a great-many letters are enabled | 
to reach the addressees which otherwise would go to the dead- | 


The reason why I asked the Senator is that | 


ut of the $5,000 Sepeoptioted for the salary and expenses of 













































































































Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to make an inquiry about this 
| item, small though it be. I will ask Senators on this side of 
| the Chamber who are on the committee if they are able to give 
| me the information. I desire to know why it is that vouchers 
in this case are to be expressly dispensed with. 

Mr. CLAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. PENROSD rose. 

Mr. CLAY. I beg pardon. 

Mr. PENROSE. No; let the Senator proceed. 
| have the Senator from Georgia explain it. 
| Mr. CLAY. Mr. Rosewater died just after the services had 
been performed. The Department recognized that the services 
had been performed; and the money had been appropriated for 
that purpose, and most of it had been used. They simply ask 
to close up the account without the filing of vouchers, for the 
| reason that Rosewater is dead and they can not be obtained. 
There is only $5,000 involved. There were two delegates. The 
| other one paid his money, and the vouchers have been filed. 
| Mr. CULBERSON. The new provision exempts Mr. Brooks 
| from filing vouchers as well as the estate of Mr. Rosewater. 
| It is a small matter, but I should like to have it explained. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the fact is that the sum of 
money allotted to these persons for their expenses in connection 
with the service was actually advanced to each of them by the 
Treasury Department under and in conformity with the law. 
They did not understand that any vouchers would be required. 
They prepared no vouchers, nor did they retain any, as I under- 


I would rathe: 





| stand. The amount spent was considerably in excess of the 
amount delivered to them for expenses. The nature of the 


employment, the extent of the travel, and the amount of enter- 
| taining necessarily involved the expenditure of a sum much 
larger than the Government allowed. 
In the meantime, as suggested; before being called upon for 
any vouchers with which to make any settlement with the Treas- 
ury on account of the advances made, Mr. Rosewater died sud- 
denly. His colleague in that service, as before suggested, failed 
to retain any vouchers, and it would now be practically im- 
possible for him to do more than to swear to his accounts and 
submit them to the Treasury. Department for adjustment. 

Mr. CLAY. I did not understand that Mr. Brooks was in- 
| volved in this. I understood that this simply had reference to 
the accounts of Edward Rosewater, deceased. 

Mr. CARTER. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Penusylvania, the chairman of the committee, as a substitute 
for the amendment provides for the adjustment of the accounts 
| of Mr. Rosewater’s colleague. 

Mr. CLAY. I did not know anything about that. 
ment had reference to this item: 

That the account of Edward Rosewater, deceased, late a delegate to 
the Universal Postal Congress at Rome, Italy, be settled, in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Tref&isury, within the amount allotted to 
him by the Postmaster-General as salary and expenses out of tl 
$5,000 appropriated for the salary and expenses of delegates to that 
congress, without the further filing of vouchers. 

That amendment was considered by the committee. My un- 
derstanding was that for the purpose of paying his expenses the 
money had been advanced to Mr. Rosewater before he went, or 
| after he went 

Mr. CARTER. Before. 

Mr. CLAY. And he then died. He could not file the vouchers 

after he returned. This is simply to allow a settlement of his 
| accounts. The other matter I had not heard of. That, I pre- 
sume, has been offered on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. It was offered on the floor of the Senate. I 
| will state to the Senator that both accounts were before the 
| committee, but in the hurry incident to closing up the bill only 
the Rosewater account was acted upon. The Senator is corre 
in that behalf, but the reasons applicable to the settling of one 
account apply, of course, equally to the other. The death of 
Mr. Rosewater renders it utterly impossible for his administra- 
| tor to submit the vouchers. 

Mr. CLAY. I can readily see, if Mr. Rosewater died and his 
vouchers can not be obtained, why his estate ought not to be 
required to present them. But if the other party is living and 
kept an account of his expenses and has the vouchers, it pre- 
sents an entirely different case. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I think I can straighten this 
out somewhat for Senators, because I have been through it. es 
pecially with reference to the account of Mr. Rosewater. This 
appropriation of $5,000 was made for the expenses of the dele 
gate to the International Postal Congress at Rome. Afterwards 
the letter “s” was added, in order to have two delegates, and 
the appropriation was not increased. They appointed Mr. 
| Brooks, from the Department, and Mr. Rosewater to go to the 
conference. Mr. Rosewater had gone to the International 
Postal Congress before, and had always taken the appropria- 


My state- 
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tion as it was made and had spent it. 
been required to produce any vouchers. That never had been 
the practice. He just took the appropriation, which is made in 
full of expenses. The amount that Congress appropriated never 
has paid the expenses. Accordingly the Department never re- 
quired any accounting, because it would come short, and the 
Government would always owe the delegate something. 

Last year, when the delegates returned, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral thought there should be an accounting, and he made an 
order to that effect. Neither delegate had kept any vouchers 
whatsoever of his expenses, having both of them gone before, 
and according to custom never before having to account for 
their expenditures. So neither of them had any vouchers. 

I only speak for Mr. Rosewater’s estate now because I do not 
know Mr. Brooks, but I take it he is exactly in the same posi- 
tion. Immediately when Mr. Rosewater was asked for vouch- 
ers, he set about to get them. He went back and retraced his 
steps and sent out letters to get vouchers from every hotel 
where he stopped and every railroad from which he bought a 
ticket and from the steamship companies, the stage coaches, 
the ’busses, and all such services. He was collecting them to- 
gether and had a goodly number—I have them here from the 
Department; he had collected this many [exhibiting] when 
suddenly, as I think every one in the Senate recalls, about the 
ist of August, he died of apoplexy or heart failure. “The work 

of collecting the vouchers had not been finished. He had part 
' of them collected. There the matter ended. 

The administratrix of the estate, Mrs. Rosewater, took up 
the matter to finish the settlement, and of course she has no 
way of knowing where to get the rest of the vouchers. Ac- 
cordingly, since the requirement has been made to file the 
vouchers, the Treasury Department can not settle the account 
without the vouchers. Therefore it is necessary to have this 
amendment made authorizing the Auditor to settle without the 
filing of vouchers. 

Mr. Brooks-was in a good deal the same condition. It seems 
he has not been able to get vouchers, and the amendment which 
is offered by the chairman proposes to include him, he being 
in the same condition, as I understand, except that fortunately 
he is still living, while Mr. Rosewater is dead. It is absolutely 
impossible for Mrs. Rosewater to collect these vouchers, and 
as I understand it is also impossible for Mr. Brooks to get his 
together. But with respect to him, perhaps, some one else will 
speak. I have not been asked to say anything about Mr. Brooks. 
I have the vouchers as far as Mr. Rosewater located them, 
written in all kinds of languages. I have here all those he 
did receive, and they were filed, but they are not complete. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, the matter we are now 
considering was referred to me as a special committee of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and all the papers 
in the case, so far as there are any papers, were turned over to 
me for examination. I went through them pretty carefully. I 
ascertained that it had not been the custom of the Post-Office 
Department to require the delegates to the Postal Congress to 
file vouchers for their expenses. There was $5,000 appropri- 
ated. Two thousand two hundred and fifty dollars was turned 
over to each of the delegates. Five hundred dollars of the 
amount was retained in the Treasury and is now in the Treas- 
ury subject to the settlement. 

I apprehend that if the amendment passes, and I think it 
ought to, it will simply amount to permitting these accounts to 
be settled without annoyance to anybody, especially to the widow 
of Rosewater. There is no intention to increase the amount of 
the appropriation at all. That has been settled. The money 
was paid to the delegates and was spent by them, except the 
$500 which is in the Treasury, and doubtless when this settle- 
ment is made that money will remain in the Treasury. I have 
no question about it. This is simply to permit a settlement of 
these accounts at the Department without further annoyance to 
these people, and I think the amendment ought to be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania in the 
nature of a substitute for the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 


of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was, on page 
39, after line 21, to insert: 


He never before had 


That the term and authority of the Joint Commission authorized under 
the act approved March 2, 1907, to investigate the business system of 
the Post-Office Department and the postal service, and the time for 
the filing of the report of said Commission, are hereby extended until 
as soon as practicable after the beginning of the second session of the 
Sixtieth Congress. And said Commission is authorized to codify the 


»ostal laws of the United States and to incur any necessary expense 
n connection with said work. 





And the unexpended balance appropriated for thé expenses of said 
Commission is hereby reappropriated, together with the further sum of 
$10,000, to be paid out on the audit and order of the chairman or vice 
chairman of the said Commission under the method authorized in said 


act approved March 2, 1907, said appropriation to be immediately 
available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 13, to insert: 


That enlisted men of the United States Navy may, upon selection by 
the Secretary of the Navy, be designated by the Post-Oilice Department 
as “ Navy mail clerks” and “assistant Navy mail clerks,” who shall 
be authorized to receive and open all pouches and sacks of mail ad 
dressed to naval vessels, to make proper delivery of such mail, to re 
ceive matter for transmission in the mails, to receipt for registered 
matter (keeping an accurate record thereof), to keep and have for sale 
an adequate supply of postage stamps, to make up and dispatch mails, 
and other postal duties as may be authorized by the Postmaster-Gen 
eral, all in accordance with such rules and regulations as may be 
prescribed by the commanding officer of the vessel or of the squadron to 
which the vessel is attached. Each mail clerk and assistant mail clerk 
shall take the oath of office prescribed for employees of the posta! 
service, and shall give bond to the United States in the sum of $1,000 
for the faithful performance of his duties as such clerk, and shall be 
amenable in all respects to naval discipline, except that, as to their 
duties as such clerks, the commanding officers of the vessels upon which 
they are stationed shall we them to be governed by the postal laws 
and regulations of the United. States. Whenever necessity arises 
therefor any assistant mail clerk may be required by the-commandin:g 
officer of the vessel upon which he is stationed or of the squadron to 
which said vessel is attached to perform the duties of mail clerk. 
They shall receive as compensation for such services from the Navy 
Department, in addition to that paid them of the grade to which they 
are assigned, such sum in the case of mail clerks not to exceed $500 
per annum, and in that of assistant mail clerks not to exceed $300 per 
annum, as may be determined and allowed by the Navy Department. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does that provide an appropriation for these 
naval mail clerks? Ifa sailor is required to carry a supply of 
stamps and to perform duties other than his duties as a sailor, | 
think we ought to provide some extra compensation for him. 

Mr. PENROSE. There is such a provision on page 41, be- 
ginning in line 14, permitting the Navy Department to allow 
them extra compensation. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 12, to insert: 

That no part of the appropriations herein made shall be used to pay 
for the carrying in the mails any malt, vinous, or spirituous liquors, « 
intoxicating liquors of any kind, or any cocaine or derivative thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. PENROSE. I now ask unanimous consent to go back 
in order to offer several amendments necessary to perfect the 
bill, which were overlooked. 

I will say, in this connection, that after these few amend- 
ments which I shall offer to perfect the bill shall have been 
passed upon by the Senate, I shall yield to the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Scorr] for the purpose of calling up the pension 
bills, and then will have the pending bill printed, so that the 
Senate may have full opportunity to examine it and take it up 
in the morning. 

Mr. HALE. Why not pass the bill to-night? 

Mr. KEAN. Yes; pass it to-night. 

Mr. CARTER. Let us pass the bill, and then take up the 
pension bills. 

Mr. PENROSE. 
amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I think we had better pass the bill to-night. 

Mr. PENROSE. All right. 

Mr. BACON. Do I understand the Senator from Maine to 
suggest that the bill be passed to-night? The Senator from 


Pennsylvania, the chairman of the committee, has suggested 
that the bill—— 


Mr. PENROSE. 


It occurred to me that there might be other 


I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. BACON, Well, I do not want you to withdraw it. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Georgia can make the 
suggestion himself, I withdraw it. 

Mr. BACON. I will have my say on it, and then the Senator 
can do as he pleases. The suggestion was that as a number of 
amendments had been put upon the bill and Senators had ot 
had an opportunity to properly examine the bill in that condi- 
tion, it should be printed in order that we might do so. 

I am not on the Appropriations Committee, and I presunic I 
am like a great many other Senators who are not on that com- 
mittee. We know absolutely nothing about the details of |)'!!5 
that are passed here containing appropriations of hundreds of 
millions of dollars, 

Mr. HALE. The Appropriations Committee has nothing to 0 
with this bill. 


Mr. BACON. I am using that term in its generic sense. 
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Mr. HALE. The Senator need not make his customary criti- 
cism of the Appropriations Committee. The Appropriations 
Committee has nothing to do with this bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator's colleague is a member of the 
~oOmmuittee. 

Mr. BACON. I am not using that term as specifically ap- 
nlicable te the Committee on Appropriations, but to all commit- 
tees which have charge of appropriation bills. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Georgia has very little 
confidence in his colleague, a faithful watchdog of the Treas- 
ury, who is a member of the Committee on Post-Offices, and 
usually is one of the conferees. 

Mr. BACON. I have every confidence in him, and if the com- 
mittee had been governed by his suggestions the bill would not 
carry nearly so much money as it does carry. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not at this time recall any reduction 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia. There may have been. 
Mr. President, I offer the amendments I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 

proposes amendments which will be stated. 

Mr. BACON. I simply desire to ask that the original sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Pennsylvania be carried out— 
that we may see this bill after it shall have been reprinted. 

Mr. PENROSE. I believe I have the floor for the purpose of 
offering amendments, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
proposes amendments which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 6, line 17, heretofore the committee 
has recommended striking out “twenty-three” and inserting 
“ fifteen,” and it was agreed to. It is now proposed to strike 
out “ fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof “ nineteen.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the amendment 
will be regarded as open. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The SecreTary. On page 7, line 5, after the word “ registry,” 
it is proposed to strike out “thirty-six” and insert “ thirty- 
four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secrerary. On page 7, line 11, it is proposed to strike 
out “twenty-three” and insert “ twenty-two.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SecreTary. On page 7, line 16, it is proposed to strike 
out “twenty-one” and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 22, after the words “three 
hundred and,” it is proposed to strike out “twenty-five” and 
insert “ fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Secretary. On page 16, line 3, before the word “ assist- 
ant,” it is proposed to strike out “ten” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secrerary. In line 9 on the same page strike out 
“thirty-four” and insert “ thirty-eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE. On page 16, line 16, I ask the Senate to 
reconsider the vote by which the committee amendment was 
disagreed to, and then I shall ask the Senate to agree to the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I did not catch the Senator’s statement on that 
point. Did the Senator move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was rejected? 

- Mr. PENROSE. In line 16, page 16, an amendment to insert 
eight” instead of “three” was disagreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, 

Mr. PENROSE. It was a committee amendment. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which it was rejected, and if it is so 
oe I shall ask that the committee amendment be 
adopted. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote dis- 
agreeing to the amendment is reconsidered, and the question is 
ol agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘ pi sn I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
. 1€ amount the same as the House had it—$400,000. 

Suppose I ought properly to move to reconsider the vote by 
Which the amendment was agreed to. 

, pne SECRETARY. On page 16, line 23, the committee reported 

an amendment in the item “for car fare and bicycle allow- 

anal on out “four hundred” and insert “ three hundred 


Mr. PENROSE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
imendment was agreed to, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT Without objection, the vote will be 
reconsidered. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PENROSE. It leaves the amount $400,000, the same as 
the House had it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to an 
amendment which has been passed over, which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 28, line 17, after the word “ mails,” 
it is proposed to strike out “three million five.” and insert 
“four million six,” so as to read: 


For transportation of foreign mails, $4,608,862. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BURNHAM., I offer an amendment to come in on page 
38. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 38 after the word “ dollars,” in line 
15, insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That for the purpose of ascertaining the practicability of 
establishing the special local parcel-post system on the rural delivery 
routes throughout the United States, the Postmaster-General is hereby 
authorized and directed to experiment and report to Congress, not 
later than January 1, 1909, the result of such experiment by establish- 
ing a special local parcel-post system on rural delivery routes in not 
to exceed four counties in the United States, for packages of fourth- 
class matter originating on a rural route or at the distributing post- 
office for delivery by rural carriers to patrons thereof, at such special 
rates of postage and under such regulations as the Postmaster-General 
may deem advisable: Provided further, That nothing herein contained 
shall be taken as authorizing the acceptance, or delivery at such special 
rate of postage of any parcel offered by any person acting as agent or 
representative, upon commission or otherwise, for any person or com- 
pany not residept on such rural delivery routes or in the town from 
which the route or routes emanate: And provided further, That only 
such parcels shall be received for delivery at the special rates of 
postage as are offered by bona fide merchants or dealers whose regular 
places of business are on such rural delivery routes or in the town from 
which the route or routes emanate, in the ordinary and regular course 
of their business and by residents on such routes or in the town from 
which the route or routes emanate in their individual capacity. 


Mr. HALE. As I listened to the amendment I became aware 
that it is open to ten or twelve different points of order. I 
make only a single point of order—that it is an elaborate scheme 
of new legislation. 

Mr. NELSON. General legislation. 

Mr. HALE. General legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is clearly of the opinion 
that the amendment proposes general legislation, and there- 
fore the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GORE. I desire to submit an amendment, On page 22, 
after line 18, I move to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall not pay more for the 
transportation of mails than express companies pay for the transporta- 
tion of express of similar weight and character. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I will state the reason why I 
offer the amendment. In a great many countries in the world 
the railroad companies carry the mails free of charge. That 
is true in France, I understand, except where the cars belong 
to the Government, in which case a nominal charge is paid 
amounting to 1 cent per car mile. In Austria-Hungary and 
in Germany one car per train is carried free of charge on other 
than Government railroads. In Italy and in Belgium the mails 
are carried free of charge, as I am informed. 

Now, it is not my purpose or the purpose of anyone to ask 
the railroads of this country to transport mails free of charge: 
but, sir, the charges received by the railroads paid by the Gov- 
ernment are far in excess of that which is reasonable and just. 

I will cite a few discriminations based upon estimates ren- 
dered a few years ago. The charge from New York to Boston 
on first-class freight matter was 38 cents a hundred; on express 
it was 50 cents a hundred, and on mail it was 89 cents a hun- 
dred. From New York to Atlanta, Ga., the first-class freight 
charge was $1.26 a hundred; the express charse was $2 a hun- 
dred, and the mail charge was $3.50 a hundred. From New 
York to Chicago the charge was 75 cents a hundred for first- 
class freight, $1.25 for express, and $3.56 for mail. The charge 
from New York City to San Francisco at the same time was $3 
a hundred for first-class freight, $6.75 for express, and $13.2 
for the mails. 

Now, sir, there is no justice and no justification in diserimi- 
nations of that character, and I therefore move to limit the 
charge for mail to the charges paid by the express companies 
to the railroads for similar services. 

In the Dominion of Canada mail is classified as freight of the 
lowest classification and bears the lowest rate. This amenda- 
ment carries no proposition of that sort, but it seeks to protect 
the Government against charges which are unreasonable and 
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unjust. If there is any justification for paying so much 
greater charges for postage than for express, I should like to 
see some Senator justify it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, the conditions are so abso- 
lutely dissimilar between the character of express and mail 
matter that I trust the Senate will not agree to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORE. On page 23 I move to strike out lines 13 and 14, 
in the following words: 

For railway post-office car service, $4,600,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. GORE. I move to strike out those lines because, as I 
have suggested, we pay very much more for carrying the mails 
than is paid for either freight or express matter, and in addi- 
tion to that we pay an excessive charge for rental of the cars 
in many instances. I therefore move to strike out these lines, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORE. At the end of line 14 on page 23 I move to in- 
sert: 

That the Postmaster-General shall not pay more annual rental for 
postal cars than 334 per cent of the cost of the car. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORE. I move to insert after line 14, on page 23, 

That the Postmaster-General shall not pay more annual rental for 
postal cars than the cars cost. 

I submit that the Government has paid at times practically 
three times as much annual rental for postal ears as the cars 
cost. Now, that is a self-evident injustice and extortion. Pos- 
sibly no Senator will say that these cars ought to realize to 
the railroads 300 per cent, or even 200 per cent, and not more 
possibly than 100 per cent. In the interest not of justice, but 
of common decency, I move to limit the rental to at least the 
cost of the cars. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 23, at the end of line 14, insert: 

Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall not pay more annual 
rental for postal cars than the cars cost. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. GORE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLAY. I send an amendment to the desk, to come in 
after the word “ dollars,” on page 21, line 1. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 21, line 1, after the word “ dollars,” 
insert: 

That the Postmaster-General shall require all railroads carrying the 
mails to maintain their regular train schedules as to time of arrival 
and departure of trains, and railroads failing to comply with this pro- 
vision shall forfeit all pay for each trip where such delay occurs, unless 
it shall be shown to the Postmaster-General that such delay was caused 
by unavoidable accidents or conditions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. PENROSE. I hope that the amendment will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. HALE. It is general legislation, 

Mr. PENROSE. I make the point of order that it is general 
legislation. 

Mr. CLAY. My recollection is that it went through the 
Senate at the last session. It was knocked out in conference. 

Mr. PENROSE. The point of order must have been over- 
looked at the last session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the opinion of the Chair the 
amendment clearly proposes general legislation, and therefore 
is in plain conflict with the provisions of subdivision 3 of Rule 
XVI. The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. PENROSE. I hope the Senator will withdraw that 
motion. 

Mr. FRYE. 


There are a few pension bills to be considered. 
Mr. HALE, 


I will withdraw the motion. 
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| the Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak.; Bull Snake, Crow Indian Agency. 


May 12, 


Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scott] wishes to have some pension bills passed to-day, that 
they may go to the other House to-morrow. 

Mr. SCOTT. They must go to the House to-morrow in order 
to be enacted at the present session. 

Mr. HALE. I will withhold the motion for the present. 


COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. BULKELEY. On behalf of the senior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. ForaKxer] I desire to call attention to the notice he 
gave that he would call up Senate bill 5729 immediately after 
the consideration of the post-office appropriation bill was fin- 
ished. He has been obliged to leave the Chamber on account 
of temporary illness, and desired to have me give notice that he 
will ask the Senate to give consideration to Senate bill 572° 
immediately after the conclusion of the morning business to- 
morrow. 

PENSION LEGISLATION. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of eight pénsion bills, which are on the Calendar, in order 
that they may go over to the House. First I ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3720) for the 
relief of the families of certain Indian policemen who were 
killed during the engagement at Sitting Bull’s camp, on Grand 
River, December 15, 1890, and for the relief of Alexander Mid- 
dle, who was wounded in said engagement. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,.the names of the following In- 
dians: Mary Bullhead, widow of Henry Bullhead, late lieutenant, 
United States Indian police, Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak.; Annie 
Shavehead, widow of Charles Shavehead, late sergeant, United States 
Indian police, Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak.; Shell Pipe (Mrs. James 
Littleeagle), widow of James Littleeagle, late sergeant, United States 
Indian police, Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak.; Catherine Akicitah, 
widow of Paul Akicitah, late private, United States Indian police, 
Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak.; Red Deer (Mrs. Hawkman), widow 
of Hawkman No. 1, late private, United States Indian police, Stand- 
ing Rock Agency, N. Dak.; Edward Armstrong, son of John Armstrong, 
deceased, late private, United States Indian police, Standing Rock 
Agency, N. Dak., and pay each of them a pension at the rate of $12 

month; Alexander Middle, late United States Indian police at 


Mont., and Old Coyote, Crow Indian Agency, Mont., and pay each of 
them a pension at the rate of $20 per month from the date of the 
passage and approval of this act. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this strikes me as being a 
most extraordinary bill. If we are going to commence graut- 
ing pensions to widows of people who have been policemen—— 

Mr. SCOTT. A similar bill was passed at the last session, 
if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not make any difference if it 
was passed a thousand times, it is a most extraordinary bill, 
and I shall vote against it. I will not raise any objection to 
its consideration. 

First, Mr. President, I want to move to strike out the word 
“twenty” before “dollars” in line 2, page 4, and to insert 
“twelve.” The widows of the soldiers of the civil war have 
been waiting for forty-odd years to get $12 a month, and that 
was given to a large portion of them only this year. I do not 
see why these people should get more than the widows of our 
soldiers. 

Mr. DIXON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
for an explanation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. DIXON. The $20 per month on the last page applies 
only to two Indians who were shot in the Rosebud fight uner 
General Crook. The widows of policemen who were killed :t 
the Standing Rock fight get only $12 per month under the }!!. 
The $20 per month is provided for the two Indians, Bull Snake 
and Old Coyote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are a hundred thousand widows 
whose husbands incurred disabilities or were killed on the fic!d 
of battle, and they are getting only $12 per month. 

Mr. DIXON. That is all the widows get under this bill. ‘lie 
pension of $20 is for the two last-named Indians, who were s!!0t 
when with General Crook. I have in my office a photogr:))!! 
of Old Coyote’s hip. For twenty-eight years—since the fight |:'t 
him with one leg—he has never had a pension. He was shot it 
battle... His hip bone sticks out 6 inches from the body. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is for those Indians? 

Mr. DIXON. For two Indians wounded in the Rosebud fizht. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then, I will not move the amendmt, 
but will content myself by voting against the bill. The Sen:te 
can vote as it pleases. 








1908. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 5806) granting increase of pensions to sur- 
vivors of the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1892, and 
June 27, 1902. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 9, 
after the word “same,” to strike out “and pension shall con- 
tinue at this rate until the beneficiary has reached the age of 
70 years, when the rate shall be increased to $15 per month, 
and shall continue at this rate until the beneficiary has reached 
the age of 75 years, when it shall be increased- to $20 per 
month ;” and in line 10, after the word “twelve,” to strike out 
“ fifteen, or twenty dollars, according to age, or in accordance 
with this act” and insert “dollars per month,” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to increase the pension of every sur- 
vivor who is now on the roll or may hereafter be placed on the roll, 
under the acts of July 27, 1892, and June 27, 1902, to $12 per month 
from the date of filing application for same: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall prevent any survivor entitled to pension under 
the aforementioned acts from filing an original application and obtain- 
ing a pension at the rate of $8 per month from June 27, 1902, up to 
the date of filing application for increase when the rate may be in- 
creased to $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. ‘The bill proposes granting arrears of 
pension? 

Mr. KEAN, 
1902, 

Mr. SCOTT. It follows the general law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have absolutely refused to do that in 
thte matter of special pension bills for survivors and widows of 
the civil war. The bill provides— 

That nothing herein contained shall prevent any survivor entitled to 
pension ander the aforementioned acts from filing an original applica- 
tion and obtaining or at the rate of $8 per month from June 
27, 1902, up to the date of filing application for increase, when the 
rate may be increased to $12 per month. 

I move to strike out this proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
ginning on that line and continuing to the end of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


Yes; they can make application from June 27, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, | ,D¢ 
| of that she is now receiving. 


read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 19863) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than 
the civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such 
soldiers and sailors. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill, which had 


been reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- | 


ments, 


The first amendment was, on page 1, to strike out lines 6 to | 


10, inclusive, in the following words: 


The name of Susan Wigley, dependent mother of Charles V. Wigley, 
late of Company C, Forty-sixth Regiment United States Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Spain, and 
$18 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Che next amendment was, on page 
out: 


a rhe name of Sarah N. Clark, widow of William R. Clark, late of 
‘ptain Stephen’s company, First Regiment Florida Mounted Volun- 
eers, Flori a Seminole Indian war, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


= next amendment was, on page 2, after line 12, to strike 
Out: 


9° 


after line 4, to strike 


“ The name of Lucy Tucker Catlett, widow of John Catlett, late of 
erm om A, Captain McGown’s Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
ee war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in leu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


ay her a pension at the rave of | 


| States Cavalry, war wit 
On page 2, line 4, strike out the proviso be- | 
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after line 17, to strike 





9° 


The next amendment was, on page 
out: 

The name of Charles J. Tribble, late of Troop D, Seventh Regiment 
United States Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 20, to strike 
out: 

The name of Ellen J. Johnson, widow of Isaac Johnson, late of 
Captain Battle’s company, Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted Volun- 
teers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per 
month. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 3, to strike out: 

The name of. Martha Ann Pruett, widow of George W. Pruett, late 
of Captain Dickerson’s company, Third Regiment North Carolina Volun 
teers, Cherokee Indian disturbances, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 9, to strike 
out: 

The name of Amelia M. Salmon, widow of Jefferson D. Salmon, late 
of Company B, First Regiment Georgia Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 1, before the word 
“ Regiment,” to strike out “Second” and insert “ Fifteenth,” 


| so as to make the clause read: 


The name of William F. Mead, late of Troop H, Fifteenth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $46 per 
month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 10, to strike 
out: 

The name of Olinda A. Darby, widow of John W. Darby, late of 


Captain Bradley’s independent company, Florida Foot Volunteers, Semi- 
nole Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 


| in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 5, to strike out: 


The name of Elizabeth H. Shannon, widow of Thomas E. Shannon, 
late of Captain Chesnut’s company, South Carolina Volunteers, Florida 
Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 18, to strike 


| out: 


The name of Carl Resse, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment United 


1 Spain. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, 
out: 


The name of Margaret oa Campbell, widow of Thomas M. C:mpbell, 
late of Company E, Third Regiment Kentucky Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 


after line 17, to strike 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 22, to strike 
out: 


The name of Susan T. Day, widow of Joel A. Day, late of Company 
G, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 


her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. On page 5, line 8, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” I move to strike out “twenty ” and insert “ thirty.” 

I wish to make this statement briefly. The beneficiary in 
this case is now 80 years old. He is blind. He was a former 
governor of Alabama, and one of our most distinguished citi- 
zens. He is poor. He owns 15 acres of land, valued at $300, 
and that is the only property he has. I ask the chairman of 
the committee to accept the amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. What is the suggestion of the 
Alabama? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 


Senator from 


On page 5, line 8, to strike out “ twenty ” 


| and insert “ thirty.” 


Mr. SCOTT. I will accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary. On page 5, line 8, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” strike out “twenty” and insert “‘thirty;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

The name of Rufus W. Cobb, late of Captain Long’s company, Hay’s 
Regiment Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 19101) granting pensions and in- 


crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular | 


Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 


such soldiers and sailors. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments. 

The first armlendment was, on page 1, after line 5, to strike 
out: 

The name of Cecil I, Smith, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $10 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 3, after the word 
* account,” to insert “of each;” in the same line, after the 
word “minor,” to strike out “child” and insert “ children ;” 
and in line 4, after the word “until,” to strike out “she 
reaches” and insert “they reach,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

The name of Miriam A. F. Jett, widow of Jesse T. Jett, late of 
Company A, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 


per month additional on account of each of the minor children of said 
Jesse T. Jett until they reach the age of 16 years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 10, after the words 
“rate of,’ to strike out “fifteen” and insert “twelve,” so as 
to make the clause read: 

The name of Richard M. Robinson, late of Company L, Fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Velunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 14, after the words 
“rate of,” to strike out “twenty-four” and insert “ sixteen,” 
s0 as to make the clause read: 

The name of Henry W. Schroder, late of the United States Marine 


Corps, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 19475) granting pensions and in- 
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular 
Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars 
other than the civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives 
of such soldiers and sailors. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Pensions with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, after line 5, to strike 
out: 

The name of Elizabeth Moody, widow of John B. Moody, late of 


Captain Robert’s company, Florida Volunteers, Florida Indian war, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 


she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, beginning in line 1, to 
strike out the following clause: 

The name of Kizzie Gill, widow of Jeremiah Gill, late of Captain 
Johnson's company, First Regiment (Bailey’s) Florida Mounted Militia, 


Florida Indian war, and y her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 18, to strike 
out the following clause: 


The name of Alfred Johnson, late of Troop F, Ninth Regiment 
United States Cavalry. 


Mr. BURKETT. I move that that amendment be disagreed 


0. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
I have a statement here in reference to that case, but I am 
probably not as familiar with these bills as is the chairman of 
the committee, who has been called home and left them in my 


charge. I find there are objections from the chairman to chang- 
ing this amendment. It is represented that the claimant was 
kicked in the leg by a horse, and that he did not make appli- 
eation for a pension until twenty years afterwards. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. BURKETT. 


I will say that the soldier served ten years 
in the Army. 


There does not seem to be any question that he 
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| a horse during his enlistment. 


I ask unanimous consent for the present con- | 





May 12, 


was injured. He has evidence showing that he was kicked by 
He is now 55 years of age. The 
trouble, of course, is that the Pension Bureau will not connect 
his present lameness with that kick of the horse, but the medical 
and other evidence he has in reference to this particular dis- 
ability shows that it came from that. Then, he has affidavits 


| of two persons who saw him injured by a horse at that time. 
than the civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of 


The whole question involved is that it is an injury which the 
medical examiners in the Pension Bureau can not trace back. 
The injury came from that kick, and the injury, as he advances 
in age, has become more serious, so that he has become very 
lame and very badly disabled. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator that 
the amendment be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on 
page 3, after line 20, to strike out: 

The name of Flemon Boles, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment 


Tennessee Volunteer pm war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $10 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 6, to strike 
out: 


The name of Isapheney Hardin, widow of William R. Hardin, late of 
Company G (Captain Turner’s), First Regiment Georgia Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 11, to strike 
out: 

The name of Priscilla A. Nicolson, widow of John O. Nicolson, late 


lieutenant, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$35 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 24, to strike 
out to and including line 16, on page 5, as follows: 

The name of Bmily C. Cooper, widow of Hillary Cooper, late of Com- 

any D, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, war with 


exico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


&. 
The name of Nannie BE. Lenderman, widow of John K. Lenderman, 
late of Company H, First Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, 


war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The name of Mary Fowler, widow of Richard Fowler, late of Com- 
pany A, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The name of Harry A. Bishop, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6988) granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than 
the civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such 
soldiers and sailors. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll at the rate per month therein specified the 
following-named persons: 

George Evans, late of Company G, Twenty-fifth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension of $12. 

B. H. Randall, late sutier at Fort Ridgely, Minn., during the 
Sioux Indian outbreak, and pay him a pension of $16 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Miami L. Perveil, widow of Leighton M. Perveil, alias Charles 
H. Hunt, late of Company K, Twenty-third Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension of $12. 

Sallie Pickett, widow of George EB. Piekett, late second licu- 
tenant, Second United States Infantry, war with Mexico, an 
pay her a pension of $40. 

Vincent A. Witcher, dependent father of Adison Witcher, late 
of Company F, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, war 
with Spain, and pay him a pension of $20. 

Joseph L. Cooper, late of Company E, First Regiment Ne- 
braska Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $12. 

Julia M. Tisdale, widow of Ryland D. Tisdale, late lieutenant, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pehsion of $35, and $2 per 
month additional on account of each of the minor children of 
said Ryland D. Tisdale until they reach the age of 16 years. 








1908. 





Willie C. Wilmot, late of Company C, First Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pension of $12. 

Margaret F. Jewell, widow of James M. Jewell, late second | 
lieutenant, Fourteenth Regiment United States Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension of $25, and $2 per month additional on ac- 
count of the minor child of said James M. Jewell until she 
reaches the age of 16 years. 

Mr. GORE. I submit an amendment, which I send to the 
desk, inserting a clause for the payment to Eva Seeley, widow 
of Oscar Seeley, late paymaster’s steward, U. 8S. S. North Caro- 
lina, Connecticut, and Commodore Hull, United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 a month in lieu of the 
amount she now receives. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will accept the Senator’s amendment if he | 
will make it $24, which is the committee recommendation. 

Mr. GORE. I thought the committee recommendation was $30. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest to the Senator that we should pass 
a separate bill covering the case to which he refers. This being 
an omnibus bill, it would be better, in my judgment, that we 
should pass it without amendment. I think there will be no 
objection to a separate bill covering the case the Senator has 
in charge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. These are House bills, are they not? 

Mr. SCOTT. This is a Senate bill. I am perfectly willing, 
however, to accept the amendment, if the Senator from Okla- 
homa desires that it shall go on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oklahoma will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 
the following paragraph: 


The name of Eva Seeley, widow of Oscar Seeley, late paymaster’s 
steward, U. 8. 8S. North Carolina, Connecticut, and Commodore Hull, | 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of the amount she is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER., I will ask the Senator—the widow seems 
now to be receiving a pension—if paymasters’ stewards are pen- 
sionable under the law? Have we ever pensioned one of them? 

Mr. SCOTT. No. I will say to the Senator that Mrs. Seeley 
was pensioned when the Senator from New Hampshire was 
chairman, I believe, of the Committee on Pensions, and she is 
now drawing a pension of $16 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then this is simply an increase of that 
pension. 

Mr. SCOTT. This is simply an increase of that, as the widow 


is totally blind and is the only support of a grandchild, as I | 


understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is all right. 

Mr. SCOTT. It is a gratuity, I suppose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not rise to object to the bill, but, if I 
may be allowed, I should like to ask a question of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. Are we in the habit or has it been the 
general practice to allow pensions to widows of civil employees? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It has not been the habit, Mr. President. 
I am not familiar with this particular bill, but the Senator from 
West Virginia seems to put the burden on me by saying that it 
passed when I was chairman of the committee. 
recollection of it. I know that we were very scrupulous in 
keeping out that class of cases from pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT. I certainly agree with the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


I have no | 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
a mg of the bill (H. R. 3610) granting a pension to James 
M. Fitch. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of James M. Fitch, late of Company 
B, Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT. I now ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(H. R. 17874) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain widows 
and dependent children of soldiers of said war, together with 
the amendments reported by the Committee on Pensions of the 
Senate to the amendment of the House of Representatives. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
named by the Senator from West Virginia, the question being on 
concurring in the amendment of the House of Representatives 
as proposed to be amended by the Committee on Pensions of the 
Senate. The amendments proposed by the Senate committee 
will be first stated. 

The amendments of the Senate committee to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives were, on page 29, line 8, before 
the word “ dollars,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert “ twelve”; 
on the same page, after line 8, to strike out “the name of John 
H. Pepper, late landsman, United States Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $8 per month” ; on page 30, after line 8, 
to strike out “the name of Jesse G. Lott, late of Company I, 
First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $6 per month; the name 
of Mary Lois Wriston, widow of John P. Wriston, late of Com- 
pany A, Mormon Battalion, lowa Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving” ; on the same page, line 24, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “twenty” and _ insert 
“twelve” ; on page 31, line 11, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “ twenty ” and insert “iwelve” ; on page 31, line 15, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 
“thirty”; on page 32, line 2, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “ fifty” and insert “thirty” ; on page 33, after line 
3, to strike out “the name of Eliza Norman, widow of Richard 
G. Norman, late of Captain Sweat’s company, Georgia Volun- 
teers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving; the name 
of Caroline Cowart, widow of Abel Cowart, late of Captain Stew- 





| art’s and Roberts’s companies, Florida Volunteers, and Captain 


Jarnigan’s company, Georgia Volunteers, Florida Indian war, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving” ; on page 34, after line 2, to strike 
out “the name of Mary A. Kinsey, widow of Stephen NKinsey, 
late captain First Regiment Texas Cavalry, war with Mexico, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving” ; on page 35, after line 10, to strike 
out “the name of Martha A. Gardner, widow of John H. Gard- 
ner, late of Capt. Aaron Jernigan’s company, Florida Mounted 
Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving”; at 
the top of page 36, to strike out “ the name of Susan E. Hodges, 
widow of Marcus A. Hodges, late of Captain Henry’s company, 
Second ‘Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, Florida Indian war, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving”; at the top of page 39, to strike out 
“the name of Elizabeth Ann Langford, widow of Nicholas Lang- 
ford, late lieutenant of Captains Langford’s and Bradley’s com- 
panies, Florida Militia, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving; the name of Satirhe Feagle, widow of Adam Feagle, 


| late of Company L, Palmetto Regiment, South Carolina Volun- 


teers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving; the name of 
Lucretia Grice, widow of Eldred 8. Grice, late of Captain Jones's 
company, South Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving”; the name of Sarah D. Jones, widow of 
Dabney Jones, late of Captain Jones's company, South Carolina 
Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension at tue 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving; the 
name of Carrie Trotter, widow of Jacob M. Trotter, late of 
Captain Denny’s company, First Regiment South Carolina Mili- 
tia, Florida Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving”; on page 
40, after line 2, to strike out “the name of Lucy W. Binford, 
widow of John G. Binford, late of Company I, First Regiment 
Virginia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving ” ; 
on page 40, after line 15, to strike out “the name of Margaret 
E. McCoy, widow of Thomas F. McCoy, late first lieutenant 
Company D, Eleventh United States Infantry, war with Mex- 
ico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving”; on page 40, line 24, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty ”’ and insert “thirty”; on 
page 41, line 2, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ seven- 
teen” and insert “twelve”; on page 41, after line 2, to strike 
out “the name of Elizabeth Nobles, widow of John B. Nobles, 
late of Captains Whitehead’s and Hill’s companies, Florida 
Mounted Volunteers, Semindle Indian war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving”; on page 42, line 6, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “twenty-four” and insert “twelve”; on page 42, 
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after line 17, to strike out “the name of Martha Shinn, widow 
of Jacob L. Shinn, late of Company A, Mounted Regiment Ar- 
kansas Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving” ; 
on page 44, after line 4, to strike out “ the name of William D. 
xibson, late of Company M, Second Regiment Arkansas Vol- 
unteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month”; on page 44, line 15, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “sixteen” and insert “twelve”; on 
page 44, line 22, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty” and insert “twelve”; on page 45, line 5, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “twenty-four” and insert 
“twenty”; on page 46, line 6, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “twenty ” and insert “ twelve”; on page 46, line 23, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 
“thirty ”’; on page 47, line 12, before the word “ dependent,” to 
insert “helpless and”; on page 48, after line 6, to strike out 
“the name of Harry Landau, late of Troop C, Fifth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$65 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving; the name 
of Thomas Smith, late of Company L, First Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $10 per month”; and on page 49, after line 13, to 
strike out “the name of Morgan J. Treadway, late captain of 
Company G, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per 
month,” so as to make the House amendment read: 

The name of Julia F. Noyes, widow of George O. Noyes, late of 
Company C, First Regiment United States Infantry, and Company BH, 
Twenty-sixth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James W. Freeman, late of Ninth Company, United 


—— Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The name of Phillip Margetts, late of Captain Burton’s Company B, 
Utah Mounted Volunteers, Utah Indian disturbances, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The name of Rachel Travis, widow of Peter O. Travis, late recruit 
Fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Luella S. Gallup, widow of Charles C. Gallup, late first 
lieutenant Company C, Fifth Regiment United States Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The name of James A. McDavid, late of Company F, First Regiment 
South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Ulysses G. Powell, late of Company B, Third Regiment 


Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 


The name of Sarah R. Williams, widow of Ferdinand Williams, late 


first lieutenant, Engineer Corps, United States Army, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month, and $2 per month additional on 
account of the minor child of said Ferdinand Williams until she reaches 
the age of 16 years, such pension being in lieu of that granted by 
private act approved February 1, 1907. 

The name of Seth 8. Nye, late of Company K, First Regiment I!linois 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James Francis Flynn, late of U. S. S. New York, United 
States Navy, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The name of Mary Meeler, widow of John Meeler, late of Company L, 
Second Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month ad- 
ditional on account of each of the minor children of the said John 
Meeler, until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The name of Harry C. Newton, late of Company F, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Loring R. Clayton, late of Company I, Third Regiment 
Georgia Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Caroline M. Douglas, dependent mother of William H. 
Douglas, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
Saaty, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month, 

The name of Nancy J. Stephens, dependent mother of Oliver P. 
Stephens, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
SEATS, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The name of Malinda Foust, widow of Philip BP. Foust, late of Captain 
Allen’s company, Tennessee Militia, war of 1812, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of John Winter, late of Troop E, Second Regiment United 
States Dragoons, Florida Indian war, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Billings A, Clark, late of Captain Burch’s Company B, 
First Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washington 
Territory, Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Nelson, late gunner’s mate, second class, United 
States ship Wheeling, United States Navy, war with Spain, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Robert White, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew E. Waterman, late of Company H, First Regi- 
ment South Dakota Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him 
a pension-at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Victoria St. C. B. C. Mickelson, widow of Michael 
Mickelson, Inte of Capt. Thomas Smith's company, Ninth Regiment 
Oregon Mounted Militia, Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
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The name of Manuel R. Sanchez, late of Capt. William Mosley’s in- 
dependent company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he 
is now ree. 

The name of George E. Ryno, late of Company F, Twenty-second 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him xu pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The name of Frank Bremigam, late of Company H, Twentieth Reg!- 
ment — States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
per month, 

The name of Patrick Burton, late of Company H, First Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Lawrence Nichols, late of Company L, First Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer ae war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of John D. McKinlay, late of Capt. James G. Dell’s com- 
pany, Florida Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of p12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles A. Young, late of Capt. Robert Mickler’s inde- 
pendent company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of Mansfield Burris, late of Capt. William Fitzhugh’s Com- 
pany D, Texas Mounted Volunteers, Texas and New Mexico Indian 
war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Jones, late of Captains Hembree’s and 
Swan’s companies, Tennessee Volunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbance, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Annie A. Robbins, late nurse, Medical Department, 
United States Army, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The name of William Kelly, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment, and 
Company H, Seventeenth Regiment, United States Infantry, and pay 
a s. pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth E. Wood, widow of Francis Wood, late phar- 
macist, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Renvey E. Dees, widow of Henry Dees, late of Captain 
Coffee’s company, Florida Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The name of Margaret Aston, formerly Margaret Dunn, late nurse, 
Medical Department United States Army, war with Spain, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 r month. 

The name of Harriette M. Maxwell, late nurse, Medical Department 
United States Army, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Agnes Boon Otis, widow of Elmer Otis, late lieutenant- 
colonel Seventh Regiment and colonel Eighth a United States 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elenor Sanborn, widow of Nathaniel Sanborn, late 
of Captain Holt’s company, Massachusetts Militia, war of 1812, and 
pay her a msion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she. 
is now receiving. 

The name of Hutchinson Smith, late of Captain Hardee's company, 
First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in liqu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of Josiah B. Law, late of Captain Stewart’s mounted 
company, Special Battalion Florida Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward C. Meleaehy, late of Captain Kendrick’s com- 
pany, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Charles M. Montgomery, late of Saneey I, Second 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $17 per month. 

The name of Stephen T. Hancock. late of Captains Mizell’s and Mc- 
Clellan’s companies, Florida Mounted Militia, Florida Indian war, 
and pay him a pone at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of William Standley, late of Captain Steven’s company, 
Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receivinz 

The name of George BD. Mills, late of Captain Mills’s compa: 
Florida Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him a pension at t 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Esther H. Kautz, widow of Albert Kautz, late rear- 
admiral, United States Navy, and pay her a nsion at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Anna O. D. Mickley, widow of Joseph P. Mickley, laic 
chief engineer, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the raic 
of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas B. Brown, late of Company A, Thirty-third 
Regiment United States Volunteer infantry, war with Spain, and p:) 
him a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The name of Catherine 8. Miller, widow of Marcus P. Miller, late 
major, Fifth United States Artillery, United States Army, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now rv- 
ceiving. 

The name of Oliver M. Reid, late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment 
United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Martin Bolster, late of Company M, Ninth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 | 
month. 

The name of Richard R. Russell, late of Capt. William G. Mosel: 
company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and py 
him a, pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Daniel G. W. Norman, late of Captain Hardee's co! 
pany, First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Semin: 
Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
lieu of that he is now_receiving. ‘ 

The name of John F. Jones, late of Capt. Robert Bullock's in‘:- 
pendent oompany, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Seminole India! 
war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu 
that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Isham Walker, late of Captain Beady’s company, First 
Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
' The name of Henry Tyriver, late of Company B, Second Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John Hatcher, late of Capt. Joseph J. Knight's com- 

nanry, Florida Militia, Florida Seminole Indian war, and pay him a 
nension at the rate of $16 per month im lieu of that he is now re- 
elving. 
*eThe name of Pearl Y. Newcomb, widow of Marcellus L. Newcomb, 
late of Troop D, First Regiment United States Volunteer Cavairy, war 
with Spain, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and 
$2 per month additional on account ef each of the minor children of 
said Marcellus L. Newcomb until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The name of Annie E. Tisdell, widow of Moses H. Tisdeli, late first 
lieutenant Company A, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pemsion at the rate of $17 per 
month, and $2 per month additional on account of each of the minor 
children of the said Moses H. Tisdell until they reach the age of 16 
years. 

“The name of Justin McCarthy, late of Second Artillery Corps, United 
States Army, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
yer month. 

; The name of William J. Mendows, late of Capt. William H. Ken- 
drick’s independent company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole 
Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Vianna R. Huston, widow of Robert B. Huston, late 
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captain Company L, Forty-seventh Regiment United States Volunteer | 


Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving . 

The name of William L. Deflaney, late of Captain Newell’s company, 
Oregon Scouts, Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Jobeny Mullinax, late of Captains Lyons’s and Cessna’s 
companies, Georgia Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of William Leggett, late of First Lieut. R. B. Turner's 
detachment, Florida Foot Volunteers, Florida Seminole Indian war, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month im lieu of that 
he is now receiving, 

The name of David Raulerson, late of Capt. Giles W. Ellis’s com- 
pany, Florida Volunteers, Florida Seminole Indian war, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Christopher Kneup, late of Company C, Third Regi- 
ment United States Cavalry, amd pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The name of Clara D. Miller, widow of John Miller, late of Company 
M, First Regiment Virginia Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Martin J. Frey, late of Company H, Third Regiment 
Ur ited States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month, 

_'The name of Bdward W. Hall, late of Company L, Fourth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer —— war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $17 per month. 

The name of Arthur Onderdonk, late of Company B, Second Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now recetving. 

_ The name of Guy R. Martin, late of Company B, Fortieth Re 
United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
pension at the rate of $55 per month. 

_ The name of Bright Evans, late of Captain Cleveland’s company, 
Georgia Volunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbances, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Che name of Jacob Slemp, late of Company D, Tenth Regiment United 


iment 


States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2C per nionth | 


- i of Ge Soe receiving. 

1 name @ am H. Long, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him 
& pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

, The name of Paul K. Hubbs, jr., late of Captain Smalley’s Company 
G, Second Regiment Washington Territory Volunteers, Oregon and 
Washington Territory Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


States Volunteer Infantry, war with 
the rate of $12 per month. 


im a | 





The name of John Muir, late of Company D, Second Regiment United | 
pain, and pay him a pension at | 


The name of William H. Hall, late of Company BE, First Regiment 


District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him 


PO. guy at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


_ The name of Barzilla P. Greenwood, late of Captain Haley's a Wash, 
‘ash- 


C, Battalion Rangers, Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and 
ington Territory Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘he name of Margaret asia tees of Willlam Talbut, late private, 
Ordnance Detachment, United 
the rate of $12 month. 
; rhe name of ward P. L. Jones, late of Company IF, Seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate ef $30 per month. 


_The name of Elijah H. McAlmond, late of ve I. N. Ebey’s com- 
pany, First Regiment Washingten Territory Volunteers, Gregon and 


shington Territor: 
of $16 per month in Hien of that he is now receiving. 
: rhe name of Arthur F. Truitt, late of Compan 
Uoulsiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
a the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
, The name of Ellis R. Brock, late of Company K, First Regiment Ale- 
bama \ olunteer infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 
sie’ 1¢ name of Joseph H. Glover, helpless and mdent son ef John 
slover, late of Company I, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
Che name ef Nora R. Willett, widow of Eugene Willett, late of Com- 


tes Army, and pay her a pension at | 


Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate | 
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Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 per 
month additional on account of the minor child of the said BDugene Wi! 
lett wntil she reaches the age of 16 years. : 

The name of William Q. Anderson, late of Battery D, Utah 
Light Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pen 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry P. Mann, late of Company L, 
Ohio Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a |} 
of $30 per month im lieu of that he is now receiving 


Val 


sion at the rate of 


nteer 


Second Recimen 


ision at 





The name of Vance V. Pearsall, late of Troop B, Eleventh Regiment 
United States Cavalry, war with Spain. 
The name of William 8. Sykes, late of Second Company, United 


States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 1 
month. 


The name of William McCrocklin, late of Company I, Fifteenth R 


ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 
The name of Charlies M. Siecbbins, late of Company F, Second R 





ment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, war and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Margaret F. Bell, widow of Clarence W. Bell, late o 
Troop K, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, war with Spat: 
and -pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month 


= } 
additional on account of the mimor child of the said Clarence W. B 
until she reaches the age of 16 years. 

The name of James Bb. Waters, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jesse T. Reese, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re . 

The name of Alzina Wilcher, widow of Stephen Wilcher, late of 
Captain Winters’s company, Illinois Velunteers, Black Hawk indian 
war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. President, I ask the Senate to dis- 
agree to the amendment of the Senate committee on page 31, 
line 11, so as to leave the amount at $20. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee on page 31, line 11, to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question on agreeing to 
the Senate committee amendments, with the exception of the one 
which has been rejected, to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on concurring 
in the amendment of the House of Representatives as it has 
been amended. } 

The amendment of the House of Representatives, as amended, 
was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. Scorr, the title was amended so as to read: 
“An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the civil war and other wars and to cer- 
tain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors.” 


with Spain 





eiving 


is 


ALVAH B. DOBLE. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 6849) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Alvah B. Doble. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been re- 
ported fram the Committee on Military Affairs with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That Alvah B. Doble shall hereafter be held and considered to have 
been honorably discharged as a private of Company I’, Seventh Regi- 


ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, as of date January 28, 1865; and that 
the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to issue to said Alvah B. Doble an honorable discharge as of that 
| date: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue 





or become payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. FULTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 15372. 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator from Oregon has any intention 
of making such a motion, I shall move that the Se 
journ. 

Mr. FULTON. 


:ot ada. 
nte aa 


I renew mry motion that the Senate proceed 
I will say that I in- 


| tend to ask that the bill be laid aside after it is taken up. 


pany A, Twentieth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, war with | from Oregon [Mr. FuLtoN] in his own right. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. I have the floor, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the Senator 


from Oregon 
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Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. FULTON. If the Senator will just allow me to have the 
bill laid before the Senate, I will then ask that it be temporarily 
laid aside. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
finished business. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it will displace the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 15372) for the allowance of 
certain claims reported by the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, 
and commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker acts. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Jersey that the Senate adjourn, [Put- 
ting the question.] By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. KEAN. Division, Mr. President. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division is asked. 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator from Oregon to say 
that he rose to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear him. 
Senator will state his point of order. 

Mr. FULTON. It is rather a parliamentary inquiry, be- 
cause IT am not certain that I have a right to make a point of 
order ; but when a motion had been put to take up a bill, and the 
motion has been stated by the Chair, was it in order, before it 
was voted upon, to move to adjourn? 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. HALE, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
privileged motions. 

Mr. FULTON. That is the question I wished to ask. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Oregon had better 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. FULTON. I shall not withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division is demanded. 
favor of the motion will rise and stand until counted. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon 
a question. 

Mr. FULTON, 
voting on now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division 
motion to adjourn. 

The question being put, there were, on division—ayes 10, noes 
16. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate has not 
voted. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 

Bacon 
Bourne 
Brandegce 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
sJurnham 
Rurrows 
Carter 
Clapp 


from Oregon 


If it is taken up, it will displace the un- 


The 


Undoubtedly. 
A motion to adjourn is one of the 


Those in 


Mr. President, what is the motion we are 


is demanded on the 


Curtis 
Dick 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Flint 
Foster 
Frye 
Fulton 
Gallinger 
Crene Gamble 
CAlom Gore 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to their names. 

Mr. FULTON. 
called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the absent Senators. 

The Secretary called the following names: 


Aldrich La Follette 
Allison Lodge 
Ankeny McCumber 
Bailey McEnery 
Bankhead Milton 
Beveridge Money 
Borah Newlands 
Brown Nixon 
Clark, Wyo. Perkins 
Clarke, Ark, Platt 

Cla Rayner 
Culberson Richardson 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes 


p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 
13, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


Guggenheim 
Hale 
Hemenway 
Heyburn 
Hopkins 
Kean 

Long 
McCreary 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Nelson 
Owen 


Overman 
Paynter 
Penrose 
Piles 

Scott 
Stephenson 
Taliaferro 
Teller 
Warren 


Forty-five Senators have answered 
A quorum of the Senate is not present. 
I ask that the names of the absentees be 


The Secretary will call the names 


Daniel 
Davis 
Depew 
Dillingham 
Elkins 
Foraker 
Frazier 
Gary 
Hansbrough 
Johnston 
Kittredge 
Knox 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich, 
Smoot 
Stewart 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Warner 
Wetmore 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay, May 12, 1908. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., as 
follows: 

Infinite Spirit, God, our Heavenly Father, everywhere pres- 
ent, moving upon the hearts of men, upholding, sustaining, 
guiding in right thinking and in pure living, so move upon our 
hearts that we may grow day by day into the measure of the 


stature of the fullness of Christ. 


We bless Thee, our Father, for that sympathetic chord which 
when touched by calamity visited upon any people makes the 
Our hearts go out in sympathy and love to 
our people everywhere who have been thus visited, and es- 
pecially do we pray for. the people of the young State of Okla- 


whole world kin. 


homa, who have thus been bereft of homes and friends. 


grant that we, who have escaped, may go to their succor and 
Hear us, O Lord, and answer our prayer, in the name 


comfort. 


of Christ, the Lord. Amen! 


The 
read. 


The Clerk read the Journal. 
The SPEAKER. 


approved. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. PAYNE. 


proved. 


SPEAKER, 


The Clerk will cause the Journal to be 


Without objection, the Journal will stand 


Mr. Speaker, objection is made. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be ap- 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 


tleman from New York that the Journal be approved. 
The question was taken. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 278, nays 3, 


Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 


answered “ present” 10, not voting 96, as follows: 
YEAS—278. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Allen 
Ames 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Nev. 
sates 
Beale, Pa. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bede 
Bennet, N. Y, 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Boutell 
Bowers 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carlin 


Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Daizell 
Darragh 
Davenport 


Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denby 
Denver 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Dwight 
Eliis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 


*y 


Foster, Ind, 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va, 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J, 
yarner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hale 
Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Harding 
pe 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Hawley 


Hay 
Hayes 


Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
anepe 

Knop 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Lassiter 

Law 

Lawrence 

Lee 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, lll. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMillan 
McMorran 
Macon 
Madden 
Malby 
Mann 
Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex, 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Norris 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pray 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Rodenberg 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Ryan 
Sabath 
oes 
eppar 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
ae 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Snap 
Southwick 
ee 
perry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
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Steenergon 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 


Keliher 


troussard 
Brundidge 
Conner 


Acheson 


> 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Andrus 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bell, Ga. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Brantley 
Brumm 
Butler 

Byrd 
Calderhead 
Mark, Fla. 
‘ooper, Pa. 
‘ooper, Wis. 
‘oudrey 
‘ousins 
‘ravens 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 
Diekema 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 


in im Mie fim 


Thistlewood Vreeland 
Thomas, Ohio Waldo 
Tirrell Wallace 
Tou Velle Wanger 
Townsend Washburn 
Underwood Watkins 
Volstead Watson 
NAYS—3. 
Slayden Sulzer 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—10. 
Legare Sherman 
Lorimer Small 
Rothermel Talbott 
NOT VOTING—96. 
Ellerbe Landis 
Ellis, Mo, Langley 
Favrot Laning 
Flood Leake 
Fordney Lenahan 
Gardner, Mass. Lewis 
Goebel Lilley 
Graft Lindsay 
Griggs Littlefield 
Gronna Livingston 
Haggott Loud 
Hamill Lowden 
Hamilton, Mich. McCreary 
Hardwick McGavin 
Haskins Madison 
Hobson Marshall 
Howard Maynard 
Huff Mondell 
Hughes, W.Va. Mudd 
Hiumpbreys, Miss. Murphy 
Jackson Nicholls 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Olmsted 


Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
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Parker, 8. Dak. 


Peters 


So the Journal was approved. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Acrrson with Mr. BrRantiey. 


Mr. ALEXANDER Of New York with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CrarKk of Florida. 
Mr. Coorer of Pennsylvania with Mr. DAvrey 


Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. Griags. 


Mr. Dunwett with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 


Mr. Exits of Missouri with Mr. ELLeree. 
Mr. Grarr with Mr. Favror. 
Mr. Haminton of Michigan with Mr. Hamirr, 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. Leaxkr. 
Mr. LANpis with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. LENAHAN, 
Mr. LANING with Mr. LINpDsay. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. NICHOLLS. 


Mr. McGavin with Mr. Pov. 








Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wiliams 
Wilson, IT. 
Young 


ansdell, La. 
Reid 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Saunders 
Scott 
Smith, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Webb 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa, 
Wolf 
Wood 
Woodyard 


of Louisiana. 


Mr. Mapison with Mr. Ranspett of Louisiana. 
Mr. ANprus with Mr. Beri of Georgia. 
Mr. Porter with Mr. Rew. 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. Roprnson. 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
Mr. Weems with Mr. Smiru of Texas. 
Mr. Woop with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. Wesp. 


Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. WEIssE. 


Mr. ConNer with Mr. WILLETT?. : : i : 
Mr. GarpNer of Massachusetts with Mr. Wrison of Pennsyl- | the sum proposed insert “thirty million nine hundred and sev- 


vania. 


Mr. Haskins with Mr. Cravens. 
Mr. Jackson with Mr. Wo tr. 
Mr. ForpNey with Mr. SMALL. 
Mr. Hueues of West Virginia with Mr. Lew1s. 
Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BRuNDIDGE. 

Mr. OLMstTep with Mr. RorHerRMEL. 

Mr. Gronna with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 


Mr 


. BIncHAM with Mr. LivrnastTon. 


Mr. Roserts with Mr. Broussarp. 
Mr. Haecorr with Mr. Wirx1am W. KircnHtn, 


Mr. Brrpsatt with Mr. Lamar of Missouri, 


Mr. McCreary with Mr. Howarp, 
Mr. Couprey with Mr. Hopson. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Prarr. 

Mr. Drekema with Mr. WmILey. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Tarporr. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. MurpHy. 
Mr. Lowpen with Mr. Perers. 


Mr. Dawes with Mr. Hagpwick. 
lor the session : 


Mr. 


Butter with Mr. Barrier of Georgia. 


Mr. SuermMan with Mr. Rrorpan. 
Mr. Coustns with Mr. Froop. 


Mr. 


Mir. LoRIMER with Mr, Humpnereys of Mississippi. 
The result of the yote was announced as above recorded. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its secre 
taries, announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. 19158) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendment, the bill (H. R. 13851) providing for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a new immigration station thereon 
at the city of Boston, Mass., in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 6190. An act authorizing a resurvey of certain townships 
in the State of Wyoming. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, take 
from the Speaker’s table the conference report upon the naval 
appropriation bill, and agree to the same. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to sus- 
pend the rules and agree to the conference report on the naval 
appropriation bill. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
statement 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this is not the proper time 
to demand a second, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. Not unt?! the reading. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I say, but the statement can 
be substituted for the report only by unanimous consent. I 
would prefer to have the regular order and the reading of the 
conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi desires the 
conference report to be read, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the conference report as follows: 


demand a second on 





second. 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20471) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and nine, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 8, 12, 14, 15, 28, 36, 61, 71, 72, 73, 74, 100, 103, 
and 105, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
91, 22. 23. 24, 25, 26, 31, 32, 33, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 62, 63, 
64, 65, 66, 68, 69, 70, 75, 78, 79, SO, 81, 82, 838, 84, 85, 86, 87, 
88, 89, 98, 94, 95, 96, 98, 99, 101, and 107, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 








enty-four thousand two hundred and twenty-five dollars ;” 
the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis- 


and 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing : 

“ Hereafter all commissioned officers of the active list of the 
Navy shall receive the same pay and allowances according to 
rank and length of service, and the annual pay of each grade 
shall be as follows: For Admiral, thirteen thousand five hun- 
dred dollars; rear-admiral, first nine, eight thousand dollars: 

| rear-admiral, second nine, or commodore, six thousand dollars; 


captain, four thousand dollars; commander, three thousand 
five hundred dollars; lieutenant-commander, three thousand 
dollars; lieutenant, two thousand four hundred dollars; lieu- 


tenant, junior grade, two thousand dollars; ensign, one thou- 
sand seven hundred dollars. There shall be allowed and paid 
to each commissioned officer below the rank of rear-admiral 
10 per centum of his current yearly pay for each term of five 
years’ service in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps. The 
total amount of such increase for length of service shal! in no 
case exceed 40 per centum on the yearly pay of the grade as 
provided by law: Provided, That the annual pay of captain 
shall not exceed five thousand dollars per annum; of com- 
mander, four thousand five hundred dollars per annum; and of 
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lieutenant-commander, four thousand dollars per annum. Ail 
officers on sea duty and all officers on shore duty beyond the 
continental limits of the United States shall while so serving re- 
ceive 10 per centum additional of their salaries and increase as 
above provided, and such increase shall commence from the 
date of reporting for duty on board ship or the date of sailing 
from the United States for shore duty beyond the seas or to 
join a ship in foreign waters. The pay of midshipmen shall 
hereafter be six hundred dollars per annum while at the Naval 
Academy, and fourteen hundred dollars per annum after gradu- 
ation from the Naval Academy. *The pay of all warrant offi- 
cers and mates is hereby increased 25 per centum, and all pay- 
masters’ clerks shall, while on duty, receive the same pay and 
allowances as warrant officers of like length of service in the 
Navy. The pay of all active and retired enlisted men of the 
Navy is hereby increased 10 per centum: Provided further, That 
the pay and allowances of chiefs of bureaus in the Navy De- 
partment shall be the highest pay of the grade to which they 
belong, and not below that of rear-admiral of the lower nine, 
and that the pay and allowances of chaplains in the Navy 
Shall in no case exceed that provided for lieutenant-com- 
manders. Aids to rear-admirals embraced in the nine lower 
numbers of that grade shall each receive one hundred and fifty 
dollars additional per annum, and aids to all other rear-ad- 
mirals two hundred dollars additional per annum each. When 
an officer of the Navy has been thirty years in the service, he 
may, upon his own application, in the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, be retired from active service and placed upon the retired 
list with three-fourths of the highest pay-of his grade: And 
provided further, That any officer of the Navy who is now 
serving or shall hereafter serve as chief of a bureau in the 
Navy Department, and shall subsequently be retired, shall be 
retired with the rank, pay, and allowances authorized by law 
for the retirement of such bureau chief. The pay of all com- 
missioned, warrant, and appointed officers and enlisted men of 
the Navy now on the retired list shall be based on the pay, 
as herein provided for, of commissioned, warrant, and ap- 
pointed officers and enlisted men of corresponding rank and 
service on the active list; and all pay herein provided shall 
remain in force until changed by act of Congress. Nothing 
herein shall be construed so as to reduce the pay or allowances 
now authorized by law for any commissioned, warrant, or ap- 
pointed officer or any enlisted man of the active or retired lists 
of the Navy, and all laws inconsistent with this provision are 
hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“The estimates for the support of the Navy shall hereafter 
show, under the head of ‘Pay of the Navy,’ the sums allowed 
for pay of officers belonging to the line, to the several depart- 
ments of the staff, and to the retired list; the estimates to show 
under each head the amount allowed for pay proper, for in- 
creases due to longevity and foreign service, and for pay at sea 
rates to officers empleyed on shore, together with the total 
number of warrant and petty officers and seamen of the several 
grades and designations, including as to each class the amount 
allowed for pay proper and for longevity or service increases. 
The estimates shall include a list giving the rates of pay for all 
petty officers and other enlisted men of the Navy.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the last 
line of the amendment strike out the comma and the words 
“to be immediately available;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 
2, 3, and 4 of the proposed amendment strike out all after the 
words “ United States” and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: “is hereby abolished, except for the purposes of safe 
custody or when part of the sentence imposed by a general 
court-martial; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 5 and 
6 of the proposed amendment strike out the word “ seventeenth ” 
and insert the word “ seventh;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
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Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “four million six hundred and fifty-nine 
thousand four hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen; ”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the proposed’ amendment, and on page 44, lines 3 and 4 of the 


| bill, strike out the words “ For the completion of marine bar- 


racks, naval station, Charleston, 8S. C.,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “‘ Naval Station, Charleston, S. C.: For 
the completion of officers’ quarters, twenty-five thousand dol 
lars; and for marine barracks, fifty thousand dollars; in all;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “two hundred and fifty-five thou- 
sand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ automobile-ambulances; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60), 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
first line of the amendment, after the word “thereof,” insert 
a comma and add the following: “ other than the United States 
Naval Academy band at Annapolis, Md.;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 67, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
7 of the amendment, after the word ‘“ commandant,” insert 
“one colonel,” and at the end of said amendment add as a new 
paragraph : 

“To meet the increase in pay of the Marine Corps provided 
in the act making appropriation for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and 
nine, and in section sixteen hundred and twelve of the Re 
vised Statutes of the United States, for officers on the active 
list, officers on the retired list, enlisted men on the active list, 
and enlisted men on the retired list, eight hundred and two 
thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars and fifty-five cents 
is hereby appropriated: Provided, That so much of the fore- 
going appropriation as is needed to pay the increase for tlic 
remainder of the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteon 
hundred and eight, shall be immediately available.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu 
of the sum proposed insert “ thirty-four thousand five hundred 
and eleven dollars and twenty-eight cents;” and the Sen:ie 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from iis 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu 
of the sum proposed insert “four million forty-seven thousand 
two hundred and fifty-nine dollars and sixty-three cents; ” aid 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from i's 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of tie 
sum proposed insert ‘six million six hundred and ninety-three 
thousand seven hundred and fifty-eight dollars and sixty-thrve 
cents;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from ‘'s 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, 2: 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line f 
the proposed amendment strike out the word “two” and insert 
the word “ three;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from i's 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Transfer 


its 
7 


” » 
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said amendment to page 78, after line 3, of the bill; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“The Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, is hereby 
authorized to purchase three new steam colliers of American 
registry, having a cargo-carrying capacity of approximately seven 
thousand two hundred tons dead weight each, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding five hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars each; and 
the sum of one million five hundred and seventy-five thousand 
dollars is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of the colliers 
above authorized.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line 6 of the proposed amendment strike out the word “ bidder ” 
and insert the word “ bidders;” and the Senate agree to the 
saine, 


Amendment numbered 104: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, | 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | 


of the sum proposed insert “thirty million three hundred and 
seven thousand nine hundred and sixty-two dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
proposed amendment strike out the word “herein,” and on 
page 79, line 3, of the bill, after the word “ given,” insert the 
words “by law;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

GEorGE EpMUND Foss, 
H. C, LOUDENSLAGER, 
L. P. PADGETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 

Gro. C. PERKINS, 

Tuomas S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reserve the point 
of order against the conference report before the statement is 
read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
of order before the statement is read. 

The SPEAKER. Well, if the point of order is well taken 
and the gentleman is not too late about it, the Chair does not 
intimate any question it would or would not be, the reading of 
the statement would not affect it, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The point of order must be reserved 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to reserve a point | 


| following 





under decisions before the statement is read, and I wish to re- | 


serve a point of order before the statement be read; that is all. 
Then we can discuss it. 
The SPEAKER. Well, let it be as it may, the gentleman has 


| aS to how you shall consider the proposition. 


the benefit of reserving the point of order whether it is too late | 


or not. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Reserve all points of order. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr, Speaker, on page 4 of the conference 
report on the nayal appropriation bill at the bottom of that 
page, occurs the following language: 


_, In em L¢ the amendment, after the word “ commandant,” insert 
one colonel.” 


Now, I desire to call attention to what follows: 


And at the end of said amendment add as a new paragraph: 

‘To meet the increase in pay of the Marine Corps provided in the act 
making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1909, and in section 1612 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, for officers on the active list, officers on the retired 


' 
ist 


1 
t 


, $502,750.55 is hereby appropriated : Provided, That so much of the 
resoing sporepsiation as is needed to pay the increase for the re- 
\inder of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, shall be immediately 


ailable.”’ 
_ Now, the point of order that I make, Mr. Speaker, is that 
‘hat language of that paragraph is not a settlement of any dif- 
“erence by the conference committee between the two Houses, 
‘ut is legislation ingrafted upon the bill by the conference 
committee without anything in the bill as it left the House or 
'n the bill as it left the Senate to justify its insertion as a com- 
}romise or settlement of any difference between the two Houses? 


¢ 


XLII——385 


, enlisted men on the active list, and enlisted men on the retired | 








Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair understand the gentleman. 
The Chair understands the gentleman makes the point of order 
on—and I will read from the report: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows. 

Then it goes on and states what is agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, my point of order is that 
there is nothing in the bill that makes the amendment which 
is inserted there a settlement of any differences which had 
arisen between the two Houses, but that it is new legislation. 
Now, if the Chair will pardon me one moment more— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to have amendment 
numbered 67 read. The Chair has not been able to get it yet. 
The Clerk will read the amendment of the Senate numbered 67. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No. 67. Page 69, after line 22, insert: 

“That from and after the passage of this act, and in order to 
further increase the efficiency of the United States Marine Corps, the 
additional officers, noncommissioned officers, drummers, 
trumpeters, and privates to those now provided by law for said corps 


are hereby authorized and directed, namely: One major-general com 
mandant, in lieu of the present brigadier-general commandant; one 
lieutenant-colonel ; two majors; eighteen captains; seven first lieuten- 
ants; fourteen second lieutenants; one assistant adjutant and in- 
spector, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel; one assistant quarter- 
master, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel; one assistant quarter- 
master, with the rank of major; and three assistant quartermasters, 
with the rank of captain; one assistant paymaster, with the rank of 
major; one assistant paymaster, with the rank of captain; two ser 
geant-majors; fifteen quartermaster-sergeants, five of whom are to 
serve in the pay department; twenty first sergeants; fifty sergeants; 
one hundred and twenty-five corporals; ten drummers; ten trumpeters; 
and five hundred and eighteen privates: Provided, That hereafter the 
number of enlisted men in the United States Marine Corps shall be 


such as the Congress may from time to time authorize. 

“That the vacancies now existing in the line and staff departments 
of the United States Marine Corps and those created by this act shall 
be filled in the manner provided by law.” 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, the amendment 
just read is the Senate amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire merely to say 
something in reference to the point of order, if the Chair de- 
sires to hear me. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to hastily examine the 


| bill as it passed the House, together with the Senate amend- 


ment, and also the provision reported in the conference by the 
conference committee. Now, the Chair will be glad, without 
passing upon the merits of the point of order, which the Chair 
could do after something further of an examination, to hear from 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wri11aMs] or the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDeRwoop] touching the motion that 
is pending, namely, to suspend the rules and agree to the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNbERWoopD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think the distinction is 
clearly this: In the rules of the House and of the Senate there 
are certain rules that provide what shall be a conference report, 
and we can not change the nature of a conference report by sus- 
pending the rules. Now, the suspension of the rules goes strictly 
to the procedure in considering a bill. It goes to the procedure 
It does not go as 
to what shall be in a conference report. Now, there is no ques- 
tion that has ever come before this House that the Speakers 
have regarded with more care and been more careful in re- 
serving the rights of the House in than to see that the conferees 
are limited strictly to the matters in conference, because that is 
the only way we can intrust the great bills that come before 
this House to a conference committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They have no other jurisdiction. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘They have no other jurisdiction in the 
matter. If this was called up, Mr. Speaker, as an original bill, 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] sought to suspend 
the rules and pass this bill, not as a conference report, but to 
pass it as an original bill, he could do so, but it would have to 
go back to the Senate to be acted upon. But when he comes 
in here with a conference report and submits it as a conference 
report, before he can make any motion, before anything else 
can be done, it must have its status before the House as a ceon- 
ference report. Now, under the uniform rulings of this House, 
it is not a conference report if they submit in what purports 
to be a conference report new matter that has not been in dis- 
pute by either House. And the point of order that is made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLL1amMs] does not go to 
the question of how this question shall be considered by the 
House, but as to whether the paper lying before the Chatr is 
a conference report or not. And it is not a conference report 
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if the conferees have exceeded their authority and brought in 
new matter that has not been considered by either House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foss] briefly. 

Mr. FOSS. When the House bill went to the Senate and was 
reported by the Senate committee to the Senate, it reported it 
with relating to the Marine Corps, and that 
provides for an increase in the number of officers in the Marine 
Corps. Now, during that time there was pending in the Army 
bill a provision increasing the pay of officers of the Army and 
the Marine C 

It was agreed to here in the House to increase the pay of the 
officers of both the Army and the Marine Corps, under the pro- 
vision of the Revised Statutes which is mentioned here on page 
4 of the conference report: 


the amendment 67, 


TDS. 


lo meet t increase in 
mal appropriation for 
end June 50, 1909 

And 
States. 

This section states that the pay of the officers of the Marine 
Corps shall be the same as that of the corresponding grade in 
the Army. 

Mr. TAWNEY.,. 
question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. And the President has signed the Army bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Conceding that the Army bill does increase 


pay of the Marine Corps provided in the act 
the support of the 


in section 1612 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


Will the gentleman from Illinois permit a 


the President has signed the bill, and the statutes referred to 
authorize an appropriation, where do the conferees get author- 


ity to make an appropriation for which there has never been an | 


estimate and which neither House has considered? 
Mr. FOSS. 
bill. and not the Army appropriation bill. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Where do the conferees on the naval bill, 


or any other conferees, obtain authority to incorporate legisla- | 


tion which has never been considered by either House, or au- 


thority to insert an appropriation which has not been estimated | 
Does not the fact that the | 


for or considered by either House? 
conferees do this entirely destroy the eonference report? 

Mr. FOSS. 
the Marine Corps, the officers and the men, has always been 


it is the proper place for it to go. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
sidered by the two Houses. If there is any difference between 
the two Houses it is within the jurisdiction and power of the 
conferees to adjust that difference; but the conferees have no 
power or authority to insert matter in a conference report that 
has not been considered by either House and which is entirely 
foreign to the amendment which it proposes to amend. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, the gentleman is making a very small point 
on a very large subject. The Revised Statutes provide that the 
officers of the Marine Corps shall be paid the same as the offi- 
cers of the Army. Does the gentleman mean to stand here for 
a moment and say, after you have provided for an increase in 
the pay of the officers and men, you shall net earry out that pro- 
vision in regard to the Marine Corps? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not say that, but I want to state to the 
gentleman from Illinois that when we provided for an increase 
in the compensation of the Army the conferees did not go to 
work to make an appropriation for the purpose of meeting that 
increase in pay. On the other hand, the War Department has 
or will submit estimates that are necessary to carry out the in- 
crease for the Army, and that is exactly what the Marine Corps 
would have done if the conferees had not assumed authority to 
make an appropriation that they had no right to make. 

Mr. FOSS. You say the War Department has come to your 
committee, but has the Marine Corps? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no authority for an increase as yet, 
and will not be until this bill is passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the further point 
that a motion to suspend all rules does away with all require- 
ments under the rules, and that the point of order is not in 
order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word in regard 
to that. The motion to suspend the rules is for the purpose of 
considering and passing the conference report. It does not re- 
late to any rule that pertains to the subject-matter in the con- 
ference report which might be subject to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman from 
New York touching the effect of the motion to suspend the rules 


Army for the fiscal year | 


| difference between the two Houses. 





These conferees were on the naval appropriation | 


I want to say to the gentleman that the pay of | 
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upon this point of order, if it is well taken. The Chair does not 
intimate any opinion as to whether, under different conditions 
it would or would not be well taken. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I think this is one of the 
most important questions that has been presented for decision 
in this session of Congress. It affects not only the right of 
Members to have the rules of the House enforced, but it in 
volves the protection of the privileges of the Members of both 
Houses. Gentlemen say that this is a motion to suspend al! 
rules. Mr. Speaker, there is one rule of the House of Repre 
sentatives which provides that the Speaker shall not entertain 


| a motion to permit any persons except certain designated per- 


sons to be admitted to the floor of the House. Would any 
Member contend that if a motion were made to suspend that 


| rule, the Speaker in the discharge of his duty should recognize 


anybody for the purpose of making such a motion? 
Sut this is outside of the control of the ordinary business o! 
the House. The two Houses of Congress, not by any rules 


| adopted by either House, but by a long series of precedents 


which have grown up from time immemorial, in the regulation 
of the conduct of the business of the two Houses, have provided 
that the men appointed by the two Houses to adjust differences 
between the two Houses shall not have the power to go outsi< 
of the matters in difference so as to incorporate matters not in 
It has been ruled that it 
is not in order to ask for a conference in either House when the 
papers are not before that House. Would the Speaker, under 


aah sakigtoapabtinigie fiery Amn hos agers Faye aft 4; | 2 motion to suspend the rules of the House, hold that, the 
the salaries or pay of the Marine Corps, which it does, and that | papers being absent in the possession of the other body, it was 


then in order to suspend the rules and to ask for a conference’ 
The precise question before the House has never arisen be 
tween the two Houses in the transaction of their business. || 
has been held that the sustaining of a point of order against 
a conference report because of the inclusion of matter net au- 
thorized in it is equivalent to a vote rejecting the report on the 
part of the House. And this point of order, if sustained by the 
Chair, is equivalent to the House itself voting to reject the r 
port. This question becomes of importance principally because 
of the peculiar conditions existing at this time in this House. 
Ordinarily the motion to suspend the rules would require the 
vote of two-thirds of the Members of the House. If this prece 
dent be established, then, by the adoption of a rule making 


; d 4 . | majority sufficient to suspend the rules, the conferees on an) 
earried in the naval appropriation bill and nowhere else, and | : 


bill may exercise their own sweet will as to the incorporation 


| of matters into these bills in conference, and the House woul: 
That may be, after the matter has been con- | 


have no protection against the men selected to protect the in 


| terests of the House. This goes beyond the ordinary procedure. 
| It is a question affecting the privileges of the two Houses. 


The 
rule binds not only one House; it is a rule that is binding upon 
both Houses; and I submit that this House, under a suspen- 


| Sion of its rules, can not abrogate or do away with the rules 


which from time immemorial have controlled the conduct of the 
two Houses in their relations with each other. I have looked 
hastily and I find that this question has never arisen, but | 
submit that it is of the gravest importance that these conferees 
should not be permitted in this way to take advantage of their 
accidental position; and since the sustaining of the point of 
order is equivalent to a negative vote, it seems to me that this 
point of order should be sustained and the conferees restrained 
and compelled to follow the uniform practice of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair fs prepared to rule. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, just one word before the 
Chair rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to submit this point to the Chair: 
The request before the House is “to suspend the rules” and 
pass “a conference report.” It is not to suspend the rules and 
do anything else; it is to suspend the rules and pass a confer- 
ence report. Now, the point of erder made is that a part of 
the subject-matter considered can not be a part of a confere! 
report at all, and that therefore what has been read is not : 
conference report, but would constitute a new bill and new '«< 
islation. It goes back to the right of the House to legisla'«. 
and the logically consequential denial of the right of a confer- 
ence report to legislate. 

Mr. TAWNBEY, Mr. FOSS, and Mr. MANN rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is there or is there not a rule of the House 
prohibiting the conferees from considering matters not in (''- 
ference between the two Houses? 

The SPEAKER. There is no specific rule. There is a /iv¢ 
of precedents of thirty-odd years’ standing, that matters not 2 
conference should not be considered. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Then the motion to suspend the rules does 
not necessarily include a suspension of the practice? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman that 
the motion to suspend the rules, if agreed to by a proper vote 
of the House, suspends all the rules which otherwise would 
prevent the consideration of the pending matter. The Chair 
will crave the attention of the House for a moment. There is 
no rule of the House or the Senate, as the Chair is informed, 
touching this matter. The practice has grown up in the 
House-—and the Chair believes it is a wise practice—that the 
Chair on a point of order being made that the conferees have 
acted without jurisdiction, or upon a matter of legislation not 
before them, shall rule on the point of order, which, if sustained, 
vacates the conference report as much as a vote of the House 
would vacate it. 

Now, the Chair, acting in harmony with this rule, following 
the precedents of former Speakers, bas rigidly, whenever the 
point of order has been made, sustained it, where the facts 
warranted the point of order. The practice in the Senate is 
different from what it is in the House. A point of order is 
only sustained by a vote of the Senate on the report itself. 
The presiding officer does not decide the point of order; it is 
for the Senate by vote to determine whether or not they will! 
reject a report if the report covers matters not committed to 
the conferees. 

Formerly, the Chair is informed, and that is the Chair’s recol- 
lection, because this question has frequently been before the 


House for twenty years, to the Chair's knowledge—formerly | 


the practice of the House was unsettled, but it has been very 
well settled for almost a generation. 

Now, the Chair does not intimate any opinion as to whether 
this point of order would be sustained or not. He has hastily 
examined the provision in the House bill, he has hastily exam- 
ined the Senate amendment, and hastily examined the report 
that the conferees have agreed upon. If the Chair had to rule 
upon this point of order, he would require a more careful exam- 
ination than the Chair has been able to give it to see whether 
it is well founded or not. But this proceeding is aliunde the 
ordinary proceeding. The motion is under the 
House, as they now exist, whereby every day is made a sus- 
pension day for the remainder of the session and whereby 
a majority vote suspends the rules. This motion is to sus- 
pend all rules, which otherwise might forbid consideration of 
the report; and that includes all practice, all parliamentary 
precedents, if you choose; for a precedent or practice mani- 
festly is not of higher dignity than a formal rule of the House. 


‘Therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, the point of order under | 


this condition is not well taken. The House, of course, has 
its remedy, if it desires to exercise it, by rejecting the con- 


ference report, if such is the judgment of the House, or by | 


agreeing to the report. The Chair does not desire now to ex- 
press any opinion as to whether or not the point of order would 
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Mr. AMES. Mr. Speaker, I object. We might have had an 
hour that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WritramMs] took 
in approving the Journal this morning. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the remark of 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. That 
terial part of it. The Clerk will read the statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that 
it is not necessary to read the statement. This is a motion to 
suspend the rules and adopt the conference report. Does the 
Chair think that it is incumbent upon the part of the House to 
have read to it the statement under such a motion asthat? The 
statement is simply a supplement to the conference report, 
made necessary under the rules. The rule is suspended, and 
without the rule there will be no statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may be right, and still the 
Chair is in sufficient doubt, so that the Chair suggests the state- 
ment better be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the point of 
order on the suggestion of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the statement. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


is the ma- 


STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
20471) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, submit the 


| following written statement in explanation of the effect of the 





be sustained if it was otherwise presented than under a motion | 


to suspend the rules; and for the reason assigned the Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules a second is ordered. 

Mr. FITZGBRALD. The statement has not yet been read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Pending that I want to submit a request 
for unanimous consent. This bill contains 107 Senate amend- 
ments. Under the rule there would be twenty minutes de- 
— - each side. Some of these amendments are very im- 
portant, 
debate on each side in the consideration of the motion. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. I object. 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We had that much on the Army bill. 

Mr. TAWNBY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 
‘issippl [Mr. Wirt1ams] that he provide for a division of the 
time to be under the control of the gentleman from Illinois and 
Some minority member of the committee, some man who is 
against the report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will modify the request, Mr. Speaker, 
and ask unanimous consent that the time be extended so that 
there shall be one hour’s debate on a side, and in order that I 
luay divest myself of ali interest in the matter, that that time 
be equally controlled, shared, between the gentleman from IIli- 
Tawi Foss} and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, under that arrangement, which the 


—— has stated clearly, I beg to say that I withdraw my 
bjection, 


I ask unanimous consent th here y be one hour | - 
” t that there may be one hour |} the Navy Department shall have the highest pay of the grade 


I wish the gentleman would not object to that. | 


action agreed upon and submitted in the accompanying confer- 
ence report on the amendments of the Senate, namely: 

Amendment No. 1 provides for an increase in the appropria- 
tion for “ Pay of the Navy” of $3,700,024 to provide for the 
increase of pay of all active and retired commissioned officers, 
midshipmen, warrant and appointed officers, mates, and all 
active and retired enlisted men of the Navy, as is provided by 
ainendment No. 2, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 2 provides for the pay of all officers and 
enlisted men of the Navy. This amendment places the pay of 
the Navy on the same basis as the Army pay, or as near as 
it is possible to do so, as provided in the bill H. R. 17288, as 
amended by the Senate and agreed to in conference by both 
Houses, making appropriation for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. This amendment provides 
for an increase of $500 in all grades from rear-admiral to 
ensign, with the exception of the grade of lieutenant, which is 
increased $600, and that of ensign, $300 per annum. It pro- 
vides for the 10 per cent longevity up to 40 per cent, provided 
that the pay of a captain shall not exceed $5,000 per annum; 
of commander, $4,500 per annum, and of lieutenant-commander, 
$4,000 per annum. It likewise provides for a 10 per cent in- 
crease for all officers on sea duty and all officers on shore duty 
beyond the continental limits of the United States. This pro- 
vides for the officers of the Navy the same additional pay as 
enjoyed by officers of the Army when performing similar duty. 

It also provides for the pay of midshipmen at the Naval Acad- 
emy in the same manner as is provided for cadets at the Mili- 
tary Academy and increases the pay of midshipmen after gradu- 
ation from the Naval Academy from $950 to $1,400 per annum. 
It also provides for an increase of 10 per cent for all enlisted 
men of the Navy on the active and on the retired lists. 

The amendment also provides that the chiefs of bureaus in 


to which they belong, placing them on the same basis as officers 
holding like positions in the Army, and likewise placing the pay 
of chaplains on the same basis as provided in the Army. Aids 
to rear-admirals are granted a similar increase to taat provided 


| in the Army. 


An officer of the Navy after having had thirty years’ service 
may, upon his own application, in the discretion of the lresi- 
dent, retire from active service and be placed on the retired }i-t, 
thereby placing the Navy on the same basis as other branches 
of the military service in this respect; and the House recedes 
from its disagreement and agrees to the Senate amendment as 
above amended. 

Amendment No. 3 grants to the widow of any officer or en- 
listed man on the active list of the Navy or Marine Corps an 
amount equal to six months’ pay upon the death of such officer 
or enlisted man from wounds or disease contracted in the line of 
duty, thereby placing the Navy and Marine Corps on the same 
basis as the Army; and the House recedes, 

Amendment No. 4 provides that the Secretary of the Navy 
shall send to Congress at the beginning of the next regular 
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session a complete schedule showing the amount in money of 
all pay under the provisions of this act; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 5: The House recedes with amendment pro- 
viding that the estimates submitted to Congress hereafter shall 
show under the head of “ Pay of the Navy” the sum allowed 
for pay of officers on the active and retired lists and the allow- 
ances granted by law. 

Amendment No. 6 provides for the sum of $4,564.05 for the 
equipment and maintenance of the dispensary at the Yerba 

suena Island, California. This was urgently requested by the 
Navy Department in a supplemental estimate, and the House 
recedes, 

Amendment No. 7 provides for the increase in the appropria- 
tion due to amendment No. 6, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 8 provides for an appropriation of $50,000 for 
the maintenance of a naval training station at Port Royal, 
S. C., and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 9 provides for badges and ribbons to be dis- 
tributed to officers and men of the Navy and Marine Corps who | 
have participated in engagements worthy of commemoration 
and appropriates $3,500, and the House recedes with the amend- 
ment that the words “ to be immediately available” be stricken 
out. 

Amendment No. 10 provides for the abolition of the use of 
irons as a form of punishment in the Navy, and the House re- | 
cedes with an amendment whereby it is provided that irons can | 
not be used as a punishment for minor offenses, but provides | 
for their use for the purpose of safe custody or when part of 
the sentence imposed by a general court-martial. 

Amendment No. 11 provides for an increase in the appropria- 
tion of $65,000 for naval prison at Portsmouth, N. H., and 
$25,000 for the extension of the quay walls in the navy-yard. 
The appropriation for the naval prison extension was earnestly | 
recommended by the Navy Department, and the House recedes. | 

Amendment No. 12 provides for a foundry, to cost $60,000, | 
at the navy-yard, Key West, Fla., and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 13 provides for a reappropriation of $114,792 
for the improvement of the water front at the navy-yard, New 


York, and raises the limit of cost of dry dock No. 4 at the navy- | 


yard, New York, to $1,500,000 instead of $1,000,000, and the 
House recedes, with the amendment that the word “ seven- 
teenth,” in lines 5 and 6, be changed to “ seventh.” 

Amendments Nos, 14 and 15 provide for an addition to the 
brass and iron foundry at the navy-yard, Washington, D. C., 
to cost not to exceed $300,000, and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No, 16 provides for the completion of the central 
power plant at the navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., Instead of merely 
continuing it, as recommended by the House, and raises the ap- 
propriation $100,000, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 17 provides for improvements to water front 


at the navyy-yard, Norfolk, Va., with an appropriation of 


$100,000, which was urgently recommended by the Navy De- | 


partment in a supplemental estimate, and the House recedes, 

Amendment No, 18 raises the appropriation for the navy-yard 
at Norfolk to provide for amendments 16 and 17, and the House 
recedes, 

Amendment No. 19 provides for improvements in the navy- | 
yard, Charleston, 8. C., to the extent of $32,000, all of which 
were recommended by the Department, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 20 provides for the increase due to amend- | 
ment No, 19, and the House recedes. | 

Amendments Nos. 21 and 22 provide for improvements to | 
river front at the naval station, New Orleans, La., and the 
House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 23 and 24 provide for the completion of 
central power plant extensions at navy-yard, Puget Sound, 
Washington, instead of continuing same as recommended by 
the House, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 25 provides for the establishment of a 
naval station at Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, by the expenditure of 
$1,000,000, and in view of the fact that the House unanimously 
passed a bill (H. R. 202 

’ recedes. 

Amendment No. 26 provides for an appropriation of $2,400 
for the transfer of the 100-ton shears from the Boston Navy- 
Yard to the Portsmouth Navy-Yard, which was recommended 
by the Navy Department in a supplemental estimate, and the 
Howse recedes. 

Amendment No. 27 provides for the increase in the appro- 
priation for public works at navy-yards and stations in accord- 
ance with the amendments heretofore stated as agreed to by 
the House, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 28 provides for the completion of four officers’ 
quarters, marine barracks, navy-yard, Philadelphia, instead of 
three recommended by the House, and the Senate recedes. 


51) for the same purpose, the House 


e 


| 


| 


Amendment No. 29 provides for $20,000 for officers’ quarters 
at marine barracks, navy-yard, Philadelphia, and the House 
recedes from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and 
agrees to the same with an amendment striking out “ thirty” 
and inserting “fifteen,” leaving the amount $15,000. 

Amendments Nos. 30 and 31 provide for an appropriation of 
$75,000 for the completion of officers’ quarters and marine 
barracks at naval station, Charleston, 8. C., and the House 
recedes from its disagreement and agrees with the Senate 
amendment by striking out the proposed amendment and in- 
serting an amendment restricting the expenditure for officers’ 
— to $25,000 and $50,000 for marine barracks; in all, 
$75,000. 

Amendment No. 32 provides $5,000 to complete officers’ quar- 
ters at marine barracks, navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla., and the 
House recedes. 

Amendment No. 33 provides for an appropriation of $10,000 
for necessary repairs and improvements to the Marine Corps 
buildings at the naval station, New London, Conn., and the 
House recedes. 

Amendment No. 34 provides for the increase in appropriation 
under “ public works, Marine Corps,” and the House recedes 
with amendment striking out the words “two hundred and 
seventy ”’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ two hundred 
and fifty-five,” leaving the amount $255,000. 

Amendment No. 35 provides for the purchase of automobiles 
by the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery and the House recedes 


| with the amendment striking out the words “ automobiles” and 


inserting in lieu thereof the word “ automobile-ambulances.” 

Amendment No. 36 provides for the purchase of and feed of 
horses and cows “other than for hospitals,’ and the Senate 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 37 provides for a corps of trained women 
nurses in the United States Navy, placing such corps on the 
same basis as now exists for the corps of trained women nurses 
in the Army, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 38 provides that the enlisted men of the 
| hospital corps shall receive the same pay as that provided for 
in the corresponding ratings of the seaman branch and other 
staff corps of the Navy. These men being paid less than the 
| corresponding ratings in other branches of the service under 

existing law, the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 39, 40, 41, 42, 48, 44, 45, 46, 47 provide for 
| the expenditure out of lump-sum appropriations under the vari- 
| ous bureaus of the Navy Department various sums of money 
| for the repairs and changes in vessels specifically set forth 
wherein such repairs or changes exceed $200,000; and the House 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 48 changes the word “plant” to the plural 
| “plants; ” and the House recedes. 
| Amendment No. 49 provides for the completion of the ma- 
chinery of the seagoing tugs Patapsco and Patuxent, now build- 
ing at the Portsmouth and Norfolk navy-yards, by expenditures 
| from the appropriation “ steam machinery,” without increasing 
| Same; and the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 50, 51, 52, 53, 54,55 provide for a 20 per cent 
increase in the salaries of the civilian professors and instruct- 
ors at the Naval Academy; from all of which the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 56 and 57 provide for the increase in pay 
of two paymasters’ clerks at the Naval Academy; and the House 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 58 provides for the increase in the appro- 
priation due to the 20 per cent increase in pay of the civilian 
professors and instructors at the Naval Academy ; and the House 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 59 is an authorization to the Secretary of the 
Navy to close the accounts of a certain fund at the Naval 
Academy and make said fund subject to the supervision of the 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts at Washington, D. C. As 
this is a mere matter of bookkeeping, the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 60 provides that Navy bands or members 
thereof shall not receive remuneration for music furnishe! 
outside of military posts when such service places them in comi- 
petition with local civilian musicians, and the House recedes 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agrees (0 
the same with an amendment by inserting after the wor 
“thereof,” in the first line of the amendment, the words “ other 
than the United States Naval Academy Band at Annapolis, Md.’ 

Amendment No. 61 provides for a 20 per cent increase in the 
pay of draftsmen at the Naval Academy, and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 62 changes the total appropriation for the 
Naval Academy so as to provide for the amendments agreed to 
hereinbefore stated, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 63 provides for the increased appropriation 
for pay and allowances prescribed by law of officers on the 
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active list due to the increase in the Marine Corps hereinafter 
agreed to, and the House recedes. 

~smendment No. 64 provides for the pay of the additional 
officers of the Marine Corps provided for in this act to be im- 
mediately available, and the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 65 and 66 provide for the increase for the 
additional enlisted men allowed in this act; part of the appro- 
nriation is made immediately available, and the House recedes, 
* Amendment No. 67 provides for an increase of 750 enlisted 
men and 50 officers in the United States Marine Corps and gives 
to the commandant of the corps the rank of major-general, in- 
stead of brigadier-general. The increase of enlisted men herein 
authorized brings the total enlisted force of the Marine Corps 
} 9.521 men, a greater strength of command than is awarded 
o the command of a major-general in the Army, and likewise 
laces the commandant of the Marine Corps on an equal foot- 
ng as regards rank with the chiefs of bureaus of the Navy 
epartment. The number of large ships to be placed in com- 
mission in the near future, together with the necessity for the 
relief of the enlisted men and officers doing duty in the Tropics 
and for the relief of the present arduous duties performed by | 
the enlisted men at the various shore stations at home, require | 
the increase recommended, and the House recedes with the 
amendment providing for an additional colonel of the line and 
for the increase in pay provided in the act making appropria- 
tion for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1909, as authorized by section 1612, Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Amendments Nos. 68, 69, and 70 provide for the increase in 
the appropriation due to the increase in the Marine Corps as | 
eed to in amendment No, 67, and the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 71, 72, 73, and 74 provide for the increase | 
in the salary of clerks in the Marine Corps, and the Senate re- | 
cedes. 

Amendment No. 
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75 provides for the appointment of two | 
clerks in the quartermaster’s department of the Marine Corps, | 
which are deemed necessary because of the increase in the Ma- 
rine Corps, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 76 provides for the increase due to the ap- 
pointment of these two clerks mentioned in amendment No. 
75, and the House recedes with the amendment striking out the 
words “thirty-five thousand three hundred and eleven” and 
inserting “thirty-four thousand five hundred and eleven” in 
lieu thereof. 

Amendment No. 77 provides for the change in the appropria- 
tion due the amendments heretofore agreed to on the Marine 
Corps, and the House recedes with the amendment striking out 
the words “ $3,245,309.08” and in lieu thereof inserting “ $4,- 
047,259.63.” 

Amendments Nos. 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, and 85 are increases 
due to the increase in pay and the increase in the personnel 
of the Marine Corps, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 86 provides for printing and binding for the 
Marine Corps, which has heretofore been provided for undec | 
the Navy Department proper. The Secretary of the Navy has | 
directed that the Marine Corps provide for the expense of its 
own printing and binding, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 87 provides for motor wagons, carts, and 
drays for the quartermaster’s department of the Marine Corps | 
for the purpose of transporting goods and merchandise and not 
for pleasure purposes, and the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 88, 89, and 90 are increases in the total 
appropriations for the Marine Corps due to the increases here- 
tofore agreed to, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 91 provides for the building by contract of 
the ten torpedo-boat destroyers, not more than two to be built 
by any one contractor. The House recedes with the amendment 
by striking out the word “two” and in lieu thereof inserting 
the word “three” in order that greater competition among the 
bidders can be obtained. 

Amendment No, 92 provides for the conditions under which 
the contracts for the building of the ships shall be awarded, 
and the material to be used in construction, and the House 
recedes, but said amendment is placed after the paragraph in 
the bill providing for the construction of two fleet colliers in 
rder that said amendment may apply to their construction as 
well as the other vessels authorized in this act. 

Amendments Nos. 93, 94, and 95 provide for a reduction in 
the speed of the two fleet colliers when carrying not less than 
12,500 tons of cargo and bunker coal, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 96 provides that one of the fleet colliers be 
built on the Pacific coast, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 97 provides for the purchase of three new 
Steam colliers of American registry, and the House recedes with 
amendments. After the word “Navy,” in the first line of the 
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| under “‘ Increase of the Navy, 
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amendment, insert the words “in his discretion.’ In lines 2 
and 3 of the amendment strike out the words “ ready for serv- 
ice.” In line 5 of the amendment strike out the words “ six hun- 
dred thousand ” and insert the words “ five hundred and twenty- 
five thousand.” In line 6 of the amendment strike out the 
words “eight hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“five hundred and seventy-five.” The effect of these amend- 
ments is to leave it in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy to purchase any three new steam colliers of American 
registry of the designated carrying capacity at a cost not to 
exceed $525,000 each. 

Amendments Nos. 98 and 99 provide for an appropriation of 
$2,000,000 additional for submarine boats heretofore authorized, 
which sum was submitted as a supplemental estimate, and the 
House recedes, 

Amendment No. 100 authorizes the Secretary of the Navy, in 
his discretion, to purchase a destroyer or torpedo boat of the 
type known as “ subsurface,” “semisubmerged” (or the like), 
and two smaller boats of the same type, provided, when built, 
they will meet all reasonable requirements of naval warfare; 
and an appropriation is made to the amount of $445,000, and the 
Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 101 is a provision stricken out and reinserted 
in amendment No. 102, which follows immediately. 

Amendment No. 102 makes an appropriation of $7,000,000 
toward the construction and machinery and armor and arma- 
ment of the vessels authorized by this act, and the House re- 
cedes with amendment. In line 6 strike out the word “ bidder” 
and in lieu thereof insert the word “ bidders.’ 

Amendment No. 103 provides for the expenditure of $500,000 
for new trunked-in ammunition hoists for battle ships and ar- 
mored cruisers, and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 104 provides for the total appropriation 
” and the House recedes with the 
amendment striking out the words “ thirty-one million four hun- 
dred and seventy-seven thousand ” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “thirty million three hundred and seven thousand,” 
leaving the amount $30,307,962. 

Amendment No. 105 strikes out the words “at Washington,” 
and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 106 restricts the expenditure of any money 
under this act to authority given in this act, and the House 
recedes with the amendment striking out the word “ herein,” on 
page 79, line 3, of the bill, and after the word “ given” insert 
the words “by law.” This amendment prohibits the expendi- 
ture of any money appropriated in this act for expenses at the 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C., unless specific authority is 
given by law. 

Amendment No. 107 repeals an act whereby monitors of the 
Navy are named_after States and authorizes the President to 
name the monitors as he may dixect, and the House recedes. 

The total amount of increase in the naval appropriation bill 
for this year by Senate amendments agreed to in conference is 
$17,257,346.60, of which amount $1,575,000 is under “ Increase of 
the Navy” for colliers; $2,000,000 for submarine boats hereto- 
fore authorized; $7,000,000 for construction of ships authorized 
in this bill; $1,000,000 for the establishment of a naval station 
at Pearl Harbor, Hawaii; $3,700,024 for increase of the pay in 
the Navy; $1,428,558.55 for increase in personnel and increase 
in the pay and quartermaster’s departments of the Marine 
Corps; $45,000, public works, Marine Corps; $487,000, public 
works, Navy; $21,764.05 for miscellaneous items. 

Grorce EpMUND Foss, 
H. C. LouDENSLAGER, 
L. P. PADGETT, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state this report is a full 
agreement on the naval appropriation bill. This report has 
already been adopted by the Senate. This bill, if adopted, will 
carry $122,662,715. This is an increase over the amount car- 
ried by the bill as it passed the House of $17,257,346, of which 
$1,575,000 is appropriated for three colliers which were placed 
in the bill by the Senate, $9,000,000 for the three ships author- 
ized in this bill and for submarines heretofore authorized 
by Congress, $1,000,000 for the establishment of the naval 
station at Pearl Harbor, $3,700,024 for increase in the pay of 
the Navy, $1,428,558 for increase in personnel and increase in 
the pay and quartermaster’s department of the Marine Corps, 
$45,000 for public works in the Marine Corps, $487,000 for pub- 
lic works in the Navy, $21,764 for miscellaneous items. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. What is the total amount 
carried by the bill as agreed upon in conference? 

Mr. FOSS. One hundred and twenty-two million six hundred 
and sixty-two thousand seven hundred and fifteen dollars. Mr. 
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Speaker, that is a general statement which I desire to make 
in reference to the bill. We provide here for the increase in 
the pay of the officers of the Navy and also an increase in the 
pay of the enlisted men, 10 per cent. The provision for the 
increased pay of the officers fixes it the same as the Army 
received under the bill which was passed here the other day. 
An increase of $500 is made in the different grades from that 
of major-general, or rear-admiral, down to that of ensign, except 
second lieutenant in the Army, the corresponding grade, except 
lieutenants and ensign, which are $600 and $300, respectively. 
We have provided for 10 per cent increase in the pay of officers 
and men on board ships and on shore outside of the continental 
limits, and I may say that in the Army bill a provision was 
inserted increasing the pay of officers of the Army and enlisted 
men on transports. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Of this $3,700,000 for increase in the pay 
of the Navy, will the gentleman state how much is for increase 
in the pay of officers of the Navy? 

Mr. FOSS. The increase in the pay of the officers and 
midshipmen on the active list is $1,654,121; officers on the 
retired list, $250,985; retired officers on active duty, $34,000, 
making in all for officers $1,939,106. The increase in pay of 
the enlisted men on the active list and retired list amounts 
to $1,760,918, making in all $3,700,024. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. What rate per month of increase do the 
enlisted men get? 

Mr. FOSS. They get only 10 per cent increase. The gentle 
man will recall that in the Army bill the increase in the en- 
listed men was, I think, in the neighborhood of 35 per cent. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question for information. What is the pay of a 
paymaster’s clerk in the Navy now? 

Mr. FOSS. It varies from $1,000 to $1,800, according to the 
ship or station to which he is attached. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. What is the pay of a warrant officer 
now? 

Mr. FOSS. The pay of a warrant officer ranges from $1,200 
to $1,800. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
25 per cent? 

Mr. FOSS. It increases those 25 per cent, and that provision 
is put in because there is no corresponding grade in the Army. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We have paymasters’ clerks in the 
Army. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 
Perhaps he has already explained it. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Am I correctly informed that this bill con- 
tains a provision that when a naval officer goes to sea and is at 
sea then he gets an increase of 10 per cent on his pay? 

Mr. FOSS. He does. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why, is not he paid for going to sea, at any 
rate? 

Mr. FOSS. Let me state to the gentleman that when a naval 
officer goes to sea he loses all his allowances and all his com- 
mutation for quarters. 

Mr. PERKINS. He gets free quarters on board ship. 

Mr. FOSS. When an Army officer goes to sea on a transport 
he gets the 10 per cent extra pay, as provided by amendment 33 
of the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. PERKINS, The Army officer does not go to sea. 

Mr. FOSS. In the transport service he goes to sea. Let me 
read you this provision of the Army bill, amendment 33, which 
was adopted by the House: 

For additional 20 per cent increase to enlisted men on foreign 


service, $767,000: Provided, That officers and enlisted men who have 


served on army transports in the Philippine Archipelago at any time 
since May 26, 1900— 


Back eight years, if you please— 
under the control and orders of the commanding general, Philippines 
Division, or who may hereafter so serve, shall be entitled to receive 
the same rate of pay as is provided by law for officers and enlisted men 
serving at shore stations beyond the limits of the United States. 
Under the Army appropriation bill they have put in here 
that an Army officer shall receive all the allowances and com- 
mutations for quarters while they are in transit in the trans- 
port service, and not only that, but they have gone back eight 
years and say they shall be reimbursed for all those eight 
years. Now, that is in the law, and the House has passed 
upon it. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield——_ 
Mr. FOSS. Now, I want to state another fact. For instance, 
when an Army officer goes to the Philippine Islands and leaves 
his family behind him he gets quarters for his family. That is 
the custom. 


Then this bill increases each of those 
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Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the gentleman is absolutely 
wrong on that. If the Government furnishes any quarters at 
all his family is not considered—— 

Mr. FOSS. This is the statement. If that family goes to 
the Philippines they get commutation of quarters or quarters 
by the Government, either one or the other. Now, if an Army 
officer goes alone and his family stays here, what is the prac- 
tice in the Army? Let me tell you-—— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I should say it was a violation of 
law—— 

Mr. FOSS. Let me tell you what the practice is, The Army 
officers’ families are in quarters about all the time, whether the 
officer is in the field or not; the officer’s family retains their 
quarters at the post. This is invariably the practice. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. You are speaking about commutation ; 
they get no commutation at all under such circumstances. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). Does the gen- 
tleman from Illinois yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. FOSS. No; I do not. Now, as soon as a naval officer 
goes aboard ship all his allowances are stopped, so that, as a 
matter of fact, when that officer goes to sea it takes away from 
his pay and allowances at least 20 per cent. 

Mr. PERKINS. But his salary is fixed on the theory he is 
going to sea; that is what he is appointed for. 

Mr. FOSS. While his salary is reduced, at the same time 
he has two establishments to keep up. Now, I was about to 
suggest this, that if you provide for this 10 per cent for officers 
when they are aboard ship, you will provide about 10 per cent 
less than the pay for the Army. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois answer one 
question, please? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can you state to the House how much the 
10 per cent on account of sea service will add to the pay of 
officers of the Navy, approximately? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. It would require about $295,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would add $800 to every admiral of the 
senior grade when he is at sea. 

Mr. FOSS. We have only one or two of those at sea. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the subordinate officers in proportion. 

Mr. FOSS. It will add $200,000 or $250,000 a year to the 
pay of subordinate officers, depending on the number at sea. 
That would be simply a rough guess, but in view of what tle 
Army has done, I am of the opinion that it is no more than 
fair and just, in view of the fact that when the officer goes to 
sea he loses all his commutation for quarters and all his allow- 
ances of every character whatever, whereas with the Army offi- 
cer he generally has them, whether he is on board a ship or 
transport or whether he is on shore. In view of that fact, I 


| say to this House that it is no more than fair and just that you 


should pass and adopt this provision. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. FOSS. I think, in view of the fact that my colleague 
desires to speak, I will reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Wrii1aMs] is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I did not take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair a moment ago, because I regarded 
that decision as such a grave departure from all parliamentary 
usage and such a serious crippling of the power of the House 
itself that I did not want the House of Representatives tc ap- 
prove of it and thereby strengthen it asa precedent. I knew that 
in the present partisan temper of the House the Speaker's 
decision would be sustained, wright or wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, if that decision is to be a precedent, then for 
the future all that is needed in order to make conference com- 
mittees of this House legislative bodies is that the Committee 
on Rules should bring in a rule to permit a bill or bills, or al! 
bills, to go through under the suspension of the rules. How 
many other things there are upon the bill that are new legis!a- 
tion neither I nor anybody else knows, except perhaps the con- 
ferees. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We have only twenty minutes debate, and 
amid the hurry and the ignorance of the House concernivg 
this matter, I want to save as much time as possible in order 
to give it to others. 

This is a precedent that will return to plague us. MI. 
Speaker, it is a point of honor for members of conference ¢c01- 
mittees not to legislate. They have been appointed by their 
brethren to settle differences between the two Houses, and, 45 








matter of honor to the House, in execution of that sole trust, 
urisdiction, and authority, they ought not to legislate. And a 

‘tion to suspend the rules ought not to be considered of such 
1igh importance as to release men from the relation which they 
ear to the House, a relation of honor not to betray the confi- 
dence of the House as conferees and not to legislate, but to 
confine themselves to the jurisdiction committed to them. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, this committee might just as well have 
placed upon this bill the Vreeland currency bill. Now, that 
sounds like an extreme statement, but it is absolutely within 
the compass and measure of moderation. As I say, they might 
just as well have placed upon it the Vreeland bill as this pro- 
vision to which I call attention. The one is no more than the 
other ultra vires of their authority and functions. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, at the end of every session, to show how far this rul- 
ing may go, the last six days are days of suspension of the 
rules, and hereafter those last six days might be entitled, and 
properly, too, if this House in its sober second thought ever 
sustains the ruling this morning, “days for legislation by con- 
ference committees.” Jobbery, jobs innumerable and unpre- 
cedented, and to a large extent undiscoverable by the average 
Member of the House, will find this precedent their legislative 
mother. 

I am speaking seriously about it. There is but one way for 
this House now to prevent this precedent from operating, and 
that is to vote down this conference report, independently of 
the merits of the report, with 107 differences between the two 
Houses settled by it. This House can maintain power to handle 
committees; it can disestablished this new-born precedent giving | 
a right to conference committees to legislate in its stead only | 
by voting down this conference report. If I were in favor of 
every single, solitary item upon this conference report, I would | 
still vote agajnst it, to prevent the establishment of this prece- 
dent. And t is not all. As if the precedent established in | 
the hurry of twenty minutes’ debate on a side was not serious 
enough, the gentlemen objected to the extension of the time of 
debate and explanation for one hour, and the reason given, as 
well as my defective hearing could catch it, was that the re- 
quest had been made by me, although the request was to give 
the control of the time to two Republican Members of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having said that much, I will ask how | 
much time I have consumed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Six minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I then have fourteen minutes left. I now 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt]. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One word. Before the gentleman from 
Iowa begins, in the interest of clear legislation by the House, | 
I renew my request that the time shall be extended for debate 
so that it will amount to one hour upon each side; that one 
half of that time shall be controlled by the gentleman from 
illinois [Mr. Foss] and the other half by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], the time that I have consumed to be 
taken out of the hour on the latter side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi asks unanimous consent that the debate be extended 
for two hours, one hour to be controlled by the gentleman | 
from Illinois, and the other half by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota. 

Mr. FOSS. Do I understand the gentleman’s request to be 
that we extend debate for two hours? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. So that it shall amount to two hours’ time, 
and taking the six minutes I have consumed out of the one hour 
opposition to the motion. 

Mr. FOSS. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
Iowa, if he desires it. I beg pardon; the control of the 
ime has passed by my own request from me to the gent! 
from Minnesota. 

. Mr. TAWNEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
owa, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am glad for the exten- 
sion of this time, as I think a full discussion of all matters in 
this agreement will result in good and should be had. 

I want to compliment the Committee on Naval Affairs on the 
part of the House, at least, for the good they have accomplished. 
They have fixed the pay of the officers of the Army and the 
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Navy on substantially the same basis. That is to say, an in- 
‘Tease In each grade of a flat $500, the same in this as fixed for 
a But, Mr. Speaker, some years ago the pay of a 






| officer was 15 per cent more at sea than on shore. The 
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naval officers then made the argument to Congress that their 
expenses were greater on shore than at sea, and that, therefore, 
they ought to have the same pay on shore that they received at 
sea; and Congress repealed the act containing that restriction 
and gave them the same pay on shore and at sea. 
equalized up the two arms of the service, in the first place, and 
then we go right ahead and restore the old inequality, giving 
the naval officers 10 per cent more on ship than when on shore. 
Now, that simply means that in the future we have got the same 
old fight, to equalize up and never to equalize down. 


Now, we have 


A naval officer from the time he is appointed a cadet is edu- 


cated at Annapolis at the expense of the Government; he is 
taught from the time he takes the oath as a cadet that his 
duties are on shipboard, and from the minute he goes on a ship 
he has everything furnished to him but his food. 
furnished, his table linen, all his household fixtures, and every- 
thing except the bare cost of food. 


Servants are 


He is given fuel and light, 
so that his expenses on shipboard are less than at any other 
time, with the exception, as the gentleman from [Illinois re- 
ferred to—and I want to be entirely frank in this matter—that 
his family at home have to be looked out for. That is true. 
The gentleman states that an Army officer, when he goes to the 
Philippines, when he is on a transport, from the time he leaves 
San Francisco until he reaches Manila, and during that time, 
receives commutation of quarters. I want to say that no Army 
officer on active duty away from his station gets commutation 
of quarters. Now, it is true—— 

Mr. FOSS. Does he not—— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. One minute. It is true that at Fort 
Myer and other posts of the country there are quarters; and if 


|. his family want to live in them, there is no charge made, if 


they are available; but he gets no commutation. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And at Manila 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. At all posts in the United States; but 


| in nine cases out of ten, where a man is gone for two years, 


his family accompanies him, if they want to; but if they do 
not accompany him, and do not stay at the post, they get no 
commutation of quarters, no matter where they go. That is 
the point I want to make. Wegive no commutation at any place 
to any man if he is furnished quarters. If he is located at 
Washington and there are no quarters here for him, he gets 
commutation of quarters. If he is ordered from here, the fam- 
ily can remain here, but they get no commutation of quarters. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. How many officers are so stationed 
at the present time in the Army? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. How do you mean? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. In the field, in without 


a tent, 


| commutation for themselves or their families. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
commutation. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs know how many? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The chairman knows that every officer 
at a post gets no commutation. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He gets quarters, however. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. He gets quarters, but no commutation; 
and if he is ordered away from there to the Philippines, his 
family gets no commutation. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He gets his extra percentage. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. He gets 10 per cent extra while sery- 
ing in the Philippines. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The same as the Navy. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And that is limited to the Philippine 
Islands and Alaska, and should be repealed since we adopted 
If I had known as much about the 
rules as I do now, I should have stuck on that conference for 
a repeal of this extra-duty pay in place of continuing it; but 
it goes to two places. It does not go to Porto Rico, it does not 
go to Hawaii; while under this provision, I should imagine 
from your amendment, if an officer gets on shipboard and goes 
beyond the 3-mile limit, he gets the extra 10 per cent. That 
would be for your rear-admirals of the senior grade, $800; 
for your rear-admirals of the junior grade, $600; for your 
captains, $450 or $500, and so on down the list. 

Now, I submit that when an officer is appointed in the Navy 
he is appointed to go to sea; and to pay him extra for doing 
that is not a fair proposition, but one that will lead to further 
trouble. 

Now, on your enlisted force, there has been no law of Con- 
gress fixing the pay of the enlisted force of the Navy, because 
the President has had jurisdiction of it. And when we had 
what is called the “‘ Dick-Capron bill” before us, which dealt 
with all arms of the service, those representing the Navy stated 
that they did not need any legislation increasing the pay of 
the enlisted force of the Navy, that it was fixed now at the 


Very few, but a great many without 
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full amount for the commercial marine, for the sailors in other 
lines of life, and it was no trouble to keep their ranks full. 
Their pay, as the gentleman from New Jersey can show, and 
will in a little while, is so much higher than the Army even 
with its increase of 35 per cent, that it is at least one-half 
more than the pay of the Army now, and they have no trouble 
in keeping up their enlistments. If we needed 10 per cent or 
20 per cent increase in order to enlist the force in the Navy I 
would be in favor of it, because I recognize that we want to 
keep the complete full list of the enlisted force of the Navy. 
But, if it is simply a donation, with the idea of taking from 
the President the right to fix the pay of the Navy (and I im- | 
agine this does that, because the President can not lower what 
is fixed by law) it is a mistake on the part of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to meddle with it. It is fixed now, so that 
the President can adjust it. It is fixed so that if prices go 
down he can lower it. If prices go up he can raise it, all the 
time adjusting it to what is needed for the service. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. When the gentleman refers to prices, does 
he refer to prices of commodities or prices of labor? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I mean the pay of seamen. I do not 
recognize that the same rule applies to enlistments in the Navy 
as that which applies to enlistments in the Army. In the Navy | 
you ha¥e got to compete with the merchant marine. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield for an 
inquiry ? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You spoke just now of the pay | 
being about what it should be for the enlisted men, and there- | 
fore, as I infer, argued that it should not be increased. Now, 
if the pay is sufficient, if it is proper and just, why are there so 
many desertions from the Navy, and why have there been so 
many from the Army? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not think that the desertions from 
the Army and Navy are controlled or governed in any way by 
the pay. I think they are due to the conditions in the service. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me, 
it appeared before the Committee on Appropriations yesterday 
that the Navy is recruited almost to its full strength and that 
they have ceased maintaining recruiting stations. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That may be true; they put up | 
beautiful billboards and show them a great big man-of-war, a 
beautiful flag, entertaining things to the eye, and then they get 
them in—a great many go from my own State—and yet we | 
have desertions, and I am trying to get at the reason. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The question of desertions has nothing 
to do with the pay. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa | 
what was the percentage of increase of pay in the Army bill as 
it became a law? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
for the enlisted force. 

Mr. FOSS. Is it not nearer 35? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am taking the statement of the gentle- | 
man from New Jersey, Mr. PARKER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] says | 
that the increase is 35 per cent. 

Mr. HAY. That is the statement of the Paymaster-General. | 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Then that is correct. We increased it 
so much a grade and did not increase it by a percentage. The | 

pay of some men was increased 80 per cent. 

Mr. MILLER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLER. If the Army bill increased the pay of the en- 
listed men 35 per cent, why should the naval bill increase the 
pay of the seamen only by 10 per cent? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If the gentleman was doing a service 
for the Government on substantially the same lines as another 
and getting $5,000 a year, and the other man doing substantially 
the same service was getting $2,500 a year, and you increased 
the pay of the $2,500 man 35 per cent, would that be an argu- 
ment for pushing up the pay of the other man, and especially 
when his own employer says he does not need any increase, 
that he keeps the ranks full of men, that they are paid so as 
to amply compete with the merchant marine? There was not 
a man connected with the Navy before us that did not state 
positively that the enlisted force was well taken care of under 
the present law. The question of percentage has nothing to do 
with it. “ It is a question of fair pay, and if the Navy is getting 
double the pay of the Army 

Mr. MILLER. The Navy does not get double the pay of the 
Army. That is an unfortunate misstatement by the gentleman 
from Iowa. 








I think it was a little over 27 per cent 


! 


| the Philippines. 


| the transports and for those on land. 


| that up, and we changed it so that it could apply to this service 
| on transports. 


| transports should not have had it. 


May 12, 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say that in some lines the Navy 
gets almost double the pay of the Army. For instance, a private 
soldier in the Army, before we passed this bill, got $13 a month, 
A great many seamen of the Navy get $30 a month. Other sea- 
men that started in as common seamen got $16 a month—men 
who had no experience at sea. I am not finding fault with it, 
but if we are to take the statement of the naval authorities as 
to what they ought to have, there is no excuse for increasing 
the pay. I am one of those who believe that it is better for 
the President to have control of it, as he has had for nearly a 
century. The Navy has got to have men trained for the sea, 
and they have got to have the pay that they can get in another 
line of following the sea, and the President can adjust it as the 
changed conditions arise. If you pass this, no matter how 
much higher the merchant marine might go, the President can 
not adjust it, and they are compelled to come back to Congress 
for it. I think that is unfortunate for the Navy, and is one of 
the objections I have to this bill. 

Now, I want to say one word as to the transport service in 
When we captured the Philippines the first 
year we appropriated for the Army, sending troops there, and 
we did provide that they should have 10 per cent extra for 
service there. That was supposed to apply to this service of 
The Comptroller held 


My own judgment is that this service on the 
My own judgment is that 
they should not have increased service pay, no matter where 
they are sent. 

Mr. FOSS. They have got it. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes, they have got it; ut it is some- 
thing that will be perpetuated more by raising the pay of the 
Navy 10 per cent than it would be if you left it cut and let us 
cut it out of both forces. Then it must alway® be borne in 
mind that the difference between the Army and the Navy is 
that the naval officer goes to sea and carries his hvuse with him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Iowa has expired. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask that 


| the gentleman be given a minute more so that I may ask a 


question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I will be glad to yield the gentle- 
man one minute. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I like to start at 
the ground and go up. The human thought is like cotton, it 
does not grow until the tap root strikes the hard ground. [| 
would like somebody to tell me how much it costs to maintain 
a military private—that is, a private soldier, and what it costs 


The gentleman’s time has ex- 


| to maintain an ordinary seaman—a private, who goes on a man- 


of-war. 
Mr. AMES. Between ten and twelve hundred dollars, 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to get that infor- 
mation. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I can not tell anything about the Navy 
Mr. AMES. Between ten and twelve hundred dollars a year. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. For which? 
Mr. AMES. LEither—well, for a private in the Army. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I now ask for a private in the 
Navy. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


HULL 
AMES. 
HULL 


of Iowa. 

Yes. 
of Iowa. I should imagine not, 

Mr. AMES. Including the whole Army equipment. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to know about a private 
in the service. ; 
Mr. AMES. That includes the whole Army establishment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 1:15 
expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to tle 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Parker]. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, we want to (0 
what is fair on the subject of pay to the enlisted men, beyond 
all question. Last year I made a short talk on pay, promo‘ 
and retirement and command in the Army and Navy, and added 
some details, which may be found in the Recorp of Febru:'y 
12, 1907. I will not now go into those details. Anyone wv 
desires to look at them can do it. At that time I found tut 
the pay of the enlisted force of the Army was wonderful!y !e- 
low that of the Navy. For instance, the highest pay to a very 
small class of skilled mechanicians was $75 or $85 a mon!i— 
electricians and occupations of that sort. The pay in the N:\y 
went up for chief boatswain to $167.50 a month. They ha! % 
system of warrant officers to which enlisted men were )I0- 


For maintenance? 



















fe Ee - aio 7s 


conte g eg Bot II 
> 6 













































































moted, and on the whole it averaged in this way: If all the 
pay—that is, $14,500,000 in round numbers, the sum that went 
to the enlisted and warrant force of the Navy—be divided by 
the number of men, an average of $378 a year is obtained, 
whereas in the Army, if you take the whole force of enlisted 
men, sergeants, and all up to sergeant-major and the skilled 
electricians and divide the amount appropriated by the number 
of men, it gives an average of only $212 a year. We found 
that our sergeants and the upper grades were not well paid, 
and therefore we increased the first sergeant to $45 a month. 
Compare that with the chief boatswain at_$167 a month. We 
increased the private to $15 a month. Compare that with an 
able seaman, who when he gets to be a gunner gets up to 
something nearly double that. 

Mr. FOSS. May I ask the gentleman a question right there? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Oh, I will not be able to an- 
swer the gentleman’s questions about the Navy. . 

Mr. FOSS. But I want to ask about the Army. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I can give the average. I 
say we tried to make an increase. This increase they say 
adds 35 per cent, a little more than a third. Add that to the 
$212, and you have not got up to $300 on an‘average. The Navy 
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is getting $378 on an average by the President’s order. What 
is more, they have an arrangement by which the President can 
put the pay up or down in any particular grade, and by this 
bill they will turn it into a hard-and-fast arrangement which 
is not applicable to the Navy. But they propose to make an 
average all through the Navy of over $400 a man, while our 
average is under $300 a man all through. 
to get before the House. 

Last year I said a word more about the commissioned officers. 
The peculiarity of every service consists in the fact that it does 
not make so much difference as to the pay of the man in each 
class as it does as to how many there are in each class. Over 
40 per cent of the Navy officers in number hold a rank equiva- 
jent to major or better. Less than 16 per cent of the Army 
hold any such rank. As a result, even if majors and captains 
and all officers receive the same pay according to rank in the 
two services, the men in the Navy get a great deal more. I 
have figured it out in the remarks I referred to, and it is not 
worth while going over it again. The principle has been estab- 
lished that we shall try to make the pay the same in the two 
services. But we certainly do not mean, and we never have 
meant, that when we send an Army officer out of the country 
we pay him 10 per cent extra pay. We pay it to him only when 
he has to live in what we thought was a tropical or unhealth- 
ful place, like the Philippines, or where he was absolutely iso- 
lated from civilization, like the interior of Alaska. Ten per 
cent has never been given to a man because of mere absence 
from the country. I believe I am right in that, am'I not? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from IIli- 
nois to use some of his time. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Dawson]. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to divert the at- 
tention of the House from this larger subject of the pay of the 
Navy to other subjects which are perhaps less important, but 
there are one or two things in this conference report in which 
I believe the House feels a lively interest. Amendment No. 10, 
inserted by the Senate, embraces the subject of the barbaric 
practice of the use of irons, single and double, in the Navy of 
the United States as a punishment, and I will say to the gen- 
tlenan from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes], who was making inquiry 
a few moments ago with regard to desertions from the Navy, 
that in my judgment the continuation of this outworn, barbaric 
practice of taking young men who go into the Navy and putting 
: mon a par with convicts and criminals by the use of the 
I 
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| and chain and the handcuff simply for an infraction of 
egulations, has had much to do with many of the desertions 
rom the Navy. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are there any cases like that of 
such punishment for a mere infraction of a regulation? 

Mr. DAWSON. The Navy regulations provide for the use 
of irons, single or double, in a large number of cases which are 
not criminal in their character but simply infractions of regula- 
Uons, disobedience of orders, and other minor offenses. In this 
al endment No. 10, following the lead of the House Com- 
mittee On Naval Affairs, the Senate has put an amendment in 
this bill providing for the abolition of irons as a means of 
Punishment in the Navy. The amendment follows the bill intro- 
Cuced by Mr. Esch, and the House conferees have accepted the 


‘mendment, after modifying it in accordance with the views 
of our committee, 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that they have had actual cases in recent years where men have 
been put in irons for infraction of a rule? 

Mr. DAWSON. Why, I might say to the gentleman from 


Tennessee that it was brought to my attention that an enlisted 


man in the Navy undergoing punishment for infraction of reg- 
ulations was actually in bed in a hospital with irons on him. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman from Iowa think for a 
moment that if the House refuses to suspend the rules and 
adopt the conference report and this bill goes back to confer- 
ence again that the conferees on the part of the House will re- 
cede from the amendment of which the gentleman now 
speaking? 

Mr. DAWSON, 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman knows very well there is no 
danger of that. I do not know how far he expects that fact to 
influence Members of the House. 

Mr. DAWSON. But I stated at the outset I thought the 
Members of this House were entitled to know something about 
some of the other provisions of this conference report, and I 
was simply showing how certain men were treated in the Navy. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Did the Navy Department recommend the 
abolition of this kind of punishment of men? 

Mr. DAWSON. Not absolutely, although I will say to the 
gentleman from New York that the committee has safeguarded 
the proposition so as to meet any objections from that direc- 
tion, I think. The amendment which was originally inserted 
provided for the complete abolition of irons in the Navy. The 
conference committee have modified that so as to permit of 
their use for purposes of safe custody. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Have they introduced the water treat- 
ment or something like that in place of this treatment of irons? 

Mr. DAWSON. No. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not want to interfere with my col- 
league, although I know he will have plenty of time; but as I 
read this amendment as adopted by the Senate they abolish it 
absolutely. 

Mr. DAWSON. But the conferees agreed to an amendment 
to the Senate amendment providing for its abolition except for 
the purpose of safe custody, or when part of a sentence im- 
posed by a general court-martial. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I see they have made an exception. 
What I was going to ask the gentleman from Iowa Does 
not he believe the Senate provision is better than the House, to 
absolutely abolish such barbaric treatment? 

Mr. DAWSON. Cases of mutiny may arise, or other cases 
where an enlisted man might become crazed by drink or other- 
wise and run amuck on a ship, and it seems to me this pro- 
vision here in the conferees report is adapted to such cases and 
would take care of exceptional cases of that kind. Now, the 
other provision in this bill in which I think the House will 
likewise be interested is embraced in amendment No. 37. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. DAWSON. Amendment No. 37 embraces a bill which 
I had the honor of favorably reporting from the Naval Com- 
mittee to this House, at this session, providing for a corps 
of trained women nurses in the Navy, and I am very glad that 
the House conferees have agreed to the amendment which the 
Senate inserted, which is in the language of the bill previously 
reported to this House by the Naval Committee. 

Everybody recognizes the special aptitude of the woman nurse 
for taking care of the sick and of the injured. This amendment 
establishes the corps on the same basis exactly as the corps 
of women nurses in the Army, and I believe, and all of the 
authorities in the Navy Department believe that great benefit 
will result from the establishment of this corps of trained 
women nurses in the Navy. Their duties will be confined 
largely to large naval hospitals, although the amendment pro- 
vides that they may be assigned to hospital ships or to any 
special duty to which the Secretary of the Navy may see fit to 
assign them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, could that woman 
attendant get on a boat at Manila and bring a lot of invalids 
across the Pacific back to the United States? 

Mr. DAWSON. Under the terms of this bill they are eligibie 
for duty at naval hospitals and on board of hospital and ambu- 
lance ships, and for such special duties as may be deemed nec- 
essary by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think they can do a great deal 
of good in that long, tempestuous voyage from Manila to San 
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Francisco. I am very glad that the amendment has been made, 
and 1 hope it will be elastic enough to cover that kind of a 
ca ce, 

Mr. DAWSON. 
time. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. TAWNEY] now use some of his time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Svuuzer]}. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, more than ten years have now 
come and gone since the U. 8. battle ship Maine was destroyed 
in Habana Harbor. That deplorable tragedy wrote a memo- 
rable page in our history and a chapter of much moment in the 
annals of America. The records in the Navy Department show 
that 231 men were killed when the Maine was blown up; that 
24 bodies were immediately recovered and buried in Key West, 
Fla.; that later 144 bodies were recovered and buried in Ha- 
bana; that these bodies were subsequently brought home and 
buried in the national cemetery at Arlington; that at least 63 
bodies were never recovered or accounted for and are now 
entombed with the wreck of the Maine in the mud and muck of 
Habana Harbor. 


For some inexplicable reason the wreck of the Maine has 
never been raised and these bodies of the nation’s dead recov- 
ered and brought home for burial. Our dereliction in this 
matter is little less than a national disgrace. Public sentiment 
has demanded for years that the wreck of the Maine be raised; 
that the truth of her destruction be told; that the bodies of 
these heroic dead be recovered and brought home for burial in 
Arlington Cemetery. But little or nothing to accomplish this 
purpose seems to have been done thus far in the matter by our 
Government. 


Sir, in response to what I believe is the ever-increasing public 
sentiment of this country, I introduced, on the 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1908, just ten years after the Maine was blown up, the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, re 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to — | to the 
House of Representatives, as early as may be practicable, all letters and 
data as to the cost and legal status under which the Congress may 
exercise immediate or future action for the removal of the wreck of the 
U. 8. battle ship Maine and provide burial for the dead now lying with 
the hulk in the harbor of Habana, Cuba. 


Mr. Speaker, this resolution was favorably reported by the 
Naval Committee and unanimously passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 10th day of March, 1908, and on the 25th day 
of March, 1908, the Secretary of the Navy, in compliance with 
the resolution, sent some of the data called for to the House of 
Representatives and it is printed as H. R. Document No. 812. 

In that document the Secretary of the Navy makes the follow- 
ing statement: 


The best information at the command of the Navy Department re- 
specting the probable cost of the removal of the wreck of the Maine and 
the burial of the dead now lying in the hulk of that vessel, with regard 
to which inquiry is made in the resolution of the 10th instant, is afforded 
by an examination of the expenditures actually incurred in the attempt 
to accomplish those objects and in their partial achievement under t 
appropriations above cited. 

t is a matter of record and tradition that when in February, 1898, 
this work was undertaken representatives of the wrecking companies 
visited the Department and suggested that on account of the peculiar 
circumstances under which the vessel was sunk, the nature of the work, 
and the conditions existing in the harbor at the time, it would be ex- 
tremely difficult to name in advance any reasonable lump sum at which 
the task could be undertaken, or to give assurance that the vessel itself 
could be raised; and after full conferences it was determined that the 
work of recovering the bodies entombed in the ship and saving suet P<. 
tions of the armament and equipment as could be reached should be 
immediately entered apon, provision being at the same time made for 
the raising of the vessel if found practicable. 


I now read a recent letter from the Secretary of the Navy to 
the Secretary of State concerning the matter. It is as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 4, 1908. 

Sir: Your letter of the 27th ultimo inclosing a translation of a note 
from the Cuban minister inquiring “whether the decision reached by 
this Government recognizing Cuba’s rights in the matter of the wrecks 
of the Alfonse XIJ an@ Maine also applies to the wrecks of all the 
Spanish war ships destroyed during the war of 1898 in Cuban waters,” 
was duly received. 

In reply i have the honor to state that the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Shaw, in a letter dated January 9, 1903, said that the Treasury 
Department did not desire to take further action regarding wrecks in 
Cuban waters and “ was inclined to the opinion that any authority or 
rights it may have had formerly oa Rroperly be considered as having 
lapsed in favor of the Government iba.” (Sec. 3755, R. 8.) 

On the contrary, however, the Navy Department (letter of July 1, 
1902, to Mr. George Richardson, copy herewith, and in other corre- 
spondence) has taken the attitude that the disposal of the wreck of the 
Afaine rests with the Congress, and that no Executive Department could 
give assurance of its abandonment by the United States. With re- 
spect to the wreck of the Maine and those of the Spanish war 
destroyed during the war of 1898 in Cuban waters, however, it may 
added that the Navy Department is not now engaged in, and has not 
in contemplation, any work thereupon. 


Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my 


After correspondence on the sub: the Department of State, Octo- 
ber 27, 1904, expressed the view that “in order to obtain a valid and 
effective disposition of the Maine wreck’’ the matter should appropri- 
ately “be settled by a convention with Cuba.” 

T Navy Department ressed its coneurrence in this view; but 
it is understood that the action thus suggested has not been taken. 


Very respectfully, 
Vv. H. Mercatr, Secrctary. 

The Secretary or STatTs. 

That letter and the report of the Secretary of the Navy made 
it clear to me that legislation was necessary to accomplish the 
object desired. Hence, on the 20th day of April, 1908, I intro- 
duced a bill which I now send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 21176) to raise the wreck of the U. 8. battle ship Maine 


in Habana Harbor, and remove the bodies therein to Arlington Ceme- 
tery for interment. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the ne of the Navy be, and he hereby 
is, authorized and directed to forthwith prepare and ss proposals 
requesting bids for the removal of the wreck of the U. 8. battle ship 
Maine, now sunk in Habana Hasbor, and have the bodies therein 
brought to Washington for interment in the national cemetery at 
Arlington; and that the contract or contracts for the purposes herein 
specified shall be let te the lowest responsible bidder. 

Sec. 2. That the President be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to make the necessary arrangements, if any be necessary, for 
the purposes herein designated, with the Republic of Cuba. 

Sec. 3. That any money now at the disposal of the Navy Depart- 
ment is hereby made applicable for the purposes herein specified, and 
if the same be not suflicient to carry out the pur herein specified, 
then such sum of money as may be necessary to meet all the require- 
ments of this act is hereby aopeserseted, out of any money in the 
ans not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of 

s ° 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect immediately. 

Mr. SULZER. That bill, sir, speaks for itself. It is now 
pending in the Committee on Naval Affairs. I have done every- 
thing in my power to get it reported, but thus far without suc- 
cess. It should be speedily reported and passed ere this session 
of Congress adjourns. It will accomplish the object desired, and 
it meets with the patriotic approval of the people of this country. 
The delay has been disappointing to the friends of the Maine's 
heroic dead. But I am not disheartened. I shall keep working 
in this matter until the Maine is raised and the bedies of our 
dead sailors are brought home for interment. These brave 
men died for their country. In the words of one of our own 

ts: 

ee? Down in that tropic, a bay. 
In the slime and filth of the Spanish =F 
Shall the hulk of the Maine forever stay 
Shall the ship that stood for Freedom rot 
In the stench of that unhallowed spot? 
No! No! Let the people rise as one, 
With a firm demand that right be done, 
And the dead be honored—the dead who died 
That Liberty should be satisfied. 
Take the old ship out of her filthy grave 
To the clear blue sea and the te-capped wave, 
And there in the depths, serene and pure 
Give her a glory sepulture, 
And moor above her the firg that waves 
Forever above all our heroes’ graves. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this naval conference report is before the 
House, but I have only had time to read it in a very brief way. 
We can take action now regarding the Maine, if we want to do 
so. I had indulged the hope that there would be im this con- 
ference report a provision to raise the battle ship Maine. I tried 
to do this, but so far without results. The whole matter is now 
pending before the committee, and I have been urging action for 
months. I have tried to get an amendment on the naval appro- 
priation bill, but could not; but I thought something would be 
done regarding the matter in the Senate, but nothing has been 
done. The veterans of the Spanish-American war, from ove 
end of the country to the other, are very much in favor of action 
along the lines of my bill, and nearly every camp has passed res- 
olutions favoring its speedy enactment into law. The neg!ect 
of the dead sailors buried in the wreck of the Maine is a shame 
and a disgrace to the Government. The wreck of the Maine must 
be raised. The bodies of our gallant seamen must be brought 
home and interred with military honors in the national cenie- 
tery. Let us do our duty today. Let the truth be known. \° 
American is afraid of the truth. The raising of the Maine wil! 
forever dissipate doubt—forever clear the sky of history. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know just why the Committee on Nava! 
Affairs refuses to take action in this matter. I have done wy 
best to get my bill reported. I would like to have some reaso0 
for this delay. The patriotic press of the country rings w'\/ 
commendable editorials day in and day out in favor of ‘)is 
legislation. The Government has been derelict in its duty 
these brave and gallant men. The Congress must act. / lie 
wreck of the Maine must be raised. The bodies of her hervic 
dead must be brought home. Gratitude commands it. Psi 
otism demands it. Let us meet the occasion now and put 10 
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this naval conference report a provision to accomplish what 


the people so urgently request. Is there anyone here opposed 
to it? If so, let the Member stand up and say so. Now is the 
time to act. Let us do our duty to the patriotic dead that sleep 
in the wreck of the Maine in the mud and slime of Habana 
Harbor. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. 
that? 

Mr. SULZER. Certainly they have. They have legislated 
matters in this conference report of much less moment. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Would they not be subject to the same 
criticism if they did that as they are for what they have now 
done? 

Mr. SULZER. If the conferees are going to legislate on a 
conference report, I want them to do something in which the 
people of the country take a deep and abiding interest—to 
respond to a great patriotic sentiment. I want action this way 
or some way, and I want action as quickly as I can get it. We 
must raise the Maine! We must bring home the heroic dead 
and bury the bodies with military honors in the national cem- 
etery at Arlington! ‘That is the duty of the hour! 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print, in connection 
with my remarks, a few letters and newspaper comments re- 
garding this matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The data are as follows: 

(From the Newark Evening News, April 28, 1908.] 


PRAISE FOR MR, SULZER—-VETERANS INTERESTED IN HIS BILL TO RAISE 
THE “ MAINE ”’—SENATOR COLBY’S LETTER. 


To the Editor of the News: 


Str: Patriotic organizations, together with survivors of the civil and 
Spanish warsin this State, numbering something over 100,000, are deeply 
interested in association and individual effort to remove the wreck 
of the batle ship Maine and her dead to a fina! resting place under 
the flag which was honored by “the Maine and her men.” Keenly 
recognizing the conspicuous national indifference and neglect of a 
decade in the matter of the sunken Maine, a deep sense of national 


Have these conferees jurisdiction to do 


[After a pause.] The 


pride and local es have steadily worked together through the | 


public press, and fraternal organizations, to initiate and support Con- 
gressional action, which has now taken encouraging shape an 
in a bill just introduced by Congressman SULZER. 

Thousands of survivors of the civil war, both Union and Confed- 
erate, congratulate Mr. Sutzer for the introduction of this bill, and 
they stand ready, with a soldier’s welcome, for the success of its pur- 
pose and provisions. The drift of sentiment, outside of this, may be 
seen in a letter from a distinguished State senator. It was written 
by Senator Everett Colby on April 18, last, and sent to Congressman 
Suuzer. The letter follows: 

“My Dear Str: I want to add a word to the many you are receiving 
in favor of the movement to raise the battle ship Maine. Your efforts 
are indorsed by the veterans of our State, for whom I am glad to 
speak. 

Thanking you in advance for giving space to this I remain, 

Yours, truly, 


ARLINGTON, April 27, 1908. 


promise, 


VETERAN. 





[From the Newark News, March 31, 1908.] 


WOULD RAISE THE “ MAINE ’—NEGLECT OF SHIP AND THE NATION’S DEAD 
UNPARALLELED IN HISTORY OF NAVY. 
To the Editor of the News: 


Str: Your valued editorial comment on the recent action of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in sending to Congress all information in the pos- 
Fm mt of his Department concerning the wreck of the battle ship 

aine and the men who went down with her, is read with interest and 
wiPreclation in this State by the majority of those who are identified 
With ‘patriotic and veteran organizations that was ever moved by an 
*Ppeal to Congress and national honor in behalf of a famous ship and 
the nation’s dead. 

— national indifference to and neglect of the Maine since her “ ter- 
rible taking off” is unparalleled in the history of our Army and Navy, 
a repeated charges that the United States feared to face the 
iid.” such as the wounds of the Maine would disclose, have been pub- 
cer charged and reiterated to such an extent that popular sentiment 
to th most surrendered to feelings akin to the humiliation of an apology 
enunal perpetrator of a crime that shocked the civilized world. In this 
Senne on it is recalled that after the Cuban war was over and the 
out pao, Peace Were settled in Paris the Spanish commission said to 
in jebresentative that “the United States had put a stigma on Spain 
privileses that Spaniards had wrecked the Maine, and they asked the 
ak * oO raising the battle ship and proving that she was blown up 
team — inside.” However, great credit is due to Congressman WIL- 
of his Pe for his untiring efforts, up to and including the passage 
ceca resolution in behalf of the Maine and its dead on the tenth anni- 
—aary of her destruction, 
t's a of the civil and Cuban wars, together with the membership 
pS oeaketette organization numbering over 47,000 in New Jersey alone, 
oo = lusiastic supporters of the movement to float the Maine and give 
sle t sepulcher to her honored dead—to have them “ brought home to 
ep under the Stars and Stripes.” 
Yours, truly, 


Newarx, Merch $9, 008 A, Kine (Vereran 1862-1865). 


{From the New York Sun, April 29, 1908.] 

— THE SULZER BILL TO RAISE THE “ MAINE.” 
effective ative Sunuzer, of New York, has introduced a simple and 
grace ie designed to obliterate a national scandal and dis- 
On Naval AfeyeaBe Ss bill is now in the hands of the House Committee 
‘Naval Affairs, It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Navy 
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to contract for raising the wreck of the battle ship Maine and removing 
the bodies found therein to Arlington Cemetery, to rest hereafter 
alongside others of the nation’s dead. It authorizes and directs the 
President to make the necessary arrangements for this purpose with 
the Republic of Cuba. 

There should be no partisanship of attitude toward the patriotic, 
just, decent, and necessary action proposed by Mr. Sutzer. The bill 
represents the common interests and well-nigh unanimous desire of 
the American people. We are informed that eminent Republicans, as 
well as Democrats, from this and other States are hastening to assure 
Mr. Suuzer of their approval and support. The sentiment of the 
veterans, both Union and Confederate, and likewise of the blue and 
the gray that blended in the Spanish war, is strongly enlisted in the 
movement. 

How could it be otherwise? The thought of those neglected and 
forgotten bones in Habana Harbor is argument enough. Shall Deco- 
ration Day of 1908 pass with the Sulzer bill not yet enacted? 








[From the New York Sun, April 13, 1908.] 
RAISE THE “ MAINE.” 

If Congress should decide to remove the hulk of the ill-fated Main 
from its resting place in the mud of Habana Harbor, pointes as that 
decision might be to the naval bureaucracy, it would probably settle one 
way or the other some momentous questions. 

It has always, for instance, been difficult to understand how it hap- 


} pened that the Spaniards who blew up our man-of-war managed to hold 
| their tongues. 


It will be conceded that more than one Spaniard must 
have been concerned in that dark deed, must have shared in making 
the deadly engine of destruction, and must have had to do with sub- 
merging it beneath the fated vessel's hull. Indeed, it would seem that 
there must have been several persons privy to such an enterprise. 
When it is considered that the sentiments with which their achieve- 
ment would necessarily have been regarded among their fellow- 
countrymen would have varied somewhat from those with which we 
viewed it here, it is difficult to believe that the conspirators, one and 
all, have for a whole decade preserved the silence of the graye. It is 
against human nature. Such secrets are never kept, except when the 
commission of the act involves its authors in annihilation. 

We have stated one of the reasons why we have never believed that 
the Spaniards had anything to do with the destruction of the Maine in 
Habana Harbor. We wish we could be as clear in our minds as to what 
was the contributing and active cause that led to the finding by the 
committee of inquiry that the Maine was destroyed by an external ex- 
plosion. The raising of her devastated hulk might afford some clew to 


| the mystery, some tact hitherto obscured or concealed, and so make 





known the truth. 

It is a deplorable corfession that for twenty-five years the naval 
bureaucracy has been in every matter that touched upon its own 
convenience or selfish advantage a packed jury. However the welfare 
of the service or the interests of the public might be involved, the 
bureaucracy has never receded one inch from its selfish autocracy. Was 
it any easier in 1898 to lay the destruction of an American battle ship 
at the door of Spain than it is to-day to suppress the evidence of the 
existing criminal mismanagement of this identical bureaucracy? The 
raising of the Maine has been steadily circumvented and defeated by the 
naval bureaucracy. It will be defeated now by the same agency unless 
Congress proves the stronger. And if Care prevails the recovery of 
the hulk will bring no tangible evidence to light unless the most diligent 
precautions are exercised to the eee 

The questions which interest the whole American people may be 
roughly résuméd in this fashion: Is it not true that a search of the 
harbor bottom about the sunken Maine revealed no fragment or trace 


| of the engine by which it was assumed that the ship was destroyed? 
a 


| Is it not true t 


t the nature of the external rent in her structure as 
reported by the divers gave no indication whatever that the force 
producing it had operated from without? Was it not, on the contrary, 
evident, so far as it was possible to ascertain, that it had been pro- 
duced from within? Was not the Maine structurally defective in that 
her magazine was inadequately isolated from her coal bunkers? Were 
not the coal bunkers filled at the time with a coal notoriously Hable to 
spontaneous ignition? Is there not in the Navy Department a record of 
the discussion of these very points? If so, what was the evidence upon 
which this discussion was based and in what circumstances did it come 
before the bureau head? Precisely what obligation rested upon the 
naval bureaucracy in the early spring of 1898 of according a material 
and concrete casus belli with Spain? Whence was derived the war- 
like spirit which construed the Maine’s injuries with such conven- 
ience to its hot desire? Whose was the hand that dictated the finding 
that the Maine was sunk by an explosion from without? Whose lust 
for strife coincided at this critical juncture with the comfort of the 
bureaucracy of the American Navy? 

If Congress can answer these questions by raising the Maine, it will 
hardly shrink from undertaking the task. 


° TO REMOVE WRECK OF THE “ MAINB.” 
Editor the Morning Star. 


Sir: All survivors of both sides of the civil war feel greatly in- 
debted to Congressman Sutzer for his consistent and patriotic efforts 
in Congress to remove the wreck of the battle ship Maine and its dead 
from Habana Harbor. To them it recalls a war-time sentiment of 
respect for the dead, which is, in this case, extended to the wreck itself, 
and that was always recognized to the exclusion of all other feelings 
on the battlefield itself. This, together with the unparalleled national 
neglect which has given the “ Old Maine ” humiliating prominence before 
the world for more than ten years, moves every man who has served 
under the Stars and Stripes, ashore or afloat, to enthusiastic support 
of Congressman WILLIAM Suuzer, who has just had the following 
amended resolution passed in the House: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby Is, re- 
uested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to send to the 
iouse of Representatives as early as may be practicable all letters and 
data as to the cost and legal status under which the Congress may 
exercise immediate or future action for the removal of the U. &. 
battle ship Maine and provide for the burial of the dead now lying 
with the hulk in the harbor of Habana, Cuba.” 


ALFRED Kina (1862-1865). 
New Yorn, March 13, 1908. 





Much satisfaction is expressed hereabout, and doubtless throughout 
the country generally, with the action of Representative WILLIAM 
Suuzer, of New York, in introducing a resolution into Congress pro- 
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viding for the raising of the wrecked battle ship Maine, which, with 
the bodies of seventy-four sailors, has been lying on the slimy bottom 
of Ilabana Harbor fer the past ten years. It seems incredible that our 
Government, se great and generous in other respects, should have so 
long neglected this important work; but it is comforting to think that 
there is some prospect at last of the bodies of the victims of the 
famous disaster being given decent burial. Better late than never, and 
more power to Mr, SuLzer. 


MR. SULZER AND THE BATTLD SHIP “ MAINT.” 
To the ERditor of the Sun. 


Sir: An appeal has been made to the authorities in Washington 
every year during the last five years at least in behalf of the wreck 
of the battle ship Maine and her dead, which lie with the hulk in the 
ooze and pollution of Habana Harbor. This appeal has been extended 
to the President and to the two Senators from Maine by those who 
have seen service under the Stars and Stripes in two wars, but with- 
out avail, until last week when at the earnest request of survivors 
of the civil and Spanish wars the matter of the Maine was looked into 
by Congressman WILLIAM Suuzer, and if the gentleman had dropped 
everything else he could not have done more in the time in response 
to the request than he has accomplished. His characteristic resolu- 
tion in behalf of the Maine submitted on the tenth anniversary of the 
destruction of the ship is appended. 

ALFRED KING. 

New Yorks, February 21. 

Resowed, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby Is, re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to send to the 
House of Representatives, as early as may be practicable, all letters 
and data as to the present international status and rights, if any there 
be, under which the Congress may exercise immediate or future action 
for the removal of the wreck of the United States battle ship Maine 
and provide proper burial for its dead now lying with the hulk in the 
harbor of Habana, Cuba. 


[From the Sun, February 15, 1908.] 
THE NEGLECTED BATTLE SHIP. 


To-lay is the tenth anniversary of the destruction of the battle ship 
Maine. For ten years the hull of that ill-fated vessel has been a 
nuisance to shipping in a foreign harbor and a reproach to the country 
whose flag she bore. 

An engineer of experience and recognized standing, fully conversant 
with the condition of the ship, has recently said that for a sum not 
exceeding $300,000 it would be possible to lift the hull from the harbor 
bottom and tow it to sea for burial in the deep water of the Florida 
Straits. Such should be its disposition, whether the expense to the 
nation is $300,000 or $3,000,000, 

The President might well make this the subject of a special message 
to Congress, and the Congress might well recognize the tenth anniver- 
sary of the war with Spain by an appropriation that would remove 
from sight the most lamentable reminder of the quarrel. The fore- 
mast of the vessel should be brought to Arlington and set up as a 
monument over the graves of the dead seamen. f guns or other equip- 
ment suitable for such use could be recovered they also might be used 
for the same purpose there or elsewhere. The ship should have decent 
sepulture. If we do not care to do this as a matter of national honor, 
we should at least do it as a matter of courtesy to a friendly neighbor 
in whose principal harbor the wreck constitutes a nuisance and a menace 
to shipping and an obstacle to projected harbor improvement. 

The joint resolution which directed and empowered President Mc- 
Kinley to use the entire lend and naval forces of the United States to 
compel the immediate relinguishment of Spanish authority and govern- 
ment in Cuba was — on April 20, 1898. Before that date this 
year provision should be made for the honorable interment of the vessel 
whose destruction was one of the exciting causes of the war. 


[From the Newark Star, March 14, 1908.] 
TO REMOVE WRECK OF THE “ MAINB.” 
Editor the Morning Star. 


Sir: All survivors of both sides of the civil war feel greatly in- 
debted to Congressman Suuzger for his consistent and patriotic efforts 
in Congress to remove the wreck of the battle ship Maine and its dead 
from Habana Harbor. To them it recalls a war-time sentiment of 
respect for the dead, which is, in this case, extended to the wreck 
itself, and that was always recognized to the exclusion of all other 
feelings on the battlefield itself. ‘This, eer with the unparalleled 
national neglect which has given the “ Old Maine” humiliating promi- 
nence before the world for more than ten years, moves every man who 
has served under the Stars and Stripes, ashore or afloat, to enthusi- 
astic support of Congressman WILtiaAmM Suuzer, who has just had the 
following resolution passed in the House: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, 
requested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to send to the 
House of Representatives, as early as may be proctiostie. all letters 
and data as to the cost and legal status under which the Congress may 
exercise immediate or future action for the removal of the United States 
battle ship Maine and provide for the burial of the dead now lying 
-with the hulk in the harbor of Habana, Cuba.” 

ALFRED Kine (1862-1865). 

New York, March 18, 1908. 


{From the Albany Argus, March 14, 1908.] 
THE WRECK OF THE “ MAINE.” 


Speaking of the resolution offered by Representative WILLIAM SULZER, 
of this State, asking the Secretary of the Navy to give his opinion to 
the Congress on the right of the Government of the United States to 
raise the wreck of the battle ship Maine and clear the harbor of 
Hiabana of the obstruction, the Cincinnati Commercial Tribune, in an 
interesting editorial comment, says: 

“It is altogether probable that Congressman SvuuzzeR, with his col- 
leagues of the House, is fully advised of the rights of the United 
States in the premises. The raising of the wreck might revive the 
old question of its destruction by connivance or by direct instructions 
from the Spanish Government, or by an explosion which came from 
within the Maine and from causes over which the Spanish Government 
did not and could not control. That the wrecking of the Maine pre- 
cipitated hostilities is not to be doubted, neither it to be doubted 
that hostilities between the two countries were inevitable and would 


| not been raised? 
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have come about even if the Maine had steamed safely out of the 
harbor where she never should have been sent. That the explosion 
was due to connivance or to direct instructions of the Spanish Govern- 
ment is not believed today. If the explosion came from the outside, 
it was the work of Spanish scoundrels determined to bring on the 
war or the work of hot-headed Cubans who saw in the certainty of 
war their certainty of independence. But apart from all questions of 
that nature, the wreck of the Maine should be cleared from Habana 
Harbor and the causes of the explosion determined if they are possil!e 
of determination. It is not altogether creditable that the gallant ship 
should find burial in foreign waters, and history will not be satisfied 
without the knowledge of the cause of the explosion. ‘The revival of 
the question of the cause might be acute for a time, but with ali other 
questions of the war settled the acuteness would neither hurt nor 
become chronic.” 

Mr. Subzer’s activity in this matter is very generally commended. 
It is nothing short of a national disgrace that to-day (more than ten 
long years after the destruction of the Maine) the hulk of that ill- 
fated battle ship should still be obstructing the harbor of a friendly 
city—or an unfriendly one, for that matter—and the bones of those 
who perished in her be left without decent interment. 

Nor does it give a creditable—nor, in our opinion, an accurate—im- 
pression of American sentiment to have it said abroad that we as a na- 
tion are afraid to raise the Meine for fear it will be proved that the 
explosion was from within, 

‘he American people are never afraid to do the right thing and to 
stand for truth, right, and justice. If it was an accidental explosion 
from the inside which destroyed the Maine, all the world is entitled to 
the knowledge of the fact, and it would set at rest many ugly rumors 
and hints made at the time of the explosion and since. 


{From the Passaic Daily News, Saturday, February 15, 1908.] 
“ REMEMBER THE ‘ MAINE.’ ” 


Ten years ago to-day the world was startled by the news that the 
second-class battle ship Maine, of the American Navy, had been blown 
up in Habana Harbor with the loss of 260 officers and men. 

It does not seem like ten years. The event is as fresh in our minds 
as though it had happened but yesterday. It came upon us, at first, 
like a crushing blow. We thought only of the horror of it, of the 
death of so many brave men, of the widowed wives and childless 
mothers. Then the nation took second thought, when it was realized 
that the ship was blown up, and that there was a suspicion that it 


| was blown up from the outside. Wrath took the place of sorrow, and 


the nation, down to its last man, was determined that the outrage 
should be avenged. “ Remember the Maine!” was the cry that arose 
from Maine to Florida and from New York to California. It was with 
this cry upon their lips that men sprang to arms, and alike it was 
the inspiration of the military and naval operations ofthe ensuing 
war—in Manila Bay, at Santiago, as well as in the great camps in the 
South. It will be years ere the memory of the departure of the Passaic 
company of the old Second Regiment is effaced. Thousands watched 
the men depart, and “ Remember the Maine!” was the thought in each 
cheering onlooker’s mind. 

Many events have taken place since February 15, 1898. By a series 
of successes upon land and sea America sprang into the first rank as 
a sea power, and governments over seas realized, as they had not be- 
fore, that’ America must be taken into the world’s reckonings. From 
that time on America has forged steadily ahead, and to-day its Navy 
ranks second in the world in effectiveness and the Republic’s posses- 
sions beyond the seas are imperial in their dimensions. 

But what of the Maine? A fine new vessel—not so new, after all, 
as is the lot of battle ships—has taken the place of the ill-fated sister 
ship of the Teras. But the Maine—the original Meine, a battered 
hulk, still lies, half submerged, in Habana Harbor. Why has the wreck 
Is there a fear that we might be ed to confess 
to the world, after all, that the ship was not blown up from without? 
That Spain was innocent of this heinous crime? 

“Remember the Meine?” Rather, raise the Maine! 
thing for an inflamed nation to jump to an apparently obvious conclu- 
sion in the face of a crisis. But history demands that the wreck of 
the Maine be raised, that historical justice may be done. 


It was one 


[From the Washington Post, February 16, 1908.] 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE “ MAINE ”—HABANA DISASTER RECALLED BY RESOLU- 
TION AND HOUSE CHAPLAIN’S PRAYER. 


With the view to the raising of the ill-fated battle ship Maine and 
“the proper burial for its dead, now lying with the hulk of that vessel 
in the harbor of Habana, Cuba,” Representative Sutzer of New York 
oa introduced in the House a resolution call upon the Sec 
retary of the Navy for papers and correspondence bearing on the inter- 
national status of the question and the rights of the Government of the 
United States in the matter. 

Chaplain Couden, in his invocation, recalled the destruction cf the 
Maine, and prayed that war may never visit this country in. After 
referring to the —s patriotism of the American people, he said: 

“We are reminded of the brave men who, ten years to-day, went 
down to death in the ill-fated Maine. Grant, O God, that their sacri- 
flee may be an inspiration to the living. Make us to know that our 
country is not only worth living for, but if need be it is worth dying 
for; that vigilance is not ont, the price of liberty, but it is the price 
of everything worth while. elp us, therefore, to be patriots in times 
of peace as in times of war; but we most fervently pray, O God, that 
war shall never come to us again, but that we may live in harmony 
with each other and in peace with all the world.” 


{From the New York World, March 26, 1908.1 
THE PROJECT TO RAISE THR “ MAINE.” 


Secretary Metcalf, in_ accordance with the Sulzer resolution, has 
furnished the House of R ntatives with a statement of the work 
done in recovering the bodies of officers and men lost with the battic 
ship Maine and in saving equipment and machinery, together with 4 
report on the present status of the project. 

he total number of bodies recovered was 188, leaving 63 unac- 
counted for. A balance of $145,000 remains of the $200,000 appro- 
oy by Congress for the purpose in February, 1898, and $3,000 
om the additional appropriation of $10,000 for the removal of th° 
bodies to Arlington Cemetery. Some pleces of armament were saved 
and the loose wreckage dumped at sea. 








1908. 





But sentiment attaches to it as 


What is left is a worthless hulk. 
the tomb of American sailors, and considerations of patriotism urge 
the raising and removal of the wreck, if only to settle finally the causes 


of the Maine’s destruction. If a convention with Cuba is necessary, it 


can readily be arranged. 





AN APPEAL FOR THE “ MAINE ”-—-STATH COUNCIL OF THB JR. O. U. A, M. 
SENDS RESOLUTIONS TO PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT. 
To the Editor of the News. 

Sir: Survivors of both sides of the civil war and every patriotic 
American will be glad to learn that the State council of New Jersey, 
Jr. O. U. A. M., representing over 47,000 members in the State of New 
Jersey alone, will include in the published report of its recent session 
at Trenton the following preamble and resolutions as an appeal from 
all councils to President Roosevelt in behalf of the wreck of the battle 
hip Maine: 
ot Whereas the wreck of the U. 8. battle ship Maine now lying in the 
harbor of Habana, Cuba, together with scores (seventy-four) of her 
dead entombed in the hulk are and have been the object of national 
neglect and indifference, unparalleled in the annals of our Army and 
Navy: Therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That the State council of New Jersey, Jr. O. U. A. M., 
hereby respectfully requests the President to include in his recommen- 
dations to our next National Congress such measures as may be 
deemed most practical and effective for the early removal of the battle 
ship Maine from the Habana Harbor and for the proper sepulture of 
her dead under the flag of our country, for which they died; and be it 
further 

“Resolved, That the recording secretary of this council be, and is 
hereby, ordered to send a copy of these resolutions, under the seal of 
the council, to the President at Washington.” 

These resolutions are signed by Frank R. Sharp, State councilor. 


7 oe VETERAN, 1862-1865. 


TRENTON, November 4, 1907. 





[From the New York Sun, April 8, 1908.] 
THE WRECK OF THE “ MAINE.” 
If we do not err about the temper of the House of Representatives, 





an appropriation will soon be made to raise the unsightly and melan- | 
choly wreck of the battle ship Meine in the harbor of Habana after al- 
most ten years of neglect and vacillation. Mr. Sutzer’s amended reso- | 


lution calling upon the Secretary of the Navy to send to the House 
“all letters and data as to the cost and legal status under which the 
Congress may exercise immediate or future action for the removal of the 
wreck,” and provide burial for the unrecovered dead, was adopted on 
March 10, and on March 25 Mr. Metcalf complied. His report was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs the following day. 

There was at first no disposition to disregard an obvious duty. 
Hight days after the blowing up of the Maine, which occurred on the | 
evening of February 15, 1898, Congress appropriated $200,000 to re- 
cover the remains of the dead, raise the ship, and save any parts of the 
machinery and equipment that might be used again. On March 30 the 
sum of $10,000 was aperenenstes “for the removal of remains of offi- 
cers and men who perished by the destruction of the U. 8. 8S. Maine.” 
A wrecking and a towing company contracted to do the work. It was 
abandoned on April 2, 1898, after a report had been made by a naval 


board recommending that because the contractors were “ disinclined to | 
work during the rainy season” and it would take from six to eight | 
months to raise the shattered hull, it was advisable to suspend opera- | 


tions. Meanwhile the court of inquiry had taken evidence and reported, 
on March 21, that the Maine had been wrecked by the explosion of a 
mine “under the bottom of the ship at about frame 18 and somewhat 
on the shore side of the ship.” On April 20 President McKinley signed 
the joint resolution of Congress declaring war upon Spain. 

Of the orlginal appropriation of $200,000, the sum of $54,043.94 was 
expended in stripping the wreck above water and recovering four 6-inch 
guns, the paymaster’s safe, two 6-pounder guns, two searchlights, a 
steam cutter, the breech mechanism of the after 10-inch guns, and 100 
shells. The naval board estimated the value of material which could 
be recovered if the ship were raised “in good order” at $670,600. It 
was the judgment of the board that “the machinery would not suffer 
from being submerged several months.” 
1898, with the opinion that it had “no doubt of the ability of a good 
company to do such work.” Of the appropriation of $10,000 for the 


transfer of dead to the United States and their burial at Arlington, | 


$6,° 


a6, ‘72 was expended. One hundred and eighty-eight bodies were 
recovered and buried, and sixty-three were “ not found.” 
7 Among the documents in the case sent by Secretary Metcalf to the 


ouse 
goon, 


IOS 


who is now the provisional governor of Cuba and at that 


‘ : Lime 
was acting chief in the division of insular affairs, War Department. 


Mr. Magoon wrote, in response to an inquiry : 
ate ae malitery government of Cuba will take no further steps in re- 
ee ee Maine, and after the withdrawal of our military forces from 
tt a unless Congress should-otherwise provide, any attempt made by 
iis Novernment to raise the Maine will come within the jurisdiction of 
the Navy Department.” 
- a oe Department has steadily maintained (to quote Mr. Met- 
a hat no Executive Department of the Government has authority 
ro cispose of or to abandon the wreck, but that such power rests solely, 
So far as this Government is concerned, in the Congress.” In one in- 
the tides Jem the Hon. William H. Moody was Secretary of the Navy, 
Wer Department (December 3, 1902) disapproved emphatically of Senate 
‘| 0506 “ for raising the w 


reck of the battle ship Maine.” 

( not regard with favor the raising of the 
ape anuiine parpees of photographing her, with the view of entering 
pe aay . nvestigation as to the cause of her destruction. No rea- 
terial puved why the former investigation is not sufficient. The 
¥ f the vessel would not be of value to the Navy Department. 
aguee a mental consideration attached to the raising of the Maine 
+" © all, but the Department does not recommend the passage of 


ill.” 


Carlier in 1902 


The Department does 


for the 


iGdtihe 


duced a BiH & Representative Roperts, of Massachusetts, had intro- 
Acting Se for raising the wreck of the battle ship Maine,” and 
man Poeerente Darling, on behalf of the Department, wrote to Chair- 
colved ae the House Naval Committee that “no objection is per- 
man HaLp of passage of the measure.” Six months later, when Chair- 
a Ser ate eit the Senate Naval Committee consulted Mr. Moody about 
in ve , the Secretary overruled bis assistant. 

ecner with A the fact that Cuba is now ruled by a provisional gov- 

* rmy officers governing the provinces and an advisory law 
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| the New Jersey and associate departments of Spanish 


| done in a way to allow a thorough examination 


It went on record, March 238, | 


is a statement of the date of May 16, 1902, by Charles B. Ma- | 
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commission presided over by Col. BE. H. Crowder, United States Army, 
making the laws, the meetings of congress having been suspended by 
decree of Secretary Taft—in view of these conditions an opinion given 
by Secretary of State Hay to the Secretary of the Navy on October 8 
1904, is interesting - 

“It might be advisable, in order to obtain a valid and effecti dis- 
position of the Maine wreck, that the matter be settled by a convention 
with Cuba, which could be submitted to the Senate of the United States 
for its concurrence.” 





’ 


ve 





Mr. Paul Morton, then Secretary of the Navy, concurred. Cuba is 

no longer in a position to enter into a subvention on the subject ler 

| right to do so has been suspended. It is renewable at the pleasure of 
the United States, and the time of the renewal has not been definite 

determined. There can be no doubt that the Cuban people would like 

to have the wreck of the Maine removed, for the reason, if for no 

other, that it is an obstruction to navigation. To the American people 


it is an eyesore when they see it and a heartache when they think about 
it. Their Government now has the power, if it has the will, to r 
move the wreck of the Maine without having to ask the permission 
Cuba, which would not be withheld if Cuba were articulate politically 

There is no longer any excuse for not raising the Maine. The Amert 
can people desire that it be done. Let Congress make the appropriatiot 
and direct the President to execute the will of the people. 


THE RAISING OF THD “ MAINE.” 

We congratulate Mr. John T. Collins, the newly elected commar 
of the Department of the State of New Jersey of United Span 
Veterans, that it is highly probable during his term of office, through 
War Veterans 
the long-neglected wreck of the U. 8. battle ship Maine, with the 
remains of nearly fourscore of her crew, are to be removed from the 
ooze and sewage of Habana Harbor and, if nothing more, ven @ 
sailor’s burial in the clean water of the Gulf, suitably marked as the 
grave of the Maine. To this end the following resolution was adopted 
unanimously at the State encampment on the 9th instant: 


ELIZABETH, N. J., August 9, 1907. 
To His Eecellency the President of the United States: 


Whereas the wreck of the U. 8S. battle ship Maine, 
glected, with the remains of those who went down with her, 
habor of Habana, Cuba; and 


/ 


ol 


ler 
Wart 


si 


now lying ne- 
in the 


Whereas the neglect of this famous wreck and her honored dead is 
heartless and a reflection upon our national honor and the spirit o 
patriotism of this country: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Department Encampment of New Jersey of the 


United Spanish War Veterans in session at Asbury Park, N. J., August 
9, 1907, would respectfully make an appeal, through you our comrade, 


| to the next session of the United States Congress to take action toward 


the raising of the Maine, and that the remains of her dead sailors be 
buried with military honors. 
Joun T. HILtTon, 
CLAUDE V. GUERIN, 
Wm. D. Newman, 
Committee, 


ee Ba. 
May 5, 

Dear Sin: Admiral Luce has sent me your letter to him in re raising 
the Maine. He suggests that as a member of the board of inquiry 
upon the cause of her loss, that I give you my views in the matter. 

I have always held that the ship should be raised and the work be 
of her condition as 
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she lies. This would, of course, require the building of a cofferdam 
which could be pumped out. It should have been done at once after 
the war. While absolutely sure that the conditions will be found 


such as described in our report, the question of result should have no 
bearing in the matter. The board did its duty according to its lights, 
and I am sure that I can answer for the other surviving mem! 
as well as for myself, in saying that we should welcome 
light which exposing the wreck might bring. 

Our failure to raise the wreck has undoubtedly given an impression 


ers 


any new 


to many of a want of openness and straightforwardness on the part 
| of the Government. It it our duty to remove this. We can afford 
to say we were mistaken; we can not afford the imputation of fearing 


the truth. 


I am, very truly, yours, F. BE. CHAPWIcK, 


Re ir-Admiral, Retired. 


ARLINGTON, N. J., May 9, 1908. 
Suuzer, M. C., 
Washington, D. 
My Dear Sire: I have mentioned the fact that 
to speak for the “Maine and her men” in the House 
friends who have expressed an interest along the 
in behalf of the famous wreck and its dead. 
gratefully accepted by all, many of whom think it most ec 
as means to record just what was done from a purely pat 
pulse and sense of honor due the nation and its dead. 
If you have not already gotten all the data as to th 
Maine when she rode at anchor in Habana Harbor, allow 
that the ship, as she stood before the explosion, represented 
of $5,000,000, according to Captain Sigsbee, her commander 
machinery cost $735,000. The hull represents tons of mild 
turrets were steel, 8 inches thick, of which there were 
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with 10-inch guns. She was protected for a length « 180 feet amid 
ships with harveyized steel armor 12 inches thick, worth $500 a ton. 
Her entire equipment was all that is represented by a first-class battle 
ship of her class at the time. We shall look with interest for all that 


you may say of the Maine. 
Yours, ALFRED KING. 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF New Jersey, 
UNITep SPANISH WAR VETERANS, 
Rutherford, N. J., December 26, 
Mr. AtFreD Kina, Arlington, N. J. 

My Dear Srr: I have just, learned of your correspondence with 
Q. M. Gen. Charles Burrows, Grand Army of the Republic, in regard 
to bringing the question of floating the old battle ship Maine, now 
lying in the harbor of Habana, to the attention of Congress during 
its present session. The greatest indifference and neglect seems to be 
the rule in connection with this famous wreck, and it is certainly com- 
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mendable on the part of the survivors of the Union armies to ask for 
national legislation in behalf of the Maine. In this connection I de- 
sire to say in our own behalf that the Spanish War Veterans are 
deeply interested, and peculiarly so, in the fate or removal of the 
wreck of the U. 8S. battle ship Maine from Cuban waters, and also 
that we are in hearty accord with this movement or any other that 
your efforts may adopt to give the hulk, with its honored dead, an ap- 
propriate and final resting place under the flag of our country. 
Fraternally, yours, 
Joun T. COLLINS, 
Department Commander. 


ARLINGTON, N. J., April 10, 1908. 
Hon. WILLIAM Svuuzer, M. C. 


W ashington., D. OC. 


My Dear Sir: Through the public press and private correspondence 
of those who are taking a personal interest in raising the old battle 
ship Maine, 
in behalf of the survivors of the civil and Spanish wars, who are taking 
a deep interest in floating this famous wreck and giving proper burial 
to its dead. I desire to say in this connection, as an ex-soldier of the 
Spanish war, that your efforts to float the remains of this battle ship 
have the support and best wishes of all who are glad to be recognized 
as comrades and ex-soldiers of the war with Spain for the freedom of 
Cuba, 

Sincerely, yours, FRANK KOCH. 
CuicaGo, ILu., May 5, 1908. 
Hon. WILLIAM SuLzER. 

Sir: It was a source of pleasure to me to read of your Dill In 
Congress to have raised the battle ship Maine, now lying in Habana 
Ray. This has been my hope and desire since the destruction of the 
battle ship on February 15, 1898, and I am sure in that bill you 
voiced the sentiments of the whole American people. My son, Edward 
Ir’. Kean, was on duty as a marine guard that night, as I understand, 
in the lower cabins, and is still among the missing, as also another 
Chicago boy named Shillington. I trust you will keep the matter of 
the raising of the battle ship before this honorable session so the work 
will not be delayed more than is necessary, and, thanking you for your 
kindly and true American spirit, I remain, 

Respectfully, 


Mrs. MARGARET KEAN, 
Per M. K. 
1006 North Talinan Avenue, Chicago, Il. 


ARLINGTON, N. J., March 31, 1908. 
Hon. WILLIAM Svurzer, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 


My Dear CONGRESSMAN: Allow me to most sincerely thank you for 
your generous package of ‘“ Document No. 812” containing the “ Sulzer 
resolution ” 


burial for her dead. The Secretary's reply interests me very much, 
and will afford great satisfaction to those who hoped for it, but who 
have long since experienced feelings of “hope deferred,” and so forth, 
in regard to the Maine, and failed most conspicuously to express en- 
couragement in my efforts at this end of the line. 
details of the Secretary's reply, in a 
the Sulzer resolution was the first offered under this name in behalf 
of the Maine, Now, we shall all wait with interest for the sequel. 
which, of course, will follow in speaking to the Secretary’s reply and 
giving your reasons for an appropriation and authorization to float 
the ship and burial of her dead. Should you refer to personal or 
special effort in this matter, it will not be too much to say that the 
movement was led by veterans of the civil war. 
Yours, 

Mr, TAWNEY. 
I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How much has the gentleman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 39 min- 
utes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
of his time now. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I shall not use a great deal of 
time. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sutzer], who has 
just taken his seat, criticised the conference committee be- 
“ause we declined, or neglected, or refused, whichever phase of 
the matter might be considered, to initiate legislation upon 
which both the House and the Senate had wholly and absolutely 
refused to take any action whatever. Other gentlemen have crit- 
icised the committee because the committee, it is said, had leg- 
islated upon some matters on which the Senate had legislated. 
Some criticism has been offered to the conference report with 
reference to Senate amendment 67, because the conferees agreed 
to the Senate amendment with an amendment. I wish to say 
that in my opinion—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Tennessee will pardon 
me, the agreement on the part of the conferees was to insert the 
word “colonel,” and then they add at the end of the amend- 
ment an entirely new paragraph, which had no relation what- 
ever to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. PADGETT. It relates to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It had no relation to anything in difference 
between the two Houses? ° 

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, yes; I beg to differ with the gentleman. 
When the bill left the House it contained no provision whatever 
with reference to an increase of the Marine Corps, either officers 


ALFRED KING. 
ir. Speaker, I desire to ask how much time 


The gentleman has twenty-nine 


I ask the gentleman from Illinois to use part 


I learn of your past and continued efforts in Washington | 
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or men. The Senate added amendment No. 67, providing for an 
increase in the Marine Corps of 750 officers and men altogether. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, that is a 
legislative provision. 

Mr. PADGETT. That is a legislative provision. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the new matter is an appropriation to 
meet the increase; and that appropriation is made by the con- 
ferees, and not by either House? 

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly; and I do not dodge that issue. 
The naval appropriation bill is fundamentally and substantial- 
ly—and, I might say, exclusively—an appropriation bill, because 
under the rules we can only legislate in the House by unanimous 
consent, as a point of order will eliminate from the naval appro- 
priation bill any legislative provision. In the Senate a different 
rule prevails; and when the bill comes back from the Senate 
with a legislative provision upon it it is not subject under the 
rules to a point of order, because the Senate is competent to 
place upon the bill any amendment which addresses itself to its 
discretion and its judgment. 

Now, this bill came back to the House with an amendment 
which is a legislative provision. The bill was sent to the con 
ferees for the purpose of considering the action of the Senate. 
That provision was for an increase of the Marine Corps. We 
had the right to complete and perfect that legislation. We had 
the right to deal with it in such manner as to make it a com- 


| pleted whole and bring it back to this House as a completed 


antl substantial proposition. 

Now, then, it is puerile—I speak it respectfully—in my hum- 
ble judgment, to provide in an appropriation bill, in one body, 
for an increase of 750 men, and yet to refuse, in perfecting 
that amendment, to include the appropriation to pay those 
identical men. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that the Senate not only 


| provided for an increased number of men, but by amendment 


it also provided for their compensation? What did the con- 
Why, they provided for additional compensation. 
That was not in dispute between the two Houses. 

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir; we did not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will read the bill in a little while 
and show that that is what happened. 

Mr. PADGETT. I will read it right now. 

The Senate provided for an increase in the number of officers 
and men in the Marine Corps, and in order to perfect that 
amendment we agreed to accept the Senate amendment with an 
amendment, which is common in the procedure of the House 
and in conference committees. That amendment which the 
conferees propose to the Senate amendment, and which is re- 
ported now before the House, is in these words: 

To meet the increase in pay of the Marine Corps provided in the 
act making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, and in section 1612 of the Revised Statuics 
of the United States, for officers on the active list, officers on the retired 
list, enlisted men on the active list, and enlisted men on the retired 
list, $802,750.55 is hereby appropriated: Provided, That so much of 
the foregoing appropriation as is needed te pay the increase for (hie 
remainder of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, shall be immediate!) 


available. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman claim that it was within 
the jurisdiction of the conferees to enact that separate para- 
graph? 

Mr. PADGETT. I say it was. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then, what is the necessity of either House 
considering appropriations, either as to their necessity or tlie 
amount which should be appropriated, if the conferees cil 
usurp or take jurisdiction of that subject? 

Mr. PADGETT. I state that the conferees have neitler 
usurped nor wrongfully taken jurisdiction. We were dealiic 
with a Senate amendment, and this is a germane amendm!! 
to that amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a separate paragraph. 

Mr. PADGETT. If we are to authorize the enlistment of 750 
men, it is not only germane, but it is sensible to provide for 
their payment. And the conferees acted fairly on the pro})0- 
sition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is entirely sensible to provide for their 
compensation, but that provision should be enacted in accord: 
ance with law and in accordance with the rules of the House 
of Representatives, 

Mr. PADGETT. I say it is being proceeded with in con- 
formity with law and in conformity with the rules of the House 
of Representatives, because it is always proper, it is alwys 
pertinent, and it is always in order for the conferees to accr)t 
an amendment of the other House with an amendment germ:\!!¢ 
to the original proposition. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can you put in an entirely new 
preposition ? 

' sir, PADGETT. We did not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
conferees te put in am entirely new proposition? 

Vir. PADGEP?. It is not. 

Mr. GAENES of Tennessee. Then where is the limit? I have 
listened with a great deal of interest to the remarks of my 
colleague. Will he tell me where the limitation on the conferees 
comes ia? 

Vir. PADGHTT. One body or the other must have dealt with 
the proposition, and then we can amend or perfect that propo- 
sition by germane amendment. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The two Houses and the con- 


ferees might agree on this increase of the enlisted men, but | 


neither House agree on the question of pay for them, might 
they not? 

Mr. PADGETT. They could do it if they wanted to, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You did put in the pay? 

Mr. PADGETT. Y¥es. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
either House? 

Mr. PADGETT. It is being considered now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It was not considered by either 
House. 

Mr. PADGETT. No; but this is an appropriation bill, and 
must be considered to deal with and perfect the measure. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will say to my colleague that 
I myself think, with the greatest deference to the gentleman 
and the committee, that the practice is mighty dangerous for 
the conferees to step out and put something in a conference 
report that neither House has passed on. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
fixed is in accordance with the rate fixed by the Senate in its 
amendment. 

Mr. PADGETT. It is, absolutely. Now, answering the gen- 
leman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes], the last proposition he 
made, that the conferees can put in nothing that either House 
has not put in and that they must be eonfined to the very 


And that was not considered by 


words of one House or the other, would result in this, that | 


the conferees would have no power whatever. They could 
not amend, they could not. change, they could net alter, because 
if the conferees can not alter the verbiage, if we can not per- 
fect the measures that one body or the other many suggest, 
there can be no compromise and there can be no common ground 
of agreement. The conferees must possess the power to change 
verbiage. They must possess the power to add to or take from 
oe aeenee of the other in order to perfect it or to eliminate 
iflerences, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose both Houses had agreed 
to increase the enlistment, but both Houses said “ We will do 
that without making any appropriation for their payment 
now.” Would the conferees have the right to insert it? 

Mr. PADGETT. They would not, because it would not have 
been in conference. 
between the two Houses. There must be a disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses. One House or the other must have 
acted and the other not have acted, or one House must have 
acted In one way and the other House in a different way, so 
that there is a difference between the two Houses. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. As I understand the gentle- 
man's proposition, he claims that the conferees practically have 
the power to make an appropriation. 

Mr. PADGETT. I do not. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Well, I will take the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee. If one House had author- 


ized an inerease and the other House had not authorized an | 


increase——— 
" r. PA DGETT. And had agreed to it. 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. No; but the matter came in 
7 ference and one House authorizes the increase and the other 
touse has not authorized the increase, the gentleman from 


tennessee holds that the conferees have a right to bring the 


two Houses together and make an appropriation. 

Mr, PADGETT. Yes. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. And thereby the gentleman 
c “ ns that the conferees have a right to appropriate. 

Mr. PADGETT. They have a right to add a germane amend- 
a to it. To illustrate, take the cenerete proposition here. 
S e House bill contains no provision for the imerease of the 
; ame Corps. The Senate put on a proposition for the increase 
y +00 men in the aggregate, officers and men. But that agree- 
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ment was incomplete, to speak respectfully, and we wanted to 
perfect that amendment. We had a right to perfect it, and mm 
the perfection of it we had a right to add to it any germane 
amendment. We agreed to the Senate amendment, with an 
amendment germane that perfected it, and made it a complete 
proposition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Frrzcerarp}. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Tennessee had examined a little more carefully the provisions 
of the bill, I doubt whether he would have made some of the 
statements that he has made. The Senate did incorporate in 
the naval appropriation bill amendment 67, which provides 
for a certain increase in the Marine Corps. The Senate also 
incorporated in the bill amendments 64 and 66, and those 
amendments provided that so much of the foregoing amounts 
which were for the pay of the Marine Corps should be ayail- 
able to pay the additional men authorized in Senate amendment 
67. So that the Senate by its amendment 

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman submit to an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman said it provided for the ap- 
pointment of additional men. It says to pay the additional 
officers, but does not include the men. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me read it. 

Mr. PADGETT. Sixty-four. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I said amendments 64 and 66. 

So much of the foregoing appropriation as is needed to 


additional enlisted men of the Marine Corps shall 
available. 





Amendment 66—— 


pay the 
be immediately 


I repeat that if the gentleman from Tennessee had been 
familiar with the Senate amendment, he would not have made 
some of the statements he has made. Now, the two Houses 
agreed to the Senate amendments 64 and 66, so that there was 
no controversy between the two Houses as to the pay of the 
men authorized in Senate amendment 67. While this bill was 
pending in conference the conferees waited to ascertain what 
the House would do in regard to the conference report on the 
Army bill. In the Army bill provision was made for an increase 
of compensation in the Marine Corps; and that having been 
agreed to, then the conferees on the naval appropriation bill, 
there being no difference whatever between the two Houses 
upon the question of compensation, through the pretense of an 
amendment, provided for an additional officer by imserting the 
word “colonel” after “one major-general commandant” and 
before “the lieutenant-colonel,” and then, as the amendment 
shows, previded to agree to that amendment with an amend- 
ment. The amendment adds to the paragraph authorizing the 
appropriation to carry out the provisions of the Army act, 
which is not yet a law, by the way, but to carry out certain 
provisions in the Army appropriation bill upon which there was 
no difference of opinion between the two Houses, an appropria- 
tion that had never been considered in either House. 

What has been the practice of this House in the past thirty 
years? There have been times when conferees in meeting would 
find such a situation as this. They had no jurisdiction; they 
had no power; they had no authority to insert matters entirely 
foreign to matters in difference between the two Houses. The 
practice has beem for the conferees to return to the House, ex- 
plain the situation, and then be authorized by concurrent reso- 
Intion to make provision in the bill for some matter over which 
at that time the conferees had no jurisdiction. 

This side of the House is more interested in the enforeement 
of the rule that the conferees shall not exceed their jurisdiction 
The minority is always in the minority 
on a conference committee. 

Unless these conferees are compelled to adhere strictly to 
matters within their jurisdiction, not only is the House power- 
less to protect itself against the conferees doing what they 
please, but this side of the House particularly is helpless 
against legislation which it should have an opportunity to con- 
sider and todiseuss. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that anybody who 
will examine these separate amendments will see that there 
has been incorporated here an appropriation for a matter which 
neither House has considered and which both Houses should for 
their own protection have an opportunity to consider before 
it is incorporated in this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Papeerr]. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, replying to the gentleman from 
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those amendments will show that it has reference to pay of the 
additional men authorized in amendment 67, according to the 
old schedule, but the Senate had put on amendment No. 2, 
which the gentleman entirely ignores. Amendment No. 2 pro- 
vides for the increase of the pay of these men. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman does not mean to 
say—— 

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, I have only three minutes and I can 
not yield. Nos. 64 and 66 provided for the pay of these men 
authorized by No. 67, according to the old schedule, but when the 
conferees agreed to Senate amendment No. 2, which changed the 
pay and made an increase of pay, then it became necessary for 
the conferees to modify Senate amendment No. 67 to conform 
to Senate amendment No. 2, which had been agreed to by the 
conferees. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman knows this amendment 
67 particularly provides money to carry out the provisions of 
the Army appropriation bill, not of amendment No. 2 in this 
bill, but of the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. PADGETT. But the Marine Corps, which is increased 
750 men, occupy a dual relation, Their appropriation is always 
carried in the naval appropriation bill while they are under 
the jurisdiction and control of the Army department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But Senate amendment No. 2 does not in 
any way affect the compensation of men in the Marine Corps. 
That is what you appropriated for in the amendment to Senate 
amendment 67. 

Mr. PADGETT. The Senate amendment 67, the modification 
of it, was made necessary because of the passage of an agree- 
ment to Senate amendment No. 2, and in order to perfect the 
whole scheme and arrangement of reclassifying the pay of the 
officers and the men in the Navy and Marine Corps. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Driscor1]}. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this report, 
and believe that it should be sent back to the conference and to 
the Senate, not because the gentlemen of the Military Affairs 
Committee are attacking it, for in my judgment they set a bad 
example along the same lines and in the same direction. The 
House passed a fairly liberal bill for Army appropriations, and 
they came in with a report carrying about ten millions in- 
creases from their conference with the Senate conferees. The 
confirmation of this report should be denied because it is un- 
reasonably extravagant. It contains an increase of expendi- 
tures which is entirely unnecessary. As nearly as I can figure 
it out, we are running behind about $108,000,000 during the 
present fiscal year, and with that deficit staring the country in 
the face these gentlemen increase their appropriations by leaps 
and bounds—about $17,000,000 in the Army appropriation bill— 
and now this committee comes in here with a report and asks 
for its confirmation, containing an increase of seventeen and a 
quarter millions of dollars, put in by the Senate and consented 
to by the House conferees. Nearly two millions of this in- 
creased appropriation are for officers in the Navy—$500 to each 
man, practically, all along the line—and then 10 per cent addi- 
tional when they are on their ships at sea and doing exactly 
what they are hired to do, exactly what they were sent to the 
Naval Academy to learn how to do, exactly what they were 
educated to do, and exactly what they profess to do, and what 
they are expected to do if they do anything to earn their money. 
There are altogether too many of them here in Washington and 
in other large cities, enjoying social life instead of being with 
the fleets and on the seas where their profession calls them. 

Again, this report proposes to raise the salaries of the mid- 
shipmen just as soon as they leave the Naval Academy from 
$950 to $1,400 a year in one jump. What necessity is there for 
this? Why not let them serve for the compensations hereto- 
fore paid them, and if they are to be advanced, why not do it 
gradually, in the manner we advance officials and employees in 
the civil service of the Government? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I have only a few minutes. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I only wanted to know whether the gentleman 
had any idea of what uniforms cost. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, the cost of a uniform can not 
have advanced $450, and no new law has been enacted requir- 
ing different uniforms from those heretofore worn. But this is 
a Republic, and not a kingdom or an empire. Cheaper uniforms 
would last as long and serve the purpose quite as well; but 
perhaps more gold lace and gilt buttons would appeal to the 
belles of social life more effectively. I believe in the simplicity 
of the Republic all along the line, and not in the show, style, 
and grandeur which seem to be taking possession of our people. 


We should continue to esteem simplicity above splendor, peace 
above war, and honor above glory; and should endeavor to keep 
before the minds of the people, and before the minds of our mili- 
tary and naval officers, the ideals, traditions, sentiments, ani 
principles on which the great Republic was founded. 

These cadets and midshipmen are taken from farms, stores, 
and other ordinary vocations, and from schools, and sent to th. 
Military and Naval academies. I make all my appointments 
in pursuance of competitive examinations. Any boy, whoever 
he may be and whatever his antecedents, who wins out in a 
fair competitive examination receives my recommendation. You 
make your recommendations arbitrarily, as a matter of favor 
or in any way you please. But I can say, to the credit ani 
honor of the boys in my district, that all they ask is a fair 
chance in the examination, and those who fail never grumble or 
pout, 

A boy taken from the farm and put through the Nava! 
Academy, at a cost to the Government of perhaps $30,000, geis 
a thorough education and accomplishments for social life. If 
he has aptitude and fitness for that profession, his appointment 
means more to him than anything that can come to you or me 
at our time of life. Some of them leave the service after they 
have received their education and can earn ‘larger salaries in 
civil life. That should not be done or permitted if possible to 
preventit. I make all the boys who enter my examinations proi- 
ise that, if successful, they will enter the academy and never 
voluntarily leave the service. That pledge may not mean much, 
but they can not enter the examinations until they make it. 

A young man of good, fair, average ability, who works hard 
and behaves himself, can keep up his studies and graduate with 
his class; and with the same ability and attention to his duties 
he will receive his promotions in regular order. Some of them 
may, in later years, regret that they chose that profession. They 
may think they might have made more money in some other 
profession or in business. That is true. They might have 
done better and they might have done much worse. Some pro- 
fessional men earn larger incomes. But the average lawyer, 
physician, minister, journalist, and teacher makes much less. 
Most business men fail some time during their careers, and tle 
most successful of them have years of worry before they reach 
easy circumstances. Our military and naval officers have no 
occasion to worry about the future. They are assured of life 
work and of a livelihood. If they are injured or their health 
fails, they are retired on a comfortable pension. And when 
they become a little enfeebled by age and service they are also 
retired with three-quarters pay during life. When they die 
their widows are fairly well taken care of. Their Uncle Samuel 
is a kind and considerate master. In what other profession or 
business is a man so fully assured of agreeable work and a 
comfortable living while on earth? 

I make these suggestions not in a spirit of censure or criti- 
cism. I take off my hat to the brave, patriotic, and efficient 
officer or enlisted man, on land or sea. But I do not admit that 
theirs is a life of self-abnegation and sacrifice for the good of 
the nation; and when they are demanding more pay the plaii 
people throughout the country, who are slaving and econoniz- 
ing to make ends meet and pay their taxes, should be con- 
sidered. 

Of the $3,700,000 put on this bill by the Senate for increase 
of pay in the Navy, about $2,000,000 thereof go to the oflicers 
and about $1,700,000 to the men. I respectfully submit that 
the men do not get their share. In the Army bill a few days 
ago the salaries of Army officers were raised $500 all along thc 
line, and in this bill the salaries of naval officers are raised to 
equalize those in the Army; and when they are on sea they cet 
10 per cent additional. Next year the Army officers wil! de 
mand 10 per cent additional when they are on land. They !! 
want bonuses for doing what they are hired to do. 

This bill was large when it left the House, and has been mide 
larger in the Senate by $17,357,346.60, and is now upwari of 
$123,000,000. When and where will this wild reign of ex 
travagance stop? It ought to be checked right here. This °e 
port ought to be rejected by such an emphatic vote that the 
conferees will understand that the House will not submit (0 
many of these unnecessary and wasteful expenditures. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentlea! 
from New York has expired. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous conser to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp exactly upon this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re 
quest of the gentleman from New York? [After a pause.| ‘le 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to eX 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 
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Is there objection to the re- 
[After 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
quest of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sutzer]? 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, what is the condition as to time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Each side has twenty-one min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I yield six minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WrEExs]. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I have been interested in the re- 
marks just made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Dris- 
cot]. I think no one will doubt that he believes in simplicity, 
but simplicity in the military service means regulation, and 
when we provide by regulation that officers shall provide them- 
selves with uniforms end other necessary things for their serv- 
ice they have to pay for them, and everyone knows they have 
to pay more for them now than they did ten years ago, while 
their pay is exactly what it was ten years ago. Therefore that 
is a reason why their pay should be increased. I have not had 


the time to go over all the details of this conference report, | 


but there is one thing in it which specially appeals to me, and 
that is the provision which provides for the increase of pay of 


icers serving on board ship, on seagoing ships, and those | 
@ I £ D, s ’ 


serving in sections outside continental limits. The Army pro- 
vides that officers serving beyond the limits of the United 
States shall receive 10 per cent increase in their pay. There is 
no such provision in the Navy pay table to-day. There ought 
to be, for there is exactly the same reason why the naval officer 
serving in Manila or Porto Rico should receive additional pay 
that there is for an Army Officer. 
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only increased the pay of the officers of the Army, but we also 
automatically increased the pay of about 280 officers of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service and 61 officers on the retired list. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in consequence of the result of that action 
the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service have had their sal- 
aries automatically increased by our adopting a conference re- 
port embodying this legislation, concerning which we were all 
The House had no opportunity to consider that legis- 
lation. We did this, too, notwithstanding the fact that at this 
very session of Congress we passed a bill, and it became a law 
on the 16th of April, increasing the rank and pay of some of the 
officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service. In adopting the con- 
ference report on the Army bill we gave some of the officers of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service two increases of pay at this session, 
This fact alone should be sufficient to prompt the House to re- 
ject this report, in order that we may investigate what it does 
and then consider some of its provisions upon their merits. 
Otherwise we may again unconsciously create permanent obli- 
gations against the revenues with no knowledge as to their ex- 
tent or the necessity for so doing. The Committee on Appro- 
priations to-day was called upon to consider an estimate for an 
appropriation of $20,000 for the balance of this fiscal year be- 
cause of the increase of pay in the Army conference report to 
the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The legislation which is embodied in this bill goes into effect 
immediately. It does not go into effect when the appropriations 
become available on the ist of July. Consequently, we will 


| have, because of changing the law on an appropriation bill re- 


But in addition to that the | 
officer who serves at sea should receive an increase in his pay, 


i 


because when he is on shore he receives commutation for quar- | 


ters or quarters. He receives his light and his heat, but when 


he goes to sea his family has to leave the quarters which he | 
has occupied and move to private quarters for which he has | 


to pay. 

Therefore that additional burden comes on him at once, and 
in addition to that he has to pay his mess bill which largely in- 
creases his ordinary expenses of living. Further than that, 
most of the Members in this House, in my judgment, do not 
appreciate the burden which is placed on officers at sea and 
serving in foreign countries for entertaining purposes. I have 
had a little experience in that way, and the necessary expenses 
which the officers are put to for entertaining purposes are so 
considerable that they become a real burden unless the officer 
has means outside of his pay. For that reason I sincerely hope 
that that provision which provides for 10 per cent increase in 


the pay for officers serving at sea and outside the United States | 


will certainly be adopted. I want to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that probably 90 per cent of the officers of 
the Army are receiving either commutation for quarters or are 
Serving beyond the limits of the United States where they re- 
ceive this extra pay, while 60 per cent at least of the officers of 


the Navy are serving on seagoing ships where they do not re- | 


ceive any additional pay, certainly no pay commensurate with the | 


increased expense to which they are put on account of the 
manner in which they are obliged to live. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, I hope there will be no failure in adopting this pro- 
Vision of the conference report. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the House defeats the motion 
to agree to suspend the rules and adopt the conference report, 
it will not interfere in the least with a final agreement on any 
meritorious proposition now involved in the report. If the 
conference report is disagreed to, the next step would simply 
be for the House to vote to further insist upon its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments. The bill. with the amendments 
would go back to conference and perhaps, when it comes to 
the House again, the House will have an opportunity to consider, 
independent of the meritorious propositions that are bottled up 
in the report, these propositions which the House as yet has had 
ho opportunity to consider. 

[ am referring now to the legislative provisions embodied in 
the Senate amendments, I insist in all seriousness, gentlemen, 
that when we are enacting legislation that will impose upon 
the people a new tax burden, not for next year alone, but for 
all time to come, it should have the most serious consideration 
of both branches of Congress before it becomes a law. I criti- 
‘ised the conference report on the Army bill a few days ago for 
toe same reason, At that time none of us were informed as to 
What that conference report embodied. We, or some of us, are 
Just how beginning to discover what was included in that re- 
port. Much to the surprise of Members of this House, we now 
ind that by adopting that conference report en bloc, embody- 
ing the legislation it contained, imposing a permanent burden 
vpon the people and the revenues of the Government, we not 
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garding the pay of officers of the Army, the Navy, and of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, to carry deficiency appropriations for 
the remainder of this fiscal year. 

Mr, Speaker, I submit that when the conferees agree to legis- 
ration of this character, proposed by the other House, that that 
is bad enough, but when conferees representing both Houses 
incorporate in a conference report legislation which has not 
been coysidered by either House, it becomes the duty of both 
Houses to resent the unauthorized action of the conferees in 
that respect and assert their right to insist that their conferees 
shall not, upon their own motion, initiate or agree to legislation 
that has not been proposed or considered in either House. 

Let me read the provision which the conferees have enacted— 
not the House nor the Senate. A conference is for what pur- 
pose? It is for the purpose of bringing the two Houses together 
on matters that are in disagreement between them. A confer- 
ence is not for the purpose of initiating legislation. In this case 
the Senate added to the naval appropriation bill a provision 
creating a new marine regiment. Has any Member of this 
House considered the necessity of creating this new regiment 
of marines? Has the subject been discussed here to-day? And 
yet when we adopt this conference report we are imposing upon 
the revenues of the Government a perpetual charge to meet the 
pay of the enlisted men and officers of this new regiment. Has 
anybody stated to the House why we should have a new regi- 
ment of marines? 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; not a word [laughter] as to the neces- 
sity, and no opportunity is afforded us to consider the question 
of the necessity for this additional regiment. Gentlemen, that 
is not the way we should legislate or vote away the people's 
money. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 
I am answering my own question, Mr. Speaker, and not the in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOSS. I want to ask the gentleman whether as a con- 
feree he has not many a time agreed to Senate amendments 
without bringing them back to the House for consideration? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Unquestionably. Conferees agree to Senate 
amendments, but when a Senate amendment involves legislation 
of the character carried in this bill and on the Army bill, 
which imposes an additional burden, not for next year alone, 
but for all time, I say that in all good conscience the con- 
ferees ought to give their House an opportunity to consider 
the proposition. But that is not what I was discussing. I 
was asking why is it necessary to increase the Marine Corps 
by adding to it an additional regiment, and thus imposing this 
permanent charge upon the people and the revenues of the 
Government of the United States? 

The Senate did it, and the conferees on the part of the House 
agreed to it. Then what follows? A proposition was origi- 
nated by the conferees appropriating the amount necessary 
to enable the Department to pay the enlisted men and officers 
the increase of pay thus authorized, without authority of 


either House. This proposition reads as follows: “Add at 
the end of amendment 67 a new paragraph;” not an 
amendment to amendment 67, but a new paragraph. Just 
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as would be done in considering a proposition here on an 
appropriation bill. If a gentleman has an amendment to 
offer to the paragraph, he offers it as an amendment to the 
paragraph; but if he has an entirely new proposition he must 
under the rules of the House offer it as a separate, distinct 
paragraph; and here in this instance, the conferees on the 
part of the House and the Senate added to the amendment 
which was in disagreement between the two Houses an entirely 
new proposition, a proposition which is intended to and does 
appropriate the money to meet the new authorization in the 
form of legislation that has just been agreed to between the 
two Houses, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no man on this floor who knows 
better than the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
that the proposition to appropriate, in conference, for the in- 
creased pay for the Marine Corps was not a matter in difference 
between the two Houses, and was therefore beyond the juris- 
diction of the conferees. But notwithstanding that, they not 
only propose to appropriate, but they propose also to legislate. 
Let me read this new paragraph: 

To meet the increase in pay of the Marine Corps provided in the act 
making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1909— 

They knew that the bill for the increase of the pay of the 
Army was signed yesterday, before this conference report was 
submitted to the House; but in anticipation of that they wrote 
in a proviso for the increased pay of the Marine Corps, au- 
thorized by the act which was signed only yesterday by the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. FOSS. May I ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. One minute. 

And in section 1612 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
for officers on the active list, officers on the retired list, enlisted men 
on the active list, and enlisted men on the retired list, $802,755.55 is 
hereby appropriated. 

Then— 

Provided, That so much of the foregoing appropriation as is needed 
to pay the increase for the remainder of the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1908, shall be immediately available. 

Who ever heard of a conference committee adopting an original 
proposition of this kind, appropriating, upon their own motion, 
for an increase of pay to any branch of the public service for 
the next fiscal year, and then by a proviso making a deficiency 
appropriation by making so much of the appropriation as is 
necessary immediately available? Now, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr, FOSS. I want to ask the gentleman whether or not the 
Army bill did not carry an appropriation for the increase of the 
Marine Corps, and if the Committee on Naval Affairs should 
not make this appropriation for it on the regular appropriation 
bill, where it is always made, where, in what bill, and by whose 
committee would it be made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It matters not, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. FOSS. It does matter a good deal, 

Mr. TAWNEY. It matters not whose committee makes it. 
T simply say that the conference committee has not the power to 
make it; it requires the action of both branches of Congress. 
No conference committee has the power to make an appropria- 
tion unless authorized by law. If you state that the conferees 
had that power, then when legislation is enacted creating a 
new service or legislation changing existing law to increase 
salaries and neither House appropriates for the increase, the 
conferees, upon their own motion, may make the necessary ap- 
propriation. 

In other words, according to the logic of the gentleman from 
Tilinois, it would be entirely competent for the conferees on the 
part of the House and the Senate to say how much shall be ap- 
propriated to meet the requirements of any law if neither House 
had previously considered the matter. 

Why, it is the most illogical and most indefensible proposi- 
tion that I have known to be urged by any man upon this 
floor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that in view of our experience 
the other day on the Army bill; in view of the fact that the 
new legislation has not been discussed, that the necessity for 
many of these increases has not even been mentioned, this 
House is not justified in indorsing the action of the conferees 
in so far as they have adopted this new legislation creating 
permanent charges against the revenue of the Government, but 
especially should the House reject the report on the ground 
that the committee has exceeded its jurisdiction. To do other- 
wise would be equivalent to our abdicating all of our legislative 
functions. 

Mr. Speaker, if you concede that the conferees in this in- 
stance were justified in doing what they have done, then here in 
the closing hours of the session, when conference report after 
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conference report will have to be considered by the House, if 
the conferees exceed their jurisdiction as they have done in this 
case, none of us will know until after the adjournment of Con- 
gress what provisions have been enacted by us or what the 
effect of their enactment will be. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that it is of the gravest importance, 
and that no one will suffer any loss, and no meritorious pre- 
vision in this bill will have to be eliminated from the final 
report if this report is now rejected. The House conferees will 
continue their conference, while on matters the conferees had 
no right to consider and on matters of legislation permanent in 
character this House ought to have and would have an oppor- 
tunity to consider. We should do this for the purpose of deter- 
mining, first, whether there is any necessity for this increased 
service, and if there is, any necessity for it, the extent to which 
that service should be increased. 

Therefore I hope that this House will yote down the re- 
port and give the House an opportunity further to insist upon 
its disagreement to the Senate amendments, when we will 
then have an opportunity to consider this question. 

One word more. I call attention to the fact that the House 
bill, as it came from the conference, is increased $17,000, 
which will make our naval budget for next year as great as 
that of any country of the world. We have criticised the Sen- 
ate, the public has criticised the Senate for voting millions upon 
millions of dollars without any consideration whatever. What 
man on the floor of this House has had any opportunity to con- 
sider the necessity for this proposed increase of $17,000,000? 
I submit, and I express the hope, that the House will reject the 
report and further insist upon its disagreeing votes. 

Mr. FOSS. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has sixteen 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me to 
make an inquiry of the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. FOSS. Not in my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sota has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman contend that 
the appropriation of money to pay for these increased oflicers, 
made by the conferees, is not germane to the subject of increas- 
ing the number of officers? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is germane. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then wherein have the confer- 
ees done wrong on that particular point? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it competent for the conferees to make 
an appropriation that has not been submitted to either House? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not think it is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is what they have done. The law pro- 
vides a method for giving to these officers and enlisted men of 
the Marine Corps their increased pay when the law is enacted 
and approved. No gentleman of this House need fear that any 
officer, either in the Army, the Navy, or the Marine Corps, will 
fail to get his estimate here for this increased pay before we 
adjourn. Why, within twenty-four hours after the ink was dry 
that wrote the signature of the President to the Army bill, we 
had an estimate here for the increase of pay to the officers of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service and officers of the Army. There is 
no trouble about that, and they will be carried in the deficiency 
appropriation bill, where they belong. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I should like the attention of the 
House for a few minutes. The gentleman from Minnesota 
seems to object because the House conferees have come back 
here with a full and complete report on the naval appropria- 
tion bill, which has already been adopted by the Senate. I 
ask the gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber. whether the 
condition of affairs in this House is timely for the opening up 
of all these matters for discussion before the House? If you 
vote down this conference report it may mean 108 roll calls 
here upon this floor, and I want to say to the gentleman from 
Minnesota that he will come back here as a conferee upon this 
bill with a full and complete agreement before this House, and 
ask this House to adopt that report. The condition of affairs 
in this Chamber is such that that must necessarily be so. Why 
does the gentleman stand here and object to our agreeing to 2 
provision increasing the Marine Corps? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. FOSS. I can not be interrupted now. 

Mr, TAWNEY. I want to answer the gentleman in regard 
to the number of roll calls. The gentleman can not scare me 
or any Member of the House. 

Mr. FOSS. The “gentleman from Ililnois” does not want to 
scare the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He knows that if this conference report is 
voted down that the motion will be to further insist on the 


The gentleman from Minne- 
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disagreement, and he takes it back to conference, and he can 
bring in a complete agreement as to all matters. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, but the House will not have any time for the 
consideration of the provisions separately. The gentleman says 
“come back again with a complete agreement,” and he would be 
first man to say “ Why did you agree in full to these amend- 
ments?” I want to say to the gentleman from Minnesota that 
he is quibbling over a very small matter. If we do not appro- 
nriate for the increased pay of these men this House has al- 
ready enacted into law in the Army bill, what committee will 
report it? The Committee on Appropriations. The Committee on 
Appropriations, and that is the only question before this House. | 
It is simply what committee shall make the appropriation—the 
Committee on Appropriations or the Committee on Naval Af- | 
fairs, which has always made the appropriations for the pay of 
the officers and the pay of the men. It is nothing but a mere 
squibble, and that is all. 

Now, we agreed on this provision as to the Marine Corps. 
The officers of the Marine Corps came and said they wanted 
3,000 men. We reported a bill making provision for 1,500 men, 
but we could not get consideration of it. The Senate put on a 
provision for 750 men, and that 750 we have agreed to in con- 
ference. So much for that part of the bill. 

Now, there is another thing I want to say here, that we have 
not put in a single provision in this bill that gives the Navy 
one penny more than the Army, not one single dollar. We 
have increased the officers just the same as the Army conferees 
increased it in the Army bill. The conferees on the naval bill 
waited for the action of the House the other day. We would 
not consider the increased pay of the officers until after the | 
action of the House on the Army bill, and then we took the 
provisions of the Army bill and wrote them into the naval bill, | 
and if there is a man here who says that we did more for the 
Navy than was done for the Army, let him stand up and say so 
LOW. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Well, I say so. 

Mr. FOSS. All right, in what respect? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. You give to that part of the Navy sail- 
ing out from the shores of the United States a 10 per cent in- 
crease, 

Mr. FOSS. 
increase—— 

Mr. HULL 
ties. 

Mr. FOSS. I will read it and let the Members on the floor 
decide whether or not you do. I read from the Army bill: 

That increase of pay for service beyond the limits of the States com- | 


prising the Union and the territory of the United States contiguous 
thereto shall be now as provided by law. 


a} 
the 
1 





And the Army bill gives the Army 10 per cent 


of Iowa. Yes; but we limit it to certain locali- 


That is 10 per cent. Now, let me read another section, Sen- 
ate amendment 33, agreed to in the Army bill, adopted by the 
House, whether the House knew anything about it or not. 

For additional 20 per cent increase to enlisted men on_ foreign 
service, $767,000: Provided, That officers and enlisted men who have 
served on Army transports in the Philippine Archipelago any time 
since May 6, 1900— 

You go back eight years; you are not content with starting 
from now and moving on, but you go back eight years and take 
in all who have ever been in service on an Army transport. | 
Then ‘what do you do? 
or who may hereafter serve, shall be entitled to receive the same 
rate of pay as is provided by law for officers and enlisted men at shore 
Stations beyond the limits of the United States. 


There it is written in the law; 10 per cent increase the mo- 
ment the Army leaves the continental shores of the United | 
States. That is all we have done for the Navy. As has been 
stated here, the moment a naval officer goes aboard his ship all 
allowances are cut off, whereas the Army officer has his allow- 
ances or his family occupies Government quarters. When : 
naval officer goes onto a ship, all allowances are cut off; he 
has to provide for his family, and he has to provide entertain- 
ment for foreign officers and officials in foreign ports. He is at 
a great expense. If we should increase it 20 per cent, they 
would not then receive any more than the Army, because they 
get allowances if they do not have Government quarters. Now, 
what more have we done? We have increased the enlisted men 
10 per cent. What did the Army do? Why, the gentleman 
lrom Virginia told us a moment ago, and it stands here undis- 
puted. You increased the pay of the enlisted men 35 per cent, 
_ be we are asking is simply 10 per cent for the seamen of 
the Navy. e 
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Mr. FOSS. The pay of the landsman in the Navy when he 
enters is $16. When he becomes an ordinary seaman it is $19. 
Now, the private got $13, and then he gets an increase of 35 
per cent under this bill. If you compare the seaman with the 
private on the shore, that is the situation; but in the Army 
transport service, where they employ seamen, what do they pay 
their seamen? Thirty-five dollars a month. I have it here. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They are not part of the Army; they are 
not enlisted at all. They are hired men. 

Mr. FOSS. The Revenue-Cutter Service give their seamen 
anywhere from $30 to $37. The Coast Survey give them from 





| $25 to $40. 


| Pave 


Mr. HULL 
at all. They 
Mr. FOSS. 


of Iowa. But there are no allowances with that 
are simply hired men. 
In the Light-House Service $30 and $40, and even 
$50 a month, whereas the enlisted man enters the Navy at $16, 
and when he becomes an ordinary seaman he gets $19, and we 
are increasing his pay 10 per cent. Now, in view of the fact 
that we are equalizing the pay of the Nayy and the Army, and it 
is an equalization, and I stand here to say it is nothing more 
than equalizing the two, I ask this House to stand by the con- 
ferees and adopt this report. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to suspend the rules and agree to the con- 
ference report. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

























Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman state just how much 
difference there is in the pay? Do not talk about per cent, but 
talk about what the pay is. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were 


yeas 139, nays 124, 


answered “ present” 4, not voting 120, as follows: 


Allen 

Ames 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Barthoidt 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bates 

Beale, Pa. . 
Bradley 
sSrodhead 
Broussard 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
surleigh 
surton, Del, 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 


| Capron 


Carter 

Cary 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Daizell 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 
Denby 


Adair 
Aiken 


Alexander, Mo. 


Andrus 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Beall, Tex. 
Bonynge = 
Booher 
Bowers 
Boyd 
Brantley 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Campbell 
Candler 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Conner 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Davenport 
De Armond 
Denver 
Dixon 
Driscoll 
Favrot 


Adamson 


YEAS 


Douglas 
Draper 
Dwight 
Sllerbe 

Slilis, Mo. 
“llis, Oreg. 
englebright 
esch 
‘airchild 
Fassett 
Focht 
Fornes 

Foss 

Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gill 

Goulden 
Graham 
Greene 
Gregg 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hammond 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Henry, Conn. 


pet bd bd tt 


NAY 


Ferris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Fioyd 

Foster, Ill. - 
Foster, Ind. 
Fulton 
Gardner, Mich. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Graff 
Granger 
Griggs 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Haugen 

Hay 

Heflin 

Heim 

Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss, 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howell, Utah 


ANSWERED 
Gordon 


139. 


Hill, Conn. 
Howell, N. J. 
Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 

Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Knapp 

Knopf 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Law 

Legare 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
MeKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 


Mcwaughlin, Mich. 


McMillan 
MecMorran 
Madison 
Malby 
Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 


S—124. 


Howland 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lassiter 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Lloyd 

McCall 

Macon 

Madden 

Mann 

Moore, Tex. 


M, 


O'Connell 
Page 

Parker, N. J. 
Payne 
Perkins 

Pou 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex, 
Rauch 


“ PRESENT ”—4. 


Haggott 


Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Olcott 
Padgett 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Pearre 
Pollard 
Pray 
Prince 
Pujo 
Reynolds 
Roberts 
Rothermel 
Scott 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal, 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wilson, Ill. 


W ood 
Reeder 
Rhinock 


Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Shey pard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mo. 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sturgiss 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Wallace 
Williams 


Small 
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NOT VOTING—120., 
Langley 
Laning 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lee 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McDermott 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Kede 
Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
Brundidge 
Burke 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler 
Kyrd 
Carlin 
Clark, Fla. 
‘ockran 
Cooper, Tex. 
‘oudrey 
‘ousins 
Cravens 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Diekema 
Dunwell 


Durey 

Edwards, Ga. 
Wdwards, Ky. 
Flood 

Fordney 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gilhams 

Gillett 

Gronna 
Hackett 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 

Howard 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Lafean 

Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 

Landis 


Parker, 8S. Dak. 

Peters 

Porter 

Powers 

Pratt 

Ransdell, La. 

Reid 

Riordan 

Sherman 

Smith, Mich, 

Smith, Tex. 

Southwick 

Sparkman 

Steenerson 

Stevens, Minn, 

Taylor, Ala. 

Thomas, N. C. 

Thomas, Ohio 

Vreeland 

Waldo 

Wanger 

Webb 

Weems 

Weisse 

Wiley 

Willett 

Wilson, Pa. 

Wolt 

Woodyard 

Young 
So the motion to suspend the rules and adopt the conference 

report was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. THomas of North Caro- 

lina. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


McGavin 
McGuire 
MeLain 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Mondell 
Moore, Pa. 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 


BANNON with Mr. Betz of Georgia. 
BeNNET of New York with Mr. CocKRAN, 
BoutTveLtt with Mr. CRAVENS. 
Burke with Mr. Gorpon. 
Harpine with Mr. HAcKetrt, 
HePsurn with Mr. Lame. 
Mupp with Mr. KrMBatL, 
NELSON with Mr. LEE. 
Norris with Mr. McDermott. 
OLmMsteD with Mr. MoLAIn. 
OVERSTREET with Mr, MAYNARD. 
Smiru of Michigan with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
suRTON of Ohio with Mr. CARLIN, 
GitteTr with Mr. HrrcHcock. 
Mr. GrrHaMs with Mr. Lever. 
Mr. Huepsarp of lowa with Mr. Tayztor of Alabama. 
For the session: 
Mr. WANcERB with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote; I have just | 
come in. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
when his name was called? 
Mr. LAMB. No, sir; I just came in—I have just gotten here. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman does not come 
within the rule. 
Mr. CONNER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Was the gentleman present and 
listening when his name was called? 
Mr. CONNER. I was in here; I do not know just what prog- 
ress had been made when I came in. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Call the gentleman’s name, 
Mr. CONNER’S name was called and he answered “ no.” 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
CHILD-LABOR BILL, 


Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, 
take from the Speaker’s desk Senate bill 4812, popularly known 
as child-labor bill,” insist upon the House amendment to 
the Senate bill, and agree to a conference, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
suspend the rules and take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
indicated, popularly known as the “ child-labor bill,” insist on 
the House amendment, and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. Tt : — (s. aee2) to regulate the employment of ehild laber in the 
istrict < olummbia. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand a second; but it seems to me 
the Speaker ought to order the Senate amendments to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the action of the 
Senate on the House amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate disagrees to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (5. 4812) to regulate the employment 


Was the gentleman listening | 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote. 


thea * 
Lit 
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of child labor in the District of Columbia and asks a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. Dottiver, Mr. Penrosz, and Mr. Danret be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Attest : 

Cuartes G. Bennett, Secretary, 
By H. M. Ros», Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, for the 
purpose of getting an explanation of the exact status of the 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from New York is entitled to twenty minutes and 
the gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to twenty minutes, 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is the bill we passed the other day? 

Mr. OLOOTT. This is the bill we passed which was a sub- 
stitute for the bill that the Senate had passed. It went over 
to the Senate, and the Senate declined to accept the bill that we 
passed for theirs, and now they simply send it back to us and 
ask for a conference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then the whole result of this motion to 
suspend the rules would be to grant that conference—— 

Mr. OLCOTT. That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. So that the House could insist upon its 
bill? 

Mr. OLCOTT. That_is all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I shall surrender all the 
balance of my time, and I hope that the motion will pass at 
once, 

The question was put, and, in the opinion of the Chair, a 
majority having voted therefor, the rules were suspended and 
the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Otcorr of New York, Mr. Taytor of Ohio, and Mr. Jounson of 
Kentucky. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 6190. An act authorizing a resurvey of certain townships 
in the State.of Wyoming—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 20784. An act to authorize additional aids to navigation 
in the Light-House Establishment, and for other purposes. 


PROVIDING ADDITIONAL PROTECTION FOR OWNERS OF PATENTS OF THE 


UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the following bill with one amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the following House bill with an 
amendment. The Clerk will report the bill as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7653) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes of 


the United States, to provide additional protection for owners of 
patents of the United States, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4919 of the Revised Statutes of the 


vee States be, and is hereby, amended by adding thereto the 
ollowing : 


“And whenever an invention described in and covered by a patent of 
the United States shall hereafter be used by the United States, without 
license of the owner thereof, such owner may recover reasonable com- 
pensation for such use by suit in the Court of Claims: Provided, how- 
ever, That in any such suit the United States may avail itself of any 
and all defenses, general or special, which might be pleaded by a de- 


fendant in an action for infringement, as set forth in title 60 ef the 
Revised Statutes, or otherwise. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, and I 
understand there is an amendment. Has the amendment been 
read? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules a second is ordered. Tlie 
gentleman from Nebraska is entitled to twenty minutes and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, this bill as originally intro- 
duced contained a provision—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Was that amendment read? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Yes; I will explain it—contained a provi- 
sion, “and whenever an inyention described in and covered by 
a patent of the United States has been or shall be used by the 
United States.” The amendment made by the Committee on 
Patents, unanimously reported, struck out the words “ has been 





















































































or” and inserted the word “ hereafter,” so that it will read, 
“end whenever an invention described in and covered by a 
patent ef the United States shall hereafter be used by the 
United States,” and so forth. 

The object of this bill is to provide a remedy for the owners 
of patents which have been appropriated by the United States | 
Government without compensation. It simply provides that the | 
Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine | 
and assess the amount of damages which the patentee has suf- 
fered by the unjust appropriation of the patent. All other 
civilized countries, I think, provide this by statute, but in this | 
country the United States Government has been in the habit of 
appropriating the patents of men who have made inventions of 
great merit and value, which have been used in the Navy and | 
in the Army, in the Post Office Department, and in various | 
other governmental functions, without the slightest compensa- 
tion. The law only authorizes the payment of these damages | 
where there is an express contract between the United States 
Government and the patentee, or where there are such rela- | 
tions existing between the patentee and the Government as will 
imply a contract. 

The result, however, has been, under the management of af- 
fairs by our executive officers, that patentees have never, or in 
rare instances, been able to recover any damages whatever. 
This does not provide for condemnation proceedings on the 
part of the United States Government, but it simply provides 
that the Government may take possession of a patent and use | 
it, and the patentee may have lis recourse only in the Court of | 
Claims, and there the amount which the court shall find as a 
just and reasonable compensation shall be allowed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can the gentleman give the | 
House a case of that kind, or of any kind, that this bill will | 
cover—an Army officer or Navy officer? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Oh, I suppose patents in relation to guns, 
ammunition, cannon, and these devices for selling postage 
stamps, and devices for the catching of the mails by trains as 
they pass stations, and such devices as that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman knows we passed | 
a resolution here last session directing the Bureau of Com- | 
merce and Laber to investigate the ownership of a number of 
patents claimed by Army officers and naval officers that were 
discovered in line of duty and when-they were working by the 
direction of the Government of the United States and using the 
fuel, money, time, opportunity, and so forth, of the Government. 

Mr. HINSHAW. ‘That is not covered by this bill, I think. 
= GAINES of Tennessee. By what the gentleman says, I 
think it is. 

Mr. HINSHAW. This simply provides that when a man has 
made an invention and has received a patent for it and it is 
appropriated by the Government he shall have the same chance 
for a remedy that he now has against an infringer who is not 
the United States Government. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman, as I understood 
him, said an Army officer or naval officer. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I said where some one had made an inven- | 
tion for the Navy or for the Army, for the Post-Office Depart- 
meut, or for any other of the great Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose he is a naval officer, 
and-with the time, machinery, and opportunity, and by direc- 
Uon of the Government he has discovered something and takes 
a patent out in his own name and the United States Govern- 
ment claims it, then what? 

Mr. HINSHAW. The bill which the gentleman refers to may 
possibly cover that proposition. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Yes. 

i _ aoe Does this bill cover cases in the past or in 
1e¢ future? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Only in the future. 
that that part as to the past was stricken out of the bill. It 
wis urgently sought that this should cover a period of six 
years backward, but our committee thought that it would open 
: wide field for controversy, and we provided only for the 

uture, 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Why do you not leave the patentee to 
the remedy he now has? He comes before Congress, his claims 





| 





are here presented and passed upon by the Committee on* 


: tenant such other committee te whom the claim may be 
eferred. 
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| the provisions of the bill. 


I said a moment ago | 


I want to yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire {[Mr. Currier}, and I will reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is 
simply to give some compensation to the owner of a patent 
which has been appropriated by the Government by permitting 
him to go to the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims now 
has jurisdiction only of matters of contract, express or implied, 
The courts hold that an infringement of a patent is a tort; 
so that the Court of Claims has no jurisdiction whatever. The 
gentleman from Tennessee—— 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


| question there? 


Mr. CURRIER, Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. I assume that the gentleman is familiar with 
The language of the bill, in line 7, 
seems to indicate that it is in the power of a person having a 
claim against the United States to make a claim for things 
used in the past. 

Mr. CURRIER. Not at all. That has been amended. It is 
now made so that it is for patents “ hereafter” used. This bill 
has been twice unanimously reported from the committee. 

Now, the question that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GaInes] referred to. Let me say that the Supreme Court of 
the United States passed on a matter of that kind, and held 
that the Government has the right, without compensation, to 
take the patents that are secured by men in the Government 
employ, using the Government's time, the Government’s material 
and money. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And yet to such parties as ob- 
tained these patents the Government is paying for the use of 
the patents. 

Mr. CURRIER. The only thing that the court guards 
against—that is, when the United States issues a patent to the 
inventor it gives him certain property rights, and the Gov- 


| ernment ought to respect its own grant and be the very last to 
infringe upon it. 


Mr. GARRETT. Is there any danger that if this bill passes 
the Government will not wait and make a contract with the 
owner of the patent, but will just go on and take it? 

Mr. CURRIER, That is what it does now; not merely in 
guns, but in everything. 

Mr. GARRETT. I understand the rule in regard to the Army 


| and the Navy. 


Mr. CURRIER. I am speaking of patents generally; any- 
thing that the Government thinks is useful and appropriate. It 
is said that the Government ought to have the right te appro- 
priate all patents that are needed for the national defense or 
for any other object, and nobody questions that right, and this 
bill seeks in no way to restrict it. 

Mr. GARRETT. I question the right, but do not question the 
power. 

Mr. CURRIER. No one desires to enact any legislation which 
will allow an inventor to enjoin the Government or fts officers 
from appropriating his patent. This bill recognizes and con- 
cedes that right. But we do feel that there ought to be legis- 
lation which, when the Government has appropriated the patent, 
will allow the inventor to go to some court somewhere for rea- 
sonable compensation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can the gentleman give the 
House a single case where the Government has appropriated a 
man’s patent and he has not been compensated for it thereafter? 


| Mr, CURRIER. Surely; and let me cite a case now. The 
| ease of Russell against the United States (182 U. S8., p. 516, 


1900). 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What was that? 

Mr. CURRIER. It there appeared that at the Government's 
invitation Russell exhibited his patented invention to a board of 
officers appointed by the Secretary of War. The Government 
announced that it would adopt and use a device embodying his 
invention. Prior to the adoption and use of the device Russell 
communicated his patent to the War Department, showing that 
his patent covered the device and tendered the use of his inven- 
tion to the Government for reasonable compensation. The Goy- 
ernment proceeded to use the device without denying Russell's 
right to compensation, but with the remark that he should seek 
his remedy by some means other than Executive action. And 
the Russell case is only a sample case; one of many. 





Mr. HINSHAW. Because he practically has no remedy at 
at the present time. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE., Congress has the remedy in its hand. 


Mr. HINSHAW. Congress has plenary power, but rarely 
exercises it, 


al 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did we not make an appropria- 
tion to pay Russell not long ago? 

Mr. CURRIER. I am not sure. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think we did. 

Mr. CURRIER. I do not know; I do not remember any case 
| since I have been here of Congress appropriating money or com- 









ee SIT A 
ao = 


Sars Bee 


eet 


1 serpent SNA 


ba are Pen dey > 


6166 


pensation to an inventor except some matter that went through 
the Court of Claims in which the gentleman from New York 
took an interest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Winirams]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to ask a question: Does this 
bill provide that the Court of Claims shall give a judgment or 
simply a finding of facts, leaving a subsequent. appropriation 
by Congress necessary ? 

Mr. HINSHAW. The bill does not provide anything on that 
subject. It provides that the owner may recover reasonable 
compensation for the use by a suit in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That implies a judgment, does it not? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. From that I take it that the court would | 


merely make a finding, because a court can not order money 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States, the Constitution 
providing that all money paid out shall be by course of law. 
Mr. PERKINS. Does not the gentleman know that it is the 
practice when the Court of Claims has awarded any judgment 
against the United States, for Congress to appropriate for it 
as a matter of course, on judgments of the Court of Claims? 


do not know that to be a fact. There are hanging up now 
against the Government of the United States many claims 
where there is a favorable finding by the Court of Claims, and 


when the claims are Southern war claims. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Or French spoliation claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But I do not want to take up time on that 
question. I am in favor of this bill. I do say that a great 
government ought to be honest, just like anybody else. The 
Government ought not to take the fruit of a man’s intellectual 
labor away from him without giving him compensation for it. 
It is absolutely thievish and dishonest for the United States to 
use a man’s idea for the benefit of the United States Govern- 


ment and give him no sort of way for being compensated for | 


the benefit which he has conferred upon the Government and 
upon the people. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Speaker, being somewhat versed 
in foreign languages, let me give you a translation of this bill 
in plain English: “ We, the Government of the United States, 
through our agents, the heads of the different Departments, have 
not given to some firms holding numerous patents as much as 
they demanded. We are sorry for it. Werepent. We want to 
change our ways, and being afraid that we might again fall 
into temptation to do wrong, we authorize the courts to make 
us do what is right.” 


I am entirely against the provisions of this bill. I am not | 
in favor of putting more work upon the already overburdened | 


Court of Claims. This is not a bill that concerns the people of 
the United States. It is not for the general benefit of our 
people. Only a few people are concerned in it, and to judge from 
parties who called on me regarding this bill I have an idea that 
it is solely in the interest of one or two firms that through this 
bill are trying to get more than they are entitled to. If that is 
the case, if only one or two firms seek relief in this way, this 
should have been put on the Private Calendar and not on the 
House Calendar. It is class legislation pure and simple. 

A poor man can not go to the Court of Claims and pay the 
expense of a lawyer admitted to practice in that court. Those 
lawyers are expensive luxuries. But you may say that a poor 
man does not hold a patent, and you are right. Under ovr 
very defective patent laws no poor man can hold a patent for 
any length of time against the wishes of a man of wealth. 
While he may rejoice over the document that he receives from 
the Patent Office; while he may admire the gold seal; while 
he may dream of riches that are coming to him, of silk dresses 
for his wife and pie for his children, his dreams will cease 
when, only a few days later, letters reach him saying, “ You will 
be sued for infringement if you put your patent on the market,” 
and he will either drop it or accept a paltry sum for it. 

I do sincerely hope that the time may come when the fruits 
of genius will be reaped by the real inventor. What we need 
as much as a tariff revision is a revision of our patent laws. 

But to return to the bill. Let me say that our Departments 
are already doing their best to protect the owners of patents. 
I hold in my hand a contract which the Post-Office authorities 
enter into with those who furnish articles used in the Depart- 
ment. It says: 


That the articles herein agreed to be supplied shall not infringe any 
patent of which the said party of the second part is not the patentee 
or assignee, and which he is not lawfully entitled to sell or transfer 
for the purposes of this contract, end that the said party of the second 
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part will at all times well and truly save, keep, and bear harmless and 
fully indemnify the United States, and any and all of its officers and 
agents, from and for all damages and claims for damages, costs, and 
expenses, in law and equity, that may at any time arise or be set up 
on account of any infringement of the patent rights of any person or 
persons by the use by the Post-Office Department, or any of its officers 


or agents, of any of the articles agreed to be supplied under this con- 
tract. 


If there is any further protection provided let us give it to 
the Government of the United States. Look at our canceling 
machines. We are being robbed; we are paying exorbitant 
prices for the rent of those machines, and the Government 
should be protected instead of those who have gathered up a 
lot of patents so as to extort unreasonable profits. I sincerely 
hope that this bill will not pass. [Applause.] I now yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEn]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the provi- 
sions of this bill, if enacted into law, would work serious dam- 


| age to the Government. To-day the Census Office is using tab- 


ulating machines. I do not know who the patentee of these 
machines is, and I do not pretend to know, but they have al- 
ready endeavored to embarrass the Government by compelling it 
to discontinue the use of these machines. I have a recollection 


of numerous cases being called to the attention of the Commit- 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I am very sorry to say, Mr. Speaker, that I | 


tee on Appropriations by men who have said that they were 
the authors of certain patents that were being used by the Gov- 
ernment, and demanding from the Government fabulous fees as 


| due them because of the fact that the Government was using 
Congress subsequently does not make appropriations, or else | 
in the slowest possible sort of a way. That is especially true | 


what they claimed to be theirs: 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit me an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Granting all that is true, does not the 


| gentleman think for that reason there ought to be a court 
| where these people could enter and where the Government 


could be heard upon evidence, and if they were pretenders and 
trying to get something for nothing, that would appear? 

Mr. MADDEN. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that if we 
are to enact a law on the subject at all it ought to be enacted 
so that every person who is called upon to vote on the question 


| will understand just what is sought to be secured by the enact- 


ment of the law. My judgment is that under the language of 


| this bill the Government would be called upon to pay not only 


for the use of patents in the future, but for any use it may 


| have had in the past. 


Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MADDEN. If the Government is using a patent be- 
longing to anyone to-day, the continuance of the use of that 
patent from to-day on, assuming that the bill should become 


| a law, would compel the Government to begin to pay from 


to-day at least, and perhaps compel it to pay for any use it 
may have had of the patent in days gone by. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Why should not the Government pay? 

Mr. HINSHAW. It may be that it should, but this only pro 
vides that it should pay for use hereafter. 

Mr. MADDEN. It does not seem to me that the bill is suf- 
ficiently clear as to what the Government would be obligated 
to do, and until we have a bill that. does make it clear no legis- 
lation should be enacted on the subject. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I now yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to 
the House that this bill is a step in the right direction, but it 
is not worded right and does not go far enough. When the 
Government takes a man’s property the Government should piy 
for it, but there is no discrimination here at all in this bil. 
It says “ whenever an invention described in and covered by 2 
patent of the United States.” Now, the Government is clain- 
ing the right to use the smokeless-powder patents, powder 
patents taken out by an Army or a Navy officer in line of duty, 
and the Government issued a patent in the name of that ofti- 
cer. He claims to be, and would be, under the words of this 
bill, the “owner,” but the Government of the United States 
also “claims” to be the owner, but its patent reads otherwise. 

There are similar instances, and only last session, Mr. Chair- 
man, the distinguished chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee [Mr. TAWNEyY], or the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Smirn], after the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] and 
myself had discussed the smokeless-powder patent matter, 
thought so much of it as to refer the matter for full investig:- 
tion to the Commerce and Labor Department to investigate 
and report, and that has been done, I am told, but the Depar't- 
ment has not reported. Why no report to Congress? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The bill itself gives to the Government thc 
right to plead any such defense, and that cures such a case 15 


the gentleman suggests. 

















1908. 





Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But here is a man that claims 


to be the owner. The statute says the owner, and yet the Gov- 
ernment of the United States claims to be the “ owner,” and he 
has even gone so far as to take his patent and sell rights in it 
to foreign nations, and they to-day are making smokeless pow- 
der and may use it in wars against the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MADDEN. The Government of the United States paid 
this man for his time while he was claiming to make the 
patent. 

; Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly. He was doing the Gov- 
ernment’s work and the Government told him to do it, and yet 
he is claiming all the benefit, and under this statute he can go 
into court and sue the United States Government because on 
the face of the patent he is the “owner” and the Government 
of the United States is not. Now, the United States has some 
rights, and that is what I speak for. If this man is the owner, 
let us have that point adjudicated, but this says if on the face 
of the patent 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the point that the gentleman at- 
tempts to make is covered by the bill, the last proviso of which 


says: 





Provided, however, That in any such case the United States may avail 
itself of any and all defenses, general or special, which might be pleaded 
by a defendant in an action for infringement, as set forth in Title LX 
of the Revised Statutes, or otherwise. 

And the Supreme Court of the United States has held that 
it would be a defense to a suit that the party made the inven- 
tion out of the time or means of the party sued. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But there are no words here that 
expressly protect and literally give the Government of the United 
States that right, and that I want, and made sure. The lan- 
guage may do it, and yet here we are, innocently trying to be 
honest with everybody and with the Government, about to pass 


a law that I should say may, in all probability, mulct the Fed- | 


eral Government in millions of dollars. Give the right to 
sue, but do not limit the Government to pleas, as in cases of 
“infringement,” which this bill does. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. 
from New York [Mr. Gorproerr]. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 


distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wiritams] ex- 
pressed it, is thievish enough to appropriate to itself, without 
right, inventions that are valuable to the inventor. I have been 
a member of the Committee on Claims for many years in this 
House, a committee to which is referred claims against the 
Government. Yet in the course of about eight years I can 


only remember—and I think my memory serves me well—that | 
there were but two cases in which inventors presented to Con- | 


gress claims based on the allegation that our Government un- 
justly appropriated to itself the use of the invention, and one 
of those two cases—— 

Mr. McGAVIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. For a question; yes, sir. 

Mr. McGAVIN. 


if it is not a fact that the Krag-Jirgensen people have a claim 
before that committee and have been presenting that claim for 
iifteen years, and the Government has mulcted them out of 


something like $300,000, and all they wanted was an oppor- | 
tunity to go into the Court of Claims, and they have been re- 


fused that right? 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, that claim is probably one 
the two to which I was about to refer. 
power to pass on these questions. 


of 


Its committees can either 


recommend a direct appropriation or send the claim to the | 
The employees | 


Court of Claims for findings or adjudication. 
of the Government have been knocking at our door year in 
and year out, endeavoring to secure the passage of a bill that 


Yet no relief could be obtained. 


crippled for life—yet they can not get Congress to heed their 
ritorious claims or even get an opportunity to go to the 
irt of Claims. Before we oblige one or two inventors or 
©rsons succeeding to their interests, and whose claims are 
eedingly doubtful, I believe we ought to throw open the 
‘coors of the Court of Claims to a more deserving class of peo- 
ple the employees and workmen of the Government who, being 
injured in the public service without fault on their part, and 


I 
( 
] 
< 
( 
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I yield five minutes to the gentleman | 


Mr. Speaker, the bill carries with it the | 
implication that the Government is dishonest enough, or, as the | 





Having served during the last Congress with | 
the gentleman on the Committee on Claims, I want to ask him 


Congress has ample | 





| under any existing statute of an infringement suit 
would afford them relief in cases of accidents in which they | 
were injured through the fault or negligence of the Government. | 
: Numerous cases have arisen | 
in which some unfortunate employee has been injured—some | 
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through the neglect or perhaps recklessness of the Govern- 
mnent, come to us with meritorious cases for relief. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. May not the reason that they do 
not have any more claims of this character down there in 
that committee grow out of the fact that it is almost impossible 
to get the Government to pay a claim? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. No; if they had a just claim they would 
come here and present it. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, they have been knocking at the 
doors of the Committee on Claims, to my knowledge, for years, 
and have failed to receive that justice to which they are en- 
titled. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman is a very useful and 
efficient member of the Committeee on Claims, and belongs to 
the majority. Why does not the Committee on Claims act? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Because Members like the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. GoLproaie] would oppose those things. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Not at all. I never have opposed a just 
claim in the Committee on Claims. I have endeavored to pass 
on each case upon its merits and on that alone. I have fav- 
ored every good bill and opposed every bad one. I will be the 
first one to stand in favor of a claim if the evidence shows the 
claim to be just. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I may be misleading in making the state- 
ment that the gentleman opposed these claims. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I accept the gentleman’s apology. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I say they have been opposed, and opposed 
vigorously, so much so that these claims are pigeonholed in the 
committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
a short time ago. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I must decline to yield further. Mr, 
Speaker, the time allotted does not permit a careful examina- 
tion of the bill, such as should be given to it, nor can we know 
the motives that may underlie the measure. I do not wish to 
impugn the motive. I do not wish to question it, and have no 
desire to do that, but I do believe there is time enough between 
now and the next session of Congress to carefully consider the 
advisability of passing such a measure as this. This bill de- 
serves more careful thought than can be given it in the hurried 
way in which it necessarily must be considered now. We are 
almost in the closing hours of the session. Who will say that 
we are not venturing on a kind of legislation which if passed 
now, hastily and hurriedly, we will later on have cause to 
regret? I am opposed at this time to the passage of this bill, 
which, it seems to me, is pressed on our attention in favor of 
a favored few. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WasiBpurNn]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, the issues in this case have 
been a little obscured by some things that have been said. I 
do not profess to rival my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. KUster- 
MANN] in his knowledge of foreign tongues, but I have some 
acquaintance with the teachings of the Ten Commandments, 


I think we paid the Russell claim 


| and I want to say to him that this bill says to the United States, 
| “Thou shalt not steal.” 


[Applause. ] 

This bill provides for amending section 4919 of the Revised 
Statutes, in order that owners of patents may be provided with 
a remedy for the unauthorized appropriation of their property 
by the Government of the United States. 

When the Government grants letters patent for an invention 
it confers upon the patentee an exclusive property, which can 
not be appropriated or used by the Government itself without 
just compensation any more than land which has been patented 
to a private purchaser can without compensation be appropri- 
ated or used by the Government. 

If the United States should appropriate the patented inven- 
tion of another and declined to pay for its use, the injured party 
would have no remedy except by an appeal to Congress, because 
the United States Government can not be sued in its own courts 
without its consent, and the Court of Claims has no jurisdiction 
brought 
against the United States. The infringement of a patent is a 
tort, and the Court of Claims has no jurisdiction of claims for 
mere torts. Some element of contractual liability must lie at 
the foundation of every action. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How many cases does the gentleman 
know of that have arisen, say, within the past six years of the 
Government appropriating unto itself the use of the invention 
of another? 

Mr. WASHBURN. There have been several cases in the 
Court of Claims, as I caderstand 





6168 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How do they get there? 

Mr. WASHBURN (continuing). Arising under implied con- 
tracts, 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
of Claims? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Arising under an implied contract be- 
tween the Government and another. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Well, it was simply a breach of contract, 
or possibly the matter was presented upon the—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. Well, my friend, that is a slow way to 
get relief. How long did it take Ericsson to get his claim rec- 
ognized by Congress, the man who contributed more to the ad- 
vancement of the Navy of the United States than any other 
man who ever lived up to his time? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Can you cite another case beside Erics- 
son's? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Many, and recent. 
can not yield any longer. 

P Article 5 of the Amendments to the Constitution provides as 
ollows: 


How did the claims get into the Court 


Now, my friend, I 


Nor shall private property be taken for public use without just com- 
pensation. 


To secure to owners of patents the rights thus guaranteed 
by the Constitution, it is proposed to amend section 4919 of the 
Revised Statutes by adding the following: 

And whenever an invention described in and covered by a patent of 
the United States shall hereafter be used by the United States, without 
license of the owner thereof. such owner may recover reasonable com- 
pensation for such use by suit in the Court of Claims: Provided, how- 
ever, That in any such suit the United States may avail itself of any 
and all defenses, general or special, which might be pleaded by a de- 
fendant in an action for infringement, as set forth in title 60 of the 
Revised Statutes, or otherwise. 

The patent laws of nearly all the foreign countries contain 
provisions for the purchase of patents by such government for 
state purposes. The character of these provisions is exemplified 
in the patent laws of Great Britain, Ireland, and the Isle of 
Man, as follows: 

29. A patent shall have to all intents the like effect as against His 
Majesty the King as it has against a subject: Provided, That any 
government department, by themselves, their agents, contractors, or 
others, at any time after the application, use the invention for the 
services of the Crown on such terms as may, either before or after the 
use thereof, be agreed on, with the approval of the treasury, between 
the department and the patentee, or, in default of agreement, as may 
be settled by the treasury after hearing all parties interested. 


Substantially the same provision appears in the patent laws 
of New Zealand, Queensland, Tasmania, Victoria, and Western 
Australia. Several of the countries provide for a compensation 
to be fixed by agreement, and in default of reaching an agree- 
ment, by the courts. The countries in the laws of which this 
provision exists are as follows: Austria, Germany, and Sweden. 

The laws of Canada provide that— 

The government of Canada may at any time use any patented inven- 
tion, paying to the patentee such sum as the commissioner reports to 
be a reasonable compensation for the use thereof. 

The laws of Ceylon provide that the compensation shall be 
reached by agreement with the inventor, approved by the gov- 
ernor in executive council. The laws of Denmark provide for a 
compensation fixed by mutual agreement, and in default thereof, 
by the estimate of a commission of four experts—two ap- 
pointed by the minister of the interior and two by the holder of 
the patent—together with an umpire unanimously chosen by the 
four experts, or, in default, by the court at the domicile of the 
patentee. The laws of Finland have the compensation fixed by 
the Emperor or grand duke. The laws of Japan provide that the 
indemnity shall be fixed by the minister of state for agriculture 
and commerce. The laws of Norway provide that the compen- 
sation shall be fixed by agreement, or, in default thereof, the 
indemnity shall be determined by arbitration. The laws of 
Switzerland provide that the indemnity shall be fixed by the 
federal tribunal. 

In view of these provisions of statute of the various countries 
providing for the use of any invention for state purposes it 
does not appear that an unauthorized appropriation by the goyv- 
ernment of any of these countries is possible. 

In this country the power of the United States to secure to 
inventors exclusive privileges is derived from the eighth section 
of the first article of the Constitution: 

Congress shall have the power to promote the progress of seience 
and of the useful arts by securing for limited terms to authors and 
inventors the exclusive right to their respective writings and dis- 
coveries. 

If it should be argued that because this right is conferred by 
the Government a limitation might equitably be placed upon the 
grant that the Government should have the free use of any 
patented invention, it might properly be said in reply that if all 
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pecuniary reward is withheld from inventors who patent de- 
vices which the Government finds useful, the incentive is largely 
removed for making such inventions; and that the Government 
would be the loser in the event that this policy were followed 
is apparent when it is realized how large the number is of i1- 
ventions of use primarily to the Government, some of which are: 

1. Ordnance, comprising forty-seven subclasses and including heavy 
guns, rapid-fire guns, machine guns, sights, submarine guns, and loadin - 
and firing devices. 

2. Ammunition and explosives, including cartridges, primers, pro- 
jectiles, shells, torpedoes, submarine mines, and line-carrying proje-. 
= Buoys and life-saving apparatus. 

4. Ships, including war-ship construction, rams, turrets, armor plat- 
ing, submarine boats, torpedo boats, torpedoes, torpedo launching, tor- 
pedo guards, and gun ports. 

5. Military implements, including swords, intrenching implements, 
and bayonets. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts referred to the Ten Commandments, especially to 
that part which says, “ Thou shalt not steal.” Now, indirectly, 
he says that to Congress, but directly he is saying it to the 
heads of our Departments. Now, I for one have implicit con- 
fidence in the heads of our Departments and I believe that they 
all are straight, honorable, conscientious men who wish to be 
fair with everyone they are dealing with. Now, why not leave 
these matters for them to settle? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Here is what an executive officer of the 
United States did say to one of these people: 

An executive officer, without hazarding the interest of the United 
States by agreeing to pay more than he has a right to, can not use this. 
The executive officer can not be brought into the court. You can not 
sue or restrain him. The remedy for you is to appeal to Congress; 
now, go there. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. An executive officer should certainly 
not pay more than he considers fair and right. 

Mr. WASHBURN. He simply told him he had no remedy 
except to come to Congress. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Well, having come to Congress, I hope 
that he will receive the right answer, a refusal to pass the Dill 
drawn up in his interest. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I yield the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeLL], who introduced tle 
bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this seems to me to be a very 
plain proposition. Under the Constitution to Congress is dele- 
gated the power to pass laws to protect a patentee in the ex- 
clusive use of his patent. We have a Patent Office, and tlie 
United States Government issues patents, and it insures to 
every patentee the exclusive right to use his invention. The 
Supreme Court of the United States says that a patent is prop- 
erty. The Supreme Court of the United States says also that 
it is within the constitutional provision that protects property 
from appropriation without compensation, and yet in the ver) 
same sentence it says that the patentee can not protect lis 
property, becatse there exists no court into which he can 
go. The Court of Claims has no jurisdiction except as to miat- 
ters that rise in contract. The infringement of a patent is a 
tort, and therefore of all the citizens of the United States, tlic 
one only citizen who has no protection to his property under 
the law is the owner of a patent. 

Nobody denies the right of the United States Government {o 
appropriate a patent that may be useful to it for government: | 
purposes in time of peace or in time of war, but every honest 
man ought to deny the right of the Government, after the :)- 
propriation of that patent, to deny to the owner the fair cou- 
pensation to which he is entitled. Every civilized governmet 
on the face of the earth, with the exception of Russia and tlic 
United States, has provided a tribunal where a patentee and lis 
government may settle the question as to their respective riglh's 
one against the other—the right of the patentee as against tlic 
government—for the appropriation of his patent. This is : 
measure that is in the interest of justice—justice to the ou’. 
citizen, I say, who, without the passage of this measure, has 


relief except in the generosity of the Government. 


Mr. MADDEN. Why does not the bill except the men w!)” 
are in the service of the Government from the right to clail 
against the Government? 

Mr. DALZELL. It does, 

Mr. MADDEN. It does not. 

Mr. DALZELL, I say it does, 

Mr. MADDEN. It does not. 

Mr. DALZELL, ‘The last proviso points out—— 

Mr. MADDEN, It simply gives the Government the right to 
contest the right of another person, 








Mr. DALZELL. The Supreme Court has said that which 
under this bill would respond to the claims made by the gen- 
tleman. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s time has expired. All time 
has expired. 

The question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


RECESS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I move that the 
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House take a recess until 11.30 a. m. to-morrow. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 141, nays 94, 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 


answering “ present” 6, not voting 146, as follows: 


YEAS—141. 
Alexander, N. ¥. Denby Huff Overstreet 
Allen Douglas Hull, Iowa Parker, N. J, 
Ames Draper Humphrey, Wash. Parsons 
Bannon Driscoll James, Addison D. Payne 
Barchfeld Dwight Jenkins Perkins 
Barclay Ellis, Oreg. Jones, Wash, Vollard 
Bartholdt Englebright Kahn Pray 
feale, Pa. Esch Keifer Rauch 
Bennet, N. ¥. Focht Kennedy, Iowa Reynolds 
Bonynge Foss Kennedy, Ohio Rodenberg 
Bradley Foster, Vt. Kinkai Scott 
Brownlow Foulkrod Knopf Slem 
Brumm Fowler Kiistermann Smith, Cal. 
Burleigh French Lafean Smith, lowa 
Burton, Del. Fuller Landis Smith, Mich. 
Calderhead Gardner, N. J. Langley Southwick 
Caidwell Goebel Laning Sperry 
Capron Graff Lawrence Stafford 
Cary Graham Lindbergh Sterling 
Caulfield Greene Longworth Sturgiss 
Chaney Hale Loudenslager Taylor, Ohio 
Chapman Hall McGavin Tirrell 
Cocks, N. ¥. Hamilton, Iowa McKinley, Ill. Townsend 
Cole Hammond McKinney Volstead 
Conner Haskins Madden Waido 
Cook, Pa. Haugen Madison Wanger 
Cooper, Pa. Hawley Mann Washburn 
Cooper, Wis, Hayes Miller Watson 
Crumpacker Henry, Conn. Moon, Pa. Weeks 
Currier ~ Higgins Morse Wheeler 
Cushman Hinshaw Mouser Wilson, Ill, 
Dalzell Holliday Murdock Wood 
Darragh Howell, N. J. Needham Woodyard 
Davidson Howland Norris 
Davis, Minn, Hubbard, Iowa a 
Dawson Hubbard, W. Va. Olcott 
NAYS—94. 
Adair Ellerbe Hill, Miss. Rothermel 
Adamson Ferris Houston Rucker 
Aiken Finley Hughes, N. J. Russell, Mo, 
Alexander, Mo. Fitzgerald Hull, Tenn. Kussell, Tex. 
Ansberry Floyd James, Ollie M, Ryan 
Ashbrook __ Fornes Johnson, Ky. Sabath 
Bartlett, Nev. Foster, Ill. Johnson, 8. C, Shackleford 
Beall, Tex. Gaines, Tenn. Keliher Sheppard 
Bell, Ga. Garner Kimball Sherley 
Booher Garrett Kitchin, Claude Sherwood 
Powers Gillespie McHenry Sims 
Burgess Godwin McLain Slayden 
Burleson Goldfogle Macon Smith, Mo. 
Candler Goulden Moon, Tenn, Stanley 
Carter Granger Moore, Tex. Stephens, Tex. 
Clark, Mo. Gregg O'Connell Sulzer 
Clayton Griggs Padgett Thomas, N. C. 
Cooper, Tex, Hackney age Tou Velle 
Cox, Ind. Hamlin, Patterson Underwood 
Craig Harrison Pou Wallace 
Davenport Hay Randell, Tex. Watkins 
De Armond Heflin Ransdell, La. Williams 
Denver Helm Rhinock 
Dixon Henry, Tex. Robinson 
‘ ANSWERING “ PRESENT ”—6. 
ill, Conn, Raine mall 
McMorran Sherman ? ore 
NOT VOTING—146. 
2 : heson Byrd Fairchild Hamilton, Mich. 
aucrus Calder Fassett Harding 
Anthony Campbell Favrot Hardwick 
Bartlett, Ga. Carlin Flood Hardy 
Hates Clark, Fla. Fordney Hepburn 
I pe Z Cockran Foster, Ind. Hitchcock 
Binshag Ky. Cook, Colo, Fulton Hobson 
Bee Coudrey Gaines, W. Va. Howard 
Sehr Cousins Gardner, Mass. Howell, Utah 
a Cravens Gardner, Mich. Hughes, W. Va. 
Ben Crawford Gilhams Humphreys, Miss. 
Beene, Davey, La. Gill Jackson 
Beownead Dawes Gillett Jones, Va. 
Beoemare Diekema Glass Kipp 
Bendidge Dunwell Gordon Kitchin, Wm. W. 
ee Durey Gronna Knapp 
a a Edwards, Ga. Hackett Knowland 
Butl on, Ohio Edwards, Ky. Haggott Lamar, Fla. 
uller Ellis, Mo, Hamill Lamar, Mo, 





Lamb McCall Parker, S. Dak. Steenerson 
Lassiter McCreary Pearre Stevens, Minn. 
Law McDermott Peters Sulloway 
Leake McGuire Porter Talbott 

Lee McKinlay, Cal. Powers Taylor, Ala. 
Legare McLachian, Cal. Pratt Thistlewood 
Lenahan McLaughlin, Mich. Prince ‘Thomas, Uhio 
Lever MeMillan Pujo Vreeland 
Lewis Malb Reeder Webb 

Lilley Marshall Reid Weems 
Lindsay Maynard Richardson Weisse 
Littlefield Mondell Riordan Wiley 
Livingston Moore, Pa. Roberts Willett 

Lloyd Mudd Saunders Wilson, Pa. 
Lorimer Murphy Smith, Tex. Wolf 

Loud Nelson Snapp Young 
Lovering Nicholls Sparkman 

Lowden Olmsted Spight 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this session : 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Pvgo. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BrRuNnpDIDGE. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. TALportT. 

For this vote: 

Mr. McMILLAN with Mr. Krpp. 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. McGuire with Mr. Harpy. 

Mr. Loverine with Mr. Grrr. 

Mr. Hirt of Connecticut with Mr. Grass. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. FAvror, 

Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. Fassetr with \*. BuRNETT, 

Mr. Durery with Mr. BropHEap, 

Mr. Bepe with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. LowpDEN with Mr. Lioyp, 

Mr. Snapp with Mr. SPIenrt. 

Mr. Farrcnitp with Mr. RIcHARDSON. 

Mr. McLAvuGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. Futon. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. LASSITER, 

Mr. MAtsy with Mr. LE&GARE. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the House 
was declared in recess until 11.30 a. m. to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. McGUIRE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21811) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell certain lands be- 
longing to the Cheyenne School Reserve and the Cheyenne and 
Arapahoe Agency Reserve, in Oklahoma, and to give settlers on 
adjacent lands preference rights to purchase said lands, and for 
other purposes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1640), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred House bill 20435, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R. 21848) to aid in building a memorial to Abraham Lin- 
coln on the site of the Lincoln birthplace, in Kentucky, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1641), which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred House bill 11128, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 414) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of Eli Pettijohn, accompanied by a report (No. 1642), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5573) for the relief of the Nebraska 
Mutual Life Insurance Company, of Stromsburg, Nebr., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1643), which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar, 


ane 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 38 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 21840) for an examination 
and survey of the port of Pittsburg—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 21841) making an appropria- 
tion for extending the breakwater at the harbor at Marquette, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 21842) for the erection 
of a suitable memorial to the mother of Washington—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

$y Mr. SMITH of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 218438) providing 
for the erection of a public building at De Soto, Mo.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 21844) 
granting to certain employees of the United States the right to 
receive from it compensation for injuries sustained in the 
course of their employment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 21845) to increase the 
appropriation for a public building at Florence, Ala.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HINSHAW (by request): A bill (H. R. 21846) pro- 
viding for the lowering of the grade of Rhode Island avenue 
NE.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 21847) to prevent falsifica- 
tions in the collection and compilation of agricultural statistics 
and the unauthorized issuance and publication of the same— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on the Library: A 
bill (H. R. 21848) to aid in building a memorial to Abraham 
Lincoln on the site of the Lincoln birthplace, in Kentucky—to 
the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. SMITH of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21849) to extend 
the provisions of the pension acts of June 27, 1890, and of Feb- 
ruary 6, 1907, to all State militia and other organizations that 
were organized for the defense of the Union and cooperated 
with the military or naval forces of the United States in 
suppressing the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULTON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 182) for the 
relief of storm sufferers in* Oklahoma—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

By Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Claims: Resolution 
(H. Res. 414) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
11128—to the Private Calendar. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 21850) granting an increase | 


of pension to William G. Birch 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 21851) to extend patent 
No. 4605338, issued September 29, 1891—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 21852) to authorize 
the President to appoint James H. Gillis commodore of the 
United States Navy, retired, a rear-admiral in the United States 
Navy, and place him on the retired list as such rear-admiral—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 21853) granting an in- 


to the Committee on Invalid 


crease of pension to Hiram Rice—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 21854) authorizing the city of 
Marlow, Okla., to purchase an isolated tract of land, the same 
being a remnant of the Kiowa-Comanche, and Apache Reserva- 
tion, for school and park purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 21855) granting a pension to 
G. P. Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 21856) granting a pension to 
William O. Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21857) granting 
arrears of pension to Eliza C. Jones—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 21858) 
for the relief of heirs or estate of Mrs. Grace Ann Mitchell, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21859) for the 
relief of Samuel J. Bumstead—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 
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By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 21860) for the relief of heirs 
or estate of Patrick J. Finley, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21861) for 
the relief of Parsey O. Burrough—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21862) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram M. Stacy—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 21863) to restore to the active 
list of the United States Army the name of Jean Sullivan 
Oakes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H, R. 21864) granting an increase of 
pension to John C, Lang—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 21865) granting a pen- 
sion to Missouri L. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21866) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Henry Sylvester—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 21867) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph R. Howe—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 21868) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Urias Bolyard, now deceased—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A Dill (H. R. 21869) granting a pen- 
sion to Walter McLaughlin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 21870) placing 
James Henry Gillis, commodore, United States Navy, on the re- 
tired list with an advanced rank—to the Committee on Nava! 
Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

3y the SPEAKER: Petition of general conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, favoring a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William G, Birch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Castle, Pa:, for exemption of 
labor unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, 
for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ 
liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Association of Retail Hardware Dealers, 
against parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Edith McAlpine, of Portland, 
favoring H. R. 18445, for methods of treatment of tuberculo- 
sis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of A. M. Butler and 16 other citizens of Maine, 
for a national highways commission and appropriation giving 
Federal aid to construction and maintenance of public high- 
ways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Union No. 162, United 
Brewery Workmen, of Newark, Ohio, for legislation and modi- 
fication of the Sherman antitrust law, for employers’ liability 
law, for limitation on injunction, and for the extension of the 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRADLEY : Petition of citizens of Middletown, N. Y., 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, 
employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petitions of Simonds Manufacturing Com- 
pany, Pittsburg Steel Construction Company, and other manu- 
facturing companies, against passage of anti-injunction bi!!— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Pittsburg and other cities of P 
sylvania, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and [or 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to tle 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Charles W. Martin and othe: 
favoring remedial legislation excluding labor unions from prc- 
visions of the Sherman antitrust law—to the Committee on tue 
Judiciary. 

Also, pet’ ion of John Croke and others, favoring bills affect 
ing labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre ! 
employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the © 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Wilmer Atkinson, of Philadelphia, Pa., fa 
ing a postal savings bank—to the Committee on the Post-U 
and Post-Roads. La 

Also, petitions of Hugh Getty, John Hankin & Bros., Pau! E. 
Vernon & Co., and Jackson’s Mantel and Grate Works, for ¢%- 
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emption of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman 
antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for 
the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAULFIELD: Petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union and 
Local No. 1, Inside Wiremen, of St. Louis, for amendment pro- 
posed by American Federation of Labor conference to the Sher- 
man antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, the employers’ lia- 
bility bill, and the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


By Mr. CHAPMAN: Petition of citizens of Harrisburg, for | 


exemption of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman 
antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the 
employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petitions of citizens of Howell, Mich.; 
Brooklyn, N. ¥.; Altoona, Pa.; Peoria, Ill.; Albion, Mich., and 
Yarmouth, Me., favoring concurrent resolution No. 28, expressing 
sympathy for the Russian people—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of Mrs. W. J. Shumway and 
several hundred other residents of Wisconsin, in favor of H. R. 


18445, to investigate and develop methods of treatment for tu- | 


berculosis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By 
No. 146, Grand Army of the Republic, of Henderson, Minn., 
protesting against discontinuance of pension agencies—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Loras Council, No. 532, Knights 
of Columbus, of Davenport, Iowa, for Harrison bill for making 
October 12 a holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George W. Olney and other citizens, of Clin- 
ton, Iowa, for legislation to modify the Sherman antitrust law, 


junctions, and to extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of National Irrigation Associa- | 


tion, against the so-called ‘‘320-acre dry-land farming bill” 
(S. 6155)—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, joint resolution of New York State senate and assembly, 
1907, relating to contingent expenses of the war of 1812—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUREY: Petition of citizens of Palmer, N. Y., for 
amendment proposed by the American Federation of Labor con- 
ference to the Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, 
the employers’ liability bill, and the national eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of Multnomah Typo- 
graphical Union, of Portland, Oreg., for the amendment to the 
Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill”. (H. 
20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ liability 
bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Local Union No. 337, of Portland, Oreg., for | 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, | 


employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Petition of citizens of Rush Springs, Grady 
County, Okla., praying for certain amendments to the Constitu- 
tion (H. J. Res. 177)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Rich- 
ard A. Hutson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of Boise, Idaho, for 
amendment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), for 
the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined gen- 
eral employers’ liability law, and for an eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of National Irrigation Association, 
favoring the 320-acre dry-land farming bill (S. 6155)—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

_Also, petition of Chicago Credit Men’s Association, for H. R. 
15266—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

_Also, petition of James McCarty, of Sandy Hill, N. Y., for the 
Fuller bill (H. R. 19250), for a volunteer officers’ retired list— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A SO, petition of J. E. Palmer, of Rockford, Ill., favoring 8S. 
44 “, improvement of the Dental Corps in the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., for legislation 
to modify the Sherman antitrust law, to establish employers’ 
liabilit y, to regulate the issuance of injunctions, and to extend 
the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Paper to accompany bill for 


a of heirs of Sebastian Tujayne—to the Committee on War 
a Ls. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of Hancock Post, | 


R. | 





| regulating injunctions, employers’ 








RECORD—HOUSE. 6171 


By Mr. GARNER: Petitions of Fronteriza Union, No. 504, of 
Laredo, and citizens of San Antonio, Tex., for the exemption 
of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust 
law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the em- 
ployers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Highways Laborers’ Protec- 
tive Union No. 12324, American Federation of Labor, of 
Eighteenth Congressional District of New York, favoring bills 
affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, the 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Lenox Iron Works, Employers’ Architectural 
Iron Workers, Joseph Dillon & Son, Union Equipment and 
Bronze Company, R. H. Carey, William J. Olvany, Edwin Out- 
water, Building Trades Employers’ Association, and De La 
Vergne Machine Company, all of New York City, against any 
anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George A. Reynolds and others, favoring S. R. 
20, relative to carrying Government supplies in American bot- 
toms—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Phelps Squadron No. 12, of San Francisco, 
favoring H. R. 220, preventing desecration of the American 
flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petitions of Local No. 120, United Brother- 
hood of Leather Workers, and U. M. B. A., of Peoria, Ill., for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), and for 
Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of citizens of Pittsburg and other 
cities of Pennsylvania, for exemption of labor unions from the 
operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill 
regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for 


aes 


| the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
to establish employers’ liability, to regulate the issuance of in- | 


Also, petitions of Manufacturers’ Association of Pittsburg, 
Simons Manufacturing Company, and Nelson-Snyder Manu- 
facturing Company, against passage of Sterling or Payne anti- 
injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George W. Eberhardt, favoring S. 6367 and 
H. R. 20311—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of I. Ollendorff Company, favoring financial 
legislation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Union, 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill 
liability bill, and national 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, favor- 
ing S. 4831, bill for relief of Pembroker B. Banton—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Pembroker B. 
Banton (S. 4831)—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of citizens of Waco and 
McLennan counties, for the amendment to the Sherman anti- 
trust law known as the “ Wilson bill” (H. R. 20584), for the 
Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ liability bill, and the 
eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Dr. Julia EB. Foster, of Butler, Pa., 
on behalf of Woman’s Club of Butler, favoring conservation of 
natural resources—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of heirs of Mrs. Grace Ann Mitchell—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of American 
League of Independent Workmen, of Spokane, favoring legisla- 
tion to conserve natural resources of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Seattle, Elmer, and other cities 
and towns of Washington, favoring bills affecting labor, amend- 
ment to Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre bill, employers’ lia- 
bility bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Washington, for H. R. 40, 
hibition in the District of Columbia 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Washington, favoring the Bates 
resolution of sympathy for the Prussian Poles—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Washington, against religious 
legislation for the District of Columbia (H. R. 4897)—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of citizens of Bayfield County, 
Wis., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law and for Pearre 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


pro- 
—to the Committee on the 
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ty Mr. KAHN: Petition of Leather Workers’ Union No. 57, 
of San Francisco, Cal., for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 
and H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law, and bill 
limiting a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done by the 
Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petitions of Mrs. A. C. McDowell and 
87 other citizens of Plain City; I. Irvine Innes and 22 other 
citizens of Salem, Ohio, and Mrs. J. EB. Johnson and 21 other 
citizens of New Carlisle, Ohio, for relief of certain Russian 
subjects, as per concurrent resolution 28—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KIMBALL: Papers to accompany H. R. 7101, for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Ellenor Gibson Whitney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petitions of Charles R. Iise, Albert 
Sabin, and Anton Stantly, of Brainerd, Minn., and Peter Dewar, 
of Staples, Minn., for exemption of labor unions from the opera- 
tion of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating 
injunctions, for the eraployers’ liability act, and for the eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of E. E. Hoffmann and others, 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, 
employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Stephen EB. A. Weinberg, president of Ethan 
Allen Historical Society, favoring ratification of an interna- 
tional arbitration treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Daniel J. Ryan and the Hayden Company, 
against anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Henry Deastel and others, for the exemption 
of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust 
law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the em- 
ployers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. J. McConnerty, for amendment to Sher- 
man antitrust law (H. R. 20584), and for Pearre bill (H. R. 
94), employers’ lability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, 


favoring S. 5117 and H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop | 


methods of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts and 
elsewhere, favoring H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop 
methods of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petitions of citizens of Milton, Mass. 
and Massachusetts State Federation of Women's Clubs of Bos- 
ton, favoring H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop methods of 
treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: Petition of Sorosis Club, of 
Galesburg, Ill., favoring H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop 
methods of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Tri-City Printing Pressmen 
and Assistants’ Union No. 98, of Moline, favoring the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petitions of 29 citizens of Delton; 23 
citizens of Merrimack; Oliver S. Rendell, of Baraboo; commit- 
tee of Mount Hope Woman’s Christian Temperance Union; 20 
members of Mineral Point Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union; Ff. G. Snyder, of Reedsburg; 20 citizens of Sauk County ; 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Reedsburg; Emery 
Lodge, No. 311, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Min- 
eral Point; and Methodist Episcopal Church Woman’s Home 
Missionary Society of Platteville, all of the State of Wisconsin, 
favoring prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Iowa and Grant counties, Wis., 
against prohibition in the District of Columbia; T. J. Brown, of 
Rocktown, and citizens of Elroy and Baraboo, Wis., against Sun- 
day legislation in the District of Columbia ; and letter of pastor 
of Methodist Episcopal Church of Platteville, Wis., for H. R. 4776 
and the McCumber-Tirrell bill and against the repeal of the anti- 
canteen law—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of C. N. Rebetty, Reedsburg, Wis., for H. R. 
20472—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Women’s Club of Platteville, Wis., for S. 
5117 and H. R. 18445—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petitions of 28 citizens of Highland, Wis., and 50 citi- 
zens of Longville, Wis., for H. R. 18537—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Westby, Hillside, Spring Green, 
Soldiers’ Home, and North Freedom, Wis., for law in aid of 
Lincoln Farm Association—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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Also, petition of Local No. 441, American Federation of Mn- 
Sicians, of Cuba City, Wis., against competition of military 
bands with civilian bands—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of dealers in musical instruments at Wonewoc, 
Dodgeville, and Spring Green, Wis., relating to copyright law— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens and labor organiza- 
tions of California, for amendment proposed by American Fed- 
eration of Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law and 
for the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the nationa! 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stockton and Lodi, Cal., for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law and for Pearre bill, em- 
ployers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
8S. E. Mason—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Weedsport, N. Y., in 
favor of concurrent resolution 28, relative to Russian atroci- 
ties—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of citizens of Saugus, Mass., for 
S. 5117 and H. R. 18445, relative to methods of treatment of 
tuberculosis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


| merce. 


By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: Petition of workers and sym- 
pathizers of the Carpenters of America, for amendment to 
Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability 
bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petitions of president of Press Feeders’ 
Union; Insulators and Asbestos Workers’ Union No, 4; H. bE. 
Porter and others; paper hangers; marine firemen; water 
tenders and oilers; Meat Cutters’ Union; Metal Polishers’ 
Union No. 17; boiler makers; and Grain Shovelers’ Union, 
Local No. 109, all of Buffalo, N. Y., for legislation and modifica- 
tion of the Sherman antitrust law, for employers’ liability law, 
for limitation on injunction, and for the extension of the eighit- 
hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of residents of Utica, N. Y., 
for exemption of labor unions from the operations of the Sher- 
man antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, 
for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—io 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of citizens of Nashville, Tenn., for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, ew- 
ployers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee 


| on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of Federation of Labor 
at Wichita Falls, Tex., for the enactment of the bill (Hi. I. 
20584) amending the Sherman antitrust law; H. R. 94, to defi 
the injunction power and restrain its abuse; for the enactment 
of an employers’ liability law, and fer the extension of tie 
provisions of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of Master Painters and [e- 
orators, favoring the Marshall bill (H. R. 20472)—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition for legislation to investicite 
and develop methods of treatment of tuberculosis (Ii. Ul. 
18445)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comn» 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Urias Bolyard— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of citizens of New York City, '' 
legislation for development of method of treatment of tuber 
losis (S. 5117 and H. R. 18445)—to the Committee on Iniers 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of John J. Parks, for the passage of the W 
bill (H. R. 20584), Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ lia! 
bill, and labor’s eight-hour bill—to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Daniel J. Ryan and the Hayden Com) \)y, 
for enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a genera! 
employers’ liability law, and bill limiting a day’s labor to «+! 
hours—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Grace EL. Lawrence and ot )iers, 
favoring H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop methods ©! 
treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on Interstate 20! 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of Harry Hale and How: rd 
Stauffer, of Rogersford, Pa., for the enactment of the bills ! i. 
94 and H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law, and !)" 
limiting a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done for the 
Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief ° 
Walter McLaughlin, otherwise called Walter 8. Hall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 13, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. Urysses G. B. Prerce, of the city of Wash- | 
~The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
assumed the chair. 
rhe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
FREEDMEN’S - HOSPITAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 

letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an es- 
of reappropriation of the unexpended balance of the ap- 
tion for furnishing new building, Freedmen’s Hospital, 
by the sundry civil act of March 4, 1907, the same to re- 

in available until expended, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF PETROLEUM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for expenses of making petroleum tests 
and of meeting of the international commission for standardiz- 
ing of methods of testing petroleum, etc., $10,000, which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
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LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submitting 
estimates of appropriations for additional light-houses and other 
public works in the Light-House Establishment, $940,325, which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com- 
munications from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the following causes: 

In the cause of William W. Dewhurst, as administrator, with 
the will annexed, of George Dewhurst, deceased, v. United 
States; and 

In the cause of Herbert R. Green, administrator de bonis 
non of Nathaniel Green, deceased, v. United States. 

Che foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 20471) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for 
other purposes, 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S, 4812) to regulate the employment of 
child labor in the District of Columbia, agrees to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Oxcorr, Mr. Taytor of 
Uhio, and Mr. Jonnson of Kentucky, managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the | 
(CH. R. 20784) an act to} 


House had signed the enrolled bill 
authorize addtional aids to navigation in the Light-House Es- 
tablishment, and for other purposes, and it was thereupon 
Signed by the Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of Local Union No. 5, In- 


oa onal Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and 
a Mill Workers, of Wadley, N. Y., remonstrating against 


vial repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, and the mate- 


th ‘S used in the manufacture thereof, which was referred to 

4e Committee on Finance, 

a ‘also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Albion, 

— klyn, Poughkeepsie, Salamanca, Utica, and Yonkers, all in 
Stute of New York, praying for the adoption of certain 
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amendments to the so-called ‘“‘Sherman antitrust law” relat- 
ing to labor organizations, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
the United States praying for the enactment of legislation to 





} prohibit any President, Cabinet officer, or assistant Cabinet of- 


ficer to be nominated by any political party as a candidate for 
the Presidency unless he shall have resigned his office at least 
six months before such nomination is made, which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the East Washing- 
ton and West Washington citizens’ associations, of the District 
of Columbia, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
changing the names of Georgia avenue SE. and Brightwood 
avenue NW., in the District of Columbia, which was referred 
to the Comntittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the East Washington Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the elimination of grade cross- 
ings in the District of Columbia, including the tracks to the 
navy-yard, which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of Local Union No, 27, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and 
Paper Mill Workers, of Millinocket, Me., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, and the mate- 
rials used in the manufacture thereof, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Branch No. Quarry Work- 
ers’ International Union, of Hallowell, Me., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman anti- 
trust law” relating to labor organizations, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Athene Club, of Bangor, 
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation for the conserva- 
tion of the natural resources of the country, which was referred 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Ogden, Utah, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “‘ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Breese, Urbana, Kewanee, Beardstown, Peoria, Freeport, 
and Ottawa, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust 
law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN presented petitions of the Ladies’ Aid Society 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Valentine; of the Equal 
Suffrage Club of Rushville, and of Woman’s Relief Corps, No. 
205, of Rushville, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit the 
disfranchisement of citizens of the United States on account of 
sex, which were referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 


"7 


29 


mw, 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Omaha and South Omaha, in the State of 


Nebraska, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “‘ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organ- 
izations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Magnolia, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens and 
labor organizations of Chicago Heights, Cairo, Kewanee, O’Fal- 
lon, and Belleville, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 


adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 


antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. du PONT presented a petition of sundry citizens of 


Wilmington, Del., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORD presented a petition of the board of county com- 
missieners of Carter County, Okla., praying for the enactment 
of legislation permitting the present United States jail at 
Ardmore, in that State, to be used as a county jail for Carter 
County, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STOND presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Springfield, Hannibal, Kansas City, Sedalia, 
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St. Louis, St. Joseph, Joplin, Keota, Moberly, Poplar Bluff, 
Conuelsville, Clifton Hill, Novinger, Graniteville, Bevier, Cape 
Girardeau, Marceline, De Soto, Charleston, Sikeston, Flat River, 
all in the State of Missouri, praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” 
relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Franklin and Seattle, in the State of Wash- 
ington, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens and labor organizations of Seattle and Spokane, in the 
State of Washington, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating 
to labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Walla Walla, Wash., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit Sunday banking in post-offices 
in the handling of money orders and registered letters, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented petitions of sundry citizens and 
labor organizations of La Crosse, Superior, Racine, Waukesha, 
Madison, South Kaukauna, Marinette, and Milwaukee, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
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ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to | 
labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP (for Mr. KirrrepGe) presented a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of South Dakota, praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” re- 
lating to labor organizations, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CURTIS presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Weir and Leavenworth, in the State of Kan- 


sas, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the | 
so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- | 


tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
CHOCTAW INDIAN ROLLS. 

Mr. CURTIS. I present the memorial of Green McCurtain, 
principal chief of the Choctaw Nation, remonstrating against 
the reopening of the tribal rolls of that nation. I move that it 
be printed as a document and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21260) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, to 
report it with sundry amendments, and I submit a report (No. 
641) thereon. 

This is a bill of considerable detail and its importance, of 
course, is well known to the Senate. I need not call attention 
to this fact or to the situation as respects the bill. 
without calling attention to the details, I wish to say that I 


shall ask the Senate to-morrow morning, after the completion | 


of the routine business, to take up the bill, with the expectation 
that it can be passed with proper dispatch. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 
the Calendar. : 

Mr. FLINT. From the Committee on Pacific 
Porto Rico, I report back favorably without amendment the bill 
(UH. R. 11560) relating to unpaid Hawaiian Postal Savings 
Bank deposits, and I submit a report (No. 646) thereon. I ask 
for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. This in an important bill, and it ought to be 
printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go to the Cal- 
endar, under the objection of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. OWEN. From the Committee on Public Lands, I report 
back with an amendment the bill (S. 5164) to provide for the 
improvement of the Platt National Park, situated at Sulphur, 
Okla., and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred to the bill (S. 6246) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Inter‘or to set aside a certain tract of land for town site 
purposes, reported it with an amendment. 


Objection is made and the 


Therefore, | 


Islands and | 





| 
| 
| 


| act initiated a homestead o 


May 13, 
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Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 6641) to incorporate the Ameri- 
can National Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report (No. 647) 
thereon. 

Mr, PLATT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6544) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William H. Atkins (Report No. 644) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 5297) to complete the naval record of Joln 
Shaughnessy (Report No. 645). 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without ‘amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 1750) to reimburse Ella M. Collins, late postmaster 
at Goldfield, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance 
and supplies (Report No. 648); and 

A bill (S. 6682) to reimburse W. B. Graham, late postmaster 
at Ely, Ney., for money expended for clerical assistance (le- 
port No. 649). 

SCHOOL LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I report back from the Committee on 
Public Lands with an amendment the bill (S. 7091) to grant to 
the State of Mississippi certain lands for the use of the com- 
mon schools of that State, and I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 12, after the word 
“canceled,” to insert the words “the title to;” and at the end 
of line 12, after the word “shall,” to strike out the words “be 
thereby granted to” and insert “‘ thereupon vest in,” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the public lands of the United States in the 
State of Mississippi be, and are hereby, granted to the State of Mis- 


sissippi, the proceeds of the sale thereof to be used in the support of 
the common schools of said State. 

Sec. 2. That the grant made in section 1 of this act shall not inter- 

fere with the claim of any person who has before the possaas of this 

any of said public lands, but said home- 

stead claim shall proceed as if this act had not been passed. If said 

homestead shall for any cause be canceled the title to the land included 


| therein shall thereupon vest in said State of Mississippi. 


2 


Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HOWARD B, CARPENTER, 


Mr. FULTON. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3810) for the relief of Howard 
B. Carpenter, to report it favorably without amendment, ani | 
submit a report (No. 643) thereon. I call the attention of ile 
Senator,from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] to the bill. 

Mr, WARREN. I ask for the immediate consideration of tle 
bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consi: 
eration. It proposes to pay to Howard B. Carpenter $2,446./, 
the balance due him for survey of boundary line between tle 
States of Idaho and Montana, under contract dated February 
10, 1904. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen. or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

MILITARY POSTS. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the following resolution, submitted by MM’. 
Scorr April 13, 1908, reported it with amendments and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee to.Audit and Contro! tle 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to visit, ng 
the recess of the Senate, such military posts of the United States :s 
the committee’s judgment should be examined, in order to ascerts' 
existing conditions at such posts, the necessities for legislation, 40 
any other and further information bearing upon military posts 2 
seem important and of value in the consideration of future propos 
military legislation. And the committee is further authorized to sen’ 
for persons and papers, to subpena witnesses and administer oaths, 2" 
to 7 a stenographer to take notes or testimony and to do cleric’ 
duties, the expenses incurred to be paid out of the contingent fund ° 
the Senate, 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 
Mr. MARTIN. I am directed by the Committee on (ol 


merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6966) to extend the 
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time for the construction of a bridge and approaches thereto 

ross the Missouri River at or near South Omaha, Nebr., to 

rt it favorably with amendments, and I submit a report 
(No. 642) thereon. 

Mr. BURKETT. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
put upon its passage. 

rhe Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 

leration. 

rhe amendments were, in line 6, after the word “ Company,” 

strike out the words “a corporation duly organized under 
the laws of the State of Nebraska, its assigns, successors, gran- 
ees, mortgagees, representatives, successors in interest; ” in line 
ter the word “to,” to strike out the words “ own, operate, 

i maintain; ” in line 10, before the word “ Missouri,” to strike | 
out “the;” and after the word “ Nebraska,” in line 12, to strike 
ut all of the bill down to and including the word “same” on 

ne 1, page 2, so as to make the bill read: 

t enacted, etc., That section 7 of the act approved March 26, 
1902, as amended by an act approved June 30, 1 , authorizing the 
South Omaha Railroad and Bridge Company to build a bridge and 

proaches thereto across Missouri River at or near the city of South 
Omaha, Douglas County, Nebr., is hereby amended by extending the 
time for the construction of said bridge and approaches thereto to 
April 15, 1910. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
LOUISE STEWART V. UNITED STATES. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | 
referred the letter from the chief justice of the Court of 
Claims, transmitting a letter from the Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral requesting that the case of Louise Stewart, widow, v. The | 
United States, No. 10102, Congressional, be returned to the court 
for further proceedings, reported the following resolution, which 
was read: - 

Resolved, That, in compliance with a request of the chief en of 
the Court of Claims, the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
directed to return to the Court of Claims the following Congressional 
case, namely, of Louise Stewart, widow, v. The United States, No. 
10102, Congressional, and the said court is hereby authorized to pro- 
ceed in said case as if no return therein had been made to the Senate. 


Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator who reported the resolu- 
tion would explain what it means. I do not understand it. 

Mr. FULTON. It is a bill which was sent to the Court of 
Claims, I think, several sessions ago, and it went on the cal- | 
endar for dismissal. I understand that it had not been prose- 
cuted with the diligence required by the rules of the court, and 
it was placed on the calendar for dismissal by mistake. So 
the letter from the chief justice states. He simply sent in a | 
letter here requesting that the record be changed. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object to the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 








PUBLIC BUILDING AT JONESBORO, ARK. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask leave to call up the bill | 
(S. 5879) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection | 
thereon of a public building at Jonesboro, Ark. It is a local 
matter reported yesterday from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. I was unavoidably absent, and that is my 
reason for making the request at this time for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee ef the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration, 

_ The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds with an amendment, in line 9, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “one hundred” and insert “eighty,” | 
So as to make the bill read: 


, Le it enacted, etc., That the Pecretery of the Treasury be, and he is 
I y, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, | 
wise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building 

‘nish the same for the use and accommodation of the st-office 
and ot er Government offices at Jonesboro, in the State of Arkansas, 
t Cost of same not to exceed $80,000. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Tha ; rag 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
ead the third time, and passed. 

‘ EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA. 

‘ir. HEMENWAY. I desire to ask for the consideration of 


yr 
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the bill (Ss, 4316) to further amend the act entitled “An act 


to promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 21, 1903, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate for information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
if it does not amount to a reorganization of the militia? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It changes the Dick bill, which was 
passed several years ago, but is reported by the unanimous ac- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs both of the House and 
Senate. Of course, if the Senator desires to discuss the bill 
or if any Senator desires to discuss it, I will not press it now. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have not had time to read it. 

Mr. KEAN. I wish the Senator from Indiana would with- 
draw his request at the present time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If there is to be any discussion, I will 
withdraw the request. 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to state that the military board of 
the State of New Jersey object to several features of the bill 
and I have some amendments to offer, but I have them not here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the 
consideration of the bill. The introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions is in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7109) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Coburn, which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 7110) to aid in building 
a memorial to Abraham Lincoln on the site of the Lincoln 
birthplace in Kentucky, which was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PILES (for Mr. ANKENY) introduced a bill (S. 7111) 
for the relief of the Alaska Terminal and Navigation Company, 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 7112) providing for 
the appointment of an Inland Waterways Commission with the 
view to the improvement and development of the inland water- 
ways of the United States, which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7113) making appro- 
priation for repairs and reconstruction of buildings destroyed 
by cyclone at Fort Crook military post, which was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to 
pay Maj. G. S. Bingham a sum equivalent to the amount of pay 
withheld from him because of the acceptance of the quarter- 
master’s steamer Joseph E. Johnston, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Military Academy appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment relative to the amounts 
found due the several States for expenses incurred and paid 


| by them under the act of July 27, 1861, ete, intended to be 


proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
which was ordered to be printed and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
COL. WILLIAM F. STEWART. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed. 

Mr. RAYNER. I call up Senate joint resolution No. 8&2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
calls up a joint resolution, which will be read by title. 

The Secretary. Table Calendar 17, a joint resolution (S. R. 
82) relating to certain charges against Col. William F. Stewart, 


| of the Coast Artillery. 


Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I would be perfectly willing to 
forego the present consideration of the joint resolution and per- 


| mit it to go to the Committee on Military Affairs if I had any 


assurance from the Military Committee that in some shape or 
another they would give me a report on it by the end of the 
week. 

That committee meets to-morrow, and if the chairman of the 
committee will state that either in the form that I offer it or 
in some other and modified form they will make either a fayor- 
able or an unfavorable report on it, or that some action will be 
taken on it by the end of the week, I am perfectly willing that 
the joint resolution shall go to the Military Committee. If no 
such assurance is given, I propose to press the presentation of 
the joint resolution in a little different form from the way in 
which I offered it yesterday. 

Mr. WARREN, Does the Senator wish some explanation 
now? 
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Mr. RAYNER. 
tor. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the joint resolution is, of 
course, tantamount to a bill, and the regular course is that it 
should go to some committee. I want to say to the Senator from 
Maryland that if he thinks there is any standing committee of 
the Senate which is more appropriate or which he feels would 
be less apt to be prejudiced than the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, I shall not object to its going to some other standing 
committee. I shall, of course, object to its being taken from 
the table and passed by the Senate without going to committee, 
because I think that is a dangerous way of legislating. 

Now, as to what the Military Committee will do with it, I 
want to ask the Senator if that committee has ever been, to his 
knowledge, accused of pigeonholing or being unduly slow in the 
consideration of any matters intrusted to it by the Senate? 

Mr. RAYNER. Does the Senator want me to answer now? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

Mr. RAYNER. I do not make the slightest suggestion that 
the joint resolution shall go to any other committee. If it 
goes to any committee, I prefer the Military Committee. But 
that is not the question. The question I ask the Senator is 
whether as chairman of that committee, not speaking for the 
committee but speaking simply for himself, he will give me as- 
surance that in some shape or another the joint resolution will 
be reported before the end of the week. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I desire to suggest to the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs that that re- 
quest is unusual, and it seems to me that it ought not to be 
made by the Senator from Maryland. The Military Committee, 
as every other committee of the Senate, is composed of men 
of high character and patriotism, men who are as quick to 
look after the interests of every citizen as the Senator himself. 

It seems to me that it is a little unseemly for him to at- 
tempt to interrogate the chairman of the Military Committee 
as to what that committee will do in advance of any evidence 
being presented to it. The Senator has made his speech here 
upon the floor, and has had the benefit of that both in the 
Senate and in the country. Now, if this matter is to go to 
the committee, it should go there untrammeled by any preju- 
dice. either for or against this officer. 

The Senator and the friends of this officer will have an op- 
portunity there to present their facts, and after all these ques- 
tions are considered in that committee the question then will 
come as to the report and when the report shall be made. It 
may be that facts and circumstances will develop before that 
committee that they can not report in a week. It may be that 
they will be able to report in two days. But it should be left 
entirely open, so that every member of the committee will feel 
free to act as he believes in the interest of justice. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, with great respect to the 
Senator from Illinois, I do not think it was necessary for the 
Senator from Illinois to answer the question I addressed to the 
Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator, if he will allow 
me——— 

Mr. RAYNER. One moment. I have the floor, and just a 
moment. I think the Senator from Wyoming is capable of an- 
swering the question. I made no request that the Military Com- 
mittee should speak. I asked the Senator from Wyoming 
whether, speaking for himself as chairman of the committee 
or as a member of the committee, he could give me any reason- 
able assurance that the joint resolution would be reported by 
the end of the week. I will supplement that by saying, reported 
within such time, one way or the other, so that I can arrive at 
some consideration of it in the Senate. 

The situation here is entirely different from the situation on 
ordinary bills and resolutions. As I understand it, the Senate 
will adjourn in about ten days. I am perfectly willing to 
change the nature of the resolution, and instead of being a joint 
resolution to be passed by the Senate and House I am willing to 
put it in such shape that it will only give expression to the 
opinion of the Senate, and instead of directing the President to 
proceed in the matter I will submit a resolution to authorize 
and request him to proceed. I have a resolution of that sort 
and I will read it to the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAYNER. I have the floor. I yield to the Senator from 
Wyoming, as.I think the Senator had better answer the propo- 
sition, and then I will yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. “HOPKINS. The Senator from Wyoming, of course, is 
able to do that, but at the proper time I desire to submit a re- 
mark or two on the subject. 


I do. I would be much obliged to the Sena- 
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Mr. RAYNER. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming. | 
want to hear what the Senator from Wyoming has to say 
about it. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator from Maryland yield to 
me now to complete my answer to his question? _ 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. I did not interrupt the Senator, 
The Senator from Illinois interrupted him. 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator from Illinois for pro- 
tecting the Military Committee and the rights and privileges 
of all the committees of the Senate. Why do we have com- 
mittees if not to consider these questions? 

If the Senate sees fit to instruct the Committee on Military 
Affairs, the chairman and the committee will undoubtedly fo! 
low its instructions. If uninstructed, the chairman of the com- 
mittee will without delay bring the matter before the committee, 
and if that committee does as it has always done since I have 
been connected with it, it will consider in due season, and in a 
proper way, this whole subject exactly as it has considered 
other matters heretofore. 

I am unable to promise whether the joint resolution can be 
reported to-morrow or next week. All I can say is that so far 
as I am concerned, individually and as chairman of the com- 
mittee, I shall hope to become so well acquainted with the facts 
in the case that a report will be made in season to accomplish 
the Senator’s purpose. But I can make no further promise, for 
the reason I shall state: 

Here is a matter which comes before the Senate that is not 
alone a reproof and a direction to the President, but it is an 
attack upon the discipline of the Army, and likewise, although 
indirect, upon the Navy. It is an attack upon the President as 
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, and under it lies 
the fact that this case has been passed upon by all the general 
officers from the Chief of Staff down to this officer, and that the 
President has merely approved what they have recommended. 

Presidents may come and Presidents may go, and we wil! un- 
doubtedly have some other man in the Presidential chair after 
the 4th day of next March, but the officers of the Army are 
there for life. The discipline of our fighting force must be 
such that it shall remain a virile and forceful force, and there 
must be loyalty, subordination, courage, and a patient bearing 
of all the ills incident to both war and peace conditions, even 
though discomfort and hardship follow. 

When this matter is taken up, I want to say to the Senator 
that I shall look for precedents, and I shall look a little to the 
hereafter, because, even since this matter has been talked 
about, the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs has 
been approached by officers of the Army and indirectly by 
others in the interest of officers of the Navy, desiring to correct 
alleged wrongs which, while not exactly like this alleged 
wrong, are nevertheless along similar lines. For instance, it is 
reported that the commander of the vessel Mayflower ran the 
boat aground. Officers examined into it and reported that 
there should be certain action taken. The President disap- 
proved of some of the terms of the finding, as I understand it, 
and reduced them in severity so that he was removed from 
command of the Meyflower and placed as a subordinate officer 
on another boat. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not want to establish here a prece- 
dent whereby when a man is sent to a post in Alaska which may 
be thousands of miles away from railroads instead of hundreds, 
or is sent some place where he has no command or the command 
of only a few people, he can knock at the door of the Senate and 
ask that some one shall propose a measure and demand that it 
shall be passed off the table, without committee consideration, 
to give him relief, regardless of what may be the consequences 
of the hereafter, or regardless of what might possibly be 22 
attack upon the discipline of the Army or Navy. The only ®s 
surance I am able to give the Senator is that we will take the 
case under consideration and treat it with the consideration 
which the committee has accorded all the business that las 
come before it, and I hope that we may be able to make an ear'y 
report. 

Mr. RAYNER. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator from Wyoming has answered 
the very proposition I desired to suggest to the Senator fro! 
Maryland. I was not coming to the rescue of the Senator frou 
Wyoming, the chairman of the Military Committee, because '" 
my service in public life I have always found that he was «)!° 
to take care of himself and the interests of the committce le 
represented. My objection was that this request was an U0 
seemly one in the Senate and one that ought not to be made 
to the Military Committee or any other committee forme! °! 
Senators. These committees have jurisdiction over varios 
subjects, and it is a violent presumption to assume that tle 
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committee will not discharge its duty. From my experience 
here in the Senate I have always found that the Military Com- 
mittee was quick to respond to its duty on any subject pre- 
sented to it. I do not know why this case should take any 
different course from any other question that goes to the com- 
mittee. 

Assuming the statement made by the Senator from Maryland 
to be correct, I believe that prompt action should be taken here, 
but I do not think that he ought to interrogate the chairman 
of the committee or any member of the committee to learn in 
advance of the joint resolution going there what the action 
of the chairman or of the committee will be. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, we were interrupted on 
this side of the Chamber when the Senator from Wyoming 
was making an explanation. I would be glad to ask him a 
question, therefore, in order that we may understand him. 

Mr. WARREN, I was not aware that I was making any ex- 
lanation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator was making a reply, then, 
to a question addressed to the Senator by the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. WARREN, Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the Senator from Wyoming 
to suggest that if the joint resolution was referred to the com- 
mittee without instructions, as chairman of the committee, he 
would submit it promptly to that committee at its next meeting 
and have the matter acted upon by the committee, but he could 
not make any definite promise as to when a report would be 
made by the committee, whether to-morrow or the next day 
or next week, or any particular time. I then understood the 
Senator to go further, though I may have misunderstood him, 
to argue against the passage of the joint resolution by sug- 
gesting that it was an attack upon the authority of the Presi- 
dent as Commander in Chief of the Army. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply rose to make that inquiry. 

Mr. WARREN. I want to say to the Senator from Texas that 
it will not matter to me what the Senator from Maryland or 
any other Senator may in a speech say or set forth regarding 
this Stewart case. I know nothing about it. I do not wish to 
know anything about it until it comes to the committee—other 
than what may come in the regular way—because if the com- 
mittee is to take this subject up, it ought to take it up entirely 
unprejudiced as to the case of Stewart. But I say it is a wrong 
procedure to take from the table and pass resolutions here upon 
the statement of a single Senator that may affect the well-being 
of the Army and Navy and the discipYne thereof. I object to 
that mode of legislation; that is all. 

Now, if this matter comes to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, so far as the chairman is concerned it will come to him 
without any prejudice for or against this man, and he will in- 
tend to get at the bottom of the facts surrounding the case. If 
it can be done to-morrow or next week, it will be done then; 
aud if it can not be done for a week or ten days, the chairman 
will not consent to have it done until the committee can get the 
facts, which I understand are here in the city—the papers and 
all the matters that surround it. I do not believe in ex parte 
legislation, and therefore my remarks are directed to that and 
not to the conduct of the committee. 

If.the Senator wishes to commit me to the statement that I 
will promptly bring it before the committee to-morrow, and that 
to-morrow it will act, I shall not go that far. But we meet in 
regular meeting to-morrow; and if we have a quorum there for 
business, this matter will be mentioned; and if the committee 
Wishes to proceed with it, there will be no delay offered on the 

part of the chairman further than that we shall have all the 
— that are considered necessary in weighing out this ques- 
on 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I stated to the chairman 
of the committee that in consequence of interruptions and con- 

Yersation on this side of the Chamber we were unable to hear 
his statement, and I asked him, in effect, if I was correct in my 
stitement of what he -had said. I do not desire to commit the 
“slater to any proposition. I simply wanted to understand 
what the Senator had said and how far he was willing to go 
with reference to the matter; that is all. 

' Mr. WARREN. I am entirely willing that the Senator shall 

‘nterrogate me upon that point; but I want that Senator and 

“very Senator to understand that so long as I am chairman 
“ the Military Affairs Committee it will proceed in the way 
that that committee deems best and most proper in the ex- 
‘inination of all questions, unless the Senate shall direct it to 


do otherwise when the matter is sent to it or thereafter before 
a decision is reached, 
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Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Geor- 
gia. I will be glad to yield to him. 

Mr. BACON. This case presents several questions, The 
matter of influence which brings it here is one doubtless per- 
sonal to Colonel Stewart. Questions, however, have been raised 
by the discussion and by the communications which have been 
sent to the Senate which are very much graver than any ques- 
tion which can concern any individual, whether he be a mili- 
tary man or a civilian. 

I am very frank to say that so far as the individual is con- 
cerned I am not very favorably impressed; and I make this al- 
lusion because the remarks of the chairman of the Military 
Committee seemed to be addressed almost exclusively to the 
question of those matters which will concern him individually. 
I think that so far as the individual is concerned, while I rec- 
ognize his right to a trial, the presentation is not one which 
commends him to me very strongly from a personal standpoint, 

But there are two questions which are raised here which are 
of the most vital importance, not simply in their effects upon 
the individual, but upon the country at large, upon the prin- 
ciples of our Government, and in the effect upon the maintenance 
and the security of our institutions. These questions are, first, 
as to the rights of a man to a trial. However we may be satis- 
fied of the guilt of a man, or whatever may be the charge 
against him, or by whomever it may be made, the fundamental 
principle in this country and in the country from which we 
derive our institutions is the right of a man to a hearing and a 
fair trial. 

Again, one of the very gravest of issues is raised by the 
attitude of the President, in which he directly takes the posi- 
tion that, holding the office of Commander in Chief of the 
Army, that he is not responsible to law; that no statute law can 
control him, because he holds his position as constitutional 
Commander in Chief of the Army; that matters affecting the 
authority of that office are within his exclusive discretion, and 
that he can say to the Senate and to the Congress of the United 
States that no statute passed which interferes with his discre- 
tion in the management of the Army is a statute which he is 
bound to obey. That is to me a most astounding proposition. 
That is the great issue, one of the greatest of issues that this 
committee will be called upon if it passes upon all of the ques- 
tions which are raised in this case. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President-——— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Georgia yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from Georgia thinks, and if 
he is right about it, that the law should be construed by that 
committee, does he think the matter ought to be foreclosed by 
the promise that a report will be made to-morrow or the next 
day? 

Mr. BACON. So far as that branch of it is concerned, I 
must unhesitatingly say, “ No.” That was the purpose I had 
in the very few remarks which I propose to submit to the 
Senate. I am not going to discuss that question. It is too 
broad a question, too big a question, too grave a question, too 
vital a question to be treated lightly or in any offhand manner. 

Mr. WARREN. The chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs had that in view, as well as the more practical points 
which he stated in his remarks a few moments ago. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia is right. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am so impressed with the 
gravity of this proposition that I am unwilling that it shall go 
to the committee under the remark which has been made, with 
apparent acquiescence on the part of the Senate in the sug- 
gestion, that the question was one which related simply to the 
character of Colonel Stewart and to whether or not he was a 
worthy and meritorious officer. Of course, I think that so far 
as Colonel Stewart is concerned this committee ought to act 





| promptly, because, if he is being treated with injustice, that 


injustice ought to be rectified. I regret exceedingly that it is 
so near the end of the session, because the questions raised are 
questions which go to the very fundamentals of our Govern- 
ment, and I wish that time remained for its full discussion and 
settlement. 

f it be true that our fathers, freed, as they had been, after 
seven years of struggle, from the domination and tyranny of 
one-man power, erected a government and designedly and pur- 
posely put at the disposal of one man the Army and Navy of 
the United States, and in its control freed him from the control 
of the law, then certainly it is the greatest anomaly in the 
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It is impossible that this can be 
As I have said, I regret that it is so near the end of the 
session, because such an issue when raised ought to be settled, 
and ought to be settled by the Congress of the United States 
in the most emphatic and positive terms. I recognize, Mr. 
President, that it can not be settled if there is any controversy 
over it in the limited time which intervenes between to-day and 
the day which is generally understood to be the one upon which 
we are to adjourn. But, so far as the particular rights of 
Colonel Stewart are concerned, whether or not he is, in fact, in 
prison, whether or not he is being meted out punishment with- 
out a trial - 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Georgia yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, upon the question of the punishment 
of this officer; as I understand, he is under no sentence, is 
not imprisoned, and is under no duress. He is sent to that 
post just as he would be sent to any other post, to remain 
there subject to orders, and to carry his communications and 
work through the War Department in the usual way. He 
might be sent to Barrancas; he might be sent to other posts; 
but in each and every case it is the act of the Commander in 
Chief, or some officer under him who has the authority, to 
detail an officer to a certain post, to take command there if 
‘there is a command to take, or to remain there. So that 
technically, so far as sentence or punishment is concerned, 
there is nothing in it. The most that can be said is that it 
incidentally is a punishment that he is given an inferior post 
without the command of troops, as compared with others who 
occupy the same position as a lieutenant-colonel, we will say, 
at larger posts where they do have commands. 
his full salary, all of his allowances and rations, and all the 
personal freedom that he would receive anywhere else. He is 
simply at that particular post, instead of at a better one. 

Mr. BACON. 


resolution to go to the comnittee. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator does not do me justice. I 
stated it as it appears from what comes before us through 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] and from the letter 
read at the desk yesterday. That is all. 

Mr. BACON. Well, now, Mr. President, I am not endeavoring 
to present a conclusion on the facts. I am speaking of the 
question which is to be before the committee, if there is a ref- 
erence of the resolution—whether it is or is not true that, under 
the guise of an order to a post, this officer is not in fact in 
prison, That is the question for the committee to determine; 
and I say that is a question that ought to be determined 
without delay, if the committee has to sit night and day until 
it is done, because the liberty of a citizen is involved; and the 


question of whether or not a citizen is being deprived of his | 


liberty without due process of law, either civil or military, is 
a question which, if it is submitted to the Senate for deter- 
mination, is one not to be delayed. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Georgia yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator is almost con- 
vincing me that possibly this matter ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary on law points, Is that the intention of 
the Senator? 

Mr. BACON. I had no such thought in my mind. 

Mr. WARREN. I should be perfectly willing to have it go 
there. 

Mr. BACON. We can very readily understand that it is not 
a pleasant task for anybody. Nobody would suggest, except the 
Senator from Wyoming, the possibility of this matter going to 
any other committee than the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Everybody recognizes the propriety of its going there, if it is 
referred at all. There has been no suggestion to the contrary 
by anyone except the Senator himself. 

I was simply trying to differentiate in what I said as be 
tween these grave questions, the gravest, I think, that could be 
presented to the Senate of the United States—the question of 
the right of a man to trial before punishment, the question 
whether the President of the United States, by reason of the 
fact that the Constitution places in him the command of the 
Army, is by virtue of that freed from the control of the law 
and is above the law. That is the great question, although I 


. | corded him the right that every man in this country has. 
But he receives 


Mr. President, I think those are questions which | 
the committee is to consider, but I did not understand that | 
the Senator was prepared to express a definite and final opinion | 


retirement, and that, as an alternative, in the absence of any 
about the case, because, if that is so, there is no use for the | : ’ ' ’ 


Does the Senator from | 
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can imagine but one answer to it. I do not suppose it is possi- 
ble, however, that that can now be disposed of, but the question 
of personal liberty is one which can now be disposed of. While 
we may not be in a position to determine these graver questions 
nevertheless whether Colonel Stewart is legally imprisoned or 
whether he is imprisoned at all or whether or not he is en- 
titled to a trial, these are things which can be determined with- 
out undue delay. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, as to whether Colonel Stewart 
is imprisoned or not will depend upon the character of the order 
that sends him to this post, will it not? 

Mr. BACON. It will depend on all the circumstances; yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, is there anything in the order assign- 
ing him to that post which would indicate that he is deprvied of 
his liberty? 

Mr. BACON. I will answer the question when the Senator 
has completed it. I am waiting for the Senator to conclude the 
question, because I wish to answer it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is all there is to my question, Is there 
anything in the order showing that Colonel Stewart is deprived 
of his liberty? 

Mr. BACON. I do not propose to be the judge in that mat- 
ter. That is a matter to be determined, if it goes to the com- 
mittee, by the investigation of the committee. If the Senator 
wants my impressions, however, I do not hesitate to give them. 

I repeat that, so far as Colonel Stewart is concerned, I am 
not favorably impressed with his record, although I know noth- 
ing personally. I recognize the fact that he has gone from 
post to post, and that he has not been deemed a desirable officer 
at the various posts where he has been on duty. I am not con- 
cerned personally in his favor, except to see that he has ac- 
The 
fact that I have no personal interest in him makes all the 


| stronger my view that he should be accorded a trial of the 


charges on account of which he has been thus exiled. 

As to whether the power of the President has been exercise 
in an undue degree, the impression on my mind is that there 
has been an attempt to coerce this man into an application for 


consent on his part to such an application, he has not simply 
been ordered to an undesirable post, but he has been placed 
where he is practically in prison, and that he is where there is 
no military duty to perform. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me until I finish the 
sentence. Then I will yield with great pleasure. 

It seems to me that Colonel Stewart is not only where there 
is no military duty to be performed, but that he is where there 
is no association; that he is put in a position the most iis- 
agreeable that it is possible for a military officer to be put in; 
and, in order that it may be complete in all its features short of 
actual imprisonment, he is confined to that post and not allowed 
to have that post occupy the relation to the commanding gen- 
eral that all other posts in the United States occupy in rela- 
tion to the commanding general in charge of particular di- 
visions of the territory of the United States; but that it is 
segregated and that he is allowed te communicate only with 
the War Department. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I say that it strikes me—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. BACON. I promised to yield to the Senator from Wyow- 
ing [Mr. WARREN] first. 

Mr. WARREN. I simply want to ask a question. 

Mr. BACON. I want to say, before the Senator asks tlie 
question, that while these are my impressions, I am not presul- 
ing to pass judgment upon the matter. 

Mr. WARREN. Possibly the Senator from Maryland |\r. 
RAYNER] will answer if the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon! 
will permit. The Senator from Georgia makes the statem: 
and I know he wants to be accurate, and perhaps he is, and | 
am asking for information, and not undertaking to destroy te 
force of the Senator’s argument—as I understand it, from tle 
reading of the matter yesterday, the first talk of retiree! 
came through the application of this officer to be retired 
brigadier-general. That application was denied, and ov! ° 
that grew this proffered retirement. 

Mr. BACON. I think, if the Senator will pardon me, if what 
is said about him is correct, the promotion as a brigadier ws 
properly denied, : 
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Mr. WARREN. Let me say one word more. The Senator is, 
as he ought to be, a great stickler for law. The President of the 
United States has not the power under the law to retire Colonel 
Stewart as a brigadier-general. 

Mr. BACON. I am not contending that he should do so. 

Mr. WARREN. He has the power to make him a brigadier- 
ceneral in the active force, if the Senate consents, but under a 
law passed two years ago an officer can not be raised in rank 
to brigadier-general and retired until after he shall have served 
one year in that grade, or because of his disability or arriving 
at the age limit in the meantime. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator does not understand me—— 

Mr. RAYNER. I have no objection to the Senator from Geor- 
gia interrupting me, but I do object to other Senators interrupt- 
ing him and going on with an argument. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Maryland yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. RAYNER. I yield cheerfully to the Senator from Geor- 
gia, but the Senator from Wyoming is making an argument. 

Mr. WARREN. I beg pardon of the Senator from Maryland. 
I supposed the Senator from Georgia was occupying the floor in 
his own right. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have not yielded the floor except to the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well; I had another question, but I 
will not ask it as the Senator from Maryland objects. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have no objection to yielding to the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. RAYNER. Senators will have their own time. We are 
going ahead and the Senator from Georgia is discussing the 
case, but I do not desire any discussion irrelevant to the issue. 
I should like to hear the Senator from Georgia, and then, when 
the Senator from Georgia is through, I will yield to the Senator 
from Florida. That is the proper way to do. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order. Is it to be understood when a Senator yields the floor 
to another Senator that he can do so with the understanding 
that that Senator can not allow an interruption? I should like 
to know what the rule is on the subject. I wish to interrupt 
the Senator from Georgia, and the Senator from Georgia is 
willing to be interrupted. Can the Senator from Maryland, 
who has yielded the floor to the Senator from Georgia, object 
properly under the rule to my interrupting the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to be heard on that proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Maryland 
yielded the floor for a temporary interruption, the Chair is of 
the opinion that he may resume it. If he has yielded uncondi- 
tionally, then the Senator lost the right to the floor. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The Senator from Maryland, Mr. Presi- 
dent, has said to the Senate that he yielded the floor to the 
Senator from Georgia to discuss this case and that he wished 
to hear the Senator from Georgia in that discussion. Now a 
Senator desires to interrupt the Senator from Georgia, per- 
chance to correct him on some point in his discussion or to 
bring out some points for the Senator from Georgia to elaborate 
or elucidate, and the Senator from Maryland undertakes to 
say to whom the Senator from Georgia should yield and to 
W hom he should not yield and the order of his yielding. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks under that state- 
ment of the situation—the present occupant of the chair hav- 
ing recently resumed the chair—that the Senator from Georgia 
had the floor, and that the Senator from Georgia would have 
a right to yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I have not yielded the floor 
except for an interruption. If the ruling of the Chair is cor- 
rect, I respectfully submit to the President that a Senator 
who was allowed to take the floor could yield to every Senator 
in the Senate, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President—— 

_the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I regret very much that I had 
hot concluded, but I yield to the Senator now. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia yields 
to the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. 1 ALIAFERRO. Mr. President, the Senatcr from Georgia 

a stating that the order assigning Colonel Stewart 
at r. BACON, Mr, President, as I hold the floor by the cour- 


*sy of the Senator from Maryland and as he objects, I will 
yield the floor altogether, 


Senator from 
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Mr. President, what is before the Senate? 
Senate joint resolution No. S82 is before the 


Mr. BURKETT. 

Mr. RAYNER. 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that 
present discussion is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is as I understand it. So I do not 
see how anybody has the floor practically except by the unani- 
mous consent of everybody else. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is objection, the debate 
can not proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER], when this matter was up before, asked that the joint 
resolution lie on the table. He made no request that it should 
be subject to his call. I know of no way under parliamentary 
law by which it can be brought before the Senate for considera- 
tion without a motion, and, in my judgment, when the motion 
is made that the Senate proceed to its consideration, that mo- 
tion is not debatable. So clearly this discussion now, under my 
opinion parliamentarily, is proceeding only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entirely agrees with the 
Senator from Maine, and stated that the debate was proceeding 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WARREN. I agree with the Senator from Maine, but 
I want to ask him if a motion to bring up the joint resolution 
for consideration does not leave it yet subject to the rules of 
the Senate, so far as its going to a committee or elsewhere is 
concerned, unless some motion of a special nature is made. 

Mr. FRYE. It can not be sent to a committee without a mo- 
tion to refer it to a committee, and such a motion has not been 
made by anyone. 

Mr. WARREN. But it can not be considered finally without 
going to a committee, if a motion is made to send it to a com- 
mittee, until that motion be settled. 

Mr. FRYE. That would be for the Senate to say, of course. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, 
I will simplify the situation. The Senator from Georgia de- 
clines to continue, in view of my interruption and the objection 
of the Senator from Maryland. I therefore withdraw my re- 
quest to interrupt the Senator from Georgia, and if I have any- 
thing to say further on I will say it in my own time and in my 
own right. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I move that the joint resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. I do not 
do that to cut off debate, but in order that the motion may be 
before the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
that motion. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not wish to do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I rise merely to call atten- 
tion to the status of this joint resolution of the Senator from 
Maryland. On yesterday, at the conclusion of his speech, he 
asked that the resolution, which was at that time before the 
Senate for consideration, might lie on the table until to-day, 
when he would call it up for further consideration. The Recorp 
bears out that statement, and it seems to me that, while in a 
technical sense possibly the resolution may not be before the 
Senate, yet really and according to our practice it is before 
the Senate for such consideration and such further discussion 
as any Senator may see fit to engage in with respect to it. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, if it is necessary, I ask unani- 
mous consent to make a statement. I think that I have a right 
to bring 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would say that the 
pending question is on the motion of the Senator from Wyoming 
{Mr. WaRREN] to refer the joint resolution to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. That motion is debatable. 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly; and the Senator can proceed under 
the motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I desire to inquire 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. RAYNER. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his question 
of order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Do I understand the Chair to rule that this 
joint resolution of the Senator from Maryland is not now before 
the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BAILEY. With all due deference, I submit that if the 
Chair will examine the Recorp, the Chair will withdraw that 
ruling. The Senator from Maryland, as indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], undertook to leave the reso- 
lution for consideration to-day. He resumed his seat with that 
understanding, I have do doubt. 


the 


The Senator can not cut off debate by 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not now the Rrecorp 
containing the statement made by the Senator from Maryland 
before him, but he has the notice which appears upon the 
Calendar of business. It reads as follows: 


That Wednesday, May 13, at the conclusion of the morning business | 


of that day, he would ask the Senate to consider Table Calendar No. 17, 
8. R. $2, “Joint resolution relating to certaim charges against Col. 
William F, Stewart, of the Coast Artillery.” (May 12, 1908.) 

If that is a correct statement, it amounts simply to a notice 
and does not bring the resolution automatically before the 
Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. But my understanding is, as the Recorp will 
show, that the Senator from Maryland resumed his seat with 
that understanding; and I should regret very much to see it 
become the practice of the Senate that a Senator must be ab- 
solutely and technically accurate or else have his resolution 
lose its place in the consideration of this body. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
statements made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and 
my colleague [Mr. Batrtey] are correct, as shown by the Rrecorp, 
and that in every substantial sense the Senator from Maryland 
asked that this resolution lie on the table subject to his call. 
I will read that part of it. It is on page 6384 of the Concres- 
SIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. Warren. The present request is simply that it lie on the table? 

The Senator from Maryland then answered: 

That it lie on the table, and I shall eall it up on Thursday. 

He did not ask generally that it lie on the table subject to 
his call, but went further and stated specifically that ft would 
lie on the table and he would call it up on that particular day. 

Mr. RAYNER. And then, at the suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio, I changed it to to-day. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, a little farther on, Mr. President, the 
Senator from Wyoming asked the Senator from Maryland this 
question : 

Does the Senator from Maryland mean that he expects action upon 
the joint resolution without its going te a committee? 

The Senator from Maryland replied: 

I make the request that it now lie on the table, and I shall call it 
up on Thursday for the action and consideration of the Senate. 

It is perfectly plain that the Senator from Maryland expected 
his resolution to be before the Senate to-day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I merely wish to call the 
attention of Senators to the fact that the joint resolution is now 
before the Senate, wpen the motion just made by the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], to refer the joint resolution to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. That motion, as I under- 
stand, is open to debate, and that is the present parliamentary 
situation. I will ask the Chair if that is not true? 

Mr. BAILEY. That, Mr. President, is true. The Senator 
from Maryland in the discussion with the Senator from Wyo- 
ming stated that when he had his joint resolution before the 
Senate to-day the Senator from Wyoming could make the 
motion to refer; but if the joint resolution is not now before 
the Senate the Senator’s motion would not be in order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has already made his 
motion, I think, and that motion is subject to debate. I ask if 
that is not the parliamentary situation? 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming can 
not make that motion and thereby take from the floor the 
Senator from Maryland, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. MONEY. Then the motion of the Senator from Wyoming 
is not before the Senate, and the Senator from Maryland is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, on the con- 
trary, I understand this is the parliamentary situation: The 
motion of the Senator from Wyoming gives the Senator from 
Maryland no right to the floor at all, since we are now proceed- 
ing under unanimous consent. The parliamentary situation, 
as I understand it to be—and the Chair can state whether my 
understanding is correct or not—is that this resolution is now 
properly before the Senate upon the motion of the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. Warren] to refer ft to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. It was up to that moment before the Senate 
merely by unanimous consent. That motion has been made; it 
is subject to debate, and therefore we can go on in the regular 
way. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not willing to concede the point that this 
resolution is only before the Senate this morning as a matter of 
unanimous consent. It is before the Senate in pursuance of 
the unanimous consent given yesterday. Just a little further 
down—I have been glancing over the Recorp hurriedly—the 
Senator from Wyoming again put the question : 

The present request is simply that it Ile on the table? 
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The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] replied: 
That it lie on the table, and I shall call it up on Thursday— 


The Senator from Maryland plainly thinking that he was 
keeping his resolution before the Senate, and his request was 
at least equivalent to a request that it lie upon the table sub- 
ject to his call this morning. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 
a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Then, as I understand the Recorp, the Sena- 
tor from Maryland did not ask and did not receive unanimous 
consent for anything. He simply gave a notice, as is often done, 
The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furron] gave a notice a few 
days ago that he would ask the Senate to take up a certain il! 
at a certain time if the Senate should choose to take it up. 
There was no unanimous consent. Now, to show—— 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Wyoming will examine 
the Recorp he will find that the Senator from Maryland ex- 
pressly says “I make the request.” He did prefer a request. 

Mr. WARREN. The Chair did not put it as a request for 
unanimous consent. When unanimous consent is given by the 
Senate, it is usual for the Chair to state that unanimous consent 
is asked, so that opportunity may be given to object if there is 
objection. To show that I understand it in the same way—and 
it will be remembered that I did not participate in the debate 
at all—after there was a request made that it go to the table 
I asked if the Senator from Maryland meant that he expected 
to act upon it without its going to the committee, and he said: 

I make the request that it now Iie on the table. 

And after that paragraph I said: 

The present request is simply that it Hie on the table. 


That is my understanding as expressed at that time. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator from Maryland then added 
to what the Senator from Wyoming says the additional state- 
ment that he would call it up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would eall the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Texas to the coneluding statement 
upon this subject made by the Senator from Maryland, which 
clearly indicates that the Senator regarded the matter as in 
the nature of a notice and not as governed by an order. He 
says, quoting from the Rrecorp: 

Mr. Rayner. I will change my notice that imstead of calling it up 
on Thursday I will call it up to-morrow. I shall call up the joint 
resolution to-morrow. 

There was no order of the Senate made upon this subject; 
and, in the absence of an order of the Senate, the Chair doves 
not understand that the request or notice would have the « 
of an order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Half of the Senators in this body believe 
to-day that is precisely what the Senator intended to do, and 
that that would be sufficient. Now, I am not willing to 
the rule established here that a Senator must reduce his reques 
to writing with the precision of a law pleading or else lose lis 
place. To obviate it, however, I am going to ask—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Or, if the Senator from Rhode Island is ©! 
his feet for the purpose of asking that this matter be laid 
before the Senate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is my purpose. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is all right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I propose to ask unanimous consent—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would state ‘o tl 
Senator from Texas that he has no doubt that the Senato 
Maryland understood his notice would have the effect 
claimed. Now, plainly, the Chair, of course, is goveri 
the strict letter of the rule. The considerations suggest: 
the Senator from Texas appeal, of course, to the Senate strous)) 
in favor of granting unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent that the joint rs 
lution referred to be taken from the table for present cons 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode |! 
asks unanimous consent that the joint resolution, the ti! 
which will be read by the Secretary, be taken from the 
for present consideration. 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 82) relating © 
certain charges against Col. William F. Stewart, of the 
Artillery. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none. s 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the joint resolution be re! red 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The Chair 
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Mr. TELLER. 





The claim made by the Senator from Mary- 


land—— 

"iin KEAN. Mr. President, is the joint resolution before the 
Senate? 

Mr. TELLER. It is. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution by the motion 

Mr. KEAN. The Chair has not announced it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did announce it. 

Mr. TELLER. The claim made by the Senator from Mary- 
nd that the joint resolution was before the Senate previous 

to the request of the Senator from Rhode Island is entirely in 
dance with the practice of the Senate. Whenever a Sena- 
introduces a resolution and says “let it lie on the table 
ject to my call,” it has been understood that he was entitled 
call it up. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator added the significant and necessary 

‘subject to my call.” 


to 


‘ ris * 
\ is 


Mr. TELLER. This joint resolution is properly before the 
Senate. I think it was before the Senate prior to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island. It certainly was so 


considered by the chairman of the Military Affairs Committee, 
or he would not have moved to send it to the committee. This 
is an important joint resolution. It is just as important as an 
ordinary statute, and in this case perhaps more so. 
I am in entire sympathy with the Senator from Maryland in 
this matter. I myself believe that he was justified in present- 
: to the Senate the matter he did in the way he did. I was 
d that he did. Colonel Stewart disappears in some respects 
from this controversy. The question is, whether we shall pass 
a law of a certain character which shall call upon the Presi- 
dent to do certain things. In my judgment that question ought 
to go to a committee. I do not believe we ought to pass joint 
resolutions in the nature of laws without reference to a com- 
mittee, except in extraordinary cases. If we do that, we will 
incur some very unfortunate consequences. While I am in en- 
tire sympathy with the proposition of the Senator, I shall feel 
compelled, as a question of order, to vote to send the joint reso- 
lution to a committee. As to what the committee may do, we 
y say that the committee shall report immediately. It is 
simply a question of propriety whether we shall direct the com- 
mittee to report to-morrow or the next day or in a week. The 
power exists in the Senate. It is a great, big question. It in- 
volves, as the Senator from Georgia has said, more than the 
question whether this man has been improperly treated or not. 


It is a question of law. The question is exceedingly plain to me. 

rhe President evidently believes that he has the power to do 
this. I do not believe he has. I do not believe any committee 
of the 


Senate will ever agree that he has the power. I do not 
care to go into a discussion of the details as affected by in- 
dividual interest we may have in Colonel Stewart. I do not 
believe the President has the power. I myself believe it would 
have been better to have sent this matter to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. It is a question of law. But it is a question of 
military law, which, I think, the Committee on Military Affairs 

competent to decide. In voting for the motion to refer I do 
not want anybody to think that I think Colonel Stewart has 
been treated as he ought to have been treated. I do not in- 
quire what is the man’s character. The question is whether 


is 


‘ 


tribunal having passed upon the case. It is contrary to 

leas of justice. No matter what the character of the 

i may be, no matter how offensive he may be, he has certain 

under the Constitution and the unwritten law which 

» acerued ever since King John granted the Magna Charta. 

S contrary to that as well as the plain words of the Consti- 

tution. I think we should proceed in an orderly way, and that 

tie committee should take up this question, and therefore I 
‘it vote to send the joint resolution to the committee. 

ir. RAYNER. Mr. President, not by the slightest insinua- 

lave I cast any reflection upon the Committee on Military 

S or any member of that committee. I prefer that the 

resolution should go to the committee. The Senator from 

and the Senator from Wyoming are entirely mistaken 

in the view they have taken. I am absolutely satisfied the 

(tee will give it the consideration it deserves. The only 

that concerns me now is the matter of time. The Sena- 

in Wyoming must realize of course that unless I get some 

now it will be impossible to have any action upon the 

resolution at this session. I should like in this connec- 

; iithough of course I have no right to interrogate the 

'—to ask the Senator from Wyoming whether he will 

ine to appear before the Committee on Military Affairs 

lorrow, if I consent to let the joint resolution go there? 

: ‘he Senator from Wyoming has spoken of certain facts. 

not presented a single fact to the Senate, 


’ 
] 
It j 


nt 


& 


‘ 


I 
I have not a 
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single fact which I could present to the Senate. I have not a 
witness on behalf of Colonel Stewart. I do not w what his 
own testimony would be. It has been impossible to communi- 
cate with him. Therefore there has not been a 
behalf of Colonel Stewart presented to this body. The prosecu- 
tion has been heard. The defense has not been heard, and there 
has been no opportunity given to the defense to be heard. 

I know the Senator from Wyoming will give the joint resolution 
all the consideration it deserves. I have the utmost faith that 

The urgency of the joint 

resolution comes from the fact that whether restrained of his 
liberty or not, whether punished or not, it is proposed to keep 
Colonel Stewart there until he sends to the President an ap- 
plication for his retirement; and unless there is some action by 
the Senate, he will stay there. He asks for a court of inquiry. 
I will be satisfied if the President shall be authorized to give 
him a court of inquiry. I have no hostility to the committee 
or any member of the committee. What I want is urgent action, 
and if the Senator from Wyoming will permit me to appear b 
fore the committee to-morrow I shall be satisfied. I am not 
able to present any facts at all. I know nothing about the 
merits of this controversy. 

I will go so far as to say that the man may have committed 
the offenses charged. ‘That is not the point. The Senator from 


ley 
LA 


single fact on 


Wyoming has not directed himself to a consideration of the 
point. It is not a question whether he is being punished. I 


tried my utmost to differentiate the question before the Senate 
from the question the Senator from Wyoming submits to it. 
Suppose he was not punished. Suppose he was not sent up here 
into the clouds, with his reputation clouded, two or three thou- 
sand feet above sea level. 

Mr. WARREN. I will not interrupt the Senator again unless 
he wishes me to, but he appears to be addressing his questions 
to me. I desire to say that the inhabitants of many of the 
States of this Union represented on this floor live at greater 
altitudes than this post. The post is nearly a thousand feet 
lower than the average altitude of Colorado or Wyoming. 

Mr. RAYNER. That just shows how little the gravity of the 
situation has appealed to the Senator from Wyoming. What 
is the difference where he is, or how high the altitude, or how 
salubrious the climate may be? 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Maryland raised 
question of altitude, not the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. RAYNER. Very well. The Senator corrects me on the 
question of altitude. The question of altitude is not germane 
to this discussion at all. Colonel Stewart has to stay there 
until the President retires on the 4th of March. Unless the 
Senate passes some resolution or gives some authority or makes 
some regulation, he will stay there. Let us look at this matter 
practically for a moment. It is not a question of sentim« 
Unless the Senate shall do something, the man will stay the 
so long as the President remains where he is. 

Colonel Stewart will stay there as long as the President re- 
mains in the White House if nothing is done by the Committee 
on Military Affairs. He is there in captivity. He has been 
stripped of his command. He is humiliated. He is degraded. 


the 


ant 
t 


‘re 


He can not leave there. He has no department comman- 
der. He is not within 25 miles of a railroad station or 75 
miles of a surgeon. It is proposed—according to the Presi- 


dent’s letter—to keep him there unless he sends in a letter of 
retirement. Five times the President states in his communica- 
tion that he is punishing him. He has repeated it five times. 
It is a punishment which he has no right to inflict. I have no 
facts. I have not a single witness. I have never seen Colonel 
Stewart. I never knew he was a colonel or an officer of the 
United States Army. I have purposely had no communication 
with any member of his family. I have never seen his wife. I 
do not care what the man is. He is entitled to a trial. All I 
ask is for the passage of this joint resolution through the Senate 
and the House. 

This is a practical proposition with which we are dea 
If it is referred, I shall have to get it out of the committee. 
I do not know what the committee in the House may do. 
I may have to endeavor to pass it over the President’s veto. 
I realize that that is impossible in the few days which remain 
of this session. 

I want to read to the Senate, because, if adopted, it will save 
me ‘the trouble of appearing before the committee, what I 
would be perfectly willing to take as a substitute: 


ling. 


Be it resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate Col. William PF. 
Stewart, of the Coast Artillery, is entitled to a court of inquiry to 
investigate the charges and accusations that have been made against 
him, now on file in the War Department, or that may contained in 
the report of the same heretofore submitted to the President of the 
United States, or any other charges affecting the character or qualifica 


tions of the said Col. William I’. Stewart as an oflicer of the United 
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States Army, and that the President is authorized and requested to 


convene such court, to consist of not less than five officers of the Army, 
and that the said Col. William F. Stewart have the right to appear 
in person and be represented by counsel and to be confronted with the 
witnesses against him and to have a copy of the specifications con- 
taining such charges in the proceedings before such court, and that 
the said court report its opinion upon all the facts and specifications 
before them, as is usual in the procedure of courts of inquiry. 

It is further provided, That the court be convened as soon as possible 
and that the said Col. 
right of challenge as is allowed by law in trials by court-martial. 


He need not 
He need pay no at- 


The President need not obey that resolution. 
avail himself of the authority it contains. 


tention to the request embodied in this, but I hope that the | 


Senate will express its opinion that this man is entitled to what 
every citizen in the land is entitled to; that he is guaranteed, 
as a citizen, under the Constitution, against being deprived of 
life, liberty, or property without due process of law. The fact 
that a man is an officer in the Army does not divest him of his 
constitutional rights. 

I have not the slightest feeling of hostility to any member of 
the committee. I know the committee will deal with this ques- 
tion fairly; and I will consent to the motion to refer it to the 
committee if the Senator from Wyoming will permit me to- 


morrow to submit some further authorities in support of the | 


proposition I have advanced, and give me the privilege of ap- 
pearing before the committee to-morrow. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Maryland says he has no 
difference with the committee or any of its members. I wish 
to assure the Senator from Maryland that I have no differences 
with him. I honor the Senator for his loyalty to a friend and 
his desire to help a friend. That, to my mind, is one of the 
finest traits of character human nature can possess. The Sena- 
tor will understand that I do not attack him for his personal 
love of a friend or his personal desire to defend him; but, Mr. 
President, this question now raised is bigger and broader than 
friendship for or the personal convenience of any one man. 
It affects fundamental principles of government. 

The Senator from Maryland says this officer is at a certain 
place and must stay there. I take it the same authority that 
ordered him there can order him away at any time. 

I have had no conference at the other end of the line regard- 
ing the Senator’s letter. I am uninformed. I want to inquire 
whether the public prints were correct—and they usually are 
as to substance—and whether or not the Senator from Mary- 
land approached this question with a threat that if this officer 
was not removed from this post a resolution would be intro- 
duced in the Senate? 

Mr. RAYNER. I want to answer that question. I utterly 
deny that proposition, and I hope the Executive has not made 
that statement. I have not seen the Executive of the United 
States, I think, for two years. I have had no occasion to see 
the President. Upon Friday of one or two weeks ago I re- 
ceived a letter from him, to my surprise, to come up to see 
him. I had not intended to see him. I had not any idea when 
he asked me to come up to see him what would be the subject- 
matter of the conversation. He had a large number of pages 
containing charges against Colonel Stewart. He ran over them 
rapidly. 

He sent me those charges at my request. 
as a confidential communication. I did not have them copied 
for that reason. ‘Therefore I am without a copy. So far as 
concerns threatening the President, I should like the Senator 
from Wyoming to tell me what sort of a threat I could make 
against the President. 

The letter I read to the Senate yesterday embodied the sug- 
gestion that I would be compelled to ask Congress to pass a 
resolution. There is no threat contained in it. It is worded 
in the most deferential terms, and is in quite a different spirit 
from the letter to me and other Senators. I told him there 
was no recourse left if he would not give a court of inquiry. 
There is no civil court that can grant a writ of mandamus in 
such a case. There is no tribunal that can prevent the Presi- 
dent from keeping Colonel Stewart in exile. 

This is not a political question. I have not any feeling 
against the President. It matters not to what political party 
he may belong, I think the President has fallen into one of the 
greatest blunders in his whole Administration in conceiving that 
the Commander in Chief is not subject to the Constitution and 
the laws. 

At no time did I make a threat. I made the statement that 
if no court of inquiry was granted there was no recourse but 
Congress. ‘The President in his last statement said that he 
would consider the matter. I wrote him another communication 
asking him to delay the matter, and I would wait during the 
whole of last week, which I did. 


I regarded them 
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The question before the Senate is not political in the slightest 
degree. The question is whether the President shall keep this 
man where he is, in banishment or exile, and compel him to 
remain there unless he sends in his application for retirement 
three years before the time arrives for him to retire under the 
laws of Congress. 

Mr. WARREN. I asked the Senator the question because [ 
The Executive has never, to my knowledge, 
said—certainly he has not said to me, and I do not know that he 
has said to anybody else—that the Senator from Maryland ap- 
proacked him with any threat. I was speaking of the newspaper 
reports, and I asked in the gentlest manner whether they were 
right about it or not. 

Mr. RAYNER. I-hope the Senator does not hold me respon- 
sible for all the newspaper articles published in the United 
States, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I understood the Senator to state that 
Colwnel Stewart might be ordered from Fort Grant at any time. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming if as a matter 
of fact Colonel Stewart has not been ordered from Fort Grant 


| since he was first assigned there when he was given to under- 


stand that he would be kept there until he retired. 

Mr. WARREN. It was somewhere in the South, above sea 
level. : 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. That order assigned him to St. Francis 
Barracks, which place can not be described at least as the 
Senator from Maryland has described Fort Grant in Arizona. 
It is one of the most delightful winter resorts in this country, 
and in the State of Florida is regarded as one of the most de- 
lightful and desirable summer resorts in that State. It is 
almost immediately on the seashore, and there reside in St. 
Augustine many of the best people in the State of Florida. So 
Colonel Stewart could not justly complain of the quarters at 
St. Augustine, and he certainly could not justly complain of the 
environments in any respect. 

I now send to the desk, with the permission of the Senator 
from Wyoming, a letter from the adjutant-general of the State 
of Florida, which I used as a basis of a protest filed with the 
President against assigning Colonel Stewart to St. Francis Bar- 
racks and against taking these barracks from the State for 
any Government purpose whatever, unless there should be a 
great military exigency. 

I should have protested against any other officer going there 
just as I protested against Colonel Stewart going there. This 
is the information that I tried so hard to get before the Senate 
yesterday during the eloquent address of the Senator from 
Maryland. If he had asked me the question which he put to 
the Senator from Ohio, whether it was for or against him, 
I would have been able to answer that its purpose had no re!:- 
tion to the immediate case of Colonel Stewart, but was sent 
here solely and purely in the interest of the State of Florida. 

If the Secretary may read, with the indulgence of the Sena- 
tor, I should be obliged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

STATE OF FLORIDA, MILITARY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Tallahassee, April 22, 1908. 
Hon, JAMES P. TALIAFERRO, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Senator: I have to appeal to you again to assist me in 4 
matter of vital importance to the military department of Florida. 8 
you know, the legislature of 1907 passed a bill requesting the \ 
Department to turn over to this State, for use as an arsenal and : 
eral military headquarters, St. Francis Barracks, at St. Augustin 
Fla. Under this act the governor took the matter up with the \ 
Department, with the result that on August 15, 1907, a lease \ 
entered into by the terms of which all of the buildings and property 
included in this reservation were turned over to the State to be 
for the purposes named, with the exception of the national cen 
and one building to be retained for the use of the superintenden' 
the cemetery. 

Under these conditions the State took over the property and 
menced the letting-of contracts for repairing and properly equ'| 
the buildings. This has already and will still involve heavy exp 
for while the exterior of the buildings was A mg during the « 

art of last year, nothing was done to the interior, and all of the! 
ngs were in very bad condition and unfit for occupancy. This 
has been proceeded with as fast as possible and is now in pro: 
The State has had a paid custodian in charge of the property. : 
about two weeks ago Maj. H. M. Snow, the acting quarterma«s'el 
general, occupied the quarters which had been assigned him and ‘” 
charge, prepcatecy to receiving the stores which were to be shi) 
from Tallahassee and other points. a= 

Of course it was necessary to plan out in advance how the buil(:n- 
could be used to best advantage. It was planned to use the bar'scks 
proper for storerooms, etc., and the large building outside for 0 
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The woodwork of all these buildings has already been repainted and the 
| now being finished. It was necessary to pipe all of the 
iidings for gas and to wire them for electricity. he water pipes 
d rusted out, and the sewerage was so out of repair that most of it 
to be replaced. 


ls are 


equipped for arsenal and office purposes. Furniture and fixtures have 

been ordered to suit the size and purposes for which each building 
used. You will note that the State has already gone to con- 
» expense in this matter, and, under the terms of its contracts, is 
r much more, 


; to be 






i meantime, the general, if net the specific, terms of the lease 
departed from by the Government by, first, request for additional 
ters for family of an enlisted man; second, request for use of large 

ding formerly used and designated as the quartermaster’s store- 

and, third, by request of superintendent of cemetery for quar- 
for laborer employed by him. On April 18 the press dispatches 
ined the item which I have clipped and inclose herewith (marked 
osure A”). Upon this being Weonattt to my attention, I imme- 
wired the Secretary of War, and copy of my telegram is in- 

closed (marked “ Inelosure B”). To-day I have received in reply a 

letter, copy of which is inelosed herewith (marked “Inclosure C” 

| this letter having been laid before the governor, he replied by tele 
a copy of which is also inclosed herewith (marked “ Inclos- 


m? 
) ) 


; inclosures speak for themselves, and I wish to ask that you take 


‘ “Vy 


, 


‘tion, which 
I State teok these buildings over in good faith, and has spent a 
at deal of money in equipping and repairing them. To be able 
I them for the purposes contemplated and for which they were 


assured. 
the lease to which the Secretary refers in his letter would be 
to apply to anything less than extreme military neces- 
necessity as wonld counterbalance the good results to 
be gained for the military service by providing an arsenal and gen- 
eral headquarters for the organized militia of the entire State, and 
1 s to warant a forfeit by the State of so considerable a sum 


pancy is 
( 


onstrued 
such 





already been expended. Of course, with no assurance of 


uninterrupted occupancy, the State could not afford to move offices 
and supplies from the capital, nor to go to further expense, and three 
of the buildings originally granted have already been asked for before 
they could even be gotten in condition for occupancy. 

i 


| will greatly appreciate your taking this matter up at the Depart- 
ment and endeavoring to show how greatly this action, if insisted upon, 
will prejudice the interests of the militia of this State and of this 
department. The officers’ quarters at St. Francis Barracks not sched- 
uled for use as offices had been assigned to officers and employees on 
duty in the military department. Because of the limited State funds 
available, the fact that these quarters were available to the State for 
assignment had been the means of securing more competent assistance, 
for, of course, the use of these quarters was a consideration with em- 
es, and by “employees” I mean the military officers on duty. 
Hoping that you may be able to secure the assurance that the State 


will be permitted to carry out its plans and use all of these buildings 
for the purposes originally contemplated, and that it will be given entire 
charge of them, I am, with much respect, 
Yours, very truly, J. CLirrorp R. Foster, 
Adjutant-General Florida. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. With the further indulgence for a 


moment of the Senator from Wyoming, I wish to add a word 
more to complete the history of my connection with this case. 
{ may add that I do not know Colonel Stewart, and I never 
heard of him until I got a communication from one of the most 
prominent citizens in Pensacola informing me that he had 
been removed from Pensacola, and begging me to exert my best 
eforts to prevent his return to that post. 

The President of the United States in his communication to 


Senator 


I ‘AYNER, which was read to the Senate yesterday, re- 


~~ 


hat letter to me. I went to see the President and explained 
the Situation as to St. Francis Barracks; how this property 
had been turned over to the State; how the State had spent 
money in its improvement and preparation for the particular 
purposes for which it was to be used, and the fact that the 
ta king of the commanding officer’s building deprived them of 
the best part of the property and the part upon which they 
had made some of these expenditures. He said he thought I 
was right; and added he would not cause injury to the State 
for the mere convenience of one man. He stated that, because 
of tl ese circumstances, he had ordered Colonel Stewart back to 
an Grant, and that the question of punishment which had 
been rs was purely incidental, if, indeed, punishment were 
at ViyeUd, 


ne 
Adel 


a 
of 


= x sterday inclosing me a copy of the letter he had written 
wena Rayner, in which the name of my State and my own 
® had been used; and I send that letter to the desk and 
at it be laid before the Senate. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
d as requested. 
secretary read as follows: 
Tun WuitTr Hovse, 
Washington, May 12, 1908. 
: AR SENATOR TALIAFERRO: I inclose you a copy of my letter to 
RAYNER, inasmuch as you are mentioned in it. To take the 
hat there must be a court of inquiry because Colonel 3tewart 
\ Sent to Fort Grant would logically imply that another court 
Aust) Should be held to know why he should not be sent to St. 
“supe, or Baltimore, or Washington, or anywhere else. In other 





Considerable carpenter work has also been done | 
remains to be done in order that the buildings may be properly 


s matter up and endeavor to have the Department recede from its | 
seems so unfair under the circumstances mentioned. | 


anted it is absolutely necessary to know that uninterrupted occu- | 
It was certainly not thought that the provision | 


i 
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further evidence of this, I received a letter from the Presi- 


aoa , " | there 
erred to that circumstance and quoted certain extracts from 


| read. 


| does not recognize, and will not recognize, any law 
| gress may enact in regard to this matter which does not con- 
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words, it is a simple absurdity. The question of punishment to Coionel 


Stewart is wholly incidental. If it was desired to punish, a court 
martial would be ordered. I am not concerned with punishing m, but 
with benefiting the Army. This is the primary purpose, and the punish- 
ment is merely incidental to that end, im so far as it is a punishment. 
My belief is that a court-martial would award Colonel Stew some se 
vere punishment, and it may be necessary to hold n him; I 
do not believe he would be dismissed from the service as the result of 
a court-martial, and my whole aim is to get him out a position 

command, because he is wholly unfit to exercise command, because he 
tyrannizes over the enlisted men, and because he quarrels with civilians 
quite needlessly. My action is due to the need of maintaining the d 

cipline and efficiency of the Army by assigning Colonel Stewart to a 
post where he can damage neither. Let me repeat that if a court of 
inquiry can be held as to the propriety of sending him to Fort Grant, it 


can just as well be held to determine the propriety of sending him to St. 
Augustine, or anywhere else, and the mere statement of the proposition 


is enough to show its absurdity from every standpoint and especially 
from the standpoint of paying any heed whatever to the interest of 
the Army. The appointment of a court of inquiry is a matter purely 


within my discretion and judgment, as Commander in Chief; I neither 
could nor would surrender the right to exercise such judgment. 
Sincerely, yours, 


J. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Ion. P, TALIAFERRO, 


United States Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. Has the Senator from Florida concluded? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I have finished. I am obliged to the 
Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have only a word to add. 
The Senator says that the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs has all the facts before him. I have no facts what- 
ever. I have nothing before me, and the Military Committee 
has nothing before it, except what has been presented to the 
Senate by the Senator from Maryland and the President's letter 
as read from the desk. 

Now, the gravity of the problem which the committee is 
called upon to solve becomes more and more apparent as the 
discussion proceeds and as it has proceeded. What has been 
stated by the Senator from Georgia and the Senator from 


| Colorado shows that not only is it a matter of discipline of 


the Army and of the Navy and the relations of officers and 
men therein, but it is a question of law and, possibly, of the 
Constitution. It seems to me the best that can be offered and 
agreed to has already been said and agreed as to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, with the one exception that the Senator 
has requested that he may have an audience before that com- 
mittee. Let me say to the Senator that he will be welcome 
to-morrow or any other day, if we shall go beyond to-morrow, 
as will any other Senators who come before the committee, 
with regard to this or any other public business. 

Now, I think the Senator should be satisfied with that as- 
surance. 

Mr. RAYNER. With that statement, I want to say to the 
Senator I shall consent that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to say one word more. 
I do not commit myself as to what may be my final decision in 
the committee, but I want to assure the Senator, as a friend and 
in a friendly way, that if the post to which that officer has been 
detailed and which he now occupies is distasteful to him, and 
can be any other mutual and agreeable arrangements 
made, through any reasonable influence of mine, which does not 
cross forbidden lines of public duty, proper discipline, and 
loyalty, I should be very glad to befriend the Senator and any 
friend of his. 

As to the officer himself, I know nothing. He is one of those 
officers whom I never saw, to my knowledge. I know nothing 
of his record, but shall ask to see it all. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to say just one word in 
reference to the last letter which was read, addressed by the 
President of the United States to the Senator from Florida. I 
assume, of course, that that letter was intended to be read. to 
the Senate, or the Senator from Florida would not have had it 
The Senator says to me in his seat that that assumption 
is correct. 

Now, Mr. President, that is a plain statement to the Senate of 
the United States by the President of the United States that he 
that Con- 
form to what he recognizes as the thing which he voluntarily 
wishes to do. In other words, he claims that under the Consti- 
tutiog, as Commander in Chief of the Army he has a discretion 
as to whether or not he will do certain things, a discretion 
whether he will do it or whether he will not do it, and in the 
presence of the suggestion of action by Congress he puts Con- 
gress upon notice in no uncertain terms that he does not recog- 
nize the authority of Congress, and that if Congress assumes to 
act he will not obey it. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss that now, but I do 
trust that between now and the 4th of March the Senate will 
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have not only the time, but will take the opportunity to put the 
seal of its condemnation in no uncertain words upon any such 
utterance from the President of the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question before 
he resumes his seat? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not rise to interrupt the Senator from 
Georgia. I rose in my own right to bring another matter before 
the Senate as soon as this was disposed of. I understood that 
the Senator from Georgia was through with his remarks. 

Mr. BACON. I was through. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say to the Senator that I not only 
agree with what he has said, but if opportunity be not other- 
wise presented it will be made. 

Mr. BACON. Good! [Applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will 
suspend. The Chair must admonish the occupants of the gal- 
leries that under the rules of the Senate applause is not per- 
mitted. The Chair trusts that it will not be necessary to again 
admonish the occupants of the galleries. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Georgia this question before he takes his seat. Assuming that 
a court of inquiry were ordered under resolutions passed by the 
Senate, does the Senator think that as a matter of law the 
President would be bound to observe the conclusions and rec- 
ommendations of the court of inquiry under his constitutional 
power, unless a general law was passed by Congress to the 
effect that he should do so? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will permit me to answer 
the question of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to go on with the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
West Virginia? 

Mr. ELKINS. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
resolution? 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to get it before the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say to the Senator, if he wishes to 
speak to the joint resolution, I will, of course, recognize his 
right to do so, now that it has come up; but I want to bring a 
matter before the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator from West Virginia if he 
will not agree temporarily to lay the unfinished business aside. 
As the Senator perhaps has observed, there is a question be- 
fore the Senate that ought to be decided in the interest of the 
proponent of the measure. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will consent to that, provided the unfinished 
business does not lose its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished 
business will be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, I do not agree that 
we shall continue except on conditions. I think we have 
sufficiently debated this question to enable us to determine in- 
telligently whether the joint resolution should go to the com- 
mittee or not. All this must be thrashed over in committee, 
and then when the committee reports probably it will be thrashed 
over again here in the Senate, just as we are doing it now. 
Therefore, while it is agreeable to Senators to speak and 
while one speech provokes another and there is a sense of 
disappointment in the mind of a Senator who wants to speak 
and does not get an opportunity, in view of the fact that we are 
now approaching the close of the session and there is a good 
deal of important business to be transacted, I insist that we 
now proceed with something else. I am willing to yield for a 
vote to be taken as to whether the joint resolution shall go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. That is the motion, I 
believe, that is before the Senate. But I do not want to yield 
my right to bring up other business, now that 2 o’clock has 
arrived, until I have that kind of a condition attached. 


What is the request of the Senator from 


To proceed with the unfinished business. 
Does the Senator want to speak to the joint 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Wyoming that the joint resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Maryland be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN. With all the papers in the possession of 
the Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. With the papers. 
on agreeing to the motion, 

The motion was agreed to, 


COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 


Mr. FORAKER. I gave notice yesterday that at this hour 
I would move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 5729. Before I make that motion—and this may 
make it unnecessary to make it—I ask Senators if we can not 
agree upon a date when we can vote upon that bill. I am told 
that we are likely to adjourn a week from Saturday, on May 23. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator mentions the bill by number. 
Perhaps it would be better to designate it by title. 

Mr. FORAKER. Everybody understands, I think, that the 
bill mentioned by number is a bill that provides for the restora- 
tion to service of the enlisted men of the Twenty-fifth Infantry 
who were discharged without honor. 

I want to ask whether or not we can not agree upon a day. 
This is Wednesday. I ask unanimous consent that we may 
vote on this bill Saturday of this week. I understand there 
are one or two Senators who would like to speak. If so, | 
will be glad to give them an opportunity. That is long 
enough, as I understand it, to enable everyone to be heard who 
wishes to speak, so far as I have been informed. 

Mr. WARREN. I am very desirous of disposing of this 
question, as the Senator knows, just as we have all been de- 
sirous, but I do not think we can this morning accede to his 
request for unanimous consent, and for obvious reasons. I may 
give one of them. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopcE], who, to my certain knowledge, was preparing to address 
the Senate upon this question and review the testimony, was 
called to the bedside of his only sister, who is seriously ill and 
about to undergo a most dangerous surgical operation. I think 
the Senator will have to defer the matter of the date upon 
which we shall vote or take it up until we may have some 
further understanding. 

Mr. FORAKER. I had in mind the peculiar situation in 
which the Senator from Massachusetts is in at this particular 
time, and I feared that there might be objection on that ac- 
count, but according to my information that trouble will, per- 
haps, all be over and the Senator can come back and make lis 
speech as early as next Tuesday. I ask unanimous consent that 
we vote on this bill on Tuesday of next week. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I was diverted for a moment. I simply 
desire to inquire if the Senator from Wyoming objected to vot- 
ing on Saturday? 

Mr. FORAKER. He did. And now I ask unanimous con- 
sent that we may vote on this bill on Tuesday of next week, 
say, at 4 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, let there be no misunier- 
standing. I might have gone further, but I did not like to 
inject my personality into it at all. I was perfectly ready to 
vote upon this question when the Senator’s bill and the Wrrner 
bill were reported from the committee to the Senate, but it has 
been debated here in a manner and to an extent which I think 
makes it incumbent upon me as chairman of the committee ‘0 
prepare and deliver some remarks to the Senate before a yoie 
is taken. 

I want to say, with all humility, that during this session I 
have been pretty busy, on the whole; and, as the Senator knows, 
members of the Military Committee haye been generous with 
those who had the Brownsville matter in charge, and some- 
times at the expense of their own convenience and time; «0d 
those who have not been particularly engaged in the Browns\'!! 
matter have been very busy with appropriation and other !)i!!s. 

I hope the Senator will not make his request at the present 
time, or, at least, if he does so, that the date may be distant 
enough to insure proper consideration of the question by mc- 
bers of the committee who wish to address the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator be kind enough to *°2y 
whether, in his opinion, any day during this session wi!! be 
agreeable to him—later in next week than Tuesday? 


The question is 


e 
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Mr. WARREN. Possibly I could, if it were known when 
we may adjourn this session. I will say that so far as I am 
concerned I am at the present time a member of four different 
conferences, some of which have not yet had a session and 
others of which are in contention. I am a member of the Ap- 
propriations Committee, which has yet to consider the sundry 
civil appropriation bill and the deficiency bill. I am a mem- 
per of the Military Committee, that has yet to consider the Mili- 
tary Academy bill, and as a member of Public Buildings and 
Grounds Committee will soon, I expect, have to do duty on the 
omnibus public-buildings bill. It does seem to me, if we are 
to adjourn as early as next week, that I will not be ready within 
that time. If our session may extend some weeks longer, I will 
endeavor to be prepared to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. FORAKER. ‘Then, Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be made the unfinished business for the first 
day of the December session, and that we take a vote on it on 
the second Wednesday after the session convenes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. So far as this question is concerned, this 
side of the Chamber, I think, is ready to vote now or at any 
time. There is no special reason for postponing it to the next 
session. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope that the Senator from 
Texas will not interpose an objection to this reasonable request 
of the Senator from Ohio. I think that Senators upon the other 
side are as desirous as Senators upon this side that the session 
shall be brought to a close in the near future. 
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It is very evi- | 


dent that it can not be brought to a close if we are to enter upon 


a prolonged discussion of thiS question. 
r from Texas that the request of the Senator from Ohio is 
‘ertainly a very moderate and reasonable request. 
say to the Senator 
Mr. CULBERSON. 





I will say to the Sen- | 


I will also | 


It occurred to me that the requests of the | 


Senator from Ohio—the two previous requests—were not alto- 


gether unreasonable. There is no objection, so far as I know, 
this side of the Chamber. Of course, this is not a party 
question. I trust it will not become such. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a party question, but the party—— 
Mr. CULBERSON. 


Y) 
on 


of; and I must object to making it the unfinished business for 
the next session. 
Mr. ALDRICH. This is not a party question, and I hope 


it never will become a party question. It evidently can not be 
disposed of at this session if the session is not to be indefinitely 
prolonged. It will be disposed of at the next session. The 
Senators sitting upon this side of the Chamber, having the re- 
sponsibility of legislation, if objection is made, I am sure will 
vote unanimously to take up the bill and proceed to its con- 
sideration until it is disposed of at the next session. I hope, 
therefore, with a view of harmonizing the various interests 


and with a view of presenting an orderly disposition of busi- | 


ness, that the Senator from Texas will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is the objection of the Senator from Texas 
to the day named or simply to its going over at all? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in view of what has been 
said by the Senator from Rhode Island, I think it is proper to 
State that I recognize that the majority of this Chamber is 
responsible for legislation and that it ought to take whatever 


responsibility attaches either for legislating or a failure to 


legislate. 


This matter is one of great importance. 
pline of the Army of the United States. 


It occurs to me that we ought to dis- | 
pose of the matter; that it might be disposed of and gotten rid | 





It affects the disci- | 
It affects the safety 


of the publie, the security of the public in their homes, and we | 


believe that it ought to be disposed of at this session. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not hear the last words of the Senator 
from fexas, but I understand that his objection is to the matter 
going over until the next session; that he wants to have it dis- 
posed of at the present session. Can the Senator say that if 
I nove to proceed with this business and fix a day, he or his 
Colleagues on that side of the Chamber will vote with me to-day? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, this side of the Chamber 
Wilt vote as the motions are made. The statement stands which 
I have made, that we object to postponing this matter until the 
next session of Congress. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do. 
wr WARREN. I wish to say that I make no objection to 

ve request of the Senator, and I wish that there might be some 
srvind of agreement and some day fixed in the next session 
that will be agreeable to all parties, 
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I move that Senate bill 5729 be made the 





Mr. FORAKER. 
special order for the second Wednesday after the beginning of 
the next session in December. 


Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator from Ohio if he prefers the 
next session to the present session? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, sir; I do not. I will say to the Senator 
that if I had my own preference about the matter, I would 
vote this afternoon. But I recognize that the Senator from 
Massachusetts was called away under circumstances that we 
are bound to respect. I know that he was in the midst of the 
preparation of a speech that he was very anxious to make. He 
came to see me about it and told me of it before he knew of 
his sister’s illness. When, yesterday morning, I learned that 
he had been unexpectedly called away on that account, I recog- 
nized I had a situation to deal with that I was bound to re- 
spect, and I feared on that account I might not be able to get 
a vote. 

So far as the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WarREN] is con- 
cerned, I know he has been busy and has not had an oppor- 
tunity to prepare, but I would not give him a day, because he 
is so familiar with this subject that he can speak at any time, 
and I think the less time he has to get ready the better for 
him and the cause of justice. 

Mr. WARREN. The cause of justice? 

Mr. FORAKER. And the cause of justice. : 

Mr. BACON. . I desire to state in answer to the inquiry made 
of this side of the Chamber that while I will undoubtedly vote 
against either the bill proposed by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. WARNER] or the bill proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker], I think if any injustice has been done it ought 
to be corrected speedily; and if no injustice has been done, it 
ought to be ascertained. Therefore I am prepared to say to 
the Senator that if he desires to move to take up his bill at 
this session, I will vote with him to take it up. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am very much gratified to have that as- 
surance from the Senator from Georgia. I perhaps may make 
that motion. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will. 

Mr. FORAKER. And I trust the colleagues of the Senator 
from Georgia will act with him. 

I now, if the Senate please, am simply trying to find out 
what the possibilities of the situation are. I feel that it is my 
duty, in view of the circumstances surrounding the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar], to show consideration to him, 
and if we are to adjourn next week it will be impossible, in my 
opinion, to get a vote on this measure. I was told that one of 
my colleagues on the other side, who is a member of the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Frazier], desired to 
submit some remarks. All that requires time. We have the 
appropriation bills to deal with, and I am perfectly willing to 
be considerate about this matter, as I try to be about every- 
thing. Recognizing that we have a difficult situation to deal 
with, one we have always heretofore respected when a brother 
Senator sent word that he was called away unavoidably by a 
command that he must obey and that he wants us to wait on 
him until he can be heard, I think we ought to respect that, 
but the Senator from Massachusetts, as all Senators know, is a 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs. While I do not 
agree with the view he entertains and which he will present 
to the Senate, yet I recognize that he bas as much right to be 
heard as I have, and I feel I would be doing him an injustice 
and be acting in violation of the spirit of our practice under 
such circumstances if I were to insist upon taking up this 
measure and having a day fixed for a vote. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I move, if I may state it again, 
that this bill be made the special order for the third Wednesday 
of December next. I can not make it later, and I can not make 
it earlier. I have a calendar before me, according to which it 
appears that the first Wednesday will be the second day of the 
month. We meet on the 7th of December. If we make it the 
third Wednesday, that will be the 16th day of December. 

Mr. BACON. I suppose the Senator from Ohio recognizes 
the fact that the designation of a day in the next session very 
happily removes this controversy beyond the date of the next 
Presidential election. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, it was withheld when it originated 
until,the election was over, I believe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Georgia a question. Is that the reason the Senator and his 
colleagues now proposes to vote against the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]? 

Mr. BACON. I have not heard anything about how they are 
going to vote; but I will say very frankly to the Senator that 
the reason why I want the vote taken at this time, and not post- 
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poned until December, is that the Senators on the other side | 
might not have the opportunity of voting together upon this | 


question; which is evidently the purpose at this time. If the 


measure came up now, Senators on the other side of the aisle | 


would not vote together. That is the reason they wish the 
matter postponed beyond the next Presidential election, and it 
is a very ingenious suggestion on the part of Senators that it 
may be put over until December and a date for voting then 
fixed, because it gives an opportunity—and that alone can give 
it—for the Republicans to vote together on this one question 
of postponement. When it comes to the decision of the ques- 
tion itself they will be very badly divided. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Georgia is speak- 
ing without knowledge. 
take a vote on this question there will be a solid Republican 
vote for whatever proposition is before the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. That may be the case if the vote is taken in 
December, for the reason I have mentioned, that it will be after 
the issues have been passed upon; but it would not be the case 
if the vote were taken now, and I am not sufficiently in favor 
of harmony among the Republicans to desire that they should 
have the opportunity to produce that harmony. For that 
reason I am in favor of the measure being taken up now in 
order that we may see how they stand. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio by striking out the date fixed and inserting 
“Saturday of this week.” 

Mr. BACON. Now, you have got it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Ohio again 
state his motion? 

Mr. FORAKER. My motion is that Senate bill 5729 be 
made the special order for Wednesday, the 16th day of Decem- 
ber next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves 

Mr. FORAKER. To be voted on at 4 o'clock on that day, 
together with all amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the bill named by him be made the special order for Wednes- 
day, the 16th of December next, to be voted on at 4 o’clock 
of that day. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am told that there will perhaps be some 
parliamentary question as to fixing the hour, so I will simply 
put it on that day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the bill referred to by him be made the special order for 
Wednesday, December 16, next. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend the motion, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by striking out the date named and inserting “ Saturday 
of this week.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves te 
amend the motion of the Senator from Ohio by striking out 
“ Wednesday, December 16,” and inserting “ Saturday, May 16, 
instant.” ei 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I merely wish to say that the 
soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry have been very fortunate 
in their champions and defenders in this Chamber. I assume 
that each and every Senator has made up his mind and is 
ready to vote touching the fate of those soldiers. If they 
were wrongly discharged from the Army, and if they have a 
right to reinstatement, they ought to be restored now to the 
service, in order that the country may avail itself of the bene- 
fit of their services and that those soldiers may enjoy their com- 
pensation. If they are not to be restored to the service, then 
the sooner they know their fate the better. I am sure that 
they would welcome a decision of their destiny at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBEerson] to the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKker]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to inquire whether the motion, if 
agreed to, will displace the unfinished. business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will not displace the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to lay the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Texas on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I will inquire who made the motion to lay 
the amendment of the Senator from Texas on the table? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion was made by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
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I will say to him that whenever we | 
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SToNE]. In his absence I will transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. ANKENY], who is absent on account of 
illness, and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lover]. I do not 
know how he would vote if he were present, and therefore I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN], who is absent. I understand that an arrangement 
has been made by which I can transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner], which will release 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Ciay] from his pair, and we 
can both vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FULTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis], 
who is absent from the Chamber. I transfer that pair to my 
colleague, the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. BourNe], who 
is also absent, and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. NELSON (when Mr. Kirrreper’s name was called). I 
am authorized to say that if the Senator from South Dakota 


| [Mr. Kirrreper] were here he would vote “ yea” on this propo- 


sition, 
Mr. TALIAFERRO (when Mr. Mirton’s name was called). 


| My colleague [Mr. Mitton] is unavoidably absent from the 


Chamber. 
PLatr}. 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Warner]. 
If he were present I should vote “nay,” and he would vote 
“ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAY. I announced that I was paired with the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr], but by the arrange- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DinLtincHan] 
that pair has been transferred to the junior Senator from 


South Carolina [Mr. TmiMaNn]. I am therefore at liberty 
to vote. I vote “nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 27, as follows: 
YEAS—42. 


Fulton 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Hemenway 
Heyburn 
Hopkins 
Kean 

Knox 

Long 
Nelson 


NAYS—27. 


McCreary 
MeLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Newlands 
Gore Owen 
Johnston Paynter 


NOT VOTING—23, 


McEnery 
Milton 
Overman 
Penrose 


He is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 


Aldrich 
Allison 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Carter 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Cullom 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Foraker 
Frye 


Nixon 
Perkins 
Piles 
Richardson 
Stephenson 
Stewart 
Sutherland 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 


Culberson 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gallinger 
Gary 


Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Mich. 
Taliaferro 
Tavior 
Teller 


Ankeny 
Beveridge 
Bourne 
Burrows 
Daniel 
Davis 


Depew 
Hansbrough 
Kittredge 
La Follette 
Lodge Platt 
McCumber Scott 

So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the metiou 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I announce my }\iT 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], but I 
transfer it to the senior Senator from South Carolina |r. 
TILLMAN] and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I as:!! 
announce my general pair with the senior Senator from S.') 
Carolina [Mr. TirimMAN] and the transfer of it to the » 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopcE]. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when Mr. MrTon’s name was ¢:! 


Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Stone 
Tillman 
Warner 


' I again announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. Mii1o 


and the fact that he is paired with the Senator from New } 
[Mr. Puatt]. a 
Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I am pa'' 
with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Warne], 
knowing that he would vote “ yea” on this question, I will 
“ yea.” 
The roll call was concluded. 
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Mr. PILES. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
ANKENY] is absent on account of illness. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to state that if the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Kitrreper], who is unavoidably absent, were 
present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 62, nays 6, as follows: 


YEAS—62. 
Aldrich Culberson * Guggenheim Paynter 
Allison Cullom Hale Perkins 
Bacon Curtis Hemenway Piles 
Bailey Dick Heyburn Rayner 
Bankhead Dillingham Hopkins Richardson 
Borah Dixon Johnston Simmons 
Brandegee Dolliver Kean Stephenson 
Brown du Pont Knox Stewart 
Burket Elkins Long Sutherland 
Burnham Flint McCreary Taliaferro - 
Carter Foraker Martin Taylor 
Clapp Foster Money Teller 
Clark, Wyo. Frazier Nelson Warren 
Clarke, Ark. Frye Nixon Wetmore 
Clay Fulton Owen 
Crane Gallinger Overman 

NAYS—6. 
Briggs Burrows McLaurin Smith, Mich. 
Bulkeley Gore 

NOT VOTING—24. 

Ankeny Gamble McCumber . Scott 
Beveridge Gary McEnery Smith, Md. 
Bourne Hansbrough Milton Smoot 
Daniel Kittredge Newlands Stone 
Davis La Follette Penrose Tillman 
Depew Lodge Platt Warner 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Two-thirds of the Senate having 
voted in favor thereof, the motion of the Senator from Ohio to 
make Senate bill 5729 the special order for Wednesday, Decem- 
ber 16, 1908, is agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, in view of the result of the 
vote that has just been taken, I now announce that I shall not 
make the motion which I gave notice yesterday I would make 
to-day—that the Senate proceed to the consideration of this 
business, 

RAILROAD SIDING TO WASHINGTON NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask that the unfinished, business be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 20120) 
to authorize the construction of a railroad siding to the United 
States navy-yard, and for other purposes, to report it with an 
amendment, and to submit a report (No. 650) thereon. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I thought I had the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I have just presented, by direc- | 
tion of the Committee on the District of Columbia, a report on a 
House bill making provision for the construction of a connect- 
ing track to the Washington Navy-Yard. It is imperative that 
this measure, or something akin to it, should become a law at 
this session of Congress. The Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
advises me that under the present state of the law track con- 
nections with the navy-yard must be cut off unless Congress 
shall otherwise provide. The failure to pass some legislation 
on this subject will necessarily result in cutting off the fuel sup- 
ply and the material supply received by the railroads at the 
navy-yard, I think it is an urgent matter, and it is only for 
that reason that I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- | 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ELKINS. Will that displace the unfinished business? 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Temporarily the unfinished busi- 
ness will be laid aside. If there is no objection, it is so ordered. 
rhe Senator from Montana asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill reported by him. 

az here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an 
imendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 





Sert: 





1 hat the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad Com- 
'y be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to construct a 
branch track or siding from its present main line, at some 
ey to be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
on between the bridge over the Anacostia River at Pennsylvania 
avenue § &. and 1,000 feet westerly therefrom; thence extending by 
ve in @ southwestwardly direction across square south of 1080, to 
nth street, east; thence ee across square south 
n 


I 
= . on a line generally parallel to the center e of Water street, at 
a 


Sas 


\ distance between the center line of Water street and the present 
f roved north bulkhead line of the Anacostia River as shall be 
vproved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, crossing 





Fifteenth street SE., Fourteenth street SE., Thirteenth street SPE., 
Twelfth street SE.. M and N streets SE., Thirteenth street SE., 


in a southwestwardly direction by curve or otherwise, as the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia shall approve, crossing Twelfth 
street SE., and square south of 1001, to the north abutment of the 
Anacostia River bridge at the foot of Eleventh street SH.; thence pass- 
ing under the north end of the said Anacostia River bridge, at such 
oint as may be determined by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
umbia ; thence across Eleventh street SE., square 979, Tenth street SE., 
square 955, and Ninth street SE., on a line generally parallel to the 
north bulkhead line of the Anacostia River, as now approved, and be- 
tween it and 100 feet distant therefrom, as may be determined by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to a connection with the 
track system of the United States navy-yard. 

Sec. 2. That the location of said track and the grade thereof and 
the plans of construction outside of the United States navy-yard shall 
be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and the 
said Commissioners are also authorized and empowered to make, from 
time to time, all needful regulations for the movement of trains, cars, 
and locomotives over the same. 

The Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company shall 
also pave such crossings or other portions of public space occupied by 
said track and 2 feet exterior to the rails thereof as the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia may require, and keep the same 
in repair at all times. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and they are hereby authorized and empowered, upon 
request of the railroad company, to grant the Philadelphia, Baltimore 
and Washington Railroad Company permission to lay, maintain, and 
use side tracks and sidings, from the branch track herein authorized, 
south of said branch track between Twelfth and Fifteenth streets 
east, and also into squares 955, 979, south of 1025, and east of 1025, 
and south of 1001, and south of 1048: Provided, That such tracks or 
sidings shall be laid and maintained under the direction of the said 
Commissioners in such manner as to least interfere with the free and 
unobstructed use of the public streets. 

Sec. 4. That the entire cost and expense of obtaining the necessary 
right of way, and the entire cost and expense of constructing the 
branch track, herein authorized, to a connection with the track system 
of the navy-yard, shall be paid and defrayed by the Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore and Washington Railroad Company, but tne said Philadelphia, 
Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company shall not acquire any 
riparian rights by reason of the location of said track through public 
space or through any right of way necessary to be acquired: Provided, 
That upon completion of the branch track herein authorized and dl- 
rected to be constructed within the time and in the manner herein required 
the United States shall pay to the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Wash- 
ington Railroad Company, its successors or assigns, the sum of $25,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to reimburse said company for 
money paid by it for and in securing the necessary rights of way in 
conformity with this act; and for such purpose the sum of $25,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 

Sec. 5. That where the line as approved by said Commissioners lies 
within the bed of any public highway or through any public space, said 
company is hereby given the right to occupy such portion of said high- 
way or public space as may be approved by said Commissioners, and 
where such approved line crosses private property, the said railroad 
company is hereby authorized to acquire a sufficient right of way not 
exceeding 66 feet in width by purchase, and in the event that such 
right of way can not be purchased at a price satisfactory to said rail- 
road company, authority is hereby conferred upon said railroad company 
to condemn the land necessary for such right of way, in the manner 
and by the method and processes provided by sections 648 to 663, both 
inclusive, of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, 
which said sections, despite any repeal thereof, are hereby reenacted 
in full force and effect, for the purposes contemplated by this act, and 
are especially enacted to like effect as if the same were incorporated 
herein at length: Provided, That in every case where an assessment 
for damages or an award shall have been returned by the appraisers, 
the company, upon paying into court the amount so assessed or awarded, 
may enter upon and take possession of the land covered thereby, irre- 
spective of whether exceptions to such assessment or award shall be 
filed or not, and any subsequent proceedings shall not interfere with 
or affect such possession, but shall only affect the amount of compensa- 
tion to be paid. 

Spec. 6. That the construction of the track or siding herein provided 
for shall be begun within six months from the date of the passage of 
this act, and shall be completed within two years from said date, and 

vending such construction the said Philadelphia, Baltimore and Wash- 
Gaten Railroad Company is hereby authorized to maintain its present 
track connection with the United States navy-yard by means of a 
single track on K street and Cenal street SE., either as at present 
located or as the same may hereafter be relocated, in whole or in part, 
with the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
but at the expiration of said two years said railroad company shall at 
its own expense remove said present track connection and restore the 
surface of the streets over which the same is laid to the approval of 
said Commissioners. 

Sec. 7. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
hereof be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 8. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal 
this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


2 MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
19158) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
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thereon, and had appointed Mr. Scorr, Mr. Havucen, and Mr. 
LAMB INanagers at the conference on the part of the House.. 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 6155) to provide for an enlarged 
homestead, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Monpett, Mr. VotsTeap, and Mr. Gatnes of Tennes- 
see managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18347) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other 
purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. OvEr- 
STREET, Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, and Mr. Moon of Tennes- 
see managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19158) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1909, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

M WARREN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked for by the 
House, and that the conferees on the part of the Senate be ap- 
pointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Vice-President ap- 
pointed. as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. 
WarRkEN, Mr. DoLiiver, and Mr. Money. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SCOTT. It becomes necessary for the senior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. TaLiArerro] and me to leave the city to- 
morrow, and as we are in a deadlock in the conference on the 
pension appropriation bill, I ask that the Senator from Florida 
and I be excused from further service, and that the Chair ap- 
point two new conferees in our places. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks that the Senator from Florida [Mr. Ta.LtaArerro] and him- 
self be excused from further service as conferees on the pension 
appropriation bill, and that the Chair appoint new conferees. 
Without objection, it is so ordered. The Chair appoints as 
conferees in place of the Senators named the Senator from 
Utah {[Mr. Smoot] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18347) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, and requesting 





= < 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the request for a conference, and that 
the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
Chair. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Vice-President appointed | 


as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Penrose, Mr. 
Burxows, and Mr. Cray. 
COLLECTION OF REVENUE. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of an important customs bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which ought to be passed in order that it 
may go into conference. It comes with a wnanimous report 
from the committee. It is House bill No. 17506. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 17506) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenues,” approved June 10, 1890, as amended 
by the act entitled “An act to provide revenues for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States,” 
approved July 24, 1897, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance with an amendment to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 

That section 14 of the act entitled “An act to simplify the laws in 
relation to the collection of revenues,” approved June 10, 1890, as 
amended by the act entitled “An act to provide revenues for the Goy- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States,” ap- 


es ed July 24, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read 
as TOLLOWS: 

“Sec. 14. That the decision of the collector as to the rate and 
amount of duties chargeable upon imported merchandise, including all 
dutiable costs and charges, and as to all fees and exactions of what- 
ever character (except duties on tonnage), shall be final and conciu- 
sive against all persons interested therein, unless the owner, importer, 
consignee, or agent of such merchandise, or the person paying euch fees, 
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charges, and exactions other than duties, shall, within fifteen days 
after but not before such ascertainment and liquidation of duties, as 
well in cases of merchandise entered in bond as for consumption, or 
within fifteen days after the payment of such fees, charges, and ex 
actions, if dissatisfied with such decision, give notice in writing to the 
collector, setting forth therein distinctly and specifically, and in respect 
to each entry or payment, the reasons for his objections thereto, and 
if the merchandise is entered for consumption shall pay the ful! 
amount of the duties and charges ascertained to be due thereon. Upo 
such notice and payment the collector shall transmit the invoice and 
all the papers and exhibits connected therewith to the board of three 
general appraisers, which shall be on duty at the port of New York, 
or to a board of three general appraisers who may be designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury for such duty at that port or at any 
other port, which board shall examine and decide the case thus su)- 
mitted, and their decision, or that of a majority of them, shal! be 
final and conclusive upon all persons interested therein, and the record 
shall be transmitted to the proper collector or person acting as such, 
who shall liquidate the entry’ accordingly, except in cases where an 
application shall be filed in the circuit court within the time and 
in the manner provided for in section 15 of this act: Provided, how- 
ever, That the board of three general appraisers, or a majority of them, 
who decided the case may, upon motion of either party, within thirty 
days next after their decision, and not afterwards, grant a rehearing 
of said case when, in their opinion, the ends of justice may require it. 

“The general board of nine general appraisers shall have power t 
establish from time to time such reasonable rules of practice, not inc 
sistent with the law, as may be deemed necessary for the conduct of 
their proceedings and of the proceedings of the said board of three genera! 
appraisers, and to assign or reassign any case to any of such boards 
of three at any time before promulgation of decision, in order to secure 
uniformity of decision.” 

Sec. 2. That section 15 of said act be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 15. That if the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of any 
imported merchandise, or the collector, or the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall be dissatisfied with the decision of the board of general appraisers, 
as provided for in section 14 of this act, as to the construction of the 
law and the facts respecting the classification of such merchandise and 
the rate of duty imposed thereon under such classification, they, or 
either of them, may, within thirty days next after such decision, if a 
rehearing has not been previously granted, or within thirty days next 
after the decision of the board of general appraisers after such rehear- 
ing, and not afterwards, apply to the circuit court of the United States 
within the district in which the matter arises for a review of the 
questions of law and fact involved in such decision. Such application 
shall be made by filing in the office of the clerk of said circuit court a 
concise statement of the errors of law and fact complained of, and a 
copy of such statement shall be served on the collector, or on the im- 
porter, owner, consignee, or agent, as the case may be. Thereupon the 
court shall order the board of general appraisers to return to said cir- 
cuit court the record and the evidence taken by them, together with the 
certified statement of the facts involved in the case, and their decision 
thereon ; and all competent evidence taken by and before said board of 
general appraisers shall be evidence before said circuit court. The 
parties litigant shall hereafter be required to introduce all of their evi- 
dence before the said board of general appraisers prior to its decisi 












n 
of the case. The return made by the board of general apprais in 
pursuance of the order of the cireuit court shall constitute the record 
upon which said circuit court shall give priority to and proceed to hear 
and determine the questions of law and fact involved in such decision 


respecting the classification of such merchandise and the rate of duty 
imposed thereon under such classification: Provided, That the said cir- 
cuit court is further vested with the power to remand any case pending 
before it on appeal from a decision of the board of general appraisers 
when, in its opinion, such proceeding is just and proper, but this shall 
not be ordered except upon motion duly made and after notice to the 
opposite party. When such order is made the case shall then be re- 
manded to the board of general appraisers whose decision has been ap- 
pealed from, and the said board shall hear such further testimony as 
shall be introduced by either party, and shall return to the circuit court 
the additional evidence so taken, together with a further certified state- 
ment of facts as supplemented or modified by such additional ti- 
mony, and their decisions upom the whole case as thus supplen d 
or modified, which said additional return shall be added to and b: le 
part of the record upon which the case shall be heard and determ 
by the circuit court. When a case has been remanded to the boa 
general appraisers as above provided, the United States attorney for (h 
district in which the appeal is pending may appear in the proceedings 
had before the board under the order remanding the case. 

“The decision of such circuit court shall be final, and the proper 
collector, or person acting as such, shall liquidate the entry a¢ I- 
ingly, unless such court shall be of the epinion that the question in- 
volved is of such importance as to require a review of such decision 
by the circuit court of appeals of the United States within the circull 
in which the matter arises, in which case said circuit court or | 
judge _——s the decision may, within thirty days thereafter, allo n 


appeal to said circuit court of appeals; but an appeal shall be allowed 
on the part of the United States whenever the -Attorney-General i 
apply for it within thirty days after the rendition of such de . 
On such original application and on any such appeal security for ) 
ages and costs shall be given as in the case of other appeals in cases 
in which the United States is a party. Said circuit court of 4| ' 


shall have jurisdiction and power to review such decision, and 

give priority to such cases, and may affirm, modify, or reverse su le- 
cision of such circuit court and remand the case with such orders 45 
may seem to it proper in the premises, which shall be executed ac 
cordingly. 

“The decision of such circuit court of appeals may be reviewed | 
the Supreme Court of the United States in any of the ways pro led 
in cases arising under the revenue laws by the act approved Marc) . 
1891, entitled ‘An act to establish circuit courts of ap Is, and to 
define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts °% 
the United States, and for other purposes.’ ; 

“All final judgments, when in favor of the importer, shall be s°U'= 
fied and paid by the Secretary of the Treasury from the perm«! 
indefinite appropriation provided for in section 24 of this act. 


“Wor the purposes of this section the circuit courts of the U! ed 
States shall be deemed always open, and said cireuit courts, © ; 
tively, may establish, and from time to time alter, rules and | > 


tions not inconsistent herewith for the procedure in such cases 45 
shall deem proper. 
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“Where cases arise at ports within any jurisdiction having no cir- 
court, applications for review of the decisions of the board of 
11 appraisers provided for in section 15 of this act shall be filed | 
the clerks of the courts having cognizance of the same classes of 
.: as cireult courts, and such eases shall be heard and determined 
ich courts, with the same powers and in like manner as herein 
ied for the hearing and determination of such cases in circuit | 
s, and such decisions shall be subject to review in the manner 
ided by law.’ 

S 3. That said act be, and the same is hereby, further amended by 

. thereto, after said section 30 thereof, a new section, to read as | 


vs: 
See. 31. That all of the general appraisers of merchandise hereto- 
or hereafter appointed under the authority of said act shall hold | 
- office during good behavior, but may, after due hearing, be re- 
a by the President for the following causes, and no other: Neglect 
inty, malfeasance in office, or imefficiency. 
“Phat hereafter the salary of each of the general appraisers of mer- 
chandise shall be at the rate of $10,000 per annum. 
That the said boards of general appraisers and the members thereof 
have and possess all the powers of a circuit court of the United 
States in preserving order, compelling the attendance of witnesses, and 
t production of evidence, and in punishing for contempt.” 
Sec. 4. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with this act 
are hereby repealed. 
s 5. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after 
passage, 


Mr. BACON. I presume the bill is all right, but I do not 
know much about it. I notice a clause which seems to make an 
appraiser a life officer. It that correct? 


south 


nD 


its 


Mr. ALDRICH. It makes him hold office during good be- 
havior, but he is removable for certain causes, which are | 
stated. 

Mr. BACON. Has that been the case heretofore? 


Mr. ALDRICH. That has not been the case heretofore. 
t for political or other reasons, 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill provides that they shall hold their 
offices during good behavior, and can only be removed for cer- 
tain specified causes. 

Mr. BACON. The point that I desired information on was 
whether the law as it now stands retains them in office during 
good behavior. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the law as it now stands allows their 
removal at the pleasure of the President. 

Mr. BACON. Well, possibly I did not put my inquiry in the 
right shape. There is no fixed term, in other words, as I un- 
derstand now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no fixed term. 

Mr. BACON. And the only change then the bill makes is to 
throw greater restrictions around their removal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Around their removal, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 


de 
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ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time and passed, 
MOTTO ON GOLD AND SILVER COINS. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
Committee on Finance, in which, I think, Senators are all in- 


terested, providing for the restoration of the motto of “In God | 
I ask unanimous | 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 17296) 


we trust” to certain gold and silver coins. 


providing for the restoration of the motto “ In God we trust” on 


certain denominations of the gold and silver coins of the United | 


States, 


rhe Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 


Sel te, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
ae ‘ation. It provides that the motto “In God we trust,” 
reret 


silver coms of the United States of America, shall hereafter be 
inscribed upon all such gold and silver coins as heretofore. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE Q. ALLEN. 


Mr. CULLOM, I ask unanimous consent now for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4435) for the relief of George Q. 


there being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Wl proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
George Q. Allen, of Chicago, Ill., $528, in full compensation for 
his services as crier of the United States circuit court of ap- 


peals for the seventh circuit, at Chicago, Ill, from October 5, 
until May 31, 1898, as per findings of fact made by the 


1896. 


Court of Claims, 


There is another bill reported from the | 


| page 2 it is proposed to strike out, in line 


‘fore inseribed on certain denominations of the gold and | 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
read the third 
time, and passed. 

REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS FROM INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. 


Mr. OWEN. I ask the Senator from West Virginia, in charge 
of the unfinished business, to yield to me that the Senate may 
conclude the consideration of Calendar No. 588. 


Mr. ELKINS. I have agreed to do so temporarily, provided 


| that the Senator who has it in hand will see that it does not 


take much time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished 
business will be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. OWEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 15641) for the removal of restrictions 
from part of the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, 
and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. OWEN. I propose the amendment I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 
as a new section the following: 

Sre. 15. That for six months after the approval of this act the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
enroll as members of either the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, 
or Seminole tribes such persons as the records in his office may show 
were wrongfully omitted from the rolls of either of said tribes by reason 
of error of law or of inadvertence or because of want of time to prop- 


pro- 


| erly consider their applications for enrollment, and he may consider 
These officers have been removable at the pleasure of the Presi- | 2n; 
| said Secretary is further authorized, in any 
| from the evidence and records in his office that a member was wrong- 
| fully enrolled as a freedman and should have been enrolled as an In- 


any evidence heretofore filed for or against such applicants, and the 
case where he is satisfied 


dian, to transfer said member from the approved freedman roll to the 
roll of citizens by blood of such tribe: Provided, That in suits brought 
to restore the names of persons struck from the final rolls of the Five 
Civilized Tribes, the Secretary of the Interior, as defendant, may offer 
as a defense the record to show that such name had been erroneously 
placed upon such roll, amd the name of no person shall be restored to 
such roll who was not originally entitled under the law to have been 
enrolled, and the burden of proof in such cases shall be upon the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Provided further, That the children of Choctaw freedmen entitled 
under the act of April 26, 1906, to make application under that law, 
and who failed to apply for lack of proper notice, shall have ninety 
days from and after the passage of this act within which to make such 
application, and such application shall have the same effect as if it had 
been made within the time originally proposed by such law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN. I move to strike out lines 17 to 25 on page 10. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 10 it is proposed to strike out lines 
17 to 25, inclusive, as follows: 


Sec. 12. That the Secretary of the Interior may permit any lessee 
having a coal and asphalt lease covering segregated coal or asphalt 


| lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations in Oklahoma, which lease 


has been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, to surrender any 
tract or part thereof and to substitute therefor, subject to the terms of 
the lease and approval by the Secretary of the Interior, adjoining land 
within said segregation substantially equal in area to the land surren- 
lered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment has heretofore 
been agreed to. Without objection, the amendment will be re- 
garded as open. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. OWEN. On page 2, I move to strike out beginning with 
the words “All restricted,” in line 23, to the end of the para- 
graph. 

The SecreTaRy. In the committee amendment at the foot of 

23, all after the word 
“lands” to the end of the paragraph, in the following words: 

All restricted allotted land of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes 
shall be subject to taxation where such land has been leased, but taxes 
thus levied shall not become a lien against the land, but shall be paid 
by the lessee and shall be a lien against any crops or values produced 
from tbe land. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is 
an amendment already agreed to. Without 
amendment will be regarded as open. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN. After line 23, on page 8, I move 
I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall be further authorized, at the re- 


o2ddressed 
objection, 


to 


the 
to. 


to insert what 


79 
_— Dy 


On page 8, after line it is proposed to 


| quest of any allottee with restricted land, to bring suit on his behalf to 


remove cloud to the title thereto, without cost or charges to the said 
allottees, and all necessary expenses incurred under this section shall be 





defrayed from the money herein appropriated as hereinafter provided. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. OWEN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add as a new section at the 
end of the bill the following: 

Sec. 16. That the provisions of section 13 of the act of Congress ap- | 
proved April 26, 1906 (34 Stat. L., 137), shall not apply to town lots in 
town sites heretofore established, surveyed, platted, and appraised under | 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. But nothing herein con- | 
tained shall be construed to authorize the conveyance of any interest in 
the coal or asphalt underlying said lots. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas subsequently said: I wish to make 
an announcement in connection with the bill for the removal 
of restrictions. The Senate was engaged in the consideration | 
of the committee amendments, and I presumed when amend- | 
ments of that character had been disposed of there would be an 
opportunity for the consideration of individual amendments. 
My attention was distracted when those amendments were dis- | 
posed of, and I did not have an opportunity to call the attention 
of the Chair to the fact that my colleague had pending an | 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair put the question to the 
Senate, stating that the bill was in the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. My attention was not diverted | 
for more than a moment. I am not charging the Chair with | 
any unfairness. It is due to my own dereliction. 

Mr. ELKINS, How long will the Senator from Arkansas 
require? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. There are a great many ways 
in which I can get my statement before the Senate. The 
shortest way would be to permit me to make the statement now. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will it take long? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It will not require over ten 
minutes; perhaps not so long. 

It may be that the request which I am about to make is not 
permissible under the rules. 

Mr. ELKINS. If it will take only a few minutes, I am willing 
to yield. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. My colleague [Mr. Davis] is a 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs. He differs with 
the committee as to the disposition of the matters covered by 
the bill just considered. He offered an amendment, but in con- 
sequence of the necessity for his absence from the city at this 
time he has not an opportunity to present the matter. Having 
been offered and printed, I took it for granted it would be 
brought to the attention of the Senate. In connection with the 
consideration of that amendment, he has prepared some re- 


marks which he has reduced to writing, and he asked me to | 


read the same to the Senate when the consideration: of the 
amendment was reached in the regular course of the passage of 
the bill. That is the request which I now desire to make. But 
I do not know whether under the rules remarks prepared by an 
absent Senator can be submitted to the Senate. 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. That is a matter for the determina- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Then i ask the judgment of the 
Senate upon the proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas may 
read the remarks as a part of his own. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am not sufficiently advised 
about the merits of the proposition involved in the bill to have 
any views about it. When I find my mind in that condition I 
usually accept the judgment of the committee. But as my col- 


league is not of the same mind, I will now present to the Sen- | 


ate his views on some features of the bill, or rather some omis- 
sions in the bill, which he sought to cover by an amendment. 

What I read represents the views exclusively of my colleague. 
I might or might not agree with him if I had investigated the 
matter sufficiently to have any views upon the subject. I dis- 
claim any responsibility for the statement. 

“Mr. President, I am actuated in offering this amendment by 
principles of justice and humanity. Never before, since the 


establishment of this Republic, has it ever been seriously proposed | 


by the National Congress to legislate American citizens out of 
their own homes, to confiscate their property and to bestoy- it 
upon other persons, and to render the legal owners thereof and 


their wives and children destitute, mendicants, and paupers. | 


Yet, sir, this bill, if unamended, will accomplish this frightful and 
inhuman purpose. 

“The situation existing in the Choctaw and Chickasaw na- 
tions, as the result of the work of administrative officers, as 
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disclosed by the official record, beggars description. It is the 
result and product of fraud, mistake, and incompetency on the 
part of administrative officers charged, by law, with the duty of 
dividing this estate among the legal and equitable beneficiaries. 

“I want to place before the Senate some of the salient and 
indisputable facts with reference to the title by which this prop- 


| erty is held and the administration of this estate by the depart- 


mental officers. 

“By article 2 of a treaty negotiated September 27, 1830, and 
ratified by the Senate of the United States and proclaimed as a 
law on Februafy 24, 1831 (7 Stats., 333), the United States 
agreed to specially convey certain lands west of the Mississi)i 


| River—and which are now being allotted—in fee-simple title to 


the Choctaw Nation in trust for the exclusive use and benefit 
of a designated class of persons composed of all those persons 
comprising the Choctaw community on the day the treaty was 
ratified and their descendants. 

“On March 24, 1837, the Senate of the United States ratified 
a treaty entered into by the Choctaws and Chickasaws, by 
the terms and provisions of Article I of which treaty those 
persons comprising the Chickasaw community on the day the 
treaty was ratified and their descendants acquired by purchase 
an equal, undivided, individual interest in the property agreed 


| to. be conveyed to the Choctaws by Article II of the treaty 


of 1830 on the same terms that the Choctaws held it, so that 


| by this treaty the Chickasaws became a part of the designated 
| class of Choctaws for whose exclusive use and benefit thie 


grant was to be made. 

“On February 24, 1843, the President of the United States 
specially conveyed by patent the western lands in fee-simple 
title to the Choctaw Nation, to be held by said nation in trust 
for the exclusive use and benefit of said designated class of 
persons. Thus this was and is now trust property, owned ex- 
clusively by the Choctaws and Chickasaws, the legal title to 
which is held by the Choctaw Nation in trust. 

“In 1896 Congress, in response to an almost universal <e- 
mand for the abolishment of these Indian governmeiits, passed 
an act, approved June 10, 1896, directing a Commission, known 
as the “Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes,” to receive, 
consider, and determine applications of persons claiming citi- 
zenship in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations preparatory to 
the preparation of final citizenship rolls, to be used as a basis 
for the distribution in severalty of the tribal property. ‘This 
act further provided that either the Indian nations—who were 
represented by their officials and attorneys—or the applicants 
could appeal from the decision of the Commission to the United 
States district courts. Only a comparative few of the Choc- 
| taws and Chickasaws applied to said Commission under said 
act, and of the number who applied appeals were taken to thie 
United States district courts in cases involving the rights of 
about 5,000 persons. 

“The United States district courts heard the cases and ren- 
dered judgments admitting to citizenship approximately 4,” 
| persons. Appeals were taken in these cases from the judg- 

ments of the United States district courts to the Supreme Court 
|of the United States, which court affirmed said judgments. 
(Stephens v. Cherokee Nation, 174 U. S., p. 476.) Thereafter 
by act approved July 1, 1902, a legislative commission, desic- 
/nated therein as the ‘Choctaw-Chickasaw citizenship court,’ 
was created with authority to review, revise, and annul al! of 
said judgments entered by the United States district courts and 
| affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States. The 
| torneys who procured this legislation held inchoate contracts 
with the officials of the Indian governments by which, in tle 
event they could secure a reversal of said judgments rendered 
| by the Federal courts, they were to receive 9 per cent of tle 
| value of the property each such person was entitled to receive 
under said judgment. This citizenship court rendered jus 
| ments and decrees affirming the judgments of the Federa! 
| courts in cases involving the rights of 156 persons and reversed 
and rendered null and void the judgments of the Federal courts 
in cases involving the rights of approximately 3,800 claimants. 
| This citizenship court, under Congressional act approved March 
3, 1903, was authorized to fix the compensation of the attorneys 
who secured the legislation under which the court was creaicd, 
for their entire services rendered in these cases, both in procur- 
ing the legislation and conducting said cases before said citize! 
ship court. This court, under that act, entered a decree awal 
| ing a fee of $750,000 to said attorneys, but did not state upon 
| what basis the allowance was made. 

“The charge has repeatedly been made, and, sir, it is 2°" 
erally believed to be true, that certain members of that court 
were improperly influenced to render judgments denying t!: 
people their property and homes. Certain it is, sir, that a (l- 
rect and specific charge that certain members of that court 
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e bribed to render decisions denying to these poor, ignorant, 

.elpless women and children their homes was made to the 
etary of the Interior last November by one Gus Rosen- 
winkle. That man, sir, was the chief law clerk of the firm of 
rneys who had been employed to deprive those people of 
r property and render them homeless. He told the Secre- 
at a hearing arranged last November for that purpose of 


ugh what banks the checks passed, of telegraphic corre- 
dence upon the subject, and gave Mr. Garfield a list of the 
names of persons who had personal knowledge of the various 
transactions. The Secretary of the Interior admitted all this 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Yet, sir, he refused to 
furnish the memorandum of Rosenwinkle’s statement to the 
committee or to furnish the names of the persons who knew of 
this infamous transaction, upon the paltry plea that Rosen- 
winkle would not verify his statement under oath or ever sign 
it. Secretary Garfield admitted that he had never investigated 
this statement, personally or by agent, and had never made any 
inquiry into the current reports that members of that court 
were bribed. 

“Mr. President, a man who would ignore such charges, who 
would make no effort to ascertain the rights of these poor, 
helpless women and children who had been deprived of their 
homes, is unfit to administer upon this estate and unworthy 
longer to have control of the property of these helpless wards 
of the Government. 

“Mr. President, the one fact that the Federal courts of this 
country, including the Supreme Court, found approximately 
4,000 of these people entitled to property rights, and of these 
4,000 persons the citizenship court, on review, found only 156 
so entitled, casts suspicion on the work of this citizenship court. 
Either the Federal courts were incompetent or this citizenship 
court was incompetent, and, sir, I for one prefer to believe in 
the ability of our Federal judiciary. 

“Following the act of 1896 came the act approved June 28, 
1898. This act, known as the “ Curtis Act,” was intended to 
provide for the enrollment of all persons who were resident in 
the nations who were entitled to enrollment and would, had the 
administrative officers adhered to its provisions, resulted in the 
enrollment of all persons entitled thereto who were residing in 
the nations. This act directed the Commission to “enroll all 
persons of Indian blood” as Choctaw or Chickasaw citizens, 
and to enroll all others who were lawfully entitled thereto. 

“Judge Willis J. Van Devanter, then Assistant Attorney- 
General of the United States, rendered an opinion construing 
this act for the guidance of the administrative officers, under 
date March 17, 1899, in which he says: 

“The Commission was authorized and directed to enroll the persons 
indicated (that is, all persons of Indian blood), and to investigate the 
right of all other rsons whose names were found upon any tribal 
roll, and to omit all such as may have been placed there by fraud or 
without authority of law. They were not authorized to add any name 
not found upon some roll of the tribe except those of descendants of 
persons rightfully upon some roll. 

“ Neither the Commission nor the Secretary of the Interior 
has ever consulted the official tribal rolls prepared by Govern- 
ment officials and agents during the years 1830 to 1890, inclu- 
sive, which are to-day in the custody and possession of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The only rolls used by the Secre- 
tary and the Commission were rolls prepared by Government 
off ials who were pecuniarily interested in the property, and 
Whose individual interests in this property were increased in 
proportion as the number of persons found entitled to share in 
the property was reduced. 

This act did not authorize or réquire the submission of an 
apt cation for any particular enrollment, the duty of correctly 
fhroling every person entitled thereto devolving wholly upon 


w 


out 


the administrative officers, 
‘Tha ‘ aint 4 
- ! ‘e Commission served notice by publication and other- 
oo upon all persons claiming rights in the nations to appear 
ure It at certain places and on certain days. Those persons, 
i by the official records, whose right to enrollment was 


! estioned by the Indian officials, were not examined by 
mission. Only those persons whose rights were chal- 
y the officials of the tribes were examined by the Com- 
: » the exact testimony not being reduced to writing, 
such extracts thereof and memoranda as the Com- 


wission saw fit to make of record were recorded. Two years 
r hen the Commission commenced the preparation of the 
ee ae it held that unless the person appearing before it 
& blood we act of 1898 made application for enrollment as 
hold citizen he was not entitled to enrollment. This 


manner in which the bribery occurred, the times and places, ; 
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The act of Congress did not authorize or require the submis- 
sion of any application. As a result of this arbitrary, unwar- 
ranted, and unlawful holding thousands of persons of Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Indian blood were denied enrollment. 

“In other cases, as appears from the official record, their 
rights to enrollment were determined under bills pending in Con- 
gress and which were not then and never became laws. 

“ William O. Beall, an official of the Commission, and who had 
direct charge of the work of enrolling the Choctaws and Chick- 
asaws, appeared before W. D. Foulke, a special agent of the De- 
partment, and testified under oath as follows (S. Doc. 357, 59th 
Cong., 2d sess., p. 88): 

“Q. Now, Mr. Beall, I want to ask you if you have at any time in 
the hearing of any cases ever quoted a provision from a bill pending 
in Congress which had not become a law for the purpose of determin- 
ing the rights of the applicants?—A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Can you state in what case?—A. I couldn’t now. 
number of cases. 


“In an official report, under date of March 4, 1907, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior advised the Senate that in one week he 
had examined and decided 2,023 cases involving the rights of 
these people, and departmental officers (Ward and Henderson) 
admitted that these cases embraced not less than 10,000 per- 
sons. Think, sir, of passing upon the rights of 10,000 helpless 
people, wards of this Government, in one week. The records in 
many of these cases were voluminous, and no man could have 
properly considered and determined more than one of these 
cases in a day. Yet the Secretary of the Interior determined 
2,023 of them in one week. How did he do it? By affirming 
without examination the decisions of the Commission written 
by that man Beall, who decided the cases for the Commission 
under bills pending in Congress, as he so testified. 

“ But this is not all. Not content with despoiling these people 
of their rights, these administrative officers sought additional 
victims. A case, known as the Coleman case, already acted 
upon by the Secretary, and which action was final so far as the 
Department, at least, was concerned, was referred to the De- 
partment of Justice for an opinion. The Attorney-General re- 
ferred it to a young man who had graduated from a law school, 
but who had never practiced law and whose knowledge of law 
was confined to that particular system of jurisprudence found 
only in the Departments here in Washington. That man, sir, 
who could not draw the initial pleadings in a proceeding to 
replevin a pig, wrote an opinion, which resulted in the Secretary 
arbitrarily striking the names of upward of 2,000 persons from 
the finally approved rolls of these tribes. Sir, that action was 
without authority of law and the Supreme Court and court of 
appeals of this District have so held, but the Secretary of the 
Interior remains obdurate and will not recognize the rights of 
these people, notwithstanding the Attorney-General has recently 
advised him that the striking of these names was unlawful and 
that the departmental action can not be defended in the courts. 
Each person whose name was thus unlawfully stricken from 
those rolls must, according to the Secretary’s policy,.now bring 
a suit in the district courts to compel the Secretary to place 
his name back on the tribal rolls. These suits are being en- 
couraged by the Secretary, who is to-day approving contracts 
with attorneys for fees to bring these actions against him, and 
these contracts he thus approved are made a lien on the prop- 
erty and funds of these helpless people. 

“ Sir, the Secretary of the Interior has arbitrarily and with- 
out the slightest pretext of authority withdrawn from allotment 
1,380,000 acres of the common lands of these people and has 
included these lands in a game preserve or forest reserve. He 
has dispossessed thousands of Indians who lived on this land, 
who had their homes and improvements thereon, and compelled 
them to go elsewhere and make new homes, all because, accord 
ing to his own statement to the Senate Indian Committee, he 
thought a game preserve or forest reserve would be more bene- 
ficial to these Indians. In that reserve, I am advised, car 
heard daily the incessant buzz of the devastating sawmill. 
The timber is being cut by men whose political ties bind the 
closely to an organization with which the Secretary of the h 
terior is not, I take it, wholly ignorant. While this timber i 
being cut, Indians—real Indians, men, women, and children 
are being driven from their homes and denied the right to settle 
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in this reserve, although they own this land in fee. During the 
hearings before the committee the Secretary admitted that he did 
not know that these lands were owned in fee simple title by th 
Indians; yet, Mr. President, he has proceeded to handle this 
property as though*it was a part of the public domain of the 
United States and these Indians occupied it solely at the 
sufferance of the departmental officers. 
“The official certifications contained 


in Senate Report No. 


‘ng of the Commission was approved by the Department. | 5013, part 2, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, show that 
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blood Indians have been enrolled as citizens of these tribes and 
given distributive shares in the property, while their full broth- 
ers and sisters, born and raised in the same home, have been 
denied enrollment, and thereby denied their property rights, or 
enrolled as freedmen or negroes, and as such given limited prop- 


erty rights of 40 acres of land each. Many full-blood Indians 
have not been enrolled, although they have been living on this 
reservation all their lives. 

“It has been intimated by some and charged in the public 
press that I was endeavoring to secure the enrollment of negroes 
as Indians. This charge I brand as false. I am not seeking the 
enrollment of negroes as Indians. I am insisting that Indians 
shall be enrolled as Indians, and not as negroes, and that this 
question shall at least be submitted to the Federal courts for a 
decision. 

“ Now, what will be the effect of this bill if it should become 
a law without amendment? These thousands of Indians that I 
have described, and who are now and have been for years liv- 
ing upon the lands to which they have a lawful right, have made 
valuable and Jasting improvements thereon. They have built 
their little homes and have and are now rearing and maintain- 
ing their families. They were denied enrollment by this Com- 
mission and defrauded of their rights by the citizenship court. 
They are to-day holding possession of their property, notwith- 
standing the Secretary of the Interior has allotted their prop- 
erty on which they have their homes to some person who has 
been enrolled. 
these people because it was improved, and therefore more valu- 
able. Pass this bill in its present form and you will permit the 
person holding the allotment certificate or patent to sell the 
homes of these people to a third party or innocent purchaser, 
and these people are left remediless. The courts have held that 
they have no status in the courts and can not maintain a suit to 
protect their rights. 

“ Now, what does this amendment do? It permits these peo- 
ple who own this land in fee to go into the courts and have 
their rights determined. The same law is to-day applicable 
to every claimant to Indian property in this country, excepting 
only the people of the Five Civilized Tribes and the Quapaw 
Nation. Is it unreasonable or unjust to ask you, before you per- 
mit the person holding the allotment certificate to these lands 
to sell and convey the legal title, to permit these people to go 
into a Federal court and have their rights judicially deter- 
mined? 

“ Sir, since the organization of this Republic such a request 
has never yet been denied an American citizen. Ah! sir, such 
a right is not to-day denied the noncitizen reservation Indian 
in any State in this land. This amendment only seeks to ex- 
tend to these people the same law, word for word, that applies 
to every Indian claimant to Indian property in any State in 
this country. This amendment will protect these ignorant In- 
dians. It will preserve the homes of the women and children. 
It will keep them from becoming mendicants and paupers and 
eating their daily bread at the hands of charity. I sincerely 
trust that it will be adopted.” 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, just for a moment, in connection 
with the remarks which have just been offered. So far as they 
refer to the citizens’ court, I think it is only due to that court 
to call attention in that connection to Senate documents 372 
and 387, and also the hearings on Senate bill 4736. I simply 
offer that in justice to the members of that court. In these 
documents the matter was discussed by the Department of Jus- 
tice and the Department of the Interior. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANpDgEGEE in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Minnesota ask to have them printed in 
the Recorp? 

Mr. CLAPP. I donot. They have all been printed. I simply 
wanted, in connection with the speech of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, to have attention called to them in the Recorp. 


NATIONAL FORESTS, 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, 
immediately after the routine morning business, I shall call up 
the bill (S. 4825) for acquiring national forests in the Southern 
Appalachian Mountains and White Mountains. 


SUSPENSION OF COMMODITY CLAUSE, INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW. 


Mr. ELKINS. I ask the Senate to resume the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, facts in connection with this 
matter were laid before the Senate last week, but probably they 
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have been forgotten or are not fresh in the minds of Senators. 
Therefore I should like to refer again to the general pur- 
port and scope of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution is not to suspend any law, but it simply 
suspends for twenty months the penalties of what is known 
as the “ commodity clause” of the Hepburn bill. The situation 
is just this: The roads owning coal lands, particularly the 
anthracite coal roads, have been unable, according to the jn- 
formation in possession of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion and I assume the Attorney-General, to comply with the law, 
for many reasons. 

The charters of some of these coal roads are from forty to 
fifty years old and were granted by special acts of the legis|a- 
tures in various States with a view to permitting the railroads 
to own coal lands so as to strengthen their credit and command 
capital by mortgaging their lines with the coal lands, to build 
the roads, and to find freight for the roads after they were 
built. 

There are four or five of these great roads that have made from 
time to time mortgages on all their property, the lines of the 
road as well as coal lands. On some of these roads and their 
coal lands there are as many as three mortgages made under 
different dates to secure three sets of bonds, and there has been 
litigation, difficulty, and trouble, as can well be imagined by 
every lawyer in the Senate, to so adjust the relations between 
these conflicting bondholders that they might be able to sepa- 
rate the coal land from the railroads. That has been attended 
with legal difficulties, and therefore it has occasioned some de- 
lay. 

In the case of roads owning coal lands, where there was but 
one mortgage and that mortgage did not cover all the coal 
lands, there has not been much difficulty in separating them 
from the railroads. In the case of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad the lands were separated, and the railroad succeeded 
in disposing of the land, but many of the other great railroads 
have been unable to do so. 

The situation is just this: The anthracite coal roads own 91 
per cent of the coal in the country. I will read from the report 
of the anthracite coal strike commission. The commission says: 
“We accept Mr. Griffith’s statement that nearly 91 per cent of 
the anthracite deposits are actually owned by transportation 
companies.” 

Mr. President, if the joint resolution should not pass and 
these penalties are not suspended, what will be the situation ’ 

Rather than incur the risk of a $5,000 penalty for every viola- 
tion of the law, which would mean $5,000 for every time the 
railroads hauled a carload of coal, and rather than incur the 
risk of this severe penalty in case the law is held to be constitu- 
tional, the railroads may prefer to comply with the law and not 
ship their own coal. That would take out of the market {! per 
cent of the anthracite coal next winter. What would the people 
do? How could they get fuel, not only domestic fuel, but fuel 
for factories, plants, and all kinds of small industries in the 
large cities? 

This is the condition that would confront the country in c:se 
the railroads should comply with the law by refusing to haul 
their own coal; the people in the East would be without fuel. 
The railroads have proceeded, so far as I can understand, in good 
faith to comply with the law. Some of them have complied with 
it by parting with their coal lands and others find they are 
beset by legal complications and difficulties beeause of inal ility 
to find lessees or purchasers for their vast holdings of coal |:s. 

A resolution was introduced by the senior Senator from Ohio 
{Mr. Foraker] when this matter was up for discussion last week 
ealling for further information of the Interstate Commerc 
Commission, and that reply has been received by the Senite, 
and it has been laid on every Senator’s table. It gives tle 
reasons for delay and the inability to comply with the law. ! 
do not know whether the Senate wants to be detained lous 
enough to have it read. I will not have it read unless it is de 
sired. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vil- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. Is the Senator speaking of the amendment 
I have offered? 

Mr. ELKINS. No, sir; of the answer to the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. 

Mr. FULTON. I beg pardon. , 

Mr. ELKINS. If it is desired to have it read at the cess, | 


can be read. I will ask that it be made a part of my remrs*. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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matter referred to is as follows: 
Senate Document No. 465, Sixtieth Congress, first session] 


\NCE OF RAILROADS ENGAGED IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE WITH 
COMMODITIES CLAUSE OF ACT TO REGULATE COMMERCE, 

from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 

mitting, pursuant to Senate resolution, certain information re- 

¢ to the compliance by railroads engaged in interstate commerce 
paragraph 5 of the amended section 1 of the act to regulate 

erce, commonly known as the “ commodities clause.” 


y 8, 1908.—Ordered to be printed and to lie on the table. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
Washington, May 8, 1908. 
Senate: 


Interstate Commerce Commission has the honor to submit the 
ng in response to the resolution of the Senate adopted May 6, 
directing the Commission to furnish certain information relating 
ompliance by railroads engaged in interstate commerce with para- 
5 of the amended section 1 of the act to regulate commerce, 
ly known as the “ commodities clause: ” 
This provision by its terms became effective “from and after 
1, 1908," or about a week ago. The Commission has no official 
or information as to whether or not, since the date men- 
tioned, railroads engaged in interstate commerce have complied with 
vision in question, but believes from common report that they 
t done so, except perhaps in a few instances, and excepting 
railroads, comprising probably the greater part of the whole 
number, which prior to May 1, 1908, were not engaged in transporta- 
vy made unlawful by the commodities clause. It will be ob- 
d that railroads are not required to make any report to the Com- 
upon this subject, nor has the Commission any means of ascer- 
the facts in regard to compliance or noncompiiance with the 
pre m referred to, by railroads generally or by any particular rail- 
Ot without conducting an investigation for that purpose. Such an 
investigation the Commission has not yet been able to undertake. 
nd. The Commission has no knowledge or information whatever 
0 agreement, arrangement, or understanding between railroad 
companies and the authorities charged with the duty of enforcing said 
sion, or otherwise, whereby or on account of which said railroad 
panies or any of them are to have immunity from punishment for 
ns of the commodities provision, and therefore can furnish no 
tion upon that subject. 
Since the Senate resolution was received we have communi- 
telephone with the receiver of the Western Maryland Rail- 
road, and are informed by him that he is not complying with the pro- 
vision in question. He further states that his reasons for such _ non- 
mpliance will be furnished to the Commission at an early day. When 
easons are received they will be transmitted to the Senate. 
Fourth. The reasons which induced the Commission to recommend, 
in a letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, the passage of Senate joint resolution No. 74 are as follows: 
Upon the adoption of the joint resolution of March T, 1906, direct- 
e Commission to investigate the subject of coal and oil lands 
e interests of railroad companies or their officers therein, the 
ission employed Mr. Willlam A. Glasgow, jr., a prominent law- 
yer of Philadelphia, to act as its counsel in conducting the investiga- 
tion Mr. Glasgow was employed because he was known to the 
nission to have exceptional knowledge of the subject and to be 
otherw qualified for the service required. Some time in the month 
of March, 1908, Mr. Glasgow brought informally to the attention of 
one or more members of the Commission the hardship which would 
to railroads generally if the provision in question went into 
t on the lst of May following, beeause of the financial depression 
then and for some time before prevailing, which created conditions 
presumably not anticipated when this provision was enacted in June, 
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1906, and particularly to lessees of coal lands on the Norfolk and 
Western Railroad. About the same time, as we understand, Mr. Glas- 
gow had an interview with the President upon this subject, and after- 
wards addressed him a letter in relation thereto. This letter was 


referred to the Commission by the President for a report, which the 


ssion submitted a few days later. Copies of Mr. Glasgow’s letter 
the President and the Commission’s report to the President are an- 


Comm 
to 


nexed hereto, 

It will be seen from this report that the Commission favored post- 
pon ng from May 1, 1908, to January 1, 1910, the effective date of 
the commodities clause for the reasons therein stated. These reasons 


th even greater force to joint resolution No. 74, the adoption 
which was favored by the Commission in its letter of April 2, 1908, 
to the chairman of the Senate committee. Moreover, the Commission 

the opinion that this joint resolution was preferable to a post- 
ponement of the effective date of the provision in question, because it 
( w in force and merely suspended for a time the accumulation 


f penalties, 
For the 


f 
of 
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reasons the Commission believed and still believes that 
e public interest as well as a matter of fairness to the parties 
ve concerned to suspend the penalties for violation of this pro- 
vis penalties not specifically imposed by its terms, but resulting 
ae ral provisions of the regulating statute—for a sufficient time 
staves, at the courts the validity of this enactment. We do not under- 
i c resolution of the Senate as requesting an immediate investi- 
this matter; but an investigation will be made in due course 
_ be nade at once, if the Senate so desires. 
Which is respectfully submitted. 
Martin A, Knapp, Chairman. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 

aie Washington, March 12, 1908. 

ESIDENT ! 

erstate Commerce Commission is in receipt of your request 
rt by it upon the propriety of an extension by act of Con- 
he time within which common carriers engaged in interstate 
' commerce shall be required to comply with the provision of 
June 29, 1906, which is as follows: 

and after May 1, 1908, it shall be unlawful for any railroad 
rt from any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, 
ler State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or to any 
untry, any article or commodity other than timber, and the 
aired products thereof, manufactured, mined, or produced by 
its authority or which it may own in whole or in part, or 
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in which it may have any interest, direct or indirect, except such 
articles or commodities as may be necessary and intended for its use 
in the conduct of its business as a common carrier.” 

We are also in receipt of a letter on this subject dated March 6, 1908, 
from Mr. William A. Glasgow, jr., addressed to you and referred to us. 

Complying with your request, the Commission respectfully reports 
that while it has no definite knowledge as to what extent carriers sub 
ject to the law have rid themselves of the ownership of or interest in 
sroperty with a view to compliance with this provision, or what steps 
nave been taken to that end, it does not doubt that of the large amount 
of property involved which was held by the carriers in one way and 
another at the time this act was passed, much of it is still held by 
them. By the gross and extensive abuses and wrongs found to have 
resulted from the interest of carriers in properties producing freight 
carried and sold by them in competition with their patrons, we are 





convinced that this provision is based upon sound principles, and is a 
wise policy which should be persistently adhered to. But in view of 
the great extent, value, and importance of these properties, and the 


| probable difficulties of making and executing plans for the bona fide 


disposition of the same, in full conformity to the spirit as well as the 
letter of this law, on reasonable terms and without undue sacrifice, and 
taking into account present financial and commercial conditions, and 
also the fact that these properties and interests for the most part, if 
not altogether, were acquired either pursuant to charter authority 
or in the absence of any law forbidding any such acquisition, we be- 
lieve the ends of justice would be better served under all circumstances 
if further time were allowed for conforming to the requirements of 
Ste peveaten, We would not suggest a longer period than to January 
, 1910. 
We also believe that whatever time, if any, shall be allowed beyond 
the date now fixed should be a definite time, without authority on the 

part of this Commission or other tribunal to extend such period. 

Very respectfully, 

MARTIN 


A. KNaprp, Chairman. 


PHILADELPHIA, March 4, 1908 
Dear Sir: Referring to the matter which I presented to you briefly 


on March 4, and which you suggested that I set out in writing for 
reference to the Interstate Commerce Commission, I desire to call 
your attention to the following clause of section 1 of the act to regu- 
late commerce, approved June 29, 1906, commonly known as the 
“commodity clause :”’ 

“From and after May 1, 1908, it shall be unlawful for any rail- 
road to transport from any State, Territory, or the District of Co- 


lumbia, to any other State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or 
to any foreign country, any article or commodity other than timber, 
and the manufactured products thereof, manufactured, mined, or pro 
duced by it or under its authority, or which it may own in whole or 
in part, or in which it may have any interest, direct or indirect, ex- 
cept such articles or commodities as may be necessary and intended 
for its use in the conduct of its business as a common carrier.” 

The Interstate Commerce Commission, under joint resolution of Con- 
gress, conducted an investigation as to “ discriminations and monopo- 
lies in coal and oil,” and on the 25th of January, 1907, made its report to 
Congress, and among the remedies suggested by the Commission for the 
discriminations which it found to exist was the following: 

“ Fourth. That carriers engaged in interstate commerce be forbidden, 
after reasonable time, to own or have any interest, directly or indi- 
rectly, in any operated coal properties, except such as are exclusively 
for their own fuel supply, and that ownership, either directly or indi- 
rectly, by officers or employees of any common carriers of any coal prop- 
erties, or any of the stock of coal companies along the line of road by 
which they are employed, be forbidden.” 

This suggested remedy for evils of which the Commission was in- 
formed was fully justified, and the commodity clause of the commerce 
act above referred to had been enacted to afford the very remedy which 
the Commission had in mind. 

For my own part, I have been thoroughly convinced of the necessity 
for legislation of this character for years. My attention was first di- 
rected along this line by the case of New Haven Railroad Company v. 
Interstate Commerce Commission (200 U. 8S. 361), which I tried as 
counsel for the Interstate Commerce Commission in the cireuit court of 
the United States, and in this case the Supreme Court clearly suczested 
that there should be Congressional legislation forbidding railroad com- 
panies from engaging in the buying and selling of coal. 

Again my attention was called to the necessity of confining common 
carriers to the single business of transportation, without any interest 
in the coal properties served by them, by the case of United States 


v. West Virginia and Northern Railroad Company, decided by Judge 
Goff on the 15th of October, 1903, to be found in 125 Federal Reporter, 
252, and affirmed by the circuit court of appeals (Mr. Chief Justice 


Fuller), 134 Federal Reporter, 198. 

That there may be no misapprehension of my situation with regard 
to this matter, I would say that I am now, and have been for y 
counsel for the large majority of mines in what is known as the “ Poca 
hontas Flat Top coal field,” in West Virginia, and the majority of the 
companies which I represent in that field are lessees of coal lands 
which are owned by the Pocahontas Coal and Coke Company, the stock 
of which is owned by the Norfolk and Western Railway Company. 
These lands were purchased by the Pocahontas Coal and Coke Com 


“ars, 





pany in 1901 from the Flat Top Coal Land Association, and at that 
time the interest of the Norfolk and Western Railway Company in 
these lands began. The companies I represent were lessees, engaged in 
mining coal on the lands at the time they were purchased by the Poca 
hontas Coal and Coke Company, or, indirectly, by the Norfolk and 


Western Railway Company, and the latter company is simply landlord 


and has no interest in an operating company 


The Interstate Commerce Commission is fully advised of this whole 
transaction and the pur oses of the Norfolk and Western Railway 
Company in acquiring an interest in these coal lands, as the matter 


was fully gone into during the investigation held by them, above re- 
ferred to. 

The clients I represent have only one road over which they can ship 
their coal to market—.to wit, the Norfolk and Western Railway Com- 
pany—and this company serves in the same coal field and in adjoining 
fields a large number of coal operators mining upon lands in wh‘ch, 
or in the output of which, the Norfolk and Western Railway Company 
has no interest, either directly or indirectly, and therefore there can 
be no question about the railway carrying the coal of these other 
shippers. The coal companies which represent feel considerable 
anxiety as to what may be the result after May 1 if the Norfolk and 
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Western Railway Company does not rid itself of its indirect interest, 
by royalty, on the coal from lands upon which they are mining as 
lessees 

While it is true that since the 29th of June, 1906, the Norfolk and 
Western Railway Company has been advised that the commodity clause 
of section 1 of the act would go into effect on May 1, 1908, the condi- 
tions have been such that it has been, as we are informed and believed 
to be true, utterly impossible for that company within that time to put 
itself in a positicn to transport our coal without coming under the con- 
demnation of the commodity clause aforesaid. 

I understand that this matter has been taken up with the Attorney- 

General, who has authorized a statement to the effect that— 
“the Department of Justice contemplates the institution of proceedings 
as soon as possible after the date named (May 1, 1908) whereby a 
yrompt determination of this question (the constitutionality of the act) 
xy the Supreme Court of the United States may be obtained. It is 
expected that the railroads concerned will cooperate with the Govern- 
ment to this end; and if they do so in good faith and if they in good 
faith immediately cbey the decision of the Supreme Court when ren- 
dered, it is not the purpose of the Department of Justice to prosecute 
them for a failure to comply with the terms of the act, pending the 
decision of the Supreme Court.” 

This statement of the Attorney-General evinced the purpose on the 
part of the Department to fairly protect litigants pending the decision 
of the constitutionality of the act and went as far as the an ee 
of Justice could properly go, but Your Excellency will see that upon 
the decisions by the Supreme Court the carriers will be required to 
* immediately obey the decision of the Supreme Court when rendered,” 
and if the railroads cooperate in good faith in making a test case, and 
the decision there is expedited by the Department of Justice, there is 
no reason why, during the fall of 1908, the Supreme Court should not 
settle the constitutionality of this clause of the act. 

I further call attention to the fact that the presumption is that the 
act is constitutional, and the most serious objection urged to it is made 
by companies having by their charters, which were granted prior to the 
enactment of the interstate-commerce act, the right to own coal lands. 

While I am especially interested in the maintenance of the principle 
which the commodity clause was intended to enforce, and while the 
coal compaaies which I represent are fully in harmony with that prin- 
ciple, we recognize that at present, and for the last year, it has been 
impossible for the Norfelk and Western Railway Company (and I 
believe the same is true of other companies) to put itself in a position 
to meet the requirements of the act on this subject. And the prospect 
is that when the constitutionality of the act is settled by the Supreme 
Court, and if the act is sustained it will probably be impossible for 
many of the railroads to “ immediately obey the decision of the Supreme 
Court.” 

If the time of the commodity clause of the act was extended, I think 
a great many of the railroads would endeavor to put themselves within 
the act by getting rid of any interest they had in coal properites, and 
at the expiration of such extension the Government would only have 
to deal with refractory companies, who intend at all events to contest 
the constitutionality of the act. And if the Supreme Court should, on 
technical grounds, hold the act unconstitutional, some way of amend- 
ing it might be suggested which would accomplish the good purpose in 
view. 

I want, therefore, to earnestly suggest to Your Excellency the ad- 
visability of an extension of time to enable the railroad companies to 
put themselves in a position to continue to serve coal companies situ- 
ated as the companies which I represent, and I suggest that the date, 
“May 1, 1908,” in the commodity clause be amended to read “ May 1, 
1910,” with a further proviso as follows: 

“Provided, however, That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, 
in special cases, from time to time, upon full hearing and for good 
cause shown, and being convinced that the interest of the public will 
not suffer, extend the period after May 1, 1910, but not beyond May 1, 
1912, within which the railroad company applying for such extension 
shall be required to cease to transport any article or commodity which 
it may be forbidden to transport as above set forth.” 

And a further proviso might be added requiring that any railroad 
company applying to the Interstate Commerce Commission for such 
extension shall file with their application an acknowledgment, duly 
authorized by its board of directors, that it holds its charter subject 
to this provision of the interstate-commerce act. 

By this extension of time a great many of the companies who ac- 
quired interest in properties because they thought it would be proper 
to do so under the then existing conditions, or some of whom did so 
for the purpose of developing the territory which they served, would 
be enabled, in all probability, to get rid of any interest which they may 
have and which would interfere with their duties as carriers, as set 
forth in this clause of this act. 

I have no interest of the carriers to serve, except that I think they 
should be treated fairly, just as I know is the view of your Adminis- 
tration. The oo I represent ship several millions of tons of 
bituminous coal annually, and they and I think it would be much 
better to extend the time for carriers to put themselves within the act, 
because the principle which they and so earnestly approve might 
be considerably injured before the courts unless “reasonable time” 
should be given to the carriers within which to reverse a mistaken 
policy which had been in use for many years. 

It is true that this extension of time might be made after the act 
was held to be constitutional by the courts, but if the railroads are 
required to “immediately obey the decision of the Supreme Court,” 
and I know of no authority then without Congressional action to 
extend the time, the difficulties confronting the carriers would be 
very great. I think it is clear that reasonable time should be given 
within which to comply with thé act now, and at the expiration of 
two years any company not filing a certificate that it holds its 
charter subject to the act could be proceeded against and the con- 
stitutionality of the act tested. 


I represent a large shipping interest, entirely in accord with the 
purposes of the act to regulate commerce as approved June 29, 1906, 
and this suggestion is made in the belief that the end in view will be 
better attained by a reasonable extension of time within which carriers 
desiring to do so may put themselves on a proper basis rather than 
by a court proceeding, before reasonable opportunity is offered within 
which to comply with the act. We are interested in the perpetuity of 
the principle that carriers shall alone be interested in providing the 
best and most expeditious transportation and that carriers should with- 
draw from any other line of business endeavor, but we wish this accom- 


plished with as little embarrassment as possible to carrier companies 
who desire to live within the law. 


This is a most important and pressing question, and I hope Your 
Excellency will pardon my presentation at such length of the views | 
entertain. I shall be glad to give any further or detailed information 
to you or to anyone you may suggest, and which information convinces 
me of the necessity of this extension of time. 

I remain, with great respect, 

Your obedient servant, 


Wma. A. GLAsGow, Jr, 
Hon. THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 


President of the United States, 
Executive Offices, Washington, D. CO. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from West Virginia yielg 
to me? 

Mr. ELKINS. I will yield to the Senator from Minnesota, 
who has a matter to present correcting an amendment that wag 
made. 

Mr. NELSON. Wher the joint resolution was up for con- 
sideration before, I moved an amendment in line 15. 

Mr. ELKINS. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CuLBEerRson] to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
desires the attention of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from Minnesota will read an 
amendment that he offered, and I think the Senator from 
Texas also offered a similar amendment. 

Mr. NELSON, Upon my motion an amendment was adopted 
in line 15 on page 2 of the joint resolution. I have since ex- 
amined it, and I find that my amendment was incomplete. Le- 
sides, I do not think the amendment is necessary. I therefore 
move to reconsider the vote by which my amendment was 
agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the following amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. What was the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary is about to state it. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 15, the Senate struck out the 
word “law” and inserted “said act;” and after the word 
“said,” in the same line, struck out “act” and inserted “ pro- 
vision,” so as to read: 


Or forfeitures now provided by said act for violations of said pro- 
vision to regulate commerce. 


Mr. NELSON. The amendment was incongruous and im- 
proper. I ask the Senate to reject the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to is reconsidered, and, with- 
out objection, the amendment is disagreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to add that on a further examination 
of the joint resolution I do not think that in that particular it 
requires the amendment I supposed it did at the time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. May I inquire of the Senator from Min- 
nesota if the amendment to which he refers is on page 2? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; line 15. My amendment is stricken out, 
and it leaves the joint resolution in that respect in lines 15 and 
16 as it reads in the original joint resolution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What became of the amendment which I 
submitted and which I understood was adopted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote by which the amendment 
was agreed to has just been reconsidered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood that that was the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. I moved an amendment which I think was 
in the nature of a substitute for the amendment of the Senatecr 
from Texas. On examination I found that my amendme:' wi 
incomplete, and I further came to the conclusion that no anicid: 
ment was necessary. Therefore I moved to reconsider «0 to 
reject my amendment, That leaves the Senator free to mice 10 
amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move, then, what I moved before, © 
insert after the word “ violations,” in line 15, page 2, the three 
words “of said provision.” 

Mr. ELKINS. So as to read “for violations of said pro 
visions.” Are those the words? 

Mr. CULBERSON, “Of said provision;” in the sinswar, 
so that it will read: 

January 1, 1910, to the penalties, fines, or forfeitures now provided 
by law for violations of said provision of said act to regulate commer 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pre 
posed amendment, ee 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 15, after the word * vi0'* 
tions,” insert the words “of said provision.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the ame! dment 
is agreed to, 
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\Ir. ELKINS. Mr. President, I feel that the purpose and 
e of the joint resolution and the end and object to be at- 
ned by its passage are sufficiently before the Senate. The 
roads have been unfortunate. The expiration of the time 
for the compliance with the law fell on the 1st of the present 
ith, following the great panic and business depression. I 
1k it is in evidence before the Senate and in the report of 
he Interstate Commerce Commission that the panic and the 
yusiness Gepression interfered with their compliance with the 
w, chiefly because the railroads could not find purchasers dur- 
ing the panie and up to May 1 to take over their coal lands, in 
addition to the legal complications growing out of the number of 
rtgages on the railroads and coal lands securing different sets 
of bonds. Naturally, there would be differences between the 
yarious bondholders in case of the sale and disposition of the 
| lands and the disposition of the proceeds so as not to im- 
pair the bonds. 

Mr. President, I will now call the attention of the Senate to 
the amendments offered to the joint resolution under considera- 
tion. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Futton] has offered an 
amendment to the joint resolution, which is substantially a 
bill that he has pending before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee of the Senate in regard to advancing rates. The Inter- 
state Commerce Committee has had that bill under discussion 
for a long time. It is a very important and far-reaching 
amendment to the Hepburn bill. It reverses or substantially 


— nh mb bee 


CuK 


sets aside the conclusion reached on the question as to the | 


initiation of rates after two years’ consideration and after 
months of discussion here in the Senate. The present law re- 
quires that thirty days’ notice shall be given before a rate can 
be increased. That was an amendment in the interest of ship- 
pers; before this rates could be advanced on ten days’ notice 
under the old law. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FULTON. If the Senator will allow me I will correct 
him in that statement. I may have misunderstood the Senator, 
but under the present law no change of rate can be made until a 
previous notice of thirty days has been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is what I said. The Senator’s amend- 
ment, as I said, is a bill now pending and under consideration 
by the Interstate Commerce Committee, and I hardly think it 
ought to be attached to a simple joint resolution suspending the 
penalties for a reasonable time to enable the railroads to com- 
ply with the law for the reasons I have stated. The amendment 
requires substantially that the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion shall make the rates and not the railroads. 

That question was fought out here in the open Senate under 
the discussion had on the Hepburn bill for three or four 
months, and the Senate was unanimous on that point and has 
been in all the discussions, as I understand it, since 1887, that 
the railroads shall always make the rate in the first instance, 
and if the rate is thought to be unjust and unreasonable the 
shipper has the right to file his complaint and be heard before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to set it aside. If the 
amendment of the Senator should prevail, the Commission 
would have the right to stop the advancing of rates by rail- 
roads all over this country until the Commission upon a lengthy 
hearing decides. There are millions of rates. If the railroads 
of the country should agree to advance rates there could be 
filed under this amendment a million protests, and how could 


bo Commission ever consider those protests and pass upon 
em ? 





merce Commission the initiation of rates. 

rhea, Mr, President, if this cast-iron requirement should 
become a law, there never could be a reduction in rates. It 
is in evidence before the Interstate Commerce Comittee of 
the Senate in investigating these cases that, taking the expe- 
rience of England, where an administrative body fixes the rate 
and the railroads do not, the experience has been that there is 
hever any reduction in rates, because if the railroads should 
“nee reduce the rates they never could advance them, because 
every shipper in the country would protest and require a hear- 
‘lg before the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
— Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
z a commodity clause of the Hepburn bill and the penalty 
a as violation, and after that to the effects of the amendment 
1906. discussion, By the first section of the act of June 29, 
006, railroads subject to that act are prohibited from trans- 
porting any article or commodity manufactured, mined, or 


oo ed by it, or under its authority, or which it may own in 
ee Oe in part, or in which it may have an interest, direct or 
indirect, except for its own use, 


It virtually places in the hands of the Interstate Com- | 
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| unreasonableness. 
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The penalty for the violation of this law is found in the 
amendment to the original act passed in 1SS7 and in the amended 
act of March 2, 1889, volume 1, second edition, of the Supple- 
ment to the Revised Statutes, page 686, and found also in the 
compilation made by the Interstate Commerce Commission, re- 
vised June 30, 1906, on page 13. It is section 10 of the revision 
provides that 
any common carrier, or any director or officer thereof, or any 
receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, or person acting for or employed 
by such corporation who shall willfully do or cause to be done, 
or shall willfully suffer or permit to be done, any act, matter, 
or thing in this act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, or 
shall willfully omit to do any act, or willfully suffer or permit 
any act so directed or required by it not to be done, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor and fined $5,000 for each offense. 

All of these are amendments to the act of 1887. Of course 
this section covers all of the sections which have not specific 
penalties attached to them. 

The reenactment of the first section of the Elkins bill in its 
first part also clearly confirms the act of 1889 as to the penalty 
against the corporation. 

Let me state the objections to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon: 

First. It changes the whole theory of existing law to regu- 
late commerce. The present law allows carriers to initiate 
rates. The amendment would practically turn over to the Com- 
mission the initiation of all rates in the country. 

Second. The provision requiring thirty days’ notice in the 
existing law before a rate can take effect was enacted for the 
purpose of giving stability to rates to place all shippers on an 


equality in the making of their contracts, and so forth. The 
amendment would destroy this by permitting anyone within 


thirty days to prevent the rate taking effect by simply filing a 
protest. 

Third. It would be an invitation to promote protests for the 
purpose of securing inequality between shippers. Competitors 
for a contract knowing a rate would be advanced before the de- 
livery of the goods would bid upon that basis, a competitor 
could on the twenty-ninth day file a protest that would prevent 
the new rate going into effect, and thus secure an advantage 
over his competitors which would be equivalent to a rebate. Its 
tendency would be to annul the most vital and effective pro- 
visions of existing law. 

Fourth. The statute is based upon the erroneous proposition 
of law that fue increase of a rate is presumptive evidence of its 
This was decided this winter by Mr. Justice 


| Brewer as an incorrect view in the case of Interstate Commerce 


Commission against Chicago Great Western Railway, decided 
March 23, 1908. 

Fifth. It would be impossible for the Commission to act upon 
these questions within a number of months. There are between 
six and seven hundred changes of rates daily, either lowering 
or raising. 

Sixth. If the Commission determined the rate was unreason- 
able that was sought to be advanced, could there be an appeal 
to the courts to correct the error, if error was made by the Com- 


mission? No rate is in existence; it is a mere proposition, a 
suggestion, and is not reviewable. It is further a decision as to 
a future rate, which, in the case of Reagan (154 U. S., 394) and 


Maximum Rate case (167 U. S., 479), the Supreme Court has 
held could not be reviewed. 

Seventh. If the rate is held unreasonable and a future rate is 
fixed by the Commission with a provision in the order that it is 
to remain in effect for a given time, as provided by law, the 
decision could not be reviewed by the courts under these deci- 
sions, as it is a future rate and not an existing rate. 

Eighth. The tendency of such a law would ¢e to destroy the 
flexibility of American railway rates and to produce rates that 
were stereotyped and unchangeable. 

Carriers would not reduce rates in periods of depression or 
build up industries for fear of a fight when normal conditions 
returned to raise the rate to a normal, reasonable rate. This is 
the most serious objection to the law from the standpoint of the 
public. 

All shippers are to-day protected if a rate is advanced that is 
unreasonable, as the Commission has full power to give repara- 
tion if they hold the rate unreasonable upon complaint. If, on 
the other hand, the rate is held to be reasonable, and it has 
been delayed for months in getting into operation, there is and 
ean be no remedy for the carrier. 

Mr. Acworth’s statement before the Senate committee of in- 
vestigation, authorized by the Senate in 1905, as to the effect of 
such a law in England is very clear—that it rendered the rates 
stereotyped and unchangeable and kept the same at an unnatu- 
rally high level. 
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Mr. CLAPP, Mr. President, I wish to say just a word on 
this matter, and what I say would apply to my attitude per- 
sonally to all the pending amendments. When we passed the 
so-called “ rate bill” I took the same position there in opposing 
the tacking on of amendments that did not properly belong to 
that bill with the feeling then, justified later by the action of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and the action of Congress, 
that those matters would in due time be passed upon and many 
of them become laws. Such was the history of some of those 
amendments. 

Now, a good deal could be said for the amendment of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furron], provided that amendment 
was duly considered, but I do not believe amendments of that 
kind can be considered under these circumstances, 

Mr. FULTON, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator says probably much could be 
said in favor of this amendment if it were duly considered. I 
introduced this bill on practically the first day of the session— 
on the first day when bills could be introduced. It has been 


before the committee ever since. I ask the Senator how long a | 
time he would accord to the measure before he would call it 


duly considered? 


Mr. CLAPP. Speaking more particularly to the amendment | 


of the Senator from Oregon, I regard it as the most vital amend- 
ment proposed to railway legislation in the history of railway 
legislation in this body. If it was enacted in its entirety as 
presented, I am inclined to think it would destroy absolutely 
ail elasticity in the rates of this country. We did take it under 
consideration early in this session. It has been reported once 
to the committee. Without going into the affairs of the com- 
mittee, it may be proper to say that it was favorably considered 
with amendments by some of the committee. That committee 
has had a great many things to consider during the session, and 
I believe it has dealt fairly toward all these amendments— 
certainly the amendment of the Senator from Oregon, upon 
which I have myself spent a good deal of time during the past 
winter. I think the Senator will bear me out in that suggestion. 

Mr. FULTON. In justice to the Senator from Minnesota, I 
want to say that I know that to be a fact. I think I should 
further say that I know he has favored the general principle 
for which I have contended; and the previous question I asked 
was not intended to refiect upon him, but to get his judg- 
ment as a lawyer and statesman as to what constitutes “due 
consideration.” 

Mr. CLAPP, Well, “due consideration ” depends a good deal 
upon what is involved in the question. Some questions can be 
readily disposed of; other questions require a great deal of 
consideration. 

What I wanted to say was simply that while there may be 
in all these amendments elements which would justify fina’ 
legislation in Congress, I do not believe in passing a joint 
resolution of this kind it is the time or place to tack them 
onto it. We suffered from that experience in the passage of 
the original bill itself, and for one I shall vote against these 
amendments, although very likely supporting many of them 
when they come up as independent matters of legislation. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I can not agree with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ExKrNns] as to the effect the 
nmendment I have offered would have were it adopted and 
should it become a law. He seems to be of the opinion that in 
that event no reduction of railway rates would ever be made. 
It seems to me that is a very far-fetched and attenuated propo- 
sition. 

The provisions of the amendment I have offered are that 
when a transpostation company has filed a notice, as it is 
required under existing law to do, that it proposes to change 
a rate, if the proposition is to increase the rate, any shipper 
may file a protest, and that thereupon it shall rest in the dis- 
cretion of the Commission whether the proposed increased rate 
shall go into effect at the expiration of the thirty days or shall 
be stayed and the then existing rate continued until a hearing 
has been had and the Commission has determined that the 
proposed increase is just and reasonable. 

Mr. President, I am unable to see how that can possibly work 
a hardship on a transportation line. Under the existing law the 
railroad rate that would be in effect at the time of the proposed 
increase would necessarily be one that had been initiated by 
the railroad company itself or that had been established by the 
order of the Commission as a just and reasonable rate. If the 
rate proposed te be displaced were one that the railroad com- 
pany itself had established, it is a fair presumption that it 
would be fairly remunerative, and that no very considerable 





injustice would be done the transportation line by insisting that 
the rate so established should continue in force until the Com- 
mission had investigated and approved the proposed increase. 

If, on the other hand, the rate existing at the time of the 
proposed increase were one that the Commission itself had es- 
tablished theretofore, then, of course, every presumption would 
be that it was a reasonable and just rate, and no injury cer- 
tainly could follow by requiring the railroad company to con- 
tinue that rate in force until such time as the Commission had 
had an opportunity to inquire into and determine whether the 
proposed increase were a reasonable one or not. 

How could it operate to prevent the lowering of rates in the 
future? The Senator will argue probably that it would so 
operate because the transportation line would fear to reduce 
a rate, lest, if it should ever become necessary to restore or 
advance it again, it would be precluded from doing so by a 
protest from the shippers. That is to assume that the action 
of the Commission in fixing rates will be hostile and unjust to 
the transportation lines. I undertake to say that experience 
proves the contrary. There is no complaint on the part of 
these lines that the Commission has been unjust or unreason- 
able in the establishment of rates. On the contrary, in almost 
every case the transportation lines accept without appeal the 
rates and determinations of the Commission. 

On the other hand, if a transportation line may unrestrained 
change a rate by increasing it, it may put a shipper entirely out 
of business before he has an opportunity to correct the injustice 
that the increased rate does him. 

Take it in the matter of the shipment of lumber from the 
Pacific coast, which I may say was the particular matter that 
called my attention to this defect in the law, and which 
prompted me to offer the amendment I have here proposed. 
Some time last summer the transportation lines from the Pacific 
coast increased the rate on lumber 10 cents a hundred pounds. 

The result was, Mr. President, that the lumber manufactur- 
ing establishments on the Pacific coast were very largely com- 
pelled to cease shipping lumber to the eastern and middle 
western markets. Their only remedy was to go before the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission and make complaint that the 
rate put into effect was unjust and unreasonable, and ask 
that the matter be inquired into; which they did. But no de- 
cision has yet been reached; the matter is still held under con- 
sideration. I am making no complaint because of that against 
the Commission, for I realize that it is a matter of great im- 
portance, and that it takes time and a great deal of investiga- 
tion to determine it; but in the meantime the lumber mills of 
the Pacific coast are deprived of their markets in the Middle 
West and in the East. 

Would it not have been far better and much more in accord 
with the principles of justice and equity had the railroad com- 
pany been required to submit the question of the reasonableness 
of that advance to the Commission and let the old rate re- 
main in force until the justness of the new had been deter- 
mined, and thereby the great lumber business of the Pacific 
coast left undisturbed? If the Commission should finally de- 
cide that the rate proposed by the transportation lines was 4 
just rate, then, of course, the shippers would have to submit 
to it. But suppose the Commission does not so find—suppose 
the Commission determines that the proposed advance is an 
unjust exaction—what remedy have the shippers? Absolutely 
none. Their market has been destroyed; their plants in many 
instances have been shut down; their business in many in- 
stances has been ruined. Therefore, I have proposed—and I 
think it is a just proposal—that they shall hereafter have the 
right, when it is proposed to increase a rate, to go before the 
Commission and protest, and that that protest shall lodge with 
the Commission the power to restrain the advance from goils 
into effect until its reasonableness and justness shall have been 
determined. 

Now, I want to call attention to something of the magnitude 
of the lumber industry of the Pacific coast, and particularly 
in my own State. The merchantable timber ready for market 
to-day in the State of Oregon aggregates, it is estimated by the 
officials of the Forestry Service, 300,000,000,000 feet. There are 
being cut annually 2,000,000,000 feet, of which, 600,000,000 feet 
are annually shipped across the country by railroad. At 21.000 
feet per carload, which is about the average carload, that 
makes 28,571 carloads of freight, which the mills have bee! 
annually furnishing the transportation lines during the several 
years last past. - 

There is one Oregon firm that alone last year paid the trans 
portation lines between eight and nine hundred thousand dol- 
lars for freight on lumber. This 10 cents per hundred increase 
amounted to that one firm alone to over $81,000. 
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There are employed in the State of Oregon between thirty- 
five and forty thousand men in the lumber industry, and the 
annual pay roll is over $2,000,000. 


\ir. President, an industry that furnishes employment to so 


ny men, that distributes such large sums of money among 
the people, that furnishes from one State alone 28,571 carloads 
of freight, the product of one firm paying nearly a million dol- 
iors annually for freight, certainly is one that ought not to be 

‘bjected te the danger of destruction by the action of trans- 
portation lines without first having an opportunity to be heard. 
It ought not to be pessible, Mr. President, to destroy a great 
industry like that without a hearing. 

rhese industries were built wp under the transportation con- 
ditions existing at the time. Because of the freight rates that 
were in force, nearly all of these mills were established, and 
J suppose I am justified in saying that practically all of them 
were enlarged and their output increased by reason of rates 
which admitted them into the markets of the East and Middle 
West. There are over $50,000,000 invested in mill property 
alone in the State of Oregon, and that is not taking into con- 


sideration the timber lands or any other real-estate holdings, | 


but mill property alone. 

This great industry, I say, was built up on the basis of the 
rates that were put in force by transpertation lines. Now, 
without an opportunity te be heard, without an opportunity to 
protect themselves, freights are at once advanced to a degree 
that destroys that business, compels them to cease operating 
their plants, and shuts them out of the market that renders 
their business possible. Yet the Senator from West Virginia 
|Mr. Ex.xins] thinks that this is an evil proposition that I 
have advanced. He thinks it is one that would be destructive 
of the business of the country. Mr. President, it is for the 
preservation of the business of the country that I have offered 
this amendment, and I assert here and now that sooner or 
later the business interests of the entire country of the East 
as well as of the West are going to demand this legislation, 
and it will be enacted by Congress. 

Mr. President, I introduced this bill early in the session, on 
the first day when opportunity was given for the introduction 
of bills. It was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, of which the Senator from West Virginia is chairman. 
I know something of the effort that has been made to secure a 
report on the bill. We did not even demand a favorable re 
port; we hoped for a fayerable report, we endeavored to secure 
one; but we asked that we might have any report, so that we 
could get the bill before the Senate and submit the question to 
it. We could not secure a report. 

I am not the only one who has been laboring for this meas- 
ure. The Senators from California, the Senators from Mon- 
tana, the Senators from Idaho, the Senators from Washington, 
and the Senaters from Minnesota, and others have all been 
earnestly laboring to secure a report, because their people are 
demanding it. Yet, Mr. President, we have been unable to se- 
cure one, and new to-day we are teld that there has not been 
time for “due consideration.” 

Well, Mr. President, I am thankful for that explanation and 
for those words—“due consideration.” Now, we know that 
at least one session of Congress is necessary for “due con- 
sideration,” and anything that requires due consideration may 
not hope to receive favorable consideration until after the 
expiration of at least ene long session of Congress. 

But, Mr. President, I realize that probably, in fact I know, 


there are others who are of the same frame of mind as | 


my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Crarp], who says that he can 
not yote for this proposition as an amendment to this resolu- 
tion. I regret that he takes that view, for, it seems to me, 
that whatever importance you may attach to the original 
resolution, the amendment that I have offered is at least of 
equal importance. But I know very 
from Minnesota has been my friend and the friend of this 
amendment. I know that he has labored in the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce to secure favorable action upon it. 

[ have consulted with the friends of this measure, and we 


_ ‘oncluded that, in view of the fact, that probably \.~ can 
lO! 


pre 
dispos tion to do that. If we can get fair treatment for the bill 
at the next session we will withdraw the amendment. I under- 
— the Senator from West Virginia, as chairman of the 
oe ‘ttee on Interstate Commerce, is willing to agree that 
aan . adjournment for the Christmas holidays at the next 
mews of Congress he will see that this bill is reported to the 
ta, &:, Tf the Senator will do that, I know, or at least I feel, 
‘ e 7 can look forward with confidence to its passage, be- 
“tuse T believe the Senate will pass this measure when it comes 
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squarely before it. If the Senator from West Virginia is willing 
to give us that assurance, so far as I am concerned—and the 
other Senators who are friendly to this measure, who have been 
taking the same earnest part and seeking to get it reported 
agree with me—I shall be perfectly willing to withdraw the 
amendment for the present. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce have had this amendment in the form of a bill under 
most careful consideration and have taken some testimony upon 
the subject. I have talked with some members of the commit- 
tee, and I think I can safety say that we, can secure action on 
the bill before the next Christmas holidays. Of course I have 
not been able to canvass the entire committee; and in saying 
this I do not commit the committee or any of its members as 
to the kind of report, but I think we can reach a conclusion 
on the bill. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I think I know the kind of 
report that will come, but what I want is a report. 

Mr. ELKINS. I thank the Senator for withdrawing the 
amendment. That will allow the committee time to consider it. 

Mr. FULTON. I understand, then, the Senator says he can 


| give us the assurance that the bill will be reported before the 


holidays at the next session of Congress. 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FULTON. Very well; I am glad to know that. 

Mr. ELKINS. With that understanding, Mr. President, I 
understand the Senator withdraws his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho [ Mr, 
HeysuRN] has an amendment to offer, about which he desires 
to be heard. I desire to get a vote on this joint resolution 
to-night and on the amendment. I do not feel as if I ought 
to move to lay the Senator's amendment on the table, which 
| motion ‘would not be debatable, but I think I will save time 
by yielding to him to speak. I am willing to do that, but I 
hope he will not speak long. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ELKINS. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER,. I have been necessarily detained from the 
Chamber. I just this moment came in and found the Senator 
from West Virginia addressing the Senate on his commodity- 
clause resolution. I should like to make an inquiry as to the 
status of that proposition. 

Mr. BLKINS. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
| Hersvrn] is to speak on his amendment which he has offered. 








well that the Senator | 


cet this amendment attached, although we could probably | 
ent the passage of the main resolution, and we have no | 


Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. FLINT. May I interrupt the Senator, Mr. President, to 
say that I did not understand that we had disposed entirely 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
FULTON } ? 

Mr. ELKINS. I think we did. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon with- 
drew his proposed amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me ask the Senator does he intend to 
try to get a vote this afternoon on this joint resolution? I 
want to offer a substitute when we get to the proper place. 

Mr. HEYBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, my understanding of the po- 
sition of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. FuLTon] and the amend- 
ment offered by him was that he proposed the withdrawal! of 
the amendment on certain conditions, and the conditions in- 
velved an expression of views by Senators who were cooperat- 
ing with him in support of that amendment. I, for one, be- 
| lieving in the amendment, am not advised as to whether the 
conditions specified were satisfactory even to the Senator from 
Oregon. The statement of the conditions few heard, and I do 
not know that anyone understeod. I should like te understand 
at this time what the conditions were, and what action was 
taken by the Senator from Oregon with reference to the accept- 
ance of the assurance of the Senator from West Virginia. The 
Senator from West Virginia may respond or the Senator from 
Oregon, if he so elects, to my demand for information. I will 
say that I understood the Senator from Oregon to call upen 
the Senator from West Virginia to give to him assurance, upon 
which the Senator from Oregon and those believing with him 
| could rely, that a report, favorable or unfavorable, on this 
amendment would be made by the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce before the adjournment for the Christmas holidays 
in the second session of the Sixtieth Congress. 


The Senator will state his parlia- 
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Mr. FULTON. That is the statement I made, and that, I 
understand, is the assurance given by the Senator from West 
Virginia. 

Mr. CARTER. Do I understand that assurance given by the 
Senator from West Virginia was supplemented by the state- 
ment by him that he made the assurance after consultation 
with members of his committee, and after such consultation 
felt authorized to give the assurance? 

Mr. FULTON. That was my understanding. 
ator from West Virginia if I am correct? 

Mr. CARTER. I>-will ask the Senator from West Virginia if 
that is his understanding? 

Mr. ELKINS. This is tying the Senator from West Virginia 
pretty close. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARTER. That is what we expected to do. 

Mr. ELKINS. I am willing, and I hope the Senator will be 
content with that. I have spoken to a majority of the members 
of the committee and I can give the assurance that the amend- 
ment will be reported before the holidays at the approaching 
session of the Sixtieth Congress. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from West Virginia, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, having con- 
sulted with a majority of his committee, gives the assurance 
that such report will be made, I am content. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President, I think that is satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will yield for anything that will not oc- 
cupy much time. 

Mr. FLINT. I simply want to state that that agreement, as 
stated by the Senator from Montana and agreed to by the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia, is satisfactory to us. 

Mr. PILES. I did not understand that the amendment was 
disposed of. I have not expressed my views on it yet. I un- 
derstood that the amendment was still pending. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think I have the floor, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho has the 
floor. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. FULTON. I think I ought to say this 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield to the Senator from Oregon for a 
purpose that will not take time. I am on my feet for the pur- 
pose of addressing myself to some provisions of this bill. 

Mr. FULTON. This will not take any considerable time; 
but I think the Chair misunderstood me, The Chair announced 
that the amendment was withdrawn. My statement was that, 
if this understanding was satisfactory to the other Senators 
whom I have mentioned, who were equally interested in the 
amendment and who had been equally industrious in endeavor- 
ing to secure its report, then I would ask to have it withdrawn. 
The Chair announced that it was withdrawn. I knew the Chair 
misunderstood me. I wanted that the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Pires], the Senator from California [Mr. Frint], and 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter] might express their 
approval or disapproval; and if the Senator from Idaho will 
allow the Senator from Washington to make his statement I 
would appreciate it very much, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced the fact as 
he understood it, that the Senator from Oregon had withdrawn 
his amendment. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And the Chair’s announcement 
was not corrected or questioned at the time. 

Mr. FULTON. I beg pardon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair’s announcement was 
not corrected at the time. Now, the Chair understands that 
the Senator has not withdrawn his amendment. 

Mr. FULTON. It was only a suggestion that I would do so. 
If that understanding is satisfactory to the Senator from Wash- 
ington, however, I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. PILES. The understanding is not entirely satisfactory 
to me, Mr. President, because we have been consulting over this 
matter for some days, and I wanted to understand specifically 
from the Senator from West Virginia that this bill would be 
reported. I understood him to say that he would try to have 
it reported. 

Mr. ELKINS. 

Mr, FULTON, 


I ask the Sen- 








I struck out “try.” 
All right. 
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Mr. PILES. Now, the Senator says positively that it will be 


With that I am 
Mr. FULTON. Then I ask leave to withdraw the amen(- 


ment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, leave is granted, 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I have never known of 4 


case in which there was such haste and importunity to remove 
every possible obstacle from the enactment of legislation as in 
this case. 


I remember when the commodity clause was being 
interjected into this legislation. It had no business there. It 
is an ambiguous and uncertain provision of legislation, and did 


not receive the consideration that should be given to important 


matters. When Congress undertook to say that property which 
had been owned by transportation companies for an indefinite 
number of years might not be used by them or might not be 
sold by them or the products thereof transported over their 
roads, it presented a pretty large question, and it was not 
sufficiently considered, and it was enacted partially. Congress 
attempted to enact a penal statute providing they should not do 
this thing, and it forgot to provide a penalty, and the statute 
stands on the books to-day without any penalty for its viola- 
tion. 

No lawyer who investigates it will arrive at any other con- 
clusion. The matter was submitted to the law officers of the 
Government. It has been submitted to the lawyers of this 
body, and if any lawyer or any Senator can point out any 
penal clause in the law of the United States that applies to 
the commodity clause, he will be entitled to say that there are 
a great many lawyers here who are mistaken. It was under- 
taken, by reference to the act passed seventeen years prior to 
this enactment, to make it a penal statute. I do not need to 
argue to any lawyer that you can not enact a penal statute in 
that way and enforce it. 

On the ist day of May this hasty legislation came to a 
climax, and the railroad companies, in order to remove all (is- 
cussion in regard to it, have come in here with a proposition 
to suspend its operation because they do not want it investi- 
gated, because they do not want the facts known in regard to 
the status of this legislation. I say that when the railroads or 
transportation companies of the country have put themselves in 
that position and are here asking a great grace at the hands 
of the Congress of the United States, it is about time to stand 
them up before the people for an examination as to their acts, 
and when they want some great favor is the time to demand of 
them justice for the people. 

I have no hesitation at all in saying that 90 per cent of the 
people of the United States are in favor of the amendment 
which I have offered to the joint resolution. I have no hesita- 
tion at all in saying that if it were put to a vote in the United 
States 90 per cent of the votes would be cast in favor of the 
amendment, which simply provides that a transportation com- 
pany shall not charge more for a short haul than for a long 
haul, including the short haul. That is all the amendment 
proposes. 

I am speaking not only to the Senators within the hearing of 
my voice, but I am speaking to every empty seat in the Senate, 
and I call attention to the fact that the people whom we 
represent demand this justice at our hands. Why should we 
postpone it? 

Mr. President, there is more fraudulent pretense about this 
legislation and the opposition to it than about any other piece of 
legislation that ever was before the American people. | cat 
not understand how it could have happened that Congress 
should have been induced to disregard the great central portion: 
of this country in the interest of a few seaboard towns, for the 
purpose of building up a wholesale and jobbing trade at tle 
terminal points to the exclusion of the possibility of building up 
or maintaining that class at interior points, and how Sen:tors 
representing the great interior States of the United States, 
against whom these discriminations exist, can hesitate not on!y 
to give their votes in favor of any legislation that will cure this 
evil, but to lend their efforts and bring their influence to bear 
secure such legislation. 

I offered the amendment to the pending joint resolution be 
cause I knew that this railroad was teetering on its toes in im- 
patience to rid itself of what it deemed might be a hardsiiip. 

I offered it because I knew the hour was ripe to make this 
demand of the railroad companies. I knew they would ‘e !0 
patient of it. I knew they would be importuning me to wit) 
draw it, in order that their gracious bill might pass Congress 4 
this session. I repeat that is the time to say to them: “!/ you 
are asking mercy, stand up first and do justice.” I said in the 
remarks which I made on the ist day of May, that tl rail- 














1908. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6199 





=; were holding up the interior points and charging them 
hrough rates plus the lecal rates back from the terminal | 
s to their cities. I am asked now, for the accommodation 
is legislation, to withdraw the proposed amendment which 
i bave introduced in order that forsooth the joint resolution 
be hurried through to-night and receive the approval of 
Congress. I can not see any justification for it. 
i um inclined to let the Senators vote on it if I can get a 
e on the amendment, and if I can not get a vote to-day, I 
notice that I am going to offer the amendment to every 
hill in the United States Senate to which an objection of con- 
Jeration can not be offered until I do get a vote of the Senate, 

i let the people of the country know why they are being dis- 
minated against. So, if you do postpone it to-day, you do it 
only for to-day. 

rhe people are going to know why the people in Utah and 
Idaho and Washington and Oregon and Pennsylvania and New 
York and Massachusetts and North Carolina and Virginia, who 
have to live a little ways back from the seacoast, have to pay 
through rates to the seacoast plus the local rates back to their 
homes because, forsooth, they raise the ghost of water competi- 
tion. There is no water competition between Chicago and Salt 
Lake City or between Chicago and Boise or Spokane or between 
. Louis and those inland points, and there can be none. But 
suppose there is. It was these discriminatory terminal rates that 
drove our merchant marine from the sea. Why, merely because 
they do not choose to live upon the seaboard of the country, 
should not the people who live in interior points be entitled to 
the geographical benefits which nature gives them because of 
their proximity to the field of production or the markets of the 
country? Can any Senator tell me? 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HEYBURN, Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I desire to inquire of the Senator if, under 
existing law, the Interstate Commerce Commission is not vested 
with power to require, if they think it is just and reasonable, 
exactly what the Senator proposes to compel them by rigid 
law to do? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Interstate Commerce Commission is 
given many powers that it should not have. It is given many 
powers that it does not exercise. It is given some others that 
it exercises unwisely. I am speaking in this body for the rights 
of the people. I am not speaking-for their privileges. I am 
speaking for their rights under the law—equal rights. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator of course knows that if this pro- 
posed amendment were enacted it would apply to every case of 
the long and short haul. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I hope so. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator surely is not ready to say that 
that should apply in all cases. There are many cases in which, 
on investigation, such a rule would be found to be unjust. 
Therefore why is it not wiser to leave that power vested in the 
Commission, to pass on it on the testimony and after an investi- 
gation in each particular case? Let each case stand upon its 
testimony and the facts. 

Mr. HEYBURN. For the same reason that it is not wise 
to go back to the times and conditions of government when an 
absolute monarch could decide every question without reference 
to anybody else’s judgment or consideration. 

; _ FULTON, Is not that exactly what the Senator proposes 

0 ado; 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I do not. 

Mr. FULTON. He proposes—— 

Mr. HEYBURN, I propose to give every person equal rights 
under the law. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator proposes to decide this matter 
Without reference to the evidence and without regard to the 
equities in any particular case. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am astonished that the Senator should 
make that statement. We are here under our sworn duty to 
dee ide these matters. It does not follow that, because Congress 
is ‘nvested with the power and duty to decide a thing, that 
every irresponsible board in the country should be invested with 
the Sime power. This is the legislative body of the country. 

I ‘im importuned to allow this matter to go through to-night. 
That is the form the expression takes. I have here facts and 
figures with reference to these discriminations which would 
appall this body if I could have its attention, which would 
— the people of the country rise up in mutiny when they 
ae it; and they will know it. They shall know it. In every 
* ioe in the United States they shall know it, because 

has been taken up through the combination of boards of 
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trade and commercial bodies from one end of the country to 
the other, and before November comes around the people will 
know, and they will know what Congress thinks of it, too. 
They will know why these discriminations are recognized. 

If they do not all know it this year they will know it next, be- 
cause the people have made up their mind to throw off this kind 
of imposition, this kind of unfair discrimination. My voice is 
as potent and the vote will be as potent to these empty seats 
as though they were every one full, because the day has gone by 
when the people will shut their eyes to this kind of legislation. 
Grant the railroad company the right to avoid the effect of this 
penal statute, or which was intended to be a penal statute— 
grant them what they ask and ask nothing of them? I hardly 
think so. And I think when the Senate gives it more careful 


| consideration the Senate will be of the same opinion, and that 


we will not vote to suspend the penalty, if there be one, of this 


| Clause without first voting as to whether or not the people’s 


right shall be recognized and this discrimination done away 
with, 

Mr. President, I insist on the amendment which I have of- 
fered being reported and acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert after the resolving 
clause the following: 

That section 4 of the act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” 
approved June 29, 1906, be amended by striking out the words “ under 
substantially similar circumstances and conditions,” where the same 
appear in said section 4, and further amend said section 4 of said act 
by striking out all of said section 4 beginning with the words “Pro- 
vided, however ; ” said section 4 when so amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to 


state the 


| the provisions of this act to charge or receive any greater compensation 


in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or of like kinds of 
property for a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line in 
the same direction, the shorter being included in whole or in part within 
the longer distance; but this shall not be construed as authorizing any 
common carrier within the terms of this act to charge and receive as 
great compensation for a shorter as for a longer distance.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. ELKINS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from West Virgin. to lay on the table 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. On that I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BACON, Inasmuch as the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, I will have to ask that the amendment be again stated, 
in order that I may vote intelligently. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment, at the request of the Senator from Georgia. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the act referred to there is what 
is known as the “ rate law.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], who is 
absent. Therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FRAZIER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Dakota |Mr, 
KITTREDGE], and as he is not present I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. FULTON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Davis] who is 
absent, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Warnes]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. FLINT (when the name of Mr. Perkins was called). 
My colleague is absent attending a meeting at one of the De- 
partments, If he were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr, 
Scott}. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. AtuIson] is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, 
CLARKE}. 

Mr. FOSTER. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. McCumeer]. He is absent, and not know- 
ing how he would rote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Owing to my general pair with the 
senior Senator from South Carolina [|Mr. Tittman], I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. PILES. I again announce that 
ANKENY] is absent, owing to sickness, 


my colleague [Mr. 


































































J) 


6200 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





May 13. 





The result was announced 





yeas 30, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Aldrich Cullom Gamble Penrose 
Bacon Dolliver Gary Piles 
Brandegee du Pont Guggenheim Richardson 
Briggs Elkins Hale Taylor 
Bulkeley Flint Hopkins Warren 
Burrows Foraker Johnston Wetmore 
Clapp Frye Kean 
Crane Gallinger Long 

NAYS—23. 
Bailey Carter Martin Smith, Mich. 
Bankhead Dixon Money Smoot 
Borah Gore Nelson Stephenson 
Bourne Heyburn Newlands Sutherland 
Brown McCreary Paynter Teller 
Burkett McLaurin Simmons 

NOT VOTING—839. 

Allison Davis Knox Platt 
Ankeny Depew La Follette Rayner 
Beveridge Dick Lodge Scott 
Burnham Dillingham McCumber Smith, Md. 
Clark, Wyo. Foster MckEnery Stewart 
Clarke, Ark. Frazier Milton Stone 
Clay Fulton Nixon Taliaferro 
Culberson Hansbrough Owen Tillman 
Curtis Hemenway Overman Warner 
Daniel Kittredge Perkins 


So Mr. Heysurn’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that the amendment prepared 
by the Attorney-General and offered by the Senator from West 
Virginia has been adopted, so that the joint resolution now 
stands as originally introduced with the change made by that 
amendment in the proviso, which is, as I understand it, that 
nothing in the joint resolution shall be construed to prevent a 
suit in mandamus or by an injunction to test the validity of 
this commodity clause of the rate act. I ask that the amend- 
ment prepared by the Attorney-General may be read. 

Mr. ELKINS. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know it has been agreed to, but I should 
like to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary. Add at the end of the joint resolution the 
following proviso: 


Provided, That nothing in this resolution shall be construed to pre- 
vent the bringing of any civil suit or proceeding for the enforcement 
of said provision, or the prevention of violations thereof; and the 
Attorney-General is hereby authorized to institute, or cause to be in- 
stituted, in the name of the United States and against any persons or 
corporations failing to comply with said provision, such civil suit, 
whether by application for mandamus, bill in equity for injunction, or 
other effective remedy in the premises, in any circuit court of the 
United States which said courts shall have jurisdiction in the premises, 
to secure the enforcement and observance of said provision; and the 
respective parties to any such suit herein authorized to be commenced 
shall enjoy the right of appeal, as in suits of like character when in- 
stituted by or on behalf of the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
compel the observance of the interstate-commerce law. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the theory of this joint reso- 
lution is, as I understand it, that if we postpone the imposition 
of the penalty for noncompliance with the commodity clause, 
the railroads will disregard the law and they will continue to 
haul coal and other commodities which they own or mine or 
produce or have an interest in, just as though there was no such 
legislation. 

In the first place, the joint resolution is wholly unnecessary 
if the contention of Senators is correct that there is no penalty 
applicable to a violation of this clause. I have not examined 
the law since this point was raised with sufficient care to have 
a satisfactory opinion on that subject, though I have supposed 
there would be no difficulty in pointing out that a penalty has 
been provided in the statute that would be applicable to a vio- 
lation of this clause. I will assume there is a penalty that is 
applicable, for I do not care to debate that. I understand that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission makes that contention, 
and I propose to take it as though there was no question about it. 

I deem it unnecessary to pass the joint resolution in the form 
in which it has been proposed for the further reason that the 
roads are not observing it and no penalty is being imposed. 
About that I want to make some remarks. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
that there is a general penalty clause in the act which contains 
this provision, and under that general penalty clause a railroad, 
if it is properly enforced, could be punished for violating that 
particular prohibition. I had something to do with drawing 
that amendment. No penalty was incorporated in that partic- 
ular provision, but it was left for the punishment of those who 
violated the law to be provided for in the general penalty 











clause of the act. I am amazed to learn that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission has expressed the opinion that there js 
no penalty provided for the violation of the clause. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand it is just the reverse of that. 
I say I do not care to argue that there is no penalty applicable. 
for I understand that the Interstate Commerce Commission is of 
the opinion that the penalty provided in the general clause, {o 
which the Senator from Texas refers, does apply. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, I misunderstood the Senator. I em yery 
glad to know that I did misunderstand him. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. What I said was that Senators here hive 
contended that there is no penalty that is applicable, but | 
have not made any special examination to satisfy my mind 
upon that point simply because for the purposes I have in yiew 
in rising it is not necessary that I should. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yiel 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator from Ohio will remember that 
the amendments of 1906 were in the nature of a rewriting of 
the section affected by the proposed amendments. So the inter- 
state-commerce act as it now stands stands as it has been from 
time to time amended; and section 10 of the original act as 
amended by the act of March 2, 1889, contains the general 
penalty clauses applicable to all prohibitions of the whole act, 
including all the amendments that have been made up to date. 
So I think there will not be a sound legal conclusion that this 
is a clause without a penalty. 

Mr. FORAKER. As I intimated, what I was saying on that 
point, in so far as it could be indicated that I have any doubt 
about it, was out of deference to the opinions of Senators who 
have expressed themselves to the effect I mentioned, naniely, 
that there is no penalty that applies. But I was careful to 
say, without stopping to argue it, that I assume the penalties 
do apply. 

Now, notwithstanding they apply, the remark I made was 
that I do not think the pending joint resolution ought to pass, 
because the railroads are not observing this law and there is 
no effort, so far as I am aware, to impose any penalty upon 
them. 

I introduced a resolution asking the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to inform the Senate whether this clause is being 
observed by the railroads, and whether there was any arrange- 
ment or understanding in accordance wita which these pen:!ties 
were not to be enforced against the railroads if they did not 
observe the law. Their answer was that they had no official! 
knowledge, but that unofficially they have learned that thie 
roads, with but two or three exceptions, are not observing the 
law. I asked specifically about the Western Maryland Lail- 
road. I asked about that because that road is in the hands of 
receiver. That receiver is the officer of a United States court 

He is operating that railroad under the command of that 
court, and I conceive it to have been the duty of that court on 
the 1st day of May to call the receiver's attention to the fact 
that this law went into operation on that day, and that in ac 
cordance with this law he could not haul any coal in which that 
road was interested or which that road mined across the Stite 
line into any other State. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission report that they have 
communicated with this receiver by telephone and that tlie 
receiver says he is not observing the law; that in a few ‘ays 
he will make a report to the Interstate Commerce Comission, 
setting forth the reasons why he is not complying wit! the 
law; and then the Interstate Commerce Commission wil! co! 
municate those reasons to the Senate. I have been waiting for 
that supplementary report. I should like to have it before we 
do anything here, for it seems to me, Mr. President, tliat ! 
was absolutely compulsory upon the judge administering tha! 
receivership to decide on the ist day of May the questio! 
whether or not the law in its application to that road is cost! 
tutional, it being a road that owned these properties before we 
enacted the commoditv clause of 1906. 





It seems to me when we get that report, if it should be tht 
the court has ordered the receiver to disregard the law, it W'" 
appear that the receiver is not obeying the law either |ecatse 
the judge has decided that the law is unconstitutiona! i» |" 


application to that road or because the judge has been informed 
by the Department of Justice that there is to be no enforce 
ment of that law except on conditions that have been agreed © 
by the Department of Justice. 

Now, I think we ought to act intelligently when we (0 act 
and I do not think, therefore, that it is necessary to pass this 
joint resolution until we get this promised informatio. \¢ 
may find that a case has been made and a decision rendered. 





































































































But there is another reason, and I call the attention of the 
Senator from Texas to this, why I do not think we ought to 
pass the joint resolution even with the amendment proposed by 
the Attorney-General. Manifestly it is the purpose of the joint 
resolution to postpone the enforcement of the penalty so that 
ihe roads may go on with immunity, violating the law as they 
are doing, and in the meanwhile the Attorney-General may 
pring a suit by. mandamus or injunction, as expressed in the 
amendment, to test the validity of this provision. 

Now, Mr. President, stop and think for a moment what is in- 

ived in- that as a legal proposition. When does mandamus 
lie? Not to enforce a negative, but always to compel an af- 
firmative. The fact that we say in this amendment to the 
joint resolution that the Attorney-General may resort to manda- 
mus does not change the nature of the writ. It simply means 
that he may resort to mandamus to raise the question as to 
the validity of this law when mandamus is a proper remedy. 

But let us assume that the conditions will continue as they 
now. The roads are continuing to haul across the State 
line just as it is intended by this resolution they shall do. Will 
anybody pretend that mandamus is a proper remedy to compel 
the roads to desist from violating the law? Surely not. 
would be employing the writ to enforce a negative, whereas its 
office is always to enforce an affirmative and compel affirma- 
tively something to be done. But it is in the alternative. He 
shall employ the writ of mandamus or the writ of injunction. 
Who will pretend, except the Attorney-General, that the writ of 
injunction would lie in a case such as we are to have presented 
if we pass this resolution? 

Did anybody ever hear of the writ of injunction applying 
when it was sought to enjoin a mere violation of a statute? 
Every lawyer knows that that is not ground for an injunction. 
Injunction will lie only where you have no adequate legal 
remedy to prevent an irreparable injury. 

Now, what kind of a case would the Attorney-General make 
for the United States? We will assume he will go into court; 
he will bring a bill in equity, and ask for relief by injunction, 
enjoining these roads from further violating this law by haul- 
ing their commodities across the State line. Will he be able 
to show that the Government is suffering any irreparable 
injury? If so, how? Will he be able to show anything more 
than simply a violation of the statute by the raihroad which 
he sues, for which his remedy is to enforce whatever remedy 
the statutes provide for its violation? 

He would not have any other. He could not certainly, on 
that ground, go into a civil court, into a court of equity, to ask 
for equitable relief at the hands of a chancellor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, 

Mr. BAILEY. As I caught the reading of what we call the 
Attorney-General’s suggestion (because I do not suppose he 
drew the amendment and sent it to the Senate to have it 
adopted) and also if I understand the joint resolution, it looks 
to me as though it presents a still further difficulty than that 
pointed out by the Senator from Ohio. The main part of the 
joint resolution postpones the operation of the law and, there- 
fore, until the date fixed in the joint resolution, it would not be 
unlawful for a railroad to carry its coal. 

Mr. FORAKER, 
offered by the Senator from West Virginia, the Senator is mis- 
taken. I understand the effect of the joint resolution to be, or 
rather what is intended, at any rate, is merely to postpone the 
imposition of the penalty, the prohibition standing without pen- 
alty for its violation until January 1, 1910. My contention is 
that neither mandamus nor injunction would reach that diffi- 
cuity, 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the Senator is right. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am glad to have the concurrence of the 
Senator from Texas, 

Mr. BAILEY. It is a peculiar kind of legislation. It is sim- 
Ply a legislative permission to violate the law, That is all the 
Joint resolution amounts to. 

Mr. FORAKER, That is all it is, and without fear of penalty 
( without fear of successful prosecution. Therefore, Mr. 
President, I do not think the joint resolution ought to pass. 

But now I want to submit what I think ought to be done. I 
do not think this commodity clause ever should have been en- 
acted in the form in which it finds itself in the act. It was 
pointed out here on the floor of the Senate—but without avail— 
that if we passed this commodity clause in the form in which 
we enacted it, we would, when the 1st day of May, 1908, ar- 
rived, either be unable to enforce it or be compelled to interfere 
With vested property rights, which everybody knows would be 


are 
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unconstitutional; or, if the law should be held valid and be en- 
forced, bring wholesale disaster to all concerned—consumers as 
well as railroads. But that did not seem to do any good. 

I believe that common carriers should be restricted to the 
business of common carriers. I do not believe, as a general 
proposition, that any railroad should be allowed to engage in 
coal mining or any other kind of business on its own account, 
to produce commodities to be carried in competition with pri- 
vate miners and others who produce coal and such commodities, 
But every Senator here knows—for it is a part of the history 
of the whole country and of every State represented here, al- 
most—that it was the policy twenty-five years ago—much more, 
fifty years ago—in States having mining resources to specially 
charter railroads with power to acquire and develop properties 
of this nature and transport their products. 

I understand from a report made either to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission or by it—I have it, but not at hand; I saw 
it some weeks ago—that last year it is shown that 90 per cent 
of the railroads affected by the commodity clause acquired their 
property in that way under the statutes of the States under 
which they were organized, or by virtue of special provisions 
in special charters, and that their properties were, therefore, 
just as legitimately acquired, and that they hold those proj 


| erties with the right to mine and produce coal and carry coal 


for transportation in interstate commerce as much as anybody 
else has acquired any property or right in this country. Taking 
anthracite coal, for example, I understand that last year, as 
shown by this report, the roads owning those properties and 
mining that coal and transporting it carried out of Pennsyl- 
vania across the line into New Jersey and New York and New 
England and other parts of this country more than 50,000,000 
tons. More than 50,000,000 tons of coal were taken out of the 
mines acquired by those roads under the special inducement 
offered by the State of Pennsylvania when the charters for those 
roads were granted, special inducements by specifically author- 
izing them, I mean, to acquire those properties and develop 
them and build up this business. 

Now, it seems to me that, however desirable it may be—and 
no Senator has a keener appreciation for that than I have—to 
limit carriers, where we can lawfully do so, to the legitimate 
business of carriage, yet we are bound to respect property 
rights. Everybody here knew that two years ago, but when 
we came to take the vote I was the only one who happened to 
say so. I am only saying over again what I tried to say then. 
I knew then that the time would come when we would have to 
meet this question, and that it would hang over us in the mean- 
while like a threat and a menace to the business of the coun- 
try; that on the Ist day of May, 1908, when this clause went 
into effect, either the Administration would have to make an 
arrangement whereby it would not enforce it, or, if it did en- 
force it, it would bring wholesale disaster upon this country. 
Disaster wholesale has not been brought upon this country by 
reason of the enforcement of this clause, because in recogni- 
tion of that fact some way has been found whereby to tide 
over for the present. 

Mr. HALE. Some device. 

Mr. FORAKER. Some device, the Senator from Maine sug- 
gests—some arrangement, some agreement. 

I am not complaining about that. I think when we found 
ourselves in this situation it was highly necessary that some- 


: | thing should be done, but I do not think it was the business of 
In that, if I understand the joint resolution | 


anybody except only Congress to provide that a law placed on 
I do not think the 
President and Attorney-General or anybody else except only the 
Congress of the United States legislating in the usual way, 
with the approval of the President, would have a right to sus- 
pend the operation of a law such as this is, no niatter what its 
disastrous consequences might be. 

Mr. President, what was right for us to do then, and what 
we clearly now see was right for us to do then, is the thing 
we ought to do to-day. Instead of passing a joint resolution 
to postpone for twenty months, therefore, the taking effect 
of this penalty clause we ought to provide, as we should then 
have provided and as some of us tried to induce the Senate 
to provide, that the clause should have only a prospective opera- 
tion: not to undertake to interfere with vested rights, but to 
provide that from and after the date when we passed the law 
there should be no carrying in interstate commerce by any 
railroad of any commodity of its own production or any com- 
modity that it mined or had produced or in which it had any 
interest purchased after that date. We could not come to our 
senses then, but, pray, let us resume them now. 

Therefore it is that I have prepared a substitute, which I 
offer. I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary 
quested, 


will read as re- 
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Mr. FORAKER. The substitute simply provides that from 
and after the date when that statute was passed, June 29, 
1906, no road shall carry any commodity of its own production 
which was not owned prior to the date when the law was 
passed. ‘That was notice to everybody. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read the sub- 
stitute proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the re- 
solving clause and to insert: 

That paragraph 5 of section 1 of the act to regulate commerce, ap- 
proved February 4, 1887, as amended, be amended by adding thereto 


the following: “ Provided, That the provisions of this paragraph shall 
not apply to any article or commodity lawfully acquired and owned 


prior to the 29th day of June, 1906, by any railroad company under | 
and by virtue of any statute, franchise, or charter lawfully issued or | 


granted by the United States or any State or Territory thereof,” so 
that said paragraph shall read: “From and after May 1, 1908, it shall! 
be unlawful for any railroad company to transport from any State, 
Territory, or the District of Columbia to any other State, Territory, 


commodity, other than timber and the manufactured products thereof, 
manufactured, mined, or produced by it or under its authority, or 
which it may own in whole or in part, or in which it may have any 
interest, direct or indirect, except such articles or commodities as 


may be necessary and intended for its use in the conduct of its busi- | 


ness as a common carrier: Provided, That the provisions of this para- 
graph shall not apply to any article or commodity lawfully acquired 


and owned prior to the 29th day of June, 1906, by any railroad com- | 


pany under and by virtue of any statute, franchise, or charter lawfully 
peeues._ oF granted by the United States or any State or Territory 
ereol, 
Mr. FORAKER. Now, Mr. President, only a few words more. 
I have heard Senators during the progress of the discussion on 
the pending joint resolution giving reasons why these railroads 
could not comply with the commodity clause, why they could 
not dispose of their property and separate the coal mines from 
the railroads. Generally that reason has been that the panic 
has come on and it has made it impossible to sell such property. 
How in God's name any thoughtful man could fail to foresee 
that just such legislation as this enacted by us in 1906 would 
produce a panic I am unable to understand. I knew it the day 
we passed the bill just as well as I know it now. Why did they 
not sell this property? They say they could not find buyers. 
Mr. President, every Senator here knows, who has given the 
slightest attention to the subject, that these properties acquired 
by these railroads have been mortgaged, some of these properties 
over and over again, to secure issues of bonds that are held 
throughout this country and abroad, and that in the mortgages 
are found the usual provision that there shall be no alienation 
of any part of this property; that it shall be kept together; 
that there shall be no alienation without the consent of each 
and every bondholder. And that was and is still an impossi- 
bility. 
So if times had become more prosperous instead of less pros- 
perous and buyers had multiplied and there had been a de- 


mand for such property, the railroads could not have sold | 


these coal mines and separated their property as we required 
them to do. 

The law stood in the way, and the provision of their mort- 
gages and their bonds stood in the way. It was an utter im- 
possibility, and for that reason nothing has been done. And so 
it will be if we continue this until January 1, 1910; the same 
prohibitions will stand in the way. It is just as impossible 
for them during the next twenty months to dispose of these 
properties in the way directed to comply with this commodity 
clause as it has been each and every hour during the last 
twenty months. 

Mr. President, this identical clause had much to do with the 
financial trouble that now concerns us. The idea that hundreds 
of millions of property should be required to be put upon the 
market, law or no law, in violation of vested rights; that the 
Congress of the United States should pass such a statute, was 
well calculated, coming as it did along with other similar legis- 
lation, to excite the distrust of men who held the securities of 
the railroads of this country, men abroad, and men at home; 
and as a result we have seen our securities coming home and 
they .have been coming faster than they could be taken care of 
at home. We have fourteen billions outstanding in round 
numbers, held across the water as well as on this side. Eyery 
man who saw the Congress of the United States engage in such 
hysterical, unwise, ruinous, and I will say disgraceful, legis- 
lation as this, felt at once that he would rather change his 
security and get something else. 

The result was that they have been thrown upon the market 
faster than we could take care of them. In consequence we 
have had a panic here. It is no wonder we had it. If this 
country had not been under the full tide of prosperity to the 
extent it was, we should have had it long before we did have it. 
But the impetus was such that we held up for months after 
- the panic was due and would have occurred but for the un- 
precedented prosperity we were enjoying. 





| people of the country permit you to make them stop? 





If you want to restore prosperity, the thing to do now is to 
undo the wrong we so inconsiderately did. Let us enact the 
kind of legislation now we should have enacted then; and then. 
so far as this particular clause is concerned, there would be 
no more trouble in the nature of a panic. 

Why not do it? There is not a court in Christendom that 
would hold that a law passed by Congress in 1906 could make 
it unlawful for a railroad that acquired property fifty years 
before, in accordance with the laws of its organization or the 
special charter under which it was organized, could be re- 
quired to dispossess itself of that property and that it could be 
driven out of the business in which it had legitimately en- 
gaged. 

But now assuming that you can make them stop, will the 
Will the 
people of this country allow you, sitting here in Washington 


| as the Congress of the United States, to say to the railroads 
or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, any article of | 


of the country: “From and after a day to be named you shal! 
not carry any more coal across the State line; you shall not do 
it indirectly or directly; you shall not carry it if you have 
mined it or if you own it or if you have the slightest interest 
in it as lessee or otherwise.” The language in the statute is 
sweeping and broad—just as broad as it could be made at the 
time—for we were undoing almost everything at that time that 
had reference to the stability of rights with respect to property. 
We made it as sweeping and as obnoxious as it was possible for 
language to make it. What would be the effect on consumers? 
Are they not to be considered and accommodated? But if you 
can not compel the roads to sell this property and will not al- 
low them to supply the people outside their respective States, 
how can you avoid positive disaster? 

I think the way out of it—for I do not want to speak about 
it in a way that looks as though I was trying to say “I told 
you so”—that is never very gracious—I think the way to 
get out of it is to simply provide that this commodity clause 
shall not be construed to apply to any railroad company with 
respect to any property that had been acquired by it leziti- 
mately under its charters and franchises prior to the day when 
we passed that statute. That is the amendment I have offered. 
I ask the Secretary to read it again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
proposed amendment. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
resolving clause and to insert: 


That paragraph 5 of section 1 of the act to regulate commerce, ap- 
proved ‘ebruary 4, 1887, as amended, be amended by adding thereto 
the following: “Provided, That the provisions of this paragra h shall 
not apply to any article or comm = lawfully acquired and owned 
prior to the 29th day of June, 1906, by any railroad company under 
and by virtue of any statute, franchise, or charter lawfully issued 0 
granted by the United States or any State or Territory thereof,” so that 
said paragraph shall read: 

Mr. FORAKER. The Secretary does not need to read any 
further. All are familiar with the statute as it is, but what 
Senators need to understand is that I want to add to the law 
as it now stands this provision, leaving the law precisely as we 
enacted it, but limiting it in its application to those roads that 
have acquired such property since the date we enacted the Jaw. 
That is fair and just to everybody, and that is as far as any 
provision can be constitutionally enforced without at least 
bringing great disaster upon the country. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, that sounds like the Repub 
lican speeches we were accustomed to hear ten years ago, bul 
not like the Republican speeches that we have been accustomed! 
to hear during the present Administration; and except that it 
is the kind of a speech that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. lor 
AKER] has been making throughout the discnssion, I shou!d 
accept it as an indication of a reaction in the Republican party. 
The Senator from Ohio, however, in my opinion, is unnecessari!y 
alarmed about the decision of the court upon that patricu!* 
provision in the rate law. It signifies nothing to the people 0! 
the other States what the State of Pennsylvania did when, |" 
the course of its industrial development, it chartered railro® Is 
and authorized them to exercise rights which did not pertain te 
the business of a transportation company. . 

It may be true, and doubtless it is true, that no law °! 
Pennsylvania could deny to those railroads the right to 's¢ 
their property within that Commonwealth according to t' 
terms of their charters or the original grant; but it must be 
apparent to the Senator from Ohio that the people of Penns)» 
yania can not, under our system of Government, grant a charter 
which will inflict upon the people of other States a great and 
irreparable injury. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow ™e 
to interrupt him? ai 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 
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Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER,. I simply wish to say that the report sent 
to the Senate a few days ago by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission showed that the same thing obtained with respect to 
Virginia and West Virginia, and we know that it does as to 
Maryland and to a great number of other States. I had a report 
which showed all that, but I do not have it now at hand. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply selected Pennsylvania because it 
was perhaps the first offender in that respect, and has been 
perhaps the greatest offender. The same reasoning will apply 
to all the other States. 

If the State of Pennsylvania saw fit to charter a corporation 
to engage in any kind of business, and if the court should hold 
that charter a valid contract between the corporation and the 
State of Pennsylvania, that would not guarantee or secure to 
that corporation the right to conduct its business in other 
States. So, when we came to draw this amendment—I assume 
the full responsibility for the breadth and character of it— 
when we came to draw this amendment, we understood that 
difficulty, and we simply provided that these corporations should 
not transport these commodities ii: commerce among the States 
or with foreign nations. That this is a perfectly valid and con- 
stitutional exercise of power by Congress I have no kind of 
doubt. 

if the amendment now proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
be adopted, it would operate to create in a large measure ¢ 
monopoly with respect to an article of such universal and | 
such essential use as coal; and I think I am reasonably well 
within the truth when I declare that practically all of the 
valuable coal lands in Pennsylvania are now under rail- 
road control and ownership; and certainly as to those lands | 
and as to that State it would leave the people perpetually at 
the merey of a monopoly that has been none too merciful in 
its dealings of recent years, if the reports which have been 
made to the constituted authorities are to be relied upon. 

I believe it was the president of one of those Pennsylvania 
railroads who assumed to act as a kind of representative of 
the Deity in conserving the immense body of the coal lands in 
that State for the use of its people in all the generations to 
come, 

Mr. President, I observe also that the Senator excepts timber 
and the products of the sawmills from the operation of this 
commodity amendment. In that he follows the amendment 
adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is not in what I have offered. My 
amendment simply follows after the law as it now stands; and 
the provision the Senator refers to is in the law as it now 
stands, 

Mr. BAILEY. I know it is in there, and as I caught the read- 
ing of it I thought the Senator had incorporated it into his 
proposed substitute. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I have not incorporated it. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is not then a subject of criticism against 
the amendment, but against the law. That was one of the 
gravest mistakes—and I say it with all deference to the Sen- 
ate—that was made during the consideration of that bill. I 
am of the opinion that there is more danger to the people in 
the monopolization of the forests than there is in the monopo- 


most 








lization of the coal lands. No man yet knows, perhaps our chil- 
dren will never know, how much coal there is stored beneath 
the surface of the earth; but every well-informed man knows 
to-day what the limits of the forests are. 

_We know that the timber supply of this country is a rapidly 
diminishing quantity; indeed, sir, unless the genius and inven- 
tion of our people shall soon discover another and a cheap 
building material, the youngest of us in this body will live to 
see the time when it will cost more to build a house of lumber 
than it will of brick. Already the enormous price of lumber 
has laid an embargo upon improvement in towns and in villages, 
ind that is one of the many explanations for the panic, which 
the Senator from Ohio attributes to the rate law. 

Whatever may be the cause of that panic, Mr. President— 
and certainly I have no inclination to rejoice in it—still, like 
tics perhaps it has its uses, for it has at least convinced 
the country what the country had for several years been skep- 


or about, that a panic can occur under a Republican Adminis- 
ation, 


Mr. FORAKER rose. 


Mr. BAILEY. Perhaps the Senator from Ohio will not con- 


TLatesuee — is a thoroughly Republican Administration. 
Aughter, 
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Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator paid me a high compliment 
in his opening sentence when he said that my speech sounded 
like a Republican speech of the old time. That is the kind of 
a Republican I profess to be; and I will say to the Senator 
that I thank him for that compliment and remind him that 
when the Republicans were making that kind of speeches we 
never did have any panics. [Laughter.} 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, we did have one of the severest 
panics in the history of the Republic under the stalwart Ad- 
ministration of Grant. The Senator from Ohio has not forgot- 
ten that. And during the closing days of the Harrison Adminis- 
tration we were not without our distresses. The truth of it is 
that the pinch of hard times during the close of Mr. Harrison’s 
Administration is what brought Mr. Cleveland to the Presidency 
in 1892. 

I am a little inclined to think that the course of our history 
has been remarkable in the last few years. The last Adminis- 
tration of Mr. Cleveland was not as Democratic as I could have 
wished it to be, and we fell into the disaster and demoraliza- 
tion that resulted in the great Republican triumph of 1896. I 
warn Senators on the other side that they may be facing a con- 
dition not dissimilar to the one which we faced in 1896. You are 
at variance with each other, or if you are not so widely at vari- 
ance with each other on that side of the Chamber, then all of 
you are more widely at variance with your President than we 
were with our President from 1893 to 1896. It remains for us to 
see, and for the country to see, whether you can adjust your dif- 
ferences and patch up a peace and whether you can march to 
the polls in a solid phalanx this year as you have been doing in 
the years that have passed and gone. 

I thought I saw this afternoon some evidence of an effort to 
get together over there. I saw gentlemen who seemed to think 
very widely at variance voting together, and I apprehend that 
we are to have a repetition of the old experience where Repub- 
licans quarrel like furies before the election day and then vote 
as one man when that day comes. But I want to tell the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that, with all of his high character and his 
great ability, he can never—and I do not mean this, of course, 
as any personal taunt—succeed in keeping the next Republican 
convention from indorsing the policies of the present Adminis- 
tration. It will be a singular spectacle 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator and his friends be success- 
ful in preventing the Democratic convention from indorsing 
those policies? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I think one good turn deserves 








another. The President has adopted our policies, and I am 
very much inclined to commend him for it. I am not a hide- 
bound partisan, and when a Republican does a Demecratic 


deed, I am willing to applaud the deed even though I do not 
applaud the doer of it. 

The present President of the United States has adopted 
almost bodily the position of the Democratic party on this 
railroad-regulation question. More than one of his messages 
almost repeat the very words of the Democratic platform, and 
yet you search in vain for a line in the Republican platform, 
on which he was elected, pledging your party to do aught 
toward the regulation of the railroads. So far as the country 
was concerned, it was justified in assuming—and I frankly say 
I believe it did assume—that the Republican party intended to 
let everything stand as it stood when the present Administra- 
tion came into power. I remember one of your phrases was 
that “‘ we will stand pat.” I never did exactly understand what 
“pat” meant. I have understood from those who do under- 
stand such things that it was borrowed from a game; but no 
sooner had you won the election on a promise to “stand pat” 
than you began to draw from the Democratic hand and you 
took our railroad regulation theory bodily from it. 

If we are wise enough to maintain our old position, instead 
of moving up and taking the position of another party, we will 
have you confrofited with a proposition that you must either 
indorse what we have been proposing for twenty years, or you 
must condemn the Administration of your own party. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
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Mr. FORAKER. One word. I want to say to the Senator, 
“Shake not thy gory locks at me.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I cheerfully acquit the Senator 
from Ohio; and without intending to imply that his colleagues 
lack courage I must say that it would have been a more 
familiar sight had he been surrounded by his associates and 
supported by them in his contention; but the Senator from 
Ohio will bear me witness that he alone on that side had 
either the courage, the wisdom, or the rashness—I use all three 
words so that any Senator can take his choice—he alone had 
one of those three qualities that led him to vote against a bill 
Democratic from its enacting clause to its conclusion. 

Now, Mr. President, as for me—and I speak for nobody but 
myself—if it were necessary to involve the country in a tem- 
porary disturbance in order to protect the people against the 
aggression and injustice of railroad management, I would not 
have hesitated to pay that price. It frequently will happen in 
this world that a condition once existing can not be changed 
without some injury; but if the good to be accomplished by 
the change in all the long flight of years will far outweigh the 
injury done for the time, then no wise man ought to hesitate 
about making the change. It is infinitely better that those of 
us who are here shall suffer the injury of a day than it is that 
our children and our children’s children shall suffer a greater 
injury during all the years to come, 

But, Mr. President, I am not one of those who believe that it 
ever costs the people much to do what is right, and my opinion 
is that the panic was not the result of political policies or of 
Congressional legislation. I think one bad habit into which 
the American people have fallen is to charge too much to bad 
laws and too little to bad management. 

This great country would prosper under any set of laws that 
Congress could devise, and I say that all the more freely because 
I know it has prospered under a set of Republican laws which 
your predecessors devised and under which we have been com- 
pelled to live. I have no doubt that it would prosper even more 
under the wiser and the more equal laws that we would frame 
if the people should give us power. But neither do I doubt 
that under our administration, as well as under yours, there 


would come these seasons of depression; and neither do I doubt | 


that the people will continue to attribute such seasons of de- 
pression to the bad legislation of their representatives, instead 
of to the bad management of themselves. 

It is never safe to venture a prophecy, especially when that 


afternoon that if these bad seasons continue and they are fol- 
lowed by bad crops, what we did have last autumn will not be 
a circumstance to what we will have next autumn. 
seasons combined with the industry of men that determine the 
wealth of this country. All that the law can do is to determine 
the distribution of it, to take it from those who create it and 
give it to those who enjoy it under special and favored privi- 
leges. But whether the nation creates wealth to the utmost of 
its ability or not depends very much more upon the men who 
toil than it does upon those who make or who administer our 
laws. 

I do not underrate the value of just and wise and equal laws. 
I do not underrate the value of a Chief Executive who enforces 
them rather than one who contracts with offenders not to en- 
force them. If the Senator from Ohio is right in his intima- 
tion—for with his usual caution he proceeds no further than to 
make it an intimation—that the Department of Justice, under 
the sanction of the President, has agreed with the men who are 
violating this law that they will not be punished—if that is 


true, Mr. President, that is a crime; and it is a crime for which | 


the President of the United States could be and ought to be im- 
peached. 

Obedience to the law is the highest virtue of a public official, 
and, in my judgment, the higher the office which a man holds 
in this Republic the higher is the obligation which rests upon 
him to see to the faithful enforcement of every law. The wisest 
utterance that ever fell from the lips of General Grant was when 
he said that the way to secure the repeal of a bad law is to 
enforce it. 

That was true then and it is true now; and the President 
of the United States has no power under his oath of office 
and under his duty, which is higher than his oath—because 
if he were freed from the obligation of his oath he would 
still be subject to the obligation of his duty—to contract with 
any man or set of men for immunity. If the Senator is right, 
then he has preferred against the President of the United 
States a graver charge than I have yet ventured to bring 
against him; and that the Senator is probably right is made 


It is God's | 
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this law, and that, while they are violating it openly and 
daily, a joint resolution is brought here that does not extend 
the operation, but simply permits its violation without a 
penalty. It is the most remarkable piece of legislation that [ 
have ever read of or heard of. It is a legislative permission to 
violate the law of the land. 

Now, if these men have not been brought to understand their 
duty under the law, or if they have been encouraged to believe 
that they can violate it with impunity, if they have been 
promised an extension of its provisions, then, Mr. President, 
let us simply rub out “ May, 1908,” and write in some other day, 
but let us not have a law upon the statute books forbidding a 
certain transaction and then concluding with a proposal that 
though they disobey the prohibition of the law they shall suffer 
no penalty. 

So far as I am concerned I believe it is a wise law. I believe 
it is a good provision, and that we should have obedience to it, 
and I am not willing to give them an hour, The railroads ought 
to be taught that they are subject to the law. Railroad man- 
agers ought to be made to understand that when Congress gave 
them nearly two years’ grace they ought to have set their house 
in order against the coming of that day. They were given 
nearly two years, and that was enough. 

But if you are determined to give them more time, then pro- 
vide that the law shall become operative at a future time and 
do not write in the statute a legislative permission to vio- 
late it without a penalty. 

Mr. President, the wisest—I will not say the wisest either, 
because the authority vested in the Commission to fix rates 
under certain conditions was the wisest provision of the law, 
but next to that, the wisest—provision in that law is the one 
which seeks to separate the business of transportation from 
the business of production. That is so wise that the Senator 
from Ohio agreed to the wisdom of it. Of course we all know 
the purpose. When Congress made it a crime for a railroad to 
buy tonnage by giving rebates, then the railroads set to work 
to secure tonnage by buying interests in industrial enterprises, 
each railroad seeking in that way to protect itself against its 
competitor. 

This process, unless prohibited, will continue until practically 
all the industrial enterprises of the republic are owned in whole 
or in part so that they may be controlled by the great railroad 
companies of the United States. It is obviously impossible for 


| an individual or private company to compete against a railroad- 
prophecy might be fulfilled within the easy memory of those | 


who hear it; but I want to tell the Senator from Ohio this | 


owned company, and they will not long continue the effort at 
competition. If I am a manufacturer and there are two coai 


| companies, one owned by a private corporation and the other 


owned by a railroad company, I will not hesitate long between 
those companies in bestowing my patronage. I will buy from 
the coal company controlled by the railroad company, as a 
matter of course, because by buying from it I am assured of the 
prompt delivery of the coal for use in my factory, and I am also 
assured of the prompt shipment to my customers of the goods I 
manufacture. 

It is a motive of self-interest. You might say it is a motive 
of self-protection. It appeals so powerfully to the intelligence 
and selfishness of every manufacturer in the land that the 
coal companies owned by private corporations and individuals 
will simply be driven from the field and their property, is- 
mantied and disused, will ultimately fall into the lap of the 
railroad corporation at its own price. 

What is true of coal companies is true of lumber companies. 
It is true of elevators. It is true of all other industrial evier- 
prises. That mischief is incalculable; but, sir, it is not the 
only mischief, A railroad company owning a steel corporation, 
we will say, will ships its steel rails from Pittsburg, in Peno- 
sylvania, to El Paso, in Texas, at a loss. You may wouder 
why a railroad company would ship any commodity at a |oss, 
but the wonder disappears when you examine the profiis 0! 
the steel company and find that what the stockholders in te 
railroad company have lost the stockholders in the steel col- 
pany have gained. But this mischief does not stop there. 
When the Interstate Commerce Commission comes te fix the 
freight rate on the railroads, they say, “Here are our ear 
ings, here is our value, here are our expenses, and our rates 
will not stand the reduction.” 

But they conceal—and under one theory they need not col 
ceal—from the railroad commission that they have been h«ul- 
ing these steel rails for less than the cost of transporting t). 
and so in time the railroad stockholders will not Jose the (il 
ference between the freight actually charged and the freizht 


| which ought to have been charged, but the railroad will be Pet 


mitted te recoup itself for that insufficiently paid service bY 
levying a higher tariff upon other commodities which the rail- 


manifest by the fact that there has been no effort to enforce | road company does not happen to own. Sir, the mischie! of 
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this policy permeates every line of industry, and the American 
wress acted wisely when it determined to divorce the busi- 
; of transportation from the business of production. 

re than that, Mr. President, these great railroad corpora- 

; exercise the right of eminent domain. 

They can cross a man’s threshold; they can condemn his 
mmestead; they can divide his field. They can, if need be, 
ropriate his private burial ground. They exercise the 

r which is second to the power over life and death and 
which only a government itself ought to exercise, or which it 
ought to permit exercised only for a great public purpose. It 
is monstrous, sir, that this Government shall permit these rail- 

d companies to exercise one of its greatest powers and then, 
ving exercised that power, permit them to engage in the busi- 
ss of producing coal or selling merchandise. The business 
f production is apart from the business of transportation. 

I have no desire to injure the railroads. I regard them as | 
agencies of civilization and commerce. They have not | 
iys regarded me as favorably as I do them. I have more 
n once in my life felt the force and the effect of their opposi- 

But that could not provoke me to do them an injustice. 

[ will be just and fair to them, but I will always insist that 
compelled to be just and fair to the people. I would no 
» agree that the railroads can fix the rates which they 
the people than I would agree that the people can fix 
the rates which they will pay the railroads. The relation of the 

ilroads to the people is a peculiar one. They owe the people | 
ly a moral duty but they owe them a legal duty as well. 
we the Senator from Ohio the moral duty to treat him fairly, 

if I make a trade with him, I make the best trade I can; 
and if I tell him the truth about it, he has no legal ground of 
iplaint because I out-traded him. If I go to the storehouse 
I buy the merchant’s goods at a price upon which we agree. 
The merchant is under the moral duty to sell me the right kind 
of goods at the right price, but that duty is wholly and purely a | 
moral one that I can not compel him to perform. 

But it is not so with the railroads. The railroads are under 
both a moral and a legal duty to give everybody fair service for | 
fair pay and to give everybody the same service for the same | 
pay. It would be just as sensible to allow the people to say 
what they will pay the railroads as it is to allow the railroads 
to say what they will charge the people. The people owe the 
railroads the duty of making fair payment for fair service. 
The railroads owe the people the duty of rendering the people 
fair service for fair pay. It is not for either to determine how, 
when, or the manner in which that duty shall be discharged. 
But the sensible and the proper procedure is that which the | 
American Congress has adopted, of providing a Commission, 
which shall say to the railroads what it is just for them to 
charge the people and say to the people what it is just for them 
to pay the railroads. 

When the railroad comes to condemn my property it can have 
commissioners to fix the value of it, if it can not agree with 
me. Those commissioners determine what the railroad shall 
pay me for that property. Of course I have my appeal to the 
courts, but when the commissioners assess the damages the rail- 
road company is entitled to pay me, and if I decline to receive 
it to pay it into the couri, and proceed to appropriate and use 
my property. It is a poor rule that will not work both ways. 
When I want to use the railroad, if I can not agree with it as 
to what it shall charge me for the service, I ought to have and 
I do have in law and in morals the same right to have this 
Commission assess the value of the railroad service as the rail- 
road had to have a commission assess the value of my land, 
Which it took for the construction of its road. 

_ We may just as well accept it as the settled, definite, and 
irrevocable policy of this Republic that railroad rates may be 
fixed forever hereafter by a commission. There will be no step 
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backward taken in this respect, and if the Republican party 
should elect its President at the coming Presidential election it 
- | not dare to take a line out of that law. Instead of muti- 


‘ating it, it will be compelled from time to time to strengthen 
it, and it shall be one of the highest satisfactions of my life 
that I helped to instruct the Republican party how to do that. I 
he ped to write that platform which the President of the United 
States took from us and appropriated to his own use. I have 
hever complained about that, and I shall be pleased to have 
him take more of our platforms and put them into statutes. 

_ But that is all apart, Mr. President. I hope that the sub- 
SUtute of the Senator from Ohio will not be adopted. I hope 
the joint resolution of the Senator from West Virginia will not 
be passed. I am inclined to think that in this latter respect I 
am hoping against hope. I am inclined to think that possibly 
‘. has been agreed on by those in the majority, and if it has, 
then my last appeal is that we do not write in the statute a 
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legislative permission to violate the law, but that we rather 
deal with it in the other way—rub out “ May, 1908,” and write 
in the law such time as in the wisdom of the majority it may 
be thought necessary for the railreads to have to prepare them- 
selves to obey the law’s command. 

COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice 
that on Monday next, immediately after the morning business, 
I will ask the Senate to give consideration to the bill (S. 6206) 
for the relief of certain former members of the Twenty-fifth 
Regiment of United States Infantry. I shall do this with the 
intention of offering a substitute for the same and endeavoring 
to get a vote upon it at this session. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
had passed 
the bill (8S. 514) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent the 
importation of impure and unwholesome tea,’ approved March 
2, 1897. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bi 
(H. R. 7653) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States to provide additional protection for owners 
of of the 


] 
i 


patents United States, and for other purposes, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 


thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S$. 652. An act to create the office ef captain in the Philip- 
pine Scouts: 

H. R. 3610. An act granting a pension to James M. Fitch; 
and 

H. R. 20471. An act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other 
purposes, 


> @ 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask the Senator from West Virginia if he will 
not yield for a motion for an executive session. The hour is late, 
and I do not think we can dispose of the unfinished business this 
evening. 

Mr. ELKINS. Very well. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, May 14, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Evecutive nominations received by the Senate May 13, 1908. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry Arm. 

First Lieut. Theodore Schultz, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be 
captain from May 10, 1908, vice Vestal, Ninth Cavalry, retired 
from active service. 

Infantry Arm. 

Lieut. Col. Alfred C. Sharpe, Thirtieth Infantry, to be colonel 
from May 9, 1908, vice Reade, Twenty-third Infantry, appointed 
brigadier-general. 

Maj. Nat P. Phister, Second Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from May 9, 1908, vice Sharpe, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Samuel E. Smiley, Fifteenth Infantry, to be major from 
May 9, 1908, vice Phister, Second Infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Nathaniel R. Usher to be a captain in the N 
from the 23d day of April, 1908 (subject to the examina 
required by law), vice Capt. William 8. Cowles, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 

Clarence Edwin Kendrick to be postmaster at Barstow, San 
Bernardino County, Cal. Office became Presidential April 1, 
1908. 


avy 


tions 


GEORGIA. 
Charles D. O’Kelley to be postmaster at Grantville, Coweta 
County, Ga. Office became Presidential April 1, 1908. 
IDAHO, 
Sadie Louella Richmond to be postmaster at Culdesac, Nez 
Perce County, Idaho, in place of George H. Arnold, resigned, 
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ILLINOIS. 


Ebenezer J. Allison to be postmaster at Chester, Randolph 
County, IIL, in place of Herman F. Middendorf, Incumbent’s 
commission expired November 17, 1907. 

MISSOURI. 

Thomas B. Milton to be postmaster at Carl Junction, Jasper 
County, Mo. Office became Presidential January 1, 1908. 

Blanche G, Smith to be postmaster at New London, Ralls 
County, Mo., in place of Hugh E. McCune, resigned. 

MONTANA, 

Patrick H. Tooley to be postmaster at Moore, Fergus County, 

Mont. Office became Presidential April 1, 1908, 
NEBRASKA. 

J. J. Walley to be postmaster at Edgar, Clay County, Nebr., in 

place of John W. Boden, resigned, 
NEW YORK. 

Seth Allen to be postmaster at Dannemora, Clinton County, 
N. Y., in place of Seth Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 22, 1908. 

William C. Collins to be postmaster at Homer, Cortland | 
County, N. Y., in place of William C. Collins, Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired February 23, 1908. 

OHIO. 

William C. Hughes to be postmaster at New Straitsville, 
Perry County, Ohio, in place of William C. Hughes. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired April 19, 1908, 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

Harry Boyde to be postmaster at Beaver, Beaver County, Pa., 
in place of Michael Weyand, Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 5, 1908. 

Edwin F. Luckenbach to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, Car- 
bon County, Pa., in place of Edwin F. Luckenbach, Incum- 
bent’t commission expired March 11, 1908, 

PORTO RICO. 

Hortensia R. O'Neill to be postmaster at San German, Maya- 
guez County, P. R. Office became Presidential January 1, 1908. 

Julio Ramos to be postmaster at Cayey, Guayama County, 
P. R. Office became Presidential January 1, 1908. 

TEXAS. 

J. Wed Davis to be postmaster at Teague, Freestone County, 

Tex. Office became Presidential April 1, 1908. 
VERMONT. 

William O. Williams to be postmaster at West Pawlet, Rut- 

land County, Vt. Office became Presidential April 1, 1908. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 13, 1908. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Coast Artillery Corps. 
Lieut. Col. William B. Homer, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
colonel from May 1, 1908. 
Maj. Warren P. Newcomb, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel from May 1, 1908. 
Capt. Clint C. Hearn, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major from 
May 1, 1908. 
First Lieut. Rex Van Den Corput, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be captain from May 1, 1908. 
Second Lieut. Chester J. Goodier, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be first lieutenant from May 1, 1908. 


Medical Corps. 

Lieut. Col. George H. Torney, Medical Corps, to be colonel 
from April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Lieut. Col. Louis W. Crampton, Medical Corps, to be colonel 
from April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. John H. Stone, Medical Corps, to be major from April 
23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Irving W. Rand, Medical Corps, to be major from April 
23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Powell C. Fauntleroy, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. James S. Wilson, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Basil H. Dutcher, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Leigh A. Fuller, Medical Corps, to be major from April 
23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. George A. Skinner, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Carl R. Darnall, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 





APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Harry H. Lane, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy from the 5th day of May, 1908. 
PAYMASTERS, 
NEW YORK. 
Guy C. Fargo to be postmaster at Kennedy, Chautauqua 
County, N. Y. 
VIRGINIA, 
William M. Adams to be postmaster at Norton, Wise County, 
Va. 
Henry B. C. Gentry to be postmaster at Elkton, Rockingham 
County, Va. 
Charles W. Wickes to be postmaster at Newmarket, Shenan- 
doah County, Va. 





ARBITRATION WITH JAPAN, 


The injunction of secrecy was removed May 13, 1908, from 
an arbitration convention between the United States and Japan, 
signed at Washington on May 5, 1908, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, May 13, 1908. 
[Continuation of legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.) 


The recess having expired, the House, at 11 o’clock and 30 
minutes a. m., was called to order by the Speaker. 


ADDITIONAL PROTECTION FOR OWNERS OF PATENTS OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill H. R. 7653. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point that there is not a quorum 
present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, have the yeas and nays been 
ordered upon the question? 

Mr. DALZELL. They were ordered yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

Yhe SPEAKER (after counting). Sixty gentlemen present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. I 
do not clearly recall whether the yeas and nays were demanded 
yesterday or announced as having been demanded on this prop- 
osition. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that they 
were, and the Recorp so shows. The yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I know I called for them. 

The SPEAKER. Sixty gentlemen are present; not a quorum. 
The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms wil! 
notify absent Members; as many as are in favor of the motion 
will, as their names are called, answer “ yea;” those opposed 
will answer “‘nay;” those present and not voting will answer 


“ present; ” and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 135, nays 82, 

answered “ present” 16, not voting 154, as follows: 

YEAS—135. 








Adair Favrot Hull, lowa Nye 
Alexander, Mo. Ferris James, Addison D, Olmsted 
Alexander, N.Y. Finley Jones, Va. Parsons 
Allen Focht Jones, Wash. Payne 
Bannon Foss Kahn Perkins 
Barchfeld Foster, Ill. Keifer Pollard 
Barclay Foster, Ind. Keliher Pujo 
Bartholdt Fowler Kennedy, Iowa Rodenberg 
Bennet, N. ¥. French Kennedy, Ohio Ryan 
Bennett, Ky. Fuller Kimball Sherley 
Bonynge Fulton Kipp Slem 
Brumm Gardner, Mich, aaee Smith, Iowa 
Brundidge Gardner, N. J Knop Smith, Mo. 
Calderhead Gilhams Knowland Southwick 
Capron Gillett Langley Sperry 
Carter Gordon Lassiter Sterling 
Caulfield Graf Lawrence Sturgiss 
Chapman Graham Littlefield Sulloway 
Clark, Mo. Granger Lorimer Tawney 
Cole Greene Loudenslager Taylor, Ohio 
Cook, Colo. Hall McCail Thistlewood 
Cooper, Pa. Harrison McGavin Thomas, Ohio 
Crumpacker Haskins McGuire Tirrell 
Currier Hawley McKinney Townsend 
Cushman Hay McLachlan, Cal. Vreeland 
Dailzell Hayes Mclaughlin, Mich. Waldo 
Davis, Minn. Henry, Conn, McMorran Washburn 
Dawson Hinshaw Macon Watkins 
Douglas Hitchcock Malby Watson 
Draper Holliday Mann Weeks 
Durey Howell, N. J. Mouser Weems 
Ellis, Oreg. Hubbard, Iowa Needham Williams 
Englebright Hubbard, W. Va. Nicholls Woodyard 
Fairchild Hughes, N. J. Norris 




























































NAYS—Sz2. 


ry Dixon Johnson, avs Robinson 
tt. Nev. Ellerbe Johnson, Cc. Rothermel 
rex. Fitzgerald Kitchin, c “laude Rucker 
Ga. Floyd Kiistermann Russell, Mo. 
r Garner Lafean Russell, Tex. 
ers Garrett Lamb Sabath 
tley Gillespie Lee Shackleford 
ress Godwin Lever Sheppard 
leson Gregg Lindbergh Sherwood 
i ett Hamilton, Iowa Lindsay Sims 
Caldwe ell Hamlin McHenry Sparkman 
( Hammond McLain Spight 
( Hardy Madden Stafford 
( yn Heflin Moon, Tenn. Stanley 
‘ er, Tex. Helm Moore, Tex. Stephens, Tex, 
( Ind Henry, Tex. Morse Tou Velle 
( Hill, Miss. Murdock Underwood 
( ford Houston O'Connell Wallace 
nport Howard Patterson Wilson, Ill, 
Armond Hull, Tenn. Randell, Tex. 
ver James, Ollie M, Rhinock 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ’’—16. 
Adamson Butler Jenkins Rainey 
I Griggs McDermott Rauch 
I ile} Haggott Overstreet Snapp 
B low Hill, Conn. Parker, N. J. Talbott 
NOT VOTING—154. 
\ son Driscoll Jackson Porter 
Aiken Dunwell Kinkaid Pou 
\ Dwight Kitchin, Wm, W. Powers 
Andrus Edwards, Ga. Lamar, Fla, Pratt 
Anthony Hhdwards, Ky. Lamar,Mo . Pray 
Ashbrook Ellis, Mo. Landis Prince 
B tt, Ga. Esch Laning Ransdell, La, 
Bat Fassett Law Reeder * 
B Pa Flood Leake Reid 
Bes Fordney Legare Reynolds 
Bingham Fornes Lenahan Richardson 
Birdsall Foster, Vt. Lewis Riordan 
Boyd Foulkrod Lilley Roberts 
Brodhead Gaines, Tenn. Livingston Saunders 
B ssard Gaines, W. Va. Lloyd Scott 
Br Gardner, Mass. Longworth Sherman 
B eigh Gill Loud Slayden 
I , Del. Glass Lovering Small 
k R yn, Ohio Goebel Lowden Smith, Cal. 
Bs d Goldfogle McCreary Smith, Mich, 
Calder Goulden McKinlay, Cal. Smith, Tex. 
Camp bell Gronna McKinley, Lil. Steenerson 
C: Hackett McMillan Stevens, Minn, 
Cha Hackney Madison Sulzer 
cl =, Fla, Hale Marshall Taylor, Ala. 
Cockran Hamill Maynard Thomas, N. C, 
Cocks, N. Y. Hamilton, Mich, Miller Volstead 
Conner Harding Mondell Wanger 
Cr ok, Pa. Hardwick Moon, Pa. Webb 
Cooper Ww is. Haugen Moore, Pa. Weisse 
( id re} Hepburn Mudd Wheeler 
Cc ns Higgins Murphy Wiley 
Cravens Hobson Nelson Willett 
D gh Howell, Utah Oleott Wilson, Pa. 
LD , La. Howland Padgett Wolf 
D idson Huff Page Wood 
D Hughes, W. Va. Parker, 8. Dak. Young 
Denby Humphrey, Wash. Pearre 
Die ket Humphreys, Miss. Peters 
1 he , tenia pairs were announced : 
Until further notice: 
Mr. McMILnan with Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. MiLter with Mr. Papcetr. 
Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. Pace. 
Mr. Otcorr with Mr. RAINey. 
Mr. Overstreet with Mr. Ranspett of Louisiana. 
Mr. Pearke with Mr. Raven. 
Mr. Reynorps with Mr. Rem. 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. RrcHARDSON. 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. Ames with Mr. Smiru of Texas. 
Mr. McKinney with Mr. Suuzer. 
=, LovERING with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 













Mr 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
ar. 







Mr 


Mr 


r. Loup with Mr. TaHomas of North Carolina. 
r. LonNcwortH with Mr. WEBB. 
r. LANING with Mr. WEISSE. 


. LANDIS with Mr. WILierr. 


. Horr with Mr. Wirson of Pennsylvania. 
'. Heppurn with Mr. Cockran. 
r. Harprne with Mr. Wor. 


ANDRUS with Mr. AITKEN. 
ANTHONY with Mr. ASHBROOK. 
- Boutert with Mr. BropHeEap, 


ir. BurKe with Mr. Byrp. 


BURLEIGH with Mr. CARLIN. 

‘ SMITH of Michigan with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

- CALDER with Mr. CrarKx of Florida. 
CHANEY with Mr. Cravens. 

- Cocks of New York with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
CONNER with Mr. FornNes. 

- DUNwett with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 

- Cook of Pennsylvania with Mr. Gtx. 
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Mr. Hitz of Connecticut with Mr. GLass, 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. GoLpFrocLle. 

Mr. Densy with Mr. HACKETT. 

Mr. Dwicert with Mr. HackNey. 

Mr. Extis of Missouri with Mr. McDEerRMotTrT. 

Mr. Escu with Mr. HAMILL. 

Mr. Fassetr with Mr. LEAKE. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. FoutkKrop with Mr. L&GARE. 

Mr. GaINes of West Virginia with Mr. LENAHAN, 
Mr. Hamirton of Michigan with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. BrowNtow with Mr. Gaines of Tennessee, 
Mr. LowDEN with Mr. Griacs. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi, 
Mr. BrrpsaLt with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Roserts with Mr. BRoussaArbD. 

BINGHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

GRONNA with Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 
Hugues of West Virginia with Mr. Lewis. 
ForpDNEY with Mr. SMALL. 

JENKINS with Mr. PEerTers. 

JACKSON with Mr. WoLrFr. 

Haacott with Mr. Witt1AM W, KITCHIN, 
CoupREY with Mr. Hopson, 

Powers with Mr. Pratr. 

DIEKEMA with Mr. WILEY. 

Mupp with Mr. TAatporr. 

DAWES with Mr. HarDWICcK. 

MARSHALL with Mr, MurPHY. 

this session: 

Butter with Mr. Bartierr of Georgia. 
SHERMAN with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Cousins with Mr. FLoop. 

WaANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. BraDiey with Mr. GouLDEN. 

Mr. BROWNLOW. On the roll call I voted “aye.” I desire 
to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
GAINES of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 135, the nays 82, 
“ present ”’ 16. The ayes have it, and the bill is passed. A quo- 
rum is present. The Doorkeeper will open the doors, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, 
bills of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 17874. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent children of soldiers of said war; 

H. R. 19863. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors; 

H. RB. 


19101. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 


civil war, and to widows and dependent 
diers and sailors; and 

H. R. 19475. An act granting pensions 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of 
civil war and to widows and dependent 
diers and sailors. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 3610. An act granting a pension to James M. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 6700. An act for the relief of Artbur 


relatives of such sol- 


and increase of 
wars other than 
relatives of such 


pen- 
the 
sol- 


Fitch. 


H. Barnes: 


S. 3720. An act for the relief of the families of certain Indian 
policemen who were killed during the engagement at Sitting 
Bull’s camp, on Grand River, December 15, 1890, and for the 


relief of Alexander 
ment ; 

S, 536 6. 
the 


Middle, who was wounded in said engage- 
An act granting increase of pensions to survivors of 

Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1892, and June 
27,1902; and ~ 

S. 6849. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Alvah B. Doble. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 6155) to provide for an enlarged homestead, had asked & 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
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Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Smoot, Mr. CrarKk of 
Wyoming, and Mr. McLaurin as the conferees on the part of 





¥ 
. 
* 


the Senate. 
FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. PUJO. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to file the 


views of the minority on the bill (S. 48) to reimburse depos- 
itors of the late Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company. 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 


mous consent to file the views of the minority on the bill indi- 


cated. 


Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION 


BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 19158) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, with Senate amendments 


thereto. 


The Senate amendments were read. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is, Will the House disagree to 


said amendments en bloc and ask a conference with the Senate? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 248, nays 


answered “ present” 9, not voting 127, as follows: 


Draper 


YEAS—248. 


James, Addison D. 


Padgett 


On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Adair Ellerbe Johnson, 8. C, Patterson 
Adamson Ellis, Oreg. Jones, Va. Payne 
Aiken Englebright Jones, Wash, Pearre 
Alexander, Mo. Esch Kahn Perkins 
Alexander, N. Y. Fairchild Keliher Pollard 
Allen Ferris Kennedy, Iowa Pou 
Ansberry Finley Kennedy, Ohio Pray 
Anthony Floy¢ Kimball Pujo 
Ashbrook Focht Kinkaid tainey 
Bannon Fornes Kipp Randell, Tex. 
Barchfeld Foss Kitchin, Claude Rauch 
Barclay Foster, Ill. Knapp Rhinock 
Bartholdt Foster, Ind. Knopf Richardson 
sartlett, Nev. Foulkrod - Kiistermann Rodenberg 
Beall, Tex. Fowler Lafean Rothermel 
Bell, Ga. French Lamb Rucker 
Bennett, Ky. Fuller Landis Russell, Mo. 
Bonynge Fulton Langley Russell, Tex. 
Booher Gaines, W. Va. Lassiter Ryan 
Bowers Gardner, Mich. Law Sabath 
Boyd Gardner, N. J. Lawrence Saunders 
Brantley Garner Leake Scott 
Brodhead Gilhams Lee Shackleford 
Burgess Gillett Lever Sheppard 
Burleigh Godwin Lindsay Sherley 
Burleson Gordon Littlefield Sherwood 
Burnett Graft Lloyd Sims 
Calder Graham Longworth Slayden 
Calderhead Granger Lorimer Slemp 
Caldwell Greene Loudenslager Smith, lowa 
Candler Gregg McCall Smith, Mich. 
Capron Hackney McDermott Smith, Mo. 
Carlin Hall McGavin Southwick 
Carter Hamilton, lowa McGuire Sparkman 
Caulfield Hamlin McHenry Sperry 
Chaney Hardy McKinlay, Cal, Spight 
Chapman Harrison McKinney Stafford 
Clark, Mo. Haskins McLachlan, Cal. Stanley 
Clayton Haugen McLain Stephens, Tex. 
Cocks, N. Y. Hawley McLaughlin, Mich.Sterling 
Cole Hay MecMorran Sturgiss 
Conner Hayes Macon Sulloway 
Cook, Colo, Heflin Madden Sulzer 
Cooper, Pa. Helm Mann Taylor, Ohio 
Cooper, Tex, Henry, Conn, Maynard Thistlewood 
Cox, Ind. Henry, Tex. Moon, Pa. Thomas, Ohio 
Craig Hill, Miss. Moon, Tenn, Tirrell 
Crawford Hinshaw Moore, Tex, Tou Velle 
Crumpacker Holliday Morse - Townsend 

_ Currier Houston Mouser Underwood 
Cushman Howard Murdock Volstead 
Dalzell Howell, N. J. Needham Vreeland 
Davenport Howland Nicholls Waldo 
Davis, Minn, Hubbard, Iowa Norris Wallace 
Dawson Hubbard, W. Va. Nye Wanger 
De Armond Hughes, N. J. O'Connell Washburn 
Denver Hull, Iowa Olcott Watkins 
Dixon Hull, Tenn. Olmsted Watson 
Dougias Humphrey, Wash. Overstreet Williams 


Wilson, Ill. 


Durey James, Ollie M. Page Woodyard 
Dwight Johnson, Ky. Parsons Young 
NAYS—2. 
Fitzgerald Garrett 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—9. 
Boutell Butler Haggott Small 
Bradley Goulden Hill, Conn, Talbott 


Brownlow 


NOT VOTING—127. 


Acheson Birdsall Cary Davey, La, 
Ames Broussard Clark, Fla, Davidson 
Andrus Brumm Cockran Dawes 
Rartlett, Ga. Brundidge Cook, Pa. Denby 

Bates Burke Cooper, Wis. Diekema 
Beale, Pa. Burton, Del. Coudrey Driscoll 

Bede Burton, Ohio Cousins Dunwell 
Bennet, N. ¥. Byrd Cravens Edwards, Ga. 
Bingham Campbell Darragh Edwards, Ky. 


9 


= 
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Ellis, Mo. Hitchcock McCreary Riordan 
Fassett Hobson McKinley, Ill, Roberts 
Favrot Howell, Utah McMillan Robinson 
Fordney Huff Madison Sherman 
Foster, Vt. Hughes, W. Va. Malby Smith, Cal, 


Gaines, Tenn. Humpkreys, Miss. Marshall Smith, Tex, 


Gardner, Mass. Jackson Miller Snapp 

Gill Jenkins Mondell Steenerson 
Gillespie Keifer Moore, Pa. Stevens, Minn, 
Glass Kitchin, Wm. W. Mudd Tawney 
Goebel Knowland Murphy Taylor, Ala. 
Goldfogle Lamar, Fla. Nelson Thomas, N. C, 
Griggs Lamar, Mo. Parker, N. J. Webb 

Gronna Laning Parker, S. Dak. Weeks 
Hackett Legare Peters Weems 

Hale Lenahan Porter Weisse 
Hamill Lewis Powers Wheeler 
Hamilton, Mich. Lilley Pratt Wiley 
Hammond Lindbergh Prince Willett 
Harding Livingston Ransdell, La, Wilson, Pa, 
Hardwick Loud Reeder Wolf 
Hepburn Lovering Reid Wood 

Higgins Lowden . Reynolds 


So the House disagreed to the Senate amendments and asked 
for a conference with the Senate. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. TAWNeEy with Mr. BruNnpIpcGE, 

Mr. Micter with Mr. Wmterr. 

Mr. McMILLAN with Mr. RoBinson. 

Mr. Marsy with Mr. Wess. 

Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. CrarKk of ‘Florida. : 

Mr. Hamirton of Michigan with Mr. Hirrcucocx, 

Mr. Fassett with Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. Darracu with Mr. GILLespre. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. Favror, 

Mr. Cary with Mr. HAMIL. 

Mr. ANrHoNyY with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 

Mr. Bovutert with Mr. Cravens. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on 


the part of the 
House Mr. Scorr, Mr. HAuGeN, and Mr. Lams, 


ENLARGED HOMESTEADS, 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and take from the Speaker’s table the bill S. 6155, that the 
House further insist on its amendments to the Senate bill, and 
agree to a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves to 
suspend the rules and take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
S, 6155; to further insist on the House amendments, and agree 
to the conference asked -for by the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, a second is ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the Clerk state what the bill is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Bill 8. 6155, an act to provide for an enlarged homestead. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming is entitled 
to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. Is it sufficient, Mr. Speaker, for the Clerk 
merely to have read the title to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; because these are House amendmeuts 
to a Senate bill; the amendments have been read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Senate amendments to a House bill? 

The SPEAKER. No; House amendments to a Senate Dill. 
The Senate disagrees and asks for a conference, and thie 
motion is to further insist on the House amendments and azree 
to the conference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the Chair rules that it is not ne:es- 
sary to read the bill. How does the House know what tle 
amendments are? 

The SPEAKER. The House made the amendments, and tle 
amendments were read and considered at the time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That proceeds upon the theory that tle 
House knows what the bill is and what the amendments are 

The SPEAKER. The House is presumed to know its former 
action. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that no debate 
is necessary on this motion, in view of the fact that the House 
insists on the amendments to the Senate bill and agrees to tle 
conference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What bill is it? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is the 320-acre homestead bill—the (ry- 
land homestead bill that we passed day before yester’y- 
We made a number of amendments to the Senate 320-acre hoe 
stead bill, and this is a motion to further insist on those 
amendments, the Senate having nonconcurred in them. '\\° 
now propose to further insist on the House amendments aud 
agree to a conference, 
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Mr. REEDER. If the gentleman from Wyoming will per- 
t une to make a statement, all of these amendments were 
ile in the Committee on the Public Lands, and were agreed to 
| passed by the House, 

\ir. MONDELL. There was no amendment made to the bill 
the House. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Then the motion substantially is to insist 


the House action in passing the bill the other day because | 


bill contains what you now call the “amendments,” and 
ey were amendments put on by the standing committee and 
ught into the House as a part of the bill? 
‘ir. MONDELL. Yes; and the motion is to insist on the 

aus the House passed it. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 
The question was taken. 
\ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
rhe yeas and nays were ordered. 
(he question was taken, and there were—yeas 249, nays 7, 
swered “ present” 9, not voting 122, as follows: 

YEAS—249. 








Jackson 

James, Addison D. 
Keifer 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Leake 

Lenahan 

Lewis 

Lilley 
Livingston 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


McKinley, Il. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 
MeMillan 
Madden 
Madison 
Marshall 
Moore, Pa. 
Mudd 

Murphy 


Overstreet 


Page 

Parker, 8. Dak. 
Peters 

Pollard 

Porter 

Powers 





Pratt 
Prince 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


Reid 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Sherman 
Small 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Talbott 
Tawney 


Thomas, N. C. 
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Townsend 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Webb 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Woodyard 
Young 








The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


Until further 


notice: 


Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. SPARKMAN. 


Mr. VREELAND with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 


Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. McLain. 
Mr. TowNsSEND with Mr. Hucues of New Jersey. 



















Ellis, Oreg. 
Euglebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 
Ferris 
lloyd 
Focht 
lFornes 
Foss 
Foster, Tl. 
Foster, Ind. 
loulkrod 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graft 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackney 
Hale 
Hall 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Ilammond 
Harrison 
Haskins 
a 
awley 
Hay 
Hayes 
Heflin 
Helm 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn 


James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp 

Knopf 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 

Law 
Lawrence 

Lee 

Legare 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Loudenslager 
McCall 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinney 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


McMorran 
Macon 
Malby 
Mann 
Maynard 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 


son Durey Huff Olcott 
Dwight Hull, Tenn. Olmsted 
Ellis, Mo. Humphrey, Wash. Padgett 


Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pou 

Pray 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
tucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scott 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 


Stephens, Tex. 


Sterling 


Stevens, Minn. 


Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 


Mr. Mappen with Mr. LEAKE. 

Mr. McGuire with Mr. Greece. 

Mr. Kerrer with Mr. GARRETT. 

Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. ELLerse. 

Mr. Burton with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. BANNoN with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees on the part 
of the House: Mr. Monpetzt, Mr. Voustreap, and Mr. GaInes of 
Tennessee, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 18347. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

8S. 6988. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and 
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the civil war, and 
to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 4 and had receded from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 
and 3 to the bill (H. R. 19541) to authorize the drainage of cer- 
tain lands in the State of Minnesota. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their ap 
propriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 6700. An act for the relief of Arthur H. 
Committee on War Claims. 

S. 3720. An act for the relief of the families of certain Indian 
policemen who were killed during the engagement at Sitting 
Bull's camp, on Grand River, December 15, 1880, and for the 
relief of Alexander Middle, who was wounded in said engage 
ment—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Barnes—to the 




























































S. 5306. An act granting increase of pensions to survivors of 
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the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1892, 
1902—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 6849. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Alvah B. Doble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 6988. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and 
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the civil war, and 
to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

HOUSE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 

Under clanse 2, Rule XXIV, House bills (with Senate amend- 
ments) of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's 
table and referred to their appropriate committee, as indicated 
below : 

H. R. 19101. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors ‘of the Regular Army and 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors—to the Committee on Pensions. 

H. R. 19475. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 


and June 27, 
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Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 


diers and sailors—to the Committee on Pensions. 

H.R. 19863. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors—to the Committee on Pensions. 


IMPORTATION OF IMPURE AND UNWHOLESOME TEA. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 514) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
prevent the importation of impure and unwholesome tea,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1897, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (8S. 514) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent the im- 
portation of impure and unwholesome tea,” approved March 2, 1897. 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of “‘An act to prevent the importa- 

tion of impure and unwholesome tea,” approved March 2, 1897, be 

amended by adding at the end thereof the following words: “ Provided, 

That nothing herein shall affect or prevent the importation into the 

United States, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 

may prescribe, of any merchandise as tea which may be inferior in 

purity, quality, and fitness for consumption to the standards estab- 
lished by the Secretary of the Treasury, or of any tea waste, tea sift 


ings, or tea sweepings, for the sole purpose of manufacturing theine, 
caffeine, or other chemical products whereby the identity and character 
of the original material is entirely destroyed or changed; and that im- 
porters and manufacturers who import or bring into the United States 


such tea, tea waste, tea siftings, or tea sweepings shall give suitable 
bond, to be approved as to amount and securities by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, conditioned that said imported material shall be only 
used for the purposes herein provided, under such regulations as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Missouri is entitled to twenty minutes and the 
gentleman from Mississippi to twenty minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been passed 
by the Senate, and comes here with the unanimous report of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. It does not affect either 
the revenues or the tariff in any way. The purport of it is to 
relieve the American manufacturers of what is called “ caf- 
feine” of certain irksome and unnecessary requirements. 
Caffeine is manufactured from tea waste and tea sweepings, 
and under the present law that waste must be denatured be- 
fore it can be imported, a requirement which causes American 
manufacturers an expense of all the way from 15 to 20 per 
cent and neutralizes the benefit which they otherwise derive 
from the tariff. Tea sweepings and waste are on the free list 
in every country in the world, the same as in ours, but no coun- 
try imposes this requirement, namely, the denaturing of these 
sweepings and this waste; consequently the American manu- 
facturers are decidedly at a disadvantage as compared with 
their competitors in other countries. The Treasury Depart- 
ment as well as the Agricultural Department are approving 
of this measure, and it is entirely safe to enact it, for the rea- 
son that a bond is required to be furnished by these manu- 
facturers to the Treasury Department in order to guard against 
the possibility of these tea sweepings being used as food. 
They can not be so used according to the testimony of experts 
in the Agricultural Department. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question. I do not know that I understood him, but 
it is a fact that tea dust is actually prohibited from importa- 
tion into the United States under our laws. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is prohibited and can not be used, 
unless denatured abroad. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is absolutely prohibited from coming into 
the United States. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. What is prohibited? 

Mr. PAYNE. The importation of tea dust, and this seeks to 
allow a sufficient amount to come in under regulations of the 
Treasury Department for the manufacture of caffeine. That 
is all the bill provides. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I have been hearing premoni- 
tory rumblings of Republican legislative activity now for some 
time. I have been hearing that we are going to have more or 
less of a tariff revision at some time or other, just precisely 
when is not stated. Thank God the great movement is now be- 
ginning, with this billas a genesis. People of the United States, 
when this bill becomes law, are going to become entitled to un- 
taxed “ tea sweepings ” and “ tea dust,” provided there is a bond 
given that the tea sweepings can be useful only to manufactur- 
ers of caffeine or something or other, and can not be useful to 
plain people as food. This seems to be something of an illus- 
tration of the old Latin adage about the mountain’s laboring 


and a mouse being born. 


of argument. 
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Now I understand why it was tha: 
this bill was not brought before the House by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne], who is chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, from which committee it was reported, 
but was delegated to the tender, though deputy, mercies of tho 


gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarTHoLpr]. 


If it had been brought before the House by the gentlemsan 


from New York, there might have been a suspicion in certai: 
stand-pat circles that there was a wavering, a giving away, a 
trembling upon the part of-the body politic, the great majority 


party which holds to the principle of the sacredness of the 


Dingley tariff. Mr. Speaker, I have just received a piece of 


private information from the gentleman from Missouri [\ir, 
BARTHOLDT] that, perhaps, might make a difference in my | 

I am not quite certain now as to what the great 
majority party is intending to do. I had understood from the 
interruption of the gentleman from New York that tea sweep- 
ings and tea dust were now forbidden to come into the United 
States at all. I am now given to understand, if I understand 
my friend from Missouri correctly, that they can come free, 
provided they are “denatured.” Is that the proposition? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Speaker, a moment since I 
thanked God, it seems, for almost nothing, for I thought we were 
going to get tea sweepings free, but I understand now from the 
gentleman from Missouri we are already getting them free, pro- 
vided they are “ denatured,” and the new bill merely lets them 
in free provided the Agricultural Department says they are unfit 
for food. The only object of denaturing them was to render 
them unfit for food, so I am not quite certain whether this ap- 
parent reformatory tariff agitation and movement is any real 
agitation or movement at all. I can not quite reconcile the in- 
terruption of the gentleman from New York with the explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri. But, still, I go this far, 
Mr. Speaker: I am so much in favor of one of the recommenia- 
tions of your loved and trusted President, whose recommenda- 
tions are so cordially and kindly received always by the ma- 
jority party in this Chamber, and whose recommendations are so 
quickly and constantly and lovingly put into legislative effect 
by them, that I welcome even the sign of agitation upon that 
side—any sort of a movement or oscillation, even if there be no 
practical result of the movement. 

The President in one of his late messages—just precisely 
which one I have forgotten, but I will doubtless be excused for 
forgetting, because in their multiplicity it is hard to remember 
them idem sonans—has suggested the tariff ought to be “re 
vised,” and preparatory steps ought to be taken thereunto “ 
mediately.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, although in this bill there is nothing 
affected, it seems none the less that there is at any rate an in 
dication of a disposition to look like you were going to go 
through the motions of changing the tariff—as the children say, 
to “play like”—even that is something, because imitation of 
appearance is one of the reverences which vice pays to virtue. 
That gives me great hope, for if once the idea is established 
upon that side of the Chamber that the Dingley bill is pot an 
idol, is not a fetich to be worshiped, that it is not a thing kept 
inviolate and untouched within the sacred arcana, and not t 
be spoken about in any light way—if it is once permitted to 
mention it even in a remote way, just in the way in which this 
bill mentions it—by making out like you are doing somet!h 
to it, why it is possible that you, becoming acquainted with 
tariff agitation nominally, may some time begin to deal with ii 
question really, ‘ 

But it is such a great thing for this great party, y 
by itself, self-christened, “G. O. P.” in this great pation 
with all these great problems knocking at the door of the 
House of Representatives for solution; with ali these «rea' 
bills that are on the Calendar and in the committees and ov 
the Speaker’s desk seeking enactment; this bill is sucli 4 
great. thing, in the face of the fact that the country wats 
publication of campaign contributions law; that the couutr) 


im- 


wants free wood pulp and free print paper; that the covtry 
wants some reformation of the injunction law to safesuar’ 
State rights and labor rights and farmer rights; that tle 


country wants a model insurance law for the District of © 
lumbia—long since recommended by the President—that the 
country wants so many things, Mr. Speaker, that the minor'ty 
should feel deeply grateful, in view of all that, for the fa: t 
finally this Republican party machinery has begotten to |ise!! 
a movement, and is moving, and is going to accomplisi the 


great incipiently revolutionary result of putting “tea see! 
ings” and “tea dust” upon the free list, provided there '5 # 
bond to satisfy the Secretary of Agriculture that the; 


can 
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t possibly be in a condition either to please the appetite, to 
isfy the stomach, or to furnish nutrition to the human race. 
iause on the Democratic side.] 
iy, it was fabled in the old times that the gods upon 
npus sometimes shook their sides with laughter. The gods 
Olympus have been abolished, but if they had not been 
ished I dare say that Jupiter, surrounded by Mars, his own 
sort Juno, and even the festive Venus, would be holding a 
ive upon Olympus to-day and laughing at the idea that 


wi 


the Republican party—notwithstanding its stand-pat position— 


} 


has finally taken the decided step, the long step, the long- 
expected step, the revolutionary and sublime step of putting 
‘tea sweepings ” upon the free list; provided always, that they 
. in such a shape that nobody can use them to either please or 
fort the human stomach. [Applause on the Democratic 
This is so much more of an important bill than a bill to 
provide for the publication before elections of campaign contri- 
b so much more important than a bill to provide for the 
reformation of the injunction laws, whereby at present a court, 
ie judge constituting a court, secretly and upon ex parte 


S 


ms; 


or 0 


testimony can set aside the solemn and deliberate fiat of a State | 


the shape of solemnly enacted law, or can enjoin labor from 
lishing a refusal to patronize favored firms; is so much 
ore important than the free wood pulp and print paper bill, 
for which the gentleman from New York, the colleague of the 
great leader of the majority, made such an excellent appeal that 


1 


I do not wonder that the Speaker has gone out of his way and 
selected this particular bill to be recognized under this peculiar | 


special rule for suspensions of all rules, regardless of what they 
re, as primarily, primordially, and chiefly to be considered. 
y, Mr. Speaker, I believe if the present occupant of the 
chair had been Speaker, even he would have recognized the su- 
eriur importance of this bill to all the other great measures 
are pending before the American people and to which the 
the Democracy, and the President have called atten- 
The American people are agitated to-day. They are 
the great body politic is moved from turret to founda- 
nm stone—with convulsive and convulsing agitations pro and 
con concerning “free tea sweepings” and “free tea dust!’ 
[Laughter.] Why, I recognize so fully and completely the su- 
perior excellency and importance of this peculiar bill, and I 
wonder so little at the Speaker for having preferred it to laws 
for honest elections and to untax intelligence and enfranchise 
labor, for having recognized the gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. BARTHOLDT] as a consequence of this preference to bring 
it up, that a sort of a suspicion that I might otherwise have 
had that perhaps, in parabolically dealing out recognitions, 
the Speaker>was to a certain extent also providing for party 
harmony and rewarding the men who at this particular time 
consent or may be influenced to consent to reform our cur- 
rency system according to the Cannon-Vreeland idea escaped 
itirely from my mind. I brush the suspicion aside as for the 
nonce unworthy and unfounded. That suspicion in this par- 
ticular case could not linger in any rational mind. 

This bill at least comes up on its own merits—aye, its own 
superexcellencies—and as compared with other bills it stands 


« 
« 


} t 
Licht 


ved 


J 
1 
| 
1 
I 
1 


el 


supreme. It is king of bills on the Calendar and king of bills 
in committees, king of Senate bills that have come to the House, 


r 


king of all House bills that are ready to be passed and go to 
the Senate. At the beginning I was not astonished that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] had surrendered the 
management of this great bill to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. BARTHOLDT], but I am astonished when I come to think 
of it now. I am astonished now when I reflect that the gen- 
Ueman from New York might have gone to the country with 
the reputation of having seen just a little bit of the light that 
the American people are going to spread to the knowledge of 
al) men after a while, as I hope—the light of the necessity and 
Wisdom and justice of tariff revision and of untaxing the people 
to some extent upon their food and upon their clothing. But 
What has that got to do with this? Somebody might have said 


ie 


that 1 y last sentence was not germane to this bill, because 
this bill does not untax the people either upon their clothing 
or their food, but untaxes tea dust only when a bond is given 


that it shall be for man neither “food nor raiment.” 

lt 'S expressly stipulated in the bill that the tea dust un- 
i shall not be fit for food before it shall be admitted un- 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
yield to me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 
Yield to the ¢ 
question : 


Will the gentleman from Mississippi 
I yield to my friend from Missouri; I 
ivant-coureur of Republican reform on the tariff 
I yield to him as the great advocate of peace upon 


: yield to him almost as my fellow-German-Ameri- 
| Laughter, ] 


this fic Or: 
Can, 
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from Mississippi did not yield to the 
souri” as the author of nonpartisan bills. 


| from 
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friend 
ym Mis- 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I that 


* gentleman 


regret 


Mr. Speaker, my 


fre 


Mr. WILLIAMS. As what? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. As the author on this floor of nonparti- 


san bills—and this is one of them. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. As what? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman from Mississippi is try- 
ing to inject politics into the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Just one minute. 


It has been fathered 


on the other side of this Capitol by a distinguished Democratic 


Senator from Missouri, the senior Senator, and is fathered on 
this side of the House by a Republican. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I have got only half the time 
for the discussion of a bill which, in the opinion of the Speaker 


of the House of Representatives, is the most important that can 


possibly be considered by the American House of Commons at 
this time, or else it would not have been given place by him in 
preference to all others. I therefore can not, of course, permit 
the gentleman from Missouri to make a speech out of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not injecting partisan politics into this. 
Why, who has heard me say a word about Democrats or Re- 
publicans? On the contrary, was not I trying to sing a pean of 
praise to the Republican party for getting a tariff-reform move- 
ment on itself [laughter]—to the gentleman from New York, 
to the gentleman from Missouri, to the Republican Committee 
on Ways and Means, because I recognized the fact that they 
have got a move on them, not much of moye, it is true—a 
little bit of a move [laughter]—a move enough to agitate the 
circumference—a sort of superficial outside move? I suppose 
it did not go deep enough to disturb them internally, but, like a 
fat man laughing, sometimes he did not look like he was moved 
internally, but outwardly, circumferentially is shaking. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Accuse me of bringing partisan politics into the consideration 
of this great nonpartisan bill! Mr. Speaker, I hurl foul 
at the gentleman from Missouri for making a charge of that 
sort! [Laughter.] I am standing here and advocating this 
bill, not because of any good that there is in it, but to bring 
the parties together and for the promise of good that may be in 
it as a precedent. I am standing here to advocate it, not be- 
cause it shows any conversion to civic righteousness, but be- 
cause it shows the beginning of disgust at stand-patism, and the 
fear of stand-patism and disgust thereat is the beginning of 
civic righteousness. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will 
not deny that that is an accurate quotation from the Scriptures. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I think that this bill is so important 
it ought to be passed by a vote of the entire House, upon a roll 
call. |Laughter. ] I can imagine some day in the distant 
future somebody rising in the district in California represented 
by Mr. KAHN and saying, “ How did you vote, sir, upon the 
great bill for free tea sweepings and free tea dust?” [Laugh- 


a 


scorn 


that 


ter.] I can imegine the gentleman from California reply- 
ing, and he replies well; because, I tell you, when you give 


him a réle to play he plays it exceedingly well. [Laughter.] 
I can imagine him drawing himself up, with his chest thrown 
forward, with a certain protuberance of stomach, and his head 
thrown back, thrilling the populace of the great State of Cali- 
fornia, which has yearned for this bill, by saying: “I voted for 
it, sir.’ And, then, after hearing the thunderous applause, I 
can hear some “cheap demagogue” shout, “ Prove it, prove it; 
where is the page and the Recorp?” Then I can fancy I see the 
gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN], aye, and the gentleman 
New York [Mr. PAYNE], and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. LonewortH], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED], and all the panoplied cohorts of protectionism, and 
also the light auxiliary skirmishers on the outside, led by the 
gentleman from Washington |Mr. CusHMAN] [laughter] unable 
to reply to that demand. But I am going to have a yea-and- 
nay vote—a record vote—and then each one can triumphantly 
shriek back—oh, the infinite pity of a good deed unproven— 
“ Sir, upon the Recorp of the ever memorable 13th day of May, 
in the ever memorable year of 1908, upon a certain red-letter 
page, you will find my name recorded in favor of this great 
measure—the most important bill, in the opinion of our Speaker 
and boss, that could then be considered by the representatives 
of the American people in Congress assembled.” [Laughter and 
applause.] Accuse me of partisanship! I am trying to take 
sare of you in your district. [Great laughter.] I am trying 
to see that you get a chance to go upon record and prove how 
you voted for this and for all great propositions that came up in 
the House. Why, sometimes when I try to perform that service 
for you, you will not let me. [Laughter.] 
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Why, one day I got a vote out of you on wood pulp and print 
paper, and you Republicans all voted against putting it on the 
free list, then I got a vote out of you on remedial reformation 
of the injunction laws, and you all voted against it, but it 
was a vote by standing up and by tellers. You had it fixed 
up so that you can not go back to your constituents and prove 
that you voted against these measures, as I assume you want 
to prove. Not only that, you have got it fixed up so that I am 
afraid that I will have difficulty in proving, by the Recorp at 
any rate, that some of you did vote against those several 
measures, if you are disposed to deny your act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the Democrats to 
some extent, but still more the Republicans, for the careful 
consideration which they have given to my well-considered argu- 
ment in favor of the passage of this great though somewhat 
revolutionary bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from 
Mississippi for calling attention to the great importance of this 
bill. I knew it was important to me and to the people of my 
district, but I had no idea that it was of such transcendent im- 
portance to the whole country as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has pointed out. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I did not know it until the Speaker ruled 
that it was. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, the vaudeville part of this per- 
formance being over, I wish to say a word about the bill. And 
I want to say to my friend from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
that he talks better about a bill that he does not know anything 
about than he does when he gets a bill that he does know 
something about. [Laughter.] 

The present law forbids the introduction or importation of 
any tea grounds or tea dust into the United States. There was 
a reason for this. The tea dust came largely from overgrown 
tea leaves, in which during the process of growth a large 
amount of tannin had developed. Of course the tea made from 
such tea grounds was poisonous in its nature, and we did not 
want it here in the United States. So we prohibited the im- 
portation of it. That was a number of years ago, when the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, WILLIAMS] was on the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and was supposed to have some in- 
formation about what was going on there—I say supposed to 
have. Now, Mr. Speaker, it turns out that since that time a 


factory has been started in St. Louis on a large scale, employ- | 


ing a number of people for the purpose of manufacturing 
caffeine. This manufacture can best be carried on from tea 
grounds, the importation of which is now prohibited. In order 
to get them in, they have had to treat them with lime in a for- 
eign country and denature them, change their nature so that 
they could come in at all. This process of denaturing these tea 
grounds costs the manufacturer about 19 per cent of the total 
cost of the manufacture of the caffeine. This bill simply allows 
tea grounds to be introduced here in their natural state, for the 
purpose of this manufacture, and for no other purpose. Of 
course it has no more relation to the tariff than the gentleman 
from Mississippi is related to the tariff. It does not relate to 
that question in any way. The bill originated in the Senate, 
and of course everybody knows—the gentleman from Mississippi 
knows—that a bill which did change the revenue could not 
originate in the Senate of the United States. It comes here 
simply as an amendment of that law, for the purpose of pro- 
moting this manufacture, 

Now, ordinarily this bill would have passed the House in two 
minutes. Upon the statement of the gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. BartHoLprT} it would have passed by unanimous consent; 
but for some reason unknown to any sensible person in the 
United States the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi.L1aMs] 
has reversed that time-honored custom, and, falling back upon 
the Constitution of the United States, he insists upon a yea 
and nay vote on any bill that comes in here, no matter how 
local it may be in its character, how little important it may be 
to the people of the United States in general. He insists that 
we shall have a roll call, taking half an hour, and in order to 
obviate the necessity of additional roll call, we have made this 
rule, which, unfortunately, on such a bill as this, allows the 
gentleman to spend twenty minutes in his vaudeville perform- 
ance for the amusement of the House, but to the utter waste of 
the time of the House, in order that he may further delay the 
proceedings of-the House, for the purpose of passing a great 
many bills during the concluding days of this session of Con- 
gress. Of course that is what the gentleman would call a non 
sequitur, and it will not follow that we do more work by delay- 
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ing the House, and using, as somebody calculated the other 
day, seventeen legislative days already in useless roll calls. 
simply because the fathers, when they made the Constituti 
of the United States, could not foresee that any gentleman wit} 
the proclivities of the gentleman from Mississippi would ever 
break into the Congress of the United States, or if he did, could 
find a fifth of those present who would ever second his useless 
proceeding of demanding a roll call upon such a bill as this, or 
upon a motion to take a recess after 5 o’clock, or a motion to 
adjourn after the usual hour for the House to adjourn. 

We have to take the circumstances and the conditions as they 
come to us, and to prevent many of these useless roll calls; if 
we proceeded in the ordinary way, they would consume all of the 
tine of the House from now until next December. We have 
to bring up the bills of little importance in this way and give 
the gentleman from Mississippi a chance to show the country 
tha\: he is here for the purpose of wasting the time of the 
House with senseless roll calls. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the 
rules be suspended and the bill be passed? 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, in order to demonstrate my 
desire to hurry up legislation, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 221, nays 2, 
answered “ present” 10, not voting 154, as follows: 
YEAS—221. 

Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
aoe. N. J. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 

Jones, Wash. 

Kahn 

Keliher 

Kennedy, Iowa 

Kimbal 

Kinkaid 

Kitchin, Claude 

Knapp 

Knowland 

Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 

Langley 
Lassiter 
Law 

Lee 
Legare 
Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 

Lorimer 

Loud 

Lovering 

McCall 
McDermott 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill, 
. McKinney 
Macon 
Madden 
Malby 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 


ye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
NAYS—2. 
Harrison Underwood 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—10. 
Goulden McMorran 
Haggott Roberts 
Jenkins Talbott 
NOT VOTING—154. 
Broussard Chaney 
Brumm Clark, Fla. 
Brundidge Conner 
Burgess Cook, Colo. 
Burke Cook, Pa. 
Burleigh Cooper, Tex. 
Burton, Del, Coudrey 
Byrd 


Cousins 
Caldwell Craig 
Cary 


Cravens 


l 


Adair 

Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 

Annes 


Driscoll 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Engiebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
Focht 
Fornes 
Foss 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
iraff 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hay 

Hayes 
Heflin 
Helm 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 
Hill, Miss, 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 


Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 

Pou 

Pray 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sheppard 


Ashbrook 


Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Bates 

seale, Pa. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Bowers 

Boyd 
srodhead 
Burleson 


Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carlin 
Carter 
Caulfield 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 
Cooper, Pa. 


Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
punieh Mo. 
perry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Als 
Taylor, Ohio 
'Thistlewoo 1 
Thomas, Ohlo 
Tirrell 
Tou Velle 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Weeks 
Wheeier 
Williams 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Cox, Ind. 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denver 
Dixon 
Draper 


Boutell 
Brownlow 
Butler 


Wanger 


Acheson 
Adamson 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bradley 
Brantley 


Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Dunwell 
Durey L 
Edwards, G2. 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. Including the ocean mail subsidy 
so that a negative vote means a vote in favor of that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And also including the incr d 
the railroads, amounting to at least $2,000,000. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, as I unders 
it, there was no negative vote registered on the last question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
gentleman from Mississippi has called for the yeas and nays, 


act, 


pay to 


tand 


ds, Ky. James, Addison D. Madison Sherman 
t Keifer Mann Sherwood 
Kennedy, Ohio Marshall Slemp 
Kipp Mondell Smal! 
y Kitchin, Wm. W. Moon, Pa. Smith, Mich, 
. Tenn, Knopf Moore, Tex. Smith, Tex. 
W. Va. Kistermann Mouser Snapp 
r, Mass. Lamar, Fla, Mudd Southwick 
er, Mich. Lamar, Mo, Murdock Sparkman 
t Laning Murphy Stephens, Tex. 
Lawrence Needham Sturgiss 
Leake Page Tawney 
cle Lenahan Pearre Thomas, N. C. 
1 Lewis Perkins Townsend 
| Lilley Peters Vreeland 
l Littlefield Pollard Washburn 
Livingston Porter Watkins 
n, Mich. Lloyd Powers Watson 
ing Longworth Pratt Webb 
ick Loudenslager Prince Weems 
n Lowden Pujo Weisse 
Conn, McCreary Randell, Tex. Wiley 
D McGavin Ransdell, La. Willett 
iday McGuire Reeder Wilson, Il. 
ll, Utah McHenry Reid Wilson, Pa. 
McLachlan, Cal. Riordar Wolf 
i s, W. Va. McLain Robinson Young 
Humphreys, Miss, McLaughlin, Mich.Sabath 


McMillan 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Wrison of Illinois with Mr. WATKINS. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. StepHens of Texas, 

Mr. Pearre with Mr. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. Mouser with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. SaBatTH., 
Mr. SoutrHwick with Mr. Ropirnson. 

Mr. Mann with Mr. Moore of Texas. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. McHENRY. 

Mr. Hotxtipay with Mr. Kipp. 

Mr. Gorse, with Mr. FINiey. 

Mr. GarpNER of Michigan with Mr. Gorpon. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. Crate. 

Mr. Coox of Colorado with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
Mr. BurtergH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Pvugo. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
by the direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 
21875) making appropriations for the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, which 
was read and, with the accompanying report, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and 
ordered printed. 

Mr. SULZER reserved all points of order. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 18547, 
an act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
epartment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for 
other purposes, with Senate amendments. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendments. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). The gentleman | 
will state it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is it now in order to move that this bill be 
wey to the House Gommittee on the Post-Offices and Post- | 
Loads? 
» SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 
is a special order applying to this. 
_ Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the motion before the House 
18 to suspend the rules, do I understand? 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion before the House | 


Shackleford 


There | 
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and acl 


and ask for a conference with the Senate? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, this is under the French procedure. 
(Laughter. } I thought maybe it was under the suspension pro- 
cedure. Then, it is not necessary, or rather not allowable, to 
for a second. 


_ -he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
diss 


Cal 


The question is, Will the House | 
free to the Senate amendments en bloc and ask for a con- | 
e with the Senate. 
the question was taken. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. | 


om MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
ue 


for 
sere 


- SPEAK ER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
“ir, MURDOCK. As the case is now, a negative vote here | 


wou 





uld agree to all of the Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 


there is no quorum present. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
makes the point of order that there i 


Chair will count. 


Mr. 


WILLIAMS. 


Mr. Speaker, I 
which has been ruled upon by the Chair, the Speaker of the 
House, that a roll call not an hour prior to this disclosed 
presence of a quorum, and that therefore the point made by the 


The : 


gentleman from New York is dilatory. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


The 


Mr. Speaker, that is correct, but it is evident 
to the Speaker that a great number of the Representatives h 
left the Hall since the roll eall. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
SPEAKER 


The 


there is a quorum present or not. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


the former ruling. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting). 
and ten gentlemen are present—not a quorum. 
will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify absentees, 
and the question will be taken, Will the House disagree to the 
Senate amendments en bloc and ask for a conference? and the 


Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 


I am glad to hear it. 


‘entleman from 


no quorum j 


make the 


Chair thinks 


That 


Yes; I demand the yeas and nays. 


New York 
resent. 1 


point of 


That was true in the other case also. 
pro tempore. 
duty remaining to the Chair is to count and ascertain whether 


on — 
239, nays 


answered “ present” 9, not voting 138, as follows: 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ames 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
sartlett, Nev. 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bede 
Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N. ¥. 
Bonynge 
Bowers 
Bradley 
Brodhead 
Burgess 
Burleigh 
surleson 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Candler 


Capron 


| Caulfield 


Chaney 
Chapman 


‘ockran 


i 
layton 
‘ 

‘ocks, N. Y. 


ae 


| Cole 
| Cook, Colo, 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davenport 


| Davidson 


Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 
De Armond 


| Denver 


Dixon 


| Douglas 


Draper 
Driscoll 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 


YEAS— 


Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Favrot 

Ferris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Focht 

Fornes 

Foss 

Yoster, Ill. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Godwin 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, lowa 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 

Hill, Miss, 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Huff 


239. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash, 
Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, lowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lawrence 

Lee 

Legare 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Lloyd 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, Ll. 
McKinney 
McLain 

Macon 
Madden 

Malby 

Mann 
Maynard 
Miller 

Mondell 

Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Morse 

Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 


nr 





Nelson 
Nicholls 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 


Overstreet 


Padgett 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8S. Dak. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 

Pearre 

Perkins 

Pou 

Pray 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
tobinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

ayden 


D 
Smith, Cal, 
smith, Mo. 
happ 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weeks 
Williams 
Wilson, II]. 
Wood 
Woodyard 


VAACAL 


v7) 
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order, 
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ave 
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has reversed 


One hundred 
The Doorkeeper 
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NAYS—1. 
Goebel 
“ PRESENT "—9. 
Haggott 
McMorran 


NOT VOTING—138. 

Dunwell Kipp 
Durey Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Edwards, Ga. Knopf 
Edwards, Ky. Kiistermann 
Ellis, Mo. Lamar, Fla. 
Esch Lamar, Mo, 
Fairchild Lassiter 
Fassett Law 
Flood Leake 
Fordney Lenahan 
Foster, Ind, Lewis 
Fowler Lilley 
Gaines, Tenn. Livingston 
Gardner, Mass. Longworth 
Gardner, Mich, Lorimer 
Gardner, N. J. Loud 
Gill Lowden 
Glass McCreary 
Goldfogle McGuire Sturgiss 
Gregg McLachlan, Cal. Tawney 
Gronna McLaughlin, Mich.Thomas, N. C, 
Hamilton, Mich. McMillan Wallace 
Hammond Madison Washburn 
Harding Marshall Watkins 
Hardwick Moore, Pa. Webb 
Hepburn Moore, Tex. Weems 
Hill, Conn, Mudd Weisse 
Hobson Murphy Wheeler 
Hughes, W. Va. Norris Wiley 
Humphrey, Wash. Page Willett 
Humphreys, Miss. Peters Wilson, Pa. 
Jackson Pollard Wolf 
Kahn Porter Young 
Denby Kimball Powers 
Diekema Kinkaid Pratt 

So the House disagreed to the Senate amendments and asked 
for a conference. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. NeLson with Mr. Perers. 

Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. RIcHARDSON. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. Ryan, 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. Booner. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. Burnett. 

Mr. Farrcnicp with Mr. CARLIN, 

Mr. Escu with Mr. Carrer. 

Mr. Garpner of Michigan with Mr, CRAWForRD, 

Mr. LorrmMer with Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. Smirn of Iowa with Mr. KIMBALL. 

Mr. Samira of Michigan with Mr. LASSITER. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: Mr. 
OVERSTREET, Mr. GarpNER of New Jersey, and Mr, Moon of 


Tennessee. 


ANSWERED 
Cary 
Griggs 


Boutell 
Brownlow 
Butler 


Roberts 
Talbott 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
tarclay 
tartlett, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Singham 
Birdsall 
Sooher 
Boyd 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burke 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
syrd 
‘alder 
“arlin 
‘arter 
‘lark, Fla. 
‘onner 
‘ook, Pa. 
‘Yooper, Pa. 
‘cooper, Tex. 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 


Prince 

Pujo 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 

Reid 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sherman 
Small 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Stevens, Minn. 


OMNIBUS BRIDGE BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill S. 4809 with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the following Senate bill with 
amendments. The Clerk will report the bill with amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (8. 4809) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Merrimac River at Tyngs Island, Massachusetts. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given 
to the Vesper-Country Club, a corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of Massachusetts, for the construction of a bridge across the 
Merrimac River at Tyngs Island, Massachusetts, 

That the county of Okanogan and the town of Okanogan, jointly 
or severally, corporations organized under the laws of the State of 
Washington, their successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized, jointly or severally, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
wagon bridge and approaches thereto across the Okanogan River from 
some convenient and practical point on the west bank of said river 
within the limits of said town of Okanogan to some convenient point 
on the east bank of said river in the south half of the Colville Indian 
Reservation in the State of Washington. 

That the court of county commissioners of Geneva County, Ala., 
its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Choctawhatchee River, at a int to be approved by the Chief 
of Engineers and the Secretary of War, about six miles above the town 
of Geneva, Ala. 

That the Arizona and California Railway Company, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the Territory of Arizona, its successors 
and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Colorado 
River, at or near Parker, in the Territory of Arizona, as may be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, for the passage of railroad trains by 
means of a single or double track, and also at the option of said 
company, its successors and assigns, to be used for the passage of 
wousee, vehicles, street cars, animals, and persons on foot and in 
vehicles. 
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That the Missouri Central Railroad Company, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the State of Missouri, its successors and assign. 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operat: 
a bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at a poin: 
just south of the city of Glasgow, being about 500 yards south of t} 
bridge now owned by the Chicago and Alton Railroad Company, to ay 
opposite point in Saline County, in the State of Missouri. 

That the Missouri Central Railroad Company, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the State of Missouri, its successors and assigns, 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at a point 
near the city of St. Charles, being about 34 miles south of west of saiq 
city of St. Charles, to a point due south in St. Louis County, all in the 
State of Missouri. 

That the Mississippi, Hill City and Western Railway Company, a 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of South Dakota, its 
successers and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, 
maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Mississippi River at section 4, township 52 north, range 23 west, 
being in Aitkin County, in the State of Minnesota. 

That the Iron Dyke Copper Company, a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, its successors and assigns, be. 
and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
toll bridge and approaches thereto across the Snake River at a point 
to be selected between Homestead and Ballards Landing, on said river, 
between the States of Oregon and Idaho. 

That section 7 of the act approved March 26, 1902, as amended by 
an act approved June 30, 1906, authorizing the South Omaha Railroad 
and Bridge Company to build a bridge and approaches thereto across 
Missouri River at or near the city of South Omaha, Douglas County, 
is hereby amended by extending the time for the construction of said 
bridge and approaches thereto to April 15, 1910. 

That the Copper River Railway Company, a corporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the State of Washington, its successors 
and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
and operate two bridges across the Copper River, in the Territory of 
Alaska, below the Abercrombie Canyon, to be located as follows: The 
first, or lower bridge, to cross the said voprer River at a point below 
Childs Glacier; and the second, or upper bridge, to cross said Copper 
River at some point between Childs Glacier and Miles Glacier, and 
slightly upstream from the location that has been selected as a bridge 
crossing by the Alaska Pacific Railway and Terminal Company, and a 
sufficient distance therefrom to avoid interference with the construction 
or operation of the bridge across said river that may lawfully be erected 
by said last-named company. 

That the Copper River and Northwestern Railway Company, a corpo- 
ration organized and existing under the laws of the State of Nevada, 
be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, operate, and maintain a 
bridge and its approaches thereto across Bering Lake, in the Territory 
of Alaska. 

That section 6 of an act authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and 
Gulf Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of 
Yankton, 8. Dak., approved April 5, 1904, as amended by the act ap- 
proved February 19, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, so amended that 
the time within which the said bridge is required to be commenced shal! 
be within one year and the time within which it is required that the 
said bridge shall be completed shall be within three years from the date 
of the approval of this act. 

That the Rock River Traction Company, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Illinois, its successors and assigns, be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to construct a bridge across Rock 
River at a point between the first section line south of the Colona 
Ferry (the section line between sections 9 and 10, township 17 north, 
range 1 east) and the first section line east of the Cleveland Ferry 
(the secticn line between sections 29 and 30, township 18 north, range 
2 east), said bridge to be built across Rock River between the counties 
of Henry and Rock Island, in the State of Illinois. 

That the act of Congress entitled “An. act to provide for the con- 
struction of a bridge across Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, 
approved February 7, 1903, is hereby revived and reenacted. 

‘ ao section 6 of the aforesaid act is hereby amended to read as 
ollows : 

“Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction 
of the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year 
and completed within three years from July 1, 1908; and that the con 
struction shall not be commenced until the government of the Dominion 
of Canada has authorized the construction and maintenance of ()" 
part of said bridge which shall occupy that portion of the river whic! 
is under the jurisdiction of said Dominion government.” : 

That the board of supervisors of the town of Highlanding, Red Lak 
County, Minn., be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a highway bridge and approaches thereto across the 
Red Lake River on the section line between sections 29 and 30, town 
ship 153 north, range 40 west, in the State of Minnesota. 

‘hat the city of Bemidji, a corporation organized under the laws ° 
the State of Minnesota, its successors and assigns, be, and they ar 
hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a highway bride 
and approaches thereto across the Mississippi River, at section 16, 
township 146, range 33, in the State of Minnesota. ; 

That the Ruston, Natchitoches and Northwestern Railroad Comp.ty, 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Louisiana, ''s 
successors and assigns, be, and iy are hereby, authorized to construct, 
maintain, and operate a drawbridge and approaches thereto ac! ‘i 
Bayou D’Arbonne in the State of Louisiana at a suitable point on sal 
stream on the line of its road between the cities of Farmervillc, i 
Union Parish, and Ruston, in Lincoln Parish, in the State of Louisiane 

That the bridge constructed across the Mississippi River betwee”, une 
townships of Clough, in Morrison County, and Fort Ripley, in ‘'o" 
Wing County, State of Minnesota, by the authorities of said coun''’s he 
Morriscn and Crow Wing, be, and the same is hereby, legalized, and ~ 
consent of Congress is hereby given to its maintenance by said 4 thor 
ties: Provided, That any changes in the said structure which the ©" 
retary of War may at any time deem necessary and order in the inte ir 
est of navigation shall be promptly made by the owners thereof at th 
own expense. all 

That the township of Manistee, in the county of Manistee, > the 
Michigan, a municipal corporation organized under the laws ©! )" 
State of Michigan, its successors and assigns, be, and they are her 
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a highway bridse i 
approaches thereto across the south branch or channel of the Man's 
River in said township, in the State of Michigan. 


t 
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at the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company, a corporation 
ved under Texas law, be, and they are hereby, authorized to con- 
maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches thereto 
the Morris and Cummings Channel at a point near Aransas Pass, 
‘rom the mainland to Harbor Island. 


the St. Louis, Brownsville and Mexico Railway Company, a | 
ration organized under the laws of the State of Texas, its suc- 





s and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, 

iin, and operate a railway, wagon, and foot bridge and ap- 

es thereto across the Rio Grande River, at Brownsville, in the 

of Texas, connecting the city of Brownsville, Tex., with the city 
mores, Mexico: Provided, That the construction of the said 
hall not be commenced until the consent of the proper authori- 
the Republic of Mexico for the erection of the structure shall 
en obtained. 


1t the Yellowstone Valley Steel Bridge Company, a corporation 
ed under the laws of the State of Montana, its successors and 


| that it will not be 


. and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and | 


e a bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at | 


ithin 1 mile west of the east boundary line of Montana, in the 

of Montana. 

1t an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a 

across the Missouri River at a point to be selected within 5 
north of the Kaw River, in Wyandotte County, State of Kansas, 

Clay County, State of Missouri, and to make the same a post 

approved December 17, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
vived and declared to be in full force and effect, and that section 8 
‘ d act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: “ That this 
ll be null and void if actual construction of the bridge herein 
ed be not commenced within one year and completed within 
years from May 1, 1908. 
county of Muskegon, in the State of Michigan, a corpora- 
nized under the laws of the State of Michigan, its successors 
nd signs, be. and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
erate a highway bridge and approaches thereto across the Mus- 
River, on the line between the counties of Muskegon and New- 
in said State of Michigan. 

That all of the bridges authorized to be constructed by this 
all be constructed im accordance with the provisions of the act 
i “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over naviga- 
iter approved March 25, 1906. 

That > right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 

pre reserved, 

{mend the title so as to read: “An act authorizing the construction 
res across navigable waters, and to extend the time for the con- 

n of bridges across navigable waters, and to legalize the con- 

n of bridges across navigable waters.” 


} 
Tne 


S 


} 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Otmstep). Is a second 
demanded ? 
Mr. ADAMSON, 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 


demands a second. Under the rules a second is considered as 
ordered. The gentleman from Michigan is entitled to twenty | 


minutes and the gentleman from Georgia is entitled to the same. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, this is what is known as the 
“omnibus bridge bill.” It is a bill which contains all of the 


bridge bills which have been sent to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce and which have received a favorable 
report from that committee and have been indorsed by the 
Secretary of War. All are to be constructed under the pro- 


visions of the law known as the “ general bridge law of 1906.” 
I do not understand that there is any objection to the bill, and 
therefore, believing as I do that everybody understands it, I will 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ADAMSON, Mr. Speaker, the bill was put in this shape 


in order to insure consideration of all projects for bridges | 


which were pending before the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. Exigencies in the House are such, at this 
ume, that it was necessary to resort to this device in order 
that Members might secure all their projects. Therefore we 
took a bridge bill which came from the Senate and attached 





to it by amendment every single meritorious bridge proposition 
that was pending befere the committee, thus forming this 
omnibus bill. It is a good bill in its present shape, and it is 
necessary to pass it in this way in order to secure all these 
bridges. I request gentlemen on this side not to regard its 
origin on the other side as a badge of suspicion, but to accept 
it ‘ing all right, and, notwithstanding the circumstances, 
to vote for the bill. [Applause.] I have no request, Mr. 
Speak for further time 
Mr. WILLIAMS, I will take a minute or two. 

aunt \DAMSON, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
MISS pi such time as he wishes to use. 


) WILLIAMS. Mr, Speaker, if I had been wanting a 
n ematical demonstration of the fact that I had been en- 
zag a saving the public time and expediting the public 
s, this bill would have furnished me with it. It con- 
twenty-three bridges. Ordinarily these twenty-three 
* would have come up each as a separate bill; something 
ike ten minutes would have transpired in asking unanimous 
and in inquiries as to whether the bill conformed with 
visions of the general law, as to whether it was unani- 
reported by the committee, and in the gentleman offer- 
‘piaining why that particular bridge was requisite. If 
tes had not been required, five would have been required 


iui L @3 


tea min 
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on each. Twenty-three times ten is two hundred and thirty 
minutes. Twenty-three times five is a hundred and fifteen 
minutes. 

Now, we are going to get twenty-three bridge bills through in 
forty minutes of debate, if all the time upon that side is con- 


sumed—and I take it for granted that it will not be—and if all 
the time on this side be consumed—and I take it for granted 
plus thirty-five minutes of time necessary to 
call the roll, making a total of seventy-five minutes, a saving, 
Mr. Speaker, of forty mimutes of the people’s time on one calcu- 
lation and a hundred and fifty minutes of the people’s time on 
another calculation. [{Laughter.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope I 
will hear no more from the leader of the majority about our 
wasting the public time when we are expediting it in this re- 
markably expeditious manner. Not only that, but we have ac- 
complished the same purpose in connection with pensions. We 
used to stand here and pass one little pension bill at a time, 
and now under this new régime you put them all in one, and we 
pass them after forty minutes’ debate and thirty-five minutes 
of rollcall. There never has been anything that hurried up public 


| business equal to the mustard-plaster policy that has been ap- 


| 





plied to the Republican body politic by the Democratic party 
during this Congress. 

Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit 
a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman wants to ask a question 
germane to the bill which I am discussing, I will be glad to 
answer. 

Mr. GILLETT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
bill. 

Mr. GILLETT. I want to ask the gentleman if he thinks 
this is a good way to legislate, to combine a great number of 
bills, so that if one vicious bill is there, you have got to vote 
down all the good bills in order to defeat that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I have been admonished by 
the leader of the Republican party on this floor and by tue 
Speaker’s rules deputy from Pennsylvania that the Democratic 
Representatives are not Members of the House except nominally, 
and that the Republican party is “ responsible for all omissions 
and commissions.” If this be a bad method of legislation, as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts would infer, then by the con- 
fession of the majority leader this is a Republican bad way of 
doing business. I am not at all responsible for it. The galled 
jade can wince, my withers are unwrung. Now, this morning, 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] re- 
ferred to my calling the roll upon motions to take a recess and 
upon motions to adjourn, and said the framers of the Constitu- 
tion never had an idea that a man like that would be here! 

When I first came to Washington as a Representative it was 
as a Member of the Fifty-third Congress, and the great Thomas 
B. Reed was minority leader at that time. He organized a real 
filibuster, not a movement like this. This movement for the 
purpose of coercing the majority into legislating. But he organ- 
ized a real filibuster—that is, to prevent the majority from do- 
ing anything, even routine business. And what do you reckon 
was the reason that he gave to the country for his filibuster? 
It was that he was going to force the Democratic majority to 
manacle the Republican minority, in order that he might 
justified in history for having manacled the Democratic minor- 
ity when he was Speaker! And day after day the roll was 
called upon the adoption of the Journal, upon every motion that 
was or could be made; unanimous consent was refused upon 
everything; the point of no quorum was made on every occasion. 
[ just happened this morning to be reminiscing a bit, and, with 
the help of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp], I 
came on the proceedings of July 8, 1892, in the CoNnGREsSIoNAL 
Recorp, page 5920, a yet earlier period than I have just referred 
to, and at that time the distinguished gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE] was not the Republican leader, but he was a 
distinguished man in the councils of the party and was doing 
their agreed work. 

Upon that occasion a bill for the government of Utah was 
brought up, providing for the manner of electing delegates, and 
all that. When the bill was finally passed it was passed with 
only one vote in opposition. There sprang to his feet upon that 
occasion, when the motion was made by the gentleman from T* 
nessee [Mr. WASHIRGTON] to suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], and I find recorded: 

Mr. Payne. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The Spreaker. The gentleman from Tennessee had been recognized 
to make a motion to suspend the rules and the bill th ! 
indicated. 

Mr. Parne. I supposed that the gentleman had made the motion, and 
it was pending. 


It is germane to your argument. 
Of course the argument is germane to the 
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Showing that he was not only frequent, but premature. 
the bill was read. 
PAYNE] said: 

Mr. Speaker, I make the motion that the House do now adjourn. 


Who has heard me move “that the House do now adjourn?” 
Who has heard me make the point of no quorum? At that time 
Mr. PAYNE and other Republicans made it all the time, and the 
Republican leader announced that the “ Democrats must keep 
a quorum here” themselves, as the Republicans were not going 
to help them do so. 

We go on down in this pleasant history and find after the 
gentleman had made his motion to adjourn, and that motion 
had been defeated, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
said: 

I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 31, noes 134. 

Mark the paucity of ayes! The gentleman said that he did 
not understand that the forefathers had “ anticipated” me or 
anybody that would come to the House and call for the yeas 
and nays, and move divisions and tellers, except when they 
really did want them and had a large crowd of people behind 
them ready to enforce legislation or negation of legislation. 

But revenons a@ nos moutons. After that announcement was 
made, of 31 to 134, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne}, 
in his desire to accelerate the public business, arose and said: 

I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 31 voting in favor thereof. 

Mark once more the noble 31 only! But the gentleman 
from New York, who apparently also was not “anticipated 
by the forefathers,” upon a proposition where he could not even 
get tellers, much less the yeas and nays (and who has heard of 
my failing to get the yeas and nays when I asked for them this 
year?), the gentleman from New York, in those historic days, 
rose and said: 

I ask for tellers. 

They were refused—not a sufficient number, 

Then he said: 

I demand the yeas and nays. 


Great Hercules! Think of it! The yeas and nays! The 
question was ordered on the yeas and nays and they were re- 
fused—not a sufficient number. 

Then the gentleman from New York [Mr. PayNe] arose—a 
much more replete and complete parliamentarian than I—and 
I find recorded: 

Mr. Payne. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 


Who has heard me demand tellers on ordering the yeas and 
nays? And tellers were ordered on the question of ordering the 
yeas and nays, because there was a fair Speaker in the chair. 
And then: ; 

The House divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 34, noes 158. 


Then the gentleman from New York, in his great desire to 
accelerate and expedite public business and to prove that the fore- 
fathers had foreseen him as an expediter and accelerator, said: 

I demand a second on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Me. Washington said: 

I ask unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 


And then objection was made. 

Then the Speaker appointed tellers, the gentleman from New 
York being one of the tellers, Then the gentleman from New 
York said: 

I ask that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Perkins] be substituted. 

{ Laughter. ] 

Why, he was so tired “ expediting public business” that he 
had to get somebody else substituted for him to count as a teller. 
Who ever heard of my being tired of expediting public business 
to the point of physical exhaustion? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I would like to know if that interesting 
record discloses anything that was ever said about dilatory? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It does not disclose that anything was 
said about “dilatory.” But, Mr. Speaker, it is an old maxim 
that actions speak louder than words. Then I found that when 
the matter was finally voted upon—— 

Mr. AMES. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to finish this branch of this very 
interesting story. I find there was one vote cast in the nega- 
tive, and I presume, out of charity, it was the vote of the gen- 
tleman from New York. [Laughter and applause.] Now, I 
yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. AMES. Is there not a material difference between the 
position of the gentleman from New York at that time and the 
position of the gentleman from Mississippi at this time? 


Then 
Then the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. There was; thank God for the difference! 
I will tell you what the difference was. 

Mr. AMES. Will you let me finish my question? Is there 
anything in the Recorp you allude to there which indicates th;)+ 
the gentleman from New York claimed that he was expediting 
public business? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, now, Mr. Speaker, why it was not 
necessary for him to claim it then; he has claimed it, as his 
constant and chronic habit, only this morning; and it is the 
modern instance and not the ancient saw that has aroused 1)\ 
discursiveness. All this contention now is to show that nobody 
should ever do these things except when he wants to defeat ; 
particular bill. 

The gentleman says there is a difference. Yes; there is a dif- 
ference. I am endeavoring and trying to rivet the attention 
of the country on the fact that I want to make the Republic.) 
majority pass legislation that not only we, but the majority of 
the American people and their own President—accident:!\y 
right—wants. [Laughter and loud applause on the Democriitic 
side.] What was he engaged in? What was the great Thouw::s 
B. Reed engaged in during the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 
Congresses, followed by his lieutenants, the gentleman froin 
New York [Mr. Payne] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Datzett]? Oh, a puny effort, a spiteful effort with a 
senseless purpose—to make the majority manacle the minority, 
when he himself was in the minority. [Applause on the Denv- 
cratic side.] And he succeeded to a very large extent. 

He had, as Speaker, applied the so-called “Reed rules,” 
throttling debate, and since that moment this House has never 
been a deliberative assembly. He announced to the Democrats, 
when they came into power, substantially this: “In order to 
prove to you that much of your criticism of me for throttling 
debate and preventing deliberation and manacling a minority 
are unjust, I am going to prove to the country that you can 
not do business without manacling us, and I am going to refuse 
all unanimous consents; I am going to call the roll whenever 
I can find occasion; I am going to make the point of no quoruin 
every time I can; I am going to move to adjourn whenever the 
rules will allow it; I am going to move to take a recess when- 
ever the rules will allow,” and so forth, ad infinitum, on the adop- 
tion of the Journal, and so forth, and he did it all, until they 
were forced in a Democratic House to adopt in part, in part 
only, the gag rule for the origination of which [laughter ani 
loud applause on the Republican side] the Republican party 
still applauds itself, strange to say. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Why, Mr. Speaker, into what contempt has the American 
House of Representatives sunk! The Constitution speaks of 
three independent, coordinate, separate branches, and then re- 
fers to the executive, the judiciary, and the legislative. [Do you 
know what the three separate, independent, and coordinate 
branches are now? The executive, the judiciary, and the Sen- 
ate of the United States. [Applause on the Democratic sicec.! 
What do you amount to over there, either one of you Kepub- 
licans, individually? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GREENE. What do you amount to? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What do I amount to? I confess I amount 
to nothing, politically and personally, but, then, I am a meti- 
ber of the minority party; but what do you individually amount 
to, any one of you, in the matter of legislation? [Applause 0} 
the Democratic side.] 

Why, you have got to the point of actually being afraid to siz) 
a respectful request to your own Speaker to recognize some}: ily 
to ask consideration of legislation that you yourselves are |!) 
favor of. Deny it if you dare, and I will prove it on you. 0! 
dare not indite a note to him of the most respectful and )) 
character without having previously obtained his consent. | \!" 
plause on the Democratic side.] You have got to the il! 
where you introduce bills to do things; you make speeciics !) 
favor of doing them, and you dare not address a biliet-dows | 
the Speaker asking him for a chance to vote on them. You ire 
not lovingly write: : 

Dear Mr. SPEAKER: I most respectfully and humbly and co: 
ately request that you will permit consideration by the Ho 
H. R. —, introduced by me. . 

You are going to the country that way, too, are not 
Why, Mr. Speaker, somebody stepped across the aisle this ' 
ing and said I had made a humorous speech. I have not! 
any humorous speech. My speeches have all had a * 
purpose. The only humorous thing about these little lectures 
that I have been delivering is the perplexed gravity with ich 
they are received by the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
Payne]. [Laughter.] The only man who has been phys!<)'! 
enough to successfully diagnose your case is the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. Cusuman], when he said that we were 5!" 


yu? 
orn- 
ide 


ous 

















u “ mustard-seed politics.” We are putting a blister upon 
ery day that brings a boil unless you assert your in- 
d al independence as Representatives sufficiently at least 
t ve the courage to make a request of your own Speaker 

it previously getting his consent to make the request; | 

have the modesty and sense of eternal fitness to resign 

mbers of the House. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
rhe gentleman from Washington has diagnosed it right. It | 
istard-plaster politics, and it is not bringing any blisters 
here. The blisters are over there. You say it is puerile; 
ay it is silly; you say that there is no sense in it; you 
i is childish; you say it is vaudeville. Well, then, why 
; not laugh. What makes you so infernally serious about 
Laughter on the Democratic side.] And why do you not 
nething? You are going to the country after a while and | 
tell them that I “ would not let you pass important and popular 


| 
do a 
it? 

do s 


measures,” when I am standing here every day pleading and 
praying with you that you will legislate. Why, I would pray 
lite to the Higher Power that you might do something, | 
except for my recollection of the fact that the Bible says that 
“the prayer of the righteous man availeth much,” and I am | 


afraid that my prayer would not, because I can not class my- | 
self that way. But just a few of you that introduced free 
wood-pulp bills—just a few of you that introduced campaign 
contribution publicity bills, get up a few little notes and send 
them in to the Speaker; our petition he already has. Dare you | 
add yours? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I have been entertained on 
various occasions by the endeavors of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissip) i to apologize for the filibustering course that he has pur- 
sued up to date. He never neglects any opportunity of trying 
to explain himself, and I do not blame him, because I under- 
stand some of the trials that he has been undergoing, brought 
about by the dissatisfaction on his own side, at the senseless 
policy which he has pursued in this filibuster. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

He ought to have gone further in his mathematics to-day, 
when he was demonstrating how much time he had saved to 
the House by bringing about a condition which he himself has 
condemned so many times on the floor, viz., the passage of legis- 
lation without giving anyone an opportunity to express himself 
on the measure. He ought to have gone further and shown 
that he has saved this House from the Democratic party, as led 
by the gentleman from Mississippi, from twenty-three roll calls 
on this bill, which would have aggregated something like eight 
hundred and five minutes, or eleven hours and a half. He 
would have imposed upon the House for eleven and one-half 
hours on such calls could he have had his way and the Re- 
publican Rules Committee had not presented the rule for the 
purpose of allowing us to do business. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do not you think that before they got 
through with those roll calls they would have brought in some 
of this legislation that you and I want, and then I would have 
stopped? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It is also amusing to me, Mr. Speaker, to 
notice the audacity (I think perhaps that is the proper word) 





Which the gentleman displays on every occasion when he states | 


what he and his party are proposing to bring to the attention of 
the majority, certain measures of legislation, nearly all of 
Which, all the sane parts of which, had been presented here from 
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criticise; it is quite a different thing to take charge of positive 
legislation and carry it to completion. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not wish to yield, because I do not 
wish to carry on this controversy any further. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman enumerate the legisla- 
tion urged by us and which we would not stand for? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I will take this time to say that you will 
have an opportunity, as I understand it, to-morrow afternoon to 
present certain amendments to the currency bill, to present your 
notions of what you want enacted into law, and I want to see 
Instead of advocating your opposition and saying, 
“We oppose the Republican bill,” present a positive scheme that 
you are willing to stand for and go before the country upon. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not want to be interrupted, for I do 
not want to enter into a controversy that I did not introduce in 
the House. This discussion was injected not by any desire of 
mine. 

I had not expected to say a word, but I would suggest to 
the gentleman from Mississippi and to the House that there 
are certain methods of reform, certain methods for expediting 
business which would expedite and which could be adopted. 
One of them is the policy of discussing the questions before the 
House, instead of giving gentleman an opportunity to exploit 
themselves 


before the country on every possible occasion. 
| [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. WILLIAMS. How are we going to discuss a question 


if you will not let it come before the House? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. This bill is before the House, and I 
apologize for occupying any of the attention of the House in 
discussing any matter not germane to it. This is a bill which, 
I take it, everybody is going to vote for, and yet, under the 
filibuster inaugurated by the gentleman from Mississippi and 
persisted in by him, we will have to take thirty-five minutes 
to pass it, and I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OLMSTED). 
is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
answered “ present” 10, not voting 147, as follows: 

YEAS—228. 


The question 


HOR 
a 


nays 2, 


Adair Douglas Holliday Murdock 
Adamson Draper Houston Nelson 
Aiken Driscoll Howard Nicholls 
Alexander, Mo. Ellerbe Howell, N. J. Nye 
Alexander, N, Y. Ellis, Mo. Howell, Utah O'Connell 
Allen Ellis, Oreg. Hubbard, lowa Olcott 
Ames Englebright Huff Olmsted 
Andrus Fairchild Hughes, iN. J. Padgett 
Ansberry Favrot Hull, lowa Page 
Anthony Ferris Hull, Tenn. Parsons 
Ashbrook Floyd James, Addison D. Patterson 
Bannon Focht James, Ollie M. Payne 
Barchfeld Fornes Jenkins Perkins 
Bartholdt Foster, IIL. Johnson, Ky. Pou 
Bartlett, Nev. Foster, Vt. Johnson, 8. C. Pray 
Bates Foulkrod Jones, Va. Prince 
Beall, Tex. Fowler Janes, Wash. Pujo 
Bede French Kahn Rainey 
Bell, Ga. Fuller Keliher Randell, Tex. 
Bonynge Fulton Kennedy, Iowa Rauch 
Booher Gaines, W. Va. Kimball Rhinock 


Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 


Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 


Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp 
Knopf 


Bowers 


Bradley 


4 Brantley Garrett Knowland Rucker 
Republican sources, and that part of it which has been reached Brodhead Gilbane Lafean —— _ 
wouk ave be 7 =f trundidge ri amb tussell, Tex. 
er | have been reached in the orderly procedure of the busi Burgess Gillespie Landis Sabath 
hess of the House. Burke Gillett Langley Scott — 
Now, Mr. Speaker, there have been times when I have become | a <> — = uC om rd 
im ‘tient ¢ aC : shieh | Burleson roebe zawrence Sheppare 
. patient at the action of the House in not doing things which | po nett Gordon Lee Sherley 
) me seemed necessary. surton, Del, Goulden Lever Sherwood 
Yet I have learned since I have been a member of this House | Calder Graff ge Blayde n 
that al legislation should be given -areful and most considerate | See p< meen Llovd > Smith, Cal. 
attention. I now would like to have certain measures brought | Candler Greene Longworth Smith, Mo. 
up. [am not charging anyone with bad faith because I can not | Capron Hackett ee Cperkman 
have my way about everything. But I submit, Mr. Speaker, | 3'te" , ee i matian Spight 
that when the record of this session of the Sixtieth Congress | Chaney Hall McCall Stanley _ 
shall have been completed, the Republican party can go before | Chapman Hamill aaeanensnaee Stephens, Tex, 
the country with the statement of things done which will re- | iar. Mo. en ee Semewns 
dound to the credit of the majority party that has had control | Gockran Hardy McKinlay, Cal. Sulzer © 
of this Sixtieth Congress. [Applause on the Republican side.] | Cole : Harrisone ome ll. ceeret . 
I wish to say further, Mr. Speaker, that this House and the | Semmes "tex ey i os Mores 
‘oun » to : : ° a a an, e 
veatry is not going to be deceived by the statements of gentle- | Cox, Ind. Hawley McLaughlin, Mich.Volstead 
en Who are at this time advocating legislation which, if they | Craig Hay a a 
Dawaa tthe majority, they would not dare to present. [AD- | Cushman Hedin Malby Wanger 
; 4use on the Republican side.] The country should be thank- | Davenport Helm Maynard Washbura 
a sometimes for failure of Congress to pass certain proposed | Davis, Minn. ty, See. oe ieee 
ills, 2 rs Dawson ggins Moon, Tenn. filson, Ill. 
an a - an easy thing for gentlemen to find fault ; it is aN | Henver Hill Miss. loses, Tex, Wood 
‘y Uuing for gentlemen not charged with responsibility to | Dixon Hinshaw Morse Woodyard 
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Boutell 
Brownlow 
Butier 


Acheson 
Barclay 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
singham 
tirdsall 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Burton, Ohio 
Byrd 
Campbell 
‘arlin 

‘ary 

‘lark, Fla. 
ocks, N. ¥ 
‘onner 

‘ook, Colo. 
‘ooper, Pa. 
‘ooper, Wis. 
‘oudrey 
ousins 
‘ravens 
‘rawford 
‘rumpacker 
Datzell 
Darragh 
Davey, La, 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Denby 
Diekema 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga, 
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NAYS—2. 


De Armond 


Fitzgerald 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"— 


Griggs 
Haggott 
Hill, Conn. 


Legare 
McMorran 
Roberts 


NOT VOTING—147. 


Edwards, Ky. 
Esch 

lassett 
Finley 

Flood 
Fordney 
Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gregg 
Gronna 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howland 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Kiistermann 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Laning 


Law 
Leake 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Loudensiager 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McGavin 
McLain 
McMillan 
Madison 
Mann 
Marshall 
Miller 
Moon, Pa, 
Moore, Pa. 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Needham 
Norris 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 


Parker, 8. Dak. 


Pearre 
Peters 
Pollard 
Porter 
Powers 

Pratt 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 

Reid 
Reynolds 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. UNpDERWoop. 


Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 


Mr. Smita of Iowa with Mr. McLAIn. 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Kipp, 


Mr. Fassett with Mr. Ryan. 
Mr. DALzELL with Mr. Srats. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. FINLey. 
Mr. LowpDEN with Mr. LEGARE. 


Watkins 


Richardson 
Riordan 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Sherman 
Sims 

Small 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Watson 
Webb 

Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 

Young 


| 
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1909, disagreed to by the House of Representatives had agreod 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing yo 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Wanren. 
Mr, Do.iiver, and Mr. Money as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 


Bartitett of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of importa 
business, 


REIMBURSING INDIANS FOR CUTTING OF TIMBER, 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 421) to pay allottees to whom lanijs 
have been patented under-the act of February 8, 1887, entitled 
“An act to provide for the allotment of lands to Indians on the 
various reservations and to extend the protection of the laws of 
the United States and Territories over the Indians, and for 
other purposes,” as amended by the act of February 28, 1:1, 
the amount paid into the Treasury of the United States on ac- 
count of the sale, cutting, or removal of timber from, or dam- 
ages to, lands allotted to them, and to appropriate money for 
the payment thereof, as amended by the committee, which [ 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 421) to pay allottees to whom lands have been patented 
under the act of February 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provid 
the allotment of lands to Indians on the various reservations and to 
extend the protection of the laws of the United States and ‘Te: 
tories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” as amended by the 
act of February 28, 1891, the amount paid into the Treasury of the 
United States on account of the sale, cutting,- or removal of ti: 
from, or damages to, lands allotted to them, and to appropriate 
money for the payment thereof. 


Be it enacted, etc., That where any money has been, or shall here- 
after be, paid into the Treasury of the United States for or on account 
of the sale, cutting, or removal of timber from, or for any damages to, 
lands held by any allottee under a trust patent containing restrictions 
on alienation, that such money be paid by the Treasurer of the United 
States unto said allottee, his heirs or assigns; that the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs make a list of said allottees, showing their names 
and the tribe or band to which they belong and the lands patented to 
each and the amounts paid in as aforesaid, which list shall be prima 
facie evidence of the amounts to be paid to said allottees, respectively. 

Sec. 2. That upon application, by petition and proof of the identity, 
of any of said allottees, and also of the assignment of his claim to any 
of said moneys in case of an assignment thereof, and of heirship in 
case of his death, by affidavit of the claimant, or of one having know! 
edge of the facts, and upon the request of the Secretary of the Interior 
the Treasurer of the United States shall pay unto the claimant, or his 
guardian, if a minor, the amount which should be paid to the allottee 
as shown by said list. 


Sec. 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of the moneys in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, a suflicient 
sum of money to pay each and all of said claimants. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to pay allottees the amoun 
paid into the Treasury of the United States on account of the sale, 
cutting, or removal of timber from, or damages to, lands allot 
them, and to appropriate money for the payment thereof.” 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a se 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to twenty minutes an 
the gentleman from Texas to twenty minutes. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall, upon due application, | 
certain Indians named in the bill money belonging to 
realized out of the sale of their timber before they be 
entitled to patents. There was some damage done to 
lands and to their timber, and it was determined by the I: 
ment of the Interior that until they obtained their patents | 
money should be held in trust by the Government. In each 
the patent has been issued on the allotments. The Indians 
are the owners of the land and in possession, and they ar 
asking that this money be refunded to them. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. How much, all told, of this money will | 
Indians get? 

Mr. JENKINS. I am unable to tell the gentleman, x 
it is a matter of estimate. It depends upon the quant'! 
their timber that was cut in each case. 

Mr. SULZER. How much will the lawyers get? 

Mr. JENKINS. I do not know anything about it. I d 
know that. there will be any lawyer in the case. I hav 
any advice that there will be. 

Mr. SULZER. I understand the lawyers will get m 
this money instead of the Indians, 

Mr. JENKINS. I will say to the gentleman from New ) 
Mr. Speaker, that I do not know why any lawyer wou 
expected to get anything out of it, because the Indian 4) 
to the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of the 
rior will pay him according to the estimates of the timbe! 
was cut and sold. 


Mr. Hupsarp of West Virginia with Mr. Hircncock. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Greaea. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, TOKYO. 

Mr. RODENBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | 
that the bill (8.4639) to provide for participation by the United | 
States in an_ international exposition to be held at Tokyo, 
Japan, in 1912, be recommitted to the House Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill referred to be recommitted to the 
IHlouse Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Russet of 
Missouri to withdraw from the files of the House without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of John J. James (H. R. 
7769) Fifty-third Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
tills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 
Same: 

H. R. 20471. An act making appropriations for the naval sery- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

H. R. 3610. An act granting a pension to James M. Fitch. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 652. An act to create the office of captain in the Philippine 
Scouts, 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, it reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
.ments to the bill (H. R. 19158) making appropriations for the 
Department ef Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 













































SULZER. 


Has the gentleman from Wisconsin 
wledge of how much money is now in the Treasury Depart- 
t belonging to these Indians? 


any 


ir. JENKINS. No; I can not answer the gentleman. 

_ FITZGERALD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
< provides that no assignee of these Indians can patent and 

ve this money. What provision is there in this bill to pro- 

the Indian against an improvident assignment made before 
tent is issued to him? 

\ir. JENKINS. That would be taken care of under the gen- 
eral law. It would be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to look after the rights of the Indians because the bill was 
ameuded to provide that the application for this money should 
he made to the Secretary of the Interior and it can only be paid 
out on such application. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But there is nothing in this bill that 
protects the Indian against an improvident assignment made be- 
fore the patent was issued to him. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is made the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This bill does not protect them, this 
bill provides for the payment of these moneys upon petition. 
The invariable practice has been to protect the Indian against 
improvident assignment made prior to the passage of the act, 
or even made after the passage of such act 

Mr. JENKINS. I will say to the gentleman from New York, 





in reply to his question, that the Indian would be protected | 


under the general provisions of the law, because no assignment 
would be valid without the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, but I do not know that any assignments have ever 
been made. I have not been advised. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I dislike to question the accuracy of 
the gentleman’s statement, but I doubt very much if, under the 
general law to-day, there is any statute that makes it impossible, 
if an assignment has been made but not proved, for the assignee 
to collect this money. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
the bill 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman know of any section 
of the bill which takes care of that? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If the gentleman will look at 
lines 16 and 17, page 2, of the bill, he will see the Indian is 
amply protected. 

By affidavit of the claimant, or one having knowledge of the facts, 
and upon the request of the Secretary of the Interior. 

We put that in there so the Secretary of the Interior must 
pass upon it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be true, but if the assign- 
ment has been made by the Indian, the assignee, having knowl- 
edge of the fact, can make affidavit. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But that is passed on by the 
Secretary of the Interior. He has the rights of a judge and 
passes upon these matters on behalf of the Indian. He is the 
Judge and passes upon it, and after he passes upon it and finds 


The provisions of section 2 of 
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the transfer is correct he orders the Treasurer to pay the 
money, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be the gentleman’s opinion, 
but that is not what this bill provides. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is what it says. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No, it does not. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill was submitted to the 
Secretary of the Interior and, as the report shows, it is approved 

Secretary of the Interior, and the committee amended 
this bill to meet the identical question suggested by the gentle- 
an from New York, The amendment was made by the com- 
mittee, and as far as I am concerned, these Indians living 
in my district, I would be perfectly willing to make any amend- 
ihent to it, if it were possible to have it done, giving ample pro- 
tection to see that no Indian was wronged by any assignment 
he has made heretofore. I know I state accurately when I 
State that the assignment would not be accepted without the 
‘pproval of the Secretary of the Interior, and the matter is en- 
tirely under the control of the Interior Department. I do not 
think the gentleman from New York is any more interested in 
Protecting these Indians than I am. 

lr. FITZGERALD. Outside of the Indians of the gentle- 
ans district, of course this will affect the Chippewa Indians 
in Minnesota, where the value of the timber on their land is 
Priceless, estimated to be worth from $6,000,000 to $20,000,000, 
depending entirely upon the interest the estimator had either in 
— their timber for himself or money for the Indians. 
dn : JENKINS. It was the opinion of the committee, I will 
ms ‘0 my friend from New York, that this amendment would 
pg it entirely safe for the Indians, and yet I do not think it 

“rT Suggested itself to any gentleman—— 


by the 





Mr. SULZER. Does the gentleman know how many of these 
Indians have assigned their claims? 

Mr. JENKINS. I have not any knowledge. 

Mr. SULZER. Why is it, then, provided for in the bill? 
Section 2 of the bill provides: 

And also of the assignment of his claim to any of said moneys in 
case of an assignment thereof. 

Mr, JENKINS. Well, I can not answer the question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Can the gentleman tell how any ques- 
tion of damage to the Indian lands is to be determined by which 
the people of the United States can make payment? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Where is that in the bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It says for any damages to the land of 
any allottee. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is in reference to the timber 
that has been taken off the land and the money covered into the 
United States Treasury. The Indians can not get it out with- 
out this bill, and what objection has the gentleman to the Secre- 
tary taking the money out of the Treasury of the United States 
and paying it to the Indians? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It not only pays them for the timber, 
but it pays them for damages resulting from taking the timber. 
The bill is clear on that in line 5, page 1. 

Mr. HACKNEY. If the money has been paid into the Treas- 
ury for the Indian allottee, ought he not to have that money, 
whatever the source from which it came? If it came to him as 
damages and was paid in for his use, why should he not have 
the money? 

Mr. SULZER. Can the gentleman tell us how much money 
belonging to the Indians has been covered into the United States 
Treasury ? 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, in answer to that question I 
will say that I have not gone into the amount. If there is 1 
Indian or 100 Indians or 1,000 Indians or 100,000, it would make 
no difference. This bill is to pay to the man who is entitled to 
the money the damages conceded by some one to have accrued 
on account of a trespass on these lands, or the taking of tim- 
ber, or things of that kind. That money has been paid into the 
Treasury and is held there with no authority to pay it to the 
party who is entitled to receive it. 

Mr. SULZER. That money is to be paid to the Indian or his 
assignee or his heirs? 

Mr. HACKNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SULZER. How many of these Indians have assigned 
their claims? 

Mr. HACKNEY. I have not gone into that. It makes no 
difference whether it is one or a dozen, a hundred or a thousand. 
I do not know how many they are, and whether there are any 
of them or not; the assignee is entitled to the property. The 
money is in the Treasury and doing nobody’any good. 

Mr. SULZER. How much money? 

Mr. HACKNEY. I have not looked it up to see, but it makes 
no difference whether it is a large or a small amount. What- 
ever it may be, they ought to have it, and not the Treasury. 
This bill safeguards every right. 

Mr. JENKINS. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Sutzer] desires the information, I will say that the report of 
the committee and the letter of the Secretary shows that these 
allottees are clearly entitled to this money. 

Mr. SULZER. I am informed that these allottees will get 
very little of this money. 

Mr. JENKINS. I do not know where the gentleman gets his 
information. If he will tell us we will know whether we can 
rely upon it. 

Mr. SULZER. I wanted the information from the gentleman 
who has charge of the bill, but it is apparent I can not get it. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman says he is already informed. 
Where does the gentleman from New York get his information? 

Mr. SULZER. I get my information from various sources. 
Now, I want the gentleman to give me some information if he 
can. If he can not, of course I have got to rely upon the in- 
formation I already possess. 

Mr. JENKINS. I very seriously question whether the gen- 
tleman from New York has got any information on the subject. 

Mr. SULZER. I understand that nearly all of this money 
has been assigned to speculators and brokers here in Wash- 
ington, who have been trying all winter to get this bill reported. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that no gentleman was ever more mistaken than the gentleman 
in charging—and I trust he will not go away, as I want him to 
hear what I say. Now, there has never been a gentleman in 
Washington who approached the committee or any member of 
the committee or myself with reference to this matter. The In- 
dians who are interested themselves agreed upon as reputable a 
man as ever lived—and the only thing that could ever be said 
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him is that he is one of the leading Democrats of our 
o represent them, and draft this bill to make a refund 
his money. 

1 want the gentleman to state upon what authority he under- 
takes 
up here lobbying in behalf of this bill, because I say again 
thet no 
rendered any assistance to get this bill passed. 

Mr. SULZER. 
unanimously reported. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and they had had it a long time; 


to them of t 


oO t 
CAL 
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makes no difference. The principle is the same. The money 


They are the wards of the Govern- 


| ment, and it is the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to pay 


to tell this House that lawyers of Washington have been | 


This bill was unanimously reported from the | 


and no stronger approval can be given in behalf of this bill | 


than the letter 
fully considered it. 

Mr. SULZER. I understand that letter was written by the 
Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. JENKINS. It makes no difference to me; I will not be 
benefited; no friend of mine will be benefited; 
lieve any living man will be benefited except the Indians, and 
{ think it is hardly fair under the circumstances to under- 


of the Secretary of the Interior, who very care- 


the money over to them, belonging to them for lumber cut 
their lands and now in the United States Treasury. There h 


| been no attorney or agent or anyone else before the Committee 
leman in Washington has ever made any move or 


on Indian Affairs with reference to this matter, so far as | 


| know, and, as the gentleman from Wisconsin, Judge JENKINS, 


I would like to know whether this bill was | has so well said, nothing of that kind was mentioned or even 


thought of when we reported the bill. It was first thought of 
by the Tammany chieftain [Mr. Sunizer], and I do not think in 
this matter the House should follow his counsel and advice, 
The Indians affected by this are the La Fonda Indians, on th, 
reservation in the district of my friend, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Jenxrns], who is personally and perfectly fami! 
iar with the Indians and the necessity for paying them for their 


| timber. 


I do not be- | 


take to prejudice the passage of a bill of as much importance 
as this for these Indians by saying that the lawyers of Wash- | 
ington have been up here lobbying and proposing to divide this | 


money and get the greater portion of it. 
Mr. SULZER. 
get any. 
Mr. JENKINS. I am not to blame for that. It is just as 
the gentleman from Missouri has so properly and aptly said, 


that it makes no difference how many Indians or how much | 


money there is involved. This is a case where the 
were the owners of the timber and land, and when the timber 
was sold the proceeds were turned over to the Government, and 


that money is in the hands of the Government, held in trust for 


the Indians, and it is nothing but right that it should be turned | rules, including the rule making the motion for a recess, a highiy 


over to them. 

Mr. CARTER. What particular tribe of Indians does this 
affect—all Indians? 

Mr. JENKINS. I will look at the bill and will see for the 
gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. SULZER. It affects all the Indians. 

Mr. CARTER. 
laboring under a misapprehension. 
manner affect the tribe of Tammany in his district. 

Mr. SULZER. They have no money in the Treasury. 

Mr. JENKINS. 


Indians | 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, as no gentleman seems to desire 
to discuss the bill further, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor the motion will say 
“aye;” aS many as are opposed will say “no.” [The question 
being taken.] The “ayes” seem to have it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The yeas and nays! 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, pending that I move that the 


| House take a recess until 11:30 o’clock to-morrow morning. 
I am trying to get information, but I can not | 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ought not the yeas and nays to be 
ordered first? 

The SPEAKER, It is in order to take a recess pending the 
demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is not this a motion to suspend all the 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 


| privileged motion? 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It seems to me that the proper 


| thing is to order the yeas and nays, and then let the motion 


Possibly the gentleman from New York is | 
The bill does not in any | 


of the gentleman from Pennsylvania intervene. 
The SPEAKER. Well, it seems to suit the brethren. As 
many as are in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


| information. 


I will say to my friend from Oklahoma, in | 


order to get along with my friend, I will consent to eliminate 


the Tammany Indians. 

Mr. SULZER. 
dians; they have ho timber land; all they have are their 
principles. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JENKINS. 
a portion of his time, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
giving relief to the Indians of the La Ponte Reservation in Wis- 
consin, who have large tracts of lands covered with pine tim- 
ber. 


I will ask the gentleman from Texas to use 


The United States Government, through the Indian agents | 


in that country, permitted the sawmill men to purchase from | 


these Indians all the timber that was dead and down and the 
mature timber on their lands and saw it up into lumber. Havy- 
ing sold the timber, the amount of money was put into the 
United States Treasury for the benefit of the Indians. There 
is no law now by which this money can be appropriated to the 
Indians entitled to it. Had the land never been segregated 
and allotted to the individual Indians, the Secretary of the 
Interior could have transferred the funds to the Indian tribes 
as tribal funds in a lump sum; but virtually all these lands 
were allotted to and in the hands of individual Indians. 


Mr. DALZELL. 
The SPEAKER, 


| at 11.30 o'clock. 
This bill will not affect the Tammany In- | rs 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion. 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry for 
What is the motion? 


To take a recess. 
To take a recess until to-morrow morning 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 
| nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 126, nays 103, 


Adair 
Alexander, N, Y. 
Allen 
Ames 


| Andrus 


|} Bannon 


Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 


| Bede 


Bennet, N. Y¥. 
Bonynge 
Burleigh 


| Burton, Ohio 
} Calder 


Now, | 


this bill provides that there shall be a roll made by the Interior | 


Department, showing which of these Indians were entitled to 


the money due for lumber that grew on their land, and the | 


amount that is coming to each of them. 
Secretary of the Interior to have the money paid separately to 
each Indian by the Treasurer of the United States. 
there is in this bill, and the money is already in the Treasury, 
is due to the Indians, and should be paid to them; therefore the 
bill should pass. 


Mr. SHERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Texas please 


state how much money will have to be paid out to these Indians | 


under the provisions of this biil? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is impossible for me to state, 
not having the figures before me. 
Indians on that reservation. There was no estimate made of 
the amount of money coming to them to the committee, but, as 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hackney] has stated, that 


There are several hundred | 


It also authorizes the | 


Calderhead 
Capron 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cole 


|} Conner 


Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Wis. 


| Crumpacker 


That is all | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 
Denb 
Douglas 


Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ansberr 
Ashbroo 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Beall, Tex. 


YEAS—126. 


Draper 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Focht 
Foulkrod 
French 
Fuller 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Fillett 
Goebel 

rraff 

zraham 
Greene 
Hale 

Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Henry, Conn, 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hiubbard, W. Va. 
Heft 


NAYS- 


Bell, Ga. 
Booher 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brundidge 
Burgess 


Hull, lowa 


James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kinkai 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Laning 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Lorimer 
Loudenuslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McGavin 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, Ill, 
McKinney 
McMorran 
Moon, Pa. 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Norris 

Nye 

Olcott 
Olmsted 


102, 


Surleson 
Burnett 
Caldwell 
Candler 
Carter 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockran 


| answered “ present” 1( , , a? 
This bill is for the purpose of | inswered “ present’ 10, not voting 148, as follows: 


Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 

Pray 
Rodenberg 
Scott 


Slem 

Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mich. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watson 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 

De Armond 
Denver 
Dixon 
Ellerbe 




































































Ferris Hay McDermott Rucker 
} y Hetlin McHenry Russell, Mo. 
; rald Helm Macon Russell, Tex. 
Floyd Henry, Tex. Moon, Tenn. Sabath 
Hill, Miss. Moore, Tex. Shackleford 
] Houston Nicholls Sheppard 
‘ rT Hull, Tenn. O'Connell Sherley 
G James, Ollie M. Padgett Sherwood 
in Johnson, Ky. Page Slayden 
‘ ion Johnson, 8. C. Patterson Smith, Mo. 
( n Jones, Va. Pou Spight 
( ier Keliher Pujo Stanley 
Gregg Kipp Rainey Stephens, Tex. 
H ney Kitchin, Claude Randell, Tex, Sulzer 
| a Lassiter Rauch ‘Taylor, Ala. 
j ton, Iowa Lee Rhinock Tou Velle 
n Lever Richardson Wallace 
Hardy Lindsay Robinson Williams 
Harrison Lloyd Rothermel 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—10. 
Bradley Cooper, Pa. Hill, Conn. Watkins 
Brownlow Foster, LIL toberts 
B Haggott Small 
NOT VOTING—148. 
A n Fdwards, Ky. Kitchin, Wm. W. Pearre 
Anthony Esch ae Peters 
I v Favrot Knop Porter 
B ett, Ga. Flood Knowland Powers 
Bates Fordney Lamar, Fla. Pratt 
J Pa. Foss Lamar, Mo. Prince 
B t, Ky. Foster, Ind. Lamb Ransdell, La. 
Bingham Foster, Vt. Langley Reeder 
B all Fowler Law teid 
Boutell Gaines, Tenn. Leake Reynolds 
Boyd Gaines, W. Va. Legare Riordan 
Broussard Gardner, Mass. Lenahan Ryan 
Br Garrett Lewis Saunders 
Burke Gillespie Lilley Sherman 
B n, Del. Glass Livingston Sims 
Byrd Goldfogle Longworth Smith, Iowa 
Campbell Griggs Loud Smith, Tex. 
Carlin Gronna Lowden Snapp 
Cary Hackett McCreary Sparkman 
Clark, Fla. Hall McGuire Stevens, Minn. 
Clayton Hamilton, Mich. McLachlan, Cal. Sturgiss 
Cocks, N. ¥. Hammond McLain Talbott 
Cook, Pa. Harding McLaughlin, Mich. Thistlewood 
Coudrey Hardwick McMillan Thomas, N. C. 
c ns Hepburn Madden Townsend 
Cravens Hitcheock Madison Underwood 
Crawford Hobson Malby Webb 
Darragh Howard Mann Weeks 
Dar La. Howell, Utah Marshall Weems 
Davidson Hughes, N. J. Maynard Weisse 
Dawes Hughes, W. Va. Miller Wheeler 
Diekema Humphrey, Wash. Mondell Wiley 
Dr iH Humphreys, Miss. Moore, Pa. Willett 
Dunwell Jackson Morse Wilson, Ill. 
Durey Keifer Mudd Wilson, Pa. 
Dwight Kennedy, Ohio Murphy Wolf 
Edwards, Ga. Kimball Parker, S. Dak. Young 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Snapp with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. Stempe with Mr. Huenes of New Jersey. 
On this vote: 
Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. UNpERWoop, 
Mr. Wirson of Illinois with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
Mr. TowNsEND with Mr. RYAn. 
Mr. THIsTtLEWwoop with Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. Stureiss with Mr. Lamp. 
Mr. Parxer of South Dakota with Mr. Hrrcucock. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. Griuespie. 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. GARRETT. 
Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. CLayTon. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Accordingly the House (at 4 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) 
was declared in recess until 11.30 a. m. to-morrow. 





















EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
mu cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
in estimate of deficiency in appropriation for printing and bind- 
ing for the Interstate Commerce Commission (H. R. Doc. 933)— 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Richard Garner against The United States (H. R. Doc. 934)— 
to t e Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting pa- 
pers in relation to Point Judith harbor of refuge (H. R. Doc. 


~ E 2 = Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
> printed, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7701) to provide for an additional associate justice of the su 
preme court of the Territory of New Mexico, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1644), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5083S) for the 
relief of the White River Utes, the Southern Utes, the Uncom 
pahgre Utes, the Tabeguache, Muache, Capote, Weeminuche, 
Yampa, Grand: River, and Uinta bands of Ute Indians, know) 
also as the Confederated bands of Ute Indians of Colorado, r 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1645), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21817) to prevent 
falsifications in the collection and compilation of agricultural! 
statistics and the unauthorized issuance and publication of the 
same, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1648), which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4737) to correct 
the military record of John B. Ford, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1647), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 21871) to amend the na- 
tional banking laws—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 21872) to prevent falsifications 
in the collection and compilation of agricultural statistics and 
the unauthorized issuance and publication of the same—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21873) to define the man- 
ner in which public lands containing valuable deposits of phos- 
phate and phosphate rock may be acquired—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 21874) to amend an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1907—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs: A bill (H. R. 21875) making appropriations for the sup 
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 21876) for the relief of the 
Alaska Terminal and Navigation Company—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 21877) to provide for ob- 
taining certain information relative to the White Mountain, 
Appalachian, and other watersheds and forests—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, LANDIS: Resolution (H. Res. 415) providing for the 
printing of 2,000 copies of the Digest and Manual of the Rules 
and Practice of the House—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Bule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 21878) granting a pension to 
Miner J. Walden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 21879) granting a 
pension to Jackson A. Watkins—to the Committee on Pensions, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


y Mr. BRADLEY: A bill 
crease of pension to Clara P. 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: 
of John D. Baldwin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 21882) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T. Brown—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 21883) granting to Maj. 
William 8S. Meads a commission as second lieutenant of volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 21884) granting an an- 
nuity to Jennie Carroll and Mabel H. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A Dill (H. R. 
crease of pension to Sarah L. 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: 
heirs of Mary BE, 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES: 
pension to L. 
sions. 

By Mr. KIMBALL: 
of pension to F 
Peusions. 

Mr. Mr. MCKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 21889) to renew and ex- 
tend certain letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 21890) granting a pen- 
sion to Johanna O’Brien—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 21891) granting 
crease of pension to James T. 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 21892) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Victor Smith (or 
Schmitt)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, 
papers were laid on the 


(H. R, 21880) granting an in- 
Swift—to the Committee on In- 


A bill (H. R. 21881) for the relief 


21885) granting an in- 
Cole—to the Committee on In- 


A bill (H. 


A bill (H. R. 21887) granting a 
B. Edmonds—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


A bill (H. R 
rancis M. 


21888) granting an increase 
Green—to the 


an in- 


ETC. 


the following petitions and 
Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of citizens of California and 
Charleroi, Pa., for amendment proposed by the American Federa- 
tion of Labor Conference to the Sherman antitrust law, and for 
the Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the national 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Mrs. L. W. 
others, of Skowhegan, Me., for concurrent resolution 
testing against Russian atrocities—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Madison, Augusta, and Hal- 
lowell; Orlando P. Westcott and other citizens of Bar Harbor, 
and International Brotherhood of Paper Mills, all of the State 
of Maine, for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 
20584, a general employers’ liability law, and bill limiting a 
day’s labor to eight hours upon work done for the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petitions of Daniel J. Ryan, the Hayden 
Company, Maron Ane Magenheimer, and Joseph Wagner, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., against the anti-injunction legislation—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of James Mulholland, T. L. Murphy, and other 
citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring bills affecting labor, amend- 
ment to Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre bill, employers’ 
iiability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: 
Arnold City, Connellsville, West Monterey, Bellvernon, 
Meyersdale; Central Trades Council of Connellsville, 
of Philadelphia, and International Brotherhood of Maintenance 
of Way Employees, all of the State of Pennsylvania, for amend- 
ment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), for the 
Pearre bill (H. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined general 
employers’ liability law, and for an eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Wenoka, favor- 
ing election of United States Senators by direct vote of the peo- 
ple—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of citizens of Syracuse, N. Y.., 
for exemption of labor unions from the operations of the Sher- 
man antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions. 
for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to 
the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of M. B. Steezynski, favoring 
_the Bates resolution of sympathy for the Prussian Poles—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


Lazear—to the Com- | 








Petitions of citizens of | 
and | 
citizens | 


May 13, 


Also, petition of National League of Employees of Navy-Yards, 
Naval Stations, Arsenals, and Gun Factories, favoring H. k, 
16734 (civil employers’ compensation bill)—to the Committee 


| on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. DUREY: Petition of International Brotherhood of 
Paper Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill. Workers’ Union 
No. 5, of Luzerne, N. Y., against removal of tariff on wood 
pulp—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of Portland Commercia] 
Club, favoring The Hague conference and the enlarging of the 
powers thereof—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Plumbers and Steam Fitters’ 
Union of La Crosse, Wis., for exemption of labor unions from 
the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 
bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and 


| for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


R. 21886) for the relief of the | 
Neale—to the Committee on Public Buildings | 


By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of G. P. 
Frederick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Caspar 
Wickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNES: Protest of Master Carpenters’ Association, 
Watson-Flagg Engineering Company, Hopkins & Co., and a large 
number of other manufacturing concerns, against the anti-in- 


| Se |.junction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Committee on Invalid | 


Also, petitions of Frank Corcoran, 


William Gorman, Thomas 
F. Mahon, J. Nolan, 


tobert S. Richardson, and others, in favor 


| of an anti-injunction bill and the eight-hour bill—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of citizens of Ver- 
mont, for bill to investigate and develop methods of treatment 


| of tuberculosis (H. R. 18445 and 8S. 5117)—to the Committee on 
Naylor—to the Committee on In- 


Appropriations, 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J. E. Defebaugh, editor of the 
American Lumberman, against the 320-acre dry-land homestead 
bill (S. 6155)—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of Leather Workers of Rock- 
ford, Ill., and citizens of Danville, Ill, favoring bills affecting 
labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre bill, 
employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Illinois Lumber Dealers’ Association, against 
anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Salle, Ill., for amendment to 


| Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability 
| bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Weston and | 
28, pro- | 


Also, petition of Western Society of Engineers, for the con- 
servation of our national resources—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petitions of Local No. 
385, Barbers’ Union, and Central Labor Union of Salem, Mass., 
and Boot and Shoe Workers, of Haverhill, Mass., for exemption 
of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust 
law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the cm- 
ployers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT: Petition of citizens of Chicopee, Mass. 
for legislation for development of method of treatment of 
tuberculosis (S. 5117 and H. R. 18445)—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of New York workers, of New 
York City, for exemption of labor unions from the operations 
of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating 
injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight 
hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of W. J. Green, Elmon Warner, William 4. 
Murphy, C. J. Connolly, Ward Hill, W. H. Flynn, F. E. Hauser 
and other citizens of New York City, for amendment to Sher 
man antitrust law (H. R. 20584), and for Pearre bill (Ii. E. 
94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of William S. Aldrich, for legislation fo 
establishment of the Appalachian and White Mountains |‘ 
Reserve, and favoring other bills—to the Committee on \¢'/- 
culture. . 

Also, petition of Utica Council, Knights of Columbus, fver- 
ing bill to make October 12 a legal holiday—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Board of Fire Underwriters of 
New York City, for amendment in sundry civil appropri: tio! 
bill (H. R. 21260) to stand as recommended by the Geolozical 
Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petitions of Hatsel & Buehler, E. Bartalicius, W« 
Fiagg Engineering Company, Michael Power, and Master 
penters’ Association of New York City, against anti-injunction 
legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


r = 


tson 
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Mr. GRANGER: Petition of officers and members of 

various women’s clubs of Rhode Island, favoring H. R. 18445, 

vestigate and develop methods of treatment of tubercu- 

to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

o, petitions of United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Join- 

Local No. 1245, of Newport, R. IL, and the Wool Sorters’ 

1. Local No. 574, of Providence, R. I., for the passage of 

the Wilson bill to amend the Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre 

] the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
( uittee on the Judiciary. 

so, resolutions adopted by the Auburndale Improvement 

iation, of Providence, R. IL. heartily approving the action 

e President in calling the White House conservation con- 


f e—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mr. GRIGGS: Petition of Steam Engineers of Atlanta, 
G ‘or amendment to Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 


| regulating injunctions, employers’ liability bill, and national 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ry Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza- 
I Haley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Cosmopolitan 
Club of South Manchester, Conn., in favor of passage of H. R. 
145, to investigate and develop methods of treatment of tu- 
berculosis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


\lso, petition of Hillstown Grange, No. 87, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law 
known as the “ Wilson bill” (CH. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill 
(H. R. 94), the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
b to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petitions of Justin C. Leonard and others, 
Patrick Barry and others, James A. Burdick and others; James 
H. Xillas, president of Stone Masons’ Union, and M. J. Kelley 
others, all of Norwich, Conn., favoring bills affecting labor, 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre bill, employ- 
liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of New Departure Manufacturing Company, of 
Bristol, Conn., favoring certain patent legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petitions of Mary Keyes Bair 
and others, of Bridgeport, Conn., and Mary R. Downs and oth- 
ers, of Danbury, Conn., in favor of H. R. 18445, to investigate 
and develop methods of treatment for tuberculosis—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Petition of Columbus 
Harr and 7 others, of Paden City, W. Va., for amendment 
proposed by American Federation of Labor conference to the 
Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill, the employers’ lia- 
bility bill, and the extension of the national eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Walter Nixon and 2 others, of Mannington, 
W. Va., for amendment proposed by American Federation of 
Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 
bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the extension of the na- 
tional eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. V. Maley and J. A. Myler, of Newell, 
W. Va., for amendment proposed by American Federation of 
Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 
bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the extension of the na- 
tional eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of William Henderson and 2 others, of Wheel- 
ing, W. Va., for amendment proposed by American Federation 
of Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the 
Pearre bill, the employers’ lability bill, and the extension of 
the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
. Also, petition of J. T. Carter and 2 others, of McMechen, W. 
hon) for amendment proposed by American Federation of Labor 
ena to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill, 
tie employers’ liability bill, and the extension of the national 
eight hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

“es petition of Peter Adler and 53 others, of Follansbee, W. 
be az r amendment proposed by American Federation of Labor 

‘ference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill, 


ang 
and 


pa? 
ers 


ed mpl yers’ liability bill, and the extension of the national 
yee r law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Ww v ae of N. F. Clegg and 2 others, of Wellsburg, 
eae, ote amendment proposed by American Federation of 
bill. +. erence to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 
ation... wbloyers’ liability law, and the extension of the 
; Ale _eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
inane petition of Mary E. Chapman and others, favoring con- 
erninw.:  wlution 28, against the atrocities of the Russian Gov- 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 





By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Joseph K. Hockman, of New Kens- 
ington, Pa., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for 
the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Hardware Mutual Fire Insurance 
Company, against all parcels-post legislation—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of St. Patrick’s 
Alliance of America, against the treaty of arbitration between 
the United States and Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of M. B. Steczynski, favoring the Bates resolu- 
tion of sympathy for the Prussian Poles—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of union pattern makers and other citizens 
of Paterson, N. J., and citizens of Hackensack, N. J., for the 
amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wi 
son bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the em 
ployers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce. favoring 
the House bill authorizing survey for a canal between Toledo, 
Ohio, and Chicago, Ill., to be known as the “ Michigan and 
Erie Ship Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of David Honsel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of the Massillon Board 
of Trade, against H. R. 7597, providing for extra clerical force 
to compile the Thirteenth Census—to the Committee on the 
Census. 

By Mr. KIMBALL: Petition of citizens of Lexington, Ky., 
favoring bills to investigate and develop method of treatment of 
tuberculosis (S. 5117 and H. R. 18445)—-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of citizens of Oswego, N. Y., for the 
enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a general em- 
ployers’ liability law and bill limiting a days’ labor to eight 
hours upon work done by the Government—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of citizens of Superior, Wis., for 
exemption of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman 
antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the 
employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Carpenters’ Union of Menomonie, for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law and for Pearre bill, em- 
ployers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petitions of sundry citizens of Oakland, 
Alameda, Berkeley, and Richmond, Cal., for exemption of 
labor unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, 
for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ lia- 
bility act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Petitions of Glass Workers’ Union 
of Reading, Tobacco Workers’ International Union of Cincin- 
nati, and Glass Workers’ Union of Lockland, all in the State of 
Ohio, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law and for the 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petitions of Local Union No. 1203, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Bay City, Mich., and Local No. 
357, International Longshoremen’s Association, of Ford River, 
Mich., for the exemption of labor unions from the operations of 
the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating in- 
junctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McHENRY: Petitions of Granges Nos. 1294, 119, 789, 
684, 776, 190, 537, 1149, 1320, and 52, all of the State of Penn 
sylvania, for H. R. 12682—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 182, 
of Madison, Wis., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and 
for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John Scott and 53 others, for a highways 
commission and Federal aid in building roads—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. oa 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Union Veteran Legion 
No. 51, of Ft. Wayne, Ind., for appropriation of $200,000 for an 
armory on site of fort built by General Wayne—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of labor organizations of Co- 
lumbia, S. C., favoring bills affecting labor, amendment to Sher- 







































































































































6224 


man antitrust law, the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, 
and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petitions of Mathias B. Bryant, of Roslin- 
dale; R. P. Lipschulz, of Jamaica Plain, and Edward W. Roe- 
mer, of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, for legisla- 
tion to modify the Sherman antitrust law, to establish employ- 
ers’ liability, to regulate the issuance of injunctions, and to 
extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Petitions of citizens of Covington, New- 
port, and Dayton, Ky., for amendment proposed by American 
Federation of Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, 
and for the Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the 
national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Grain Shovelers’ Union, Local No, 
109, of Buffalo, N. Y., for exemption of labor unions from the 
operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill 
regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for 
the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of boiler makers of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring 
bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, the 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of boilers makers of Buffalo, N. Y., for amend- 
ment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ 
liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Metal Polishers’ Union, No. 17, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Meat Cutters’ Union of Buffalo, N. Y., favor- 
ing bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, 


the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour | ington. 


bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of marine firemen, water tenders, and oilers ' 


of Buffalo, N. Y., for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and 
H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law, and bill limiting 
a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done for the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of H. E. Porter and others, paper hangers, of 
Buffalo, N. 
antitrust law, for employers’ liability law, for limitation on in- 
junction, and for the extension of the eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, 
No. 4, of Buffalo, N. Y., for amendment to the Sherman antitrust 
law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


N. Y., favoring bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman 


antitrust law, the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the | 


eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Herman F. Hintz, 
I’. Vroman, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring eight-hour law, employ- 
ers’ liability bill, anti-injunction bill, and amendment to Sher- 
man antitrust law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of George H. Wahl, J. A. Moore, and George 
Kiefliaber, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring eight-hour law, employ- 
ers’ liability bill, anti-injunction bill, and amendment to Sher- 
man antitrust law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Julius W. Frank and W. J. Connor, of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., favoring eight-hour law, employers’ liability bill, 
anti-injunction bill, and amendment to Sherman antitrust law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of workmen of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring eight- 
hour law, employers’ liability bill, anti-injunction bill, and 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Local No. 141, Journeymen Barbers’ Inter- 
national Union of America, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring eight- 
hour law, employers’ liability bill, anti-injunction bill, and 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition adopted at mass meeting at Chicago, IIl., pro- 
testing against the tyranny and persecution of the Polish people 
by the German Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of National League of Employees of Navy- 
Yards, Naval Stations, Arsenals, and Gun Factories of the 
United States, favoring H. R. 16784 (Government employers’ 
liability)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of Federation of Labor 
of Wichita Falls, Tex., for the exemption of labor unions from 
the operation of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill 
regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for 
the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. SNAPP: Petition of Mrs. F. T. Bell and others, fayor-. 
ing S. 5117 and H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop methods 
of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 119, of Danville, I!., for 
legislation to modify the Sherman antitrust law, to establish 
employers’ liability, to regulate the issuance of injunctions, and 
to extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Joseph Wagner, against anti- 
injunction legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Albert D. Smith and others, 
favoring H. R. 18445, for methods of treatment of tuberculo- 
sis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of citizens of Dedham, Norwood, 
Franklin, Newton, Auburndale, Brookline, Sharon, and BPrain- 
tree, Mass., favoring H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop 
methods of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of M. B. Steczynski, favoring the 
Bates resolution of sympathy for the Prussian Poles—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: Petition of Mrs. W. A. Beyea 
and other citizens of Chicago, favoring S. 5117 and H. R. 15445, 
to investigate and develop methods of treatment of tuberculo- 
sis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Tuurspay, May 14, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Wash- 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

COMMODITY CLAUSE OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE LAW. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transinitting 
the statement of Mr. B. F. Bush, receiver of the Western Mary- 


, land Railroad Company, relating to his compliance with the 


so-called “ commodity clause” of the amended act to regulate 
commerce, which was ordered to lie on the table and be -printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 


| tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, traus- 
Also, petition of Printing Press Feeders’ Union, of Buffalo, ' 


mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the following causes: 

In the cause of The Trustees of the Harpeth Academy of 
Franklin, Tenn., v. United States; and 

In the cause of The Trustees of the Presbyterian Church of 
Macon, Mo., v. United States. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 


| referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ©. I. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 4809) to authorize the construction of 4 
bridge across the Merrimac River at Tyngs Island, Massaclu- 
setts, with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the [louse 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupo2 
signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 514. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent the 
importation of impure and unwholesome tea,” approved Marc! 
2, 1897; and 

H. R. 19541. An act to authorize the drainage of 
lands in the State of Minnesota. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry “th 
zens of Seattle, Wash., praying for the adoption of «rt: 
amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” ret 
ing to labor organizations, which was referred to the Comittee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Lodge No. 36, 1 terna- 
tional Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and |)" 
Mill Workers, of South Brewer, Me., remonstrating ag:i' *t the 
repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, and the mu‘er'’ 
used in the manufacture thereof, which was referred |” the 
Committee on Finance. 


certal 
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\lr. PLATT presented petitions of sundry citizens of the 
d States, praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
, Government officers and employees from political demon- 
‘ions in favor of any candidate for the Presidency, which 

were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
WARNER presented the petitions of Theodore Binderman, 
joseph J. Rodenique, J. A. Franklin, J. F. Miller, Edgar D. 
Cooper. F. S&S. Holton, Charles B. Cowan, W. W. Wharton, Wil- 
Wehrle, John L. Rolf, Charles Birkman, A. P. Sovey, H. 
rzer, H. Niemann, J. W. LaFever, J. W. Burch, E. Uhls, 
s DP. Doyle, J. A. Mayer, Joseph J. Summers, Fred R. Purdy, 
Fred D. Martin, B. W. Nichols, E. J. Singen, Roy Havon, James 
(. McCormick, Peter McCabe, A. Windisch, D. Knoch, C. L. 
Reich, J. G. Burdell, E. F. Hornbeck, R. Hartmann, John M. Cal- 
\Villiam O'Leary, F. Hener, N. Mager, Thomas N. Swift, 
0. Koppen, Eugene Williams, and William Noll, all of St. Louis, 
Mo.: of Claud W. Collins, Benedict M. Smyth, Henry Ensmerger, 
C. Hl. Douglass, Gust Maginson, R. A. Anderson, Albert Nelson, 
| T. Smith, J. Haynes, T. D. Rucker, Harry Hull, J. H. 


pol 


Smith, George A. West, George Lalley, H. B. Meek, Edward 
Ebenbacke, William Hermens; Charles Henkle, Morriss Solomon, 
L. lt. Simison, W. D. Rainey, and E. W. Tuttle, all of Kansas 
City, Mo.; of George Unbellach, George Schmidt, Claud Graves, 
George Sohn, jr., George Sohn, sr., P. Emblo, Peter Koob, Arch 
Little, W. J. Lewis, Vincent Mudra, Luther M. Noll, C. G. Smith, 
Samuel D. Peters, Robert Barns, Vincent Elder, Frank Cramer, 


Edward Rogge, Pat McCarthy, W. W. Richardson, B. O. 
Brooks, P. M. Josen, Clarence Elder, H. W. Nehrung, A. R. Rip- 
plan, N. J. Tillquist, Mike Welmer, Samuel Watson, J. J. Denser, 
Ed. (. Willey, Louis Becker, H. B. Deaton, Joe Mulhern, C. M. 
Couch, George Campbell, Lester Tyroree, Basil Elder, Abe 
Potts, and F. W. Smith, all of Hannibal, Mo.; of E. Z. Zoellig, 
P. Bremar, Ed. Rutledge, M. J. Donahue, Pat Clifford, B. F. 


Burke, Clayton Dudding, H. O. R. Schwarz, Frank E,. Capen, 
Thomas Perrin, Fred Leuking, C. 8S. Driver, William Fraser, 


}). K. Elliott, Lee Ganthert, and 8. G. Wear, all of Sedalia, Mo.; 
of Il. K. Glunt, E. G. Brandt, D. O. Craig, Charles W. William- 
son, H. C. Patterson, Walter S. Eston, J. A. Kelly, H. T. Grund- 
berry, C. T. Stakes, John W. Koehler, G. A. Johnson, E. W. 
Gibson, J. L. Gray, W. F. Hagebusch, W. H. Stanfield, Thomas 
MeMahen, L. L. Allen, 8S. G. Hendricks, W. E. Chenoweth, 
H. Thompson, E. W. Kershaw, William J. Wyrsch, E. L. White, 
W. E. Breshears, J. D. Payton, Charles F. Myers, John F. 
Spartin, Charles Fisher, Fred C, Alsup, H. B. Warren, H. W. 
Thompson, and J. A. Gehrs, all of Springfield, Mo.; of W. S. 
Jones, Henry Smith, C. A. Mabry, Sid Kirby, James Gott, and 
John Beddow, all of Moberly, Mo.; of C. L. Kennedy, B. Charles 
Lambert, V. K. Worcester, E. N. Bennett, jr., F. J. Meyer, John 
J. Downes, C. J. Maloney, J. P. Scott, C. B. Ellis, F, Conyers, 
Harry Angold, R. L. Eastwood, James McKee, J. H. Oarkhuff, 
hk. G. Weddle, and Louis E. Fetzner, all of St. Joseph, Mo.; of 
W. A. Myers, F. E. Newkirk, Frank L. Myers, J. BE. Briswalter, 
Charles C. Carter, O. H. Gager, C. K. Dow, Ira B. Molin, N. D. 
Ackerman, J. L. Power, Charles W. Fear, J. C. Schulte, J. B. 
Logsdon, M. Bauer, Leona Humphrey, Joplin Trades Assembly, 
John H. Jahn, J. N. Phillips, and C. C. Jacobs, all of Joplin, 
Mo.; of P. J. Hartmann, Ed. W. Evans, Mat Houck, William 
Rains, and Miles Keane, all of Graniteville, Mo.; of George R. 
McGregor, R. T. Washburn, and Frank Teeter, all of Marceline, 
Mo.; of W. F.-Lineback and H. W. Neecum, of Wellington, Mo. ; 
of Ed. McGarry, of Novinger, Mo.; of Walter Keller, of DeSoto, 
Mo.; of H. C. Allen, A. B. Martin, and James Wilbur, of Sikes- 
ton, Mo.; of E. J. Hitzemann, C. L. Kistner, and J. I. Kness, of 
Bismarck, Mo.; of William Hughes, S. C. Snodgrass, and M. D. 
Burus, of Bevier, Mo.; of W. L. Simpson, Oliver Bagley, and 
N. W. Buckner, of Charleston, Mo.; of J. F. Knox, of Clifton 
Hill, Mo.; of E. J. H. Ulbrich, of Connellsville, Mo.; of E. T. 
Livingston, Charles Raabe, A. EB. Bischaff, J. H. Barrington, 
aut J. L. O'Brien, all of Springfield, Mo.; of George Clarke, 
William C, Bush, and R. H. Greer, all of Poplar Bluff, Mo., 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
‘SI ‘rman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, 
Which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_Mr. BRANDEGEE presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
New Haven, Conn., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
=. organizations, which were referred to the Committee on 

he Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of Mattabessett Grange, No. 42, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the establishment of a national forest reserve 
‘i the Southern Appalachian and White Mountains, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Inter- 
denominational Missionary Union of Washington, D. C., pray- 
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ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit women from 
serving as clerks in saloons, clubs, wholesale houses, or any 
place where intoxicating liquors are sold or dispensed in the 
District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Religious Liberty Bu- 
reau of Takoma Park, in the District of Columbia, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called “ Johnson Sunday rest 
bill,” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Western Society of 
Engineers, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the conservation of the natural resources 
of the country, which was referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or- 
ganizations of Taylorville, Cairo, Chicago, Chicago Heights, 
O’Fallon, Dundee, Kewanee, Girard, and Urbana, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens and 
labor organizations of Urbana, Chicago Heights, Girard, and 
Belleville, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust 
law ” relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Boise, Idaho, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the soc-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 
organizations, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Coeur 
d’Alene, Idaho, praying for the ratification of international 
arbitration treaties, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Coal Creek, Grand Junction, Denver, Pueblo, Colorado Springs, 
and La Junta, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman anti- 
trust law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 
organizations, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CRANE (for Mr. Lonce) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Manchester, Woburn, Roslindale, Whitman, Spring- 
field, Salem, and Athol, all in the State of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
“ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cen- 
tralia, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called “rural 
parcels-post bill,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Everett, 
Wash., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Seattle, Wash., praying for the establishment of postal 
savings banks, and also for the passage of the so-called “ par- 
cels-post bill,” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Seattle, Franklin, Hoquiam, and Everett, all in the State 
of Washington, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 
organizations, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

FORT CROOK MILITARY POST. 


Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7113) making ap- 
propriation for repairs and reconstruction of buildings de- 
stroyed by cyclone at Fort Crook military post, to report it 
favorably with amendments, and I submit a report (No. 659) 
thereon. I call the-attention of the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Burkett] to the bill. 

Mr. BURKETT. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
have present consideration. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] has charge of the sundry civil appropriation bill and 
is very desirous of calling it up this morning, as he gave notice 
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yes would do; and, therefore, I must object to any bill 
being considered in the morning hour. 

Mr. WARREN, I understand fully the reasons why the Sen- 
ator objects. I am sorry to know that he applies his objection 
to this measure, but I hope there will be an opportunity some 
time during the tion of the appropriation bill or 
immediately follo r the consideration of the bill which 
the Senator from ska desires to have passed, as it is to 
has occurred there by cyclone, where 


cover a great i 
property is in danger 


msider: 
ing it, fe 
Nebra 
that 
the 
shelter. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. 


Is it a short bill? 

WARREN, It is a short bill. 
ussed. 

Mr. BURKETT. 

Mr. HALE. A 

tor from Iowa is 


TI think it will 


dis 
It 
fter 

very 


this I must object, because the 
desirous of going on with the appropria- 


Sena- 


tion bill, and there are many reasons why the bill should be | 


proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill reported by the Senator 
from Wyoming from the Committee on Military Affairs will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The amendments were, in line 3, to strike out the words “ and 
fifty’ before “thousand,” so as to read, “one hundred thou- 
sand;” in line 4, to strike out the word “ required ” and insert 
the word “necessary;” in line 9, after the word “ May,” to 
insert the words “nineteen hundred and eight;” and at the 
end of the bill, after the word “ post,” to insert the words 
“in Nebraska,” so as to make the bill read: 
it enacted, etc., That $100,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 


not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately available for the repair 
and reconstruction of 


ture and equipment destroyed in whole or in part by cyclone on the 
12th day of May, 1908, at Fort Crook military post in Nebraska. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


te 


REFUND OF DUTIES ON ANTHRACITE COAL, 


Mr. BURROWS. From the Committee on Finance I report 


back favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 6796) to refund | 


certain duties inequitably collected on anthracite coal by the 
collector of customs at Baltimore, Md. I call the attention 
of the senior Senator from Maryland to the bill. 

Mr. RAYNER. A similar bill passed the Senate last year. 
It is an urgent bill and it has been reported unanimously. It 
passed the Senate unanimously on a former occasion. 

Mr. HALE. If it gives rise to no debate, I shall not object. 

Mr. RAYNER. It will give rise to no debate. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The amendment was, in line 6, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “one hundred and sixty-four” and insert “and 
uinety-two,” so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to refund to the Consolidated Gas, Electric 
Iicht and Power Company, of Baltimore, Md., $7,092.78, and to the 
Hazard Wharf Company, of Baltimore, Md., $6,873.61, these amounts 
ha yr been inequitably collected by the collector of customs at Balti- 
more, Md., as duty on anthracite coal after the 6th day of October, 

on? 
ar rhe sum of $14,088.39 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to carry out this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was coucurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
rend the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3723) for the relief of the Farmers and 
Merchants’ Bank of Mandan, N. Dak., reported it 
umendment nd submitted a report (No. 653) thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1526) to correct the military 


record of Edward 'T. Lewis, reported it with an amendment and | 


submitted a report (No, 654) thereon. 
Mr. FLINT. From the Committee on Public Lands I report 


“back favorably with amendment the bill (8. 6805) to encour- 


not be | 
| Navigation Company (Report No. 657). 
is a short bill, comprising only nine lines. | 


the buildings and for the replacement of furni- | 


without | 
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age the development of coal deposits in the Territory of Alas] 
and I submit a report (No. 655) thereon. I ask unaninx 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I must object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, 
wiil be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. FLINT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to who 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with a: 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 6418) authorizing the sale of lands at the head o 
Cordova Bay, in the Territory of Alaska, and for other | 
poses (Report No. 656); and 

A bill (8S. 6925) for the relief of the Alaska Terminal! : 


and the | 


Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whon 


1 
| was referred the bill (S. 6775) construing certain provisions of 


an act of Congress entitled “An act to divide a portion of the 
reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into 
separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the 
Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 2, 1889, relating to Indian allotments, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 658) thereon. 

Mr. WARNER. From the Committee on Military Affairs I 
report back favorably without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 178) for appointment of members of Board of Man- 


| agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. | 
| ask the Senator from Maine to allow the immediate considera- 


tion of the joint resolution. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HALE. I have just made objection in two or three 
and I am obliged to object now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the joint 
resolution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. du PONT. From the Committee on Military Affairs I 
report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. Rh, 
18618) fixing the status of the Porto Rico Provisional leg 


ises 


| ment of Infantry, and I ask for its present consideration 


the reason—— 

Mr. HALE, 
all the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bil! will 
be piaced on the Calendar. 

Mr. du PONT. The term of the regiment will expire by 
limitation of law on the Ist of July next, and if the bill be not 
now passed the regiment will be mustered out of the service on 
that date. 

Mr. HALE. I must object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bil! will 


I am obliged to object. I have been objecting 


s 


‘ be placed on the Calendar. 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself for Mr. 
OveRMAN on the 9th instant, proposing to appropriate $1,500 
for post lights on Pasquotank River, North Carolina, etc. 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation b 
reported favorably thereon and moved that it lie on the 1 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN submitted a report (No. 652) to accompany t! 
bill (S. 5164) to provide for the improvement of the |’ 
National Park, situated at Sulphur, Okla., heretofore re} 
by him. 

“He also submitted a report (No. 651) to accompany th: 
(S. 6246) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to set 
a certain tract of land for town-site purposes, heretof 
ported by him. 

Mr. NEWLANDS, from the Committee on Comme! 
whom was referred the bill (8S. 7112) providing for the aj) 
ment of an Inland Waterways Commission with the view 
improvement and development of the inland waterways « 
United States, reported it with amendments, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7114) to corr 
military record of Stephen’ Feather, deceased, which wa 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 71 
relief of the estate of Wiley J. Davis, deceased, 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on C: 

Mr. du PONT introduced a bill (S. 7116) granting a 
to Margaret Bond, which was read twice by its title a 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7117) for the relief 
drew A. Kelly, which was read twice by its title and r 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 7118) providing ! 
erection of an addition or extension to the post-office and 


15) f 
whi 











] and remodeling the same, at Quincy, Ill., which was read 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
and Grounds. 
HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 7119) authorizing 
( rnment »<sistance in the development of ramie fiber, its 
ection alu manufacture, under the supervision of the Sec- 
vy of Commerce and Labor, which was read twice by its 
t and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 
\lr. BORAH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 85) provid- 
for additional lands for Idaho under the provisions of the 
‘ » Act, which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
( mittee on Public Lands. 

\ir. CRANE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 86) to provide 
for the printing of 10,000 copies of the bulletin entitled “ Milk 
its Relation to the Public Health,” which was read twice by 
tle and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment relative to the issuance 
of new drafts in exchange for certain outstanding drafts by 


i. Amy & Co., Adrian Iselin & Co., Baring Brothers & Co., 
ete., intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $4,705.45 for the settlement of twenty-five approved claims 


for damages to and loss of private property belonging to citizens 
of the United States and of the Philippine Islands, etc., in- 
te | to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment relative to the pay- 
mi to certain steamship companies for services rendered in 
carrying mails from Hawaii to the Orient during the years 
1901 to 1906, inclusive, ete., intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill, which was ordered 
to printed and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Mr. BULKELEY submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 6206) for the relief of certain 
former members of the Twenty-fifth Regiment United States 
Infantry, which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 
and also to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 6206) for the relief 


) tain former members of the Twenty-fifth Regiment of United 
States Infantry. 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to review the military records of the following noncommis- 


“l officers and enlisted men late of the Twenty-fifth United States 


r 





‘First Sergt. Mingo Sanders; Q. M. Sergt. Walker McCurdy; Sergts. | 


James R. Reid, George Jackson, and Luther T. Thornton; Corpls. 
Jor A. Coltrane, Edward L. Daniels, Ray Burdett, Wade H. Wat- 
lington, and Anthony Franklin; Cooks Leroy Horn and Solomon 
Johnson; Musician Henry Odom; Privates James Allen, John B. | 
Ar on, William Anderson, Battier Bailey, James Bailey, Elmer | 


wn, John Brown, William Brown, William J. Carlton, 
’ |, George Conn, John Cook, Charles EB. Cooper, 
Daniel, Carolina De Saussure, Ernest English, 
Isane Goolsby, William Harden, Charley Hairston, John 
James Johnson, Frank Jones, Henry Jones, William J. 
reorge Lawson, Willie Lemons, Samuel McGhee, George W. Mitchell, 
8 Raynor, Stansberry Roberts, William Smith, Thomas Taylor, 
Villlam Thomas, Alexander Walker, Edward Warfield, Julius Wil- 
ins, Alfred N. Williams, Brister Williams, and Joseph L. Wilson, all 
t Company B; and Q. M. Sergt. George W. McMurray; Sergts. 
W. Harley, Newton Carlisle, Darby W. O. Brawner, and George 
rt Corpls. Charles H. Madison, Solomon P. O'Neil, Preston Wash- 
Willie H. Miller, and John H. Hill; Cooks George Grier and 
Lewis J. Baker; Musicians James B®. Armstrong and Walter Banks; 
Ar er Charles BE, Rudy; Privates Clifford I. Adair, Henry W. Arvin, 
larles W. Askew, Frank Bounsler, Robert L. Collier, Erasmus T. 
Mark Garmon, George W. Gray, Joseph H. Gray, James 
George W. Harris, John T. Hawkins, Alphonso Holland, 

s Jefferson, Edward Johnson, George Johnson, John Kirkpatrick, 
; | Lee, Frank J. Lipscomb, West Logan, William Mapp, William 
McGuire, jr.. Thomas L. Mosley, Andrew Mitchell, James W. Newton, 
» W. Perkins, James Perry, Oscar W. Reid, Joseph Rogers, James 
Calvin Smith, George Smith, John Smith, John Streater, Robert 

I Leartis Webb, Lewis Williams, and James Woodson, all late of 
Cor hy C; and First Sergt. Israel Harris; Q. M. Sergt. Thomas J. 
Mare Sergts. Jerry E. Reeves and Jacob Frazier; Corpls. Temple 
ry n, David Powell, Winter Washington, Albert Roland, and 
Ballard; Musicians Hoytt Robinson and Joseph Jones; Cooks 

Dade and Robert Williams; Artificer George W. Newton; Pri- 
ites muel Wheeler, Charles Hawkins, Henry Barclay, Sam M. Bat- 
o ory T. W. Brown, John Butler, Richard Crooks, Strowder 
- Ilias Gant, James C. Gill, John Green, Alonzo Haley, George 
, Barney Harris, Joseph H. Howard, John A. Jackson, Benjamin 

son, Walter Johnson, Charles Jones, John R. Jones, William BR. 
William R. Jones, Edward Jordan, Wesley Mapp, William A. 


Harry Car- 


wrence 


Shepherd 
Holo- 
Kernan, 


Matthews, James Newton, Elmer Peters, Len Reeves, Edward Robinson, 
Tol ry Robinson, Robert L. Rogan, Samuel EB. Scott, Joseph Shanks, 
She, OW, Zachariah Sparks, William Van Hook, Edward Wicker- 
= 1 Dorsie Willis, all late of Company D; and Privates James 


“mons and August Williams, both of Company A; and Private 
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Boyd Conyers, | 





T. | joint resolution amending said act, approved May 1, 


| herewith 


James Duncan, , 
signed; also Privates Alexander Ash, Taylor Stroudemire, and Robert 


James, late of Troop C, 
Ww. he 

discharged without honor from 
suant to Special Orders, No. 266, War Department, November 9%, 1006, 
and within six months from the passage of this act remove from such 
records ‘ discharged without honor from the Army of the United States,’ 
unless evidence should hereafter be presented which, in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War, 
them to all the rights and privileges to which they would have been 
entitled had such 
dent to their discharge 
void, and the time elapsing since their discharge shall 


of such discharge : 
of enlistment which 
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late of Company G, and Private Perry Cisco, unas- 


Ninth United States Cavalry, and Private John 
roop H, Tenth United States Cavalry, who were 
the Army of the United States pur- 


Lewis, late of 


would not warrant such action, and restore 


been issued; 
be, and 


order never 
shall 


and all prohibitions inci 
hereby are, declared null and 
} be computed 
in determining all rights to which they may be respectively entitled 


on account of continuous service as though they had been in the 
service without gy and they shall not suffer any forfeiture 
of pay, emoluments, allowances, or any right or privilege by reason 


Provided, That in any case where the reguiar term 
the soldier was serving at the time when dis- 
charged without honor has in the meanwhile expired his record shall 
be, and hereby is, corrected so as to show an honorable discharge at 
the time of the expiration of such enlistment, and he shall be allowed 
full pay and allowances, and all emoluments, rights, and privileges 
until that time, and upon the restoration of any such noncommissioned 
officer or enlisted man, he shall be deemed to have reenlisted and 
the term of such reenlistment to have commenced as of the time when 
his previous enlistment would have expired, and his service under 
such reenlistment shall be without prejudice of any kind by reason 
of his former discharge without honor: And provided further, That in 
ease any of the noncommissioned officers or enlisted men belonging 
to said companies or troops and discharged without honor shall have 
died since they were so discharged and before the passage of this 
act, their respective records shall be, and hereby are, corrected in 
accordance with the provisions of this act, and their legal representa 
tives shall be entitled to all pay that would have become due to them 
from the time of their discharge until the time of their decease. 

“Sec. 2. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit 
the prosecution and punishment of any soldier reenlisting under the 
provisions hereof as to whom it may at any time hereafter appear 
that he did participate in said shooting affray or have knowledge 
thereof which he has withheld.” 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JOHN SIRRINE, 


On motion of Mr. Burrows, it was 


Ordered, That John Sirrine, the beneficiary named in the bill (S. 
2076) be, and hereby is, granted leave to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers filed in support of said bill, the said bill having be- 
come a law. 


REINDEER IN ALASKA, 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution, which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit a 
copy of the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon the work of introduc- 
ing reindeer into Alaska during the season of 1906. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 


| M. C. Latra, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 


dent had approved and signed the following act and joint reso- 
lutions: 

On May 13, 1908: 

S. 29. An act to provide for registration of all cases of tuber- 
culosis in the District of Columbia, for free examination of 
sputum in suspected cases, and for preventing the spread of 
tuberculosis in said District; 

S. R. 37. Joint resolution disapproving certain laws enacted by 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico; and 
S.R.79. Joint resolution authorizing the widening of 

channel of Michigan City Harbor. 
ELECTRIC STREET RAILWAY IN PONCE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 


the 


mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and ordered to be 
printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In accordance with section 32 of an act of Congress entitled “An act 


temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, 
and for other purposes,”’ approved April 12, 1900, and section 2 of the 
1900, IL transmit 
copy of an ordinance amending an ordinance passed by the 
executive council of Porto Rico April 19, 1907, entitled “An ordinance 
supplementary to an ordinance entitled ‘A franchise granting to W. 8. H 
Lothrop, his heirs, successors, and assigns, the right to construct and 
operate an electric street railway in certain streets in the city of Ponce 
and between the city of Ponce and the playa thereof,’ passed by the 


} executive council on the 27th day of February, 1901.” 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Tus Wuite House, May 1}, 1908. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill, being House 
bill 21260. . 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 21260) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments, 
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Mr. ALLISON. 
be dispensed with, that it may be read for amendment, and that 
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I ask that the formal reading of the bill may | 


the consideration of the amendments presented by the Commit- | 


tee on Appropriations shall be first in order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 


imous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed | 


with, that 
mittee amendments first considered. 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 
proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The proceeded to read the bill. 


+ 
pe 


Is there objection? 
The Secretary will 


pecretary 


the bill be read for amendment, and that the conm- | 


The first amend- | 


ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the items | 


‘Under the Treasury Department,” on page 1, after line 8, to 
insert: 
Bedford, Ind., post-office: For completion of the public building at 
Bedford, Ind., $12,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 
Clarinda, Iowa, post-office: 


9 


2, after line 6, to insert: 
For continuation of building, $25,000. 
The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 20, to insert: 


New Orleans, La., mint: For miscellaneous repairs and improvements, 
including repairs to outside walls and to grounds, installation of new 


plumbing, gas service, and electric-wiring system, exterior and interior | 


painting, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 3, to insert: 


Richmond, Va., rent of buildings: For rent of temporary quarters at 
Richmond, Va., including necessary moving expenses, in addition to the 


amount appropriated by sundry civil act approved March 4, 1907, 
$10,000, 


etc., $30,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 20, to insert: 

San Francisco, Cal., custom-house: The Secretary of the Treasury is 
nuthorized, upon the completion of the custom-house in the city of San 
Francisco, Cal., to pay to Thomas Butler, the contractor for the con- 
struction of said building, in addition to the contract price therefor, 
such sum as may be equitable and just to reimburse said contractor for 


work or material lost or destroyed by the earthquake and great fire of | 
April, 1906, including compensation for the increased cost of labor and | 


material above the prices prevailing in the open market previous to 
said earthquake and fire, not exceeding the sum of $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 19, to insert: 


Wichita, Kans., post-office and court-house: For the completion of 
the enlargement, extension, remodeling, and improvement of the Gov- 
ernment building at Wichita, Kans., $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


March 
| which forbids the payment of pensions to officers or men in the A: 





The next amendment was, on page 10, line 10, after the word | 


“Department,” to insert “and the annual subscriptions to 


technical periodicals and journals may be paid in advance,” so | 


as to make the clause read: 

Plans for public buildings: For books of reference, technical period- 
icals and journals, photographic instruments, chemicals, plates and 
photographic materials of like nature for use of the office of the Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury Department, and the annual sub- 


scriptions to technical periodicals and journals may be paid in advance, 
$2,000 
~~) . 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 18, to insert: 


Land for buildings for the Departments of State, Justice, and Com- 
merce and Labor: To enable the Secretary of the Treasury, in his dis- 
cretion, to acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, 
whole of squares Nos. 226, 227, 228, 229, and 230, in the city of Wash- 
ington, and toward the erection of one or two buildings thereon, 
$3,000,000, That part of C street, Ohio avenue, D street, and E street 
iying between the squares named herein is hereby made a part of the 
site authorized by this provision. 
Treasury decide to institute condemnation proceedings in order to secure 


May 14, 


There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 


| in the Recorp, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, May 13, 1908, 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
United States Senate. 
Sir: I request that you will endeavor to have inserted in the sur 


| civil bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, under the Rev: 


Cutter Service, the following proviso: 

“Provided, That hereafter no pension shall be allowed or paid to 
commissioned officer, warrant officer, or enlisted man in the Rey: 
Cutter Service, either on the active or retired list.” 

I desire to call your attention to a provision in the act app: 

3, 1891, making appropriations for the payment of pens 


Navy, or Marine Corps, in the following words: 
“And provided further, That hereafter no pension shall be all 


| or paid to any officer, noncommissioned officer, or private in the A: 


Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States, either on the activ: 


| retired list.” 


By the act approved April 12, 1902, a retired list was created for 
commissioned officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, and by the act 
approved April 16, 1908, warrant officers and enlisted men of 
Service shall, upon suitable application, be placed on waiting « 
and receive 75 per cent of the pay and increase of their gra 
rating. Furthermore, under the act approved April 16, 1908, off ; 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service with a creditable record who s i 
during the civil war have the rank and will receive three-fourtlis of 
the pay of the next higher grade. Under the provisions of exi ‘ 
law it appears manifestly proper that pensions should not be allowed 
to officers or men of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Respectfully, 


Grorce B. CorTetyou, Seeretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 22, to insert: 

For the construction of a launch, of such motive power as may be 
determined by the Secretary of the Treasury, for the use of tl! 
toms service at and in the vicinity of Los Angeles, Cal., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 2, to insert: 

For the construction of a launch, of such motive power as may be 
determined by the Secretary of the Treasury, for the use of the cus- 
toms service at and in the vicinity of Portiand, Oreg., $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 6, to insert: 


For the construction of one steam revenue cutter of the first « 
for duty on the coast of Oregon, $250,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 9, to insert: 


For the construction of a wharf and storehouses thereon at Waad- 
dah Island, Neah Bay, Washington, for the use of the United States 


| Revenue-Cutter Service and the United States Life-Saving Service, in 
| connection with the ocean-going tug and life-saving station authorized 


| Institution, 


by the act of Congress approved April 19, 1906, $24,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the items “ Under Smithsonian 
” on page 20, line 17, to increase the appropriation 


| for continuing ethnological researches among the American 


That should the Secretary of the | 


any or all of the land herein authorized to be acquired, such proceed- | 


ings shall be in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 


approved August 30, 1890, providing a site for the enlargement of the | 


Government Printing Office. (U. 8. Stat. L., vol. 26, ch. 837.) 
That a commission, to be composed of the Secretary of State, the 


Secretary of the Treasury, the Attorney-General, the Secretary of Com- | National Gallery of Art, $60,000. 
merce and Labor, and the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and | ; ; 7 > $60, 


Grounds, which is hereby created, shall report to Congress preliminary | 


plans and an estimate of cost for one or two buildings to be erected on 
said site for the use of the Departments of State, Justice, and Commerce 


and Labor, and for other governmental purposes, said preliminary plans | 
and estimate of cost to be paid for out of the appropriation herein made. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of “ Revenue-Cutter | 


Service,” on page 17, after line 2, to insert: 


For additional amount required for the foregoing 
out the provisions of the Army appropriation act 
1909, $157,564.74. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter no pension shall be allowed or paid to 
any commissioned officer, warrant officer, or enlisted man in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service either on the active or retired list. 

1 ask that the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury which 
I send to the desk may be inserted in the Recorp, 


or the fiscal year 


On page 17, after line 7, I move to insert the 


urposes, to carry | 


Indians and the natives of Hawaii under the direction of tle 


= | Smithsonian Institution, etc., from $40,000 te $45,000. 
1 | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for expense of heating, lighting, electrical, tvic- 
graphic, and telephonic service for the National Museum from 
$22,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 10, to ins 


For fitting up and adapting the wee hall and adjacent stairw 
the Smithsonian building for the exhibition of the collections « 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head “ Interstate 
merce Commission,” on page 23, line 11, before the word ° 
lars,” to strike out “one thousand five hundred” and | 
“three thousand,” so as to make the clause read: 


For all other authorized expenditures necessary in the exec 
laws to regulate commerce, $700,000, cf which sum not exceeding > 
may be expended in the employment of counsel, and not ex 
$3,000 may be expended for the purchase of necessary books, 
and periodicals, and not exceeding $1,500 may be expended for »! 
other than that done at the Government Printing Office. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 30, to inse! 


For custodian of the public buildings in St. Paul, Minn., ow! 
the United States Government, $2,200, said custodian to be apt 
by the Secretary of the Treasury without reference to any 


| regulations applying to classified of civil service. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 5, to insert: The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 3, to insert: 


‘ral inspector of supplies for public buildings: For one general Anchorage buoys in the port of New York: For establishing, replac 
tor. under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to be | Ing, and maintaining a!!l anchorage buoys required in connection with 
ted by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the | the enforcement of the provisions of the act of May 16, 1888, relating 
e, whose duty it shall be to inspect public buildings under the | to the anchorage of vessels in the port of New York, $10,000. 

| of the Treasury Department, and report on the efficiency of the cad 

ins’ forces, and the use of fuel, lights, water, miscellaneous rhe amendment was agreed to. 

es, ete., $3,000; and fer actual necessary traveling expenses, not The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 9, to insert: 
ding $2,000; in all $5,000. | 








_ Potomac River: For the establishment of additional aids to naviga- 
rhe amendment was agreed to. Hon on the Potomac River, $5,000. 


ny Ame a rac ava 2 « » ty * sayeth © = 
rhe next amendment was, on page 30, after line 15, to insert: | Phe amendment was agreed to. 


Inspector of furniture and other furnishings for public buildings: The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 14, to strike 
le the Secretary of the Treasury to employ a suitable person : 


spect all public buildings and examine into their requirements for out: 

{ and other furnishings, $2,500; and for actual necessary The Secretary of Commerce and Labor is hereby authorized and di 

ng expenses, including actual traveling expenses of assistant, | rected to accept as a gift from the owner or owners a piece of land 

x ding $3,000; in all, $5,500, 150 feet long by 100 feet wide, which shall be selected by the Secr« 
= "Ss tary of Commerce and Labor from a tract of land situated in sect i 
rhe amendment was agreed to. } 23, town 4 south, range 19 west, Berrien County, Mich., and bounded 


The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 23, to insert: | on the west by Lake Michigan, on the south by the north pier at tl 

entrance of St. Joseph and Benton Harbor, on the east by lands owned 
by the United States and occupied as a light-house stati and light 
house supply depot, and on the north by a line drawn westerly from the 
The amendment was agreed to. northwest corner of said lands occupied as a light-house station and 


‘The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 13, to strike | light-house supply depot, parallel with said north pier at the en 






issistant inspector of furniture and other furnishings for public | 
ngs, $1,600. 











, tis “agraph : trance of said harbor, to Lake Michigan; and upon the delivery of a 
out the following paragraph: deed with abstract showing good title to said tract of land offered as 
No part of any money appropriated by this act shall be used in pay- | a gift, in the United States, the Light-House Board is authorize nd 

‘ , 7 


‘ ompensation or expenses of any person detailed or transferred | directed to erect the new light keeper's dwelling heretofore author 
ized for said station on said tract of land so acquired. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 9, to insert: 
Tender, San Francisco, Cal.: For tender for the use of the in- 
spector of the twelfth light-house depot, San Francisco, Cal., $215,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 13, to insert: 
Light-ship on the Knuckle of the Frying Pan Shoal: For a light- 
ship on the Knuckle of the Frying Pan Shoal, off Cape Fear, North 


the Secret Service Division of the Treasury Department or who 
it any time, during the fiscal year 1909, have been employed by 
der said Secret Service Division. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, line 12, after the word 
ooks,” to insert “for use of the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Bureau,” so as to make the clause read: 
For journals and scientific books, for use of the Public Health and 
M 1¢-Hospital Bureau, $500. 
he amendment was agreed to. Carolina, $115,000. 
he next amendment was, on page 38, after line 22, to insert: Mr. OVERMAN. I desire to have a change of phraseology 
Mint at Philadelphia: The superintendent of the United States mint | made in the amendment. After the words “ Nerth Carolina,’ [ 
Vhiladelphia is hereby authorized, with the approval of the Director move to add: 


t Mint, where more than one specimen of any coin or medal has | ; , 
n acquired, to sell or exchange the duplicate or duplicates that may To be located at the place from which the old light-ship was removed. 


needed or desired for scientific purposes, or for the purpose of exhi mn ICE-_PRESIDENT Thea reti; Fics acrreeing ha 
1; also to sell a souvenir medal of design to be approved by the The VICE-PRESIDENT. rhe 0 ston 8 we age 6 to are 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina to 


oy 


Se tary of the Treasury, the same to be prepared at the mint at . 
| adelphia, and all profits above the actual cost of manufacture aris- | the amendment of the committee. 
from the sale of the said souvenir medals, and the proceeds from | Mr. ALLISON, ‘The phraseology there is in conformity with 


ile or exchange of duplicate coins and medals, shall be added to J 
ount appropriated for the purchase of specimen coins and ores | the law. s 4 : ; : 
the cabinet of the said mint. Mr. OVERMAN. Yes; I introduced the bill and I want it 


Mr. ALLISON. In the amendment of the committee, on page | located at the same place from which the old light-ship was 


29, line 2, after the word “ may,” at the end of the line, I move | removed. It says here upon the Knuckle. The Knuckle might 
to insert the word “not,” and on the same page, in line 11, I | be on the coast some distance from that point. I want to locate 


, 


and to insert in lieu | it where the old light-ship was. 
Mr. ALLISON. If it does not change the law I do not see 


to strike out the word “ from’ 
thereof the word “ for.” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. any objection to it. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. |} Mr. OVERMAN. Not at all. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 12, to insert: The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


Repair, ete., of “ The Hermitage:” For the repair, improvement, and 
care of “ The Hermitage,” the home of President Andrew Jackson, situ- 
d in Davidson County, Tenn., $25,000. Said sum shall be paid to 


the Ladies’ Hermitage Association of Tennessee. Five thousand dol- 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 17, to insert: 


Light-vessel, St. Johns River Bar, Florida: For completing the con- 


l said sum shall be immediately available for repairing the build- | SePecesee, ee ne: and Cas Comes ae “* eee — 
and tomb and improving and beautifying the eeu ona premises, | Sekt-propelling Hight-vessel, With a steam fog signal, $125,000. 
emaining $20,000 shall be held by said Ladies’ Hermitage Asso- | The amendment was agreed to. 
in trust, and the interest thereon only used for the purpose of | The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 5, to insert: 
I ig in repair the buildings, tomb, and premises, and caring for : : : ; ; = } ' 
1 im Said sum of $20,000 shall be invested by said Ladies’ Her- | For the following aids to navigation, as authorized by t ct toh au- 
ce Association in United States bonds, bonds of the State of Ten- | thorize additional aids to navigation in the Light-House Establishment, 
or some other good and safe security, to be approved by the | and for other purposes, approved May , 1908, namely 2 
iry of the Treasury of the United States, and held by said asso- First light-house district : wer. @ tender for we Ms the Sret ligat- 
is @ permanent trust fund, and the interest on said fund shal! | house district and elsewhere as may be directed, $200,000 ; 
ver devoted and applied as herein directed, and for no other Third licht-house district: For a light and fog-signal station at or 


near Negro Poirt, on Wards Island, Hell Gate, East River, New York 

: $10,000 
J le amendment was agreed to. For a light and signal or whistling buoy fitted with submarine bell 
| next amendment was, in the items “ Under the Depart- off Point Judith, Rhode Island, $9,000. 


‘ 7. 99 ; . : ‘or a light « signal or istling buoy fitt with subi ‘ine be 
ment Of Commerce and Labor,” on page 40, after line 9, to in- iden Bm ym moar. the ts cae . te the centaoa ‘ annel at Gi 





aes ville, N. J., in New York Bay, $9,000 
sration station, Ellis Island, N. Y.: For dredging new channel For a new spar shop, at a cost not to exceed $3,000, and a wooden 
t d landing facilities for arriving aliens and their baggage, | Gump scow, at a cost not to exceed $7,500, at the general light-house 
$ 0, which shall be paid from the permanent appropriation for | depot, Tompkinsville, N. ¥., $10,500. — > Pp ein 
é s of regulating immigration. | For a storehouse and dock at San Juan, P. R., $15,000 , 
; Fourth light-house district: For a ght and fog signal station on 
amendment was agreed to. | Elbow of Cross Ledge, Delaware Bay, New Jersey, $21,500 
© hext amendment was, on page 40, after line 14, to insert: For moving the Schooner Ledge range lights, Delaware Ri Penn 
sylvania, so as to comply with the change in position of the dredged 


, ration station, Boston, Mass.: For the purchase of a site and channel of the Delaware River, $10,650 
on and furnishing of suitable buildings for an immigrant sta- For range lights, Reedy Is! ind, Delaware River, Delaware and New 
the port of Boston, Mass., $250,000. or so much thereof as may | Jersey. $25.000. mak? cs s yin xs 
sary, which shall be paid from the permanent appropriation | * For a temporary light at Goose Island Flats, Delaware River, Dela- 
enses of regulating immigration. ware, $15,000 ae : tea wae eee * 
© amendment was agreed to. For post lights on,Delaware River between Bordentown and Trenton, 


e ne ‘ “Tr: N. J., $500. 
ext amendment was, under the subhead “ Light-houses, N jhe sieht house district: For one buoy to be placed off Cay 
‘*, and fog signals,” at the top of page 42, to insert: Henry; one buoy to be placed to the northward of the Middle Ground 


j 
| 

n Island and West Bank light stations, New York: Toward near the entrance to Chesapeake Bay, and one relief buoy, all to be 
| 


. ing a light-house on Staten Island, New York, and raising light and signal or whistling buoys, each fitted with submarine bell, 
’ ink light, $50,000. $27,000. 


For a post-lantern light, at or near the mouth of Lewer Broad Creek, 


imendment was agreed to, North Carolina, $500. 
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For additional amount for a light and fog-signal station at Ragged 
Point, Potomac River, Virginia, $5,000. 

Sixth light-house district: For a tender for the use of the engineer 
a the Sixth light-house district and elsewhere, as may be directed, 
$30,000. 

Kighth light-house district: For a light and fog-signal 
or near the end of Sabine Pass jetty, $40,000. 

For additional amount for a light and fog-signal station at or near 
the outer end of one of the jetties at Galveston Harbor, $10,000. 

For a buoy wharf and depot shed at Fort San Jacinto, Tex., Mili- 
tary Reservation, Galveston Harbor, $10,000. 

Ninth light-house district: For a light vessel at Milwaukee 
Wisconsin, $75,000. 

lor a fog-signal station at Grand Point au Sable, Michigan, $11,000. 

Tenth light-house district: For a light station at each of the east 
ane west breakwater pierheads, entrance to Cleveland Harbor, Ohio, 

2 OOO, 

Eleventh light-house district: For additional amount for a relief 
light-vessel for the ninth and eleventh light-house districts, $20,000. 

To enable the Light-House Board to make survey and estimate the 
cost and report upon the feasibility and need of establishing a light 
and fog station on Gull Island, or the easterly end of Michigan Island, 
Apostie Group, and whether, when said station is established, the ex- 
isting station on the westerly end of Michigan Island can be safely 
closed, $2,000. 

Twelfth light-house district: For a light and fog-signal station at 
or near Four Mile Creek, near Punta Gorda, Cal., $60,000. 

For a light and fog-signal station at some point on the northerly 
or westerly coast of Kauai Island, Hawaii, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 13, to insert: 

Thirteenth light-house district: To enable the Light-House Board to 
survey and estimate the cost and report upon the feasibility and need 
of establishing a light-vessel or light station at or near Orford Reef, 
off Cape Blanco, Oregon, $2,000. 

To enable the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to establish and 
provide in the Light-House Establishment at such places as shall, in 
the opinion of the Light-House Board, be for the best interests of the 


Light-Hlouse Service, two oil houses, at a cost not to exceed $1,500 each, 
$3,000. . 


station at 


law 
ay, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 49, line 10, after the word “ mil- 
lion,” I move to insert “one hundred and eighty thousand six 
hundred and seventy-five.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated, 

The Secretary. On page 49, in line 10, after the words “ one 
million,” it is proposed to insert “ one hundred and eighty thou- 
sand six hundred and seventy-five,” so as to read: 

Salaries of keepers of light-houses: For salaries, fuel, rations, rent of 
quarters where necessary, and all other necessary incidental expenses 
of not exceeding 1,650 light-house and fog-signal keepers and laborers 
attending other lights, $1,180,675. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead 


“ Light-House Establishment,” on page 50, line 1, to increase the | , 
& a ee veh ce. othe ~ ; | 5, to insert: 


appropriation for from $900,000 to 
$1,000,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 50, line 21, after the name “ Cape 
Fear,’ I move to insert “‘and Pasquotank River between South 
Mills and the mouth of said river.” I will say to the Senator 
from North Carolina that I move this amendment in response to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, 
without the insertion of an appropriation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 50, line 21, after the name “ Cape 
Fear,” it is proposed to insert “ and Pasquotank River between 
South Mills and the mouth of said river,” so as to read: 

Cape Fear River and Pasquotank River between South Mills and the 
mouth of said river, North Carolina. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 50, line 22, 
after the word “ Florida,” to insert “including the Hillsboro, 
Halifax, and Matanzas rivers, in Florida, their entrances or 
inlets, tributaries and connecting canals;” and on page 51, line 
8, after the words “ Fox River,” to insert “ Lake Winnebago and 
connecting lakes and channels,” so as to make the clause read: 


Lighting of rivers: For the pay of officers and crews of light-house 
tenders and of clerks and other employees in the offices of the light- 
house inspectors; and for establishing, supplying, and maintaining post 
lights on the Hudson and East rivers, New York; the Raritan River, 
New Jersey; Connecticut River, Thames River between Norwich and 
New London, Connecticut; the Delaware River between Philadelphia, 
Pa., and Bordentown, N. J.:; the Elk River, Maryland; Monongahela 
River, York River, James River, Virginia; Cape Fear River, North 
Carolina; Savannah River, Georgia; St. Johns and Indian rivers, 
Florida, including the Hillsboro, Halifax, and Matanzas rivers, in 
Florida, their entrances, or inlets, tributaries, and connecting canals ; 
at Chicott Pass, and to mark navigable channel along Grand Lake, 
Louisiana; at the mouth of Red River, Louisiana; on the Mississippi, 
Missouri, Ohio, Tennessee, Illinois, and Great Kanawha rivers; Sacra- 
mento and San Joaquin rivers, California; on the Columbia and Willa- 
mette rivers, Oregon; on Puget Sound, Washingten Sound, and adja- 
cent waters, Washington; and the channels in St. Louis and Superior 


expenses of buoyage 
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bays, at the head of Lake Superior; Fox River, Lake Winnebago, an: 
connecting lakes and channels; in Alaskan waters and Hawaiian w 
ters; the Light-House Board being hereby authorized to lease the nec 
essary ground for all such lights and beacons as are for temporary u 
or are used to point out changeable channels, and which in consequen 
can not be made permanent, $375,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “Bureau 
Fisheries,” on page 74, after line 13, to insert: 


Biological station, Mississippi River Valley: To enable the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor to establish and equip a biological station, { 
the propagation of fresh-water mussels, in the upper Mississippi River 
Valley, at some suitable point to be selected by the Secretary of Com 
merce and Labor, including purchase of site, construction of buildings 
and ponds, and equipment, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Miscellaneous 
objects, Department ef Commerce and Labor,” on page 76, after 
line 8, to insert: 


Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization: For compensation and 
per diem, to be fixed by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, of «x 
aminers, interpreters, clerks, and stenographers, for the purpose of 
earrying on the work of the Division of Naturalization, Bureau of 
Immigration and Naturalization, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved June 29, 1906, entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of Im 
gration and Naturalization, and to provide for a uniform rule for ( 
naturalization of aliens throughout the United States” (34 Stats 
p. 596), the per diem to be subject to such rules and regulations as | 


| Secretary of Commerce and Labor may prescribe, in lieu of subsisten 


at a rate not exceeding $4 per day, to each of said examiners, int r 
preters, clerks, and stenographers, while absent from their official s: 
tion, and also of other officers and employees in the Division of Natu- 
ralization while absent on duty outside of the District of Columbia, a: 
for their actual necessary traveling expenses, including sleeping-: 
fares, $166,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment to the committee 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee wil! be 
stated. 

The SecreETARY. On page 77, at the end of line 4 of the com- 
mittee amendment, after the word “ dollars,” it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, That the estimates for the Bureau 
Naturalization shall hereafter show the total 


of Immigration and 
number of people em 


| ployed therein, the amounts required for the pay of each, and a detailed 


statement of other expenses estimated for under said Bureau. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next Amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
“Under the Department of the Interior,” on page 77, after lie 

GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to complete the unfinished 
drafting and field-note writing pertaining to surveys in the States oi 


| Minnesota, North Dakota, and Florida, caused by the discontinuance of 


the offices of the surveyors-general in those States, $7,700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Pension Office, 
on page 77, line 16, after the word “ authorized,” to insert * dur- 
ing the remainder of the present fiscal year and,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Out of the unexpended balance of the a for investixa- 
tion of pension cases, Pension Office, for the fiscal year 1908, the (om- 
missioner of Pensions is authorized, during the remainder of the pres 
ent fiscal year and until the close of the fiscal year 1909, to use not 
exceeding $15,000 toward the installation of a card-index system o! 
the records of the Pension Office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Public bu 
ings,” on page 78, after line 14, to insert: 

Heating apparatus, buildings, Department of the Interior: For 
structing new stack and for repairing and improving heating 4 
ratus for the Interior Department buildings, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 4, to insert: 


To enable the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Gr 
to pay for the marble bracket in the Supreme Court room suppo 
the bust of Chief Justice Waite, and to have the same appropri 
inscribed, $120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 9, to inser 


To enable the Superintendent of the Capitol to complete the 
filing cases in the document room, to replace the wooden shelvin 
various parts thereof, and for steel shelving in south end of > 
$7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 14, to ins: 
For special repairs to the Senate document room, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to, 








1908. 





rhe next amendment was, on page 79, after line 16, to insert: 
r casting in bronze the doors for the west entrance, central por- 


‘ of the Capitol building, in conformity with the models aiready 
oved, $10,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 20, to insert: 


ward the construction of the fireproof building for committee 

ms and offices for the United States Senate, provided for in the sun- 
civil act approved April 28, 1904, including not exceeding $50 for 
purchase of necessary technical books, $1,200,000. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 2, to insert: 


ro reimburse the Senate Office Building appropriation for extraordi- 
nary expenses incurred in deep foundation work incident to the con- 


‘ 


‘tion of the railway tunnel at the east side of the Senate Office | 


Building, $49,761. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, on page 80, after line 7, to insert: 

Vor furnishing the Office Building, United States Senate, including 
furniture for office rooms, furniture for caucus and retiring rooms, and 
for kitchen and restaurant equipment, $300,500, to be immediately 
available and to remain available until expended; said ~yo Eo to 

expended under the direction of the Commission of the United States 
Senate designated by law to supervise the construction of said Office 
Building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 15, to insert: 


For maintenance, including heating, lighting, ventilating, miscellane- 
ous items and supplies, and for all necessary personal and other services 
for the temporary operation of the building, under the direction and 
supervision of the Senate Office Building Commission, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 6, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “‘two” and insert “six; ” and in line 
10, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “ five” and insert 
so as to make the clause read: 

Lighting the Capitol and grounds: For lighting the Capitol and 


” 


* nine, 


‘uilding, Botanic Garden, Senate and House stables, and engine house, 
jaltby Building, and folding and storage rooms of the Senate and 
louse of Representatives; for gas and electric lighting; pay of super- 
intendent of meters, at the rate of $1,600 per annum, who shall inspect 
all gas and electric meters of the Government in the District of Colum- 
is thout additional compensation, lamplighters, gas fitters, and for 
materials and labor for gas and electric lighting, and for general 
repairs, $42,900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 16, to strike 
out “ Expenses of the collection of revenue from sales of public 
lands” and insert: 

Public Lands Service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, and read to 
the end of the following clause, on pages 83 and 84: 


Depredations on public timber, protecting public lands, and settle- 
ment of claims for swamp land and swamp-land indemnit To meet 
the expenses of protecting timber on the public lands, and for the more 
eflicient execution of the law and rules relating to the cutting thereof; 
of protecting public lands from illegal and fraudulent entry or appro- 
priation, and of adjusting claims for swamp lands, and indemnity for 
swamp lands, $500,000, to be immediately available, of which sum 
$250,000 is for the purpose of bringing up the work of the General 
Land Office hereunder so as to make the same current: Provided, That 


i 
\ 






agents and others employed under this appropriation shall be selected | 


by the Secretary of the Interior, and allowed per diem, subject to such 
rules and regulations as he may prescribe, in lieu of subsistence, at a 
rate not exceeding $3 per day and actual necessary expenses for trans- 
portation, including necessary sleeping-car fares. 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I de not wish to unduly inter- 
rupt the reading of the bill, but I should like to make an in- 
quiry, which I presume will be considered as pertinent. We re- 
cently had under consideration and acted upon the agricul- 
tural appropriation bill, in which there were very large appro- 
priations for the protection of the public forests. I notice that 


in this bill there is also an additional appropriation upon the | 


Same line, The Senator who was in charge of the agricultural 
appropriation bill is present, and possibly he might comply with 
the request which I am about to make, that there be some ex- 
pianation of the fact that an additional appropriation is required 
for what seems to me to be practically the same line of work. 
Mr. WARREN. This appropriation is under the Secretary 
of the Interior. It is another Department. All of the public 
“NGS, aS to survey, Sale, purchase, and so forth, are really un- 
e Interior Department, except those which are placed 
r the jurisdiction of the Agricultural Department as forest 
It sometimes occurs that they eliminate certain 
('s Trom the forest reserves and restore them to the jurisdic- 
‘ the Interior Department. Then the Interior Department 
ses the lands and restores them to the open public do- 
rhis small appropriation is for the purpose last stated. 
a BACON. It is sufficient for the Senator to say that the 
ite uo hot relate to the same lands, 
Mr. WARREN, Not at all. 


{ 
1 
reserves, 
t 


oA 
ad 


ni 


ids about the same, including the House of Representatives Office | 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead 
“Public lands service,” on page 85, after line 17, to insert: 

Protection of national monuments: For the custody, administration, 


and protection of national monuments under the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 5, to insert: 

Arid lands in Idaho and Wyoming: That an additional 1,000,000 
acres of arid lands within each of the States of Idaho and Wyoming 
be made available and subject to the terms of section 4 of an act of 
Congress entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other pur Ss,” approved August 18, 1894, and by amendments 
thereto, and that the States of Idaho and Wyoming be allowed under 
the provisions of said acts said additional area or so much thereof 
as may be necessary for the purposes and under the provisions of said 
acts. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Surveying 
the public lands,” on page 88, after line 23, to insert the fol- 
lowing additional proviso: 


Provided further, That in the States of California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, the Ter- 
ritories of Arizona and New Mexico, and the district of Alaska there 


| may be allowed, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interier, for 


the survey and resurvey of lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or 
covered with dense undergrowth, rates not exceeding $25 per linear 
mile for standard and meander lines, $23 for township, and $20 for 
section lines; the provisions of section 2411, Revised Statutes of the 
United States, authorizing allowance for surveys in California and 
Oregon, are hereby extended to all of the above-named States and Ter- 
ritories and district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, after line to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to cause the public-land sur- 
veys to be extended over the area embraced within the exterior limits 
of the Fort Keogh Military Reservation, in the State of Montana, 
$4,200, or so much thertof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, after line to insert: 

For the ascertainment, survey, marking, and permanent establish- 
ment of that portion of the boundary line between the State of Idaho 
and the State of Washington from a point in the center of the Snake 
River opposite the mouth of the Clearwater River, thence due north to 
the international boundary line between the United States and the 
British possessions, an estimated distance of 185 miles, including the 
expense of an examination of the survey in the field, the rate of com- 
pensation per mile to the surveyor to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the same to include the cost of the preparation of the plats 
and field notes of the survey in triplicate, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ United States 
Geological Survey,” on page 93, line 12, to increase the appro- 
priation for geological surveys in the various portions of the 
United States from $200,000 to $300,000. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to make an inquiry, with the 
permission of the Senator in charge of the bill. There have 
been some surveys suspended in the State of Georgia during 
the past year because of the reason alleged by the Geological 
Survey that the necessary money was lacking. I simply de- 
sire to know of the Senator whether this amendment, which 
inserts “three” instead of “two,” making the appropriation 
$300,000 instead of $200,000, will be sufficient to cover such 
surveys as the Director has been heretofore unable to make by 
reason of the insufficiency of the appropriation? 

Mr. ALLISON. I infer that this additional sum will cover 
the cost of the surveys required. We have given the amount 
estimated by the Department. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will see the purpose of the inquiry. 
As I have been met heretofore with the reply that there was 
not money enough, I wanted to know, when I next made appli- 
cation for the continuation of that survey, that there has been 
proper provision made in that regard. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think this will cover it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 94, line 24, 
after the word “ dollars,” to insert the following | 


*) 


ms 


» 
oy, 


roviso: 





Provided,.That in examinations, hereby authorized, of fuel materials 
for the use of the Government of the United States, or for the purpose 
of increasing the general efficiency or available supply of the fuel re- 
sources in the United States, the Director of the Geological Survey 
may have the necessary materials collected from any part of the United 
States where they represent extensive deposits; and it shall be the 
duty of the Director of the Geological Survey to have examined, with- 
out charge, the fuels required for use by the Government of the United 
States, and to give these examinations preference over other worl 
Provided further, That in publishing the results of these in 
the materials examined shall not be credited to any | | 
corporation, but shall be collected and described as 1 enting such 


extensive deposits. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 95, line 19, to increase the 
total appropriation for the United States Geological Survey 
from $1,335,520 to $1,435,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, line 6, before the 
word “ thousand,” to strike out “one hundred and seventy-five ” 
and insert “two hundred,” so as to read: 

Education in Alaska: To enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his 
discretion and under his direction, to provide for the education and 
support of the Eskimos, Aleuts, Indians, and other natives of Alaska; 
for erection, repair, and rental of school buildings; for text-books and 
industrial apparatus; for pay and necessary traveling expenses of 
general agent, assistant agent, superintendents, teachers, physicians, 
and other employees, and all other necessary miscellaneous expenses 
which are not included under the above special heads, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 1, to increase the 
appropriation for the support of reindeer stations in Alaska, 
etc., from $8,500 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 99, line 12, to increase the 
appropriation for protection and improvement of the Crater 
Lake National Park from $3,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 7, after the word 
“four,” to insert “not exceeding $7,000,” so as to make the 
clause read: 


Authority is hereby granted to expend such portion of the balance 
of the appropriation for furniture for new buildings for the hospital, 
made in the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1904, 


not exceeding $7,000, as may be necessary for necessary furnishings 
of the foregoing assembly hall. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, line 5, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “ten thousand five hundred” and 
insert “ fifteen thousand,” so as to make the clause read: 

For subsistence, fuel and light, clothing, bedding, forage, medicine, 


medical and surgical supplies, surgical instruments, electric lights, 
repairs, furniture, and other absolutely necessary expenses, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, line 6, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Freedmen’s 
Hospital from $29,000 to $33,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 16, to insert: 


The unexpended balance of the appropriation for furniture for the 
new Freedmen’s Hospital building made in the sundry civil act of 


March 4, 1907, is hereby reappropriated and made available until 
expended. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 21, to insert: 


San Juan Piute Indians: That the sum of $5,000 for the purchase 
of lands and sheep for the San Juan Piute Indians and $10,500 for the 
support and civilization of the Kaibab Indians in Utah, etc., ap- 
propriated in the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1907 
and reappropriated and made available for the use of the Piute Indians 
in southern Utah and northern Arizona by the Indian appropriation act 
approved March 1, 1907, is hereby reappropriated and nade available 


for the use of said Piute Indians in southern Utah and northern 
Arizona. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on page 104, after line 9, to insert: 


Augusta Arsenal, Augusta, Ga.: For the installation of machinery 
and for changes in buildings to receive it, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 105, after line 5, to insert: 


For repairs to the Moline bridge, connecting Rock Island Arsenal 
and the city of Moline, $9,350. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 24, after the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “And the testing machines at the Water- 
town Arsenal are hereby transferred to the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor,” so as to make the clause read: 

Testing machines, Watertown Arsenal: For the necessary profes- 
sional and skilled labor, purchase of materials, tools, and appliances 
for. operating the testing machines, for investigative test and tests of 
United States material for constructions, and for instruments and 


materials for operating the chemical laboratory in connection therewith, 
and for maintenance of the establishment, $35,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 109, line 11, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds 
is authorized to permit to be erected temporary structures upon reserva- 
tions used as children’s playgrounds, under such regulations as he may 
impose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 

For 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to, 


aving with asphalt the roadway around the Washington Monu- 
7,500. 





| mission, 


3, to insert: | ; 7 a 
| of improving our inland waterways, but if I am correct!y !" 
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The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 15, to inser: - 


aA establishing, fitting up, and maintaining children’s playgrounds, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 122, line 20, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 

Of which amount $10,000, or so much thereof as may, in the opinion 
of the Secretary of War, be necessary, may be expended to repair and 


strengthen the levee heretofore constructed eg the west bank of the 
Mississippi River between Flint Creek and the lowa River. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For continuing improvement of Mississippi River from the mouth 
of the Missouri River to Minneapolis, Minn., $500,000, of which amount 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may, in the opinion of the Secretary 
of War, be necessary, may be expended to repair and strengthen the 
levee heretofore constructed along the west bank of the Mississippi 
River between Flint Creek and the lowa River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. This part of the bill seems to relate to the sub- 
ject-matter, and I desire to ask a question of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate], as he is doubtless familiar with it. I notice 
in this morning’s Post what purports to be an extract from a 
speech by the President of the United States yesterday, in 
which there occurs this paragraph: 

I have begged Congress for an appropriation to rpetuate the In- 
land Waterways Commission, but my appeals have mn unheeded. If 
Congress does not perpetuate the Commission, I will find a way to do 
so without the aid of Congress. 

I want to ask the Senator from Maine, who is familiar not 
only with this approprfation bill, but is active in the preparation 
of all of them, whether or not in this bill, or in any other, 
there is an appropriation such as that which is spoken of by 
the President of the United States in the extract from his 
speech which I have just read? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will turn to the middle of page 
143 he will find an appropriation 

Mr. BACON. Is that the appropriation which is alluded to 
in this speech? 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. BACON, 
that purpose? 

Mr. HALE. It has been put in just as estimated for. 

Mr. BACON. I think we may then be congratulated that 
the work may be proceeded with in accordance with law, and 
not in violation of law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I was not present yesterday 
at the conference at the White House, but a Senator who was 
present informed me that when that statement was mule, 
which has just been read by the Senator from Georgia, the 
forty-two governors who were present, and the representatives 
from all the States, including Georgia, wildly applauded. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know about the representatives from 
Georgia, and I would not undertake to criticise the representa- 
tives from any other State. But if any representative from 
Georgia applauded that sentiment that the President could use 
money not appropriated by Congress, I would not have any 
hesitation in condemning him as having done a very improper 
thing. Having said that much, I think I ought to state the 
reason. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ge 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. HALE. I have not read the newspapers giving the ac 
counts that the Senator from Georgia and the Senator from New 
York refer to, and so I may say that I do not know enous! 
about it to be certain that what was referred to is the item on 
page 143. I only know that this is the only estimate whi! 
has come to the committee with reference to any waterways 
commission, and that the committee has inserted it jus 
estimated for. But what was in the mind of the Preside 
course I do not know. I only know that the committee | 
put in whatever has been submitted to it by estimate fro! 
Department for any waterways commission, Whether | 
the commission, or whether it is some other one, I do not ! 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I notice in reading the 
vision on page 143 that it is headed “ International Wate! 
Commission,” and the Waterways Commission referred to by 
the President seems to have been the Inland Waterways ©! 
I desire to say that in the remarks I have just ! 

I do not-desire to be understood as condemning the ente! 


I presume it is. It is the only one we have. 
Is that the amount which is asked for for 


The Secretary will resume the 


rgia 


formed as to the nature of our Government and the limits...) 
of law, there can be no application of public funds to any © 





1908. 








“CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 6233 





rprise of this kind unless authorized by Congress. I felt a 
e interest to know whether Congress was authorizing it, in 
ow of the fact that the President of the United States said 


t if 
. to 
med 


Congress did not authorize it he would find some other 
provide the money; and I would be very glad to be in- 
whether there is any provision of law 





ir. BEVERIDGE. The President did not say “ provide the 


ey.’ 
a 
Mr. ¢ 


rhe 


3ACON. Possibly I misunderstood him. 
tALLINGER. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 





d to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This seems to be an appropriation for 
International Waterways Commission. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator perhaps is aware of the fact 


that th 
Mr. I 
Mr. ¢ 


e President organized a National Waterways Commis- 


SACON. Yes. 
tALLINGER. An Inland Waterways Commission; and 


before the Committee on Commerce a bill is pending providing 
in appropriation for that Commission. It has not yet been 
reported out of the committee, I will say to the Senator, and 


I am si 
tive hac 
wiys ¢ 


ire that it was that Commission which the Chief Execu- 
1 reference to yesterday and not the International Water- 


‘ommission, 


Mr. BACON, Yes, Mr. President. 


Mr. 


HALE. I think undoubtedly the Senator from New 


Hampshire is correct. 
Mr. BACON. That makes the statement of the President a 
very important one, and probably justifies me in making the 


in quiry 
that Ce 
clenuly 


of the Appropriations Committee. It may be all right 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course I do not assume to speak for 
the President. I am merely pointing out to the Senator the 
fact that the President could continue the Commission, just as 
he created the Commission, without any appropriation, and 
therefore there was no inference to be drawn from what the 
Senator quoted from the President to the effect which the Sen- 
ator first put upon it, to wit, that the President meant he was 
going to get money in some other way than from an appropria- 
tion. That is all. 

Mr. BACON. The man who made the headlines evidently 
came to the same conclusion I did. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, if the Senator is speaking 
from headlines 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And not from what the President really 
said 

Mr. BACON. I am merely justifying myself by showing that 
the same construction was made by others. I am glad to have 
the suggestion that the President does not mean it, because it 
would be a gross violation of law if the President meant what 
I thought he did and should act in accotdance therewith. I 








|} am more than glad to have the suggestion that that is not 
| what he meant. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there seems to be some con- 
fusion about this matter. I think the provision on page 143 
is not what the President referred to. That is the Interna- 
tional Waterways Commission, provided for by the act of June 


| 30, 1902, for which $20,000 is appropriated. In the message 


the President sent to us on the 26th day of February he re- 
fers to what I think he alluded to yesterday, if he referred 


| to anything at all. All I know is derived from what the Sena- 


mgress should make the appropriation. I am not suffi- 


familiar with the subject to say whether it is or not. 


But the thing which struck me was this sentence. After the 


reside 


nt had stated that he had begged Congress for an appro- 


priation for this purpose, he goes on to say: 


If Congress does not perpetuate the Commission, I will find a way 
to do so without the aid of Congress. 


He does not say, as I probably incorrectly stated that he 


said, tl 


} 
ro oti 


meant 


iat he would find or provide the money; but there can be 


er conclusion to my mind than that is what is | much attention is paidtoit. I do not myself remember whether 


by the statement, because he is speaking of the contin- 


gency of Congress not making the necessary appropriation to 
carry on the work. He then says that if Congress does not 
make the appropriation he will find the means. The Senator | 


from I 
do not 


ndiana [Mr. Bevertpce] shakes his head. Of course I 
want to do any injustice to the President. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 


The 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 


yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. BACON, Certainly. 


Mr. 


BEVERIDGE. I call the attention of the Senator to 


the fact that the President did not say that he would find 


ne ¢ 


ther way of providing the money. The Senator then 


read what the President did say, which was that he would 


perpen 
+} 
whethe 


1 


iate the Commission. I ask as a matter of information 
r or not there has heretofore been any appropriation 


ide for the Inland Waterways Commission which the Presi- | 





| tor from Georgia has read from the paper. This is a report, 


and the President says: 


I transmit herewith a preliminary report from the Inland Waterways 
Commission. 

I do not know whether he refers to this as the Inland Water- 
ways Commission. 

Mr. BACON, Those are the words—“Inland Waterways 
Commission.” 

Mr. TELLER. Undoubtedly that is not the proposition in- 
volved here. This is like a good many other messages we have 
had here. It comes here and is read and disposed of and not 


the President asked for an appropriation or not. I am not 
sufficiently familiar with the matter to say. For myself, I do 
not understand why there is any necessity for two of these 
commissions, an inland and an international. All our water- 
ways which are worth anything are interstate. 

As a member of the committee, my attention has never been 
called to any suggestion by any Department to us to prepare 
an appropriation. We take the appropriations that come from 
the House in the bill, and our attention is generally called by 
some official of the Government to some oversight on the part 
of the House. We then provide for it. I am quite certain we 


| have not in this bill anything which covers the Inland Water- 


ways Commission. But if the President knows how to get 
along without an appropriation, it may be economy to let him 


| do so, 





dent appointed ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am informed by two or three Senators 
here, the Senator from New Hampshire and others who know, 
that there has been no appropriation made for it. So the 
Commission exists now without any appropriation, and the 
Pres dent could continue it without any appropriation if the 
Cor ssion would serve. Therefore I think that not only, 
is the Senator admits, did the President not say that he would | 
find some means of getting the money other than through an 
apy riation, but that the Senator's inference is not justified 
by the President’s words. 

Mr. BACON. I am pleased that the Senator from Indiana 
makes that suggestion, because I am unwilling to have the 
ome ry conclusion recognized as a fact. I am not willing | 
that shall be true that the language does mean what I 
thought it meant. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 
pair. BACON, I hope the Senator will let me complete the 
that ent. 7 prefer that it should be established as a fact 
saat the President did not mean that if Congress failed to 
— pt ate the money he would take some funds somewhere 
a ry on the Commission. I hope the President did not 
ma =o af, and I am glad the Senator from Indiana, standing 
in his = the President as he does, gives us the assurance that 


pinion that is not the meaning of the statement, 


Mr. BACON. The Senator from Colorado does not mean by 
that that there is any possibility that the President could law- 
fully use money not specifically appropriated for that purpose? 

Mr. TELLER. I have not the slightest idea what the Presi- 
dent means, if that is a correct statement of what he said. I 
do not know whether it is or not. I have not even read it in 
the newspapers. I do not know what he said or what he meant. 
I am pretty certain this matter never came before the commit- 
tee in a proper way to justify us in recommending an appro- 
priation. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 


| of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 124, line 5, 


to increase the appropriation for continuing the construction 
of Lock and Dam No. 11 from $86,000 to $200,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment*was, on page 131, after line 12, to in- 
sert: 

Miscellaneous objects, War Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item “ Miscellaneous ob- 
jects, War Department,” on page 131, line 21, after the word 
“Army,” to insert “or for barracks and quarters for the artil- 
lery,” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no part of this sum or of the following sums shall be 
expended for the construction of quarters for officers of the Army, or 
for barracks and quarters for the artillery, the total cost of which, in- 
cluding the heating and plumbing apparatus, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 132, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for the erection of barracks and quarters for the 
artillery in connection with the adopted project for seacoast de- 
fenses from $1,987,260 to $2,737,260, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 133, after line 21, to in- 
Sert : 


Fort Sheridan, lll.: For the enlargement of the reservation for Fort 
Sheridan, with the approval of the Secretary of War, by the purchase 
of a triangular tract of land lying adjacent to and adjoining the mili- 
tary post at Fort Sheridan, Ill, and containing 114 acres, more or less, 
said tract of land having a frontage on the west shore of Lake Michi- 
gan, in the county of Lake, State of Illinois, $36,707.50, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That the purchase price to be 
paid for said tract shall include a settlement in full of all claims for 
damage to said tract and to all of the property belonging to the same 
owner and adjacent thereto, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 134, after line 9, to insert: 


Fort Logan, Colo.: For the purchase of lands adjacent to the 
military reservation of Fort Logan, Colo., said lands to be used as 
additional drill grounds for the garrison and for the site of an addi- 
tional reservoir, and for the purchase of water rights for a permanent 
water supply for Fore Logan in Colorado, $110,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 1 
sert: 

For the repair and restoration of buildings and removal of fallen trees 
at the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park damaged and de- 


stroyed by the cyclone storm of April 24, 1908, to be 
available, $26,000, 


"7 


37, after line 20, to in- 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 140, line 1, after the word 
“secretary,” to insert “and historian,” so as to read: 


Vicksburg National Military Park: For continuing the work of es- 
tablishing the Vicksburg National Military Park; for the compensation 
of three civilian commissioners and the secretary and historian; for 
clerical and other services, labor, iron gun carriages, the mounting of 
siege guns. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 142, line 16, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “nineteen” and insert “ twen- 
ty-four,” so as to make the clause read: 


For the building of a retaining wall from Florida avenue to north 
line of hospital grounds on east side of Eleventh street; for macad- 
amized driveways to replace gravel ones, repairing macadamized drive- 
ways, and repaving gutters; for new cement walks to replace wooden 
ones; for installing fire plugs on ground, and for services of engineer 
to supervise all said work, $24,430, to be immediately available and to 
be expended under the direction of the board of trustees of the hos- 
pital, one half of said sum to be paid out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the other half out of the Treasury of the United 
States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 143, after line 15, to in- 
Bert: 

Emery gun carriage: To enable A. H. Emery to complete the gun 
carriage he is making for the Government the Secretary of War is 


hereby authorized and directed to increase the price of said contract to 
be paid to the said Emery for the said carriage by the sum of $30,000, 


which sum is hereby agerepesates. $20,000 of which is to be paid him | 


on the completion of this act, $5,000 when he is ready to put in the 
foundation for this carriage, and the other $5,000 when he is ready to 
erect the carriage for its preliminary test. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 13, on page 148, in the 
items for the Northwestern Branch, National Soldiers’ Home, 
at Milwaukee, Wis. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert, after line 13: 


For dormitory for hospital nurses, $5,500; for iron fence, $5,000; 
for cement curbing and gutter, $6,000; for installation of telephone 
system, $5,000; for chaplain's quarters, $4,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 14, I move to increase the total from 
$343,300 to $368,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to page 157, line 13. 

Mr. ALLISON. On line 13, there is a total which needs to 
be changed. 
or not. It is now $4,493,800, 
that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 22, page 163. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 20, before the word “thousand,” I 
move to strike out “ forty-five” and insert “ seventy-five,” so 
that the paragraph will read: 

Defense of before Spanish Treaty Claims Commission: 


It should be $4,529,003. 


suits For 


I do not know whether the clerks have changed it | 
I move | 
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immediately | 
| necessarily absent from his place of residence in holding court or in 





| tary and treasurer to board of trustees, $600; in all, 
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The next amendment was, in the items “ Under the Depart- 
ment of Justice,” on page 163, line 24, to increase the appropria- 
tion for expenses of taking testimony abroad by the Spanish 
Treaty Claims Commission, from $12,500 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item “ Judicial,” on page 155, 
line 16, after the word “attorney,” to insert the following «(- 
ditional proviso: 


Provided further, That all laws fixing the annual salaries of 
United States attorney for the southern district of New York, and 
assistants in his office, shall hereafter apply in all respects to an 
construed as fixing the annual salaries of the United States attorney 
for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, and of assistants in his offic 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 167, line 19, before the 
word “hundred,” to strike out “one” and insert “two,” so 


|} as to make the clause read: 


For payment of assistants to the Attorney-General and of assistants to 
United States district attorneys, employed by the Attorney-Genera! to 
represent the United States fn naturalization and other proceedings, 
and for other necessary expenses in connection with such proceedings 
and cases, $250,000, which shall be paid from the permanent appropria- 
tion for expenses of regulating immigration. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 169, line 9, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert the following additional proviso: 


Provided further, That hereafter the judges of the district court of 
the United States shall be allowed the sum of $6 per day as expenses 
of travel and attendance for each day that any such judge shal! be 


discharge of other judicial duties in any other place in the district 
whereof he is judge: Provided, That if any judge resides at a place 
other than that at which a court is held in his district, his residence, 
for the purpose of this act, shall be deemed to be that place where a 
court is held, in nis district, nearest to his residence. Said sum to be 
paid upon the written certificate of such judges, and such payments 
shall be allowed the marshal in the settlement of the accounts of the 
United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 170, after line 9, to insert: 


For safe or vault for safe-keeping records in the office of United 
States Commissioner for Teller, Alaska, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 176, line 25, after the word 
“each,” to insert “two foremen of and skilled helpers in indus- 
tries, $1,560 ;” on page 177, line 10, after the word “ exceed,” io 
strike out “seven” and insert “eight;” in line 12, before the 


| word “dollars,” to strike out “five hundred and twenty” and 
insert “eight hundred and eighty ;” 


and in line 16, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “twenty-three thousand seven 
hundred and eighty” and insert “twenty-five thousand seven 
hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 

Reform School, District of Columbia: For superintendent, $2,000; 
assistant superintendent, $1,500; teachers and assistant teachers, 
$6,900; matron of school, $600; five matrons of families, at $240 eac! 
two foremen of and skilled helpers in industries, $1,560; two foren 
of workshops, at $660 each; farmer, $600; assistant farmer, $42" 
florist, engineer, baker, cook, shoemaker, and tailor, at $480 eac! 
assistant engineer, $560; laundress, $360: two dining-room attendants, 
and housemaid, at $150 each; nurse, $360; watchmen, not to exceed 
eight in number, $2,850; office clerk, $720; parole officer, $900; secre- 
25,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 178, line 9, to increase th 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Reform School, 
District of Columbia, from $80,980 to $82,900, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 178, after line 13, to | 

UNDER THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.: For completing pattern « 


|} steam engineering, $20,550. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 178, line 18, before the word 
“ Department,” to insert “‘ Under the,” so as to make the head 
line read: 

Under the Department of State. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items “ Under the Dep 
ment of State,” on page 179, after line 16, to insert: 


International investigation of opium evil: To enable this Gove 
ment to appoint not more than three commissioners and a 


| and disbursing officer, and to include traveling expenses, 5 


printing, and other incidental expenses connected with the in 
tion and the meeting of the commissioners, $20,000, or so much | 


as may be necessary. 


salaries and expenses in defense of claims before the Spanish Treaty | 


Claims Commission, including salaries of assistant attorneys and neces- 


sary employees in Washington, D. C., or elsewhere, to be selected and | 
their compensation fixed by the Attorney-General, to be expended under 


his direction, so much of the provisions of the act of March 2, 1901, 
yroviding for the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, as are in conflict 
herewith notwithstanding, $75,000, of which not exceeding $200 may 


be expended for law books and books of reference, 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next amendment was, on page 179, after line 23, to inse 


International conference at London: To meet the expense 
United States at the international conference which will me 


| don in October, 1908, for the purpose of formulating rules t 


| 


served by the international prize court under paragraph °, | 
of 'The Hague convention providing for the establishment of su 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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. next amendment was, on page 180, after line 6, to insert: 


ries convention, United States and Canada: For the payment 
mpensation of a commissioner on the part of the United States 

convention between the United States and Great Britain con- 
the fisheries in waters contiguous to the United States and the 
n of Canada, signed at Washington on April 11, 1908, and of 
re of the United States of the expenses that may be incurred 

tting into operation and carrying out the convention during the 
ear ending June 30, 1909, $10,000, or so much thereof as may 
ssary. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, on page 180, after line 17, to insert: 


Northeastern fisheries arbitration: To meet the expenses on the part 
‘ United States in the arbitration before the permanent court of 
al ttion at The Hague of the questions in controversy between the 
Ur States and Great Britain with respect to the northeastern fish- 
t 
T 


the 


inder a special agreement in course of negotiation between the 
States and Great Britain, in conformity with Article II of the 


y arbitration convention between the two countries signed at 
\\ gton on April 4, 1908, and approved by the Senate on April 22, 
1908, $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 181, after line 5, to insert: 


national commission at Rio de Janeiro: For the payment of 
tion to, and of the necessary expenses of, a commissioner to 
the United States in the international commission which, in 
eof the convention signed at the Third International Conference 
can States, on August 23, 1906, approved by the Senate on 
} 3, 1908, and ratified by the President on February 8, 1908, 
j et at the city of Rio de Janeiro in July, 1908, for the purpose 
‘ iring draft codes of private and public international law regu- 
lat the relations between the nations of America; and for the pay- 
l 

j 

t 


ré nt 
I 


ent of the quota of the United States of the expenses incident to the 
( ition of the drafts, including the compensation of the experts 
| for in Article IV of the said convention, $20,000, or so much 
is may be necessary, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items “ Under legislative,” 
on page 183, after line 2, to insert: 

Senate: To pay C. G. Northup for extra clerical services performed 
for committee of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, 

ed by Senate resolution No. 261, Fifty-ninth Congress, second 


n. and for editing, compiling, and indexing the testimony taken 
et subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Affairs, authorized 


y Senate resolution No. 220, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 183, after line 11, to insert: 
T John J. Hannan, Frederick N. Webber, and C. A. Loeffler for 
extra services under Senate resolution No. 261, Fifty-ninth Congress, 


nd session, $125 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

rhe SecreTary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be laid aside temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. The 
-~ retary will proceed with the reading of the appropriation 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 187, line 8. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 8, before the word “thousand,” 
move to strike out “ twenty-five ” 
as to read: 

For 
and debates, and for rents, $1,824,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Public print- 
ing and binding,” on page 188, line 24, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “ thirty-three” and insert “ thirty-four; ” 
and on page 189, line 9, before the word “thousand,” to strike 
out * sper ee ” and insert “ seventy-two,” so as to make the 
ciuse read: 

For tl 
Reports 


under 


I 
and insert “‘ twenty-four,” so 


Smithsonian Institution, for 
f the Board of Regents, wit 


_e and binding the Annual 
Smithsonian Institution, 


general appendixes, $10,000; 
for the Annual 





Netict . Reports of the 
blank Museum, with general Gugendizes, and for printing labels and 
thee ‘sand for the Bulletins and Proceedings of the National Museum, 
editions of which shall not exceed 4,000 copies, and binding, in 
philet irkey or material not more expensive, scientific books and pam- 
$34,000 : esented to and acquired by the National Museum Library, 
can’ Bthnen the Annual Reports and Bulletins of the Bureau of Ameri- 
Seman Pet and for miscellaneous printing and binding for the 
a 21,000; for miscellaneous printing and binding for the Inter- 
enters £1 hanges, $200; the International Catalogue of Scientific Lit- 
Gears 5100; the National Zoological Park, $200; the Astrophysical 
torieny uy: $100; and for the Annual Report of the American His- 

real Association, $7,000; in all $72,600. 

a ‘mendment was agreed to. 

le } 


Jiext amendment was, in the items for “The Isthmian 
nal,” on page 192, line 17, after the word “ dollars,” to strike 
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out “and additional compensation to the Auditor for the War 
Department for extra services in auditing accounts of the Isth- 
mian Canal, $1,000), twenty-seven” and insert “ twenty-six,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Second. For incidental expenses, including rents, cable and tele- 
graph service, supplies, stationery and printing, and actual necessary 
traveling expenses in the United States (including rent of the Panama 
Canal building in the District of Columbia, $7,500, and text-books and 
books of reference, $1,000), $26,000, and the unexpended | of 
appropriations for these objects available June 30, 1908. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; the text is to be restored. 

Mr. HALE. Let the whole amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading was continued. The next amendment was, on 
page 194, line 3, after the word “subsistence,” to insert “ in- 
cluding the purchase of two steamships of Amé¢rican registry at 
a cost not to exceed $1,600,000, for the use of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, to be employed in the transportation of 
supplies, equipment, and material for use in the construction 
of the canal and employees therefor; ” and in line 9, before the 
word “ hundred,” to strike out “ eleven million two” and insert 
“twelve million eight,” so as to make the clause read: 


alances 


I trust the Senate will disagree to that 


Fifth. For purchase and delivery of material, supplies, and equip- 


ment, including cost of inspecting material and of paying traveling 
expenses incident thereto, whether on the Isthmus or elsewhere, and 


such other expenses not in the United States as the Commission deems 
necessary to best promote the construction of the Isthmian Canal, for 
the departments of construction and engineering, disbursing, examina- 
tion of accounts, and labor, quarters and subsistence, including the 
purchase of two steamships of American registry at a cost not to ex- 
ceed $1,600,000, for the use of the Isthmian Canal Commission, to be 
employed in the transportation of supplies, equipment, and material 
for use in the construction of the canal and employees therefor, 
$12,850,000. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment 
total appropriation for 
to $29,226,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 196, after line 15, to insert: 

To pay to Pembroke B. Banton, of Waterloo, Iowa, to compensate 
him for injuries received while in the employ of the Government on the 
Panama Canal, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 198, after line 15, to strike 
out section 6 in the following words: 

Sec. 6. All funds hereafter realized by the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion from the performance of services by the Commission, or from the 
sale of materials and supplies upon the Isthmus, under the custody 
and control of the Commission, are hereby reappropriated for expendi- 
ture under any of the foregoing classified appropriations for the de- 
partment of construction and engineering. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 199, after line 3, to strike 
out section 8 in the following words: 

Src. 8. The National Academy of Sciences is required, at their next 
meeting, to take into consideration the methods and expenses of con- 
ducting all surveys of a scientific character, and all chemical, testing, 
and experimental laboratories and to report to Congress as soon there- 
after as may be practicable a plan for consolidating such surveys, chem- 
ical, testing, and experimental laboratories so as to effectually prevent 
duplication of work and reduce expenditures without detriment to the 
publie service. 

It is the judgment of Congress that any person who holds employ- 
ment under the United States or who is employed by and receives a 
regular salary from any scientific bureau or institution that is re- 
quired to report to Congress should refrain from participation in the 
deliberations of said National Academy of Sciences on this subject and 
from voting on or joining in any recommendation hereunder. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I wish to make a point of order 
against the next amendment. I presume that it will be made 
in time, if made after it is read. 

The next amendment was, on page 199, after line 19, to add as 
an additional section the following: 

7. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to enter into 


agreed to. 
was, on page 196, line 7, to increase the 
the Isthmian Canal from $27,627,000 


Sec. 7. 
a contract for furnishing to the United States all electric current used 
for any purpose whatsoever, except for the lighting of streets, avenues, 
alleys, or highways, in or in connection with any and all buildings 
within or in the vicinity of the District of Columbia owned or occupied 
by the United States or owned or occupied by the District of Columbia, 
excepting only such buildings as may be occupied by the Congress 
of the United States; payment for such current to be at the annual 
rate of 6 cents per kilowatt hour for the first million kilowatt hours 
and at 24 cents per kilowatt hour for each or any part of each suc- 
ceeding kilowatt hour; all eurrent to be metered in the respective build- 
ings and the proportionate cost of the total consumption to be charged 
against each Department of the United States Government and the 
government of the District of Columbia, respectively, and paid monthly 
or quarterly, as it may be agreed, in gross, by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to the contractor in accordance with the provisions of the 
contract herein authorized and out of the appropriations made by Con- 
gress from year to year therefor; of the amounts paid on account of 
the government of the District of Columbia one-half shall be paid out 
of the revenues of the District of Columbia. During the fiscal year 
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1909, payments for electric current under any contract made here- 
under shall be made out of appropriations made for the purchase of 
electric current or for purchase, installation, operation, maintenance, or 
repair of electrical apparatus within the territory covered by said 
contract, and for the purpose of such payment said appropriations are 
hereby expressly made available. For the fiscal year 1910, and an- 
nually thereafter, the Secretary of the Treasury shall submit estimates 
for s ppropriations to meet the obligations of any contract 
entered into hereunder. In consideration of the rates for current herein 
specified the contract authorized hereunder shall be for the period of | 
ten years, conditioned, however, that the same may be terminated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury at any time within the period of the 
contract, provided that written notice of such purpose to terminate | 
shall have been given to the contractor one year prior to the date of 
the proposed termination. 

‘rom and after the execution of such contract all current actually 
furnished by the contractor for such buildings as may be occupied by 
Congress shall be at the same rates fixed by said contract, and the 
United States shall be entitled at any time during the period of said 
contract to take and receive such current as the Superintendent of the | 
Capitol Building and Grounds may determine for the buildings occu- | 
pied by Congress«at the rates and under the terms of said contract. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I make the point 
of order that that is new legislation of a general character. In 
addition, there is the point that it has not been estimated for. 

The amendment proposes to introduce a radical change in the 
method of supplying electricity for the use of the different De- 
partments of the Government. It not only proposes to do that, 
but, according to the estimate I have seen made, it proposes to 
do it at a vast increase of expense to the Government. It would 
render useless a number of electric plants attached to different 
Departments of the Government. It seems to me if this sort of 
legislation is to be entered upon, it ought to be done in some 
independent measure. 

I submit the matter to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment proposes general legislation and is therefore ob- 
noxious to paragraph 8, Rule XVI, The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

The next amendment was, on page 201, after line 18, to in- 
sert as a new section the following: 


Sec. 8. That all sums appropriated by this act for salaries of officers 


May 14 


’ 


in the District of Columbia as may be necessary 
said exhibit. The President of the United States may also desi nate 
additional articles for exhibition. Said Government board shal! jp 
composed of one person to be named by the head of each of the Exocy. 
tive Departments, one by the head of the Smithsonian Institution ind 
National Museum, one by the Librarian of Congress, and one by 
Director of the International Bureau of American Republics. 
ident shall name one of said persons so detailed as chairman 
board itself shall appoint its secretary, disbursing officer, and sy h 
other officers as it may deem necessary. The members of said Goy- 
| ernment board, with other officers and employees of the Gover nt 
who may be detailed to assist them, including officers of the Army and 
Navy, shall receive no compensation in addition to their regular gq). 
aries, but they shall be allowed their actual and necessary travyeljy, 
expenses, together with a per diem in lieu of subsistence, to be 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, while necessarily absent from 
homes engaged upon the business of the board. Officers of the . 
and Navy shall receive said allowance in lieu of the subsisten 
mileage now allowed by law; and the Secretary of War and the Sec 
tary of the Navy may, in their discretion, detail retired Army or Nay 
officers for such duty. Any provision of law which may prohibit 
detail of persons in the employ of the United States to other s 
than that which they customarily rform shall not apply to ). 
detailed for duty in connection with said Alaska-Yukow Pacific Exposi- 
tion. paperers of the board not otherwise employed by the Govern. 
ment shall be entitled to such compensation as the board may deter. 
mine, and such employees may be selected and appointed by said rd 
The disbursing officer shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may determine for the faithful performance of his dutic« 
said bond to be approved by said Secretary. The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall advance to said officer from time to time, under su 
regulations as he may prescribe, a sum of money from the appropri 

tion for the Government exhibit herein authorized, not exceeding at any 
one time three-fourths of the penalty of his bond, to enable him to pa; 
the expenses of said exhibit as authorized by the United States Goy 
ernment board herein created. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on exhibition, in connection with the 
exhibit of his Department, upon such grounds as shall be allotted for 
this purpose, one of the life-saving stations authorized to be con 
structed on the coast of the United States by existing law, and to 
cause the same to be fully equipped with all apparatus, furniture, and 
appliances now in use in life-saving stations in the United States. 
The Secretary of Commerce and Labor is hereby authorized and di 
rected to place on exhibition, in connection with the exhibit of his De 
partment, in such building of aquarium as shall be allotted for this 
purpose, a complete exhibit of the fish and fisheries of the United 
States, paying special attention to the fish and fisheries of the Pacific 
Ocean, with a view to demonstrating in the fullest manner possible 
the economic value of such fish and fisheries: Provided, That the cost 
of wee gg we sere neatharseed, including the selection, purchase, 
and employees of the Government shall be in full for such salaries for | Preparation, transportation, arrangement, safe-keeping, exhibition, and 
the fiscal year 1909, and all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the | oe Salldiines ia the henner ae ett en ane for rent < om 

eae j ; y 7 . a meee ian | 3 stri . xceed the sur 
provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. | of $250,000, which sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 

hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwis 
appropriated. 

“hat the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to aid the people of the district of Alaska and of the Territory of 
Hawaii in providing and maintaining appropriate and creditable ex 
hibits of the products and resources of Alaska and Hawaii at the said 
Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition, and for that purpose he is authorized 
to appoint one or more persons to supervise the selection, purchas 
reparation, transportation, arrangement, installation, safe-keeping, ex 
1ibition, and return of such articles as may be exhibited from sai 
Territories at said exposition: Provided, That the total expenditure for 


in the preparation of 


the 
rn 
The Pres 


» and the 


spec ifiec 


fix ; 
Uxed 
their 
4 


the 
rvic 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 202, to insert as 
a new section the following: 


ALASKA-YUKON-PACIFIC EXPOSITION. 


Sec. 9. That all articles that shall be imported from foreign countries 
for the sole purpose of exhibition at the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposi- 
tion, to be held at Seattle, State of Washington, in the year 1909, upon 
which there shall be a tariff or customs duty shall be admitted free of 
the payment of duty, customs fees, or charges, under such regulations 


as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful 
at any time during the exposition to sell for delivery at the close 
thereof any goods or property imported for and actually on exhibition 
in the exposition buildings or on the grounds, subject to such regula- 
tions for the security of the revenue and for the collection of import 
duties as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That 
all such articles when sold or withdrawn for consumption or use in 
the United States shall be subject to the duty, if any, imposed upon 
such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of withdrawal ; 
and on articles which shall have suffered diminution or deterioration 
from incidental handling and necessary exposure the duty, if paid, shall 
be assessed according to the appraised value at the time of withdrawal 
for consufaption or use, and the penalties prescribed by law shall be 
enforced against any person guilty of any illegal sale, use, or with- 
rawal. 
or enat there shall be exhibited at said exposition by the Government of 
the United States, from the Smithsonian Institution, the National Mu- 
seum, and the Library of Congress such articles and material of a 
historical nature as will serve to impart a knowledge of our national 
history, and especially of the history of Alaska, Hawaii, and the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and that part of the United States west of the Rocky 
Mountains. There shall be exhibited from the Executive Departments 
of the United States such exhibits as will illustrate the function and 
administrative faculty of the Government and demonstrate the nature 
of our institutions and their adaption to the wants of the people, spe- 
cial attention being given to such articles, materials, and exhibits as 
will most practically prove of educational value in connection with the 
development of commerce in the countries bordering upon the Pacific 


Ocean, the preservation of forests, the reclamation and irrigation of | 


arid and semiarid lands, the improving and enlarging of transportation 
facilities and the safeguards of navigation, and the economic value of 
the investigations and operations of the Government with reference to 
public health, patents, geology, weather, animal industry, pant _indus- 
try, soils, entomology, experiment stations, Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
and public roads. And the International Bureau of American Repub- 
lics is hereby invited to make an exhibit of the resources of the Amer- 
ican Republics, particularly with a view to establishing closer trade re- 
lations between the United States and said Republics, and space in any 
of the United States Government buildings shall be provided for this 
purpose to secure a complete and harmonious arrangement of such 
Government exhibit a United States Government board of management 
is hereby created, to be charged with the selection, purchase, prepara- 
tion, transportation, arrangement, safe-keeping, exhibition, and return 
of such articles and materials as the heads of the several Departments, 
the Secretary’ of the Smithsonian Institution and keeper of the Na- 
tional Museum, the Librarian of Congress, and the Director 
International , 
shall be embraced in said Government exhibit. And said Government 
board is hereby authorized to rent and use such building or buildings 





said exhibit for said district of Alaska on the 
including such _ selection, purchase, 


L preparation, 
rangement, installation, safe-keeping, 


transportation 
exhibition, 


and return of 


articles so exhibited, shall not exceed the sum of $100,000, which su 


art of the Governn 


or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out. 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: And provi 


further, That the total expenditure for said exhibit for the 
of Hawaii on the part of the Government, including such sel: 
purchase, preparation, transportation, arrangement, installatior 

keeping, exhibition, and return of the articles exhibited, shal! no 
ceed the sum of $25,000, which sum, or so much thereof as ’ 
necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 

not otherwise appropriated. 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and direc 
the people of the Phili a Islands in providing and main 
appropriate and creditable exhibit of the products and resou 
Philippine Islands at the said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Expositio: 
that purpose he is authorized to appoint one or more persons 
vise the selection, purchase, preparation, transportation, ar! 
installation, safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of such 
may be exhibited from said Philippine Islands at said exposi 
vided, That the total expense of said exhibit on the part of 
ernment, including such selection, purchase, preparation, | 
tion, arrangement, installation, safe-keeping, exhibition, and 
the articles so exhibited, shall not exceed the sum of $25," 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby a) 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriat: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shal! cause suitable |) 
be erected on the site of said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Expositi: 
Government exhibit, including an irrigation and biograph 
also a fisheries building complete, with mechanical appa! 
buildings for the exhibits of the district of Alaska, th 
of Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands; also buildings 
other purposes in connection with the exhibits herein 
as in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury may be 
Said buildings shall be erected from plans prepared by the 5 
Architect of the Treasury, to be approved by the Secretary of 
ury, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized a! 
to contract for said buildings in the same manner and under 
regulations as for other public buildings of the United > 
the contract for said buildings, including the preparation 
therefor and the approaches thereto, and the interior a! 
decorative wiring and lighting thereof, shall not exceed 
of $300,000, which sum, or so much thereof as may be 0 


| hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury no! 
of the | 
Bureau of American Republics may respectively decide | 


appropriated. The Secretary of the Treasury is authoriz 
quired to dispose of said buildings, or the materials com 
same, at the close of the exposition, giving preference to | 
Washington or to the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition corpo! 


lerrito 





«4 
+ 


t of 
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ty of Seattle to purchase the same at an appraised value to be 
d in such manner as the Secretary of the Treasury may de- 


nder authority of this act for the use of the district of Alaska, 
tory of Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands shall be done and 


} 

' 
» allotment of space for exhibitors in the building or buildings 
to | 


1 without charge exhibitors by the Government board 
his act. p 

aes for medals bearing appropriate devices, emblems, and in- | 
ns commemorative of said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition and 
wards to be made to the exhibitors thereat shall be prepared 
Secretary of the Treasury at some mint of the United States 

ard of trustees of Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition, a corpora 
ect to the provisions of the fifty-second section of the coinage 
}; and upon the payment by said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Expo- 
a sum not less than the cost thereof; and all provisions of 
inst the counterfeiting or imitating of coins of the United 

1 apply to the medals issued under this act. : 
» United States shall not be liable on account of said exposi- 
for any expenses incident to or growing out of the same, except 
construction of the building or buildings hereinbefore author- 
d for the purpose of paying the expense incident to the selection, 
ion, purchase, installation, transportation, care, custody, and 
urn of the exhibits made by the Government and for the em- 
of proper persons as officers and assistants by theGovernment 
ed by this act, and for other expenses, and for the main- 
| building or buildings and other contingent expenses 





said 
pproved by the chairman of the Government board, or, in the 

f absence or disability, by such officer as the board may 

and the Secretary of the Treasury, upon itemized accounts 

hers: Provided, That no liability against the Government 
incurred and no expenditure of money appropriated by this 

| be made until the president of said exposition shall have 

shed to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury proof 

t there has been obtained for the purpose of completing and opening 
sition bona fide subscriptions to the stock of Alaska-Yukon- | 


| Exposition (a corporation), by responsible parties, contribu- | 
t donations, and appropriations, from all sources, aggregating a | 
less than $1,000,000, 

rl the United States shall not in any manner or under any cir- | 

‘ tances be liable for any of the acts, doings, or representations of | 


\laska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition (a corporation), its officers, | 
servants, or employees, or any of them, or for service, salaries, 
wages of said officers, agents, servants, or employees, or any 


of t vm, or for any subscriptions to the capital stock, or for any stock 
‘ tes, bonds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued by | 


ration, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses, of any kind 
whatever, attending such exposition corporation, or accru- 
in reason of the same. 

rhat nothing in this act shall be construed so as to create any 
upon the part of the United States, directly or indirectly, for 
it or obligation incurred or for any claim for aid or pecuniary 
from Congress or the Treasury of the United States in 
liquidationg of any debts or obligations created by said 
United States Goverrfment board in excess of appropriations herein 


‘ ire 


or 


t the United States shall not in any manner or under any cir- 


cumstances make any loan, directly or indirectly, to the Alaska-Yukon- | 
Pacific Exposition or for the benefit of said exposition or for any of | 
the purposes thereof, and shall not appropriate for any purpose what- 
scever in connection with said exposition any sum of money other 
than that provided in this act. | 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
rhe next amendment was, on page 212, after line 22, to in- 
sert as a new section the following: 
INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

Sec. 10. The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- | 


horized 
rized 


and directed to pay to the city of Albuquerque, N. Mex., out | 


iny money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of | 
$50,000, to assist in defraying the expenses incident to the interna- | 
tional exposition to be held in that city commencing September 29, | 
1 OS, $25,000 of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall 


e set aside to pay the expense attending exhibits to be made by the 
I tive Departments of the Government. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT, Has the committee any further 
amendments? 

Mr. HALE. 
I movi 


oe” 
Vm, 


Yes, Mr. President. 
to insert: 


On page 1 after line 13, | 


+100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
ed out of anyymoney in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
be immediately available, for the repair and reconstruction | 
dings and for the replacement of furniture and equipment 
in whole or in part by cyclone on the 12th day of May, 
ort Crook military post, in Nebraska. 


1 


1908 ‘at 1 
L908 I 


iendment was agreed to. 


BRANDEGEER, On page 6, after line 23, I move to in- 


etary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
* the public building in the city of New Haven, Conn., now used 
t-office, and for other purposes, to be enlarged, extended, or | 

a cost to the United States of not to exceed $50,000, | 

' necessary changes in, additions thereto, alterations thereof, 
to the present building, and of the heating and plumbing 
therein, and drainage and approaches thereto, which may be 
to such extension and enlargement or remodeling of said 


endment was agreed to. 
RANDEGEE. I ask that the letter from the Secretary 
treasury and the letter from the Assistant Secretary 
ding this amendment be inserted in the Recorp, with- 


44 100 if 


Ube 
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There being no objection, the letters were ordered to be 
| printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMEN 
OPrrice OFf THE S ARY 
Washington, At 8 

Sir: Referring to your request for a report in connection Ss. 
6616, authorizing the extension, enlargement, and alteration of t pub- 
lic building at New Haven, Conn., at a cost not to exceed $50,000, I 
have the honor to submit the following: 

It appears from the report of tl superintendent of construction, 
who visited the New Haven building under instructiot f this Depart 
ment, that two one-story additions without base its f roof 

| construction, and having a total ground area of 2,6 feet, wi st 
$40,000, including necessary alterations in old structure and change of 
old mechanical equipment. 

The attention of your committee is called to the fact that an addi- 
tion as above indicated will occupy the clear space of 18 feet on either 
side of the present building. 

Respectfully, Geo. B. CorTEeLyrov, 
Secrctary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND Grov> 
Unit States Senate, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April 3, 1908. 

Sir: The attention of the Department has been®called to 1 over- 
crowded condition of the post-office in the custom-house and | fice 
building at New Haven, Conn., and a superintendent of construction, 
thoroughly qualified, being at the building on matters of repai: was 
instructed to investigate and report thereon. 

His report confirms the information first received, and it would seem 
that relief is imperatively necessary. The superintendent st the 
this may be accomplished by the erection of an extension at the south, 
another on the front of the building, and another at the northeast, all 
of which would cost, with the necessary modifications to the tilding 
incident thereto, approximately $50,000 The general appropriation 
for repairs, eic., is not available for such work, and the matter is sub- 


mitted to you for such further action as you may deem necessar; 
The postmaster is most urgent in pressing the needs of his office, and 


there is no doubt that all of the divisions, namely, registry division, 
money-order division, registry lobby, post-office work room, carriers’ 
division, and stamp division should be enlarged, and this can be done 


only by the erection of extensions. 


Respectfully, L. A. CooLrtper, 
Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. M. G. BULKELEY, 


United States Scnate. 
Mr. GUGGENHEIM. On page 27, after line 16, I move to 
insert: 


Transportation of silver coin: For transportatio 


n of silver dollars by 
registered mail or otherwise, $75,000, and in expending this sum the 
Secretary of the Treasury is anthorized and directed to transport from 
the Treasury or subtreasuries, free of charge, silver coin when re- 
quested to do so: Provided, That an equal amount in coin or currency 
shall have been deposited in the Treasury or such subtreasuri the 

| applicant or applicants; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall re- 


port to Congress the cost arising under this appropriation. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GALLINGER, I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from New Hampshire will 
The SECRETARY. 
insert: 


be stated. 
On page 98, after line 8, it is proposed to 





To enable the governor of Alaska, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to take action to suppress traffic in intoxicat- 
ing liquors among the natives of Alaska, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted at the end of line 7, on page 121. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 121, at the end of line 7, it is pro- 

| posed to insert: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed 
to cause to be made an examination and survey of Galveston Harbor 
as a whole, including Galveston Harbor, Galveston channel, Texas City 
channel, and Port Bolivar channel, in the § e of Texas r the ir 
pose of establishing a broad, comprehensi 1d systematic plan the 
future extension, enlargement, and deepenin of id hart 
to meet the growing needs of commerce, and to ¢ ate the 1 . 
cost thereof, the cost of said examination and sur to be paid out 
of this appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

| desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated 

The SecreTary. On page 18, after line 9, it is proposed to 
insert : 

For the construction nd equipping of a steam reven or 
service in Narragansett Bay and adjacent w rs, ! ut 
Newport, R. L, to take the place of the revenue « er D : 
225,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. On page 90, line 22, after the name 


“ Kane,” I move to insert the name “San Juan;” and in 


the 
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same line, after the word “ fifty,” I move to insert the word 
* tive,” so that the clause will read: 

To make a survey of the public lands in Garfield, Iron, Kane, San 
Juan, and Washington counties, in the State of Utah, $55,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DEPEW. ‘To come in on page 18, line 9, after the amend- 
ment adopted on motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Aupricu ], I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 18, line 9, after the amendment 
already inserted at that place, it is proposed to insert: 

For the construction of one steam revenue cutter for 
patrol duty in the harbor of New York, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. In behalf of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lopere], who is necessarily absent, I propose an amendment 
on page 107, after line 17, which I send to the desk. This 
amendment only provides for putting employees at arsenals on 
the same footing as other employees of the Government. I ask 
that the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRBSIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey on behalf of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 107, after line 17, it is proposed 
to insert: 

That after June 30, 1908, all clerks and draftsmen and classified 
civil-service employees whose compensation is based on a per diem, 
monthly, or yearly rate employed at United States arsenals, shall be 
granted thirty working days’ leave of absence in each year without 
forfeiture of pay during such leave: Provided, That it shall be lawful 
to allow pro rata leave only to those serving twelve consecutive months 
or more: And provided further, That in all cases the heads of divisions 
shall have discretion as to the time when the leave can best be allowed 
without detriment to the service, and that absence on account of sick- 
ness shall be deducted from the leave hereby granted. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I make the point of order on that 
amendment that it provides for a scheme of general legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment clearly proposes 
general legislation, and, therefore, is in violation of the rule. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. On page 87, line 6, after the name “ Idaho,” 
IT move to insert “ Colorado;” and in line 8, after the name 
“Tdaho,” and in line 15, after the name “Idaho,” I move to 
add the name “ Colorado.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment of the committee 
has already been agreed to at that point. Without objection, 
the amendment will be regarded as still open to amendment. 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to 
the amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 87, line 6, in the subhead, after 
the name “ Idaho,” it is proposed to insert the name “ Colorado ;” 
in line 8, after the name “Idaho,” it is proposed to insert 
the name “Colorado;” and in line 15, after the name “ Idaho,” 
it is proposed to insert the name “ Colorado.” 

The yICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 128, after the word “ village,” in line 
, I move to insert the words “except when jurisdiction and 
authority over said roadway has been ceded to the United 
States.” I will briefly explain this amendment, and when it 
is understood I think there can be no reasonable objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 128, line 7, after the word “ vil- 
lage,” it is proposed to insert: 

Exeept when jurisdiction and authority over said roadway has been 
ceded to the United States. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then an explanation is unnecessary, and I 
ask for the adoption of the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. On page 104, after line 7, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana wil! be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 104, after line 7, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That the unexpended balance of the appropriation, in pursuance of 
treaty stipulations, for subsistence and civilization of the Northern 
Cheyennes and Arapahoes for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1907, be, 


and the same is hereby, reappropriated and made available for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1908. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


anchorage 


_ 
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Mr. CARTER. I offer another amendment, which I send io 
the desk, to come in on page 167, after line 22. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 167, after line 22, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, That hereafter the fees and compensation of the clerk of 
the circuit and district court for the district of Montana shall be « 
puted and allowed on the same basis as like fees are allowed, com) 
and paid in the district of Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. On page 136, line 12, I move to strike out 
“ sixty-five’ and insert “ eighty-five.’ It is an amendment re- 
lating to the improvement of the Yellowstone National Park. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 136, line 12, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out “sixty-five” and insert 
“ eighty-five,” so as to read: 

Improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For maintenance 
and repair of improvements, $85,000, to be expended by and under { 
direction of the Secretary of War, and to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. I also move, on page 136, after line 15, to 
insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 136, at the end of line 15, it is 
proposed to insert: ‘ 

Of which sum $10,000 shall be used for construction of the road as 
surveyed in the park from the West Gallatin River, and $10,000 shall 
be available for repair of the Cooke City road within said park. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 169, after line 22, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 

Jurors and witnesses in the United States courts, including com- 
missioners’ courts, in the States of Wyoming, Montana, Washington, 
Oregon, CaJjifornia, Nevada, Idaho, Colorado, qnd Utah, and in the 
Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Hawali shall be entitled to 
receive for actual attendance at any court or courts, including com- 
missioners’ courts, and for the time necessarily occupied in going to 
and returning from the same, $3 a day, and 15 cents for each mile 
necessarily traveled over any stage line, or by private conveyance, 
and 5 cents for each mile by any railway or steamship in going to 
and returning from said courts: Provided, That no constructive or 
double mileage fees shall be allowed by reason of any person being 
summoned as both a witness and juror, or as a witness in two or more 
cases pending in the same court and triable at the same term thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I believe that we have adopted 
thirteen amendments to this bill on the floor of the Senate that 
have never been considered by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It does strike me that before adding half a_ million 
dollars to an appropriation bill at least the amendments ought 
to be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be 
passed upon by that committee. If any of the amendments 
that have been adopted heretofore have been considered by 
the Committee on Appropriations, I am not aware of it; and 
to say the least it is a very dangerous practice to adopt on 
the floor of the Senate numerous amendments carrying !arse 
amounts without their ever being considered by the Comunittee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. I agree with the Senator, and, as this «end: 
ment has given rise to discussion, I make the point of ord’? 
that it is a general scheme of legislation. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator from Maine [M". 
Hate] will withhold the point of order, I ask leave, for tle 
benefit of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray], to say that 
this matter has been thoroughly considered by a committee of 
this body. The committee has recommended the ado)! 
this provision, and I have here recommendations of the 
United States marshals, the Department of Justice, and otliers 
showing the necessity for the amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask my colleague if a similar provisi" 
has not already passed the Senate? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes; it has already passed the 
Senate. a 

Mr. CLAY. I did not rise for the purpose of discussi'¢ ts 
amendment. I simply had reference to the numerous “el 
ments which we have adopted and which have not bee © 
sidered by the Committee on Appropriations. If this mend- 
ment has been referred to the Committee on Appropria( ions, 
am not aware of it. It was not discussed, I am sure, by th 


n 


ue 


on OL 


1dges, 











» It may have been referred to some other com- 
. I will ask the Senator if that is so? 
CLARK of Wyoming. It was referred to the Committee | 
Judiciary and favorably reported from the Committee on 
ciary and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

t by them reported as an amendment to the bill. 


te 


M LAY. I simply intended to have reference to the 
ments we are adopting in general on the floor of the 
Senate without having been passed upon by the Committee on 
priations, and not-with a view of especially criticising 
this particular amendment. 
CLARK of Wyoming. I hope the Senator from Maine 
vill withdraw his point of order. 





Mr. HALE. I withdraw the point of order. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is withdrawn. | 
‘he question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wyoming. 
| amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DICK. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
fhe Secrerary. On page 91, after line 16, it is proposed to 
t the following: 
ile the Secretary of the Interior to defray the expenses of mak- 


ing | oleum tests and of a meeting of an international commission 
standardization of methods of testing petroleum and its prod- 


I 

ucts $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk, to come in on page 91, after line 16. I would say that it 

! en reported from a standing committee and that it has | 

heretofore passed the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | ~ 

Senator from Idaho will be stated. 


The Secrerary. On page 91, line 19, after the amendment | 
ly agreed to at that place, it is proposed to insert the 


following: 


alrens 


That all public lands, reserved and unreserved, of the United States | 
now surveyed within the States of Idaho, Oregon, Montana, and | 
California shall be surveyed without regard to settlement thereon, pur- | 


t to the general system of surveys of the public lands of the United | 
tes, and that said surveys shall be completed as rapidly as possible. | 
Mr. HEYBURN. I would say that this amendment does not 

ease the appropriation. 
Mr. HALE. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I also offer an amendment to come in on 
page 74, after line 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
ECRETARY, On page 74, after line 2, it is proposed to in- 


in 


The S 


pert: 

That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the establishment of a 
fish-cultural station in the State of Idaho, including purchase of site, 
( truction of buildings and ponds, and equipment, at some suitable 
point to be selected by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. HALE. I must make the point of order against that 


amendment. There are twenty of such amendments that the 
committee has not put on. I make the point of order that it is 
general legislation. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
of order is well taken, and therefore sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, in reference to the re- 
mark of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray] as to the amend- 
ents that have been put on the bill on the floor of the Senate, 
I desire it to appear in the Recorp that the amendment offered 
by me had been previously passed by the Senate as a bill. 


Mr. GORE, I offer the amendment which I send to the 


he point 


» VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert in the bill at the 


appropriate place the following: 
“ he sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 

l d States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the im- | 

ent of the Platt National Park, situated at Sulphur, Okla., such 
‘ used and expended under the supervision of the Secretary | 

M ‘TRE ‘ 

Mi \LE. Mr, President,-I do not know that that amend- 
7 been reported by any standing committee of the | 
Senate, 

Nl ‘ |r . “ . | 
p “ur. OWEN. That item was reported from the Committee on | 

iS and was also estimated for. 

a, weet 

Ml \LE, All right. 
C I As suggested by my colleague [Mr. Owen], the | 


on Public Lands reported this amendment in the ! 
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form of a bill yesterday. It is also embodied in an estimate 
submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior, and is 
recommended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is, therefore, in 
| order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 136, line 1, in the item for repairs 
|and operation of roads, etc., at Fort Monroe, after the word 
“ for,” I move to strike out “ one-half” and insert in lieu thereof 


“ three-fourths.” 


Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be stated. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 136, line 1, after the word “ for,” 
it is proposed to strike out “one-half” and insert “ three- 
fourths,” so that if amended it will read: 

In all, $5,900; for three-fourths of said sum, to be supplied by the 
United States, $2,500. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to the amendment, Mr, 
President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. On the same page, in line 2, I move to strike 
out “two thousand five hundred” and insert “three thousand 
seven hundred and fifty.’ That is consequential upon the 


amendment just adopted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The Secrerary. 

States,” 

dred ” 


The amendment will be stated. 
On page 136, line 2, after the words “ United 
it is proposed to strike out “two thousand fi hun- 
and insert “three thousand seven hundred and fifty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DANIEL. There is another 
in line 8, on page 136, to strike 
three-fourths.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ve 


amendment I desire to offer 
out “one-half” and insert 


The amendment will be stated. 


The Secrerary. On line 8, page 136, after the word “ for,” 
it is proposed to strike out “one-half” and insert “ three 
| fourths.” 


The amendment was 
Mr. DANIEL. There is also a consequential amendment in 
line 9, after the words “ United States,” to out “two 
thousand five hundred and twenty-five” and insert “three 


agreed to. 


strike 


| thonsand seven hundred and eighty-seven.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 136, lines 9 and 10, it is proposed 
to strike out “ two thousand five hundred and twenty-five” and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘“‘three thousand seven hundred and 
eighty-seven.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


and the 


SUSPENSION OF 
Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished | 
ness, Senate joint resolution No. 74, be laid before the Sen 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Se 
the unfinished business. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


COMMODITY CLAUSE, INTERSTATE COMMERCE LAW, 


yusti- 
ate, 


late 


resumed the con- 


sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I will say that I believe there 
ean be no possible doubt about the fact that the genera! n- 


clause found in the twentieth section of the Hepburn bill 
attaches to the commodity clause. The general penalty clause 
is as follows: 

That the circuit and district courts of the Un ited States shall have 
jurisdiction, upon the application of the Attor I General of tl nited 
States, at the request of the Commission, a Heging a failure to v 
with or a violation of any of the provisions of said act to ’ 
commerce, or of any act supplementary thereto or ar da > 

| by any common carrier, to issue a writ or rits of 1 
manding such common carrier to comply with the provis l 
acts, or any of them. 

The suggestion of the Attorney-General, which h: been 
adopted as an amendment to this joint resolution, Mr. Pres 

| dent, provides in the amplest way for remedies for f re to 

comply with the commodity clause. I think there h been 
sufficient discussion, and therefore ask that a e be taken 
upon the joint resolution as amended. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 


Mr, ELKINS, Yes, 


sir, 
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Mr. KEAN. There is a communication which came in this 
morning, as I understand, from the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in regard to the action of the receiver of the Western 
Maryland Railroad. I should like to have that communication 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the 
communication referred to has been sent to the Printing Office 
to be printed. 

Mr. KEAN, 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been sent to the Printing 
Office under the order of the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN. I will inquire what is the pending amendment, 
Mr. President? 

Mr. ELKINS. 
think, 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand that the pending amendment is 
the substitute offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]? 

Mr. ELKINS. There is a substitute offered by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the substitute 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. KEAN. I regret to say that the Senator from Ohio is 
not present. I do not like to see a vote taken on the joint reso- 
lution in his absence. I have been trying to get him on thé tele- 
phone, but have not succeeded as yet; and I do not know what 
his desire is in relation to the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amen “:aent proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

FULTON. Mr. President, it does seem to me that, in 
the ubsence of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], we ought 
not to proceed with the consideration of that amendment. I 
submit that the joint resolution ought to go over until the Sena- 
tor from Ohio is given an opportunity to be present. I think 
his amendment is a very important one, and I am quite sure 
he would wish to be here to present it. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Kean] is going to communicate with the Senator from 
Ohio. I will state that I called up the Senator from Ohio this 
morning and said that I thought possibly the sundry civil bill 
would be concluded this afternoon, and that I did not want to 
have his amendment acted on in his absence. I said that quitea 
number of Senators were insisting on a vote, and that if the 
joint resolution was to be passed, it was important that it 
should be passed as soon as possible. He was not well enough 
to come to the telephone, but he sent some one to answer for 
him, who said the Senator from Ohio would like to vote on his 
substitute, which repeals substantially the commodity clause 
under consideration, but that he left it to my judgment whether 
or not to take a vote in his absence; that he was not at all well 
and had sent for a physician. That is the situation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Ohio may be well 
enough to go on with this matter to-morrow. It certainly is 
desirable that he should be present, if possible, when his amend- 
ment is voted on. 


But, Mr. President, I think we ought to have it 


The amendments have all been acted upon, I 


MERRIMAC RIVER AND OTHER BRIDGES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4809) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Merrimac 
River at Tyngs Island, Massachusetts. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 6, to strike out all after 
“ Massachusetts’ down to and including “ reserved,” line 10, 
and to insert: 


That the county of Okanogan and the town of Okanogan, jointly or 
severally, corporations organized under the laws of the State of Wash- 
ington, their successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized, jointly or severally, to construct, maintain, and operate a wagon 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Okanogan River from some 
convenient and practical point on the west bank of said river within 
the limits of said town of Okanogan to some convenient point on the 
east bank of said river in the south half of the Colville Indian Reser- 
vation in the State of Washington. 

That the court of county commissioners of Geneva County, Ala., its 
successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Choctawhatchee River, at a —s to be approved by the Chief of 
Engineers and the Secretary of War, about 6 miles above the town of 
Geneva, Ala. 

That the Arizona and California Railway penen ys. a corporation 
organized under the laws of the Territory of Arizona, its successors 
and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge, and approaches thereto, across the Colorado 
River, at or near Parker, in the Territory of Arizona, as may be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, for the passage of railroad trains by 
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means of a single or double track, and also at the option of sald com. 
pany, its successors and assigns, to be used for the passage of wagons, 
vehicles, street cars, animals, and persons on foot and in vehicles. 

That the Missouri Central Railroad Company, a corporation or: 
ized under the laws of the State of Missouri, its successors and assigns, 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and Op- 
erate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at q 
point just south of the city of Glasgow, bere. about 500 yards south 
of the bridge now owned by the Chicago and Alton Railroad Company, 
to an opposite point in Saline County, in the State of Missouri, , 

That the Missouri Central Railroad Company, a corporation oryan. 
ized under the laws of the State of Missouri, its successors and as. 
signs, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, ang 
operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at 
a point near the city of St. Charles, being about 34 miles south of west 
of said city of St. Charles, to a point due south in St. Louis County 
all in the State of Missouri. “ae 

That the ee. Hill City and Western Railway Company, q 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of South Dakota, jts 
successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, 
maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Mississippi River at section 4, township 52 north, range 23 \ est, 
being in Aitkin County, In the State of Minnesota. 

That the Iron Dyke Copper Company, a corporation organized under 
the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, its successors and assigns, be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
toll bridge and approaches thereto across the Snake River at a point 
to be selected between Homestead and Ballards Landing, on said river, 
between the States of Oregon and Idaho. 

That section 7 of the act ap proved March 26, 1902, as amended by 
an act approved June 30, 1906, authorizing the South Omaha Railroad 
and Bridge Company to build a bridge and approaches thereto across 
Missouri River at or near the city of South Omaha, Douglas County, is 
hereby amended by extending the time for the construction of said 
bridge and approaches thereto to April 15, 1910. 

That the Copper River Railway Company, a corporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the State of Washington, its successors 
and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
and operate two bridges across the Copper River, in the Territory of 
Alaska, below the Abercrombie Canyon, to be located as follows: The 
first, or lower bridge, to cross the said vay 83 River at a point below 
Childs Glacier; and the second, or upper bridge, to cross said Copper 
River at some point between Childs Glacier and Miles Glacier, and 
slightly upstream from the location that has been selected as a bridge 
crossing by the Alaska Pacific Railway and Terminal Company, and a 
sufficient distance therefrom to avoid interference with the construc- 
tion or operation of the bridge across said river that may lawfully be 
erected = said last-named company. 

That the Copper River and Northwestern Railway Company, a cor- 
pecan organized and existing under the laws of the State of Nevada, 

, and is hereby, authorized to construct, operate, and maintain a 
oi one its approaches thereto across Bering Lake, in the Territory 
° aska. 

That section 6 of an act authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and 
Gulf Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon. and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of 
Yankton, 8. Dak., sonore April 5, 1904, as amended by the act ap 
proved February 19, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, so amended that 
the time within which the said bridge is required to be commenced 
shall be within one year and the time. within which it is required 
that the said bridge shall be completed shall be within three years from 
the date of the approval of this act. 

That the Rock River Traction Company, a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Illinois, its successors and assicns, be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to construct a bridge across Rock River 
at a point between the first section line south of the Golona Ferry (the 
section line between sections 9 and 10, township 17 north, range 1 
east) and the first section line east of the Cleveland Ferry (the sec- 
tion line between sections 29 and 30, township 18 north, range * east), 
said bridge to be built across Rock River between the counties of Henry 
and Rock Island, in the State of Illinois. 

That the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the con- 
struction of a bridge across Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota,” 
approved February 7, 1903, is hereby revived and reenacted. 

‘ That section 6 of the aforesaid act is hereby amended to rcad as 
ollows : 

“Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction 
of the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and 
completed within three years from td 1, 1908; and that the con 
struction shall not be commenced until the governmeng of the DL: Hj 
of Canada has authorized the construction and maintenance of that 
part of said bridge which shall occupy that portion of the river which 
is under the jurisdiction of said Dominion government.” ’ 

That the board of supervisors of the town of Highlanding, Red Lake 
County, Minn., be, and they are hereby, authorized to construc’, main 
tain, and operate a highway bridge and approaches thereto « 
the Red Lake River on the section line between sections 29 and ‘\, 
township 153 north, range 40 west, in the State of Minnesota. | . 

That the city of Bemidji, a corporation organized under the !aws ° 
the State of Minnesota, its successors and assigns, be, and they ar 
hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a highway 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Mississippi River, at -cctio? 
16, township 146, range 33, in the State of Minnesota. : 

That the Ruston, Natchitoches and Northeastern Railroad Copa‘), 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Louis!:na, | 
successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized - 
struct, maintain, and operate a drawbridge and approaches (‘er c 
across Bayou D’Arbonne, in the State of Louisiana, at a suitable poi 
on said stream on the line of its road between the cities of ! 
ville, in Union Parish, and Ruston, in Lincoln Parish, in the 
of Louisiana. ee 

That the bridge constructed across the Mississippi River bet in 
the townships of Clough, in Morrison County, and Fort I); ey. 
Crow Wing County, State of Minnesota, by the authorities B - 
counties of Morrison and Crow Wing, be, and the same is '"" 
legalized, and the consent of Congress is hereby given to |! we 
tenance by said authorities: Provided, That any changes in ‘be © 
structure which the Secretary of War may at any time dec! aa 
sary and order in the interest of navigation shall be promp' - 
by the owners thereof at their own expense. tec. Stat? 

That the township of Manistee, in the county of Manistee, ae 
of Michigan, a municipal corporation organiz under the /a 


in- 


State 
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State of Michigan, its successors and assigns, be, and they are 
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a highway 
ve, and approaches thereto, across the south branch or channel of 
Manistee River in said township, In the State of Michigan. 
t the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Company, a corpora- 
rganized under Texas law, be, and they are hereby, authorized 
struct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches 


y. 


ss, Tex., from the mainland to Harbor Island. 
the St. Louis, Brownsville and Mexico Railway Company, a 

tion organized under the laws of the State of Texas, its suc- 
s and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, 
itain, and operate a railway, wagon, and foot bridge and approaches 
eto across the Rio Grande River, at Brownsville, in the State of 
’ Mexico: Provided, That the construction of the said bridge 
not be commenced until the consent of the proper authorities 
» Republic of Mexico for the erection of the structure shall have 
btained. 

t the Yellowstone Valley Steel Bridge Company, a corporation 
nized under the laws of the State of Montana, 
ssigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, main- 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri 
it or within 1 mile west of the east boundary line of Montana, 
State of Montana. 

an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a 
across the Missouri River at a point to be selected within 5 
orth of the Kaw River in Wyandotte County, State of Kansas, 
ay County, State of Missouri, and to make the same a post 


aA 4 
i and declared to be in full force and effect, and that section 8 of 
act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

all be null and void if actual construction of the bridge herein au- 

d be not commenced within one year and completed within three 

from the Ist day of May, 1908.” 

rhat the county of Muskegon, in the State of Michigan, a corporation 

ized under the laws of the State of Michigan, its successors and 


orgal 


if 


be, 
ope a highway bridge and approaches thereto across the Muskegon 
R 


said. State 


of Michigan. 


Sec. 2. That all of the bridges authorized to be constructed by this 
act shall be constructed in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sree That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expr y reserved. 

(nd to amend the title so as to read: “An act authorizing the con- 
st tion of bridges across navigable waters, and to extend the time 
for the construction of bridges across navigable waters, and to legalize 
tt onstruction of bridges across navigable waters.” 

Mr. FRYE. As the amendments contain provisions in bills | 

ready passed by the Senate and not yet acted upon by the 
House, and also a few bills recommended for favorable action 
by the House, I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 

sideration of executive business. 


rhe motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
sideration of executive business. 
itive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow 
Friday, May 15, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


ly, 


Co 


PN CC 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 14, 1908 
UNITED 


STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Edward T. Sanford, of Tennessee, to be United States dis 


. aeross the Morris and Cummings channel at a point near Aran- | 


connecting the city of Brownsville, Tex., with the city of Mata- | 


its successors | 


’ approved December 17, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, re- | 


“That this act | 


and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and | 


on the line between the counties of Muskegon and Newaygo, in | 


After two hours spent in 
o'clock 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 
23, 1904, I nominate Capt. Joseph A. Sladen, United States 
Army, retired, to be placed on the retired list of the Army with 
the rank of major from May 12, 1908. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Gunners Thomas J. Hurd and Joseph Mitchell to be 
gunners in the Navy from the 1lith day of March, 1908, 
the completion of six years’ service in present grade. 


chief 
upon 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 14, 1908. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Wheeler Martin, of North Carolina, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the fourth district of North Carolina. 
ASSAYER. 
William S. Pearson, of North Carolina, to be assayer 
melter of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Samuel Krulewitch, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York. 


) 
n 


and 





PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. Commander John C. Leonard to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 23d day of April, 1908. 

Midshipman Edgar G. Oberlin to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 2d day of February, 1907. 

Asst. Surg. David C. Cather to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 9th day of July, 1907, upon completion of 
three years’ service in present grade. 

Soatswain Patrick Shanahan to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy from the 11th day of March, 1908, upon the completion of 
six years’ service in present grade. 
THE 

Cavalry Arm. 

First Lieut. Theodore Schultz, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be cap- 

tain from May 10, 1908. 


PROMOTIONS IN ARMY. 


Infantry Arm. 
Lieut. Col. Alfred C. Sharpe, Thirtieth Infantry, to be colonei 
from May 9, 1908. 
Maj. Nat P. Phister, Second Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel 
from May 9, 1908. 
Capt. Samuel E. Smiley, Fifteenth Infantry, to be major from 
May 9, 1908. 


. Corps of Engineers. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, to be 
colonel from May §, 1908. 

Maj.. George A. Zinn, Corps of Engineers, to be 
colonel from May 8, 1908. 


lieutenant- 


Cavalry Arm. 
Maj. Charles W. Taylor, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from May 6, 1990S. 
Capt. William W. Forsyth, Sixth Cavalry, to be majo 
May 6, 1908. 
First Lieut. Beverly A. 
from May 6, 1905S. 


r from 


Read, Sixth Cavalry, to be captain 


trict judge for the eastern and middle districts of Tennessee, in POSTMASTERS, 
place of Charles D. Clark, deceased. SaEaWwaEm 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. eunta, noe Harrington to be postmaster at Felton, Kent 
a , : ' | unty, Del. 
First Lieut. George Creighton Carmine to be captain in the | “O""'** * i 
Z Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such William W. Goodale to be postmaster at Waialua, Oahu 
1 January 1, 1908, in place of Capt. Henry Bateman Rogers, County, Hawaii 
deceased uly, ‘ ‘ . 
1} , ‘ George F. Renton to be postmaster at Ewa, Oahu Count 
Lieut. Detlef Frederick Argentino de Otte to be cap- Seach F. Renton to be postimast hu ¢ ity, 
tain the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to | “yr... .° . 
r . i a ole . . ae | Mabel R. Woods to be postmaster at Kohala, Hawaii Count 
ink as such from April 7, 1908, in place of Capt. Owen Slicer H - ‘i eee ~ vr we 
W illey, retired. — ILLINOIS 
First Lie . o ates anio »antat ' » I “ wi 
“ ' Lieut. George Metcalf Daniels to be captain in the Archibald B. Campbell to be postmaster at Tolono, Cham- 
: vi nue utter Service of the United States, to rank as such paign County, II! 
rom March { OOR i . Xe anita . eieiemeaiel | De a? . 
Geis aol h 9, 1908, in place of Capt. Daniel Jason Ainsworth, William S. Rice to be postmaster at Carmi, White County, Il. 
rst Tt . * | KE Ay. 
First Lieut. Frederick Jules Haake to be captain in the | oa —— , 
Reve ue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such | Joseph Insko to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 


Son, ret ired. 


P he Lieut. Francis Saltus Van Boskerck to be c 
le Re 


such from April 22, 1908, 
Fengar, retired. 


aptain it 


in place of Capt. Charles Calver 


XLII——391 





fom January 22, 1908, in place of Capt. Percy Wallace Thomp- 


venue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank «as 


Bracken and State of Kentucky. 
LOUISIANA, 
Edgar A. Bassett to be postmaster at Kentwood, Tangipahoa 
Parish, La. 
Raoul J. Bienvenu to be postmaster at St. Martinville, St. 
Martin Parish, La. 


1 


t 


| 
| 
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La. 


Charles C, Dow to be postmaster at Bernice, Union Parish, La. | 


Edward Eagles to be postmaster at 
Li 

ticnry C. Edwards to be postmaster 
Parish, La. 

Robert A. Giddens to be postmaster 
Parish, La. 
Bernard 
Parish, La. 

ixrnest J. Lyons to be postmaster 
Parish, La. 

Mary G. Pearsall to be postmaster at Bogalusa, Washington 
Parish, La. 

Mildred P. T. Prescott to be postmaster at Lutcher, St. James 
Parish, La. 
Amy C, 
Parish, La. 

Lou Ey Russell to be postmaster at West Monroe, Ouachita 
Parish, La. 

W. M. Terry to be postmaster at Welsh, Calcasieu Parish, La. 

Claude H. Wallis to be postmaster at Houma, Terrebonne 
Parish, La. 

Jessie B. Wells to be postmaster at 
ish, La. 

Thomas M, 
ish, La. 


Winnfield, Winn Parish, 
at Marksville, Avoyelles 
at Coushatta, Red River 


Isaacs to be postmaster at Gueydan, Vermilion 


at Melville, St. Landry 


Reiley to be postmaster at Clinton, East Feliciana 


Leesville, Vernon Par- 


Wells to be postmaster at Colfax, Grant Par- 


MICHIGAN. 
Henry S. Wickware to be postmaster at Cass City, Tuscola 
County, Mich. 
NEBRASKA. 
Jules Haumont to be postmaster at Broken 
County, Nebr. 


Bow, Custer 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
John P. Overman to be postmaster at Elizabeth City, Pasquo- 
tank County, N. C. 
OKLAHOMA. 
George Stowell to be postmaster at McLoud, Pottawatomie 
County, Okla. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Daniel W. Bedea to be postmaster at Shenandoah, Schuyl- 
kill County, Pa. 
Daniel M. Bennett to be postmaster at Bridgeville, Allegheny 
County, Pa. 

Thomas D. Davis to be postmaster at Girardville, Schuylkill 
County, Pa. 
William 
County, Pa, 

John H. Grove to be postmaster at New 
County, Pa. 


H. Flora to be postmaster at Wrightsville, York 


Freedom, York 


Thomas Finch Hampton to be postmaster at Honey Brook, | 


Chester County, Pa. 
Granville F. Heathcote to be postmaster at Glen Rock, York 
County, Pa. 

J. Ward Houck to be postmaster at Clymer, Indiana County, 
Pa. 

Newton E. 
County, Pa. 
’ Dewitt C, Parkinson to be postmaster at Monongahela, Wash- 

ington County, Pa. 
Oliver S. Rumberger to be postmaster at Warriors Mark, in 
the county of Huntingdon and State of Pennsylvania. 
PORTO RICO 


Noblet to be postmaster at Halifax, 


Manuel 8S. Pacheco to be postmaster at Fajardo, Humacao, | 


Porto Rico. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
William H. Brunson to be postmaster at Edgefield, Ddgefield 
County, S. C. 
WISCONSIN. 
A. H. Jessell to be postmaster at Birnamwood, 
County, Wis. 


Joseph Longbotham to be postmaster at Cuba, Grant County, | 


Wis. 

August J. Seemann to be postmaster at Boscobel, Grant 
County, Wis. 

John H. Wall to be postmaster at Highland, Iowa County, 
Wis. 


NATURALIZATION TREATY WITH PORTUGAL. 
The injunction of secrecy was removed May 14, 1908, from 
a naturalization treaty between the United States and Portugal, 
signed at Washington on May 7, 1908, 


Levi P. Carter to be postmaster at Bunkie, Avoyelles Parish, | 


May 14, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 14, 1908. 
[Continuation of the legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.) 


The recess having expired, at 11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m, 
the House was called to order by the Speaker. 


REIMBURSING INDIANS FOR CUTTING OF TIMBER, 


The SPEAKER. The question is pending on the motion of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS], the yeas and 
nays being ordered at the time the House went into recess, to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 421) to pay allottees 
to whom lands have Deen patented under the act of February 
8, 1SS7, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands to 
Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protec- 
tion of the laws of the United States and Territories over the 
Indians, and for other purposes,” as amended by the act of 
February 28, 1891, the amount paid into the Treasury of the 
United States on account of the sale, cutting, or removal of 
timber from, or damages to, lands allotted to them, and to ap- 


propriate money for the payment thereof. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


is present. 
rhe 


rum, 


at-Arms will notify absentees. 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 


will call the roll. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 295, nays 5, 


SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 
One hundred and twenty-two Members are present, not a quo- 
The Doorkeeper will close the doors, and the Sergeant- 
The question will be taken on 


[After counting.] 


answered “ present” 10, not voting 77, as follows: 
YEAS—295. 


Acheson 
Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Aiexander, N. Y. 
Allen 

Ames 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bates 

Beale, Pa, 
seall, Tex, 
Bede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
3ennett, Ky. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Bowers 

Boyd 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brumm 


-. | Burgess 
Dauphin | 


Burke 
Burleigh 
Rurleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
‘alderbead 
‘aldwell 
‘ampbell 
‘andler 
‘apron 
‘arlin 
‘arter 
‘ary 
‘aulfield 
*haney 


Shawano | Gh2pman 


Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Cole 
Conner 


| Cook, Colo. 


Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 


Darragh 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denby 
Denver 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 
Ferris 


Fornes 

Foss 

Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 

Fuller 

Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 

Gill 

Gillesple 
Gillett 
Godwin 
Gerdon 
Goulden 

Graft 

Graham 
Greene 

Gregg 

Hackett 
Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardy 
Haskins 


Helm 

Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, lowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, lowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 


Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
Knap 

Knop 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 

Law 

Lawrence 

Lee 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
McCall 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 


McLain 
McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMillan 
McMorran 
Macon 


Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Pearre 
Pollard 
Porter 


Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Seott 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 





The Clerk 
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908 


way 
yr, Ala. 
st lewood 
ias, Ohio 
ell 
Velle 


gerald 


ifogle 


tell 


ssard 


I feld 
ett, Ga. 
cham 
isall 
ndidge 
l 
rk, Fla. 
r, Wis. 
ey 
sins 
ens 
ison 
s, Minn, 
ma 
nwell 


iwards, Ga. 


iwards, Ky. 


ey 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Townsend Wanger 
Underwood Washburn 
Volstead Watson 
Vreeland Weeks 
Waldo Weems 
Wallace Wheeler 
NAYS—5. 
yranger Lindsay 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—10. 
Haggott Riordan 
Lovering Small 
Padgett Sparkman 


CONGRESSIONAL 


NOT VOTING—77. 


Gardner, Mass, 
Glass 

Goebel 

Griggs 

Gronna 

Harding 
Hardwick 
Harrison 

Henry, Tex. 
Hobson 

Huff 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 
Kitchin, Wm, W. 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Leake 

Legare 

Lenahan 

Lewis 


Lilley 
Livingston 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McGuire 
McHenry 
Marshall 
Mondell 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Olcott 


Parker, 8S, Dak. 


Perkins 
Peters 
Powers 
Pratt 
Pujo 


he Clerk announced the following pairs: 


For the day: 


Mr. Loup with Mr. PADGETT. 
Until further notice: 

Mr. DeNweLt with Mr. WATKINS, 
Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
Mr. Barcurerp with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. CRAVENS. 
Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. CrarK of Florida. 
Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Grass. 
Mr. Durry with Mr. Humpnureys of Mississippi. 


Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. Lewis. 


Mr. GosppeL with Mr, LENATIAN. 


Mr. GARDNER Of Massachusetts with Mr. LEAKE. 


Alr. GRONNA with Mr. MCHENrRy. 

Mr. HarpIne with Mr. PETERs. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr, Ranpbett of Texas. 
Mr. JAckson with Mr. RANspEtxL of Louisiana. 


Mr. Lovertne with Mr. Re. 


Mr. McGutre with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. Monpbett with Mr. Smiru of Texas. 
Mr. NeLson with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
Mr. Parker of South Dakota with Mr. Wess. 
Mr. PerKINS with Mr. WEISSE. 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr, Henry of Texas. 
Mr. Litter with Mr. Woxr. 
Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. Murpny. 
Mr. Dawes with Mr. Harpwick. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr, Taxporr. 
Mr. DirkKeMA with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Pratt. 
Mr. Couprey with Mr. Hopson. 
Mr. Haseorr with Mr. Wiir1aM W. KircHin. 
Mr. ForpNEY with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. BingcHaM with Mr. LivrinestTon. 


Mr. 
Mr 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Rorerts with Mr. Broussarp. 
. BIRDSALL with Mr. LaMar of Missouri. 
Mr. Bourett with Mr. Griacs. 
McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
LOWDEN with Mr. LEcarr. 


Mr. OLcorr with Mr. Harrison. 


Mr 
For 


. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
the session: 


Mr. McMorran with Mr. Puzo. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Th 


The doors were opened. 


Cler!) 


Seryi 
June 
of he ] I 


30, 1909, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 

, innounced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 18347) making appropriations for the 
‘ of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
esentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the 


SHERMAN with Mr. RrorpAN. 
BUTLER with Mr. Bartietr of Georgia. 
Coustns with Mr. Froop. 
result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
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Ransdell, La. 
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Saunders 
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Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C. 
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House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Penrose, Mr. Burrows, and Mr. Cray as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendments, bills of the following titles, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 20120. An act to authorize the construction of a railroad 
siding to the United States navy-yard, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 17506. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,” 
approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act entitled “An act 
to provide revenues for the Government and to encourage the 
industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897; and 

H. R. 15641. An act for the removal of restrictions from part 
of the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 7091. An act to grant to the State of Mississippi certain 
lands for use of the common schools of that State; 

S. 5879. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Jonesboro, Ark.; 

S. 4435. An act for the relief of George Q. Allen; and 

8.3810. An act for the relief of Howard B. Carpenter. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 17296. An act providing for the restoration of the 
motto “In God we trust” on certain denominations of the 
gold and silver coins of the United States. 


GRANTING CONDEMNED ORDNANCE TO CERTAIN INSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 21410) granting condemned ordnance 
to certain institutions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the following bill, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follow: 

A bill (H. R. 21410) granting condemned ordnance to certain institu- 
tions. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to furnish to the Mercer County Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Monument Association, of Trenton, N. J., eight condemned 
brass cannon, for the purpose of marking the corners of a soldiers and 
sailors’ monument and the lot of ground whereon it may be erected, 
at Trenton, Mercer County, N. J., said cannon to be subject at all times 
to the order of the Secretary of War: Provided, That no expense 
shall be.incurred by the United States in the delivery of the same. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to donate to the State of New Hampshire the four bronze 
light 12-pounder muzzle-loading cannon of obsolete design formerly 
the equipment of the First Light Battery, New Hampshire National 
Guard, together with the carriages, limbers, caissons, and other ac- 
cessories now in the possession of the State: Provided, That no ex- 
pense shall be incurred by the United States in the delivery of said 
cannon and accessories. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to furnish to the American Scenic and Historie Preserva 
tion Society, incorporated by the State of New York, ten condemned 
brass cannon, for the purpose of marking certain historic positions con- 
nected with the American Revolution within Stony Point State Park, 
on the Hudson River, Rockland County, N. Y.; said cannon to be sub- 
ject at all times to the order of the Secretary of War: Provided, That 
no expense shall be incurred by the United States in the delivery of 
same. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
in his discretion, to furnish to the Confederate Monument Association, 
of Appomattox, Va., two condemned bronze fieldpieces or cannon, with 
their carriages, and with a suitable outfit of cannon balls, which may 
not be needed in the service, the same to be used on the grounds sur- 
rounding the monument in the court-house square in the town of Appo- 
mattox, Va., and be subject at all times to the order of the Secretary 
of War: Provided, That no expense shall be incurred by the United 
States in the delivery of the same. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to deliver to the board of regents of the University of South Dakota, 
at Vermillion, S. Dak., if the same can be done without detriment to 
the public service, one condemned 12-pounder bronze field gun, of a 
weight not to exceed 1,800 pounds, as he may deem proper, to be 
placed on the campus of said university and be subject at all times 
to the order of the Secretary of War: Provided, That the donation 
shall be without expense to the United States. 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
in his discretion, to furnish to the Elgin Academy, of Flgin, Ill., two 
condemned fieldpieces or cannon, with a suitable outfit of cannon batis, 
which may not be needed in the service, the same to be used in the park 
surrounding the Elgin Academy, in the city of Elgin, Ill., and to be 
subject at all times to the order of the Secretary of War: Provided, 
That no expense shall be incurred by the United States in the delivery 
of the same. 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of War be, and‘ he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to furnish to the city of San Antonio, Tex., two con- 
demned brass or bronze cannon or fieldpieces, with their carriages and 
a suitable outfit of cannon balls, which may not be needed in the serv- 
ice, to be subject at all times to the order of the Secretary of War: 
Provided, That no expense shall be incurred by the United States in 
the transportation and delivery of the same. 

Sec. 8. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, in his dis- 
cretion, to donate to the Veteran Relief Guard, of Newburgh, N. Y., an 


6244 


independent 
baronets, 
may not be 
shall be made 
Departn ent, 


and the 


military organization, 
bayonet sca 
neecé 


bba rds, 
d in the 
ct to rules 


with this donation. 


Sec. 9. That 
cretion, 
ham, Ala., 
bards, and 
service of said 


rules and regul: 
ment shall be 
That 


Gover! 
Sec. 10, 
t to don 


No. 243, Deps 


military organiz 


bayonet 


made subject 
Department, 


to donate 
125 ol 
ammi 


the Secretary 


to the 


fifty 


service of 


with this donation. 


Sec. 11. 
cretion, 


an independent 
bayonets, 
which may not be 


with 


nation shall be 
in the 
nection with 

Sec 12, 
cretion, 
New York, 


in the service 
ject to rules 


tion. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 
SPEAKER. 


Mr. HAY. 


The 
second. 


That 


Department, 


That 
to donate 
s.. Be 
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and regulations covering the same 
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of Rock Island, 
obsolete Springfield rifles, 
and ammunition belts for the same, 
said Department. 
the rules and regulations covering 
Government shall be 


125 


Is a second demanded? 
Speaker, I demand a second. 
Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
The gentleman from Virginia demands a | 
Under the rules a second is ordered, and the gentle | 
man from New York is entitled to twenty minutes and the gen- | 


tleman from Virginia to twenty minutes. 


Mr. BRADLEY. 


States of the Union—the 


North Dakota, Illinois, 


killed in battle. 


of my time. 
Mr. HAY. 


Veteran posts, and there 


the bill. 
use any 


Mr. HAY. 


Mr. Speaker, this is a bill granting obsolete 
non and munitions and guns to different military organizations 
throvghout the Union, such as Grand Army posts, Confederate 
“an be no objection to the passage of 
Unless somebody desires some time, I do not care to 
more time. 
The SPEAKER. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 301, 


“present” 8, not voting 78, as follows: 
YEAS—301. 


Acheson 

Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 


——— 
Sarclay 
Bartholdt 
sartiett, Nev. 
Bates 

seale, Pa. 
Beall, Tex. 
Rede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Bowers 
Bradiey 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
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Burleigh 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
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Cc = - 
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Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis, 
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Davey, La. 
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Fassett 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Finley 
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Focht 
Fornes 
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Foster, Til. 
Foster, Ind, 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
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Mr. Speaker, five sections of this bill propose 
to donate obsolete Springfield rifles in quantities from 50 to 125 
to certain independent military organizations. 
in the State of Alabama 


One is located 
, one in the State of Illinois, one in the 
State of New York, and so forth, and the remaining seven sec- 
tions of the bill propose to donate obsolete cannon to different 
State of Minnesota, 
Texas, New York, and so forth, 
in connection with monuments erected to the memory of men 
Mr. Speaker, I return to the Chair the balance | 


The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
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answered 


Haugen 
Hawley 

Hay 

Haves 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hill, Miss, 
Hinshaw 
Iiolliday 
Houston 
lioward 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 


| Huff 


Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


| Hull, Tenn. 
| James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 


| Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimbal 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Kite hin, Claude 


| Knapp 


soutell 
Butler 


3archfeld 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boyd 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Byrd 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Clark, Fla, 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davidson 
Diekema 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 


Knopf 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 

Law 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Lovering 
McCall 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McGuire 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal, 
Mc\inley, DL 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal, 
McLain 


Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Nye 
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MeLaughlin, Mich. Rodenbe 
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Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
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Kitchin, Wm. W. 
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Lowden 
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Marshall 
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Olcott 
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Pollard 
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Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
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Wheeler 
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Sparkman 
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Pratt 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Richardson 
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Smith, Tex. 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
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Weisse 

Wiley 

Willett 
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So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bil! was 


agreed to. 


The Clerk announced the following ad@itional pairs. 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


POLLARD with Mr. StepHens of Texas. 
PARKER Of New Jersey with Mr. STaNLey. 
OLMSTED with Mr. RYAN. 

LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Smrru of Texas. 


Mr. Humpurey of Washington with Mr. Crawrorpd. 
Mr. ForpNrey with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 


Mr. 


Mr. Durey with Mr. Rem. 


Mr. 


GRONNA with Mr. SAUNDERS. 


CAMPBELL with Mr. CrarK of Florida. 


Mr. Boyp with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


BANKING LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. VREELAND. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the ru'' 


and pass the following resolutions, which I send to the ‘ 


desk. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. PRINCE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. PRINCE. 


be discharged and 
the consideration of H. R. 21871, “A 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAND] moves to suspend the rules and agree to the follo\ 
order, which the Clerk will report. 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 


I desire now, if this is the proper tin 
raise a point of order against this proceeding on the ¢ 
that it is not privileged. 
The SPEAKER. There is a motion before the House to 
pend the rules, and the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That after the adoption hereof the Committee on 
ing and Currency shall be 


nd the House shall proc” 
bill to amend the national 


ing laws;” debate thereon shall be concluded at not later than 5 « 











1908, 





to-day, the time to be equally divided between the friends and 
ments of the bill, to be controlled on one side by Mr. VrexLanpD 
1 the other by Mr. WittiaMs. It shall be im order to offer in 
* the bill H. R, 21871 a substitute, namely, H. R. 16730, “A 
rther protect depositors in banks, to secure a safe and elastic 
» currency, and to amend the national-bank act and previous 
ts thereto.” On the conclusion of the debate as herein pro- 
vote shall be taken without delay or intervening motion, first 
‘ouestion of substituting H. R. 16730, if said bill shall have 
d. and then upon the passage of the bill, or the substitute 
eu thereof, as the case may be. 
| leave to print remarks on the bill is hereby granted for five 
days. 
PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I now make the point of order 
hat report that it is not privileged. 
SPEAKER. This is a motion to suspend the rules. It 
19 difference whether it is privileged or not. The Chair 
les the point of order, 
a second demanded? 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wrr- 
demands a second. Under the rule a second is ordered. 
centleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND] is entitled to 
» minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
us} to twenty minutes. 
\ir. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, the adoption of this resolu- 
tion by the House—— 
(vr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker 
. SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
N ka rise? 
\ir. HITCHCOCK. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
. SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. VREE- 
ranp! has the floor for twenty minutes, 
ir, HITCHCOCK, I desire to inquire whether this bill has 
bes rinted? 
» SPEAKER. Oh, yes. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK, It is not accessible. 
» to secure copies. 
lhe SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
1 Nebraska [Mr. Hrrencockx] is in error. 
Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, the adoption of this resoln- 
by this House will mean that a bill will be brought before 
ihe House of Representatives for passage to amend the bank- 
ing laws of the United States. 
Mr. Speaker, a very large majority of the Republicans of this 
use have already in conference signified their desire to pass a 
bill of this kind. We are expecting very large support for this 





We have been un- 


fre 


bill on the Democratic side of the House. We have a right to 
expect that all Democrats will vote for this measure for this 
reason: For the past three or four weeks the gentlemen upon 


that side of the Chamber have been conducting an energetic 
ster, having for its alleged purpose the necessity of com- 
pelling the Republican side of this House to bring forward 


measures which have been recommended by the President of 


the United States. 
rhe Democrats, I suppose, will take to themselves credit 
that as the result of the filibuster conducted with so much 


| 
aul 


lowed by the entire Democracy, several bills recommended by 
the 


mended by the President is now before this body; and they 


may even hope that other measures will be taken up later on. | 


Of course the truth is that this Republican House has taken 
up these measures in its own good time and in its own way. 


ty by the gentleman from Mississippi {[Mr. Wir.1amMs], fol- | 
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President already have passed, and another bill recom- | 


The President of the United States in his annual message | 


urged 
The President also urged upon Congress that in addition to 
| commission should be appointed to take up the whole 


upon Congress the necessity of passing a banking and | 
bill which would provide for emergency currency. | 


que n of banking and currency, to find if there were other | 


Spots in our system, and perhaps to introduce radical 
‘cations in the existing system of banking and currency. 
_ sain, in a Special message a few weeks ago the President 
upon Congress the great necessity for this legislation. 

nse to that message we present here to-day a measure 


iend our banking laws, that we shall provide for an 
scncy currency, and that we shall appoint a commission to 


stem. It is for this reason that I say we expect, and 
‘a right to expect, that the Democrats of the House 
. - large support to this measure. 

K., resolution provides that the minority measure of the 


H may be brought up before this body and may be voted 
ee Bee That is the bill known as the “ Williams bill,” in- 
tee by the distinguished leader of the minority. That is 
me which has been brought before this body as a minority 


‘rom the Committee on Banking and Currency, receiving, 


another Congress upon the whole subject and the | 


‘trying out the recommendations of the President that we | 
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as it appears on the face of it, the unanimous indorsement of 
the minority members of the Banking and Currency Committee, 

It is understood, also, that this bill has received the indorse- 
ment of the distinguished gentleman who is the candidate of the 
Democratic party for President. In view, therefore, of the in- 
dorsement which this bill has received at Democratic hands, this 
resolution provides that the Democrats on that side of the Cham. 
ber may first give their indorsement to this Williams bill, a bill 
that provides the country with a better measure, they think, 
prepared by themselves; and failing to secure that, I ne 
that they will fall in and support a measure they think perhaps 
not so good as they have prepared, yet which will give some 
measure of relief in times of distress. 

Suppose the Democrats do not support this bill. 


assul 


Are they not 


putting themselves in rather an uncomfortable situation? What, 
then, would this time-consuming filibuster have been aimed 
against, if, when the very purpose for which they allege they 


have continued it comes before them, they refuse to support a 
measure which they have proclaimed they were trying to force 
us to bring in? They will then put themselves in a position be- 
fore the country where they back and refuse to accept a measure 
which they have insisted that we should bring in, because it 
comes from the Republican side of the Chamber. 

That will put the Democratic party in the position of being 
simply an opposition party, bringing forward nothing of its 
own, and refusing to assist in the passage of any law, however 
meritorious, because it comes from the Republican side of the 
Chamber. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. VREELAND. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COCKRAN,. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him @ 
question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. VREELAND, Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I understand that the gentleman claims 
that the Democrats should support some one particular meas. 
ure or else support this? 

Mr. VREELAND. I do not know what the gentleman un- 
derstands. 

Mr. COCKRAN. 
man to say that. 

Mr. VREELAND. I state that there were before this body 
this afternoon two measures to vote on. 

Mr. COCKRAN, By whose act was the House given this 
choice? 

Mr. VREELAND. By its own act. . 

Mr. COCKRAN. By the majority. 

Mr. VREELAND. There are two measures before the House. 
One of them has the indorsement of the candidate for President 
of the Democratic party, the leader of the minority in this 
House, and is indorsed by the minority members of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. The second measure is one 
that comes from the Republican side of the House, adopted 
after a conference, by a large majority. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. COCKRAN., 
my question? 
are. 

Mr. VREELAND. Does this come out of my time? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. VREELAND. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I first yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Prince}. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, these is now presented to this 
House a very strange rule for adoption. In the Recorp of yes- 
terday, that is now on the desk of every Member, under date 
of May 13, page 6508 of public bills, resolutions, and memorials 
introduced, is one by Mr. VREELAND, a bill (H. R. 21871) to 
amend the national-bank laws, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 


, 


“The gentleman” understands the gentle- 


Will the gentleman allow me to complete 
I merely want to know what the circumstances 


That is the bill that the House is now asked to take up. 
Hardly a Member has the bill before him now; it is only 
within the last ten minutes that it has been printed and 


brought to the House. That committee is to be discharged from 


the consideration of a bill referred to them by the Speaker 
of the House. The committee has not had time to con- 
sider it, and a rule is brought in. here to discharge a com- 


mittee of this House. Why set the sixty-four committees of 
this House aside? I submit that the House is cailed upon 
insult a committee of this House, without its having an op- 
portunity to pass upon the bill, and say that it shall be dis- 
charged. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If our heads 
go first, yours may follow. Members of this House—233 of us 

if our heads are to be put upon the block now, whose beads 


to 
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are to follow in the desire to carry out the purposes of the | 
leaders on this side when they want to consider any par- | 
ticular business? I say to you that the Committee on Banking 
and Currency stand ready to meet this afternoon and report 
this bill to this House, so that it may proceed in an orderly, 
regular manner before the country and before the committee 
of this House. Is there any justification for this proceeding? 

Will the country justify such action as this? Will the 
eountry justify us in saying that a handful of Democrats in 
the minority can force legislation through this House, where 
there are 233 Republicans and 166 Democrats, or 67 Repub- 
lican majority? How much of a majority do we need on 
this side of the House to transact business under the rules? 
How can we of this branch, that represents the voice of the 
American electorate, go before our constituents and say that 
we have subordinated ourselves, say that we have denied to 
ourselves the right to proceed according to the rules of the 
House to have committees report, and that committees shall 
be discharged, because, forsooth, for political exigencies and 
none other, a bill must be presented to this House and to the 
country? Who is asking for it? Men on this floor have 


received thousands of letters asking their vote for or against | 


putting wood pulp and print paper on the free list. Thousands 





of letters have come here asking us to do something on the 
anti-injunction bill, to do something on the etght-hour bill, to 
do something that the people want. I pass the platter around 
to my colleagues and ask you, Who has asked you to do this 
act? Political exigency! Throw to the business people of the 
United States a bone when they ask you for something that 
is good. When they ask you for bread, throw them a stone! 
Can you proceed in this line? You say, perhaps, that I am 
speaking outside of my party. No, no! I am speaking, and 
I have authority to speak, by the very party to which I be- 
long. When we met in conference May 5, 1908, I offered the 
following resolution which was unanimously adopted- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. I ask time to read this resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will two minutes longer be sufficient? 

Mr. PRINCE. A minute and a half will do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield three minutes more to the gentle- 
man, or so much thereof as he may desire. 

Mr. PRINCE. This resolution was unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That this meeting, or any adjournment thereof, is only a 
conference and not a caucus, and shall not have the binding effect of 
a caucus; and that those who participate in its deliberations shall 
be absolutely free hereafter to act in accordance with their own judg- 
ment with reference to all matters considered before it. 

My fellow Members, put the yoke upon you if you will. Walk 
under the yoke, “ under buck,” as the expression was in the time 
of the yoke of oxen. Now, the yoke may be easy and the 
burden light, but I want to say to you I will not put on the 
yoke; I will not assume the burden and go before my constitu- 
ents and say that I am in favor of makeshift legislation; that I 
am in favor of discharging committees of this House; that I am 
in favor of overriding the wishes of the people; that I am to be 
a mere tobacco sign, to be moved hither and thither, a mere 
pawn upon the chessboard! I am here to represent my people. 
That resolution permits me to represent them, and I shall vote 
against such resolutions as this, and I ask other men who will 
have to go before their constituents to consider well, because 


no one of you can say, as they tried to say when the crime of | . 
F . : | honest, nonpartisan Republicans that are opposed to this i 


1873 was committed, “ We did not know anything about it.” You 
all know. You have your eyes open. You walk intelligently 
and knowingly, and if you vote for this resolution, remember 
that the next time your cofmmittee does not see fit to do what 
some people want you to do, your heads will be laid upon the 
block, they will be cut off, and the whole legislation for 
90,000,000 people is to roll around three men. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Three men! And I say here and now, 
to the House and the country, the do-nothing Congress has been 
here long enough. If it were not for the bright, brainy, forceful 
character at the other end of the Avenue, I doubt whether we 
would have done anything except pass a few appropriation bills; 
but, thank God, there is somewhere in this country, at the other 
end of the Avenue, a man whose ears are to the ground, a man 
whose heart is in sympathy with the people, and he is insisting 
upon legislation, and what little we get is through him. It is 
through him and his special messages that we accomplish any- 
thing in the first session of the Sixtieth Congress for the benefit 
of the 90,000,000 people that we represent here on this floor. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, 


How much time have I remaining, Mr. 


The gentleman has twelve minutes, 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I will ask the gentleman from New York 
whether he expects to conclude and use all of his time wiih 
one speech, or expects to have more than one speech? 

Mr. VREELAND. We will use the remainder of our ti 
with one speech. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing hitherto 
evolved out of the history of the human race quite as kaleids 
scopic as the Republican party. Some time ago we upon this 
side of the Chamber were informed by the gentleman from Now 
York [Mr. PayNe], the majority floor leader, and by the Speak- 
er’s “Rules Deputy,” the gentleman from Pennsylvania | \Mr, 
DALZELL], and by the other member of that committee, the cen- 
tleman from New York [Mr,. SHERMAN] that no legislation 
having a Democratic initiative would be so much as considered 
by the majority of this House. You announced to the country 
that we were legislatively disbarred and that there was no use 
in our burning our lights over legislative study. 

This morning one of the same gentlemen comes to us—I 
started to say, with a carefully concocted rule, but I am afraid 
the Speaker has got so that he is afraid even of the Committee 
on Rules—but with a carefully concocted motion to suspend 
ithe rules, in words in which, I think, I find the fine hand of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania not only proposing that the 
Democrats shall initiate legislation, but undertaking to desig- 
nate just precisely what legislation they shall initiate. |[Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] And it is done upon the 
ground that that legislation bears my name. He does not 
even permit this side to amend the bill H. R. 16730 to suit 
itself in as far as it desires to amend it. The rule does not 
even permit me to amend it in so far as I desire to amend 
it, especially in one essential part of it, where a typewriter's 
carelessness in section 7 exists in the bill that was introduced 
on the 7th of February, 1908. 

It is an old adage “ Beware of the Greeks bearing gifts;” 
and if in the old-time men were to beware of Greeks bearing 
gifts, my heaven! how much more ought we to beware, in these 
latter days of improved ingenuity, of Illinois, Pennsylvania, and 
New York Republicans bearing gifts. [Laughter and applause 


| on the Democratic side.] 


The Banking and Currency Committee considered a bill, and 
they reported the bill and recommended it to this House. | 
am opposed to it. I believe everybody, or nearly everybody, on 
this side is opposed to it, but there is a chance, at any rate 
theoretically if not practically, that it would receive serious 
consideration. Indeed, there are those who believe that in a 
fair fight with the Vreeland bill it might win. There is not a 
man of you that would propose to give a moment’s serious con- 
sideration to the Williams currency bill. It is a Democratic 
bill. If it was the best bill on banking and currency ever i 
troduced in the world, there is not one of you that would dar 
privately to express an opinion favorable to it without having 
previously seen the Speaker and explained why you were going 
to do it and received his permission to do it. [Laughter aud 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

You have virtually served notice on us that we are disbarred 
legislatively, and then you select a bill for us and say, “Tl: 
to the gallery, you Democrats,” by voting for or against it. !! 
is a better bill than yours and we are for it, but we wil! 10 
let you obscure the real issue which is the abominability of 
your bill, by putting ours in front. You are inviting 
commit a tactical error offending those few conscien(ious, 


us tT 


famy of the Vreeland bill by substituting ourselves in point o! 
consideration for them and their views. [Applause «1 tle 
Democratic side.] We decline to be “ deposited in that cavity.” 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what have you done? You are ¢ 
introduce a bill to reform the currency that goes to t! 
commercial vitalization of 80,000,000 of people, and you 
going to give four hours of debate! Four weeks would ne 
have been sufficient. The gentleman from New Yor Mr. 
VREELAND] Says we will oppose his bill “because it is a | 
lican bill.” Why, bless your hearts, we are not in th: 
of opposing things because they have a Republican ori 
you know it. [Derisive laughter on the Republican sid 

There is not one of you laughing that does not know it, and 
you know that your laugh is not sincere, but hypocritical. U)" 
this side for the last three years there has not been » £00 
measure recommended by a Republican President or a lepuh' 
can committee—good in our opinion, I mean, of course—‘:.:\' ° 
have not advocated and that we have not helped throu It 
has been our boast that it is no longer a maxim that “tlie dul) 
of an opposition was to oppose,” but that the duty of the o!) 
sition is to oppose wrong things and advocate right thiiss, » 


; 


’ 
yery 

















1 whence they come. 
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Mr. Speaker, I can not suffer from 





Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 


istory of the party in the rate bill, the history of the party | the same sensitiveness as my colleague on the committee from 


nection with the anti-injunction recommendations of the 
ient, the history of the party in connection with the em- 
rs’ liability bill, all prove that what I state is true, and 
‘ves your recently attempted vaudeville laugh is a pretense 
ypocrisy. 
>» stands for this Vreeland bill? Nobody but the Repub- 
nachine in this House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
RorHERMEL] telegraphed all the banks within his district 
‘t answers this morning from nineteen of them, and only 
. of them did not reply, advising him to beat the Vreeland 
They regard it as worse than nothing. The people are 
iemanding it; the business men, farmers, and the banks 
yt demanding it. Nobody is demanding it. You, even, that 
blican machine over there, are not demanding it because 
want it You are demanding it merely to be able to go be- 
e people and say: “ We passed something in the shape of 
rgency-currency bill.” You are passing it simply to get 
thing inte conference, and in a secret conference committee 
atch plutecratic mischief. There is not one of you that 
does not know that it is an abomination and a miserable make- 
It ought to be called a bill of “authorization for clear- 
e-house associations of national banks which have violated 


ene 


ft 


| 


law,” or a “bill of indemnity for Secretaries of the Treas- | 
who have suspended the operation ef the law in behalf of | 


national banks and clearance-house associations.” [Ap- 
se on the Democratic side. ] 

You allowed clearing-house associations to circulate notes 
subject to a 10 per cent tax and by executive act suspended the 
tax. Have you obeyed the law? Your Secretary of the Treasury 

spended the operation of the law, an offense for which 
Charles I lost his head and James II lost his throne. Now, 


you are asking the American House of Representatives to 
legalize that violation of law which was deliberately overlooked 
by 

for him to suspend the law. I introduced a resolution here 
asking whether or not the Secretary of the Treasury had 
obeyed the law in connection with the circulation of I. O. U.’s 
and John Thomases—i believe they call them “ clearing-house 
cert 
port from a committee. You dared not make a report, because 
you knew he had done it and ought to have been impeached 
for it and removed from office. All that this bill is fit for is 
indemnity in the future for this man and men of his ilk. 


Mr. Speaker, we have been told by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne], by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DatzeLLj], and by the other gentleman from New York [Mr. 


SHERMAN] that you have the responsibility. Very well; take it. 
You have disbarred us legislatively. Proceed to run the court. 
If you have brains enough, if you have patriotism enough to 
bring before the House for its consideration a bill that will, in 
the slightest degree, improve present conditions, bring it before 
the House. If you think this is a bill that does that, pass it. 
So far, in my opinion, you have failed to prove that you have 
brains or patriotism enough to bring before the House a bill 
that is better even than present conditions—present conditions, 
bad as they are, growing out of Republican law. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] There is not one of you who does not 
know that at heart you are not in favor of this Vreeland bill as 
a remedy for existing ills. There is not one of you who will 
pretend that you regard it as such. You are apologizing for it 
every day upon the ground that it is simply an expedient—an 
emergency expedient—and all that. 

if | could get twelve men to rise upon that side of the House 
tnd give me their words of honor that they would read and hon- 

nsider the bill which is called by my name, I would be 
o glad to spend the time in explaining it and trying to 

set the American House of Representatives to pass it, but there 
t one of you who would dare make the assurance that you 
possibly vote for it, and your reason would be that it 
bore my name; that it came from the Democratic side of the 
se, and that you “have the responsibility for legislation.” 
ow, take your responsibility, and in one year from now, if 
this bill passes, you will be visited with the penalty attached 
to the At ee which you have taken. [Applause on the 
hoeratic side. } 
‘he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr WW [LLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
‘ew York if he would consent to a five-minute extension 
a te upon the order, upon each side. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, let us have the regular order. 
a SPEAKER, The regular order is demanded. 
Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 
‘ihe to the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Burton]. [Applause. ] 


fy 
i 
{ 


i { 


your Secretary, and to render it unnecessary in the future | 


ificates "—throughout the country, and never could get a re- | 





Illinois [Mr. Prrnce]. Both of us belong to the Banking and 
Currency Committee, and while we all recognize that commit- 
tees are very useful agencies in transacting the business of this 
House, yet they by no means have any right to claim despotic 
power. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] believe 
that any good would be done by referring this measure to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency? What does he promise 
us in reference to it—careful and friendly attention, his tender 
mercies, or a disposition to throw it in the waste basket? 
Which? Has he not already made a motion and has he not al 
ready advocated - 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr, Speaker—— 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I can not yield. Has he not already 
advocated in the very strongest terms that nothing be done with 
the Vreeland bill? Was not this same measure before that com- 
mittee? Did it not have lengthy consideration, and was it not 
on the initiative of the gentleman himself laid on the table and 
treated with no regard? Then a caucus made up of the Re 
publican Members of this House, a body at least a little larger 
and a little stronger, took up this subject. For three evenings 





that caucus considered the question of currency legislation, 
The Members listened to the gentleman from [llinois [Mr. 
PRINCE] and to all the opponents of the Vreeland bill. They 


gave hearings to all comers, and then, by a vote of 12S to 16, 
determined that we should bring this measure into the House. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] says we are playing to the galleries 
in asking his side to vote on this measure. Playing to the gal- 
leries in asking you to come before the bar of public opinion 
and the country and vote for your own measure? [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Is that playing to the gallery? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Ohio 
will permit an interruption, I have the very highest regard for 
the sense of personal integrity and honor of the gentleman from 
Ohio, higher than almost anybody. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio tell me upon his word of honor that he would consider the 
Williams bill upon its merits or if he has ever taken the trouble 
to read it? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that I have read his bill with a great deal of pains, 
and have summarized it. There are some things in it I think 
are very good, but as a currency measure I regard it as objec- 
tionable. I regard it as framed in pursuance of a theory that 
is erroneous, though advocated still by a considerable number 
of people. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

It thus remains for us on our side to bring forward 
measure which shall meet the demands of the situation. Con- 
fessedly there is nothing on the other side that has been 
propounded except the Williams bill. I see the statement 
has been made, without any contradiction, that it has the 
support of the most promising candidate of the Democratic 
party for the Presidency. Shall we not have a vote here to- 
day between your party’s measure and our party’s measure? 
I must suggest, with the greatest mildness, that it comes with 
poor grace for the gentleman from Mississippi to question 
whether we have the brains and the patriotism to frame a 
proper bill. Confessedly on that side—I do not want to say 
anything unkind—you have not the qualifications by whatever 
name you may call them. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
We, at least, are ready to present a measure here which we 
are willing to submit to the House and to the country. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Just for a moment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Would it not be fairer to let this side 
of the House propose the measure it is willing to go before the 
country on? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 


a 


I say “no.” You have had this whole 


winter. While the country has been demanding currency 
legislation, you have brought in a bill and proclaimed it as your 
measure. You are asking us to say to you at 11 o'clock and 
59 minutes, “ Now you can bring in another measure.” I say 


that it is time to do something and dispose of this questi 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The ink is not dry upon your measure, 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The gentleman from Illinois seems so 
very solicitous aSout this pending bill because the Banking and 
Currency Committee has not had time to consider it. Now, I 
belong to that committee, and I must deplore the lamentable 
difference of opinion among its members. I had hoped we 
could agree—— 

Mr, COCKRAN. 


on. 


Mr, Speaker—— 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Oh, yes; for a minute, if it is a brief 
question. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Can I ask the gentleman from Ohio, with 
his great reputation for candor, to say whether he approves 
having a bill of this magnitude passed as a party measure or con- 
sidered as a party measure? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would prefer very much to pass it 
asa nonpartisan measure—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. 
measure. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
measure, I stand here to pass it. [Applause.] 

Mr, COCKRAN. Now, will the gentleman—— 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I must decline to yield further. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It is much to be regretted that noth- 
ing can be done on the initiative of the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee, but the time has come when something should 
be done, and it is part of the legislative history of recent 
currency legislation that the most salutary measures brought 
before the House and passed have come from sources outside 
that committee. 

Mr. OLLIE 
question ? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I say that it must be regretted, 
because I myself have the very great honor of belonging to 
the committee, and had hoped it would be possible to bring 
forward some measure which might meet with the approval 
of the majority of the members of the committee and of the 
House. One measure has been reported, it is true, but has a 
single step been taken by any member of that committee to 
bring that before the House? Has not the author himself 
said that although it appears on the Calendar as the bill of 
the Banking and Currency Committee, he himself is not in 
favor of it now? 

Now, I do not believe this House can take the responsibility 
of going to the country without some currency legislation. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I can not yield. 

Mr. FOWLER. I would not if I were you. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will give you plenty of time when 
it comes to general debate. 

There is a delusion abroad that currency legislation helps 
only financial circles. Such is far from the case. The great 
capitalist or banker is like one on a commanding eminence. He 
can foresee the future and provide for the storm. Last autumn, 
though that great crisis was caused by deep and fundamental 
forces, its crushing weight and its continuance were greatly 
aggravated by the absence of a proper currency system. An 
emergency currency such as this would have met the situation. 

In the great West and in the South crops had to remain on 
farms and in warehouses because there was no currency to take 
them to the markets. Tens of thousands of men were out of 
employment in places where, though there was work to do, there 
was no currency to pay wages or set the wheels of industry in 
motion. The bank bill is a blessing to the humble. It is the 
reward and stay of the workingman, who, after sweat and toil, 
goes home with a quicker step when he realizes that he has in 
his possession that which will promise gladness for himself and 
his family. He is entitled to a suitable monetary system, to a 
dollar that is good the world over; and together with him all 
who go to make up our complex civilization—the merchant, 
manufacturer, farmer—all alike are entitled to our very best 
efforts to give to the business of the country, to its welfare and 
its upbuilding, judicious, safe, and fair currency laws. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If this motion passes, will it be 
possible at any stage of the procedure for a Member who de- 
sires to demand, under Rule XVI, section 6, a division of the 
question between the commission bill and the financial bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not a parliamentary inquiry, as my 
friend knows, and anticipates a matter not before the House 
at this time. 

The question is on suspending the rules and agreeing to the 
special order. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


M. JAMES. 


Will the gentleman yield for a 
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The question was taken, and there were—yeas 176, nays 146, 


And I said also to consider it as a party | pare} 


tut if it must be passed as a party | 





answered “ present” 6, not voting 60, as follows: 
YEAS—176. 
Humphrey, Wash. Overstreet 

James, Addison D. Parker, N. J, 


Acheson 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 


| Barchfeld 


Barclay 
Bartholdt 


Bede 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Campbell 
Capron 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Denby 
Douglas 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Booher 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Candler 
Carlin 
Carter 

Cary 

Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
De Armond 


Butler 
Haggott 


Bartlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa. 
Birdsall 
Brownlow 
Byrd 

Clark, Fla. 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Davis, Minn. 
Diekema 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Flood 


Draper 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Dwight 

Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 

Fairchild 
Fassett 

Focht 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
French 

Fuller 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 

Goebel 

Graff 

Graham 
Greene 

Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 

Hull, lowa 


Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkai 

Knap 

Knop 
Knowland 
Lafean 

Landis 
Langley 
Laning 

Law 
Lawrence 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Lovering 
McCall 
McGavin 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


McLachlan, Cal. 
McLaughlin, Mich. 


McMillan 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa, 
Mouser 
Needham 
Norris 


Olmsted 


NAYS—146. 


Denver 
Dixon 
Ellerbe 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flord 
Fornes 
Foster, Ill. 
Fowler 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Granger 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardy 

a 

Heflin 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—6. 


Henry, Conn. 
MecMorran 


Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8S. C, 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher , 
Kimball 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kiistermann 
Lamb 
Lassiter 
Leake 

Lee 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Lloyd 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McLain 
Macon 
Maynard 
Moon, Tenn, 


Murdock 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
O'Connell 
Padgett 
Page 
Patterson 
Pou 


Riordan 


NOT VOTING—60. 


Gardner, Mass. 
Glass 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Harrison 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 

Jenkins 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Lamar, Fla. 


Lamar, Mo. 
Legare 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Livingston 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCrear 
Marshal 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Olcott 
Perkins 
Peters 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr, JENKINS with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 


Parker, 8. Dak, 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Pollard 
Porter 

Pray 

Reeder 
Reynolds 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Scott 

Slem 

Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood 


Woodyard 
Young 
The Speaker 


Prince 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Mo. 
Spight 
Stanley 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Weems 
Williams 
Wolf 


Talbott 


Powers 
Pratt 
Ransdell, Ls. 
Reid 
Sherman 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stephens, Tex 
Thomas, N. v. 
Townsend 
Webb 

Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
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ToWNSEND with Mr. Wiison of Pennsylvania. 


P 


I 
I 
I 


P, * 


hye 


» SPEAKER. 


n 


I 


SPEAKER. 


| 
i 


RUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I voted for the adoption of this 
ition. I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia 
BarTLeTT]. I desire to withdraw my vote and answer 
nt.” 

e name of Mr. Butter was called, and he answered | 


] 


dl 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
important vote—there has been some confusion in the House, 
and I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. It is not close—176 ayes, 146 noes, and 6 


} 


~ 


O00 


ERKINS with Mr. SterHens of Texas. 

IueHEsS of West Virginia with Mr. Smirnu of Texas. 
-RoOWNLOW with Mr. CiarKk of Florida. 

lenny of Connecticut with Mr. LiIvINGsTON, 

,EKEMA With Mr. GriGGs. 

[aves with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 

‘aRDNER Of Massachusetts with Mr. WILEY. 

BARTLETT of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, I was in the 
rr and failed to hear my name called. 

Was the gentleman present and giving at- 
when his name should have been called, and failed to 


> it? 
\ir. BARTLETT of Nevada. I failed to hear my name. 
» SPEAKER. 


Call the gentleman. 

name of Mr. Bartiterr of Nevada was called, and he 
no. 

,RUNDIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I failed to hear my name. 
Was the gentleman giving attention enough 
. himself within the rule? 

SRUNDIDGE. Yes, sir; I am sure I was. 

SPEAKER. Call the name of the gentleman. 

name of Mr. BrRUNDIDGE was called, and he voted ‘ no.” 


present. 


TALBOTT. 


Mr. Speaker, I answered “ present.” I am 
with my colleague [Mr. Mupp]. Were he present, he 
vote “aye” and I would vote “no.” 

On this question the yeas are 176—— 
Before the vote is announced—it is a right 


WILLIAMS. 
PAYNE. 


Vy. 


I ask a recapitulation, however. 
I make the point of order that that would be 


It is within the discretion of the Chair, 
exercised favorably where there is any reasonable 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 


result of the vote was then announced as above re- 


SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
bill was read, as follows: 


bill (H. R. 21871) to amend the national banking laws. 


enacted, etc., That national banks, each having an unimpaired 
and a surplus of not less than 20 per cent, not less than ten 
er, having an aggregate capital and surplus of at least 
may form voluntary associations to be designated as 
clearing-house associations. The banks uniting to form such 
on shall, by their presidents or vice-presidents, acting under 
from the board of directors, make and file with the Secretary 
isury a certificate setting forth the names of the banks com- 
the association, the principal place of business of the association, 
name of the association, which name shall be subject to the 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. Upon the filing of such 
» the banks therein named shall become a body corporate, and 
me se designated and approved may sue and be sued and exer- 
powers of a body corporate for the purposes hereinafter men- 
Provided, That not more than one such national clearing-house 


ire 


\tion shall be formed in any city: Provided further, That the 


S 


tALLOL 


members of such national clearing-house association shall be 
as nearly as conveniently may be, from a territory composed 
te or part of a State, or contiguous parts of one or more States: 
iled further, That any national bank in such city or territory, 
the qualifications herein prescribed for membership in such na- 
earing-house association, shall, upon its application to the Sec- 
‘ff the Treasury, be admitted to membership in a national clear- 
issociation for that city or territory, and upon such admis- 
| be deemed and held a part of the body corporate, and as such 
to all the rights and privileges and subject to all the liabilities 
sinal member: And provided further, That each national clear- 
* association shall be composed exclusively of banks not mem- 
ny other national clearing-house association. 
solution, voluntary or otherwise, of any bank in such asso- 
ull pot affect the corporate existence of the association unless 
| then remain less than the minimum number of ten banks: 
however, That the reduction of the number of said banks 
‘minimum of ten shall not affect the existence of the corpo- 
i respect to the assertion of all rights in favor of or against 
‘ation. The affairs of the association shall be managed by 
nsisting of one representative from each bank. 


pproval of the Secretary of the Treasury. A president, vice- 


» Secretary, treasurer, and an executive committee of not less 


nembers shall be elected by the board. The powers of such 


ept in the election of officers and making of by-laws, may be 


through its executive committee. 


That the association herein provided for shall have and ex- 
urposes of this 


y and all powers necessary to carry out the 


‘ly, to render available as a basis for additional circulation 


i. 


| of such 





7 By-laws for 
ninent of the association shall be made by the board, subject 


itles, including commercial paper, held by a national banking 
For the purpose of obtaining such additional circulation, 
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any bank belonging to such national clearing-house association having 
circulating notes outstanding secured by the deposit of bonds of the 
United States to an amount not less than 40 per cent of its capital 
stock, and which has its capital unimpaired and a surplus of not less 
than 20 per cent, may deposit with and transfer to the association 
in trust, for the purpose hereinafter provided, such of the securities 
above mentioned as may be satisfactory to the board of the associa- 
tion. The officers of the association may thereupon, in behalf of such 
bank, make application to the Comptroller of the Currency for an issue 
of additional circulating notes to an amount not exceeding per 
cent of the cash value of the securities or commercial paper de 
posited. The Comptroller of the Currency shall immediately transmit 
such application to the Secretary of the Treasury with such recom- 
mendation as he thinks proper, and if, in the judgment of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, business conditions in the locality demand additional 


so 


circulation, and if he be satisfied that a lien in favor of the United 
States on the securities so deposited and on the assets of the banks 
composing the association will be amply sufficient for the protection 


of the United States, he shall direct an issue of additional circulating 
notes to the association, on behalf of such bank, to an amount not 
exceeding 75 per cent of the cash value of the securities so deposited. 

Sec. 3. That the banks and the assets of all banks belonging to the 
association shall be jointly and severally liable to the United States for 
the redemption of such additional circulation; and to secure such lia- 
bility the lien created by section 5230 of the Revised Statutes shall ex- 
tend to and cover the assets of all banks belonging to the association, 
and to the securities deposited by the banks with the association pur- 
suant to the provisions of this act; but as between the several banks 
compesing such association each bank shall be liable only in the propor- 
tion that its capital and surplus bears to the aggregate capital and sur- 
plus all of such banks. The association may, at any time, require of 
any of its constituent banks a deposit of additional securities or com- 
mercial paper to secure such additional circulation. Upon the failure 
ank to make such deposit the association may, after ten days’ 
notice to the bank, sell the securities and paper already in its hands at 
public sale, and deposit the proceeds with the Treasurer of the United 
States as a fund for the redemption of such additional circulation. If 
such fund be insufficient for that purpose, the association may recover 
from the bank the amount of the deficiency by suit in the circuit court 
of the United States, and shall have the benetit of the lien hereinbefore 
provided for in favor of the United States upon the assets of such bank. 
The association may permit the withdrawal of any such securities or 
commercial paper and the substitution of other securities or commercial 
paper of equal value therefor. 

The additional circulating notes issued under this act shall be used, 
held, and treated in the same way as circulating notes of national bank- 
ing associations heretofore issued and secured by a deposit of United 
States bonds, and shall be subject to all the provisions of law affecting 
such notes except as herein expressly modified: Provided, That the total 
amount of circulating notes outstanding of any national banking asso- 
ciation, including notes secured by United States bonds as now provided 
by law, and notes secured otherwise than by deposit of such bonds, shall 
not at any time exceed the amount of its unimpaired capital and surplus: 
And provided further, That there shall not be outstanding at any time 
circulating notes issued under the provisions of this act to an amount of 
more than $500,000,000. 

Sec. 4. That whenever any bank belonging to a national clearing- 
house association shall fail to preserve or make good its 5 per cent 
redemption fund in the Treasury of the United States, required by 
section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, chapter 343, the Treasurer of 
the United States shall notify such national clearing-house association 
to make good such redemption fund, and upon the failure of such 
national clearing-house association to make good such fund, the Treas- 
urer of the United States may, in his discretion, apply so much of the 
5 per cent redemption fund belonging to the cther banks composing 
such national clearing-house association as may be necessary for that 
purpose; and such national clearing-house association may, after five 
days’ notice to such bank, proceed to sell at public sale the securities 
deposited by such bank with the association pursuant to the provisions 
of section 2 of this act, and deposit the proceeds with the Treasurer 
of the United States as a fund for the redemption of the additional 
circulation taken out by such bank under this act. 

Sec. 5. That each and every bank in such clearing-house association 
located in a city designated as a ‘“‘ central reserve city’ under section 
5195 of the Revised Statutes and section 1 of the act of March 38, 
1887, chapter 378, shall have on hand at all times in gold or lawful 
money of the United States an amount equal to at least 25 
cent of the total amount of the additional circulation which it ma 
have taken out, in time of emergency, and put into circulation under 


this act. Each and every such bank located in a city designated as 
a “reserve city” under section 5191 of the Revised Statutes, or any 
act amendatory thereof, shall bave on hand at ali times in like money 
the like sum of 25 per cent of such additional circulation, of which 
sum one-half may consist of cash deposits in such “central reserve 
cities.” All other banks in such association shall have on hand at all 


times in like money an amount equal to at least 15 per cent of such 
additional circulation, of which sum nine-fifteenths may consist of cash 
deposits in “reserve cities.” Any bank failing to maintain or make 
good the reserve herein required shall be subject to the provisions of 
section 5191 of the Revised Statutes. The provisions of section 5192 
of the Revised Statutes, of section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, chap- 
ter 343, and of section 12 of the act of July 12, 1882, chapter 290, as 
to what shall be counted a part of the lawful reserve of a national 
bank shall apply to the reserve required by this act. 

Sec. 6. That in order that the distribution of notes to be issued un- 
der the provisions of this act shall be made as equitable as practicable 
between the various sections of the country, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall not approve applications from associations in any State in 
excess of the amount to Which such State would be entitled of the addi- 
tional notes herein authorized on the basis of the proportion which the 
unimpaired capital and surplus of the national banking associations in 
such State bears to the total amount of unimpaired capital and sur- 
plus of the national banking associations of the United States: Pro- 
vided, however, That in case the applications from associations in any 
State shall not be equal to the amount which the associations of such 
State would be entitled to under this method of distribution, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, to meet an emergency, as- 
sign the amount not thus applied for to any applying association or 
associations in States in the same section of the country. 

Sec. 7. That section 5214 of the Revised Statutes, as 
further amended to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 5214. National banking associations having on deposit bonds 
of the United States, bearing interest at the rate of 2 per cent per 


annum, including the bonds issued for the construction of the Panama 


amended, be 
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Canal, under the provisions of section 8 of ‘An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pa- 
cifle oceans,’ approved June 28, 1902, to secure its circulating notes, 
shall pay to the Treasurer of the United States, in the months of Jan- 
uary and July, a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year upon 
the average amount of such of its notes in circulation as are based 
upon the deposit of such bonds; and such associations having on de- 
posit bonds of the United States bearing interest at a rate higher than 
2 per cent per annum shall pay a tax of one-half of 1 per cent 
each half year upon the average amount of such of its notes in circu- 
lation as are based upon the deposit of such bonds. National bank- 
ing associations having circulating notes secured through clearing- 
house associations shall pay for the first two months a tax of 4 per 
cent per annum upon the average amount of such of their notes in 
circulation as are based upon the deposit of such securities, and after- 
wards an additional tax of 1 per cent per annum for each month 
until a tax of 10 per cent per annum is reached, and thereafter 
such tax of 10 per cent per annum, upon the average amount of 
such notes. Every national banking association having outstanding 
circulating notes secured by a deposit of other securities than United 
States bonds shall make monthly returns, under oath of its president 
or cashier, to the Treasurer of the United States, in such form as the 
Treasurer may prescribe, of the average monthly amount of its notes 
so secured in circulation; and it shall be the duty of the Comptroller 
of the Currency to cause such reports of notes in circulation to be 
verified by examination of the banks’ records, and any officer of any 
banking association falsely reporting the amount of its notes in cir- 
culation shall, upon conviction thereof in any circuit or district court 
of the United States, be punished by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor 
more than $5,000, or by imprisonment for not less than one yeag and 
not more than five years, or by both such fine and imprisonment. The 
taxes received on circulating notes secured through clearing-house as- 
sociations shall be paid into the general fund of the United States. 

Sec. 8. That section 9 of the act approved July 12, 1882, as amended 
by the act approved March 4, 1907, be further amended to read as 
follows: 

“Sec. 9. That any national banking association desiring to withdraw 
its circulating notes, secured by deposit of United States bonds in the 
manner provided in section 4 of the act approved June 20, 1874, is 
hereby authorized for that purpose to deposit lawful money with the 
Treasurer of the United States and, with the consent of the Comptroller 
of the Currency and the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
withdraw a proportionate amount of bonds held as security for its 
circulating notes in the order of such deposits: Provided, That not 
more than $9,000,000 of lawful money shall be deposited during any 
calendar month for this purpose; and, in the same manner, any such 
association desiring to withdraw any of its circulating notes, secured 
otherwise than by the deposit of bonds of the United States, may, with- 
out such limitation as to monthly deposits, make such withdrawal at 
any time by the deposit of lawful money or national bank notes with 
the Treasurer of the United States, and — such deposit a propor- 
tionate share of the securities so deposit may be withdrawn: Pro- 
vided, That the deposits under this section to retire notes secured by 
the deposit of securities other than bonds of the United States shall 
not be covered into the Treasury, as required by section 6 of an act 
entitled ‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue 
of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,’ approved July 14, 
1890, but shall be retained in the Treasury for the purpose of redeem- 
ing the notes of the bank making such deposit.” 

Suc. 9. That section 5172 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same 
is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5172. In order to furnish suitable notes for circulation, the 
Comptroller of the Currency shall, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, cause plates and dies to be engraved, in the best 
manner to guard against counterfeiting and fraudulent alterations, and 
shall have printed therefrom, and numbered, such quantity of circu- 
lating notes, in blank, of the denominations of $5, $10, $20, $50, $100, 
$500, $1,000, and $10,000, as may be required to supply the banking 
associations entitled to receive the same. Such notes shall state upon 
their face that they are secured by United States bonds or other se- 
curities according to law, shall be certified by the written or engraved 
signatures of the Treasurer and Register, and by the imprint of the 
seal of the Treasury. They shall also express upon their face the 
promise of the banking association receiving the same to pay on de- 
mand, attested by the signature of the president or vice-president and 
cashier. The Comptroller of the Currency, acting under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall as soon as practicable cause to 
be prepared circulating notes in blank, and countersigned, as provided 
by law, to an amount equal to 50 per cent of the capital stock of each 
national banking association; such notes to be deposited in the Treas- 
ury or in the subtreasury of the United States nearest the place of 
business of each association, and to be held for such association, sub- 
ject to the order of the Comptroller of the Currency, for their delivery 
as provided by law:” Provided, That the Comptroller of the Currency 
may issue national-bank notes of the present form until plates can be 
prepared and circulating notes issued as above provided: Provided, 
however, That in no event shall bank notes of the present form be 
issued to any bank as additional circulation provided for by this act. 

Sec. 10. That circulating notes of national banking associations, when 
presented to the Treasury for redemption, as provided in section 3 of 
the act approved June 29, 1874, shall be redeemed in lawful money of 
the United States. 

Sec. 11. That all acts and orders of the Comptroller of the Currency 
and the Treasurer of the United States authorized by this act shall have 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall have power 
also to make any such rules and regulations and exercise such control 
over the organization and management of national clearing-house asso- 
ciations as may be necessary to carry out the purposes of this act. 

Spec. 12. That all national banking associations designated as regular 
depositaries of public money shall pay upon all special and additional 
deposits made by the Secretary of the Treasury in such depositaries, 
afd all such associations designated as temporary depositaries of public 
money shall pay upon all sums of public money deposited in such asso- 
ciations interest at such rate as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe, not less, however, than 1 per cent per annum upon the aver- 
age monthly amount of such deposits: Provided however, That nothing 
contained in this act shall be construed to change or modify the obli- 
gation of any association or any of its officers for the safe-keeping of 
public money: Provided further, That the rate of interest charged shall 
be equal and unifofm throughout the United States. 

Sec. 18. That a Commission is hereby appointed, to be called the 
“ National Currency Commission,” to be composed as follows: Six mem- 
bers of the Senate, to be appointed by the presiding officer thereof; 
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six Mémbers of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by 
Speaker, and six other persons, to be appointed by the President of 
United States. ‘ 

Sec. 14. That it shall be the duty of this Commission to invest 
carefully the causes of the recent financial crisis and the relatio 
the banking and currency system thereto, and to make recomn: 
tions to Congress for such changes in the existing banking and 
rency system as may, in their opinion, be desirable; and said Com: 
sion may also recommend such changes as they may find desira}| 
within the constitutional power of Congress in regard to the bar 
institutions of the States and in the laws governing the distri! 
of public funds. 

Sec. 15. That the Commission shall give reasonable time for bear. 
ings, if deemed necessary, and may appoint such subcommittees and 
employ such experts as it may deem proper to make investigat\ f 
different subjects in different sections of the United States and ip 
foreign countries. It shall have authority to send for person nd 
papers, to administer oaths and affirmations, and to pay all neces 
expenses, including clerks, stenographers, messengers, rental o 
rooms, printing and stationery, and salaries and expenses as h 
after provided. 

Sec. 16. That the National Currency Commission herein esta) 
shall report to the President of the United States not later than J 
ary 1, 1909, and their report shall be forthwith transmitted 
President to Congress with such recommendations as he may 


ry 


17. That each member of the Commission, excepting Members 
of Congress serving on the Commission, shall be paid a salary of $62 
per month, and all members of the Commission, including Mem} 
Congress on the Commission, may receive a per diem allowan: 
expenses, fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and such add 


expense as may be actually incurred in traveling on the business of the 
Commission. 


Sec. 18. That vacancies on the Commission shall be filled by appoint- 
ment by the same authority making the original appointment. 
Sec. 19. That a sum sufficient to carry out the purpose of this act is 


hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the Un ted 


$50.00 not otherwise appropriated, but not exceeding the sum of 
50,000. 


Sec. 20. That this act shall take effect upon its passage. 

Mr. VREELAND. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Overstreet]. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, this bill contains two gen- 
eral provisions, and only two. Under the first authority and the 
procedure for emergency currency is provided. Under the sec- 
ond a commission is authorized, clothed with the power of in- 
vestigation and reporting to Congress at a later day, after a 
general investigation, upon the advisability of a change or re- 
vision of the banking and currency laws. 

For many years there has been a well-founded sentiment 
amorg our people favorable to a general reformation and revi- 
sion of the banking and currency laws of the United States. 
On rare occasions the attention of the country is challenged 
directly to the necessity for such changes, but only in times of 
disaster and storm, and immediately following, has it seemed pos- 
sible to take up for consideration this broad and important 
question. The purpose of the promoters of this legislation 
which is brought to the attention of the House is, by proper 
investigation of the entire subject-matter of finance and bank- 
ing by a proper commission, to make a comprehensive report, 
on which it is believed and hoped that Congress may act in tlie 
near future. But on account of the unfortunate and disastrous 
conditions under which business was almost paralyzed last fall 
and early winter it has seemed wise to make some provision 
against the possible recurrence of those conditions while an in- 
vestigation of the whole subject is under consideration. ‘There- 
fore it is the duty of this House, taking into account the dan- 
gers of a possible recurrence of those conditions, to make such 
provision as will prevent the disasters under which we suffered 
last fall. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that the sentiment, which I confess 1s 
reasonably broadcast, is that there is no danger of a recurrence 
of the panicky conditions in business in the near future; but 
it is impossible for anyone to forecast that we will nof have 
next fall the same character of troubles which befell! us |‘! 
fall. I think it very improbable that another panic wil! vis!t 
us next fall. The fact that the conditions last fall were (differ 
ent from any conditions under which any panic in the history 
of the United States was ever before inaugurated at least raises 
a doubt in my mind that we can not rest nor depend upon te 
predictions of anybody as to the recurrence of those cond!tols 

The necessity fer an increased volume of currency at te 
crop-moving periods each year has been quite apparent. [ ner 
the normal conditions of business the rigid limitations of 0" 
currency laws and the lack of the element of elasticity have 
casioned more or less stringency in currency in the fall © ec! 
year. This normal condition of stringency and lack of s' lent 
volume of currency last fall was decidedly changed by tic U- 
foreseen, unnatural, and abnormal conditions which had vused 
the lack of public confidence to a remarkable degree, which ™& 
sulted in the withdrawal of great quantities of currency ‘™ 
circulation and disturbed business generally. ee 

In the recent panic there was no doubt whatever of CC 


+ 


the value or the security of the currency of the coull'y, but 
















e and the standard in which it was measured were uni- 
recognized and regarded as of first quality. 
recent panic followed the unusual and startling dis- 


os of fraud and mismanagement in some of the great in- 


. companies and other leading enterprises of the coun- 


it followed the further disclosure of unprincipled finan- 
» as illustrated in the Alton Railway deal and as prac- 


y speculating bankers’ of the type of the Heinze syndi- 
> banks in New York. Overspeculation, unwarranted 


sion of credits, and a disregard of honest methods in busi- 


ansactions alarmed the country. These disclosures de- 


ed a lack of confidence and trust in men and not in busi- 


] ] 


i 


\ ed 


we ‘losed, and liquidation set in. It was impossible to fore- 
see these conditions, and they came without warning at a time 
when the business conditions of the country were at high tide. 
While it is quite improbable that there would be a recurrence 
of h conditions next fall, it is quite possible. The practice 
of providing a strictly emergency currency under the terms of 
the bill now before the House is, if possible, to prevent disaster 
to business if some surprising and unforeseen conditions may 
arise in the future, as they did last fall, 

The emergency currency authorized by this bill and the plan 
for its issue will, in the judgment of many, be a preventive 
against such disturbance to business, even though we may not | 
be able to prevent the conditions arising similar to those which 
arose last fall. 

The authorization and appointment of a commission to in- 
quire into the general subject of banking and currency would 
not be in conflict with the provisions for the emergency cur- 
rency. The work of such commission could safely be pursued 
to a proper conclusion without the fear that it would be hurried 
in order to be operative before the possible return of a panic. 


The startling disclosures caused people to wonder how 
iching such practices might be, and created doubt in the 


of many men against their neighbors. This situation 
llowed quickly by a general spirit of criticism against 
1d methods, and aroused suspicion which, for intensity 
ing, had rarely been equaled. Carping criticism at 


in hand with righteous indignation. Just accusation 


alongside malevolent persecution and abuse. With all 


forces combined the onslaught overthrew public confi- 


money went into hiding, loans were called, factories 


If it should appear by experience that there was no neefl for a 


provisi 
this b 


on for an emergency currency, although we had made by 
| such provision, there would be ample time in which the 


commission should make a report and no harm done. From our 


own ©. 


that 


aga 


perience we know that if there were no other safeguards 


would be a sufficient justification to furnish that support 
st the possible reeurrence of those conditions while the 


commission was pursuing its investigation. 


curre 


there 


} 


Vishk 


exists 
and 
the G 
} 


Cas 


emery 





rchance the operation of the provisions for an emergency 


tion of the commission, should prove it unsound, again 
s no danger to follow from the authorization of this legis- 
because by coupling the two, one a purely emergency pro- 
to guard against all possible distress which might follow 
nic conditions, the other the authorization of a proper 
ssion to give full consideration to the entire subject, we 
we have guarded against both difficulties. 
fact that this is an emergency currency, and properly and 


eguarded against the possible evils of inflation, will ap- | gency exists in the case of the individual when he is forced 


ia brief, but Lhope clear, recital of just what is the pro- 
which is herein anthorized. The machinery is fixed 
national banks may voluntarily—there is no compul- 
ssociate themselves in a corporate body, through which 
‘1 or association they may authorize the issue by any 


¢ banks of the association of a currency not based upon | 


is of the Government. The procedure under the organi- 
s that any securities possessed and owned by that bank, 
‘ board comprising the managers of that association 

! those securities ample and sufficient, may apply to the 
er of the Currency and ask an issue upon those securi- 
Comptroller, after satisfying himself that the re- 

ts of the law have been complied with, submits the 

: to the Secretary of the Treasury. First, the associa- 
‘he banks comprising the corporation passes upon the 
es; next, the Comptroller of the Currency, and then the 
‘ry of the Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury then 
st, that a condition of emergency for additional money 
the State in which that particular bank has its home, 
nd, that the securities offered are ample to safeguard 
‘iment against loss, and then only 75 per cent of the 


ie of the securities offered is permitted to be issued in 
y currency, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6251 


The bank which makes the request for this currency must 
have had at least 40 per cent of its capital invested in Govern- 
ment bonds, upon which the regular national-bank notes, as we 
now understand them, are issued, and its entire capital and 20 
per cent surplus unimpaired. That finds of necessity, first, a 
condition of panic or paralysis of business in that particular 
locality, and then as security all of the assets of the bank mak- 
ing the application and all of the banks comprising the asso- 
ciation of which it is a member, and then the reserve, which 
the bill requires as the cash balance to meet the immediate 


| emergency until those securities can perchance be liquidated 
| into cash. 





When that currency is issued under that process, the penalty 
against inflation is the limitation by reason of the taxes which 
are imposed by the Government; the first sixty days of the 
time a tax or penalty of 4 per cent is imposed, and for each 
sixty days additional an additional 2 per cent tax or penalty 
until 10 per cent has been reached, and thereafter 10 per cent. 
A reserve of gold or lawful money equal to 25 per cent of the 
issue is required to be held by the banks receiving the currency. 

The limitations and burdens imposed upon the banks make it 
impossible for such notes to be issued except in extreme cases 
of emergency. In my opinion, if a mistake is made with refer- 
ence to these limitations and burdens, it is that they are too 
severe upon the banks. The doubt, however, has been resolved 
in this instance against the banks and in favor of the business 
of the country. Indeed, this measure is not proposed as an aid 
to banks; it is proposed as an aid to business. Banks receive 
deposits from the people, and in turn lend those deposits, upon 
which they receive interest. 

A bank is thoroughly justified in pursuing such methods as 
will result in profit to the bank and its stockholders. Those 
very methods, honorable and honest as they may be, never- 
theless sometimes result, especially in periods of panic, in hay- 
ing the money of the depositors so placed that the bank is 
unable to meet the demand of depositors and is obliged to resort 
to arbitrary and sometimes questionable methods in refusing 
payment upon such demands of depositors until they can them- 


| selves receive payment upon loans which they have made. It 
| is only fair, therefore, that when such conditions arise, for 


which neither the banks nor their depositors are in any way 
responsible, that some sort of provision should be made which 
will permit a perfectly solvent bank having good credit and 
ample collateral to be able to obtain an emergency currency with 
which it can safely meet the demands of the depositors for the 
return of the money which is held in custody by the banks. 
When an individual meets with misfortune or unwise invest- 
ments and is obliged to raise funds to save his credit, he takes 
to the bank such collateral as he is able to raise, or the credit 
of a friend who may be willing to indorse him, and upon the 
terms of the bank itself raises a sufficient amount of money or 


a ; F iY | credit to save him from loss or bankruptcy. It seems only fair, 
cy is not sound, and later experience, even under the in- | 


therefore, that when a bank, having scattered the deposits of its 
customers upon loans upon which it had sought to profit for 
itself and its stockholders, and unfortunate conditions arise 
making it practically impossible for it to secure sufficient cash 
to meet the demands of its depositors, that provision might be 
made whereby it can use its credit and its collateral in order 


| to raise money and credit to enable it to meet the demands 





of its depositors, who have a just claim for the return of the 
money which the bank holds in its custody for them. An emer- 


to the bank to increase his credit and his cash. The bank 
exacts interest from him for its accommodation. In the case 
of the bank, the emergency exists which obliges it to go out- 
side of the ordinary channels of business to use its individual 
credit to rsise cash sufficient to meet the legitimate demands 
for cash made by its depositors. 

In order to avoid the possibility of putting such an element 
of elasticity into the currency as might enable a bank, when 
once it had secured the additional or emergency currency, to 
continue its use when it can at a profit to itself and thereby 
make possible the inflation of the currency to the disaster of 
business generally, it is absolutely necessary that the burdens 
and limitations placed upon such additional issue of currency 
must be sufficiently heavy and numerous to make it impossible 
for a bank to realize any profit from such emergency currency 
after the emergency shall have passed. 

In addition to this, the burdens should be sufficiently heavy 
and the limitations sufficiently strong to make it impossible for 
any bank or association of banks, however widely separated, 
to inspire or originate a supposed emergency which might en- 
able them to secure th. additional currency and use it for their 
personal profit. I repeat, and hold that it is the key to this 


whole subject, that the protection of an emergency currency is 
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in the interest of business generally, and not in the interest of 
banks, The protection is the protection of the people who are 
depositors of banks whose deposits have been loaned by the 
banks in an honorable way and may be tied up by some sudden 
condition which results in lack of confidence either in banks, 
men, or business generally, which brings about the withdrawal 
of the legitimate currency under normal conditions from the 
channels of trade and creates the emergency to business gen- 
erally which can only be relieved by some sort of additional sup- 
ply of cash or its proper equivalent. 

I do not wonder, nor am I surprised at the criticism of 
bankers against this proposed legislation, which imposes such 
heavy burdens upon them. They are obliged in the first in- 
stance to take out at least 40 per cent of their capital in United 
States bonds, upon which they issue the bank-note currency, 
as we now understand such notes. They next must submit to 
the Comptroller of the Currency and the Secretary of the 
Treasury collateral of good quality as first security for the 
additional currency which they feel they need because of the 
existence of a condition of business which is abnormal. If the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall find that a condition of busi- 
ness creating a general emergency exists in the State in which 
the bank seeking relief has its home and the security offered 
by such bank is ample and sufficient to save the Government 
from loss, then the bank making the application is permitted 
to receive but 75 per cent of the cash value of the securities 
offered in the so-called “emergency currency.” At once a 4 
per cent tax lodges against that issue and continues for the 
first sixty days that the currency is in circulation and an addi- 
tional 2 per cent tax for each additional sixty days thereafter, not 
exceeding 10 per cent as the highest tax. A reserve, equal to 
25 per cent of the additional issue, must be maintained by 
banks in central reserve cities and 15 per cent in country banks, 
in either gold or lawful money. The only way the bank can 
be relieved from these burdens of tax and reserve and to 
recover the collateral deposited for their first security is to pay 
into the Treasury in lawful money an amount equal to the out- 
standing notes which they wish retired or return to the Treas- 
ury the identical emergency currency issued. Of course the 
notes themselves must have the identical appearance in shape, 
color, and language that the ordinary national-bank notes 
based upon bonds have, and when placed in circualtion may 
not be recovered in order to be retired. Consequently they can 
not be “called in,” as is often expressed. 

The banks can secure relief from the burdens imposed by 
the issue of emergency currency by covering into the Treasury 
the amount of their issue in lawful money, or the notes them- 
selves if they have them. Naturally, the issue of such emer- 
gency notes would increase the volume of the currency, and 
when the emergency currency is either returned to the Treas- 
ury, or an amount of lawful money equal to the issue is paid 
inte the Treasury, it automatically contracts the currency in 
an equal amount. This process is what gives elasticity to the 
currency proposed by the legislation. The safety of the currency 
is the ample security provided for it. This security is, first, the 
collateral filed with the application, which must be worth 25 
per cent more in cash value than the amount of the notes au- 
thorized for issue. Second, the executive board of all of the 
banks in the association of which the bank receiving the emer- 
gency currency is a member must pass upon the value of the 
security offered before the issue is authorized. In addition 
to this the banks composing the association are jointly and 
severally liable for the new issue. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the guard against the possible in- 
fiation of the currency is easily seen, by reason of the limita- 
tions in taxes and burdens imposed, which no bank could live 
under if it sought a profit upon the issue. If the securities are 
ample, if the burden of tax is large enough to guard against 
inflation, the possible danger against this being used exclu- 
sively for an emergency currency is the dishonesty of the bank 
officials, which will be guarded against by reason of the num- 
bers grouped together being sufficiently large to watch each 
other. 

The association of ten or more banks whose combined 
capital and surplus must equal at least $5,000,000, would 
necessitate those banks, through their proper board of directors 
and the executive committee of the association, carefully guard- 
ing the interest of the association. Undoubtedly this would 
result in a closer scrutiny of the banking methods of each in- 
dividual bank comprising such association, the greater honesty 


of such officials, as well as greater safety of the collaterals | 
Such supervision and scru- | 


exacted in its ordinary business. 
tiny would doubtless result in safer methods of banking, better 
collateral in the case of the individual banks and consequently 
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a better credit to the entire association. This, naturally, w. 
mean increased security upon the emergency notes issue) ; 
any bank in such association, as all banks of each assuci 

are jointly and severally liable for the redemption of 
emergency currency proposed. The emergency provision ,; 
posed by the bill is in the nature of a security against ihe 
sible occurrence of conditions of panic. It is impossil)| 
provide for safety against the panic as suddenly and as quickly 
as the panic usually falls upon the business of the country. 

a safe and sensible law is already upon the statute books, : 
the general framework and equipment for the banks to eq 
exercise their rights to protect themselves against the s: 
the panic may be prevented, or if not prevented, the time of its 
continuance greatly shortened. If the occasion for the use of 
the equipment and procedure provided by this law does not 
occur, then there is no hardship upon the banks. If, however, 
the occasion does arise, banks as well as the people of the 
co y, generally interested as we all are in the maint ‘ance 
ocalge business conditions, will be exceedingly glad that they 
have™at hand the means and methods for meetirg the conditions 
when they arise. As long as normal conditions continue the 
law may not be needed. The proposition, however, is to meet 
abnormal conditions when they may arise. The proposal of the 
emergency currency is to meet these abnormal conditions, and 
the proposal of a commission is for the consideration of im- 
proved banking and currency methods under normal conditions 
of business. 

Does your Western resident, dwelling in a zone of high 
winds, await the approach of the storm before he digs his 
cyclone cellar? Or does he provide it as soon as he has taken 
his family into that dangerous region, where he may suffer by 
reason of tornadoes or storms? This is a storm currency, a 
storm condition. The fact that you can not build the cellar 
after the storm has broken is a reminder of the fact that you 
can not issue your storm currency after the panic has arrived. 
We, therefore, make it voluntary upon the banks to accept the 
responsibility. We require ample security against the possible 
depreciation of the value of the notes. We fix all of the ma- 
chinery to meet the storm, and if it does not come, there is no 
harm done. We hope it never will come. In my judgment, 
had this bill been upon the statute books when the panic broke 
last fall, it would not have lasted more than three days at the 
outside. My belief now is that with this procedure and au- 
thority, with the safeguards which I believe the bill contains, 
the possibility of a recurrence of these conditions is exceedingly 
remote. The appointment of the commission, in my judgment, 
Mr. Speaker, is equally strong and defensible with the pro- 
vision for the emergency currency. Our banking and currency 
laws ought to be brought down so as to meet the needs of 
business under the present methods of our commerce and 
trade, and in accordance with the rapid growth of our com- 
merce and trade. I am exceedingly hopeful that the commis- 
sion may be able upon investigation to submit to Covnzress 
a report upon which we can base legislation which wil! 
change or revise the banking and currency laws of our country 
as will bring our currency into proper harmony wit!) the 
methods of business and the needs of business at all seasons of 
the year. 

I have advocated the appointment of a commission without 
regard to any additional legislation. While I would now be sat- 
isfied with such legislation, I can see no disadvantage or harm 
in making a provision for an emergency currency, as we have 
provided in this bill, which will be a protection in case of ne- 
cessity, even while the commission is making its investigation 
and report. Personally I doubt very much the wisdom of 1 
mixed commission. I much prefer a purely legislative commissi« 
A mixed commission would not be so easy in its operation 1s a 
legislative commission. A legislative commission, consisting of 
Members of the House and Senate, would report by way of 2 
bill directly to their two Houses and at once bring the question 
into consideration for the enactment of the legislation em!) lied 
in the bill. Such members would be answerable and res})00- 
sible directly to the Congress and the country. In the case 0' & 
mixed commission, the members not connected with r 
House of Congress would be answerable and responsible t 
body but themselves. The legislative commission would 
as full power and privilege of acquiring information « 
character from all sources that would be possible for the 
commission to have. I am hopeful, however, that wh: 
commission may be authorized, even if the provisions fo! 
emergency currency are also enacted into law, that the 
of this legislation now proposed may be to the decided advaniise 
and benefit of the business of the country and to the profit «! 0" 
cf the people, 


so 


m. 














to emphasize the purpese of the promoters of this 
mm that the report of that commission shall be looked 
to in good faith, and we hope and desire and recognize 

. that when it arrives it will receive as fair and full 
, te consideration as will be possible to give a report, 
of sacnitude. 
“Mp. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will yield to the gentleman from 


COCKRAN. If the commission be necessary, does the 
man think it consistent with sound principles of legisla- 
d of government to pass a law so entirely without prec- 
ient as this before we have received the benefit of the re- 
of the commission? 
OVERSTREET. I think if I had the means to gratify 
sonal wishes in building a home, if I was without a 
and wanted a shelter, I would not wait until I had the 
. of all the architects and builders as to what character 
of a home I might build, but I would build one for a shelter while 


> 


Mr 


I awaited wiser counsel to gratify my ambition. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Does the gentleman think that he who is 
not 2 builder, but a statesman, would be able to build a building 
for himself? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I would not, but I could, if I had in- 
telligence enough, make inquiry in the proper sources for in- 
formation, and I doubtless would be able to meet the conditions. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Does the gentleman wish us to understand 


that we already have sufficient information on which to justify 
the passage of this measure? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think we have; I may be wrong. I 
do not claim to be infallible, but I believe that this provision 
for a shelter against possibly a return of the storm will do no 
harm, even if the storm does not come. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And if while we are waiting, provision 


is made along proper lines to prevent a recurrence, no harm can 
come if that does not recur. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I entirely agree with the gentleman, but 


suppose that instead of building a structure to shelter him he 
is deliberately constructing a weight that will crush him. 
Would the gentleman take that chance? 

Mr. OVERSTREBT. I would not, and for that reason I deny 
that there is any weight hanging over the heads of these people 
or in any provision of this bill 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is the issue. 

Mr. OVERSTREET (continuing). 
rency, 

Mr. COCKRAN. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
has expired. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If I had further time I would be glad 
to pursue the matter with the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Orie M. JAmgs]. 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, our friend the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Overstreet] tells us that this is a bill 
brought forward here for the purpose of quieting the financial 
storm. If I read its provisions right, instead of quieting the 
it will be a fomenter of a storm. [Applause on the 
mocratic side.] The truth of it is, Mr. Speaker, of all the 
slation that has been brought before Congress in the his- 

‘f the Government there never has been a bill brought 
here that has lodged in the hands of one man so much power 
affecting the property and interests of the American people. 
You tell us that it quiets the storm. Under the provisions of 
this | ll the storm may be beating quick and fast in every part 
of the 1 nion and the Secretary of the Treasury may say all is 
calm with him and refuse to allow you to issue one dollar of 

ition to be used in the avenues of trade and commerce in 





That would injure the cur- 


Why not? 
The time of the gentleman from Indiana 


gant! 
SCiilit 


torn 
storm 


I 


leg 
tory 


country. Listen to the provisions of the bill. It says: 

. t snd eens of Ge Sesretacs of the Treasury business condi- 
Bs \S may say, “ We need the emergency circulation ;” they 
ler the flower of their security; they may get upon their 
> to the Secretary of the Treasury and tell him of the 
= ecessity for this circulation. But the Secretary, per- 
a Serene in the calm and quiet of his office in the Treas- 
= uilding, may answer them and say, “The security you 
a is abundant; you have complied with the requirements of 
_ ’ but your locality does not need, and therefore you shall 
“ve, any additional currency.” 

pen ea Speaker, we find that this bill provides for an emer- 


enever the Secretary of the Treasury sees fit to say 
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there is one. It is all left to him, and the country may be upon 
the very verge of bankruptcy, property values toppling, and 
yet the Secretary of the Treasury has the power to deny 
the issuance of one single dollar of emergency currency. Here 
is another provision which says that— 

If the Seeretary of the Treasury be satisfied that a lien Im favor of 
the United States on the securities so deposited, and the assets of 
banks composing the association, will be amply sufficient for the pro- 
tection of the ‘United States, he shall direct an issue of additional 
cireulating notes to the association in behalf of such banks to an 
amount not to exceed 75 per cent of the cash value of the securities so 
deposited. 

What greater power could be lodged in the hands of one man? 
Absolute and undeniable control of the issuance of $500,000,000 
ef currency! ‘The power to discriminate as to securities, the 
right to say that certaim securities will be accepted and that 
eertain other securities will not be accepted! Under this pro- 
vision, Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury has the right, 
in his capacity, to become a bull on the market one day and 
a bear upon the market the next day. 

He may say, for instance, that the bonds of the steel trust 
are amply sufficient as a security for this circulation and that 
the bonds of anether corporation are not good. He has the power 
to say that he will issue 75 per cent of the value of certain 
securities, stocks, bonds, and commercial paper, and upon an- 
other class of security that he will issue only 25 per cent of its 
value. So we see that under the provisions of this bill three 
great discretionary powers are given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. First, he may say that the locality does or does not 
need additional circulation ; second, he can say that some securi- 
ties are good and some are bad; third, he can say that he will 
issue the maximum amount of currency upon one class of security 
and the minimum amount upon another class of security. For 
instanee, he may say that in New York, around Wall street, there 
is an emergency, local in its character, and he may give them 
all the money they need; while down in my part of the country, 
in Kentucky, he may say to the banks there, “ Your locality 
does not need any money, and therefore I will withhold it from 
you and deny you the right to issue it.” [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Not only that, Mr. Speaker, but he may say to the banks in 
one part of the country where security is offered, “ I will allow 
you 75 per cent, according to the value of the commercial paper 
you offer,” and to the people in another part of the country, 
“TI will allow you only 25 per cent, aecording to the value of 
the commefcial paper you offer.” Why is this extraordinary 
power lodged in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury? 
Why, we all recall that during the late financial stringency the 
Secretary of the Treasury went to the rescue of the banks in 
New York frequently with millions of dollars, while in the 
South and the West banks were unable to obtain a dollar. Sut 
you say, Mr. Speaker, that the Secretary of the Treasury will 
not exercise this power arbitrarily. That does not answer the 
objection to it. All men are human. To give a man the power 
of a giant is to invite him to use it as a tyrant. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Inevery part of the civilized world, even 
in republics, whenever power that belonged to the people was 
taken from them and lodged in the hands of one man, that man 
eonstrued it as an invitation to use that power arbitrarily and 
to the detriment of the people. The very viciousness of this 
system is shown by the basis of this circulation, making it dis- 
eretionary with the Secretary to place a value upon securities, 
and thereby to say what character of commercial paper, bonds, 
or other securities will be accepted for the issuance of this 
money. [Applause.] 

Yet, under the provisions of this bill, you provide that cur- 
rency shall be issued upon assets, upon commercial paper, the 
value of which no man knows. Back yonder in 1893 there was 
a great contest waged upon this issue. Many thousands of 
people believed, and honestly so, that the Government should 
issue money to the farming class of our people, under the sub- 
treasury scheme, upon the deposit of their crops. They only 
asked 50 per cent advance, at a reasonable rate of interest, 
upon the value of their crops; but here, under the provisions 
of this bill, you issue to the banks 75 per cent of the value of 
their commercial paper, railroad stocks that are up to-morrow 
and down next day, mining stocks that fluctuate and fall 50 
per cent overnight, commercial paper of every kind—assets 
which neither feed nor clothe the world. You step in, and to 
men who speculate in these things you say, “ The Government 
would favor you with a loan of money;” but to the farmer who 
digs out of the earth those things without which the world 
would freeze and starve, you say, “ You shall not be allowed 
to borrow money from the Government.” [Applause on the 
Democratic side.]} 
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Before, you would declare that it would be paternalism, so- 
cialism, and so forth, to lend money to these farmers. But you 
absolutely reverse your position now, and while denying them, 
you lend upon assets such as commercial paper, stocks, bonds, 
and securities of every kind. These men out upon the farms of 
this country, those who sing the songs of the Republic and 


fight its battles, by you were spurned when they contended it | 


was right; but the Republican party, true to its best traditions, 
allows no principle to stand between it and the corporations 
which contribute to campaign funds and help to debauch elec- 
tions. You further provide in this bill that in case any of the 
securities deposited with this association shall depreciate in 
value, upon ten days’ notice you may sell them and deposit the 
proceeds with the Secretary of the Treasury. Under the pro- 
visions of this bill you will make every bank in this country 
that belongs to this association a victim of the stock ticker and 
turn every clearing house into an duction block. Designing 
men, and there are some of them in the banking business, will 
take advantage of this provision of the law to drive stocks up 
or down as may suit their interests, and the smaller banks of 
the country would be fearful to enter into any such agreement 
as this which might subject them to such disaster. 

You are seeking to establish here by this bill that which has 
been the iridescent dream of the banks of this country for 
twenty years—that is, an asset currency. You have been seek- 
ing to avoid a bond-secured currency, and you are trying by this 
bill to establish the right of banks to issue money upon assets 
as against the right of the people to issue money by the Gov- 
ernment upon bonds. You are seeking to give to the banks the 
profit that the Government derives from its bonds by its being 
the basis of the issuance of the currency and boom the assets of 
the banks by allowing them to issue it upon commercial paper. 
I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that under the Constitution of our 
Government we have no more right to farm out to the national 
banks, or any other corporation, the right to issue money than 
we have to give them the right to levy taxes or declare war. 
One is as much a function of sovereignty as the other. Farm- 
ing out one is as hazardous to American liberty as the other. 
All governments in all ages have recognized the principle that 
the right to issue money is the right of the sovereign. You 
gentlemen on the other side used to regale us with the delight- 
ful anthem that you wanted a dollar that could look the world 
in the face and say, “I know that my redeemer liveth.” But, 
Mr. Speaker, under the provisions of this bill a dollar so issued 
would be afraid to make such a statement as this until after the 
ticker had been consulted and the crier upon the auction block 
had been heard, and then it would not declare it until after 
Uncle Sam had become a by-bidder and made it so. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, there is another provision in this bill, which 
provides that— 

The assets of all banks belonging to the association shall be jointly 
and severally liable to the United States for the redemption of such addi- 
tional circulation; and to secure such liability the lien created by 
section 5230 of the Revised Statutes shall extend to and cover the assets 
of all banks belonging to the association and to the securities deposited 
wae banks with the association pursuant to the provisions of this 
act. 

Mr. Speaker, if there has been one demand that has come to 
this Congress greater than any other, it has been that you shall 
make more secure the depositors [applause]—that vast unnum- 
bered throng which makes this Government great; that you 
should give them protection; that you should throw around 
them safeguards; that you should make more stringent the 
laws relative to banks for their protection. 

Thousands of our fellow-citizens, who have seen all they 
possessed—the earnings, meager though they were of a life- 
time—swept away by the failure of banks, look to this Con- 
gress with hope, but sadly will they be disappointed when they 
learn that you not only have given them no protection; that 
you not only have failed to afford them greater protection in 
the safety of their deposits, but, on the contrary, as shown 
by the provisions of this bill, you make less secure their de- 
posits than heretofore, by allowing the banks not only to take 
the flower of its se*urities—stocks, bonds, and commercial 
paper—and deposit them with the Government for this emer- 
gency circulation, and giving the Government the right to sell 
these and appropriate the money to its own use, but you go 
further and allow the Government, after all this has been 
done, to go to the bank and sell from the depositors the last 
dollar of assets that it may have. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] All of this is made a first lien to the Government 
as against the depositors or any other creditors of the bank. 
When the Knickerbocker Bank, in New York, failed, it was 
discovered that the directors in that bank had loaned to them- 
selves, as directors in other corporations, the money of the 
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bank placed there by depositors. Senator La Fou.erre intro. 
duced in the Senate an amendment trying to remedy this, }ut 
we find no provision of that character in this bill, and (he 
friends of this bill have urged that as the chief objection 
to the Aldrich bill, which, in my judgment, is its only vi tue, 
hamely, the La Follette amendment. [Applause on the D; 
cratic side.] 

Ancther provision of section 3 is that as between the se) 
banks composing such association each bank shall be | 
only in the proportion that its capital and surplus bears to the 
aggregate capital and surplus of all such banks, Yet wider 
this provision, Mr. Speaker, what bank with a capita! of, 
say, $4,000,000 would allow nine other banks to become with 
it members of this association, each of the banks having the 
right, as this bill provides, to elect a member of the board con- 
sisting of one representative from each bank, when this }:nk, 
with four-fifths of the capital and surplus, might be made to 
bear four-fifths of the loss of the other nine banks which con- 
stitute the clearing-house association? Therefore it is mani- 
fest, Mr. Speaker, that before the smaller banks of the country 
could join an association and become a component part of the 
ten which have the right, under this provision, they would laye 
to agree to by-laws which would give the control of this clear- 
ing-house district to the one great bank, which of course would 
have the right then to say what character of securities would 
be recommended and, therefore, what character of securities 
would be refused. The smaller banks of fifty, a hundred, and 
a hundred and fifty thousand dollars capital would not be 
able to get a dollar of circulatior under this bill, because they 
would not have such character of securities as would be de- 
clared to be valid as a basis for this circulation. And even if 
they should obtain the issuance of money by depositing securi- 
ties, they would view with great alarm the right given under 
the provisions of this bill for the association to call for further 
security or sell the securities deposited and then seek the United 
States courts to recover the residue from these smaller banks. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican party having been in undisputed 
control of the Government for the last eleven years has been 
giving to the national banks of this country the use of the 
people’s money, the millions of surplus in its Treasury, without 
charging them 1 cent of interest. In the Fifty-eighth Congress 
an effort was made by the Democratic party to charge interest 
at competitive rates for the public money, but the Republican 
party was quick to the rescue of these favored corporations and 
refused to charge them any interest. They were given the use 
of these millions of the people’s money, gathered from every 
nook and corner of this Republic by the taxgatherer and paid 
into the hands of the banks, who reaped a rich harvest by leud- 
ing it to the American people at such rate of interest as tliey 
could obtain, ranging usually from 6 to 10 per cent. In the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, when the Aldrich bill was under 
sideration, I offered an amendment providing that this money 
should be loaned out to competitive bidders at a rate of not less 
than 2 per cent, and that it should be prorated among the States 
with due regard to justice. But our Republican friends then 
were opposed to it. The Speaker ruled the amendment out of 
order, and upon appeal by me to the House he was sustained 
by the Republican side and they refused to charge interest 00 
the public money. 

The amendment I offered in the Fifty-ninth Congress was 4s 
follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury before depositing any public mone) In 
the national banking associations designated as depositories for same 
shall advertise for bids of interest under such rules and regulations 4 
he may prescribe, and in a said money aforesaid in the = 
tional banking associations he shall deposit same with the mation 
banking associations paying the greatest amount of interest fo! 
but in no event shall the rate of interest be less than 2 jer °°! 
Where the rate of interest bid by more than one national bankins &s* 
ciation for any deposit of such public money is an equal rate 4 
2 per cent aforesaid, the Secretary of the Treasury in such ev: 
distribute said public money equitably in the various nationa! 
associations throughout the various States making such equal 
the rate of interest chargeable upon the public money deposit: 
national banking associations under this act shall be computed ! 
average daily balance of such deposit.: Provided, That the an 
posited in any national banking association, under the prov! 


this act, shall not exceed 50 per cent of the capital stock of 5 
ciation. 


In speaking upon this amendment at that time I us 
language: 


But the party in the majority upon this floor, knowing ' 
amendment would be presented, fearing even their own side 
vote directly upon it, see: to conceal their true purpose behin 
mentary tactics and deny to the country the opportunity to s 
votes recorded upon the amendment itself. The majority know''- 
heretofore offered it in the committee, that I had declared ' 
floor on February 16 of this year that I would introduce th! 
ment, they resort to the previous question to hide behind it, 
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+ an outraged people upon the direct issue, by saying the amend- | 


was not voted on, when by their votes sustaining the Speaker 
made it impossible to vote on it. 
mendment which provides for interest had been submitted to 
‘wed by my Democratic colleagues upon the committee and to 
‘ +: leader of the minority upon this side, and had his approval as 
‘i. type Democratic policy upon the question of the loaning of public 
to the national banks. When I appealed from the decision of 
ir refusing me the opportunity to have this amendment con- 
) in the House, a motion was made to lay the appeal upon the 
nd in this way we have a direct vote upon the question of 
or not the national banks should use the people’s money with- 
est or pay interest therefor. Every Member upon the floor 
he cast his vote, if he voted to overrule the decision of the 
this amendment would be considered, and if adopted 
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ions of the people’s money deposited in the banks would bring | 


. Public Treasury as interest between five and ten millions o 

1 The record of that vote is now history, but the coun- 
d the opportunity of seeing the friends of themselves upon 
and those who believe in giving their money out to corpora- 
< without interest on the other side. [Applause on the Democratic 


» ye 
Tord 


\ir. Speaker, under this amendment the public money would be 

1 out under competitive bids of interest to the highest bidder. It 

: where two or more associations make equal bids of interest 

{ ven the Secretary shall distribute said money equitably to the 

. anking associations throughout the States making such equal 

hid | it limits the amount that may be deposited in any one bank 

t r cent of the capital stock. Who is prepared to proclaim that 

t s not just? When this matter was under consideration in the 

s t Senate had an opportunity to vote directly upon the ques- 

t and I believe that if the House had been given such 

tunity they would have voted by a considerable majority in 
aking the banks pay 4nterest. 


Mr. Speaker, a change has come over the spirit of the dreams 
- distinguished adversaries. They are learning that the 


f interest, 
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people of this country will no longer stand for such favoritism 
and class legislation in regard to their money, and we find them 
embracing another Democratic principle and charging interest 


for public deposits, as provided in the Vreeland bill now under 
consideration. The trouble is, they only partially do right in 
this matter; they fix the rate at 1 per cent, which is entirely 
low. There is hardly a State in this Union that does not 
get from 2 to 3 per cent for its public money, and has been re- 
ceiving this amount of interest for all public money for many, 
many years past. What shall the American people say in their 
account against the Republican party all these years for their 
policy of oppesing such a law as this? More than a hundred 
million dollars would be to-day in the Public Treasury, paid 
there as interest on this public money, but for the fact that the 
Republican party in this matter, as in all others, has plundered 
the many for the benefit of the few, has plundered the people 
for the benefit of the banks, has favored the banks at the ex- 
pense of the people. 

The Republican party may be able to return to the insurance 
companies the thousands of dollars that were taken from the 
trust funds, which were held for the benefit of widows and 
orphans, and given to that party for the purpose of corrupting 
ballot boxes in national elections in the last decade; but they 
will have to fry fat from the corporations both night and day 
in order to gather up the millions that they have given to the 
national banks by taking it from the people, to reimburse the 
public which they have plundered. A great objection to this 
bill, Mr. Speaker, even along this line is that the Republican 
party in its charge of interest on the public deposits does not 
pursue a righteous course. Under the provisions of this bill the 
Se retary of the Treasury has the authority and the power to 
lend all of this public money at the rate of 1 per cent interest 
to one favored’ class of banks or one favored section of the 
country. He has the right, when Western banks are willing 
to pay 2 per cent, to lend it to the Eastern banks at 1 per 
cent Interest. He has the right to lend it to the Western banks, 
which are bidding 1 per cent, while the Eastern banks are bid- 
ding 2 or 8 per cent. There is no provision made by which he 
shall lend it to the highest bidder; there is no provision in the 
bill which requires him to lend the public money, when there 
are equal bids by banks from various sections of the country, 
With due regard to equity, according to population, the bank’s 
capital, surplus, and so forth. 
oa puts it in his hands, giving him the right to charge 

minum rate of 1 per cent and lend it where he pleases, 
When he pleases, and to whom the pleases, Under the provi- 
ae this law the Secretary of the Treasury, along about 
- te a Umes, knowing of the friendliness of some gentleman 
ae “ast to the Republican campaign fund, some national 
a cae his friends might contribute several thousand dollars 
he > publican campaign fund and be the recipient of a great 
“= . public money at the lowest rate of interest, basing it 
- the theory, as Roosevelt said to Harriman, “ We are prac- 
ion aan This ought not to be. There ought to be a pro- 
a ; “~ or the lending of the public money at a competitive rate 

» Test, and let the people get the greatest benefit possible 
use of their money, and not place in the hands of one 


too 


for the 
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man the lending of two or three hundred millions of dollars, 
which may be used, as I believe it has been used in the past, 
for the benefit of the party in power. 

Mr. Speaker, the last provision of this bill provides for the 
appointment of a commission and gives to the President, the 
Vice-President, and the Speaker of this House each the right 
to appoint six members, making a total membership of eighteen, 
and making an appropriation of a sufficient sum to carry out 
the purposes of the same. Of all the frauds that the devil has 
ever invented, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of deceiving man- 
kind—I think I am committed to commissions! [Applause and 
laughter on Democratic side.] No commission in the history 
of this country ever reported anything that was of benefit to 
the people or that was ever enacted into law. Here, this Con- 
gress has been in session since last December; the financial 
situation has been acute; hearings have been had day in and 
day out before the Committee on Banking and Currency; men 
from every part of the Union have come before this commit- 
tee and presented their views upon the currency question; and 
now this Congress, after all these months of consideration of 
this question, undertakes to meet the demand of the people 
for legislation upon this question by the appointment of a com- 
mission to consider further legislation. 

The truth of the whole matter is that the Republican party 
is afraid to enact any legislation on the currency question except 
along the lines proposed in this bill. The proposal of this commis- 
sion is but a subterfuge to tide them over the election. They fear 
to enact any legislation on this question before the election, be- 
cause the people would have an opportunity to pass upon their 
conduct. They fear the verdict at the polls. They are attempt- 
ing to treat this question exactly as they are attempting to treat 
the tariff question, as they are attempting to treat the injunction 
question, as they are attempting to treat the trust question—by 
the appointment of a commission as a promise that they will do 
something after the election. This bill was brought up and in- 
troduced only yesterday and is being considered now with less 
than four hours’ debate and will be brought to a vote. And yet 
these gentlemen will expect the voters to believe that they did 
not have time to legislate upon a real remedy for the financial 
trouble or upon the tariff question or the trust question or the 
injunction question. 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, in commissions. This body 
assembled here, elected by the people direct, is the one which 
has the right under our Constitution to legislate. They ought 
to exercise it. If they are not competent to do so, they ought to 
declare it, and give the people the opportunity at the polis to 
select these wise men who would be appointed on this commis- 
sion and send them here as legislators, and then we would have 
no need for this commission. Under the provisions of this 
bill, this commission is not only to receive its expenses, but 
those who are not Members of Congress a salary of $625 
per month. And section 15 provides that the commission shall 
give reasonable time for hearings, if deemed necessary, and may 
appoint such subcommittees and employ such experts as it may 
deem proper to make investigations of different subjects in 
different sections of the United States and in forcign countries. 
Here is a delightful opportunity for junkets into different for- 
eign countries, and imagine with what delight members of this 
commission will embrace this opportunity to cross the sea upon 
some palatial Mauretania, consorting with the élite of foreign 
courts, viewing everything, from the walls of Jerusalem to the 
ruins of Pompeii, at the expense of the taxpayers while they 
are studying the financial question. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Nor, Mr. Speaker, am I one of those who share the belief that 
this Republic of republics should go back to the East for wis- 
dom, as we have formulated here a Government that is the 
model for all the governments of the earth, and I believe that 
we can formulate a banking system without any assistance from 
foreign countries. Then, Mr. Speaker, this commission, ap- 
pointed by the great triumvirate, the President, the Vice-Presi- 
dent, and the Speaker, would but very naturally reflect the 
judgment of these gentlemen upon the currency questior 1d 
we are informed that all of them think alike upon this currency 
problem, and the report at last would be that the President 
was right, that Uncle Jor was right, and that the Vice-Presi- 
dent was right. I believe that the taxpayers would rather ad- 
mit it than pay the cost of obtaining it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, the one sentiment uttered by Abraham Lincoln 
that the stream of time will flow on forever was that this 
is a Government of the people, by the people, for the people, not 
a Government of commissions, by commissions, for the people. 
{Great applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, this bill should have been entitled | $2.25 


“The digested Vreeland bill for the purpose of enhancing the 
value of undigested securities.” [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] We find on April 6 the distinguished author of this meas- 
ure introduced a currency bill. On April 20 he introduced 
another currency bill; on May 11 another, and, forsooth, on May 
12 the last bill, that is now under discussion. Therefore I hope 
I speak advisedly when I say it ought to represent the di- 
‘gested views of the distinguished author of the measure and 
of those two or three conferences held in its behalf. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been one of the unfortunate members of 
the Committee on Banking and Currency who have been com- 
pelled to sit, in season and out of season since last December 
giving hearings to the people desiring, or imagining that they 
desired, relief from the existing currency depression. I do not 
believe that, outside of the author of this measure, or, at least, 
a very few and limited number, anybody ever offered one word 
in support of this bill or one embodying principles similar to 
those in this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, legislation of the character incorporated in 
this bill, if offered in seriousness, is absolutely unnecessary to 
be adopted by this House. 

On the Ist of last October there was a currency flurry or 
depression in this country. Times have changed. The banks 
now have plenty of money. We do not need legislation of this 
character, and it should never be passed by a deliberative or 
legislative assembly, because it is basing a currency upon 
credits and upon bonds which may be used for purposes of issue 
though not listed on the various stock exchanges of the Union. 
Besides, Mr. Speaker, the principal amount of emergency cur- 
rency issued under its provisions will go to the large centers 
like New York, because, you will notice, a bank can issue 
emergency currency if it has a surplus of 20 per cent and 40 
per cent only of its capital stock paid in. You will find the 
great banks of the East have not paid up their capital stock 
comparably with banks throughout the other sections, and they 
carry most of the operating capital in surplus. Therefore, 
take even the great rich State of Louisiana, and it will be 
entitled to only two associations under the provisions of this 
bill. Some of the States may not be entitled to even one 
association. 

The bill as first introduced put the amount of capital and 
surplus required to form an association at $10,000,000, but 
the later editions have been changed so that ten banks uniting, 
with $5,000,000 capital and surplus, can form an association. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is crude. I will call to your attention 
its provisions, that any ten banks uniting with a minimum 
capital of $5,000,000 will have the right, by going through 
the process detailed in the bill, to obtain the issuance of 
emergency currency. Upon the failure of one of the unit- 
ing banks, thus reducing the number to less than ten, the 
whole association becomes functus officio, except for the pur- 
pose of liquidating its affairs. Then what is the result? One 
bank, having taken out a certain amount of emergency currency, 
fails and the other banks constituting the association have only 
the right to sue and reduce the assets to money and apply the 
proceeds to the redemption of the notes, and the other nine 
banks would be compelled to go out of business if there were 
no other banks to join it, and the currency apportioned to that 
association would be transferred and used by another. 

Under the provisions of this measure the limitation of emer- 
gency currency is $500,000,000. The report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, filed on January 29, 1908, shows that the 
capital stock paid in of all the national banks in the United 
States is $901,681,000, and the surplus $549,000,000, making an 
aggregate total of nearly a billion and a half dollars. There- 
fore, the issue being limited to $500,000,000, we have about 
834 per cent to be apportioned to the banks, and you will find 
when the figures are worked out and you ascertain the number 
of associations that can be formed in the various States that 
this money will go largely to the East, where it will be used 
in speculation, and not be available for the industrial and 
farming sections of the country, where it is so greatly needed. 

Mr. Speaker, I said, and I believe it firmly, that legislation of 
this character is not only unnecessary, but it is unwise and 
dangerous. Whenever it once gets upon the statute books it 
will never be repealed. We find that the reason of the cur- 
rency famine of 1907 was this: The national-bank act requires 
all banks outside of reserve cities to maintain a reserve of 15 
per cent of their deposits, 9 per cent of which they are entitled 
to keep in reserve cities. 

When it gets into the reserve cities, the reserve bank is en- 
titled to use it as it sees fit, provided it keeps 25 per cent, or 
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of that $9, in its vaults. Therefore the law, although 
intending to protect the depositors by the requirement that 15 
per cent of deposits shall be kept as a reserve, is so manipulated 
that only 8} per cent—$6 in the vault and $2.25 in the reserye 
bank—is kept; and the balance of the reserve is loaned ont on 
call to speculative interests, just as it was last fall. And whey 
the bank in the country called upon its reserve bank for its 
money, it had been loaned out and could not be returned, and 
the country banks therefore had to suspend payment, as wel] 
as those in the large cities which were responsible for the condi- 
tions, because of their methods of doing business. 

I want to emphasize this fact, that if the law could be 
amended, and it is the only legislation needed at this session, 
so as to require banks to maintain the reserve in their yvauits 
and so as to permit the retirement of circulation without liita- 
tion, with the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury, there 
would be no need of legislation of this character. That is what 
we need. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, many Members of the House, and many who are 
not members of Congress, have offered suggestions, by bills and 
otherwise, to remodel the banking and currency system of this 
country, the principal measure, based upon an entirely different 
theory than that of the Vreeland bill, being the currency bil! 
reported from the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
much more dangerous in some of Sts provisions, as comparison 
will show. 

The objects sought to be accomplished by it are: First, the re- 
tirement of the present national-bank notes; second, the retire- 
ment of the greenbacks; third, the substitution of what was 
originally termed in the bill when it was offered to this House. 
“national-bank guaranteed credit notes ;” fourth, the creation of 
a guaranty fund by the levy of 5 per cent upon all notes to be 
issued thereunder, 5 per cent upon the deposits of the bank, and 
2 per cent upon all circulation taken out under the provisions 
of the law, out of which shall be paid depositors and note holders 
of all banks that fail; fifth, to reinvest the money in this fund 
by the purchase of all Government bonds now held by the na- 
tional banks to secure their circulation at a flat price of $1.(4. 
The bonds thus purchased for the account of the fund to be held 
impounded, and the interest paid by the Government upon 
them to go into the fund. 

It seems to me that the mere statement of the salient fea- 
tures of this measure ought to put the mind upon inquiry as to 
the practical effect it would have should it be enacted into law. 
There does not seem ground for reasonable contention that 
should this measure be adopted every savings bank, State bank, 
and trust company in the United States within a few years 
would be forced to surrender their State charters and avail 
themselves of this act. 

The report of the Comptroller of the Currency for 1907 shows 
that on August 27 of that year the deposits in national banks 
aggregated $5,256,085,087.14. Deposits in banks other than na- 
tional $8,776,755,207, a total of more than $14,000,000,000. It 
stands to reason that if deposits are guaranteed by a fund 
created by Federal legislation and administered by Federa! 
officers who are acting as agents of the Government as to thie 
enforcement of the law, and as trustees of the depositors as 
to their ultimate protection, that depositors in State banks, 
savings banks, and trust companies will withdraw their funds 
and change their deposits to national banks, thus striking down 
State institutions now holding in their vaults more than eight 
fourteenths of the banking wealth of the people of this county. 

In answer to this position the advocates of the guaranty sy* 
tem reply that there is nothing to prevent the States of the 
Union from passing similar laws, providing for the guarauty 
of deposits and proper supervision of the State banks and trust 
companies. In my judgment, the effect of such legisiation may 
retard the shifting of deposits from State to Federal institt- 
tions, but not prevent it ultimately. 

In the mind of the average citizen the Federal Governme' 
is all powerful within the sphere of legitimate action; and the 
knowledge that the Secretary of the Treasury is the suarl 
ian and custodian of this guaranty fund will cause lim 
to rely implicitly upon the safety of his deposit, if in a »* 
tional bank. And the reason is obvious, because its instrumel: 
talities and agencies for proper supervision of this fund and of 
the national banks are so far superior to similar agencies 
the various States, and so much further removed from loca! ! 
fluences and conditions, that depositors will naturally ince 
to the stronger side. . 

I now ask this question: Upon what theory of government 's 
a depositor in a bank who, in the eye of the law, is a credite! 
of the bank entitled to haye his investment guaranteed !y ™ 
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legislation? It must be borne in mind that the tax on 
tion, authorized to be taken out under this act, will form 
of the guaranty fund. This tax of 2 per cent, should 
ks avail themselves of the right to issue circulation— 
100,.000—will aggregate $36,000,000. It is true that the 
vides that 1 per cent of this money shall be returned to 
This would leave $18,000,000 realized annually on 


KS. 

tion. 
_ who would pay that $36,000,000 a year? There can be | 
! <yute but that the borrower would pay this additional | 
i ause a bank would charge it up to expense, as it would 
! rested in maintaining its usual dividends for the benefit | 
of stockholders. So the guaranty of deposits would work 


at the borrowers of this country would be compelled to 
e tax in order to insure the creditor class. To my mind 


. pronounced example of class legislation has ever been | 


ed than that of the guaranty of deposits. 
Further, I invite your attention to this fact: That the guar- 
if deposits is a misnomer. 
b as argued that 
j wing that line of thought a step further we find that there 
is y $1,113,742,316 (Comptroller’s report, p. 49) of actual 
n on deposit in the banks of this country. 
85,857,684, of this nominal 
- credits. 


ue 


eash deposit represents bank 
or 
in ¢ 
the borrower money for the credit which it has previously al- 
lowed him. 

The proposition is clearly and succinctly stated by Mr. David 
Kenley, professor of economics in the University of Illinois 
(p. 345, Review of Reviews, March, 1908), from whose article 
I quote the following extract: 


A 


N ear analysis can be made of the probable effects of a proposal 


ition of deposits. The popular notion of bank deposits is that 
esent cash taken into a bank by individuals and left there for 
ping to be drawn on at need. Of course, this accounts for a 
rtion of the money in banks, especially in country districts, 
merest tyro in banking knows that, especially in cities, the 
fig f bank deposits reflect the loans made by the banks. A pro- 


! te a safety fund to secure the 
zreed to loan either on commercial or personal paper. They 
ved no money. The deposit is simply the credit charge that 
i tes their promise to lend or pay on demand the amounts specified. 
‘I roposal to create a safety fund to secure deposits is, therefore, in 
I a proposal that the banks be taxed to insure the payment of 
promise to lend. The obvious criticism of such a project is 
the borrower does not believe that his bank is able to pay over 
int he wishes to borrow he should go somewhere else If Jones 
Smith to borrow there is a certain absurdity in his asking 
) insure the payment of the amount he is asked to lend. If 
iny doubt about his ability te lend, he should not be asked. 
ises of loans without collateral security the project is a propo- 
sition ask the banks to give security which is not asked from the 
be wers to whose credit the loan has been put as a deposit. 


yayment of the amounts they 


The advocates of the guaranty-deposit plan claim that it is 
the duty of the Federal Government to compel national banks 
to create an insurance fund by a small tax upon their respective 
deposits, in order to protect those who deposit with them, be- 


cause national banks are organized by virtue of Federal laws 
nd are under the supervision of Government officials. It may 
be urged with just as much reason that those who invest in 
ri d bonds should be guaranteed against loss because we 
have Federal supervision, by law, of railroads. 
it makes no difference how specious or popular the argument 
may in favor of the guaranty of bank deposits, stripped of 
th se elements it stands revealed as socialistic in the extreme, 
il the inevitable tendency of such a policy would be to destroy 
iuality in banking and put those who have been engaged 
business for perhaps half a century, and who, by a life 
ity and integrity in their business and other relations, 
spired and maintained the confidence of their neighbors 
‘he community where they live, upon the same level with 
croup of speculators who might drop into their town and 
ize an association under the national banking laws, paint 
eir windows “ Depositors in this bank are protected by 
tional guaranty deposit fund. Interest will be paid on 
Sits subject to check. Interest paid on time certifi- 
And resorting to measures and methods perhaps un- 
i ordinary business channels. 
invite your attention to some of the special features of 
nown as the “ Fowler bill,” for the purpose of demon- 
‘hat as erude and insufficient as is the Vreeland bill, 
tely less dangerous to the business interests of this 





ny 


I now 


} 1 to 11 create the machinery for carrying into effect 


the system sought to be established by the act. The United 


XLII——392 


The author of the committee | 
a deposit in a bank is merely a book credit. | 


The residue, | 


And the guaranteeing of these deposits would 
frect be the guaranty by the bank that it would deliver to | 


» bank deposits by the creation of a safety fund, without proper | 


i 
i 
1 
pos insure these deposits is therefore a proposal that the banks | 
l 
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States is divided into twenty financial zones or districts, in each 
of which shall be established an agency for redemption purposes. 
The banks in these respective districts must select a redemption 
agency and designate an officer to cast its vote, each bank in 
these zones being entitled to one vote. The banks in each dis- 
trict shall constitute legal associations, represented by a board 
of eight managers, selected by the banks and serving from one 
to four years, two being elected every year thereafter; man- 
agers serving four years shall be ineligible for reelection with- 
out a lapse of one year. The managers of each zone shall meet 
annually and select a ninth member, who shall act as chairman 
and become ex officio Deputy Comptroller of the Currency, re- 
ceiving a salary of $6,000 a year, payable out of the guaranty 
fund. The board of managers in any particular district may in- 
crease the salary of the chairman and assess the banks in the 
district pro rata upon their capital and surplus to meet such 
increase. 

The chairmen of the boards of managers are vested with all 
the authority ef the Comptroller of the Currency in their zones, 
and the decisions of the court affecting the office of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency shall apply to them. Banks, however, 
shall still make their reports to the Comptroller of the Cur- 


rency. Five members of the board of managers shall constitute 
a quorum. The board of managers shall have control of the 


redemption agency in their respective zones and shall select and 
designate the number of bank examiners for the district. The 
examiners shall receive stated salaries, payable by the respec- 
tive redemption agencies and out of the general guaranty fund. 
The board shall meet at least once a month at the agency for 
They shall receive $10 for each meeting. 

Section 11 contains the authorization for the retirement of 
the present bank-note circulation and the taking out of the 
credit currency authorized by the act. A bank desiring to take 
out circulation unless located in a redemption city must first 
make arrangements with a national bank for the redemption 
of its bank notes. It shall then deposit in goid coin or other 
lawful money with the Treasurer of the United States 5 per 
cent of its average deposits during the preceding calendar six 
months and 5 per cent of the national-bank notes it desires 
to take out for and circulation. No other security 
required. 

To illustrate: Should an existing national bank have a capital 
of $100,000, circulation of $100,000, deposits of $100,000, it 
would apply to the Comptroller to retire its present bond-se- 
cured circulation and deposit with him 5 per cent of its de- 
posits—$5,000; 5 per cent of its circulation—$5,000. It would 
then sell to the Comptroller of the Currency its bond-secured 
notes for $104,000, deposit $100,000 with the Comptroller of 
the Currency to retire its original bond-secured circulation, and 
then leave the Treasury with $100,000 of national-bank notes 
authorized by this act and $4,000 in money. 

In other words, a bank, to effect a change from the old system 
to the new under the conditions just mentioned, would only be 
$6,000 out, and yet would have the benefit of 5 per cent on its 
circulation and 5 per cent on its deposits—$10,000 as a reserve. 

In addition to the first issue any national bank, with the con- 
sent of the managers of its financial zone, could take out further 
circulation to an amount not to exceed its paid-up unimpaired 
‘apital. It would thus be possible that the amount of circula- 
tion which could be taken out under this act would approximate 
$1,800,000,000, as the capital stock of the national banks of the 
United States on October 31, 1907, aggregated $909,274,775. 
If State banks, trust companies, savings banks, and private 
banks were to come under this act, a further circulation of 
$1,614.356,524 could be taken out, the capital stock of such latter 
institutions amounting in 1907 to $807,178,262. 

Outstanding circulation on October 1907, was $609.9S0.- 
466. Of this sum $562,727,614 was secured by the deposit of 
Bonds in the sum of $566,994,910, and $47,252,852 of the cir- 
culation was covered by lawful money for liquidation of inscl- 


issue is 


" 
ol, 


vent banks and reduction of circulation. (Comp. Rep., 1907, 
p. 13.) 
The bonded debt of the United States on October 31, 1907, 


was $S08,685,510. 

These figures show that the recent financial panic could easily 
have been averted had the national banks taken out circulation 
to the extent authorized by law. 

There was outstanding on October 31, 1907, Governmeut bonds 
aggregating the sum of $291,690,600 not on deposit to secure 
circulation. The banks had not taken out their authorized cir- 
culation by $299,294,309, and they could have purchased Goy- 
ernment bonds aggregating $291,000,000, and thus averted the 
panic by issuing circulation for an equal amount, 
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It was demonstrated that clearing-house certificates issued 
to the extent of $154,000,000 did tide over the situation. 
(Comp. Rep., 1907, p. 60.) 
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This condition of affairs naturally forces the question, Why | 


the necessity for 
a radical change in the present banking system? To my mind, 
this bill can be characterized, briefly, as “a bankers’ bill,” 
because the effect of its provisions would concentrate the entire 
banking power of the United States in national banking asso- 
ciations. 

An analysis of the so-called “ guaranty-fund ” provision of the 
measure will disclose the fact that 5 per cent of the note issue, 
5 per cent of the deposits, and the 2 per cent upon circulation, 
after being deposited with the Treasurer, shall be subject to the 
direction and control of the board of managers for each redemp- 
tion district or zone. What will these managers do with this 
fund? Under the act they must first buy the bonds to secure 
the present circulation at 1.04 and accrued interest. The res- 
idue of this fund will then be deposited in the various national 
banks; and instead of there being a reserve to protect note 


the adoption of a bill, which contemplates | 


} 
j 
| 


holders and depositors, the money intended for that purpose | 


will not be available, because the banks will have loaned it out 
in the usual course of business. 

Section 20 of the act provides that banks in central-reserve 
and in reserve cities shall have at all times on hand in lawful 


| eral guaranty fund. 


money an amount equal to at least 25 per cent of its bank notes | 


in circulation, and all other banking associations 15 per cent. 
Banks in reserve cities may keep in central-reserve cities three- 


|; amount to $18,000,000. 


tenths of their reserve and other banks 4 per cent of their law- | 


ful reserve in cash, deposit in a central-reserve city or a reserve 
city. 

Section 21 provides that every national bank may count as 
a part of its reserve the amount it shall have deposited with 


May 14, 


that it would have to pay 5 per cent upon its supplemental! cir. 
culation, but under the provisions of the bill it would not je 
required to again pay upon its original deposits. The secong 
issue, then, would merely be protected by 5 per cent on circy. 
lation. 

The whole theory of the bill is violative of correct bus 
principles. Its tendency is to remove the actual manag 
of the bank, as far as possible, from its stockholders, wh: 
the real parties in interest. The bill provides that the directory 
in each bank in every financial zone: shall select one « 
officers to act as a member of the board of managers. 1 
boards are vested with power to fix the rates of interest upon 
time deposits. Instead of the directors, who are personally 
known to the stockholders, directing and managing the affrirs 
of the bank, this power is lodged in a board of managers, one of 
whom represents directly the local stockholders of the respec. 
tive banks, the others, perhaps, being total strangers and men 
who would not have been selected by the stockholders of the 
institution to manage and take care of their investments and 
protect their depositors. 

One of the controlling features of this bill can not, in my 
opinion, stand judicial scrutiny, and it is this: The 2 per cent 
tax to be paid to the Treasury of the United States upon the 
national-bank notes in circulation constitutes a part of the gen- 
Should circulation be taken out to the 
extent now authorized by law—$900,000,000—this tax would 
Under the provisions of this aci this 
tax will be appropriated to guarantee deposits and the pay- 
ment of the bank notes taken out thereunder. Upon what con- 
stitutional authority has Congress the right to levy a tax upon 


“ure 
its 


ese 


| the people except for public purposes? 


the Treasurer, and shall be entitled to receive interest thereon | 


at the rate of 1 per cent per annum, payable in July of each 
year, 

Let us inquire in what situation this will leave the so-called 
“reserve fund.” Section 11 specifically provides that 5 per cent 
shall be paid on the note issues and 5 per cent on deposits. 
It therefore follows that the amount paid tu take out these 
credit notes and the amount paid on deposits is by this act 
created a reserve. 


hand 15 per cent of its national-bank notes in circulation, is 
to be credited with the 10 per cent deposited by it in the guar- 
anty fund, thus leaving only 5 per cent to be retained in its 
vaults. The act further authorizes such banks to count as 
reserve money which it may deposit in a central-reserve city not 
to exceed 4 per cent, which would leave the country bank with 
but 1 per cent in its vaults of the so-called “ reserve.” 

To illustrate: Suppose a bank desired to take out circulation 
for $100,000 and it had on hand deposits aggregating $100,000. 
It would have to pay $5,000 on its note issue and $5,000 on its 
deposits, aggregating $10,000. It would be compelled to retain 
$5,000 in its vaults, thus aggregating the $15,000 required by 
law as a reserve. Of this last $5,000 the act permits it to de- 
posit $4,000 in a reserve city; this would leave but $1,000 or 
1 per cent reserve in the vaults. Now, the 80 per cent, or 
$8,000, of the $10,000 deposited in the guaranty fund and counted 
as a reserve would be invested in Government bonds. The re- 
maining $2,000 would be redeposited in some bank, so that the 
final reserve against the note issue and the cash deposited, in- 
stead of being 15 per cent, would only be 9 per cent, a reduction 
from the present requirement under the law of 6 per cent. 

I join issue with the advocates of this measure that there 
are any conditions or limitations upon the right of the banks to 
take out additional circulation further than that it shall not 
exceed 100 per cent of its unimpaired capital stock, if the ap- 
proval of the board of managers of the bank-note agency where 
the bank is located is first obtained. 
further limitation than that just stated. 

It may be argued that the power to take out these credit 
notes is granted only upon the condition that 5 per cent shall 
be paid thereon and 5 per cent of the average deposits for the 
«preceding six months, and that these conditions will apply to 
the additional circulation. But to my mind no such conclu- 
sion can be fairly drawn. 

Suppose a bank having $100,000 of deposits and $100,000 in 
bond-secured circulation substitutes the credit notes for an 
equal amount upon which it pays $5,000 into the Treasury and 
likewise $5,000 on its deposits, and at the end of the year de- 
sires to take out $100,000 more circulation, and its deposits have 
not increased. Can it be claimed that it would have to pay 
another $5,000 upon the deposits? I do not think so, I admit 


Section 12 imposes no | 


| necessity for the passage of this bill? 
In other words, a bank not in a central- | 
reserve city or in a reserve city, required by law to have on | 








It will certainly not be claimed that the levy of a tax and 


| the appropriation of the proceeds thereof to guarantee a cred- 


itor of a financial institution that he shall suffer no loss is a 
public purpose; and I do not believe that there is a lawyer in 
this House who will maintain that this provision of the act 
is, in a legal sense, worth the paper that it is written on. 

It violates another provision of the Constitution, which pro- 
hibits the enactment of class legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, after all is said and considered, what is the 
Because during the past 
few months a currency panic was experienced, which has, fortu- 
nately, been tided over, the American Congress is seriously 
asked to enact legislation at a time of industrial depression, by 
which it is claimed more money can be put in circulation whea 
required. But the advocates of this measure evidently over- 
look the fact that this credit-currency scheme will immediately 


Ty 
Ve 
T 


| withdraw from circulation in actual money about $300,000.00. 


Upon the basis of the present bank-note circulation $50,000,000 
will be required to substitute the new notes for the old, and 
more than two hundred and fifty million would be realized from 
the tax of 5 per cent on the $5,000,000,000 now on deposit in th 
national banks. Eighty per cent of this money would |! 
resented by the bonds to be purchased of the banks and the 
other 20 per cent considered as a reserve. 

The report of the New York clearing house shows tl 
recent flurry in the money market has subsided. 

Since the enactment of the national-bank act in 1 
growth of banking in the United States has been phenom 
not only of those institutions authorized by Federal leg 
but of State banks, savings banks, trust companies, and | 
banks. 

In 1864 there were 1,861 banks, with— 

Loans and discounts, including overdrafts 

Bonds and stocks —_ 

fe Rr ee eee 
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Surplus and pro 
Individual 


» rep 


OS 
° Q 
886 


355 


I a ete enti lacie aie etesieyn SM YF 


Compare the condition of the banks in 1907 with 
those in existence in 1864, and we find in 1907 there we! 
banks, with— 


Loans and discounts, including overdrafts 

Bonds, stocks, etc 

Due from Bauke end Dankers..nnacasianncucesioweneon 
Specie 

Paper currency 

Se ee BR WN tks ic nike sarcitiedwdnion 


I ns ee aimee eben aN 
Circulation 

SE COED IINOND ic caissiitsscenancccinpstilth Sihdivmaiatinhiinleincligllinieciniaimcetiin 
Individual deposits 
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1 items of resources and liabilities of State, savings, and private banks, loan and trust companies, and national banks, from 186} to 
1907. (Compiled from reports to the Comptroller of the Currency.) 


{Amounts in millions.] 






























































. Loans | 
and dis- | Dus from P Total | Surplus | | United | Individ 
Number} counts Bonds, banks | ape —_ : Surry |} Cireu- | — ~ ae a Due to Total 
Year. of banks. (includ- stocks, and Specie.| cur cash in | Capital. and itation.*| States | ual de banks. | assets, 
ing over-| we | bankers. | jrency.*; bank. profits. | ae posits. | posits. 
drafts). | | | | 
- a 
anonaeenee-=-=| ©1861 $70.7 $93.4 RST Ric diivanentas $08.3 $336.8 | $4.2 | $189.1 |_..__- - $27.4 $259 3 
ee ee 1/960 362.4 404.3 103.0 $9.4 | $190.0 199.4 397.0 54.5] 131.5 $58.0 157.8 1,126.5 
SRE 2,267 550.4 465.2 110.7 | 12.6} 219.3 231.9 480.8 | 79.4 | 267.8 | 39.1 | 122.4 1,476.4 
eee ee 2,279 | 588.5 443.1 100.0 11.1 194.5 205.6 483.8 93.9} 291.8 | 33.3 112.5 1,494.1 
xiejstaaililea -7 440.5 123.1 20.8 | 179.9 200.7 486.4 109.4 | 294.9 | 28.3 140.7 1,572.2 
canned 3.3 414.6 107.6 | 18.5 | 144.0 162.5 489.7| 126.0) 292.7| 12.8 129.0} 1,564.2 
I 58a 9.3 406.1 121.2 31.1] 156.6 187.7 | 513.7 | 132.7 | 291.8 13.2 148.5 1,510.7 
a es pee 9.4 | 419.9 143.8 19.9 | 174.1 194.0 | 561.7 | 143.1 | 315.5 11.1 | | 176.4 1,730.6 
ieee na 5| 481.2 144.0} 24.3] 153.3 177.6 592.6 | 155.4 | 327.1 | 12.4 172.7 1,770.8 
a ee 9 | 713.2 167.1 . | ae 218.2 | 532.9 | 215.6 | 340.2 15.1 178.6 2,731.8 
atten 5 723.2 198.6 | #22.3 |........ 252.2 | .3 | 199.9 | 338.7 10.6 232.5 2,890.4 
9 ee 1} 798.1 195.0 | 419.0 |_______- | 938.7 6| 24.2! 318.1} 10.2 194.7 | 2,204.6 
awastessiind emees 1{ 807.3] 198.2 | 425.4 |__......| 296.4 602.3 | 261.6] 294.8 | 11.1 183.5 8183.1 
3 eee 9 841.2 LS) Oa tens | 230.5 614.2 | 260.5 | 290.4 | 10.9 170.1 3,204.1 
0 oieecaadie 2 865.9 i ) ee 6 587.7 | 237.7} 300.4] 25.6 161.7 3,080.6 
g wcoinsatdnnaaniaanaa 4) 1,032.9 | dt eek 3 580.4 246.1 307.7 952.1 2 | 9| 3,212.6 
i oe 1 900.6 248.9 | 4100.2 |______-| 5 | 565.2 960.2} 318.4 | 10.7 6 6] 3,399.0 
gs 9) 500.9 346.1 | 129.6 |... | .0 | 572.3 | 292.0| 312.5 12.2 | 3.8 | " 3,869.1 
eee. eee } 1,049.1 307.3 | 4112.4 |......_-| 1 590.6 | 310.1 309.2 | 12.6 1 | 279.0 | 4,031.1 
— ane 951.2 * Uke 2 9 .0| 625.6] 347.8] 312.2] 13.9 3.4) 288.2] 4,208.0 
1,080.4 ey CE Cotes 2 656.4 | 379.6 | 295.3 | 14.2 3.4 27.0} 4,221.3 
ah | 952.0 | 432.9 | €179.0 |........ 3| 678.0 362.0 | 269.2 | 14.0 3 293.0 $426.9 
1,031.1] 349.8 | 4152.2 |_..... | 686.7] | 393.8] 238.0 | 17.1 0 308.9 4,521.5 
999.9 | 682.1 | 4165.1 |_..... 8 | 806.8 | 460.2} 166.8 | 23.2 2 350.1 ), 203.7 
1,112.1 | 439.1 | ©226.4 | 219.7 5.1 853.7 | 493.7 | 155.5 | 58.4 7 366.1 5, 470.4 
KS 1,111.9 613.7 | 221.5 277.6 9.1 | 893.3 | 531.9 129.0 | 46.7 1 431.6 940.9 
890 | 1,158.0 | 531.3} 221.9] 256.4 3] 968.7 | 584.0} 126.5 | 30.6 | 4,062.5 432.3 6,343.0 
g 1,042.5 | 652.6 | 217.3 | 261.8 -1 | 1,029.7 619.2 | 124.0 25.9 $,196.8 415.7 6,562.1 
S 1,269.4 | 684.3 | 262.2; 324.2 | .4 1,071.1 650.3 141.2 | 14.2 4,664.9 464.9 7,245.3 
« 1,354.1 | 549.2 | 210.9} 305.0 9 1,091.8 689.3 | 155.1 | 13.7 | 4,627.3 419.9 7,192.3 
8 1,445.3 | 705.1 | 283.4 405.5 | 9 1,069.8 | 682.4 171.8 | 14.1 4,651.2 99.1 7,290.6 
g 1,565.2 | 714.4 | 246.3 | 384.8 | 1} 1,060.3 699.3 | 178.8 } 13.2 | 4,921.3 300.5 7,609.6 
8 1,674.4 | 645.0 | 251.2 | 280.6 | 8 | 1,051.9 | 694.4 | 199.2 | 15.4 4,945.1 21.7 7,553.9 
897 1,732.3 | 781.4 | 297.7 | 330.5 2] 1,012.3 | 712.7} 196.6 16.4 | 5,094.7 673.4 7299 4 
808 } 1,859.7 | 924.9 | 402.2 285.6 8 | 992.0 732.7 | 189.9 | 52.9 | 5,688.2 809.8 8,609.0 
899 2,179.0 | 1,203.1 449.1 | 274.2 3 | 973.6 761.1 | 199.4 | 76.3 | 6,768.7 | 1,046.4 9,904.9 
00 7.5 2,398.3 | 1,272.8 | 449.7 | 300.2 9} 1,024.7 | $82.2} 265.3 | 98.9 | 7,238.9 1 5 10, 785.9 
01 6,425.2 | 2,821.2 1,448.0 | 479.0} 328.5 5 | 1,076.1 | 955.6 | 319.0 | 99.1 8,460.6 | 1, 0 12 ) 
7,189.0 | 3,089.4 1,561.2 | 541.0 307.1 ok 1,201.6 1,006.9 309.4 | 124.0 9,104.7 | 1,393.2 13,363.9 
Mn 7,738.9 | 3,400.1 | 1,570.6 478.2 | 379.0 -2}| 1,321.9] 1,273.4] 359.2 | 147.3 | 9,553.6 | 1,475.9 14,308.1 
4 7,982.0 | 3,654.2 | 1,842.9 | 612.2 378.4 990.6 1,392.5 1,360.9 | 399.6 110.3 | 10,000.5 1,752.2 15,198.8 
9,027.2 | 3,987.9 1,981.9 | 617.3 | 376.8 994.1 | 1,468.2 1,489.5 445.4 | 75.3 | 11,350.7 1,904.3 16,918,2 
10 w—oineateaenietainiiiial 9,893.7 -2| 633.0) 383.4] 1,016.4 | 1,565.3 | 1,558.9] 510.9 | 89.9 | 12,215.8 1,899.0 | 18,147.6 
1% nounninemememiniel | 19,746 | 10,763.9 | ‘ 6; 719.5 | 394.2 1,113.7 1,690.8 1,645.0 | 547.9 | 180.7 | 13,099.6 | 2,075.4 19,645.0 
| | | 
ludes cash not classified. - 4 Specie in national banks; incomplete for State banks. 


>Includes State-bank circulation. 


) : ¢ Includes coin certificates from 1889; specie for 1902 partially estimated. 
© Number of national banks only; number of State and savings banks not reported. 


A classification of the different banking institutions and of | The worst feature of the Fowler bill is that it will inevitably 
their resources and liabilities is shown in the following table: destroy all other than national banks. It may be urged that it 
; ——— ‘ will be much better for the country to have one uniform system 





- ams | ; ; 
Claseification ae | eee ——— | of banking, regulated by one law, and supervised by the agen- 
7 banks. banks. | banks. | Cies of one central authority. This may be true, but as long as 


Congress is controlled in the passage of laws by the limitations 





Millions. | Millions. | Millions. | Of the Constitution such legislation can not justly emanate 

Loans Pe Re ys} lg siy |  $4,664.0| $6,000.9| $10,763.9 | from Congress. 
United States bonds... --------aa== aeana si one : ae | Congress would be powerless to prohibit the States from 
7219 "301.8 | 1.n3.7 | granting the right to any certain number of individuals, under 
3.7 807.1 | 1,690.8 | such rules and regulations as might be prescribed, from organ- 
anna ed 12°68-0 | izing State banks, trust companies, or savings banks. Yet if 
8'476.5 11,168.5| 19,645.90 | this bill were to pass its effect would be to drive out all of 


— re te eens Se 2b hae __ | these institutions and destroy them, when we could not have 
And the Comptroller of the Currency, commenting upon these | done so directly. , ae) Ps a 
tables, uses the following language: Again, there are certain classes of institutions—principally 
From the foregoing statement it appears that two-thirds of th in the New England and Eastern States—known as mutual sav- 
a> os he ‘ s over two-thirds o ae aa a ee S ae 2 ie ied 
amount of individual deposits and the same proportion of investments ings banks, the depositors of which own the institutions. In 
in bonds, et other words, holdings in them are not represented by stock cer- 


| ponds, ete., in all the reporting banks are held by banks other than 
profits . \hout 56 per cent of the aggregate loans of the surplus | tificates. The profits inure to and the losses are sustained by 





s well as the total resources are credited to this class of banks 3 . ~¢ 7 . ere 67 , ‘h i 
ey have only about 48 per cent of the capital and 35 per cent | the depositors. On October 31, 1907, there were 678 of such in- 


» cash holdings of all banks. stitutions. 


Abstract of reports of condition of the mutual and stock savings banks in the United States, 1906-7. 








Resources. 
| oe I A a — 
i | | 
- Sete Num- Loans on | . State, Other | Due from! Real es 
State, ete. a re | ber of Le collateral! All other United county, Railroad stocks, other tate, fur- 
. oans on | Over- | States ; Bank ‘ aie heen 
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Abstract of reports of condition of the mutwal and stock savings banks in the United States, 1906-1—C ontinued. 
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shown by the foregoing statement, these institutions are 

( 1 by 7,982,893 depositors. 

' e American laborer that the fund (created principally by 

inings of all classes of laboring people) aggregates 
73.200. 

do ao believe that the majority of this House will register 

sent that these vast resources, belonging to the thrifty 

1 funds deposited in national banks shall be ultimately 

through the instrumentality and agency of the United 

s. To do so would be an act of cruel injustice to more 

1 7.000.000 owners of these mutual savings-banks resources. 

such a law be enacted, they would be compelled to either 

ite their institutions and go out of business or reorganize 


al 


} 
_ i 


ike out a Federal charter, changing the character of the | 


tion originally formed and forcing them practically to 
, the banking business, for which they have no inclination 


re not qualified by sufficient experience to engage in suc- | 


cessfully. 


s bill authorizes banks with a paid-up capital of $100,000 
surplus of $50,000 to act as guardian, administrator, 


‘ tor, or trustee, in accordance with the law of the State or 
‘Territory where it may be located, and vests the power in the 
managers of the bank-note redemption district, in all such | 


s to fix the reserve which shall be held against such trust | 


f s, This section is merely a further illustration that the | 
tion of the bill is to take care of the national banks and 
} e them in a position under the law where they may come 
in competition with every class of State institution. 

| do not believe it is competent for Congress to vest the | 
poard of managers with power to fix the reserve in such cases. | 
The local law would be paramount upon that subject. Suppose 
t] w of the State should require that no banking institution 
could act as guardian, trustee, or administrator of an estate 
without maintaining all of the funds of the estate intact in the 


bank, or a certain percentage thereof, will it be maintained 
that the board of managers would have the right to order a 
different reserve? I think not. Again, State laws may author- 
ize, or require, trustees or guardians to invest a portion of the 
funds belonging to the trust er to their wards in real estate. 
rhe last legislative expression on this subject was against 


ithorizing national banks to loan money upon real estate, and | 


the present law prohibits them from doing so. ; 

rhe Vreeland bill, with the railroad bonds—in fact, bonds 
| kinds, with commercial paper—introducing the asset fea- 

ture as a basis for currency, is fraught with danger; but not 

so much as the Fowler bill, which would 

the present State and national banking system, introducing in 


2 
Ol 


its place a centralized form of banking and currency inconsist- | for this panic were similar to those which have obtained in al- 


ent with our form of government. 

But there is one thing that I want to congratulate the author 
of this measure upon, and it is this: He has at last accepted 
the Democratic position that the national banks ought to pay 
interest upon Government deposits. On December 7, 1907, the 


Government had upon deposit in the various national banks in 
the United States $222,552,252.06. Two per cent interest on this 


Sum would realize $4,447,045.04. 
SU M MARY, 
nmarizing my analyses of the various provisions of this 
measure, Mr..Chairman, they are: 
It is socialistic because it announces the principle that not 


Ooniv is 


Ny 


op] ort 
of the Government to enact laws declaring all men to be equal 
in ability, education, economy, and probity. 

It is paternalistic, because if adopted its inevitable tendency 


would be to substitute for the direction and control of the bank 

ot ers than those selected by the stockholders to manage the 

affairs of their particular bank. Under this bill these directors 

will elect one of its officers to represent the bank on the board 

ot gers. There will be seven other managers—absolute 

Straigers—having no business connection or other relations 

direct with the stockholders of each individual bank, further | 
than that represented by each manager. This is paternalism | 
i st pronounced form, through national legislation, and 

the titution of officers having no interest in an institution 

to d ine its suecess or failure. 

It is class legislation of the most vicious character, because it 
is for the creditor class of this eountry that the National Govy- 
“rument proposes, through its lawmakers, to levy a tax upon 
the borrowers in order to prevent any possible loss to the | 
creditors. There are more than $5,000,000,000 of deposits in 
=~ banks only, and more than $8,000,000,000 of deposits 
ae : r banks. There is but $1,113,742,316 actual cash in all 


The guaranty of deposits, should all banks avail them- 
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It is a tribute to the character | 


classes shall be jeopardized by enacting legislation | 


in time wipe out | trust company, precipitated the worst financial panic which this 


it a function of government to guarantee all men equal | 
. : . . : | 
unities under the law, but that it is likewise the duty 


| house certificates, which action was followed by 
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selves of the law, would apply to more than $11,000,000,000 of 
book credits in the banks. If other than national banks would 
not come under this system, this bill would still guarantee cred- 
its on the books instead of cash, in the following proportions: 

In national banks there is but $721,900,000 actual cash on 
hand, but their books show a credit of $4,322,900,000. It would 
be guaranteeing credits on the books exceeding $3,500,000,000 
which do not exist in cash. (Compt. Rep., p. 49). 

It is unconstitutional to the extent that a tax is levied, the 
proceeds of which are to be applied for a private purpose. The 
2 per cent to be realized on these credit notes in circulation 
is to go into the guaranty fund to protect those who can show 
a credit on the books of the banks as depositors. 

The second issue of circulation authorized by sections 12 and 
14 has not the same protection behind it that the first 
has in this particular: In order to obtain the first issue 5 
per cent of the circulating notes must be paid, and likewise 
5 per cent on all deposits of the bank. For the second 
only 5 per cent must be paid upon circulation and 5 per cent 
upon the excess of deposits, if any, after the first payment. 

It will drive out every State bank, savings bank, and trust 
company, as well as every private bank, in the United States 
in the course of a very few years, because of its so-called 
“guaranty-deposit features.” 

It reduces instead of increases the reserve to protect deposi- 
tors and note holders. 

The required reserve on deposit under existing law is replaced 
by the guaranty fund, and only a reserve upon note circulation 
is enforced. 

And, lastly, recurring to the statement made in the first part 
of these remarks, it is extremely doubtful whether banking and 
currency legislation is necessary further than the amendment 
of the present national banking act, in the following particulars, 
namely : 

(a) To compel the payment of interest by banks on Govern- 
ment deposits. 

(b) To compel banks to take out circulation to an amount 
equal to their capital and permit its retirement without limita- 
tion, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

(c) To provide that all reserves shall be kept by each bank 
in its own vaults for local exigencies. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Werexs]. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, about the middle of last October 
rumors circulated questioning the solvency of certain national 
banks located in New York City, followed by the failure of a large 


issue 


issue 


country has seen. It is easy to demonstrate that the reasons 
most every other financial crisis in which this country has been 
involved, and they would also apply to panics the world over. 
They were, generally speaking, due to overspeculation, over- 
capitalization, overexpenditures by the Government, States, and 
municipalities, a# well as by individuals; the tying up of large 
amounts of capital in permanent fixtures instead of retaining 
it as liquid capital, the carrying of excessive stocks of goods, 
the abnormal development of business in every branch, all of 
which led to the credit expansion of the dollar to the breaking 


point. Many other reasons were assigned for this collapse; and 


| while they may have been, in some slight degree, instrumental 


in bringing it about, there can be no question that the reasons 
just given were paramount in precipitating it, and that it 
would have developed sooner or later, as a result of some com- 
paratively insignificant accident, if the bank troubles referred to 


had not happened. 
Credit having broken down, the natural and usual result fol- 
lowed. Country banks became suspicious of their reserve 


correspondents and commenced to draw home their reserves, 


| continuing this policy until the reserve which most of them had 


on hand greatly exceeded the amount which the law requires 
them to carry. Individuals in all parts of the country became 
alarmed and drew their deposits from the banks, not to de- 
posit them elsewhere, but to hoard the currency. This process 
was continued until, to prevent a total collapse, it became nec- 
essary for the banks in central reserve cities to issue clearing- 
the clearing- 
house associations in every reserve city in the United States. 
Banks in reserve cities, and especially those in New York, have 


| been severely criticised because they did not respond to all de 


mands for currency. The most casual examination of 
solidated bank statements would show the most ignorant per- 
son how impossible it would be to meet any such demand. For 
example, the aggregate deposits in the New York City banks 
February 14, 1908, which include the deposits of correspondent 
banks of all kinds, as well as those of the Government and in- 
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dividauls, were $1,136,827,903.99. 
against these deposits, which would be the amount the New 


York banks would be obliged to carry in their own vaults, would 
be $284,206,975.99. 


The New York banks held on this date $258,143,972.43 gold 
and legal tenders, and their total cash assets were only, includ- 
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ing specie and legal tenders, so that if the | 


State banks and trust companies and national banks had called 
for their balances, aggregating $515,897,333.04, the New York 
banks could not have paid them 75 per cent of their deposits 
without still further disturbing the money market by calling 
loans, 
in the country is only a little over three billions of dollars. Of 


May i4. 


Twenty-five per cent reserve | this, Treasury experts can not definitely locate about $1,600,000. 


000. Practically 11 per cent of it is locked up in the Treasury, 
leaving only about one billion one hundred million in all banks. 
These figures clearly enough demonstrate how impossible jt js 
to carry on any considerable portion of the business of the 
country when credits are broken down and an attempt is made 
to base transactions on cash alone. Recognizing the impossi})j}- 


| ity of meeting this situation without taking extraordinary 


| measures, the New York clearing house, October 26, for 


Furthermore, the total amount of all kinds of money | 


the 


ninth time in its existence, issued clearing-house certificates, 
The previous dates of issuing certificates and other data cop. 
nected with their issuance and retirement is given in the fol- 
lowing table, which I will print as a part of my speech: 


* 


Loan certificatcs of the New York Clearing House. 


Loan com- | Date of first | Date of last | Date of first | Date of final 
mission of issue. issue. cancellation. 


| Feb. 27,1861 | 


. 12,1860 


19,1861 | Feb. 2 *t. 7,1861 | Apr. 28,1862 
6,1863 | Jan. 9,1864 Feb. 1,1864 


7,1864 | Apr. 25,1864 | Apr. | June 13,1864 
.22,1873 | Nov. 20,1873 ‘t. 83,1873 | Jan. 14,1874 
15,1884 | June 6,1884 y 19,1884 | Sept.23, 1886 

7, 12,1890 | Dee. 22.1890 7, 28,1890 | Feb. 7,1891 | 
June 21,1893 | Sept. 6,1893 | July 6,1898 | Nov. 1,1893 | 
-| Oct. 26,1907 | Jan. 30,1908 } Nov. 14,1907 | Mar. 28,1908 | 





«The certificates of all the banks, except part of those issued to the Metropolitan National Bank, were canceled by Sept. 1, 1884, and these were gradua 


retired as the bills receivable became due and were paid. 


The immediate result of this was an expression of confidence, 
because it prevented the necessity of banks paying their clear- 
ings, as in normal times, in lawful money, and enabled them, 
in case they lost at clearing, to pay in clearing-house certifi- 
cates; but it brought about a complete disruption of the ex- 
changes between different communities throughout the country. 
The inconvenience, not to say actual losses, which resulted from 
this suspension of exchange facilities can not be estimated, but 
it produced financial paralysis, preventing the securing of funds 
to carry on ordinary business affairs or to move crops, and re- 
sulted in throwing thousands of men out of employment and in 
reducing the wages of many of those who were continued in 
employment. An illustration will, perhaps, show better than 
could be done otherwise the effect which the breaking down of 
our exchange system has on the business of the country. At such 
a time, if a merchant in New York deposited a check on a Texas 


bank in his New York bank, and the New York bank, following | has given ample hearings on two financial measures—the Fow- 


the usual course, sent the check to Texas for collection, the 
Texas bank, being unable to buy New York or Chicago exchange, 
notified the New York bank that it would credit it with the 
check and send the exchange as soon as possible. The result of 
this would be that the merchant in New York, who needed his 
money to pay his own bills, but had not obtained an actual 
credit in his own bank, would be forced to borrow, and, being 
unable at such a time to borrow in the open market, his own 
bank would have to make the loan, making of it in actual effect 
a forced loan. 

During the recent crisis about two hundred and forty mil- 
lions of clearing-house certificates were issued. These certifi- 
cates were based on the assets which the bank actually held, 
either commercial paper or other securities. As far as statis- 
tics have been obtainable, they show that at least 90 per cent 
of the securities deposited against clearing-house certificates 
are made up of commercial paper. Against this collateral the 
associations issued 75 per cent of the market value of the se- 
curities deposited in clearing-house certificates, and for the 
first time in this country in very many cities, especially in the 
West, clearing-house checks were issued against these certifi- 
cates. In the city of Pittsburg alone, where the pay rolls are 
unusually large, clearing-house checks to the amount of forty- 
eight millions were issued, and the circulation thus obtained 
was used for pay rolls and the necessary purposes of commercial 
iffe, answering that purpose, as far as there is any evidence to 
show, admirably. 

When Congress convened in December I have no doubt every 
Member came here with the impression that there should be 
early currency legislation. That, at least, was the talk in the 
press and wherever public questions were discussed. The 
President, in his message to Congress, urged currency legisla- 
tion in the following terms: 

Provision should be made for an emergency currency. The emergency 
issue should of course be made with an effective guaranty and upon 


conditions carefully prescribed by the Government. Such emergency 
issue must be based on adequate securities approved by the Govern- 


Aggregate Rate of 
| cancellation. issue. 


Mar. 9,1861 7,375,000 
22,585,000 
11,471,000 


17,728,000 
26, 565,000 
24,915,000 5 | Do. 
16,645,000 
41, 490,000 
101,060, 000 





interest. Nature of collateral. 


Per cent. | 
7 | ae States stocks; Treasury notes; stocks of State of New 
ork. 
| Temporary receipts of United States for purchase of Govern- 
| ment bonds. 
United States or New York State stocks, bonds, etc., or tem- 
porary receipts as in 1861. 
Same as in 1868; commission of that year continued. 
7 | Bilis receivable; stocks, bonds, and other securities. 


} Do. 
Do. 
6 Do. 


ly 


ment and must be issued under a heavy tax. This would ae cur 
rency being issued when the demand for it was urgent, wh 
its retirement as the demand fell off. 


In a previous message to Congress the President referred 
to this subject in the following terms: 


It must never be forgotten that this question concerns business 
men generally quite as much as bankers; especially is this true of 
stockmen, farmers, and business men in the West; for at present at 
certain seasons of the year the difference in interest rates between 
the East and the West is from 6 to 10 per cent, whereas in Canada 
the corresponding difference is but 2 per cent. Any plan must, of 
course, guard the interests of Western and Southern bankers as care 
fully as it guards the interests of New York or Chicago bankers, and 
must be drawn from the standpoints of the farmer and the merchant, 


le securing 


| no less than from the standpoints of the city banker and the country 


banker. 


Responding to this apparently universal demand, the Speaker, 
the day after the opening of Congress, appointed the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. During the winter this committee 


ler bill, which the committee has reported, and which is now 
on the Calendar, and the Aldrich bill, which was passed by the 
Senate, and which the House Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency voted to lay on the table. These bills are of entirely 
different character. The Fowler bill would revolutionize our 
currency system; it would do away with our bond-secured ¢ir- 
culation, and it would eventually retire the greenbacks ani sub- 
stitute in the place of both a credit currency based on the 
assets of the banks. This bill, in my judgment, bas many 
features which should commend themselves to Congress and 
to the country. It had others which did not merit approva! 
and which should be eventually eliminated from the bi!!, but 
believing, as I do, that this country is coming to a credit cur 
rency system, I voted in favor of reporting the Fowler 
not because I approved of all of its sections, but because It 
seemed to me that it was desirable that such a comprehensive 
measure, having so many admirable qualities, should be col 
sidered by Congress and by the country. 

The Aldrich bill was not only dissimilar in its provisions, bu! 
in the purpose for which it was enacted, it being essentially 2 
adjunct to our present currency system, providing a temjwrary 
or emergency currency to be used in periods of currency Strib 
gency or of unusual business activities. I voted to lay the 
Aldrich bill on the table because I think it is fundament!y 
wrong. It continues a system which ought to be changed whe! 
a better one can be provided, for it requires banks to «arly 
among their assets securities in which they should not |) 1m 
mal times invest their funds and which, generally sp\k!+ 
they would not carry if they did not need them to provide 4 
basis for additional circulation. If a bank invested in the 
bonds stipulated in the Aldrich bill, it would not have tl funds 
so invested available for commercial purposes, and i! these 
bonds were used as a part of the reserve of the bank, *s W* 
proposed in the Aldrich bill, it would mean that a debt |» eis 
substituted for lawful money as a bank’s reserve, a pro) sito? 
which seems to me particularly unsound. Furthermor-, if a 


























































































did not invest its funds in the necessary bonds to furnish 
s for this emergency currency until the emergency arose, 
iid probably be obliged to do so when the securities were 
~ at inflated prices, and, in any case, the bank would be 
« a security on which it could obtain but 90 per cent of 
cinal cost in new circulation, the result of which would 
) per cent loss in the available loanable funds of the bank. 
Aldrich bill also contained a provision, section 11, which 
he so embarrassing to the conduct of banking business 
st communities that I consider it absolutely prohibitive. 
tly the purpose of the author of this section was to pre- 
Jiusion between directors of banks and companies or cor- 
ns in which the director had a personal interest. There 
.e yalue in the idea, but as worked out in this bill it 
| prevent active men in every business community being 
ated with national banks. The very best director a na- 
bank can have is he who is active in the community’s 
ess affairs. Such a man is in touch with credits on his 
count. He is personally acquainted with the character 
rinciples of men in his neighborhood, and for every reason 
desirable to have the judgment of such men in the manage- 
of our banks. These are some of the reasons why it 
ed to me the Aldrich bill, although it would furnish, in 





! idgment, a safe emergency currency, ought not to become 
il Ww. 
Failing to report the Aldrich bill, not pressing its own bill, 


the Fowler bill, and refusing to consider the Vreeland bill, it 
became apparent that the Committee on Banking and Currency 
of the House was deadlocked in such a way that unless some 
» action were taken through other channels there would 
be no currency legislation at this session of Congress. It there- 
fore became incumbent upon the majority, through a conference, 
to take up this question and adopt some practicable measure. 
The result of this action has been the offering of the revised 
Vreeland bill, which contains a recognition of the principles 
invelved in both the Aldrich and Fowler bills. 

It is a bill to provide emergency currency, but it also recog- 
nizes the fact that our present currency system is not well 
adapted to the country’s needs, and that if we had a system 
based on assets, similar to that used by other countries, our | 
currency panics (not financial crises) would very likely be 
things of the past. The currency commission provided for in 
the Vreeland bill should report at the opening of Congress next 
winter a well-digested measure, which could be carefully con- 
sidered and adopted before the close of this Congress. Knowing 
that there is great diversity of opinion on such subjects and 
that a crisis may arise for some at present unknown reason, 
although business conditions do not indicate any necessity for 
early legislation, it Seemed desirable to provide a measure which 
would furnish an anchor to windward in case a crisis did occur 
before a thorough overhauling of our currency system is made. 
I believe the Vreeland bill answers both of these purposes | 
admirably. 

In preparing the Vreeland bill, or at least that part of it 
which provides for an emergency currency, the committee has 
kept in mind certain phases of this question in which there has 
been practical unanimity, and has arrived at its conclusions 
= considering them, and it especially calls attention to the 

OlOWINE : 


1. That the volume of curren now in circulation, which is larger 
per capita than ever before in this country and larger per capita than | 
that enjoyed by any nation in Europe, is quite adequate for the ordi- 
nary normal demands of business, and therefore there should not be 
any permanent additions to it. 

2 That if additions are made in the form of emergency currency, 
they should take such form that the currency will not be readily dis- 
Unguished from money now actually in use; for if this were done, the 
Very appearance of the new currency might occasion alarm and defeat 
tie purpose for which it was issued. 

AS panics come on suddenly, frequently without any warning 
what ver, this currency should be prepared for immediate use and so 
‘ocated that it could be issued in the locality where needed without 
any delay whatever. 

c 4. That it should be so taxed, or otherwise circumscribed, that as 
Soon as the demand for it ceased it would be automatically retired. 


All of these conditions are provided for in the Vreeland bill. 
It takes advantage of the methods of segregating assets which 
Have been used so successfully in issuing clearing-house certifi- 
fates in the past, issuing certificates against those assets, and 
Provides for an issue of circulation, basing this circulation on 
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‘ iring-house certificates authorized in the first step. 
+ Facti ally, the bill should work out something like this: Not 
“S ‘tan ten banks, having not less than five millions of unim- 
a ae and 20 per cent surplus, may form an associa- 
— — name of this association and every step connected 
a * organization and management must be approved by 
aan ‘ tary of the Treasury. If, in the opinion of the bank- 
ee 'y community, an emergency has arisen which necessi- 


Cditional circulation, the association may, with the ap- 


proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, issue to the banks 
composing it certificates based on securities, including com- 
mercial paper, not more than 75 per cent of the value of the 
securities being delivered to the bank in certificates. 

In case there is any doubt about the value of this collateral 
the association may call on the bank for additional security, 
or it may issue less than 75 per ceat of the market value of 
the securities in certificates, and authority is given at any 
time to demand an increase in the amount of collateral if it 
seems necessary to do so. Against these certificates circula- 
tion may be issued which is taxed for the first two months of 
its existence at the rate of 4 per cent, and each succeeding 
month thereafter 1 per cent a month is added until 10 per cent 
is reached, at which rate it shall run until it is retired. In 
addition to the expense of taking out this circulation, banks 
must keep a reserve equivalent to, and similarly located to, 
the reserves now required against deposits; that is to say, 
banks in central reserve cities must keep 25 per cent in their 
own vaults. Banks in other reserve cities must keep per 
cent, of which one-half may be with reserve agents. Banks in 
other places must keep 15 per cent, of which two-fifths shall 
be in their own vaults; but all of these banks are, under the 
law, required to maintain a 5 per cent redemption fund in the 
hands of the Government, which fund shall be included as a 
part of their reserve. In Germany when, in time of stress, 
additional circulation is issued, the tax imposed is 5 per cent. 
In England, whenever financial crises have occurred so that 
the banking act has been suspended by direction of the Govern- 
ment, the rate of taxation on the additional circulation has 
been at the rate of 10 per cent. 

Clearing-house certificates issued heretofore in this country 
have borne from 6 to 7.3 per cent from date of issue. It will 
therefore be seen that the burdens placed on this circulation are, 
on the whole, lighter, at least for the first two or three months, 
than have heretofore been borne by clearing-house certificates 
in this country, or by unusual issues of circulation in the two 
countries just referred to. Whenever we have issued clearing- 
house certificates in the past they have been retired as quickly 
as possible after the emergency has passed. In most cases few, 
if any, of them have remained out longer than four months. 
In many cases they have been retired within two months, 
Therefore it will be seen that the burden placed on this circula- 
tion is not likely to be more than about 7.3 per cent, which is 
the initial rate for clearing-house certificates in some financial 
centers, notably Boston. 

In order to prevent collusion between banks under the same 
or similar management, or banks having kindred interests, the 
bill provides that the banks in associations must be located in 
contiguous territory, and to prevent excluding banks which 
might be injured in the eyes of the community if they were not 
admitted to the association near their own place of business it is 
provided that no more than one association shall exist in any 
one city and that no bank can belong to two associations. In 
order that there may be no question about the value behind the 
currency authorized to be issued by this bill, it provides that 
not only shall collateral be segregated which presumably will 
be ample, but that the obligation shall be jointly and severally 
indorsed by every bank in the association. 

It is provided that national banks must have 40 per cent of 
their capital in bond-secured circulation before they can take 
out temporary circulation. ‘This provision is intended to pre- 
vent national banks keeping out a small amount of circulation 
in normal times and then taking advantage of the means pro- 
vided in this bill to supply themselves in case of an emergency. 
I think it desirable that commercial banks shall at all times 
carry as much bond-secured circulation as they can keep out 
while the laws providing for that kind of circulation remain 
on the statute books. The reserve to be kept against this cir- 
culation must be in gold or lawful money, in exactly the same 
manner as is provided by law in the case of deposits. 

While technically there should be no limit to the amount of 
circulation which it is possible for an association to take out, 
this bill provides that but five hundred millions shall be 
issued, and that it shall be distributed throughout the country 
in proportion to the aggregate capital of the banks in the sev- 
eral States, the purpose of this provision being to prevent the 
total amount being issued to one or more associations, to be 
used for speculative or other presumably unbusinesslike pur- 
poses, and to enable banks in the remoter sections of the coun- 
try to provide for themselves, preventing thereby the necessity 
of drawing their reserves from the reserve centers. There is 
no doubt in my mind that this would have a material effect in 
quieting apprehension and preventing the annual disturbances 
which exist on account of the large amount of currency re- 
quired for crop-moving purposes. Furthermore, this provision 
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gives the local community the remedy to provide for its own 
financial needs. 

Members may safely base their judgment on the soundness of 
this circulation by comparing the security provided for with that 
used in the past by clearing-house associations. During the last 
fifty years several hundred millions of clearing-house certificates 
have been issued at different times, but there is not a single in- 
stance where these certificates have not been promptly paid, the 
collateral behind them being amply sufficient to meet this re- 
quirement, even in cases where the issuing of the certificates to 
banks has not prevented their failure. 








notes, both those secured by United States bonds and others, 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


It is proposed to change | 
the plates on which bank notes are to be printed, so that all | 


shall, in future, be exactly alike—that is, after the stock of bills | 


on hand has been exhausted. This will require comparatively 
small expense to the bank, and will not in any degree change the 
present law. Criticism has been made that the present law, 


making the Government responsible for the redemption of bond- | 


secured or other similarly secured circulation, would 
changed by this bill. My contention has been that the Govern- 
ment is, and has been since the act of 1900, responsible for the 
redemption of all moneys coined or issued by the Government, 


and 1 am confirmed in this by an opinion furnished by the | 


Solicitor of the Treasury in the following words: 


That the words “all forms of money issued by the United States,” 
found on page 63, line 6 of paragraph 1 (sec. 1 of the act of March 14, 
1900), do not literally include national-bank notes, since such notes are 
“issued” or put into circulation by the banks rather than the United 
States, and since they are not mentioned in section 2 of that act as one 
of the kinds of notes which must be redeemed in gold when presented at 
the Treasury for redemption. But those words in effect include national- 
bank notes, since section 3 of the act of March 3, 1874 (18 Stat., 123). 
provides that such notes shall be redeemed at the Treasury in “ United 


States notes,” and section 5229 of the Revised Statutes provides that 


upon the failure of a national bank to pay its circulating notes, such 
notes shall be paid at the Treasury in “ljawful money of the United 
States.” As the United States undertake to maintain the parity of 
“United States notes’ and of all “ lawful money of the United States,” 
those terms being embraced by the words “all forms of money issued 
by the United States,” it is obvious that the law in effect requires that 
the Government shall maintain the parity of national-bank notes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I dislike to interrupt the gentle- 
man, but I think it is important. I want to see if I understand 
this: On page 12, line 23, I find this language: 

Such notes shall state upon their face that they are secured by 
United States bonds or other securities. 

Now, that is in the section which proposes to amend section 
5172 of the Revised Statutes, which relates to the old national- 
bank notes. Was that introduced so as to have that printed 
on all of the notes? 

Mr. WEEKS. It was. They are to be exactly the same. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then I understand that na- 
tional-bank notes, which the people now understand are secured 
only by United States bonds, are to have upon their face the 
words “ Secured by United States bonds or other security.” 

Mr. WEEKS. Your understanding is correct. That is ex- 
actly what is to be placed on all batk notes after the notes 
which are now engraved have been used. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then will that authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to permit national banks to issue 
notes under this system when there is not an emergency? 

Mr. WEEKS. It will not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then why should you have 
tpon national-bank notes a statement that they are secured 
by Unitea States bonds or other securities when they can not 
be secured by anything except United States bonds? 

Mr. WEEKS. They can be secured by other securities if 
the emergency exists, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
ment to the national-bank law. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

Mr. WEEKS. Quite likely. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And you are permitting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to put upon notes issued on United 
States bonds the statement tuat they are secured not only by 
United States bonds, but other securities? 

Mr. WEEKS. It is proposed to have these notes issued under 
this emergency bill exactly like the notes which are issued 
under the national-bank law, and which will be the form used 
in future for all bank notes. : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You have out $680,000,000 of 
national-bank notes. now, each one of which says “ Secured by 
United States bonds.” Now, if you permit other notes to go 
out saying that they are “secured by United States bonds or 
other securities,” then you show that an emergency exists on the 
face of the instrument, do you not? 


I know, but this is an amend- 


A permanent law? 





be | 





May 14, 

Mr. WEEKS. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will bear 
with me one minute, I believe I can explain it to him. \a 
propose, as soon as the notes which are now outstanding ©) 
in for retirement, to cause them to be canceled, that the two 
or three hundred million dollars of notes now on hand s)j)9/] 
be issued as necessity arises, and when they come in they 
shall be canceled, and thereafter all notes shall bear the jy. 
scription that “these notes are secured by Government bons 
or other securities approved by the Secretary of the Treasury: ” 
so that when a man receives one of those notes he wii! jot 
know whether the note which he holds is secured by other ge. 
curities or by Government bonds, and there is no necessity that 
he should. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there have been several questions 1 
about the value of this security. I can only say that in the nine 
times that these clearing-house certificates have been used in tho 
past there has never been an instance where they have not heey 
paid in full, where they have not been promptly retired, and 
when the banks have not taken the initiative to get them in as 
quickly as possible. Furthermore, every bank depositing secy;- 
ities to take out clearing-house certificates deposits its best se- 
curities. It would be a serious matter for a bank if it offered 
securities which the officers of the clearing-house refused to 
take. There have been instances, it is true, when they have not 
loaned 75 per cent of the face value of the security, but this law 
provides that the officers of the clearing-house association may 
loan 75 per cent of the value of the securities, or less if they 
see fit. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question right in connection with that observation? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This bill only applies to national banks? 

Mr. WEEKS. It only applies to national banks. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Under the unanimous-consent plan that 
was adopted last fall the national banks and the State banks 
joined together and issued clearing-house certificates. Now, if 
the emergency arises, what is the State bank going to do, from 
the fact that this emergency currency is authorized to be issued 
by the national banks, and would not that preclude any oppor- 
tunity whatever to the State banks to issue clearing-house cer- 
tificates? 

Mr. WEEKS. It is, not the function of Congress to legislate 
for State banks. The State banks can either change their char- 
ters, or, if there are enough of them, they can get together 
and form a clearing-house association, as was done between 
State and national banks during the recent panic. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the issuance of this currency would 
preclude the State banks from ever taking advantage of tliat. 

Mr. WEEKS. I hope it would. Mr. Speaker, I regret that 
the Vreeland bill, in its revised form, hag been printed so re 
cently that the bankers and business men of the country have 
not had ample opportunity to consider it in all its details, for 
I believe, if they had had an opportunity to approach the sub- 
ject without prejudice, the opinion would be nearly wh 
versal that this measure will be useful in case of an emergency. 
I have, however, some indorsements of the principles involved 
in the measure, as well as the measure itself, which I wish to 
include in my remarks. The first one I present is from \. Bar- 
ton Hepburn, at present the president of the Chase Nationa! 
Bank, of New York, a former Comptroller of the Currency, 21d 
universally acknowledged as one of the leading currency ¢%- 
perts, as he is one of the best practical bankers in the United 
States. This telegram was sent before the revised Vreeland | 
was printed, and as the last bill contains the suggestions mac 
by Mr. Hepburn, I assume that it would receive even heartier 
commendation from him than did the one which he had belor 
him when he sent the following telegram: 

New Yor«, May 


ised 


Hon. JoHn W. WEEKS, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.: 

My position on the currency question is well known. ! 
ought to have comprehensive currency legislation, but faili! 
believe an emergency currency measure, which will obviate | 
sity of clearing-house certificates and a suspension of cur 
ments in the future, is most desirable. The Vreeland Dill, 
amendments you outlined to me, will, I think, serve that pur! 
provision as to bond-secured circulation should, I think, be « 
the tax imposed materially reduced, and reserve required 2: 
proposed currency. Not more than one association should be 
in the same locality. The bill recognizes the normal and = 
assets of the banks as a proper basis for circulation. Tha‘ righ®, 
and the bill is a step in the right direction. Perfected along lines 
of your suggestions, I hope it may become a law. 

A. Barton H RN 


k we 


Mr. Francis B. Sears, vice-president of the Nations!) Si 
mut Bank, of Boston, the largest bank in New England, © ' ™ 
practical banker of many years’ experience, and, | t! a 
haps the best posted banking man on the currency que*''! 
New England, has sent me the following telegram. | - rs 


was sent before the revised Vreeland bill had been re 
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Sears, and I wish particularly to call to the attention of 


louse the fact that both Mr. Hepburn and Mr. Sears took 


t more significant : 


un W. WEEKS, 


ise of Representatives: 
e currency commission will be appointed, and that it will recom- 


4 in 
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f legislation 


on lines of b 


sankers’ 
financial disturbance, 
relief be 
associations and 


of rn 


Association, 


needed. 


suble to come to Washington to oppose the passage of the 
, bill, so that their indorsement of this measure is all 


Boston, MASS., May 11, 1908. 
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ezram 


I 


I 
i 


vide 


esident of the Second National 
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from H. K. 
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of Representatives. 
sn Mr. Weeks: After 
t. 21414), I believe th 
safe and effective 


Wing, 


ded the bill has my cordial approval and support as a tempo- 
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second 


Seal, 


Bank of Boston, one of 


Boston, MASS., May 9, 1908. 


careful consideration 
at 


s in this country similar to those of last fall. 


d suggest 


orrespondingly, as the present proposed rates, together with a | 
reserve, would make the taking out of this 


Mr 


to those 


IN 


the 


that 


in the larger cities of the United States. 


as a temporary currency 
means for preventing a 


of the 


I think 


Vreeland 
measure it 
repetition of 


in perfecting this bill banks forming clearing- 
ssociations should be loeated in contiguous territory. 
would be better to give this power only to clearing-house as- | 
also that 
rve should be kept against the notes in circulation, although | 


In fact, 


iter proposition is adopted the interest charge should be de- 


nt to 25 per cent 


1 unnecessarily expensive, 


this with 
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truly, 
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some 
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WING, President. 


Boston, MAss., May 9, 1908. 


WEEKS, Washington, D. C. 
Referring to H. R. 21414, I beg to say that I 


mally considered the same and believe, as a temporary cur- 
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through 


that the 


sure, 


you 


effective 
which 
banks 
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unusual, conditions 
has recently 
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located in contiguous territory, and that a substantial gold 
kept against emergency circulation issue. 
terest, personally I think the minimum net rate should be 5 per cent, 
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eeland bill. 
very truly, 
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1 reserve. Believe 
n be impossible. 
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THOMAS P. 
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Beau, President. 


Boston, MAss., May 11, 1908. 


WEEKS, Washington, D. C.: 


to urge legislation based on general principles of Vreeland bill 
of worst features 


K. 
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HALLETT. 


panic | 
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President Atlantic National Bank. 
ng in mind that Congress is, for the first time, recogniz- 


» desirability of using a bank’s natural assets as a basis 


lation, that this bill is practically carrying out methods 
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devices which have been repeatedly used before in 


times of emergency, and that it provides for a continuance of 
reform agitation by authorizing a commission, it seems 
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HILL of Connecticut. 


eman from Connect 


icut [Mr. Hirv]}. 


t this legislation should receive the support of every 
er of this House. 


WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten minutes to 


Mr. Speaker, on the 4th day of 


last, in discussing the financial question, I said that I 


¢ 


ot consider it as a party measure, for I was as much 


to inflation on the Republican side as I was on the 
I have remained firm in the faith since, and I hope 

iy be given me to continue steadfast to the end. 
telegram from the proprietor and 
nt of the largest manufacturing institution in the State 
ecticut, Mr. Henry R. Towne, of the Yale & Towne 

turing Company, also president of the Merchants’ Asso- 

f New York, I think the largest mercantile institution 
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Under date of May 11 I received this telegram, signed by 
N. W. Stevens, president of the Hartford National Bank and 
member of the committee appointed by the State Bankers’ As- 
sociation, to come to Washington to protest against this legis- 
lation : 

In the name of the people of Connecticut and as a representative of 
the banks’ interests, I appeal to you to vote against any and all hastily 
conceived financial legislation such as has been or can be prepared at 
this session. ‘The exigencies of a political situation should not control 
financial legislation. To act in haste and doubt will mean to repent 
in leisure and certainty. Vote for the commission and nothing more. 

[Applause. } 

Mr. Speaker, our last experience of inflation was not a happy 
one. In 1890 we passed the silver-purchase law on a vote in the 
House of 122 yeas, 90 noes, and 116 not voting. Three years 
later that law was repealed on a vote in the House of 239 yeas, 
106 noes, and 6 not voting. 

The law added $187,000,000 only to a then too redundant 
currency, but a currency having an intrinsic value of at least 50 
per cent on the dollar. The Aldrich and Vreeland bills both 
authorize a possible issue of $500,000,000 of paper money, the 
Aldrich bill based solely on credit and with no required metallic 
reserve, but with the security for the note issues held by the 
Treasury; the amended Vreeland bill with a lawful money re- 
serve forced into the fourth edition, but with the promiscuous 


| securities held indirectly by the banks themselves through their 
| local associations. 


Mr. VREELAND. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have only ten minutes. 
gentleman will extend my time, I will yield. 
give me more time? 

Mr. VREELAND. I can not, for I have not got it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then do not take what time I 
have. Nominally these securities are to be passed on by the 
Treasury Department, but the bill provides, as it necessarily 
must provide in the case of commercial paper, that substitution 
can be made without the Treasury’s supervision. In both 
cases the whole burden of redemption in legal tender is thrown 
upon the United States Treasury, while the banks which issue 
the paper can discharge their liability in bank notes, 

The silver-purchase law forced the Treasury to a practical 
suspension, caused the issue of $262,000,000 of bonds, com- 
pelled the addition of $50,000,000 in gold to the reserve held 
against the greenbacks, and, coupled with the existing de- 
ficiency and tariff revision, gave us four years of hard times. 
Is history about to repeat itself? 


If the 
Will the gentleman 


| In the past ten years the banks have steadily expanded their 


eredit the world over, until at length the bubble has burst here, 


| and now we propose to transfer their burden onto the Treasury, 


and by piling new credits on old credits, still unliquidated and 
never more uncertain than now, because they are the after- 
math of a panic, to try to stop the natural adjustment which 
is just as certain to come as the law of gravity is to continue 
in operation. [Applause.| As it was in 1893, so now a deficit 
| in revenues is here, and tariff revision, which will prolong and 
increase it, confronts us. With the increased appropriations 
of this Congress the issuance of certificates of indebtedness to 
meet the expenses of the Government, as the chairman of the 
Appropriation Committee stated the other day, is sure to come 
before the fiscal year 1909 is ended, and it seems to me criminal 
| under such circumstances to authorize the banks to still fur- 
ther inflate our already redundant currency and add to the 
burdens of the Treasury the possibility of being called on to 
redeem in legal tender $500,000,000 additional bank notes. 

: The authors of the Aldrich and Vreeland bills say they will 
1 not be needed except in times of panic. But the Hon. TuHropore 
E. BurToN, a gentleman whose judgment I respect and whom I 
honor as a Member of this House, at the Republican conference 
on Monday night, in opening his argument in behalf of the 
| Vreeland bill, declared that if we had a bumper crop this fall, 
the passage of that bill would be needed now in order that it 
might be used for crop-moving purposes in the fall. Again and 
again during the past five years speculation and gambling in 
the stock and produce exchanges has forced the Treasury to the 
relief of the markets, but with the wasting away of our surplus 
this is no longer possible, and the manipulations of high finance 
and groups of affiliated and speculative banks will know no 
times or seasons when the provisions of this bill will not be 
available for their use. 

What this nation needs now is stability of values and not 
inflation. [Applause.] With its enormous natural resources, 
if unvexed by new and wild financial schemes, it will speedily 
recover from the collapse of 1907. From my standpoint, the 
wisest thing to do is to appoint a commission to go to the bot- 





tom of the whole subject, and, studying the banking and cur- 
rency systems of other and older nations, to plan not for 
emergencies only, but for such a system as will enable the 
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country to do business throughout all the coming years. [Ap- 
plause.] To handicap ourselves by a system conceived in haste 
and panic and adding to the cost of production by a tax of 4 
to 10 per cent on our circulation seems to me ridiculous, when, 
with a proper system of redemption, no tax is needed. 

The future of New England at least, as I look at it, is largely 
dependent upon the ability of our producers to develop and ex- 





tend our foreign trade and compete in foreign markets with | 


commercial rivals who have an untaxed currency. How can 
we hope to do it with hasty legislation like this, which, as all 
experience shows, it will be impossible to change for years to 
come? 

In some respects the bill is a great improvement over the 
original draft, but it falls far short of a business proposition 
for the American people. 

If the distinguished gentleman from Ohio is right, and the 
good Lord does give us bumper crops this fall, the cotton and 
woolen manufacturers of New England will probably realize 
the effect of crop-moving money taxed at 4 to 10 per cent and 
ask their representatives what sort of political exigency it 
was that required that kind of legislation. 

Probably the greater the crops the greater necessity for this 
bill and the longer time required for the use of the money 


and the consequently higher taxation and greater cost for bread | 
v 2 s j 
Think of it, gen- 


and meat and clothes for our wage-earners. 
tlemen. One little emergency measure, with eight different 
rates of taxation provided for in a single section of it. I am 
told at the Treasury that there is no way to collect the vary- 
ing tax on circulation issued now against 2 and 4 per cent 
United States bonds except by taking the bank’s guess as to 
the amount out against each. With more than one issue of 
these netes and tax rates varying monthly, there is no way 
possible by which a correct record can be kept, and yet a wrong 
guess is made punishable by a fine of one thousand to five thou- 
sand dollars or imprisonment for from one to five years, or by 
both fine and imprisonment. 


DISTRIBUTION OF CIRCULATION, 


In the early history of the national banking system an at- 
tempt was made to distribute the circulation privilege geo- 
graphically. It proved to be a failure, and a redistribution 
was tried, followed soon by a repeal of the whole thing, and 
since then no attempt has been made except to deal with each 
bank and limit circulation to par of the capital. A similar ex- 
perience probably awaits us now, for all such attempts are 
useless. This circulation is assumed to be for emergency use, 
and only when “in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury business conditions in the locality demand it.” 

But emergencies can not be artificially distributed. Why 
should the note issues be determined by geographical bounda- 
ries? The remedy for sickness should be given to the patient 
when alive rather than to the pallbearers at his funeral. There 
are other manifest mistakes in the bill which I am sure that 
the distinguished gentlemen who have prepared it would have 
corrected if time had been given them to examine it more 
carefully. It is useless, however, to specify them, as amend- 
ment is impossible under the rule. I am opposed to the bill— 

First. Because under this form of association and distribu- 
tion of currency justice can not be done to the small banks or 
their safety not be imperiled. 

Second. By the segregation of the best assets of a bank and 
a prior lien on them given to the note holder the interests of 
the depositors are sacrificed. 

Third. The impossibility of the Treasury Department passing 
upon commercial paper specifically pledged, maturing from day 
to day, withdrawn and exchangeable at will by these associa- 
tions, from Florida to Alaska, is so manifest that it needs no 
argument on my part. 

Fourth. The authorization of such an enormous addition to 
the volume of our paper money will injure our financial stand- 
ing among the nations of the world and send our securities 
home, whether it is issued or not, and if issued will throw 
upon the Treasury a burden of redemption which in times of 
deficjent revenues it ought not to be called upon to bear. 

Fifth. The high tax upon this currency will be distributed 
over all commercial discounts and hamper and restrict our 
legitimate commerce, both at home and abroad. 

For these and many other reasons I am opposed to the finan- 
cial part of the bill, but will vote for the commission if oppor- 
tunity is given to do so. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Loverine]. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the time 


has come when we should lay aside any other consideration, all 
other considerations, and come down to the necessities of the 
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oceasion. If any man here has a desire in his heart to remedy 
the distressing conditions in which the industries of our coy 
try to-day find themselves, he will support this measure thar js 
before the House to-day. The bill before the House is a sg: fo 
measure. It is purely a contingent measure. It aims only to 
protect us from a storm that may come. It aims only to meoct 
an emergency. Some gentlemen here are inclined, it seems to 
me, to go beyond that and expect that we at this time are io 
offer and adopt a new and complete system of finance. Mr, 
Speaker, I have always been in favor of a credit currency, and 
I desire to say here at this time that the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Fow1er] is really the father of that system of credit 
currency. [Applause.] I desire to say that I think Mr. Fow- 
LER has done more to educate the people of this country up to 
the idea of a credit currency than any other man in Congress, 
and it is for this reason that I am sorry to find him at this time 
opposed to a measure which will eventually lead up to the best 
system that can be adopted. For my own part I have not lost 
faith in the business men of this country; I have not lost faith 
in the bankers; I have not lost faith in those able men who are 
at the head of our clearing-house system; I have not lost faith 
in the Government; I have not lost faith in the power of the 
Government to redeem every obligation that is laid upon it. 
This bill aims at one important thing, in my judgment, and I 
desire to say it is the only one absolutely necessary. It is this: 
I think when this bill is passed and becomes a law fhat men 
and banks will no longer hoard money; no, not even in a crisis 
or panic. I think it will put a stop to the hoarding of money, 
and if that is the case it will make the many millions—nay, bil- 
lions—of money that we now have liquid and able to perform their 
functions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The time of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a letter 
from the President of the First National Bank at Waverly, 
N. Y., which I will insert in the Recorp, but one sentence | 
wish, however, to read to the House. This letter is written to 
the Hon. Grorce W. Kipp, of Pennsylvania. ‘The sentence is: 

Because the President, Senator ALDRICH, and Speaker CANNON wish 
financial legislation is no argument for the passage of a measure that 
is condemned by all the business men of the country, and one which is 
so unnecessary at this time. 

I read that merely to emphasize the fact that must be appa- 
rent to all of you, that while this is an emergency bill it is for 
the purpose of curing a political emergency in the Republican 
party, not for the purpose of remedying a financial emergency 
in the country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I shall 
insert in the Recorp, Mr. Speaker, under the rule, sixteen tele- 
grams sent to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Krrr}, 
all of them save three opposed to the passage of this bill, from 
all sorts of business men. 

I shall also insert in the Recorp twenty-three telegrams sent 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RorHerMe.], al! ex- 
cept three opposed to the passage of this bill. ‘These are in 
answer to telegrams sent by Messrs. Krrp and RorHrrMet to all 
banks in their districts asking advice. I now yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, one moment. Mr. Speaker, I 
shall object to the insertion of anything in the Recorp that 1s 
not delivered on the floor of the House, in pursuance of the gen 
tleman’s rule—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, the gentleman does not understand 
his own special rule, under which we are gaggedly operating. 
Leave to print is given for five days under the rule with which 
the gentleman gagged the House. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. } 

Mr. DALZELL. This is no exercise of the leave to print. 
is a request for unanimous consent. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is not. This is not coming out of my 
time, of course. Now, Mr. Speaker, leave to print is given and 
I shall take advantage of it to put these things in. I now yield 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GriLesri" |. 

The letter and telegrams referred to are as follows: 

First NATIONAL Bank 
Waverly, N. Y., May 13, 2” 
Hon. Grorcs W. Kipp, Washington, D.C. 


It 


My Dear Mr. Kipp: Your telegram received, and I answered that I 
was — to the Vreeland currency bill and only wanted a : + 
tee. note that this bill provides for a committee, but the other ©” 
of it is so objectionable that I hope it will be buried, and in (!« ~~ 
ices you will be able to keep that part of the corpse which provices * 
a commission. . 

Because the President, Senator Aupricn, and Speaker Canxo’ W'S’ 
financial legislation it is no argument for the passage of a measu’e (4. 
is condemned by all of the business men of the country, and one that * 
so unnecessary at this time. ness 


Politically it would be a mistake, as I see it, and, from 2 ' 
standpoint, I should count it a misfortune to have such a Dill ! 


rece. 








. knowledge has come to many of us during this year by the wide- 
discussion of financial measvres, and a committee appointed 
uld undoubtedly bring us a better measure than could have been 
ited at any time in the past. 

mind, the Fowler bill has many features recommending it, and 
I rry it did not receive more consideration. 
t that I may be able to see you some time during the summer 
e a little talk on financial matters, for I feel sure that you will 
y some of the practical things that should be put in force for 
fit of the banks and the business community at large. 
best wishes, I remain, yours, very truly, 
F. E. Lyrorp. 


TOWANDA, Pa., May 1}, 1908. 
Hi :. W. Kipp, 2 : ; 
ise of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
very much opposed to the Vreeland currency bill. 
Cus MALLI, Cashier. 
WAVERLY, N. 
H G. W. Krep, Washington, D. C.: 
I against Vreeland currency measure; want commission only. 
F. E. Lyrorpb. 


Y¥., May 13, 1908. 


HONESDALE, PA., May 14, 1908. 
Hon. Grorce W. Kipp, 
ise of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


We favor the appointment of a commission to suggest changes in our | 


currency laws. 


H. 8S. SALMON, Cashier. 


HONESDALE, Pa., May 14, 1908. 
I G. W. Kipp, Washington, D. C.: 
We are against Vreeland bill. Defeat it if possible. 
E. F. Toney, Cashier. 


MONTROSE, Pa., May 14, 1908. 


lion. G. W. Kipp, Washington, D. C.: 
We are against the Vreeland currency bill as it now stands. 
FARMERS’ NATIONAL BANK. 
TOWANDA, PA., May 14, 1908. 
G. W. Krper, Esq., M. C., Washington, D. C.: 


Do not think Vreeland bill would benefit this community. 
CITIZENS’ NATIONAL BANK. 


WYALUSING, Pa., May 13, 1908. 
Grorce W. Kipp, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 
Not in favor of the bill. Better wait a while. 
First NATIONAL BANK. 


Dusnore, PA., May 13, 1908. 
G. W. Krpp, Washington, D. C.: 
Am against Vreeland currency Dill. 
M. D. Swarts. 


TUNKHANNOCK, PA., May 13, 1908. 
lion. G. W. Kipp, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 


We are against the bill. 
NATIONAL BANK. 
SITTSER, President. 


WYOMING 
wy. kL. 


WAVERLY, N. Y., May 14, 1908. 


GrorceE W. Kipp, House Member: 
Against; present law good enough. 
R. F. Pace. 
SAYRE PA 
West HAwtey, Pa., May 14, 1908. 
Hon. Grornce W. Kipp, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Ara 


ceed. j 


nst Vreeland bill; get us commission, so that reform may pro- 
ntelligently. 
First NATIONAL BANK OF HAWLEY. 





NICHOLSON, Pa., May 13, 1908. 
once W. Kipp, Washington, D. C.: 


prefer action deferred and commission appointed. 
First NATIONAL BANK OF NICHOLSON. 


Hon. G 
Would 


: SUSQUEHANNA, Pa., May 14, 1908. 
G. W. Kipp, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 
I am for the Vreeland currency bill. 
LEGRAND BENSON, Cashier. 


Troy, Pa., May 13, 1908. 


G. W. Kipp, care House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We favor Vreeland currency bill to any other bill presented. 
GRANGE NATIONAL BANK. 
Hon. Gronce W, —— MontTROSE, Pa., May 14, 1908. 
i of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
bil a formation at hand we can see no valid objection to Vreeland | 


a relief currency measure. 
Wa. H. WARNER, Cashier. 


TOWANDA, Pa., May 14, 1908. 
Kipp, House of Representatives: 
much opposed to passage Vreeland bill. 
BK. A. Stone, Cashier. 


Hon. G. w 
Am yery 
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READING, Pa., May 13, 1908. 
Hon. JOHN H. RoOTHERMEL, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 


We are in favor of the Vreeland currency bill. 
H. B. Hay, Treasurer. 


ALLENTOWN, Pa., May 1}, 1908. 


| JoHN H. ROTHERMEL : 


Am opposed to Vreeland bill. 
Cc. M. K. Keck, Cashier. 


. BrrpssBoro, Pa., May 14, 1908. 
Hon. J. H. RoTHERMEL, Washington, D. C.: 


Not in favor of any of the bills as framed. 
First NATIONAL BANK. 


READING, Pa., May 14, 1908. 


JOHN H. RoTHERMEL, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 
Against the Vreeland bill, favor a commission. 
First NATIONAL BANK. 


Hambure, Pa., May 14, 1968. 


Hon. JoHN H. ROTHERMEL, M. C. Washington, D. C.: 


Opposed to Vreeland currency bill, poor makeshift. . 
J. JEROME MILLER, Cashier. 


READING, Pa., May 14, 1968. 
JouN H. RotuermMet, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 


My own personal opinion is that the Vreeland bill will not answer 


the purpose. — 

Cc. K. WHITNER. 

READING, PA., May 1}, 1908. 

JoHN H. ROTHERMEL, Washington, D. C.: 
We are against the Vreeland currency Dill. 

COMMERCIAL TRI 

W. M. STAUFFER, 


'ST COMPANY, 
President. 


READING, Pa., May 13, 1908, 


lion. JoHN H. ROTHERMEL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


We appreciate inquiry and are opposed to Vreeland Dill. 
NATIONAL UNION BANK. 


READING, PA., 

| Hon. Joun H. ROTHERMEL, Washington, D. C.: 

Want nothing but currency commission; don’t want a makeshift. 
CALVIN B. MOSER. 


May 13, 1908, 


READING, 1908. 


Hon. JoHN H. ROTHERMEL, Washington, D. C.: 


Pa., May 13, 


ISAAC Y. SPANG, Manager. 
' - 
READING, Pa., May 13, 1908. 
Hon. Joun H. ROTHERMEL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
I beg to suggest that you vote against the Dill. 
JOHN H. MALTZBERGER. 


KUTZTOWN, PA., 
H. ROTHERMEL, Washington, D. C.: 
are against the Vreeland currency Dill. 
KUTZTOWN NATIONAL BANK. 


May 14, 1908. 
| JOHN 
We 


| READING, Pa., May 13, 1908. 





| Joun H. RorHerMet, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 
Against Vreeland currency Dill. 


Louis F. KRAEMER. 


| ALLENTOWN, PaA., 
| Hon. Joun H. ROTHERMEL, Washington, D. C.: 
We are against the Vreeland currency Dill. 
SECOND NATIONAL BANK. 


May 13, 1908. 


TorpTon, PaA., 

JOHN H. ROTHERMEL, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 
Can not indorse Vreeland bill in its present form. 
. Te 


May 13, 1908. 


SMitTH, Cashier. 
WOMELSForD, Pa., May 13, 1908. 
JOHN ROTHERMEL, Washington, D. C.: 
We are opposed to the Dill. 


WoOMELSDORF UNION BANK. 


FLEETWOOD, PA., May 14, 1908. 
JOHN H. ROTHERMEL: 


In favor of bill. 





I'irst NATIONAL BANK OF FLEETWOOD. 
READING, Pa., May 14, 1908. 
Hon. JoHn H. ROTHERMEL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
It is better than nothing. 























































































All clearing-house national banks this city are against Vreeland bill. 


bers of this House. 
| know 


C. H. Rvat. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I do not feel that I can say aught that will instruct the Mem- 
If I thought I could if I had the time, I 
that I could not within ten minutes. I feel, however, 
being a member of the Committee on Banking and Currency, it 
is my duty simply to stand up here and give you the benefit 
of my judgment on this situation as I see it. This is not a 
party question. It is exceedingly unfortunate that the ques- 
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tion has been thrown into the whirlpool of American politics 


for settlement. I want to state to you that I believe it is the 
deliberate judgment of the business men, of the bankers, mer- 
chants, and manufacturers all over this country, in view of 
the coming national election, and in view of the divided opinion 
of the Members of this House, that we should undertake to 
do nothing at this time and pass this question over to the suc- 
ceeding session of this Congress and by all means keep it out 
of partisan politics, and in this conclusion I must say my own 
judgment concurs. We have suffered enough from throwing 
our currency and coinage questions into politics. Look back 
over our history for the last quarter of a century and note the 
sad havoc in our industrial and commercial life wrought by 
partisan agitation. Every man realizes, who has studied the 
question, that we need a change in the present banking and 
currency system of this country. 

It is an awkward, a cumbersome, expensive, and inelastic 
system, and has grievously failed us, and will always so fail us 
in an emergency. It does not enable our people through their 
banks to properly care for the commerce of this country. 
does need radical, fundamental changes. It is a bondholder’s 
system, but not a banker’s. It is founded upon the national 
debt and favors a perpetuation and an increase of that debt. 
It compels the people of this country, through their Treasury at 
Washington, to deliver up gold to the holders of bank notes. 
Within the last five months there has accumulated in the Treas- 


ury more than $50,000,000 bank notes, and there has disap- | 
The law | 


peared an equal amount of gold from the Treasury. 
compels the Treasury to redeem these notes on demand in 
United States notes, and then United States notes in gold. This 
bill, sir, undertakes to issue $500,000,000 more notes upon which 
gold may be demanded and the people compelled to deliver it. 
If the gold is not in the Treasury, gold bonds are loaded upon 
the people. And, sir, they do this in the name of emergency. 
They say it is not to prevent an emergency, but to afford relief 
when an emergency comes; not to prevent the storm, but to 
afford a shelter when the storm comes. 


Mr. Speaker, I wish every Member of this House could have | 
seen the look of scorn, contempt, and disgust upon the face of | 


Mr. Forgan, of Chicago, when he was called upon before your 
Committee on Banking and Currency to give his opinion upon 
an emergency currency. “ Why,” he said, “there ought not to 
be such a word as ‘emergency’ in connection with your cur- 
rency. It invites panics and precipitates emergencies.” I be- 
lieve that all who know him or of him will agree that there is 
not a man in the country of greater uprightness of character 
or knowledge and experience in banking than Mr. Forgan. 

Mr. Speaker, can anybody’s reason be so benumbed by a mere 
political emergency as not to see the effect of this measure in 
the destruction of confidence in the banks of this country should 
they ever undertake to get the relief the bill offers? The very 
passage of this bill by Congress will be a legislative expression 
of a lack of confidence in our banks, and it will be so considered 
by all the world. 


Storm currency, you say? We have had several financial 


storms in this country. We have weathered them all. We 
have weathered this last storm. The bankers got together 


through their clearing houses, prompted by the instinct of self- 
preservation and a desire to save the business of this country 
when property values were threatened with almost complete 
destruction, values falling on every hand, institutions failing, 
business men committing suicide, and they resorted to a storm 
shelter at hand, and that was the clearing-house certificate. 
Those clearing-house certificates—several hundred million dol- 
lars of them—have disappeared. 
the gold in the Treasury. No charge upon the Treasury at all. 
The banks that issued them were jointly responsible, and not 
the Treasury, and that very reason made them efficient, because 
they remained near the banks of issue, accomplished their work, 
and were easily called in and retired when the panic was over 
without the withdrawal from the banks of a single dollar of 
reserve money. You put in the hands of bankers in such 
an emergency, not a clearing-house certificate, not an instru- 
ment under their control, not an instrument safe, but temporary 
from its very nature, but an instrument that anyone can take 
to the Treasury and demand lawful money, an instrument that 
when once issued immediately gets from under control of the 
bank that issued, goes out into the channels of trade, and be- 
comes a permanent addition to the currency of the country, and 
you have a very different situation, Mr. Speaker, from that 
where the ordinary clearing-house certificate is issued. Mr. 
Speaker, this bilk should not pass. 

We ought, if possible, to get the Government further out of 
the banking business and not further in, and likewise we ought 
“ to get the banks further out of the Government's business and 
not further in. The Government should not be allowed to lend 


It | 


| 











its credit to banks nor the banks to use the credit of the Govern. 
ment. Above all, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we would be 
guilty of almost criminal carelessness to add still further to the 
gold demands upon the Treasury of the people. It is not pos. 
sible, sir, for any Secretary of the Treasury to carry the golq 
burdens of the Government without almost getting upon his 
knees and begging Wall street to help him. He is the slave of 
oo a. and not the master. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I want to use half a minute 
in reply to the telegrams the gentleman from MissfSsippi | Mr, 
WILLIAMS] has put in the Recorp from several small banks up 
in some of the interior counties of Pennsylvania. I will say, 
Mr. Speaker, that there has been no “round robins” worked in 
order to bring any support or resolutions in behalf of this pill, 
No banker has been asked to support this bill; no association of 
manufacturers has been asked to pass resolutions for this bill, 
I charge that for weeks past systematic efforts have been made 
by gentlemen opposed to this bill. I charge that a letter has been 
sent out to 6,500 banks in the United States upon the paper of 
the Banking and Currency Committee, signed by the chairman 
of that committee, urging banks to telegraph and write to Mem- 
bers of Congress against a great danger, the nature of which 
they must judge for themselves. They were told in that letter 
that a billion and a half of bank debts were about to be as- 
sumed by the United States unless they should prevent action 
by telegraphing to their Members. No “round robins”’ have 
been used on this bill, and yet more than fifty great bankers 
have sent letters and telegrams to this city favoring the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman does not want to leave a 
wrong impression upon the House. These telegrams I have 
inserted in the Recorp were in response to telegrams from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kipp] and the other gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RorHERMEL] to all the banks in 
their district, asking their opinions, and not asking their judg- 
ment. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. VREELAND. I have not brought up the forty or fifty 
letters which I have, but I have one in my pocket that came in 
this morning by mere chance. It is from the president of the 
First National Bank of Atlanta, Ga., with a capital of $1,000,000, 
the largest bank in the State of Georgia, its president 2 memn- 
ber of the American Bankers’ Association from the State of 
Georgia. Mr. McCord writes me that he has prepared and 
will mail to-day letters to every Member of Congress from tlie 
State of Georgia urging them to vote for this bill. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. What is the date of that letter, please? 

Mr. VREELAND. The date of that letter is May 12, and he 
says the letters “ will be mailed to-morrow.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman refer to this bill or 
the bill that was in existence at that time? 

Mr. VREELAND. That refers to this bill, 

Mr. SHERLEY. How can it refer to this bill when this Dill 
was printed on the 13th? 

Mr. VREELAND. The gentleman chooses to be captious 


| The changes in this bill have not been many, and those have 


been mere matters of detail. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mere matters of emergency. . 

Mr. VREELAND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman fiom 
New York [Mr. BENNeET]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
this bill. 


Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for 
I believe in credit currency, and I had the honor | 


| offer (and now I am not disclosing any of the secrets of the 
They were no charge upon | 


conference, because it has been printed in the newspapers) it 
our conference, a resolution, which was adopted, recognizing 
commercial paper as the safe and logical basis for emersenty 
currency when issued through clearing-house associations. W¢ 
have got to come in time, and the time is not long disiint, '° 
some other basis for our currency than Government bonds. 4‘ 
for myself, I prefer the assets which the banks have to tho 
which they have not and ought not to have. There are dele - 
in this bill. It is a hard bill; but, perhaps, with more ©! lic 
than of defect, because there would be no rush to get th's *' id 
of currency unless it is needed. 

I come from a commercial city, a manufacturing and i" 
trial city, where the lack of eurrency means sometimes |ick 
work and means distress in the homes. This bill d two 
things: It provides that theré shall be engraved and rea‘y *" 
amount equal to half of the value of every national Pans ' 
the Union, ready upon the deposit of proper securities, ©° that 
the wheels of progress will not be stopped. 


It provides also for a commission to report a complete nd com” 
prehensive system for our curreney in the future. ! Pes 
these features are good, and because of these features = ‘t 


no man here on the responsibility of his oath ean over” 
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t to pass. I have received the same telegram as the gen- 
from Connecticut did. Mr. Town, who signed it, is a 
¢ the highest character, but he has no constituency behind 
hat he is responsible to, as we are here. Each of us rep- 
s a district, and while gentlemen outside of Congress 
and will do, as we ourselves have done when we have 
outside of Congress, criticise and say that we would have 
different if we had been here, the responsibility of being 
makes a great deal of difference when it comes to a vote. 
I ld be ashamed to go back to my people of the Seventeenth 
district of New York, having had this opportunity to do what 
ssible to ward off any currency panic which may occur 
re complete legislation can be prepared, and fail to vote for 
It is a duty that we owe to them. As far as my individual 
is concerned, though there are things in the bill that I do 
like, though I am for credit currency to a greater extent 
this bill gives it, I shall vote and vote cheerfully for the 

before the House. [Applause.] 
. WILLIAMS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 

w Jersey [Mr. Fow rer]. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words in 
regard to the work of the committee before I revert to the bill, 
d it is to assert, as I did before on the floor of this House, 
that no committee of this House has ever done more 
honest 


work than this committee has done during this present 
session. What did we do? We reported a general bill to this 
House. Did we try to secure a hearing? The Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of New York came here and went to the Speaker of this 
House with me and desired to be heard, and he said that we 
should have nothing but the Aldrich bill, because that was the 
thing we could get, and it would be useless to discuss the 
general bill which we had reported. And when the committee 
found out that there was a feeling all over the country opposed 
to eny general legislation, so far as we could ascertain the 
consensus of opinion, we reported to this House a general 
commission bill. What did we do then? We waited upon the 
Speaker and asked him for a hearing upon the commission bill, 
but there was no hearing to be had. 

What has been the history of the world generally, so far as 
commissions of this kind are coneerned? When the Bank of 
England act was proposed, it was the work of a commission 
of twenty-six. When the great depression of 1886 was taken 
up in England, there was a commission of twenty-three. The 
labor commission was one of twenty-seven. The Austria-Hun- 
gary commission, which took up its banking system, consisted 
of fifty-seven members. The commission of Japan, appointed 
to reconstruct its banking system, consisted of twenty-two 
members. The Berlin silver commission consisted of thirty- 
one members; the monetary commission, between fifty and 
sixty members; the Berlin commission, now proposed to con- 
sider the high rates of interest in Germany, will contain between 
fifty and sixty members. Our commission, as proposed, will 
consist of forty-three. But we have been unable to have a 
discussion of that bill in this House. I have in my hand a 
telegram—I shall not disclose the name of the sender, but will 
Say that he is one of the leading business men in one of our 
largest Eastern cities—which I will read to the House: 

PHILADELPHIA, Pa., May 14, 1908. 
CHarLes N, Fow.er, M. C., Washington: 
Amended Vreeland bill improved, but practical analyses still reveals 


Only 






radical and ridiculous defects. If framers of Vreeland bill value their 
reputation as financiers, advise going slow; if leaders value reputation 
for political sagacity, advise referring constructive legislative to com- 


e ent commission which will command implicit confidence of the people. 
reeland commission will not do this. Democratic orators in the South 
and West wiil charge it with being dominated by Wall street. Fowler 
currency commission would insure square deal to all interests and a 
Scientific and thoroughly digested measure which will strengthen party. 
It would win public confidence and votes. If you can not do more, 
amend commission feature of Vreeland bill by substituting Fowler's 
commission plan. The party will owe you a big debt of gratitude for 
pull it out of predicament which threatens to bring discredit and 
ridicule upon all influential participants. 

Now, gentlemen, with regard to the position of the Banking 
and Currency Committee during this session of Congress, with 
reference to the other bills before us, when the Aldrich bill 
“ame to us we discovered that it was for the purpose of nailing 
the commerce of the United States to a bond-secured currency, 
but on ing to ten or twelve years of education, there were men 
Scattered all over the United States, who, when this crisis came 
Saw that it was a bond-secured currency that brought us the 
difficulties of last fall; and to-day throughout the length and 


ne Li of this land there is one common opinion with regard to 
that ecessities of the trade and commerce of this country, and 
Ack 


s that we should have a credit currency. 


Stood f yr? 


What have we 
We have stood against the Aldrich bill. We stood 

the Aldrich bill and the Vreeland bill, and then we 
sainst the successive changes up to a given point of the 
id bill. What was accomplished? The Vreeland bill 


against 
Stood 
Vreel; 





arnest and | 
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went through the first, the second, the third, the fourth, the 
fifth, the sixth, and, I think now, the seventh edition, and one 
amendment was made even last night. What were the changes 
in this bill? Let me recount them. 

In the first place, I want to say to this House that the as- 
sumption that the bill establishes clearing houses is utterly 
without foundation. One of the leading banker? of New York, 


}and the man of greatest experience in this land in clearing- 


house matters, said to me the other night: 

It does not even suggest a clearing house. It is crude. 
anomaly. It is not known to the world of business anywhere. 

What have we done by standing firm for principles during 
this campaign of education? We have, by main strength, 
driven these men to drop the bonds, municipal and otherwise, 
as a distinct basis of circulation. We have compelled the Vree- 
land cohorts to accept commercial paper. We have compelled 
them to treat deposits precisely as note issues, by providing 
for reserves against bank-note issues the same we have 
against deposits. Some of you Republicans here will remem- 
ber the debate upon the Government indorsement of this paper. 
| Last night, in the progress of their wisdom, they struck out 
| this indorsement, and now they have an indorsement that God 
only knows, if, indeed, He knows, what it means. 

Now, gentlemen, what is there still bad about this bill? The 
| first and fundamental defect about its badness is that there 
should never be a bank note issued that is not redeemed by the 
| bank itself. [Applause.] For any man who has any real 
| knowledge upon this question, any idea of the philosophy of a 
credit currency, knows that the first essential of a credit bill, 
| or its counterpart, is that it shall be redeemed as a check or 
a draft. 

Mr. PRINCE. And none of that is in here. 

Mr. FOWLER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
took pains to allude to the apparent indifference of the Bank- 
ing and Currency Committee, saying that no effort had been 


It an 


is 


as 





made to get legislation, and that proper effort would have 
given us protection against the experience of last fall. Mr. 
Burton has been a Member of this House longer than any 


member of the Banking and Currency Committee, and now, 
after ten long years of attack and assault upon the supersti- 
tion and prejudice that enshrouded a bond-secured currency 
and the breastworks have been swept away, a Daniel appears 
in the financial citadel in the midst of, or at the end of, a 
panic, to save the people. But during the long twenty years 
that he has been in public life, with a single vacation of one 
term, a liftle Moses from among the bullfrogs and the bull- 
rushes along the rivers and harbors of the country, dreaming 
upon commercial crises, appears. Has he ever found time in 
twenty years to send a bill to the Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee pointing out the way of escape? Not a suggestion. 
{Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Gentlemen, I am opposed to this bill and shall vote against 
it for the following reasons: 

First. There is no need of any legislation at this time; and 
any law now put upon the statute books of a makeshift charac- 
ter, such as this bill is admitted to be even by its advocates, 
will only prove another stumbling block, if not an insurmount- 
able obstacle, to a real reform of our financial and currency 
practices. 

Second. It is an economic blunder to authorize any bank-note 
circulation without at the same time providing for adequate 
and automatic redemptions of the notes, precisely as checks 
and drafts are paid. 

Third. There is no such thing as an emergency currency in 
a properly constituted currency system which of itself would 
prevent any emergency arising. This principle is admitted by 
the imposition of a tax ranging from 4 per cent to 10 per cent 
upon these notes, when there should no more be a tax upon 
bank notes than upon deposits, for there is absolutely no differ- 
ence in principle between bank deposits and bank notes and 
a tax upon either is a tax upon production, and a tax upon 
production is a tax upon labor. 

Fourth. This bill, in its operation, would exclude at least 
nine-tenths of the banks of the country, favoring the centers 
as against the country districts, where the greatest need of 
currency often exists. 

Fifth. To segregate a large part of the best assets of a bank 
for note issue and subject them to sale in time of panic would 
be a serious, unfair, and possibly ruinous discrimination against 
the depositors of a bank. 

Sixth. Instead of removing the burden of the redemption of 
$700,000,000 of bank notes now resting upon the United States 
Treasury directly to the banks themselves, this bill adds a 
possible additional burden of $500,000,000 of bank notes and 
necessarily imperils the national credit. The result will be to 
compel the Government to sell bonds to redeem the bank notes 
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with absolute certainty in the event of a deficit which is sure 
to follow business distress, and in the event of war may be the 
means of forcing the Government off the gold standard and to 
a credit basis. 


In support of this proposition, I quote the words of Ex-Secre- | 


tary Lyman J. Gage before the Committee on Banking and 
Currency : 


In my statement before the House, I enumerated these weaknesses as, 
first, the present dem: ind obligations outstanding against the Treasury 
under the name of legal-tender notes, $346,000,000; second, the Gov- 
ernment guaranty on $700,000,000 of bank notes. 

To be sure the Treasury holds as security for this undertaking a 
similar amount of its own bonds, but everyone knows that by this 
artificial contrivance the bonds so held are overvalued when put to the 
test in a free market by 20 or 25 per cent. The issue of millions of new 
bonds to mect the costs of war would strip the mask which now con- 
ceals the fact and expose 
strength would be 
wise 
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required. 
and imprudent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
expired. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, 
sideration is one in which the people of the whole country are 
deeply interested. It is one which affects every interest and 
every individual. There is no question of greater importance 
before the American people than that affecting the character of 
its circulating medium. It is with some reluctance that I 
assume to participate in the discussion. I realize the difficulty 
experienced by experts in dealing with the currency question. 
Currency experts differ on the question of what is best to do 
almost as radically as doctors or lawyers. How, then, can one 
who makes no claim of expert knowledge hope to be able to add 
anything to the discussion which has already taken place? 
apology for assuming to take the time of the House must be the 
deep interest which I feel in the outcome of the legislation 
which is under consideration. 

A number of measures have been introduced. Each possesses 
many good features. All are subject to more or less objection, 
but [ am sure that it is the general opinion that the necessity 
exists for currency legislation, and the Vreeland bill seems to 
me to meet the case better than any thus far proposed. 

The serious objection to the Aldrich bill is that the class of 
bonds specified are not largely held by national banks. To take 
out circulation based upon such bonds, the banks would be 
forced to buy them »t a time when cash was searce, and, too, it 
is a serious question whether it would be prudent to buy such 
securities at par or over for the privilege of issuing circulating 
notes to the extent of 75 per cent of their value. 

The great demand for such bonds in times of emergency 
would inevitably increase their price on the market, whereas 
after the emergency was over the market value would just as 
surely fall, thus causing great loss to those who were obliged to 
sell them when the necessity no longer existed for their reten- 
tion as security for the additional circulation taken out to 
meet the country’s pressing business needs. 

it is estimated that the amount of municipal, county, and 
State bonds held does not exceed 10 per cent of the total bonds 
and securities of all kinds held by the national banks of the 
country ; so that it will be seen that if the banks were to under- 
take to issue notes thus secured they would be obliged to buy on 
au very large scale, besides the necessary disposition of other 
securities to obtain the money for the purchase of the bonds 
would have a demoralizing effect on the banking business 
generally. 

Much of the reluctance of Congress to provide an emergency 
currency is undoubtedly attributable to the lack of understand- 
ing of the principles and practice of banking which it is be- 
iieved exists in the public mind, as well as to a sincere desire to 
do only that which it is believed will meet with popular ap- 
proval and at the same time prevent a recurrence of the condi- 
tions which befell the nation last October. 

It must be clear to gentlemen that with but $3,396,653,082 
in circulation in the United States, while the deposits aggregate 
practically $14,000,000,000, it would require $10,000,000,000 more 
money than there is in the country to pay all the depositors 
what is due them in cash. It must be equally clear that but a 
small percentage of deposits are made in cash. They consist 
of checks, drafts, notes, coupons, bills of exchange, and various 
other instruments of credit and are, as a matter of fact, but 
mediums of exchange which entitle the depositor to so much 
credit on the books of the bank, against which he may draw his 
checks from time to time in the settlement of accounts con- 
tracted in the ordinary course of business. 

It must be remembered that the banker is not possessed of 
the universal solvent which enables him to convert the baser 
metals into gold, nor can he be expected to transmute all the 


Thus nature revenges herself on the un- 


The time of the gentleman has 


MADDEN]. 
the question now under con- 


| 
| 


| enacting some legislation to provide the means of obtaining 


| this if the law permitting it is passed? 
| that is through the Government, by pledging their assets 
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forms of credit deposited in the bank into lawful money, 
bear in mind the fact that for every dollar on deposit there is 
but cents in circulation, we will easily understand the 
impossibility of paying every obligation in money on demand 
and we will be the better prepared to realize the importance of 


If we 


~ 25 


from the Government an emergency circulation based on the 


security of commercial paper, an abundance of which the ban 
have in their possession. 


S 


How can the banks proceed to do 
There is but one way: 


inh 
exchange for currency, which only the Government can issue 


Some call this inflation, but I do not consider it such, unle 


| it be concluded that the commercial system upon which the 


the weakness at the moment when greatest | 


world’s trade is carried on is itself inflation. 
The banker is an important factor in the world’s commerce 


| He is one of the instrumentalities through which the comn: . 


| cial supremacy of the country is maintained. 


I now yield four minutes to | 


My | 


| demand additional circulation, 


The Vreeland bill proposes to authorize national banks no 
less than ten in number, having a combined capital and sur- 
plus of not less than $5,000,000, to form voluntary associations 
throughout the country, such associations to be designated as 
“national clearing-house associations.” 

The banks uniting to form such associations shall, by their 
presidents and vice-presidents, acting under authority from the 
board of directors, make and file with the Secretary of the 
Treasury a certificate setting forth the names of the banks com 
posing the association, the principal place of business of the 
sociation, and the name of the association, which name sha!! 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


be 


Upon 


| the filing of such certificate the banks therein named shal! be- 


come a body corporate, and by the name so designated n 
sue and be sued and exercise the powers of a body corporate. 

The bill provides that, the associations shall be organized by 
banks to be taken, as nearly as conveniently may be, from terri- 
tory composed of a State or a part of a State, or contiguous 
parts of one or more States; that the affairs of each associa- 
tion shall be managed by a board of directors consisting of one 
representative from each bank. The by-laws for the govern- 
ment of the association shall be made by the board, subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the presi- 
dent, vice-president, secretary, and treasurer, and an executive 
committee of not less than five members shall be elected by the 
board; that the powers of such board, except in the election of 
officers and making the by-laws, may be exercised through its 
executive committee. For the purpose of obtaining additional 
circulation any bank belonging to a national clearing-house 
sociation having circulating notes outstanding secured by the 
deposit of bonds of the United States to an amount not less than 
40 per cent of its capital stock, and which has a capital and un- 
impaired surplus of not less than 20 per cent, may deposit with 
and transfer to the association, in trust, any securities, in- 
cluding commercial paper, held by it as may be satisfactory to 
the board of the association. The officers of the association 
may thereupon, in behalf of such bank, make application to the 
Comptroller of the Currency for an issue of additional circulat- 
ing notes to an amount not exceeding 75 per cent of the cas 
value of the securities or commercial paper so deposited. The 
Comptroller of the Currency shall immediately transmit such 
application to the Secretary of the Treasury, with such recol- 
mendation as he thinks proper, and if, in the judgment of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, business conditions in the locality 
and if he be satisfied that a 
lien in favor of the United States on the securities so deposited 
and on the assets of the banks composing the association | wil! 


ay 


as- 





be amply sufficient for the protection of the United States, be 
shall direct an issue of additional circulating notes to the «ss 
ciation on behalf of such bank to an amount not exceeding 7 
per cent of the cash value of the securities so deposited. 

The bill provides that the assets of all banks belonging t » the 
association shall be jointly and severally liable to the United 
States for the redemption of such additional circulation, ani the 
lien of the United States shall extend to and cover the «assets 
of all banks belonging to the association and to the sec 
deposited by the banks with the association, but as betwe 
several banks composing such association each bank sh:'! | 
liable only in the proportion that its capital and surplus |" 
to the aggregate capital and surplus of all such banks. ‘1 
sociation may, at any time, require of any of its const! 
banks a deposit of additional securities or commercial p:) 
secure such additional circulation. Upon the failure 0! 
bank to make such deposit the association may, after ten 
notice to the bank, sell the securities and papers already 
hands at public sale and deposit the proceeds with the 1 
urer of the United States as a fund for the redemption 0: s"'« 
additional circulation, 


ties 
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bill provides that additional circulating notes issued 
the act shall be used, held, and treated in the same way 
ulating notes of national banking associations heretofore 
and secured by a deposit of United States bonds, and 
be subject to all provisions of law affecting such notes, 
rovides further that the amount of circulating notes out- 
¢ of any national banking association, including notes se- 
+ United States bonds as now provided by law, and notes 
otherwise than by deposit of such bonds, shall not at 
1e exceed the amount of its unimpaired capital and sur- 
nd that there shall not be outstanding at any time cir- 
notes issued by all the banks to an amount of more 
£500,000,000, 
national banking laws at present require the deposit of a 
cent redemption fund. This feature of the law is to re- 
, force, and it is provided that whenever any bank belong- 
, national clearing-house association shall fail to preserve 
e good its 5 per cent redemption fund in the Treasury of 
United States, the Treasurer of the United States shall 
fy such national clearing-house association to make good 
redemption fund and upon the failure of such national 
ng-house association to make good such fund the Treas- 
nrer of the United States may, in his discretion, apply so much 
f the 5 per cent redemption fund belonging to the other banks 
sing such national clearing-house association as may be 
iry for that purpose; and such national clearing-house 
tion may, after five days’ notice to such bank, proceed to 
public sale the securities deposited by such bank with the 
ation and deposit the proceeds with the Treasurer of the 
United States as a fund for the redemption of the additional 
ci ation taken out by such bank. 
Che bill provides also that each and every bank in such clear- 
ig-house association located in a city designated as a “ central 
reserye city,” under section 5186 of the Revised Statutes and 
m 1 of the act of March 3, 1887, chapter 387, shall have on 
hand at all times in gold or lawful money of the United States, 
nount equal to at least 25 per cent of the total amount of 
additional circulation which it may have taken out under 
t, and that each and every bank situated in a city desig- 
as a “reserve city” under section 5191 of the Revised 
any act amendatory thereof, shall have on hand at 
all times in like money, the like sum of 25 per cent of such addi- 
tional circulation, of which sum one-half may consist of cash 
deposits in such “central reserve cities.” All other banks in 


h 


T 
Se l 


Aseur 


pated 


Statutes, or 


such association shall have on hand at all times in like money, 

nount equal to at least 15 per cent of such additional cir- 
culation, of which sum nine-fifteenths may consist of cash de- 
posits in “reserve cities.” 


The bill provides also that in order that the distribution of 
notes to be issued under the provisions of the act shall be made 
as equitable as practicable between the various sections of the 

try, the Secretary of the Treasury shall not approve appli- 


cations from associations in any State in excess of the amount 


to which the State would be entitled of the additional notes | 


orized on the basis of the proportion which the unimpaired 
capital and surplus of the national banking associations in such 
State bears to the total amount of unimpaired capital and sur- 


} 


plus of the national banking associations of the United States, 

d it authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, in case the 
applications from associations in any State shall not equal 
the amount which the association of such State would be en- 
utled to under this method of distribution, in his discretion, to 
meet an emergency, to assign the amount not thus applied for 
t y applying association or associations in States in the same 
§ of the country, so that it will be seen that each section 
ol country will be independent of every other section in the 
matter of currency in a case of emergency. For example, it 
Wil not be possible for New York to absorb all the currency 
‘uthorized to be issued in an emergency. It could only secure 
rn cy equivalent to the capital and surplus of its national 


less the amount already in circulation secured by United 


sl bonds, which must, under the provisions of the act, 
= ‘ to 40 per cent of the capital of the national banks be- 
for vantage can be taken of the terms of this bill; so that 
York, by any chance, should find itself in financial 
, it would not necessarily affect Detroit, Cleveland, Chi- 
\'s0, St. Paul, Minneapolis, Kansas City, or other sections of 
. utry, for each of these sections would have the inde- 
a right to take out circulating notes equivalent to the 
b of capital and unimpaired surplus which their national 
MUKS represented. 
f) = atures of safety involved in this method of distributing 
a vuating medium in cases of emergency might be com- 
= an ocean liner built on the water-tight compartment 
ones _ *&ch compartment of the ship would act as a separate 
“lor Of safety, If by any chance any one compartment was 








| ing systems, and make recommendations to Congress for 
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damaged, the damage would not affect the ship itself, for the 
other compartments which were intact would enable the ship 
to reach its destination in safety; and thus it is that each sec- 
tion of the country is authorized, under this bill, to secure its 
own currency in proportion to its national-bank capital and is 
in a position to meet all the commercial needs of the section 
without fear of embarrassment from any trouble which may 
involve the banks of any other section. 

This bill provides that for all circulating notes taken out 
under its provisions the bank shall pay 4 per cent interest the 
first month, 5 per cent the second, 6 per cent the third, 7 per 
cent the fourth, 8 per cent the fifth, 9 per cent the sixth, 10 
per cent for the seventh and all succeeding months. This charge 
would make it unprofitable for banks to keep the notes in cir- 
culation when there was no emergency, and it therefore 
certain that no inflation would follow. 

The bill further provides for the payment of interest to 
the United States at the rate of 1 per cent on all Government 
moneys deposited in national banks. This is a step in the right 
direction. The friends of the bill recognize the importance 
of giving the financial needs of the country a more exhaustive 
study, and to that end a provision has been made for the ap- 
pointment of a national currency commission, to consist of 
eighteen members—six members of the Senate, six from the 
House, and six other persons not members of either body— 
whose duty it shall be to investigate carefully the causes of 
the recent financial crisis and its relation to currency and bank- 
such 
changes in the existing banking and currency system as may 
in their opinion be desirable. 

I contend that if this measure is enacted into law that such a 
panic as the country witnessed last fall will be impossible. 
There can be no chance for loss either to the depositor, to the 
banks, or to the Government. This plan is sane, safe, and 
workable; it fits the case; it meets a long-felt want. It is be- 
yond question the logical remedy for conditions of panic. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish, in addition to what I have already said, 
to urge the passage of a postal savings bank law, and if I may 
have the attention of the House for a short time longer, I desire 
to point out a few reasons which seem to me to be absolutely 
incontrovertible why the United States should adopt a postal 
savings bank system. The subject should need no argument, 
however, to commend itself to the attention of reasonable and 
fair-thinking public men, for it is one which is extremely inter- 
esting and attractive, and one through and by which the wage- 
earners of this country can be encouraged to save their small 
earnings, thereby learning that great principle of economy, an 


is 


adherence to which will make them good and patriotic citizens 
and save them in old age from penury and want. 
It is to the great English statesman, Gladstone, that the 


world is indebted for these popular savings banks, and had that 
superior leader no other claim to the admiration and respect 
of mankind, his memory would be revered and his name would 
be honored forever. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the majesty of a cause which gives it world- 
wide popularity, and causes which produce popular blessings 
are majestic. Gladstone knew this, and, superior to the 
fluence which usually makes men hard-hearted and indifferent 
to the welfare of the people, and with an eye ever single to the 
betterment of his countrymen, he gave to them this splendid 
system of economics, a system which will ever shed luster upon 
his fame and character. 

Mr. Speaker, if we 


‘ 


in- 


would make our strong Government 


| stronger, if we would make our patriotic citizens more patri- 


otic, if we would inculcate a spirit of thrift among the wage- 
earners and teach them the inestimable blessings derived from 
a judicious investment of their small earnings, we would not, as 
representative men, longer delay the adoption of the safe, 
sound, and sure method this beneficent postal savings system 
affords. 

Heretofore and at the present time the tariff system affords 
the means by which the Republican party is able to render unto 
the toiling masses that protection without which discontent- 
ment, inconvenience, and suffering could not be avoided. And 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, that discontented labor is a grieyous 
thing. 

But while protection in this country affords the means where- 
by the laborer receives a sufficient wage for his hire, there 
has never been inaugurated, on the part of the Government, an 
earnest effort to provide for him ample and safe protection for 
the small surplus earnings, a judicious investment of which 
would assure him in his declining years the means with which 
to procure comfort and happiness. 

The men who toil in the field, in the mine, and in the factory 
are entitled to every blessing and comfort wise legislation can 
afford them, Without the hand of toil, Mr. Speaker, pros- 
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perity would end 
could be continued, 
Wild-cat savings banks 


and no enterprise of national importance 
and other get-rich-quick 
do not afford the necessary protection. Men of sense refuse to 
deposit their earnings in such institutions. Better spend it 
and have a good time, they argue, than turn it over to some 
frenzied financier to be used, perhaps, in a frantic effort to 
stay prosecution for illegal speculations, which are bound 
sooner or later to land him in the penitentiary. 

Mr. Speaker, in all progressive nations, save only our own, 
sincere effort is made by the people’s representatives to encour- 
age the poor to save some part of their small earnings by secur- 
ing them absolutely against loss. These nations not only se- 
cure them against loss, but pay them interest on their deposits. 

In Germany savings banks are governed by separate States, 
but I am informed that the system is practically uniform. The 
banks, which are directed by officers appointed by the admin- 
istrative authorities, are maintained by the city, town, or parish 
in which they are located, and the district authorities are an- 
swerable to the depositors. 

Aside from Germany, all other progressive foreign nations 
have adopted the savings-bank system, the system which I re- 
spectfully commend to the favorable consideration of this Con- 
gress and which has proved to be the most successful and 
beneficent. 

Over a century ago, Mr. Speaker, leading men in Europe 
began to express a wish to help the poor to save something out 
of their earnings. Sporadic attempts to put the wish into 
effect were made, but with little success. 

A clergyman named Smith, a name which has almost become 
extinct in the United States save here in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was the first person of whom we have any knowl- 
edge who, together with two other trustees, agreed to receive 
from the poor people deposits as low as twopence. These 
kind-hearted gentlemen promised these small depositors that if 
they would allow their money to remain undisturbed for one 
year one-third the sum would be added. 

I want to stop here just long enough to remark, Mr. Speaker, 
that if this land of the free and the home of the Smiths 
could not produce ten million financiers of that name who are 
better equipped intellectually to run a bank than was that good 
preacher, I will change my name to that of Smith. It was a 
spirit of benevolence, however, that prompted the English 
theologian. He was not a business man. 

In the year 1804, a Mrs. Priscilla Wakefield organized a club 
known as the Tottenham Association, for the reception and care 
of small earnings, which association flourished under different 
methods of operation until 1866. 

So, while the postal savings banks system is a modern idea, 
credit for the first attempts to provide means for the collection 
and investment of the earnings of the poor is due to the be- 
nevolent persons I have named. 

Following the enactment by Great Britain of the postal sav- 
ings bank bill in 1861, other nations being attracted by the suc- 
cess of the system adopted it in the following order: 


concerns 


| Estab-| 
lished. 
| 
| Per cent. 
1861 2.5 
1868 3 
1869 2or3 
1875 4.2 
1876 |Variable.} 
1881 2.64 
1882 
1883 
1884 
18856 
1889 


Number of 
depositors.) 


ohne 
Country. Interest. Deposits. Average 


deposit. 


| $711,166, 692 
44,225,326 264. 
54,918,334 962. 
15, 167,047 5. 3¢ 
167 , 785,138 
40,839,011 
213,603,320 
36,568,590 
14,449,504 
1,262,051 10,309,416 
1,163,310 | 77,043,466 
| ' 


Engiand 
Canada 
Belgium | 
Japan... | 
Italy aeiiaale 
Netherlands_._.- 

France ; f 
pO a 
SI ninisgientintiierainint 

i eens ia 

i tetlinientitienintnaaniinitnipeni 


9, 403,852 
167,023 | 
57,088 

2,906,899 

4,951,971 | 

} 


$75.62 


| 


$2 


966 , 433 
3,991,412 
1,694,702 

577,627 


Oho Oy 
ow te 


t 
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Mr. Speaker, it is not alone the industrial classes and the 
wage-earners who desire the adoption by the Government of 
this most salutary system. I believe that if the facts were laid 
before the people at least 90 per cent of them would favor it. 
Dp those gentlemen who oppose governmental contro! of sav- 
ings banks understand that upward of 50,000,000 of people 
in the United States are without any well-regulated savings 
bank system? Think of it, gentlemen, 50,000,000 people denied 
the privilege of a protected banking system. And yet we boast 
of advanced American idea, advanced American statesman- 
ship, and superior American everything else. And I am strong- 
ly inclined to the belief that we are superior to every other 
nation in all wise and beneficent enterprises save only in this 
one particular, and it is with a wish that we may be in the 
front in all things that [I am advocating the adoption of the 
postal savings depositories, through the aid of which so much 
good can be accomplished by way of engendering a spirit of 
thrift in a large class of our people who do not now receive any 
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especial inducements to put aside for old age some portion 
their earnings which are, thanks to the good laws heretos 
placed upon our statute books, more than sufficient for 
actual needs of life. 


The adoption by this Government of a postal savings }) 
system has been strenuously advocated by some of our { 
most public men for years. As early as 1871 Postmaster-( oy. 
eral Cresswell, in recommending the establishment of postal 
telegraph and post-office savings banks, had this to say in his 
annual report for the year: 


The Post-Office Department is now prepared to undertake the ore.) 
zation and management of the telegraph in connection with its 
duties. Indeed I believe that the Department itself can aid mate 
in raising the money needed for the purchase through post-office s:\ 
banks, if Congress will authorize their establishment. The se. 
of the Government being fhe best that could be obtained, man 
positors would give it the preference over every other. By paying 
per cent interest at the most on deposits a large fund could be readily 
accumulated and invested, under the direction of the Treasury [ej ari 
ment, in the public securities. The proceeds of these investments 
could be used to reimburse the original purchase money and all other 
expenditures for construction and repairs. 

To prove the feasibility of this alan, I recur to the history of the 
British office. Savings banks in connection with post-offices were ex 
tablished in Great Britain on the 16th of September, 1861, with a 
limitation in the law creating them that they should not pay excecding 
2) per cent interest on deposits. The following table will show with 


what rapidity and to what extent they have been intrusted with the 
money of the people: 


ik 


if. 





Balance 
in hands 
of post- 
master- ance ir 
general | hand ap- 
after al- |plicable to 
lowing | payment 

for | of 

charges | pos 
of man- 
agement 
at close 
of the 


Total sum 
standing to 
credit of 
post-office 
savings 
banks on 
books of 
national- 
debt commis- 
sioners at 
close of the 
year. 


Tota 
Num- ; 
ber of | 
| post- | Number 
| office | of de- 
sSav- posits. 
ings 

banks. 


i\Amount of 
deposits. 


From Sept. 16, 
1861, to Dee. 
639,216 
842,848 
}1,110, 762 
1,302,309 
1,525,871 
1,592,344 
1,757,303 
1,998,644 | 
2,135,993 


j 
| | 


£2,114,669 
2,651, 200 
3,350,000 
3,719,017 
4,400, 657 
4,643,906 
5,333,638 
5,787,218 
5,995,121 


£1, 659,082 
3,328,182 | 44,413 
4,995, 663 5,522 
6,582,329 4,327 
8,231,176 | 25,791 
9,867,708 | 47,690 
11,963,053 Nil. 
13,755,547 | 19,386 
15,305,040 | 158,888 


2,535 | 
2,991 

3,081 
3,321 
3,507 
3,629 





11,500,400 
13,774, % 


15, 468,928 


The total amount in hand after ten years’ operations, and for which 
the British Government pays only 24 per cent interest, is £15,465 
or $75,145,690—a much larger sum than will be required for t! 


chane and thorough repair of all the telegraphic lines in the Unite 
States. 


In 1872 the same official, in renewing his recommendation for 
the establishment of postal savings banks, said: 


Post-office savings banks have been in operation in the United King 
dom since the 16th of September, 1861, and have steadily grown in 
popular confidence and favor. During the year 1871 the numer of 
depositors increased 120,000 and the amount of deposits nea! £2 
000,000. The total number of depositors is now 2,362,621, and t 
total sum standing to the credit of the euat-oeiee £17,303,815, 0 
$54,000,000, These figures show conclusively the utility of 
savings banks, and I renew my recommendation of last year ! 
establishment in this country. 


Again, in 1873, Mr. Cresswell, in language forceful and con- 
vincing, urged the adoption of this system, but as his argument 
was somewhat lengthy I will not incorporate it in my !* 
marks, 

In 1880 Postmaster-General Maynard, in indorsing his 
cessor, had this to say: 


One of my predecessors some years since recommended the incor 
poration into the Department of a system of postal savings. | iD 
ject has from time to time occupied the attention of Congre 
several years the system has been in operation in the United | 
of Great Britain and Ireland and in Canada. When in Lo: 
cently, Her Majesty’s postmaster-general kindly gave me faci 
observing the management of his department. I learned that t! 
savings system had been remarkably successful and had « 
grown in popular favor. As managed in that country, it is 
of some profit to the Government. 

In this country I incline to the belief that the system wo! 
advantages even greater than in a compact population like 
Great Britain. 

Wealth, public and private, consists largely of the savings 
duction over consumption, small in detail, but enormous in t! 
gate. In by far the larger portion of the United States the: 
savings depositories, and are not likely to be. To the people 
yarts the use of the post-office for this purpose would be a r 
t would be an additional advantage that deposits would be 
at any depository office in the United States, an important « 
tion with a people so migratory as ours. It is believed t! 
would interfere little with the business of the savings banks, ! 
absorb funds not now deposited in them. Nor would the pat! 
the Government be sensibly increased, since the system would 
ated by persons already th the public service, with no con 
addition to the number. Your attention and the attention 
gress is respectfully invited to it. 


nrede- 


Con 
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1881 Postmaster-General James said: 


early as 1871 a recommendation was made by one of my predeces- 
for the establishment of a system of savings depositories in con- 
1 with this Department, and in several subsequent annual reports 
commendation has been renewed. 
ember 18, 1873, “A bill to establish and maintain a national 
ngs depository as a branch of the Post-Office Department” was 
iuced in the House of Representatives by Hon. Horace Maynard, 
nnesseeo From time to time since that. date the measure has occu- 
the attention of Congress, and-many bills have been introduced, 
without securing definite action. 
ystem of post-office savings banks went into operation in Great 
in September 16, 1861. At-the close of its first complete year 
mber of open accounts was 178,495, and the amount standing 
credit of depositors was £1,698,221, being an average of £9 10s. 
each account. Since that time the institution has grown rapidly 
pular favor, and on the 31st,ef.Deeamber,,.1879, the number of 
tanding aecounts had risen to 1,988,477, and the amount of the 
of depositors to £32,012,134, an average of £16 1s. 119d. to each. 
nterest paid to depositors is only 24 per cent, a rate so low as 
ally to exclude the post-office savings banks from competition 
ther banking institutions, as the history of the rise and progress 
vings institutions in Great Britain has demonstrated, the object 
Government being to offer to the depositor security rather than 
» investment for his earnings, and to promote frugality, steady 
and consequent thrift among the laboring classes. 
predecessor, in his last annual report, said that in the larger por- 
the United States there are no savings depositories, and are not 
to be: and he expressed the opinion that, to the people of these 
ts. the use of the post-office for this purpose would be a real boon. 
I t would be an advantage to the patrons of the institution, that 
d tts would be available at any depository post-office in the country, 
nortant consideration with a people so migratory as ours.” 
‘expressed the belief that the system would interfere little with 
siness of the savings banks, but would rather absorb funds not 
! deposited in them, He thought that the patronage of the Govern- 
would not be sensibly increased, since the system would be con- 
by persons already in the public service, with no considerable 
n to their number. 
views I concur. It is my earnest conviction that a system 
description, if adopted, would inure more than almost any other 
mé f public importance to the benefit of the working people of the 
T d States, and I commend it to the favorable consideration of Con- 


ese 


Postmaster-General Howe repeated the recommendation in 

as did Postmaster-General Wanamaker in 1889, 1890, 1891, 

and 1892, and in 1897 Postmaster-General Gary, who had given 

haustive and most careful consideration to the subject, sub- 
mitted in his report unanswerable reasons why this beneficent 

n should be established. Had I the time at my command 

I would have these several reports read from the Clerk’s desk, 
is | regard them as most convincing and exhaustive. 

should be studied by everyone who wishes to enter into the 

matter fully. 

Vostmaster-General Meyer, in his annual report dated No- 
ber 30, 1907, made the following recommendation relative 
the establishment of postal savings banks throughout the 
ted States: 


Cr 


Ll 


I earnestly recommend the establishment of postal savings banks: 
First. In order to encourage among eur people economy and thrift. 
nd. In order to afford a place of deposit free from any possibility 
of doubt or suspicion for vast sums of money which might otherwise 
f irded and kept out of circulation through ignorance or lack of 


ver it may be, this money has lost its proper functions and the 
of the nation not only receives no benefit from it, but even 
perity of the country suffers and may be eventually destroyed. 
deposited in postal savings banks would be absolutely safe, as 
ernment would be back of it. 
than seven millions of immigrants landed in this country during 
tC ten years, and it has been demonstrated that in the aggregate 
imo sums of money have been hoarded or sent away by these peo- 
ple In many ‘instances it has been found that, for want of postal 
’ = banks, money orders are being bought, payable to the purchaser, 
6 “ Tor one year. 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1907, the Post-Office Depart- 


Durir 
74 to, Bazepeam countries alone in the form of money orders 
748.94. 


1.795 


troy 


" More 


/ money orders, averaging $41.29 each); $16,363,991.66 
stria-Hungary ; $11,582,028.54 to Great Britain, and $7,250,853.69 to 
uss Chis money, while it was accumulating, would naturally have 

I ed for safety in the postal savings banks. In fact, it has 
cen ght to my attention that money of the immigrants, on account 
fj ‘sessors being ignorant of our language and suspicious of our 
stitutions, is being sent home in order that it may be placed 
stal savings banks of their native countries. It is believed 
would not be the case, in many instances, if we had postal 
inks in the United States, 


a! amount of deposits in the savings banks of this country 





~ 


x ? O'0.0T8, 945, Of this amount, $1,394,296,034 is in the State of 
he ; $1,229,701,214 is in the New England States, $694,081,142 
cS osited in the State of Massachusetts; $282,508,956 is in the 
2 California; $159,174,012 1s in the State of Pennsylvania; 
.508 is In the State of Illinois; $135,370,436 is in the State 
id but $294,359,435 in the rest of the United States. 
mens ese figures it will be sean that 38 per cent is in New York 
hal per cent is in the New England States, about 19 per cent 
~ _ Massachusetts ; 7.66 r cent in California, 4 per cent in 
en ania, 5 per cenmt“In Illinois, nearly 4 per cent in Iowa, and 
it 7.98 per cent in all the remaining States. 
offi. s been computed that in the New England States the post- 
‘ ‘Tages Only about 15 miles from the savings bank, the dis- 
aah he Middle States averages 25 miles, in the Southern States 33 
; in the States west of the Rockies 55 miles. It is believed 
ir al savings banks would be a great accommodation and an 
tie © to the great mass of people who have not the proper facili- 


¢ their homes for placing their savings in safe-keeping. 


XLII—— 393 


They | 


Of this sum, $18,986,519.61 went to Italy (represent- | 
to | 
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From a study of the system which is working so satisfactorily in 
Canada it is believed that practically no additional clerk hire is re- 
quired in the various post-offices, the entries being made by the money- 
order clerk. That the postal savings bank business can be handled 
with safety is best attested by the results in Canada, where in thirty- 
nine years $465,000,000 have been received and disbursed, with a loss 
to the government of not more than $25,000. The total deposits in 
postal savings banks there at present aggregate $50,000,000. 

It is recommended that the Postmaster-General be given authority 
to designate all money-order post-offices, and such other post-offices 
as may be deemed necessary, to receive deposits of money for savings; 
deposits to be accepted in even dollars, with $1 as a minimum; post- 
masters to be required to receipt for such deposits in the pass books 


of the depositors and to make daily reports thereof to the Postmaster- 


General, who will acknowledge receipt of the deposits direct to the 
patrons; money deposited in the postal savings banks not to be lable 
to demand, seizure, or detention under legal processes against the de- 
positor. Withdrawals may be made at any time, subject to certain 
regulations, 

On deposits made in postal savings banks a rate of interest of 
yer cent per annum is suggested, the deposits to be limited to $500 
yy any one person; any individual in the United States 10 years old 
or more to be permitted to open an account in his own name and 
deposit to his credit an amount not in excess of $500. A child under 
10 years of age to have an account opened in his name by a parent 


or guardian, but withdrawals are not to be made until the child attains 
the age of 10. 

That the money deposited in the postal savings banks 
to the channels of trade, authority is asked to place it in 
banks which are Government depositories in the States 
money is deposited in the post-offices. In consultation with 


may return 
the national 
where the 
a pnumber 


| of presidents of national banks in various parts of the country I have 
| been assured that on special deposits of this character from the Post- 
He | 


Office Department they would allow a rate of interest of 24 per cent. 
As the Post-Office Department (Government) is a preferred creditor, 
| it would not demand collateral from the banks in the way of bonds. 


There would be the safeguard of having the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency report regularly on the standing of the banks that are used as 
depositories, and the double liability of the stockholders of the national 
banks would be an additional assurance of the security of the deposits. 
Thus the principal object of the savings banks would be to encourage 
habits of economy, not only among our own men and women, as well 
as children of 10 years of age or over, who live in places remote from 


any bank, but also to encourage the foreign settler to deposit his 
earnings in this country, because after he had accumulated a few hun- 
dred dollars he would not be content to receive merely 2 per cent In- 


terest, but would possibly seek to purchase a home, and the momenc 
he acquired real property here he would become a more conservative 
citizen, would be actively interested in the affairs of the nation, and, 
at the same time, would place himself and his dependents beyond the 
likelihood of becoming public charges. Should, however, his earnings 
remain in the postal savings banks the fact that he had an interest 
in the Government and something at stake would tend to make him 
a more desirable citizen. 

President Roosevelt, desirous of securing legislation which he 
deemed of the greatest importance to the working people and 
the business interests of the country, said in his annual message 
to Congress on the first Monday of December, 1907: 

POSTAL AFFAIRS. 

I commend to the favorable consideration of the Congress a 
savings bank system, as recommended by the Postmaster-General. The 
primary object is to encourage among our people economy and thrift, 
and by the use of postal savings banks to give them an opportunity 
to husband their resources, particularly those who have not the 
facilities at hand for depositing their money in savings banks. Viewed, 
however, from the experience of the past few weeks, it is evident that 
the advantages of such an institution are still more far-reaching. 
Timid depositors have withdrawn their savings for the time being 
from national banks, trust companies, and savings banks; individuals 


postal 


have hoarded their cash and the workingmen their earnings; all of 
which money has been withheld and kept in hiding or in the safe- 
deposit box, to the detriment of prosperity. Through the agency of the 


postal savings banks such money would be restored to the channels of 
to the mutual benefit of capital and labor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, believing, as I do, that the recommenda- 
tions of the President and Postmasters-General are sound and 
logical, it is difficult for me to understand why no action has 
been taken by Congress to adopt this scheme by providing by 
law for its application. It can not truthfully be said that the 
system if adopted will be unproductive of good results, for the 
benefits derived in every country where it exists have been 
great and lasting. Thrift, intelligent and earnest, has superseded 
ignorant waste. The people are rapidly becoming self-support- 
ing. Loyalty and patriotism have been stimulated and the na- 
tions adopting it have in no way become embarrassed or impaired. 

No one can deny that patriotism and thrift will be increased 
by a governmental assurance of protection of the earnings of 
the poor. No one will deny the fact that by the adoption of 
this system millions of people in those sections of our country 
where no safe banking facilities are afforded will be benefited 
almost beyond measure. No one can deny that it will put into 
circulation millions upon millions of money now secreted be- 
tween walls, under carpets, in stockings and belts, and in in- 
numerable other unsafe hiding places. No will contend 
that the depositors in these banks will be less interested in the 
welfare and prosperity of their Government than they now are. 
On the contrary, everybody must admit that the depositors will 
immediately become more directly interested in the success of 
every honorable undertaking by their Government, in the wel- 
fare of which they are now so deeply concerned. 

Mr. Speaker, this is no charity scheme, but a safe, sure, and 
sound business proposition, It is safe and sound because it has 


one 
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withstood, uninjured, panics and financial crises which have | which I have taken from the journal of the Canadian Bank: 
ruined many banks not enjoying the confidence of depositors | Association, published in 1897, and which gives the date of i: 
which Government protection alone can give to such institu- | tution in each country and shows the amount of business 4 
tions. Itis a business proposition, because it will afford a reserve | This table does not, I am sorry to say, show business don: 
which can be relied upon in times of financial disaster. | the postal savings banks of Russia, Japan, or the Hawa 

rhe establishment of these banks by England has been ex- | Islands, where banks of this character were then in operat 
tensively followed. I hold in my hand a tabular statement | The table is as follows: 

Post-office savings banks during year 1892. 


Withdrawals. 


Aver 


| Deposits. 
| Number of| , 


offices 
open. Number. Amount. 


Average 
amount. 


Number. | Amount. 


£ 
Austria, 1883_._- seciiattegeiiiliiananiitit J .f 1,452,644 2,581,875 
I I i cel ttt ial ‘ ? a 85 1,593 , 959 6,810,122 
TI Se 2,499, 329 15,523,524 
Hungary, 1886............. cae ital 3,895 526 ,532 758,173 
Italy, 1876 >_ 5s 2,196,095 8,457,178 
Sweden, 1884__..... 2,088 316,972 426,120 
The Netherlands, “a sbinieiiniaie a jaa , 235 617 ,835 1,280,815 
The United Kingdom, 1861_............___ Suiadindl sdideasianistiain oi 5 9,478,339 22,845,081 
British Guiana ! 5,558 | 12,493 
Canada, 1868 °__.. 148 ,868 1,541,777 
Cape of Good Hope, 1884 ¢ | 1f 68,047 848,971 
New South Wales, 1871..................- Soodhieaas : 5 278,578 1,630,197 
New Zealand, 1867 : 186 ,945 1,878,270 
Queensland... - | 95,054 865,879 
South Australia ‘ j 157,187 1,372,215 
Tasmania, 1882_... ae me satesdiaidddhealaeded 127 11,920 | 78,863 
Victoria, 1865 ®..__. . 370 197,753 | 1,269,278 


| 


£ £ 

513,469 2,20. ,325 4 
482,517 6,462,973 13 
1,082,296 11,780,878 10 
613,152 ‘ 

8,047,461 | 

280,320 

230,538 1,089,383 x 
3,335,068 20,346,217 6 
3,443 9,868 2 
73,361 1,326,315 18 
23,808 678 , 882 28 
156,157 1,511,255 9 
120,628 1,821 ,348 15 
58 ,608 878 , 804 14 
116,836 1,349,366 11 
6,813 79, 263 11 
120,889 1,255, 401 10 
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| Open at At end Average =— 
Opened. . end of of amount due 


year. year. per account. 


Accounts. Proportion to 1,000 population. 


Amount | Open ac- 
due. counts. 
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Austria, 1883 : 159,514 | 913,447 
Belgium, 1870 156, 406 | 86,583 864,290 
France, 1088... 0. -c.scecccececwesencocmaneusesecouce 486 , 737 246,808 | 1,973,608 
Hungary, 1886 75,501 52,921 211,330 
Italy, 1876 ® 29,263 | 143,229 | 2,312,323 
Sweden, 18 45,417 16,658 300,299 
The Netherlands, 1881 61, 257 21,880 358,483 
The United Kingdom, 1861 | 1,036,622 702,701 | 5,452,315 
British Guiana 1,359 776 2,255 
Canada, 1868 ¢ 29,502 26,032 
Cape of Good Hope, 1884 ¢ 9,880 | 5,805 
New South Wales, 1871 39,721 $2,573 

26, 282 | 18,171 
I i sicoscsttcseinanciencetlpttctcit 15,762 | 14,928 
South Australia © 9,388 6,638 
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¢In addition to 785 post-offices the bank has other agencies. °For year ended June 80, 1893. 
*For year ended December 31, 1891. 4For year ended June 30, 1892. 


The following is a statement showing the amount of business done by the post-office savings bank, Canada, year by year, 
from April 1 to June 30, 1896: 








Cost of maintaining the post-office savings bank. Total 


Number of amount Average 


Gepositors’ Number /Total expenses standing to| amount 
amount | Number | accounts | Number | “Grae. | of manage- Average | Percentage theeredit of | standing 
of each ofac- | transferred of ac- | counts | ment, includ- cost Oo of cost all open ac- | to credit 

ith counts |from Domin-| counts | pomaining| ing salaries, |°8¢2 &8n8-| of man- Interest | counts. in- | of each 

Pa A opened | ion Govern-| closed open = | compensation |*tion, viz,| aooment | _ Losses allowed | ‘cusive of open 
during during | ment Say-| during close of | to postmas- | .°f 82 | ¢o balance| SUStained. ae interest account 
period. period. | ings Bank period. | ters, inspec- | 2PSit OF | ne to de- PosItOrs. | allowed, at | at close 
tion, printing, of" positors. close of of period. 


period. 


$97.33 
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130.4 
145.9 
147.04 
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.83 10,846 12,242. 
91 11,995 sy 23 ,52 15,098.7: 
.04 12,048 { 14,442. 
2.88 10,516 |__. wif ¢ 12,539. 
ll 10,218 fc 14,662.14 
.49 8,971 9,315 24,074 15,149.13 
.65 10,058 f 25,535 15, 266 .08 
.07 10,755 27,445 16,100.03 
.89 14,407 31 ,365 19,134.14 
3.56 18,731 39,605 23,223.99 
5,53 25,778 51, 463 29,245.68 
5D 27,127 | f 61,059 $1,180.03 
84 26 , 562 * 66 , 682 34,168.95 
01 27,501 ’ a 73,322 $5,751.23 
.40 29,1038 556 80,870 41,358.11 
62 31,874 585 90,159 43 ,661.25 
.05 87,515 { 101 , 693 44,348.93 
9.06 88,049 113,123 61,954.46 
5.12 | $2,127 6 33, 4 112,821 61,132.07 
92.67 29,791 32, 111,230 60,193.65 
3.44 28,943 29,368 110,805 57,661.49 
.39 29,502 26,082 114,275 57,443.24 
7.98 | 29,116 27,033 117,020 56,611.98 
5.41 | 27,998 26,037 120,628 67,116.82 
‘91 | 80,100 | 5 26,245 | 126, 442 68,340.29 
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® These losses were the result of frauds committed at post-offices. ; 
MAVINGS BANK BRANCH, Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, OrTawa, July, 1896. Davip Matueson, Superintendc” 
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- a A | Amount of de- 
Number 0 | . |} positors’ ac- 
post-office Total amount er | counts trans- | Number of . ; 
Period savings | deposits re- | of deposits re- snemtet | ferred from | withdrawals| Total —— 
we banks at |ceived during| ceived during | °°. Sq anr.| Dominion Gov- | during he en a 
close of period. period. ine aa i, |ernment savings| _ period. Guring petie. 
period. | #28 period. | bank during 
| period. 
| 
months ended June 30,1868_................--.--.----- 81 3,247 | $212,507 | ae 166 | $8,857.48 
ded June 30— 
213 16,653 a a | ae 4,787 96 35 
226 24,994 O° a ") (res 9,478 | (it I 
230 33,256 ee. a esmans 15,148 | 1,093, 438.86 
235 39,489 2,261,631 | ie ee 20,154 | 1, 778,565.19 
239 44,413 2,306,918 | ‘ See 23 800 | , 823 , 209.32 
266 45,329 2,340,284 | ciaanndiiancaies 25,814 | », 468 643.42 
268 42,508 1,942,346 as >. O54 | 241. 979.04 
279 38,647 ee” OBIE i cccaeenen “ 24,152 | 2 021,457.97 
287 36,126 1,521,000 ie +2 484 1, 726,082.98 
295 40,097 Bee 0—0Cté(“‘i‘“é‘ RR En nc 91.914 1.713,658.73 
297 43,349 Seen * | GABE Biwccscas care 23,226 | 1,733, 448,79 
297 56,081 Sa BB Vicecccewceee = 26,716 | 2,015,813.16 
304 71,747 4,175,042 | Fiat de eee oe 28,510 | > 
308 97,380 6,435,989 | 66.00 }........._-. 25,859 | 3, 
330 109, 489 6,826,266} 62.385 |__..__.- 5,253 | ‘ 
843 109,388 | 6,441,439 ee 56,026 | 
$55 116,576 | 7,008,450} = = 60,89 |....--.--- 59,714 5, 
$92 126, 322 7,64: lat c 62,205 | 6 
415 143 8,3 iene ; ad 65 , 85: 6, 
433 155,978 7 $217,385.10 78,229 | 7, 
463 166,235 | 7,926,634 | 1,085.979.72 | 84.572 | "7" 55 
404 154 ,678 | 6,599,896 7 | 167,501.53 | 90,151 | 8,57 a 
634 147,672 6,500,372 389, 169.28 84,953 7,875 ,977.57 
642 145,423 7,056,002 | 77.281 7, 230,839.14 
673 148, 368 7,708 888 : 73,361 ( 1,578.97 
699 145,960 7,524, 286 | 218, 173.60 84,941 | 7,473,585. 46 
731 143,685 | 7,488,028 | 198 , S89, 23 85,588 | 7,310, 201 .§ 
755 | 155,398 8,138,947 449,931.61 87,221 | 7, 406,066.13 








By > a glance at these tables anyone can see that postal savings 
banks are wise, beneficent, and profitable institutions. They | 
ni - only inculcate ideas of thrift and economy among the | 
poorer classes, but yield to the governments adopting them | 


handsome profits. Their only aggressive opponents are found 
among private banks that are similarly engaged. Very few | 
newspapers oppose their adoption, and wage-earners, men en- | 
ived in agricultural pursuits, and 95 per cent of. all other 
classes of citizens earnestly favor them. Even bank associations 
in our larger cities interpose no objection to these governmental 
depositories. They look upon them as a means through which 
ordinary banking may be made to yield greater profit. 

Bank presidents know that in no way could they secure for | 
their individual banks the aggregate sum of such small deposits 
as would be drawn from their immediate localities by the 
postal savings banks system. They do not enjoy any appre- | 
ciable part of it now, notwithstanding the high rate of interest 
they offer. They know, however, that the country at large 
would receive the benefit of the circulation of such deposits 
if they could be attracted to and disbursed from some central 
depository, and that the benefits ordinary banks would derive 


from such a vast cireulation of money would increase their 
business far beyond the present limits. They know that 


these depositories would aid rather than hinder their business, 
because the low rate of interest paid by the Government would 
render them unable to compete for business such as savings 
banks proper now enjoy. This for years has been the experi- 
ence of countries where postal savings banks are in operation. 
lor the information of those persons who contend, however, 
that the adoption by the Government of these banks would 
hecessarily interfere with banks of a private nature, I want to | 
inform them that the business of private banks in foreign 
‘ounty in those 


intries has steadily increased, and that the deposits 
banks have multiplied wondrously since their adoption. 

The postal savings banks and the private savings banks do 
hot serve or benefit the same class of customers. Private 
banks depend largely upon depositors of considerable means, 
Wille postal savings banks number their depositors among the 
poorer classes, such as clerks, miners, laborers, and so forth. 

lt is interesting to note, Mr. Speaker, that deposits in foreign 
aa 5 depositories are exceedingly small. In 1895, in Austria, 
$1 per cent were for 20 cents, 23 per cent between 20 cents and 
’ Canada, 37 per cent were below $10, and in the Nether- 
“ncs 45 per cent were less than $4. 

It ost cases the accounts are comparatively 


small. In 





+ eum GO per cent are less than $20; in France, 36 per cent 

vay ictoria, 45 per eent $5. 

,_. ‘8 also a most interesting and significant fact that a very | 

re per cent of these depositors are minor children. In 

io 7 ps 54 per cent of the depositors were under 20 
Are t! 


priv: le above figures calculated to frighten men engaged in 
‘vale banking enterprises? I undertake to say that not 5 per 
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cent of all the money deposited in postal savings banks would 
ever have been placed for safe-keeping in private banking insti- 
tutions. Such institutions could not have supplied the means 
for its collection. Even our great national banks, aided as they 
are by the Government, have not been able to supply the con- 
veniences made necessary by the growth of our country, while 
the smallest hamlet in countries where this system been 


has 


| adopted is afforded the same facilities depositors in large cities 


enjoy: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if by proper legislation some means could 
be secured whereby savings depositories could be established 
for the people of the country who do not now enjoy adequate 
means for the deposit and safe-keeping of their earnings. I 
believe a spirit of patriotism would be engendered such as noth- 
ing short of an attack by a foreign enemy upon our flag could 
produce. Not only would patriotism be engendered, but the 
vast sums of money which would surely flow into Government 
depositories would insure the nation against panics, bard times, 
and financial crises. 

I have no patience with those easily excited financiers who 
contend that suitable investments could not be found for such 
a vast amount of money. Splendid investments, which would 
for years afford ample security, present themselves on every 
hand. The public debt; Government bonds, a sale of which 
has been made necessary on account of the building of the 
*anama Canal; municipal bonds and State bonds are some in- 
vestments which, when approved by the Government, are avail- 
able, safe, and sound. 

Since money is being procured by the issuance of bonds for 
the completion of the canal, why not let the people purchase 
the bonds? They need the interest money much more than it 
is needed in Wall street. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 311) introduced by myself, and 
which is now before the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, will, I believe, if enacted into law, provide the means 
necessary for putting this commendable scheme into operation, 
and I most respectfully recommend it to the favorable consid- 
eration of the House. It is as follows: 

A bill to establish a postal 


the conduct and regulation of the same 
DEN and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 


savings bank system and to provide for 
Introduced by Mr. Map 
and Post-Roads. 


IN CONTROL OF THE 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to make the Post-Office Department 
available for the protection of small savings, with the pledge of the 
National Government for the due repayment of the same, there is 
savings bank system, with a central bank 
and branch banks, under the direction and supervision of the lost 
master-General. There shall be established at the seat of Govern 
ment, as a branch of the VPost-Office Department, a chief office, to be 
known as the “central bank.’’ And the Postmaster-General is hereby 
authorized to designate such money-order post-offices as he may select 
for that purpose as branch postal savings banks, to receive small de 
posits and repay the same, subject to regulations made by him in 
conformity with the provisions of this act. ‘The system provided for 
in this act shall be known as the “ postal savings bank system,” and 
the moneys received by, transferred to, or in any way appertaining to 


POST MASTER-GENERAL. 


6276 


bank as “ postal savings funds,’ 
taken to be public moneys, and 
ited States, 


sald ’ which moneys shall be deemed 


moneys in the Treasury of the 


DEPOSITORS 
any pe 
may 


AND LIMIT OF DEPOSITS. 

; son may become a depositor under this act. 
arried women make deposits, and control the same as if they 

male adult Hiolders of trust funds may deposit the same as 
No a it for a less amount than $1 shall be received, and 
han $1 shall be in multiples of $1. The de- 
sits of individual, provided for in this act, shall not exceed 
$300 in an ne year, and when the amount of deposits standing to 
the credit a depositor shall exceed $1,000, no interest shall accrue 
on the in excess of said $1,000. 

RECORD OF DEPOSITS. 


3. That every deposit received by any postmaster designated 
for that purpose shall be entered by him at the time in the depositor’s 
book, and the entry shall be attested by the postmaster and by the 
dated stamp of his oflice; and the amount of such deposit shall, upon 
the day of such receipt, be reported by such postmaster to the Post- 
master-General, and the acknowledgment of the Postmaster-General 

the officer whom he shall designate for that purpose shall 


Sec. 2. That 


dep« its of I 
? 


Spc 


Lbe 


signified by 


be forthwith transmitted to the depositor, and it shall be the duty of 
every depositor to see that he receives such acknowledgment. If hé 
does not receive the acknowledgment within twenty days of the time 
of making his deposit with the postmaster, it shall be the duty of the 
depositor to notify the Postmaster-General of such fact and to demand 
from the Postmaster-General the acknowledgment due him. 

POSTAL SAVINGS STAMPS. 


Src. 4. That the Postmaster-General shall furnish and keep for sale 
at branch postal savings bank offices adhesive savings stamps of the 
denominations of 5 cents and 10 cents, to be known as “ postal savings 
Stamps,” and shall also furnish for the use of purchasers of such 
stamps cards upon which stamps when sold shall be affixed, said cards 
to be known as “postal savings cards.” Postal savings cards with 
stamps affixed to the amount of $1 shall be received by postmasters 
as deposits of $1. The Postmaster-General shall provide, by regulation, 
for the redemption and cancellation of postal savings stamps of $1 or 
less in amount when properly affixed to postal savings cards. In no 
case shall ordinary postage stamps be used as postal savings stamps. 
REPAYMENT OF DEPOSITS. 


Sec. 5. That on demand of a depositor or person legally authorized 
to claim on account of a depositor, made in such form as prescribed 
for repayment of deposits or any part thereof, the authority of the 
Postmaster-General for such repayment shall be transmitted to the 
depositor forthwith; and the depositor shall be absolutely entitled to 
receive such sum with the least possible delay after making demand at 
the post-office. 
INTEREST ON DEPOSITS. 
That interest shall be paid on deposits at the rate of 2 per 
annum, which said interest shall begin the first day of the 
calendar month following the date of deposit, and shall cease on the 
last day of the calendar month preceding the date of withdrawal. In- 
terest accrued shall be added to principal on the 30th day of June of 
each year. No interest shall be computed on any fractional part of a 
dollar standing to the credit of a depositor. 
PXAMINATION OF PASS BOOKS. 


Sec. 7. That every depositor shall forward his pass book to the Post- 
master-General in an envelope which will be furnished him at the post- 
office for that purpose, once in each year, namely, on the anniversary 
of the day on which his first deposit was made, for examination and 
for entry of interest standing to his credit. 

DEPOSIT OF FUNDS. 

Sec. 8. That the Postmaster-General shall cause to be deposited with 
the Treasurer of the United States, or with an assistant treasurer 
of the United States, or with a national bank designated as a depository 
of public moneys under the provisions of section 5153, Revised Statutes, 
or with such post-oflices of the first and second classes as he may have 
designated as depositories of postal savings funds to the credit of said 
Treasurer, all postal savings funds, except money necessarily held in 
reserve to pay withdrawals and to meet the current expenses of the 
business; and the said Treasurer shall cause an account to be opened 
with the Postmaster-General to be called the “ Postal savings bank 
account,” upon which shall be credited all funds received from or on 
account of said bank; and sums transferred to postmasters by draft 
of the Postmaster-General upon said Treasurer, to meet the with- 
drawal demands of depositors or the current expenses of the business, 
shall be charged to said account; and at the close of each calendar 
month the Secretary of the Treasury shall transmit to the Postmaster- 
General a summary of said account for such month and of all trans- 
actions by his Department under the operation of this act. 

INVESTMENT OF FUNDS. 

Suc. 9. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
invest in interest-bearing bonds of the United States, or in bonds the 
principal and interest of which is guaranteed by the United States, 
funds arising from the operation of this act in excess of what shall 
be deemed by the Postmaster-General necessary to keep on hand as 
reserve for redemption purposes and for expenses of administering this 
act Whenever it may be found impracticable to secure United States 

the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, invest such 
funds in State bonds and in the bonds of municipalities and counties 
in the United States, subject to the restrictions hereinafter provided : 
STATE GUARANTY OF BONDS. 

first. The Sec retary of the Treasury may invest such funds in State 
bonds and in the bonds of municipalities and counties guaranteed by 
the State in which such municipalities and counties are located. If, 
for any reason, any State shall fail to make payment of principal or 
interest on bonds in which postal savings bank funds are invested, or 
shall fail to make good its guaranty of municipal or county bonds, the 
Postmaster-General shail refuse to receive deposits at branch postal 
savings banks within that State, and shall also refuse to pay interest 
on deposits standing to the credit of depositors at savings bank offices 
within that State accruing from and after the date he shall have set for 


refusal to accept any further deposits at branch postal savings banks in 
said State, 


Sec. 6. 
cent per 


bonds 


BONDS APPROVED BY A COMMISSION. 

Second. Without such State guaranty, the Gemepaey of the Treas- 
ury may, in his discretion, Invest said funds in the bonds of munic- 
ipalities having not less than 20,000 inhabitants, according to the 
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last preceding decennial census of the United States, or in the x 
of counties having not less than 40,000 inhabitants, according to 
last preceding decennial census: Provided, That the total bonded 
debtedness of such municipalities or counties in whose bonds i: 
ment is made is not in excess of 5 per cent of the taxable val: 
in such municipalities or counties: Provided further, That in all 
of investment in municipal or county bonds, without State gua 
the bonds in which investment is made shall be approved by a 
mission composed of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Postm 
General, and the Attorney-General as safe and secure investments. 


LIMIT OF INVESTMENT. 


Third. Provided further, That in no case shall the 
in State bonds, and the bonds of municipalities and 
State, exceed twice the amount of deposits standing 
depositors in that State. 


amount inv: 
counties of 
to the credi 


GUARDING NAMES OF DEPOSITORS. 


Sec. 10. That the postmasters and other officers, engaged in 
receipt or repayments of deposits, shall not disclose the name of 
depositor or the amount of his deposit or withdrawal, except t 
Postmaster-General, or to such of his officers as are appointed to : 
in carrying into operation the provisions of this act. 


NOT LIABLE TO SEIZURE. 


Sec. 11. That no sum of money deposited under this act shal! 
any time, be liable to demand, seizure, or detention under any 
process against the depositor. Doe and pass books shall n 
transferable. Money deposited under this act shall not be sub; 
taxation by the United States or by any State. 

POSTMASTER’S BOND. 

Sec. 12. That the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, re 
an additional bond of any postmaster whose office is designated 
branch postal savings bank office. 


ADMINISTRATION OF THE ACT. 


Sec. 18. That the Postmaster-General and the Secretary of 
Treasury, respectively, shall designate such officers and subdivisions 
of their Departments to take charge of business in connection with 
the postal savings bank as may be necessary. If the business of the 
postal savings bank shall require it, the Postmaster-General may a 
point, subject to provisions of existing law, a “ general superintendent 
of the postal savings bank,’ whose compensation shall be the same 
as that of the superintendent of the money-order system; and when 
ever the business of said bank may require their services, he may ¢ 
point any additional assistance necessary. Likewise the Secretary of 
the Treasury may, when in his opinion necessary for the keeping and 
settling of accounts of the — savings bank, appoint in the office 
of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department the requisite clerks, and 
to provide for the compensation of said superintendent, clerks, etc 
for the fiscal year, the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money not otherwise 
appropriated. The Postmaster-General may provide for such clerical 
service in branch postal savings banks at post-offices of the first 
second classes as may be necessary, in accordance with the provisions 
of existing laws applicable to the money-order system. At post-offl 
of the third and fourth classes, the compensation for work in conne 
tion with the savings-bank service may be such as the Postmaster 
General shall, by general regulation, determine. The Postmaster-(ie1 
eral shall cause to be paid out of the proceeds of the postal savings 
bank business the expenses of administration, including the cost of 
books, blanks, stationery, stamps, and prnine, The provisions of the 
act regarding blanks, blank books, and printed matter of the money 
order service shall apply in carrying out the provisions of this act 
For the preliminary expense of putting this act into operation and 
for meeting any deficit that may arise during the first year, the sum 
of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


MAKING RULES AND REGULATIONS, 


Sec. 14. That the Postmaster-General shall make the necessar) 
and regulations for carrying into effect this act, including reg 
regarding deposits by children under the age of 12 years and b 
tees, and the final disposition of deposits of deceased person 
such regulations shall be binding on all persons to the same exte: 
if they formed a part of this act; and the Postmaster-Genera 
from time to time, as may be found necessary to secure the |! 
ministration of this act, change such regulations; and the Post: 
General shall transmit to Congress on the first day of each si 
copy of all regulations made and in force and of all changes mace 
sequent to his last report, and the reason for such changes. 


MONTHLY AND ANNUAL REPORTS. 


Sec. 15. That the Postmaster-General shall, as soon as pract! 
after the close of each month, make a report of all moneys receiv: 
paid during such month and the total amount of deposits at 
of such month, and such report shall be given publicity as so 
the close of the month as is practicable. The Postmaster- 
shall make an annual report showing the amount of deposits © 
the amount repaid to depositors, and the total amount due d 
for each year ending June 30; also of all expenses incurred : 
other particulars and recommendations as he shall deem pn 
Such annual report shall be transmitted to Congress upon the |! 
of each regular session. 


PUNISHMENT FOR CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS. 


Sec. 16. That all statutes and parts of statutes now in ex 
which may hereafter be enacted, defining crimes and misdem: 
the postal service, whether as burglary, larceny, embezzlement, 
counterfeiting, or misappropriation of funds, postal, money 
otherwise, and rosa punishment therefor, be, and the 
hereby, extended and in all respects made applicable to th: 
sion of and punishment therefor of all such crimes and misd 
in connection with the postal savings bank system or in « 
with postal savings funds or any funds that may arise or be 
under the provisions of this act. 


PUTTING ACT INTO EFFECT. 

Sec. 17. This act shall take effect and the system herein 
for shall go into operation at such time, within six months 
passage, as the Postmaster-General shall designate. 

Mr, VREELAND. I now yield five minutes to the ge.' 
from Illinois [Mr. McKinney]. 


the 











cKINNEY. 

! _ er there was no subject being so seriously considered 

\{merican people as that of currency legislation. From 

the country came the demand for remedial legislation 

d prevent the recurrence of the troubles which beset 

ll. The cry was not from the bankers alone, but from 

icturers, the merchants, the farmers, and the men 

il ae labor with their hands is their only capital. 

affected by the financial depression, and all were eager 

< oa desirous that it should come as soon as possible. 

demand made of Congress was for action—for action 

this session, and not, as has been argued by the gentle- 

m Connecticut [Mr. Hitz] and the gentleman from New 

r. Fow.er], that it would be time enough to ore 

ot at the coming session, through the operation of : 

n, as there was no impending danger threatening the 

I have always admired the temerity, but not the 

. of the weather prognosticators who predict twelve 

head just what weather conditions will be each day 
oming year. 

demand action now, that we may not be subjected 


Mr. Speaker, when this Congress convened 


to 





»\? 
pie 


a the coming autumn to other troubles which legislation 
it this session would prevent. I feel that I am war- 


! | in saying that I have received more letters from 
ts and others throughout the country relating to the 

of currency legislation than upon any other during 

n. The le tters earnestly advocated immediate action 

by Congress and set forth the needs of such prompt considera- 

t ro each of ies communications I have replied that I 

d with the writer as to the importance of present action 

| that, so far as I was able, 

it. I meant what I said when I wrote those letters, and I 

fayor the enactment of a currency bill at this session, provided 
it promises to be remedial. 

nt Roosevelt fully appreciates the necessity for imme- 

liate action and emphasized the need by referring to the sub- 

in several of his messages to Congress during the months 

» been in session. In his message at the beginning of 

ssion he used the following words, referring in his first 
» to his message of the previous year: 

again urge on the Congress the need of immediate attention to this 

matter, We need a greater elasticity in our currency, provided, of 

», that we recognize the even greater need of a safe and secure 
y There must aeage be the most rigid examination by the 

thorities. Provision should be made for an emergency cur- 

» emergency issue should, of course, be made with an effect- 

ranty and upon conditions carefully prescribed by the Gov- 

Such emergency issue must be based on adequate securities 
oved by the Government, and must be issued under a heavy tax. 

yould permit currency being issued when the demand for it was 
urgent, while securing its retirement as the demand fell off 

In his special message of March 25 the President says: 

The question of financial legislation {s now receiving such attention 
oth Houses that we have a right to expect action before the close of 
session. It is urgently necessary that there should be such action. 

Again, in the special message of April 27 the President uses 

these words: 

Ap pare ently there is good ground to hope that financial legislation will 

ted providing for temporary measures for meeting any trouble 

that may arise in the next year or two, and for a commission of experts 
who shall thoroughly Investigate the whole matter, both here and in 


the great commercial countries abroad, so as to be able to recommend 
regisiation n whieh will put our financial system on an efficient and per- 
I t 


So the le people had a right to expect that a Republican Con- 
gress would enact legislation upon this very important subject 
along the lines of their demand. 

\s a member of the Banking and Currency Committee of the 


my 






in 
the 


be 





House, I wish to corroborate what has just been stated by the 
gentleman from New Jersey, the chairman of the committee 
Mr. Fowrer}]. He said: 
; No mittee in this House has worked harder during this session 
a currency measure. 
4 = view of the barrenness of results, he should have added, 
Nor argu “l more extensively nor talked longer than our com- 
mittee, but we have accomplished nothing.” 
rom then, under such circumstances, I do not feel insulted 
as : ‘mber of the Banking and Currency Committee when, 
ul ‘the rule just adopted by this House and for which I 
Wwted, this bill is taken out of the hands of our committee and | 
Wi J receive attention and consideration from the Members | 
f the House which it could not otherwise have secured. 
an im for the Vreeland bill; not that it is a perfect bill, not 
= it it can not be improved upon, and perhaps will be improved 
ene coming session, but because I believe it will afford 
t} curing the time that will intervene between the end of | 
— on and the beginning of the next one. 
4 Th present abundance of money offers no excuse for failure | 
’ Provide for a possible emerge ncy. While there are no signs 








I would assist in bringing it | 
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of trouble ahead, a cloud sometimes appears in a clear sky, 
and it is a wise man who prepares in advance for the day of 
trial. The New York banks now hold about $64,000,000 in 
surplus reserve. The great volume of money now ted 
there may, and probably will, be dispersed as rapidly as it was 
accumulated, when crop-moving time arrives, and then ly 
come great need of the help this measure wou td: ifford., 

In taking up the subject of currency legislation we were as- 
sured of two things, namely, Democratic opposition and fail- 
ure to please all Republicans in every clause of the bill. The 
history of all legislation is a , ses and con- 
cessions, and if we were to ren 1 the wish of 
every Republican was fully complie l’s trumpet 


would find us still at an uncomp 





As you all know, I introduces the beginning 
of this session which was lar; y the business 
interests of the country, and that would, in my opinion, if 
adopted, have safeguarded alike the interests of the banker, 
the business man, and the wage-earner. Other measures of 
more or less merit have been introduced and all have had 
their supporters. But when the Republican Members of the 


House, in conference assembled, by a large majority indorsed 
the plan set forth in the Vreeland bill, I have felt justified in 
supporting it myself, because it is the only feasible and work- 
able measure that now has a show of adoption at this session. 

The provisions of the Vreeland bill as regards the safety of 
the bank notes issued under it 


are, as a leading business man 

recently told me, “ridiculously strong.” There is absolutely 
no possibility of loss on any of its issues. 

It is essentially an emergency measure, and will only be 


called into operation in case of need. 
notes secured by Government bonds, as they may be expanded 
and contracted to a limited degree, will be relied upon for 
our currency supply. Such notes have carried us safely for 
forty-five years without the loss of a dollar on any note issued. 
The emergency currency now being provided for will afford a 
supplemental assistance which, in times of crises or currency 
shortage, may safely be relied upon for additional relief. 

As a chain is no stronger than its weakest link, so a law must 
be carefully scrutinized to See that all 


Ordinarily, national-bank 


its parts measure up 
to the standard that is expected of it. So the Vreeland bill 
must be studied. And, in my opinion, the more the bill is 


studied the better will be the impression gained of it. 
It is not my purpose to go into an exhaustive review of the 


measure. Currency legislation has been so long before this 
Congress, and there has been so much debate upon it, that 


every Member is well informed upon the subject. However, 
you will pardon me if I call particular attention to some of the 
more important features. 

During the flurry last fall the clearing-house plan for an 
emergency currency was put into operation in most of the finan- 
cial and manufacturing centers of the country. How well the 
plan worked in actual practice is shown by the success that was 
had in meeting the sudden crisis that came upon us. Not a 
dollar of the clearing-house money issued in any city was re 
pudiated, and when the crisis was passed it was quickly with- 
drawn from circulation. 

The Vreeland bill legalizes what is called “national clearing 
houses,” and defines the scope of their operation. The associa- 
tions provided for in the Vreeland bill are under governmental 
supervision, and are hedged about with regulations that add 
to their strength and to uniformity of action. Behind every 
dollar that may be issued will be solid, substantial security, and 
in addition thereto, a reserve against notes in circulation and 


the joint and several guaranty of every bank in the proposed 
clearing-house association. 
Not less than ten banks, all in contiguous territory, with an 


aggregate capital and surplus of not less 
form such an association. The association 
bank belonging to it can at any time 


than $5,000,000 can 
being formed, any 
secure additional circula- 


tion by depositing with the clearing-house association securi- 
ties, including commercial paper that may be approved by the 


association, which national-bank notes 


anu 


Ss 


upon to amount not 


such urities may 


be issued. Before the bank can take out additional circu- 


lation it must have circulating notes outstanding, secured by 
the deposit of Government bonds, to an amount not less than 
40 per cent of its capital stock, and must ha ts capital and a 
surplus of not less than 20 per cent unimpaired Not more 
than the amount of the unimpaired capital and surplus of any 
| bank can be taken out in notes, and this includes the Government 


bond-secured issue. 

Each and every bank in an ‘lation 
assets to the United States for every 
currency issued by its clearing-house association. 


} 


in all 
the emerge! 


its 
icy 


liable 
dollar of 


assoc is 
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Again, the bill provides that all the States shall have their 
proportionate share of the $500,000,000 which is made the limit 
of the This provision does away with any claim that 
the bill favors one section above another. 

A permanent “ inflation,” so-called, is not possible under this 
bill, for the high tax on such emergency circulation will insure 
its retirement at the earliest date possible. 
an issue is 4 per cent for the first two months, and an addi- 
tional tax of 1 per cent per month is added until 10 per cent is 
reached, which rate shall continue until the notes are redeemed. 
With circulation secured at such a cost, no bank will keep its 
notes outstanding a day longer than the emergency requires. 

If there is ever to be any issue of currency in the United 


issue. 


States other than that founded on Government bonds, it would | 


be hard to provide a plan that would make such currency safer 
than under the Vreeland bill. Unusual safeguards have been 
thrown around the proposed currency at every stage. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has absolute control of the organiza- 
tion and operation of the clearing-house associations and has 
discretionary power over the securities accepted for note issues, 


Only safe and sound banks can have a place in such associa- | mode of relief from conditions normally liable to come, and { 


tions, for the bankers themselves will see to that, as they are 
all liable to the fullest degree for the notes issued within their 
association. 
ties to back up the issue of the notes, they must be gilt-édged 


securities or promissory notes about which there is not the | 


slightest question, or else they will be dropped from considera- 
tion on account of the general liability involved. 

The bill also provides for the maintenance of a _ reserve 
against note issues of the same general proportions as that now 
required under the national banking laws to secure deposits. 
This provision adds great additional protection to note holders. 
In fact, with the other requirements, it will make the issues 
under this measure absolutely and permanently good. 

In no way can the security of the depositor be disturbed by 


time of stringency. 

The Vreeland bill is intended to meet the requirements of 
_the people for a measure that will add elasticity to our cur- 
rency system in a way that is absolutely safe, and yet that can 
be put into operation without disturbing the present system 


and be instantly available should a crisis arise without warn- | 


ing. Its provisions have been carefully studied by Treasury 
officials and others capable of judging of the merits or demerits 
of a financial proposition. 

Provision is also made for a commission to study the intricate 
subject of currency. 
large as to be unwieldy. but large enough so that the senti- 
ment of all sections of the country can be reflected by its mem- 
bership. 
mediately and be ready with a plan of currency reform by 
January 1, 1909. This is as it should be, for I believe the com- 
mission should begin work at once and in earnest in order to 
develop a permanent measure that will meet the financial con- 
ditions of the country, which have changed and outgrown cur- 
rency provisions which were adequate when the present sys- 
tem was originally put in force. 

The integrity of our currency must 
Crsar’s wife, it must be above suspicion. 
its value has never been questioned. It must 
in the future. I believe the Vreeland bill insures the safety 
of every dollar issued under its provisions, and also that it 
insures the Government from loss in its redemption. 
as surely protects the depositor by keeping the banks open 
when a crisis comes. 
sense fiat money any more than are the notes issued under the 
present system. 

While financial difficulties are not likely to recur in the near 
future, there is no man in this country wise enough to be abso- 
lutely certain that currency shortage may not come during the 
recess of Congress. It 
campaign year a feeling of uncertainty and unrest exists in 
the country. If this bill is passed it will afford adequate relief 
should an emergency arise. If trouble does not come no harm 
has been done. I do not believe it will be called upon, 
if the country has nothing to look to for relief, that 


be protected. Like 
Under existing laws 


very 


fact might lead to a continuation of disturbed conditions, which | available securities each bank—a member of the asso 


| has and is willing to pledge to get a possible 75 per 


would, at least, tend to retard the return to normal business 
conditions. 


Realizing the need of immediate legislation along the lines 


urged by the President and the leaders of the House and Sen- | 


ate, and being well satisfied that the measure under discussion 
is safe, and that it will meet any emergency that may arise, 


|say I am anxious to pass some sort of financial legislati 


| prefer legislation to prevent a recurrence of such conditions. 


| this end, on December 3, 1906, ten months before the October 


| (1907) panic came, I introduced here a bill to authorize credit 
Then when it comes to the approval of the securi- | notes, safely secured by bonds, to be issued by all national 


It does not contemplate a commission so | 


It provides that the commission shall go to work im- 





| principles. 


not be doubted | 


It just | 


The currency provided for is in no | 


is well known that during a national | 


but | 





| transactions as to endanger its solvency, or at least to 
I trust the House will promptly pass it, and thus demonstrate | 


again to the people that the Republican party is the constrict. 
ive party, and that it may be depended upon, as the party of 
action, to act speedily in the interests of the people as often 
as the necessity for so doing may come. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of tho 


| gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wrmu1aMs], I yield twenty 
The tax on such | 


minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer]. 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I hope to be able to review iy. 
passionately the bill under consideration. But, first, I wis! 


to 
to 


give relief to the whole country. I do not want to enact, in the 


| hame of currency legislation, a law that will destroy or tend to 


destroy what business prosperity we now enjoy with its growing 
and encouraging prospect of a return to general and norma! 
business conditions. - 

I do not believe in legislation to cure bad and abnormal! |usi- 
ness conditions brought about by violating honest and safe 
business rules by the very people who desire the legislation, | 


I do believe in providing for all sections of our country some 


banks, to meet such conditions as might arise, and also to pro- 
vide for the deposit of surplus public moneys with national 
banks. This bill I introduced here again December 2, 1907. 


| The bill, in principle, had the approval of financiers al! over 


the country, but it was too plain in its provisions and too free 
from local partiality to receive much support here. If that 
bill had been passed in the Fifty-ninth Congress, it would have 
at least averted any financial panic conditions outside of the 
storm center where the October panic originated. 

Long ago [1877] I voted against the repeal of the resumption 


| act which was to go into effect January 1, 1879, when disaster 
the issue of such notes on the part of the bank assets, as the cur- 


rency realized goes to the bank for its protection during the | 


was not only prophesied but threatened on every side to be 
precipitated, and when we had of all kinds of money circulation 


| only $14.79 per capita, some of which was not worth par. | 


never regretted that vote, and resumption and prosperity on a 
gold basis followed. Now, with a per capita of $35.35 of cir. 
culating money, we act as though there was a scarcity of money 
to do business. Honest business methods is what is needed, and 
not more and partially discredited money, soon to be withdrawn. 

I do not pose as a financial expert though I have had a long 
life of diversified business experience, during thirty-five years 
of which I have been president of a national bank that passed 
through all panics, including that of 1873, without suspending or 
issuing a certificate of credit of any kind or failing to pay 
promptly in lawful money every check presented at its counter. 

I do not on the other hand assume financial wisdom here, 3s 
some do, on boasted ignorance of any and all accepted business 
That sort of assumption is only a common kind of 
political demagoguery unworthy of us. 

I must now ask such of my Republican colleagues as differ 
from me to excuse me for not at this period of my long life sur- 
rendering convictions that reject a currency bill that I regard 
as bad in all its substantial parts, and which nobody has bee 


| able to continue to support overnight. 


The bill is entitled, “A bill to amend the national banking 
laws.” 

It has no relation to proper banking, but it relates, save tle 
provision relating to a commission, to a method of « 
the necessary penalties of vicious or illegal banking at great 
money centers. 

The first sentence of the first section authorizes “ nation 
banks not less than ten in number having ari aggregate capi! 
and surplus of at least $5,000,000” to form a “ voluntary 5% 
ciation to be designated as ‘ clearing-house associations.’ S#’e 
as thus designated there is not one word or provision in Ue 


caping 


| bill indicating that the nondescript associations pro| sed to 


be organized are to have any possible element of a clearits 
house vested in them, 

A clearing house is where clearing is carried on, and a )a% 
ing clearing house is a place where checks, drafts, and so fort! 
are taken and balances are ascertained and settled between ! 
members. The bill provides nothing of the kind. On the © 
trary, it pretends to provide for a mode of pledging 4!! 


the cash value thereof in a new currency to be used pr‘ 

to pay the 100 cents on a dollar it owes to its deposito! 
money bought the securities, and this because the assoc! 
bank has been so unbusinesslike or criminally reckless 0 - 
desir } 
its eredit and to lose the confidence of its depositors. 
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new corporate association to be thus organized is, by 
to become a body corporate, with right to sue and be 
vet it is at no time to have a dollar of assets in its own 
‘not even enough to pay its own officers and bookkeepers 
salaries and their expenses in traveling to and from cor- 
meetings necessary to be held. It is to be managed by 
resentative from each bank a member thereof—not a 
if directors of its own—and its powers may be exercised 
executive committee, but no provision is made for its 
tment. (Section 1.) 
d it be sued for unless to compel it to turn over trust as- 

« leposited with it belonging to an associated bank? 
new association having no assets of its own could only 
e custodian as trustee (section 2) of its members, either of 
securities or currency issued thereon. It would have 
ig of its own to be used or taken by process to pay its 

however or for whatever contracted. 

vould be a corporation with officers and representatives of 
ks with certain powers, but without capital stock or 
is or the hope of any, and therefore without corporate lia- 
- responsibility, though it is to be the custodian of what- 
ever of securities its banks would pass over to them. No officer 
to give bond for the performance of his duties faith- 


ts | 


Vet 
Such associations are required (section 9) to redeem the ad- 
ditional currency, but it has no assets of its own to redeem any- 
r with. 
Ang 
a ations or embezzlements of its officers or agents. What 
iation to be relied on to create confidence in the pres- 
ence of financial disaster! 
rhe fact that such association is to become the custodian 
of securities deposited and the recipient of all additional 
issued for any or all of its bank members is equivalent 
to wing each bank to hold its own pledged securities or col- 
on which it receives circulation. This is without 
precedent and utterly dangerous. The officers and board of 
each such association consist of representatives of the con- 
ient banks, and they are to hold and control the securities. 


ter S 


Why not, with equal safety, allow each national bank to hold 
its own securities? The so-called “clearing-house association ” 


has no assets or financial responsibility. 
attributes of a corporation. 
embezzlement would avail nothing, for nothing represents its 


assets, 


It has none of the 


x 


more than one such association is to be formed in any 

(section 1), and the circulating notes to be issued are to 
be equitably distributed “on the basis of the proportion which 
mpaired capital and surplus of the national banking 

ons in a State bears to the total amount of the un- 
capital and surplus of the national banking associ- 

the United States,” with possible exceptions (sec- 


' 1 
i Cul 

t ; of 
tion G). 
Only in cases where associations are formed from banks of one 
or more 
ry. An association may be formed from banks located in 
f ten cities in the State of New York (or other State), 
re is no limitation on the number so to be formed, pro- 


ied only one “shall be formed in any one city.” (Section 2. 

The scle power of the association is “to render available as 
i basis for additional circulation any securities, including com- 
= paper, held by a national banking association.” But 
te national bank must, to obtain circulation under the Dill, 
{ y 


be a member of the so-called “ clearing-house association,” 
tf must have “circulating notes outstanding secured by 
sit of bonds of the United States to an amount of not 
n 40 per cent of its capital stock,” which must be un- 
1m] l, and a 20 per cent surplus. hus circumstanced a 
ty deposit with its association “in trust” such securi- 
ay be satisfactory to the board of the association, and 
ts officers may then apply to the Comptroller of the Currency 
‘or an issue of additional circulating notes not exceeding 75 
of the cash value of the securities or commercial 
I ; 80 deposited. The Secretary of the Treasury may, if 
sfied the 
ts of the banks composing the association is sufficient 
the “business conditions in the locality demand addi- 
ulation,” direct such “an issue of additional circulat- 
ane hotes to the association on behalf of such bank.” (Sec- 


: issets of all banks belonging to the association are to be | 


ntly and severally liable to the United States for their 

mn, and the lien shall extend to and cover the assets of 
S belonging to the association and to the securities so 
d, but as between the several banks composing the asso- 


What would it sue for, or what | 
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ciation “each bank shall be liable only in the proportion that 
its capital and surplus bears to the aggregate capital and sur- 
plus of all such banks.” The association may require the de- 
posit of additional securities, and on a failure to comply on ten 
days’ notice it may sell the securities and paper in its hands at 
public sale, the fund thus received to be deposited with the 
Treasurer of the United States for the redemption of the cireu- 
lating notes, and if it is insufficient for the purpose the associa- 
tion may recover from the bank the amount of the deficiency by 
suit and subject all its assets to the payment. (Section 3.) 

Again, it is provided (section 4) that on failure of any bank 
belonging to an association to make good its 5 per cent redemp- 
tion fund, the Treasurer of the United States may make it good 
from such fund of other banks of the association, and the asso- 
ciation may, on five days’ notice, sell at public sale the depos- 
ited securities and deposit the fund thus arising with such 
Treasurer for the redemption of the additional circulation. 

The “total amount of circulating notes outstanding of any 
national banking association, including notes secured by United 
States bonds as now provided by law, and notes secured other- 
wise than by deposit of such bonds, shall not at any time ex- 
ceed the amount of its unimpaired capital and surplus.” 
(Section 3 





0. 





the association could not, as such, be held liable for any | 


A recovery against it for | 


The total to be issued is not to exceed $500,000,000. 

The bill contains many burdensome provisions relating to 
national banks. It requires such of them as are located in a 
reserve city and belong to a so-called “clearing-house associa- 
tion” to keep on hand at all times in gold or lawful money 25 
per cent of the additional circulation which it may have taken 
out, and all others belonging to such an association to keep in 
like money 15 per cent. 

The Government is to print and keep on hand the required 
| notes in blank, in amount equal to 50 per cent of the capital 
stock of each national banking association in existence, whether 
be not it belongs to a so-called “clearing-house association.” 
(Section 9.) 

The additional circulating notes are to be redeemed on pres- 
entation to the Treasury of the United States “in lawful 
money of the United States.” (Section 10.) 

The tax on the additional circulation is to be 4 per cent per 
annum for the first two months, and afterwards an additional 
| tax of 1 per cent per annum for each month until a tax of 10 
per cent per annum is reached, and thereafter 10 per cent per 
|} annum. (Section 7.) 

A “national currency commission” is provided for in the 
bill, composed of eighteen members, six to be appointed by the 
President, and six Senators and six Representatives appointed 
by the Vice-President and Speaker, respectively, to which no 
special objection seems to be made. (Sections 13-18.) 

An appropriation of not exceeding $50,000 is provided for to 
| carry out the purposes of the act. (Section 19.) 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I make the assertion 
absolutely impossible to enforce that law. 


it is 


now 





States are the banks required to be from contiguous | 


ie lien of the United States on the securities and on | 


Mr. KEIFER. I understand that. 
| The theory, so far as the bill discloses, is that the additional 
| circulation is to be issued to meet an emergency, but there is 
| nothing in the bill disclosing what the emergency is required to 
| be. Presumably there must be an actual period of financial 
| panic, or at least such a panic impending to warrant the Secre- 

tary of the Treasury to determine that “ business conditions in 
| the locality demand additional circulation” where the clearing- 
house association is located. In other words, before such asso- 
ciation can start to get authority to put up securities looking to 
obtaining additional circulation its locality, or at least its banks 
or the association itself, must be in @ich bad repute or present 
such precarious business conditions is ‘demand additional 
circulation.” 

Insolvency, bankruptcy, inability to pay liabilities, including 
depositors, a threatened run by depositors on the banks, and 
forth, must be imminent or the Secretary of the Treasury can 
not direct an issue of circulating notes to the association 
behalf of any of its banks. The Secretary’s order to 
notes to an association would be a flag of distress in the locality 
where it was located, and be the signal for a panic and a run 
on all banks in the locality, whether national banks, members of 
the association, or not, and the panic might spread to the entire 
; country long before the new circulation could be issued and 
signed. The banks entitled to the new circulation would 
likely be closed by a depositors’ run upon them before 
could receive the new notes. 

But what if all the additional circulation that could possibly 
be issued to an association were issued promptly, 
| gency could or would it meet? 
| Let us take an example far stronger than could ever be 
| in practice and see how it would work out. 


to 


SO 


on 


issue 


most 


they 


what emer- 


found 
We have seen that 
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the amount of additional circulation is to be distributed 
tion 6) in the proportion the unimpaired national-bank capital 
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] 


(sec- | 


and surplus in the State bears to the like capital and surpius | 


of all the national banks of the United States. 


Let us assume that New York City would be entitled to one- | 


fifth of all such associations authorized by the bill, and there- 
fore entitled to $100,000,000 of the total $500,000,000 supposed 
to be issuable. That city, August 22, 1907, as the Comptroller of 
Currency states, had of loan liability $712,121,059, exclusive of 
deposit liabilities. 
to depositors exceeded then $1,000,000,000, Some of them had 
then and have now above $100,000,000 on deposit. These banks 


only have a little more than one-fourth of the total deposits in | 
I have not the exact figures at hand. | 
The | 


New York City banks. 
They will correspond relatively with others I do have. 
total deposits in the Eastern States in 1907 in all banks was 


$5, 5! 


banks at last report was $4,322,880,141, and in all banks $15,- 
099,635,348. 

Experience shows that a panic in one business center spreads 
promptly to the whole country. The recent one in 
City is a fresh example. 
aiding a few national banks in a particular locality, nor all 
national banks of the country. 
all of banks and all 


relief to classes 


terests. 


classes of business in- 


000,000 of additional emergency circulation, would not have 
enough to pay off the depositors in one of several of its largest 


: a | 
national banks, leaving all others, including trust-deposit banks, 
not only without relief, but cruelly discredited and more cer- | 


tainly exposed to disaster than if no such circulation had been 
issued. 

This discredit would operate all over the country and affect 
all banks and industries. If the whole $500,000,000 proposed 
to be authorized was issued, it would not long stay a panic in 
New York City, and it would bear to the deposit bank liability 
of the country the relation of less than $1 to $25, and to the 
same liability in New York City alone of less than $1 to $5. 


In this I have left out of view the whole question of loan | 
business requirements that have to be | 


liability and general 
considered when a panic is on and more currency is demanded. 

Should the bill unfortunately become a law, the consolation 
will come that it will be found so impossible, impracticable, 
and dangerous that nobody will dream of attempting to put it 
into operation. 

But of the about 6,700 national banks in existence, it would 
not be possible for one-tenth of them to form such an associa- 
tion. Not ten national banks in other than a large city, if there, 


and surplus—$5,000,000—should they be willing to unite. 


Most national banks in the center West and in the South and | 
West have taken out circulation equal to their capftal stock, | 


so only their surplus could be counted. It would take fifty 
such banks, with an average surplus of $100,000—impossible to 
be found and united—to form one so-called 
association.” 

It would take 100 such banks with $100,000 capital, each with 
a 50 per cent average surplus, to form such an association. 


It would take 250 such banks with $100,000 capital, each with 


the 20 per cent surplus required by existing law, to form an | 


association. 
It may be easily demonstrated that such an association could 
not be formed by any possibility in more than a few of the large 


cities of the country, and only possible there with a financial | 


panie threatening and certain to come. 

The bill is therefore viewed in the most favorable light only 
by possibility to be used by or availed of under extraordinary 
conditions by a small per cent of the national banks in a few 
localities, each of which possesses dangerous conditions which de- 
mand “ additional circulation.” 

But should not our legisiation for relief in a financial emer- 
gency be for the relief of the whole people, including all banks, 
not merely a few national banks where abnormal conditions are 
liable to be brought about by them and others adopting wholly 
unjustifiable business methods and ventures? 

It is anomalous to authorize a bank or association to use its 
depositors’ money to buy securities, including commercial paper, 
which may be pledged to get 75 per cent of their cash value with 
which to pay those same depositors. And this it could only do 
once. The same or other depositors could not have this relief a 
second time from the same bank, 


The New York City’s national-bank liability | 


New York | 
The emergency is not met merely by 


If a real financial-panic emer- | 
gency comes, it can only be stayed in its calamitous progress by | 


| the Government to redeem the additional circulation. 
The grand total of deposits in the United States in national | 





“ clearing-house | 


| ciate 
| abundance 
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I have not time, if it were necessary, to point out how t) 
gold standard of the United States would be jeopardized jy 
making the Government the redeemer of national banks t 
deposit all kinds of securities, and of part of the national-} 
notes and not all of them. If for one national bank, why 
should it not redeem all national-bank currency, and all si 
larly or equally secured notes of all other banks? 

The redemption feature is without precedent... It is s 
times said the United States redeems national-bank notes | 
Not so. It redeems no note of any national bank, solvent or jn- 
solvent, until it has the money or its equivalent to do it with, 
Even in case of redemption and cancellation of mutilated ©y,- 
rency it is charged up against the 5 per cent redemption find 
the bank is required, to. keep, and if that becomes exhausted 
no new currency is sent the bank until it is-made good. 

It is said the bill now before the House does not require 
This is 
a mistake. It is true that somebody has taken the responsi\)i!- 
ity to change the bill of the conference (section 9) so as to 
exclude from the recitation in the notes of the whole truth 
by omitting from them that “they will be redeemed by the 
United States.” The bill otherwise remains unchanged, and 
section 3 and other parts thereof leave the Government liable 
to redeem the notes. 

Should the holders of the additional currency be seized wit) 
the desire to present it for redemption the Government would 
have to redeem it in lawful money forthwith and sell the securi- 


| ties, and so forth, to make good, and there would be a sudden 
New York City, with a supposed, but impossible, $100,- | 


contraction of the currency, no matter how much it was needed 
to maintain an abnormally inflated business brought about 
its issue. The bank to which it belonged could not avail itself 
of the right to keep it afloat. And when once redeemed it 
must be canceled and never reissued, or the Government might 


by 


| have to redeem it often and after the securities and all assets 
| of the banks were exhausted. 


Such currency would be made 
the means of drawing the gold and other lawful money from 


| the Treasury of the United States, thus endangering the gold 


reserve and the gold standard. Instead of inflating the cur- 
rency it might be made the means of contracting it. 

There is no provision to regulate the amount of securities 
one of the association’s banks may put up. It seems eacli such 


bank may put up as much or as little as it pleases, or none. 


The bank that does not put up must shut up. 
sugar—no relief. 


It can get n 
If its embarrassed circumstances are su 


i 
| as to require relief and they are such as to leave it without 


securities to deposit, it must go to the wall, though its asso- 
and unembarrassed associates needing no relief have 
and might avail themselves of additional circula- 
tion. But in one respect the weak, needy, and embarrassed 
bank or banks belonging to the association are not to be neg- 


| lected. 
would agree to unite in so dangerous an undertaking, but, if | 
willing, there are few Congressional districts or territory where | 
enough national banks could be found with the required capital | 


As between the banks of the association each bank is to be 
held liable for the redemption of the additional circulat 
issued to the association, whether or not it got the benefit of it, 
“jn the proportion that its capital and surplus bears to tlie ag- 
gregate capital and surplus of all such banks.” (Section 3.) 

The committee which travailed and brought forth this cur- 
rency monstrosity kept the parable of the talent in mind: 


For unto everyone that hath shall be given, and he shall have abun 
dance ; but from him that hath not shall be taken away even that w! 


he hath. 

Besides, the unbusinesslike and dangerous plan of authorizil 
a bank to use its deposits to make loans and purchase 
ties on which it may obtain 75 per cent of their cash \ 
circulating notes with which to pay the depositors and ot! 
and to do business, thus placing the securities beyond 1 
the depositors if the deposits are not paid on demain 
the national-bank notes issued under now existing law 
have the assets of a bank, including its deposited bond 
cure circulation, that joins such an association withdray 
primary liability for the payment of such notes. The |! 
banking laws now dedicate all a bank’s assets to the | 
of its depositors, and especially sets aside the United »' 
bonds deposited to secure circulating bank notes to th 
ment. The complaint may not be so mueh on account 
security and safety of the additional notes as on accoul 
endangered security of the other national-bank notes. 

Mr. VREELAND, the putative father of the bill in its 
stages of evolution, or devolution, I understand, inter) 
provisions of the bill to allow the United States bond 
ited to secure circulation to be sold at public sale to |) 
additional circulation to be issued. The language use. \* we 
have seen, warrants this interpretation. All assets ol | 
ciated banks, without exception as to kind, are to be ©) 
to protect the Government in its redemption in lawful | 
the additional currency, These bonds and the other 


asso 
nsted 
ey of 


‘ “aged 















—— 


es and commercial paper are to be sold on a five or ten 
notice, at public sale, to secure the Government in its re- 
on of the additional notes. This would, in general, re- 
their bringing at such forced sale probably not more 
if of their real value, which would insure disaster and 
fall somewhere. 
result would be that the people would soon understand 
he notes issued primarily by an association bank were not 


secured by its deposited bonds or its natural assets, and | 


vould become fiat notes in the business world, and con- 

‘ tly and naturally and rightfully all national-bank cur- 

a ! would be discredited because of the doubtful character 
' intermingled part of it. The discriminating business 

would lose confidence in all our national-bank currency. 


l re are those who think an impractical or dangerous bank- 
ing keshift will not be rightfully understood and condemned 
| ikers and business men, they will soon be undeceived. 
I are those who here profess to placate the disturbed com- 
! eople by exclaiming that we are called on to make finan- 
( ws for them and not for bankers. They have too low an 
est e of the people and their constituents when they suppose 
tl expect a favorable financial system that is not based on 

protected and a sound general banking system. The 
W . business public will look with apprehension and condem- 


n 1 on any legislation that strikes a blow at our present na- | . sc 7 ; ‘ 
| telligence, and an indictment against our legislative acumen 


banking system—a system which has furnished for forty- 


ive years the best and safest circulating notes the world has | 


ever enjoyed. Our constituents will not be appeased in their 
d ids for currency legislation by a dangerous stab at the 
wise legislation we now have. 

Business is recovering its normal state; even stocks are fast 
closing up to their usual selling values. Confidence needs only 


suse 


es to be restored and the money will come from its hiding places. 
7) More money to command business is not needed, but more busi- 
i ness to command money is what is needed. Sound business 
4 methods will restore confidence, and everywhere the wheels of 
& industry will move and the idle will be employed at remuner- 
id ating wages. 

4 fhe October panic was a prosperity panic. When it came, 
ris nd after the reaction came, we were still doing more in aggre- 


ye 


rate business value than in the immediate years before and, 

A in general, more than twice as much as was done in this coun- 
try ten years before, 

Some people were not able to keep up the progressive busi- 

ness pace they had set for themselves and they consequently 





suffered some disaster and disappointment and the whole country 
for a time suffered. 

The proposed legislation is too late to cure the last panic. 
Bad legislation will not avert or cure another such financial 








panic; it may promote it. Let us legislate to eradicate the 
cause of a panic and not aione to try and cure it when it comes. 
ro do the latter is to invite a panic and disaster. 


Let us here stand for good business methods, not mere make- 
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we shall adjourn ere the 1st of June; yet nothing has been done, 
and it seems doubtful if anything of lasting benefit will be 
done. The Republicans are in control of both branches of Con- 
gress; this panic is their panic; they are charged with the re- 
sponsibility of constructing and passing legislation to remedy 
existing evils, and if they fail to meet the requirements of the 
hour they must be held accountable by the people. 

The present display of ignorance and incompetency on the 
part of the Republican leaders in Congress regarding banking 
and currency reform is a lamentable commentary on their boast 
of constructive ability to inaugurate safe and permanent legis- 
lation. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion honest currency reform is one of 
the most important questions: of the hour. We should adopt 
a governmental currency system that will work automatically 
and expand and contract with the demands of the country. 
Congress should act in this matter and place our banking and 
currency systems on a stable, businesslike, and permanent basis 
that will prevent in the future monetary panics and financial 
stringency. Every intelligent man who has studied the subject 
knows that we have the worst currency and banking laws of 
any civilized country in the world. Our banking laws are jug 
handled—against the people and for the national banks. Our 
currency laws are obsolete and inadequate—the merest kind of 
patchwork, a regular crazy quilt, a disgrace to our business in- 





and political sagacity. They must be changed and reformed 
along intelligent lines, in the interest of all the people, and 
based on the well-established principles of the currency and 
banking laws of all the other great powers, where runs on 


| banks are practically unknown, hoarding of money unprofitable, 
| financial stringency infrequent, and money panics of rare oc- 


currence. 

Let me say now what I have frequently said before, that I 
am now, and always have been, opposed to the Government 
delegating away its constitutional powers to the national banks. 
In my judgment they already possess entirely too much power. 
They are doing precisely to-day, only to a greater extent, what 
the United States Bank did in the days of Andrew Jackson. 
The right to coin and issue money is one of the greatest pre- 
rogatives of the Republic. It should not be delegated to any 
national bank or to any monopoly. We should resist the en- 
croachments to-day of national banks on the liberties of the 
people with the same zeal and the same courage that Jackson 


resisted the audacious claims of the United States Bank in his 


shifts. Let us rise above partisanship and perform that duty 

to our constituents and the whole country that we are charged 

With performing. Let us not endanger what prosperity we have | 
by attempting under the cry of expediency untried and unusual 

things. Let us unite in doing those things which will produce 

= secure such: business enterprises as will answer the prayer 

‘ ? 





day. In Jackson's day there was only one Nick Biddle. To-day 
there is a Nick Biddle in almost every national bank in the 
land. 

I am opposed to this Vreeland emergency asset-currency 
scheme. It is a measure that ultimately will create a great 
banking trust and cause the greatest financial panic in all our 
history. It will not remedy the evil; it will only accentuate it. 
It is unsafe, unsound, unscientific, and the most dangerous 
financial departure in all our history. 

Now, sir, the fallacy of our opponents that we could not have 
a panic while the country was under a high protective tariff, a 
gold standard, and a Republican Administration has been ex- 
ploded. The people are now looking to the Democratic party 
to protect them from the selfishness of predatory wealth. The 





he great mass of our worthy people who are obliged to con- — _—_ monopolies 7 —— = trade ene a 
st Uy pray, “ Give us is day © Adailw ‘ead.” J ause. } are tired OL paying more a lome tor American-mace goods Min 
Mr. WILLLAMS., T ak an the on deter mad foreigners abroad pay for the same goods. They want legisla- 
[Mr. Sutzer]. z tion that will prevent future panics by the establishment of a 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, for six months and more the | Government central bank of issue, and in which to deposit Gov- 
ent industrial system of our country has been disturbed by | ernment funds, in place of the Republican plan of permitting 
the stress of a great financial panic; values are unsettled, busi- | the national banks to issue more promises to pay money under 
ool iralyzed, confidence is destroyed, industry is dormant, | the name o asset ourreney< As Mr. Ja ob Ss aim, one of the 
vi scarce, millions of honest toilers are out of employment | world 5 great bankers, recently said in an able address before 
au t families suffering for the very necessaries of life. The | the New York Chamber of Commerce: 
.y2 & Sreat extent, we are told, is our deplorable banking | gs oo ned wee ees Sees pan grapes Sige nee gnc 
7 a rrency ——_ Prete amg een to ‘me that at such a time make all previous panics look hae child's plas : 1 not. th an age 
- perky, ) se extreme care in legislating to cor- | that such a panic is imminent, but it will come ultimately unless our 
ot evils in order to restore confidence. We should con- | imelastic currency is reformed. 
nd enact Jegislation with a view to eliminate per-| Mr. Speaker, a central bank of the United States, such as 
= the admitted mistakes, and at the same time make | stands to-day in every other important financial and commercial 
otect the rights of the people. No slipshod emergency | nation of the world, affords the only sure method by which the 
Pi will cure the glaring evils of existing banking and | surplus funds of the Government can be kept at all times for 
- LAWS. Conditions will not improve until our financial | the use of the people, from whom they have been taken by 
3 hanged. Ww hatever is done in the matter now should | taxation; while of more far-reaching importance still is the 
na Carefully, deliberately, conservatively, and construct- | function of such an institution to serve as a bulwark of public 
: ‘1 a view to permanency. Our banking and currency | confidence, and through the utilization of its power to control, 
on ¥ aes obsolete, and a disgrace to the nation- a | or to largely control, money rates, abate to a large extent the 
the ht iene quilt < patchwork—but nothing is offered by | pace of public speculation. Under our present banking system 
We ha : oad as am fe and lasting remedy to take their place. | a few national banks, owned by a few men of great wealth, 
1 in session since the 2d day of last December; 


have it in their power to contract the currency at any time and 
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produce a financial panic involving every interest in the coun- 
try and affecting every workingman in the land. There never 


was devised by the ingenuity of man a more specious plan for | 


robbing his fellow-man than the national banking act. Said 
Salmon P. Lincoln’s great 
years afterwards, in an hour of regret: 


Ms 


Chase, 


agency in procuring the 
the financial mistake of 
that affects every interest in the 
before this can be ac 
and the the 
this 


passage of the national-bank act was 
my life. It has built up a monopoly 
country. It should be repealed. But 
omplished the people will be arrayed on one side 
other in a contest such as we have never seen in 


wreatest 


banks on 


country. 


And that great master of logic, John C, Calhoun, summed it | 


all up when he said: . 

Place the money power in the hands of a combination of a few in- 
dividuals and they, by expanding or contracting the currency, 
raise or sink prices at pleasure, and by purchasing when at the greatest 


depression and selling when at the greatest elevation may command the | 


whole property and industry of the community. The banking system 
concentrates and places this power in the hands of those who control 
it. Never was an engine invented better calculated to place the des- 
tinies of the many in the hands of the few. 

Mr. Speaker, we must return to first principles. We must 
obey the Constitution. We must legislate on this subject 
and on all others for all the people and not for the benefit of 
the few. 

Mr. WALDO. I desire to state briefly the reasons for my ob- 
jection to the Vreeland currency bill now under consideration. 
I have been a member of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency for the last three years, and there have appeared before this 
committee leading bankers, manufacturers, and business men of 
the United States, and representatives of the principal financial, 
commercial, and business institutions and interests of the coun- 
try, as well as many of the best-known and best-informed econo- 
mists and writers on financial subjects; the committee has re- 
ceived communications from thousands of persons from all sta- 
tions in life and from all parts of the United States, and all, 
with three exceptions, have been unanimously opposed to the 
principles upon which the Vreeland bill is based. 

First. The bill is represented to be an emergency measure to 
meet a panic which is feared the coming fall. Yet, according to 
the reports from the Treasury Department, to prepare the plates 
necessary to print the new currency provided for in this bill 
will take a period of at least forty-eight months. 


Second. To prepare these plates will cause an unnecessary | 


expense of from three to four million dollars. 

Third. It purports only to provide currency for panics, which 
do not occur except at periods of ten and fifteen years, and does 
not vrovide for the yearly and often daily needs of business. 

Fourth. It does not provide currency responsive to business, 
or in time to forestall panics. 

Vifth. It favors the promoting, financing, and placing of bond 
issues, ties up capital in permanent investments, and makes it 
more difficult to obtain loans upon commercial paper. 

Sixth. It increases the liability of the Government to pay out 
gold, and is likely to cause a sftispension of specie payments or 
the sale of Government bonds for the purchase of gold to main- 
tain our money on a gold basis, and is a menace to our public 
finances and public credit in case of war or other emergency. 

Seventh. By taxing the so-called “‘emergency currency” at 
a high rate, it will make it necessary for banks to charge a 
hrgher rate for loans to merchants, farmers, and business men 
of the country. 

Kighth. The time that this system is to continue in opera- 
tion under the bill is not limited. It will tend te a permanent 
system of emergency currency and prevent the passage of legis- 
lation for a real credit currency, which is so greatly needed by 
the country. 

Ninth. The bill purports to be a legalization of the clearing- 
house system, when, as a matter of fact, it has no relation to 
such a system. In a true clearing-house system the clearing- 
house certificates are the direct liability of the clearing house, 
secured by the joint and several liability of the banks belong- 
ing to the clearing house, and payable by the clearing house 
and net by the Government. The principal business of the clear- 


img house is to redeem the paper—that is, notes and drafts of the | 


banks belonging to the clearing house. There is no suggestion 
of any such power in the so-called “ clearing-house associations ” 
under the Vreeland bill. 

Under this bill, while the specific indorsement on the cur- 
reucy of the guaranty by the Government is removed by the 
amendment of this morning, the paper is still to be redeemed 
at the United States Treasury in the first instance in lawful 
money, and may be paid to the Treasury by the bank in na- 
tional-bank notes. No provision whatever is made for the di- 
rect redemption of this emergency currency by the so-called 
“ clearing-house ” or by the banks for which the emergency cur- 
rency is issued, 


Secretary of the Treasury, | 


may | 
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Tenth. The bank must deposit its securities with the clear 
ing-house association and the holders of the emergency c 
rency have in addition a first lien upon all the assets of 
bank, thus working a most serious injustice to the depositors 
of the bank. 

The measure will be of no use this year, for it will t 
a year to put it in operation. 

The deposit of securities, the purchase of 25 per cent ¢ 
reserve to be held by the bank against the currency, the t 
and clearing-house expenses, will make this the most cos 
| currency in the world. 

Legitimate business can not afford to use it. 

It will never prevent, but may heighten panic and disaster, 
And, lastly, as some of its supporters have already intimated, 
upon its passage an attempt will certainly follow to make it a 
permanent addition to our already badly mixed currency system 
| and so prevent the passage of any measure for a sound currency 
| System upon proper principles. 

I can not support such a makeshift. 

Illy conceived, drafted and redrafted in haste and without 
consideration, condemned by almost all the banking and busi- 
ness interests of the country, it should not be put upon our 
statute books. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, there can be no more im- 
portant question before the Congress of the country than the 
one concerning the currency. It affects the national credit, 
It involves the integrity of the nation. It concerns the great 
business community, and is of vital importance to every man 
and woman in the land. The problems underlying this cur- 
rency question are complex, to say the least, and the minis of 
great men, even those who have given careful study to the sub- 
ject of finance, differ widely as to the proper kind of legis- 
lation or the requisite measure that ought to be enacted. We 
have emerged from a great panic,.and the country looks to us 
for careful, prudent, wise, and wholesome legislation. The 
subject demands the best thought and closest attention that 
the legislator, in the conscientious discharge of his duty, can 
give it. 

Undue haste in enacting legislation leads to grave and some- 
times disagreeable results. In the enactment of statutes there 
should be fair deliberation, and opportunity should be afforded 
in this great body to permit a full discussion by those who 
have given study to the subject and whose wisdom and experi- 
ence enable them to speak upon it and allow such amend- 
ments, reasonable in number, as may be suggested to be con- 
sidered. 

When this House opened this morning copies of the bil! now 
under consideration could not be obtained. It was said that the 
bill was still in the hands of the Public Printer or was being 
brought over here from the Printing Office. The bill originally 
introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Vree.anp] 
had been revised, or changed, but how far, to what extent, or in 
what respect no one on this side seemed to know. A nev Dil! 
had been introduced by them, and that is now before us. It 
does not come to us as other bills do, from the committee to 
which it was referred. It does not come to us as other bills do, 
accompanied with a report. On the contrary, the Committee on 
Banking and Currency are to be summarily discharged and the 
bill, hardly dry from the printing press, is to be rushed through 
the House under a special rule that allows but four hours’ de- 
bate, cuts off absolutely the right to offer any amendment, and 
prevents even a suggestion which can be voted on to charge a 
single sentence or a word. 

It seems to me this is not the proper way to legislate pol 
this important question. If we are to have currency sla- 
tion, let us have it after the measure has received the « ful 
attention and deliberate judgment of the House. No 1 
so wise, no set of men so wise, that they can not receiv: 
some degree of profit suggestions of others equally w: 
formed or skilled in such legislation. Yet the majority « 
House insist upon forcing through at the eleventh hour, 
out fair opportunity of discussion, without opportun! 
amendment, a bill that is far-reaching in its consequen 
effects. It inaugurates a new financial policy and p: 
for a national financial system, as to the wisdom and ex) 
of which there is the greatest diversity of opinion « 
skilled in the science of finance and the great financis 
lems that affect commerce and trade and everything ¢! 
the subject of finance necessarily involves. 

In this very hour we have the evidence before us 
diversity of opinion. Although this has been made 
measure, there are still some gentlemen on the Repub!i 
of the House who insist the measure before us is impr: 
inexpendient and unwise, and have strongly declared a< 
The distinguished chairman of the Banking and Curre! 
| mittee, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fowl Ler:!, 
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i gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit], whose eloquent 

s on finance delivered during this session of Congress 

ed the attention and secured the admiration of the Mem- 

¢ the House, and the learned gentleman from Ohio, a former 

- of the House [Mr. Kerrer], have opposed the measure 
door and refused to be whipped into line. 

vy when these distinguished Republicans assert that the 

it is to be rushed through under party rule is erroneous 

iy well pause and demand greater and more full considera- 

f the subject than the special rule of the House, against 
loption of which we protested, now affords. 

rhis matter should not be treated or regarded as a party 

The currency question is not a party question. In 

nsideration all political bias should be laid aside, and the 

t treated as a business proposition. A plain business 

1] sition. What business man would have so important a 


sure. 


matter as that affecting the currency mixed up or involved in | 


s, and yet this bill is to be whipped through under party 


rule with four hours’ debate, a practically perfunctory debate, 
a )amendments allowed and no intervening motion permitted. 
The bill, fresh from the printing press, hurried into the House, 


hastily examined, is to be passed by this House of Representa- 
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Page 10, section 7, provides as follows: 


National banking associations having circulating notes secured 
through clearing-house associations shall pay for the first two months a 
taz of 4 per cent per annum upon the average amount of their 
notes in circulation as are based upon the deposit of such securitic ind 
afterwards an additional taz of 1 per cent per annum for each month 
until a tax of 10 per cent per annum is reached, and thereafter such 
taz of 10 per cent per annum, upon the average amount of such notes, 


suci 


This provision may make the money thus secured an expen- 
sive matter to borrowers, for whose benefit this measure is 
intended, as in all cases of this kind they must always pay 
the cost. It is therefore, in my judgment, objectionable on this 
| account. 

Sections 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19 of the proposed law pro- 
vides for a commission to be composed of eighteen members— 
| six from the Senate, six from the House, and six to be named by 
the President. 

While I am in favor of a commission, I think that the one 
| named is too large and unwieldy. Half of that number, com- 
posed of practical men, with experience in finance, would, in 
my judgment, be far better. However, I could vote for this 
commission, but can not see my way clear to support the bill 
now under discussion as a whole. 


2 
a, 





To this method of legislation I can not lend by approval. The 

confers great and extraordinary powers upon the Secretary 
f the Treasury. Powers so great and so vast that I am 
rongly inelined to think they are too great to vest in any 
me man in the manner provided for in this bill, and when such 


afeguarding the public against their misuse. 


} 


should be restricted or the exercise of them regulated or the 
interests of the public with regard thereto properly safeguarded, 
for, under the special rule, that will be futile. There are other 
provisions in the bill far from satisfactory, and which require 
correction or material change. 

It also seems to me that the number of commissioners pro- 
vided for is too large. Half that number would suffice for the 
purpose of making proper investigation and reporting to the 
Congress recommendations for necessary legislation. 


This objection may not be so important, but it is at least | 


worthy of consideration. In regard to the matter of taxation 
and a number other details, I believe the bill requires serious 
and material changes, which we can not secure under the ob- 
noxious rule under which we are now operating. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, the whole country is deeply 
interested in House bill No. 21871, known‘as the “ Vreeland cur- 
rency measure.” 
probably accomplish good. 


extent be accomplished. It would give the country an elastic 
currency, and enable the business world to move the crops and 
handle the products of the people when needed. 


On the other hand, the bill, on page 3, section 2 


where it 


provides “to render available as a basis for additional circula- | 
ton any securities, including commercial paper, held by a | 


national banking association,” is open to objection. It would 


admit railroad and other securities of a fluctuating character. | 


Again, on page 4, the same section, the following appears: 


The officers of the association may thereupon, in behalf of such 







bank, make a plication to the Comptroller of the Currency for an 
ey of additional circulating notes to an amount not exceeding 75 
ns cent of the cash value of the securities or commercial paper so | 
OTK ( 


Ge ‘d. The Comptroller of the Currency shall immediately trans- 
mit such application to the Secretary of the Treasury with such recom- 
mendation as he thinks proper, and ¢f, in the judgment of the Secre- 
ary Of the Treasury, business conditions in the locality demand addi- 
al circulation, and if he be satisficd that a lien in favor of the 
« States on the securities so deposited and on the assets of the 
composing the association will be amply sufficient for the pro- 
of the United States, he shall direct an issue of additional 
g notes to the association, on behalf of such bank, to an 


deposit + saa exceeding 7% per cent of the cash value of the securities so 


This 
to dete 


tection 
circu 


amount 


sives the Secretary of the Treasury the absolute power 
‘rmine when and where increased. currency is needed in 
uy section of the country without appeal. In my judgment it 
'$ too much power in one man’s hands and should be limited 
in Some way. On page 7, section 5, the following is found: 
oe + That each and every bank in such clearing-house association 
5105 ve ee city designated as a “central reserve city" under section 
»  v+ the Revised Statutes and section 1 of the act of March 3, 1887, 
L 378, shall have on hand at all times in gold or lawful money 

ted States an amount equal to at least 25 per cent of the 
unt of the additional circulation which it may have taken out, 
: + emergency, and put into circulation under this act. 

his } 


pam provides that 25 per cent shall be held in reserve, thus 
cite 


Bh nee © a emergency currency for circulation purposes to 
x per cen a 


o 





s are to be conferred surely there should be a method of | 


it is idle to discuss how or in what manner these powers | 


In some respects, if it became law, it would | 
The power to meet the situation in | 
case of financial depression and panics would doubtless to some | 


It is a hastily drawn-up measure and, with less than five hours 
in which to consider it and with no power to amend, I can not 
see my way clear to vote for the Vreeland bill. 

When such distinguished Republicans as ex-Speaker KeEirer 
of Ohio, Mr. Hirt of Connecticut, Mr. Prince of Illinois, and 
Mr. Fow ter, the able chairman of the Committee on Banking 
| and Currency of the House of Representatives, all men of ability 
| in the financial world are all speaking against the measure, it 
seems a safe policy to oppose the bill. Under these circum- 
stances I feel impelled to vote against the proposition. 

The following telegram from the president of the Twenty- 
third Ward Bank, one of the leading financial institutions of the 
Bronx, one of the most important boroughs of the imperial city 
of New York, explains itself: 


‘ 
« 


New YorK, May 1}, 1908. 
Hon. JoserpH A. GOULDEN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Currency legislation at this time ill advised, as needs of correction 
exist. Haste unnecessary ; pass none rather than make error. Appoint 
commission to confer with banking interests and act next session. 

CHARLES W. BoGart. 

Mr. FORNES. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allowed me to 
discuss the merits or demerits of the Vreeland, so-called, 
banking and currency bill, I will call attention to the most 
objectionable features. The first is, the securities to be ac- 
cepted are not defined. They should only include commercial 
yaper and such securities which are a legal investment for 
savings banks in the State where the clearing house is located. 
This restriction would limit the security to first-class bonds, 
excluding also real estate mortgages. The second serious objec- 
| tion to the bill seems to be the large reserve the bank tak- 





| ing out such currency will be required to maintain. This 
amount should not exceed 15 per cent. It is conceded even 


by the majority supporting the bill that it is not a perfect 
| bill, therefore only a makeshift. This excuse for it is certainly 
| remarkable, considering that the committee had ample time 
| to prepare and submit to the House a more acceptable measure. 
I am in favor of the provision in the bill providing for the 
appointment of a commission, and which should report at the 
earliest date possible. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it would seem, if one 
were to examine the CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorp, that this currency 
question had assumed a political phase, one side of the House 
favoring the Vreeland bill and the other the so-called “ Williams 
bill.” In the Recorp of March 6, 1908, I find that my friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] said this to the House: 

Mr. WItLIAMs. Mr. Chairman, I also hold in my 
sheets of an editorial which will appear in the next issue of the Com- 
moner from the pen of Hon. William J. Bryan, giving his opinion con- 
cerning the so-called “‘ Williams currency bill,” indorsing the same and 
recommending its support to Members of the House. For the same rea- 
son, to wit, that I do not desire to take up the time of the House, I ask 
unanimous consent that it be published as a part of my remarks. 

It will be noted that the gentleman did not wait for publi- 
cation in the Commoner. He had advance sheets, and the 
matter was of such importance that it was immediately pre- 
sented for publication here in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp be- 
fore it went to the newspaper, in the columns of which it was 
to appear. I read some extracts. Part of the editorial 
follows—bear in mind that this is from the Commoner: 

Hon. JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS, the Democratic leader of the House of 


hand the advance 


is as 





Representatives, has introduced a bill, a copy of which will be found 
upon another page. It was introduced after a conference with other 
Democrats of the Senate and House—a conference which Mr. Bryan 
attended—and has the support of practically all of the Democrats. 
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CONGRESSIONAL 





i iid: 
tAMS has rendered his party a distinguished service in pre- 
rrency reform measure. The Democrats can afford to 
| i and then ask the judgment of the country between 
nd the me: proposed by the Republican leaders. The Williams 
i t! ii itty from the standpoint of all the people; the 
» Aldrich bill look to the interest of the bankers 


1 this 18 sa 


Ww 


ets 


> bill 


and 1 
So it would not seem that it was in any spirit of humor that 
this rule was presented this morning in the form in which it 
appears, but that it was because of the fact that the Demo- 


cratic party a record upon this subject as set forth in the | 


official pr 
cratic frie 
you concur wit 
your bill shoul 


n of the House; and wenow say to our Demo- 
‘Let us choose between these two measures; 
that something ought to be done; you say 
ss, and we say our bill should be enacted.” 
ction I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am 
not willing to adopt this policy of waiting until another session 
or another year before doing anything. It is possible that in 
view of the great slackening of enterprise, and in view of the 
diminished employment of labor, there may be no currency 
panic next autumn; 
would ru hance, 
man from Connecticut 
might nec additional issues of currency. I want to 
emphasize to this House the familiar saying, “A burnt child 
dreads the fire.” We shall find that next autumn bankers will 
be exceedingly careful about letting out their reserves, and we 
shall see manifestations of caution in the withholding funds 
from their customers to a degree which has not appeared for 
many years past. So let us take heed to do our duty to the 
country. 

Much of the discussion this afternoon has not been very 
illuminating. I listened to a little dialogue a few minutes ago. 
One gentleman pointed out what dire results would come, how 
the five hundred millions to be issued under this plan would 
be exhausted, and the panic would still continue; how 


a 


iS 


Just in this conn 


n the « I admit the impeachment of the gentle- 
| Mr. 


sitate 


Hirt] that I said a bumper crop | 


| Why? 
but that man would indeed be bold who 


RECORD—HOUSE. May 14, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Ohio spoke of safe- 
guarding the debt of the bank in the shape of notes. Now, does 
the gentleman tell the House that this bill does not sacrif 
the security of the depositor in order to secure the note holder? 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. By no means. Let me answer that 
question first 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me ask this, and then you can answer 
both afterwards. Is it not true that your bill gives a first lien 
for the payment of the note, and does not that necessarily 
decrease the security of the depositor to that extent? : 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Yes,andno. Itisa rational feature of 
any banking system that circulating notes should have a para- 
mount lien, that they should be secured first of all. They pass 
rent everywhere in the country and are accepted by persons of 
limited means as well as by those who are readily imposed upon, 
The depositor knows about the condition of the bank. Pre- 
sumably it is directly under his eye, and very probably he is 
receiving loans from it. Now, for your second question. 
this plan diminish the security of the depositor? 


Does 
I say “no.” 
Because it is for the good of the bank, not alone to in- 
sure its general stability, but also to insure to the depositor 
ready payment on demand. It is desirable that the bank should 
utilize every agency which makes it safe and efficient in doing 
its work. If the time should come when the bank must close 
its doors and deny payment to its depositors because it has no 
currency, no greater injury could be done to them; but if, instead 
it has a ready means for issuing bills and for keeping alive its 
business and maintaining its standing in the community, tha 
surely would be a help rather than a detriment to the depos- 
itor. [Applause on the Republican side.] Now I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 





Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, the question I want to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio is this: If this scheme of emergency 


| currency be ample to meet an emergency, why is it not the best 


positors would be clamoring for the money, and another, who | 


fraternaily nodded assent, yet said that no currency could be 
issued under this bill at all. This shows the difference be- 
tween mere captious opposition and the responsibility for sub- 
stantive legislation. I desire to state for one that there is 
no coterie of friends behind me in my advocacy of this meas- 
ure, and that no so-called “leaders” have led me to favor it. 
My own judgment has approved it, not as a perfect measure, 


the best which we can adopt. 
perience behind it. 
Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman permit 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. In a moment. 


It has the foundation of ex- 


have saved the country from disasters more acute than those 


which actually occurred and from the far-reaching and ¢e- | 


structive influences of panies. It compels the joining to- 


gether in associations of banks in the same locality—a most | 


natural principle of affiliation: it requires them to hold jointly 
an aggregate of not less than $5,000,000 of capital and surplus; 
it compels them to pledge promissory notes or securities to an 
amount one-third greater than the amount of the currency 


which they may issue; and last of all there is a paramount | 


lien on the assets of all the banks which join in the issuance of 
this currency- 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. In just a moment, when I finish this 
point, I will answer. So much for the security of the note- 
holder; and I make bold to tell you that the people of the 


United States are not going to adopt any currency or accept | 
any currency which does not give absolute security to the note- | 


holder. 
the welfare of the people. Deficient provisions in this regard 
have been one reason why many propositions of bankers, mer- 


chants, and ethers, who have come here, have not been ac- 
cepted. 


» They ought not to have been accepted, because just as the | 


greenbacks and national-bank notes for forty-five years have 
been safe so should any additional issue of currency be safe. 
There is further safety in the requirement that the Government 
shall receive a tax at the rate of 4 per cent per annum for the 


first two months on all the currency issued and at the rate of | 


an additional 1 per cent per annum for each succeeding month. 
Of the guaranty by the Government it is scarcely necessary to 
speak. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will if the gentleman from New 


York will allow me to answer the gentleman from Mississippi | tary of the Treasury and the people. 


first. 


| currency for everybody, and why does the gentleman treat it 
de- 


as temporary? 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Because there are two classes of de 


| mands for currency; one is made up of normal and usua! de- 


mands, the other of demands which arise under exceptional 


| circumstances or at exceptional seasons. I must distinctly 


deny the statements made here twice to-day that there neither 


| is nor could be any such thing as an emergency currency. 
| There is a currency which the Bank of England has been au- 


It is based upon the | 
best of methods adepted by clearing houses, methods which | 


Such security is honest and fair to him; and it is for | 


| thorized to issue when suspension of the bank—— 
not aS a measure that can be accepted as permanent, but as | 


Mr. COCKRAN. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
Bank of England is authorized to suspend the bank act? Does 
the gentleman mean to say that is a permanent feature of the 
English financial system? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. No; only an emergency feature. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Does the gentleman mean to say it is a fea- 
ture of the English financial system—emergency or otherwise? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would say by custom, which is 
| stronger there than anything else. It has been done three times, 
or whenever there has been anything unusually severe in the 
form of currency panics. I must decline to yield further. 

Mr. COCKRAN, I was going to suggest that the gentleman 


| is a lawyer, and custom can not exist upon three experiences in 


sixty years, 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
books. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Or custom either. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Also, there is the law of Germany 
providing for an emergency currency taxed at 5 per cent. ot 
only is the currency, which is provided for, safe, but it has the 
best possible safeguard against inflation. There can be no it 
flation in a currency which is subject, during the first two 
| months of issue, to a tax of 4 per cent, such as I have already 
explained. In computing the amount of this tax, you must re 
| member that a reserve must be maintained against notes issed, 
| and that means 5.33 per cent for banks in central reserve cities 
for the first two months, and 6.58 for the third month. : 

The minimum tax to be paid by any bank at any time }S 
that for those outside of reserve cities, and would amount 
after allowing for interest on reserves deposited, to approx! 
mately 4.7 per cent. No such currency as that, subject to % 
| heavy a tax, can be a factor in creating inflation. It w''! be 
only used at a time when money is scarce and loans col!) und 
an unusual figure. 

I want to turn, now, very briefly to the remarks of my ! 
from Kentucky [Mr. James]. He says that the Secretary 
an unusual authority, and complains that the people are ! 
| sufliciently regarded. The gentleman himself, on analys!: 

realize that he can not make this a question between the >° 
Treat it as you nm: 
} granting of this authority to issue currency raises a 4 


It may not be a law on the statute 
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SI 
t 


Si 


y 
M 


een the Secretary and the banks. And when the gentle- 


aks with fear of the authority of the Secretary of the 
ry, he is unconsciously advocating giving a larger license 
banking institutions of the country. I say that for one 
- lodging that authority with the Secretary and allowing 
nder the great responsibilities of his position, to deter- 


the amount of issues rather than to leave the decision to 


banks. 


He would not do any of the things of which the gentleman 


I 


; ret 
t 


a wt 


] 
l 
tic 
‘ 1 ¢ 


et 


<entucky spoke. There are executive acts which are 
ically possible, but which the incumbents, with their 


hty responsibility, would never dare perform, because they 


know that if their course was marked by favoritism or 
‘e they would be discredited while living and dishonored 
lead. The Secretary of the Treasury, in discharging the 
ionary powers of that office, would sooner stand upright 


rect against an assassin’s pistol than violate his duty in 


a case, 


OLLIE M. JAMES. The gentleman will not contend 


the Secretary of the Treasury could know more about 
er a community, say in Mississippi or in Kansas, needed 


than the bankers’ association itself, will he? 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The Secretary of the Treasury would 


la t} 


Hctrih 
ected 
ler 


rigut ¢ 


in the 
and wi 
try 

I tr 
me thi 
And yé 


there y 
war, tl 
was ce 
ures a 


grams 


t his into account, that money would flow from the source 
from which it could be most conveniently distributed. The 
I 


ution of money is like that of water from reservoirs con- 
by pipes; and the course he would inevitably pursue 


‘ these regulations provided would be to merely retain his 
)f approval on the applications that would be presented. | 


[hey would probably come, in the first instance, from the banks | 


larger centers, and then, later, if the stress continued 
is severe, radiate out to the remotest portions of the coun- 


ist that the gentleman from New York, who questioned 
s morning, will not consider this as a political measure. 
‘t times have arisen when in questions relating to finance 


nen have been compelled to divide upon political lines. When 


vas criticism of greenback and national bonds in the civil 
1e cry was raised, and never more loudly, that their issue 
signed for the benefit of Wall street and that the meas- 
uthorizing them were political. When I listen to tele- 
and letters from bankers and merchants, such as have 


been read to-day, assailing those who favor this measure, I am 


forced 
send n 
of legi 
they | 
here ir 

Mr. 
at the 


minute 


to the conclusion that such persons would not be apt to 
essages abusing those who are seeking to solve problems 
slation, and to solve them as wisely as they can, unless 
ad some particular interest to be subserved by legislation 
1 Washington, 

WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, for many years I have sat 


feet of Gamaliel, and have never known his intellect | has forgotten to be a patriot, would have defined this emergency 


muddied until to-day. He has just made a speech of eighteen | 


‘s containing two propositions. First, a denial that the 


Secretaries of the Treasury can be anything except saintly pa- 
triots and ean show no favoritism, when the gentleman from Ohio 
knows as well as I do that in selecting national depositories 
the utmost favoritism, of a personal and political character, are 
every 


His 


curity 
ate 


side. | 


week displayed by the Treasury Department. 
next proposition was this: That is, after admitting that the 


panic was a depositors’ panic, he produces for it this 
bill as a remedy, which consists in what? Decreasing the se- 


and increasing the risk of the depositor in order to cre- 
emergency currency. [Applause on the Democratic 
No further reply is necessary to the eighteen-minute 


Speech of the gentleman from Ohio, It merely illustrates how 


sAly 


eos 


) 
in « 


Demo 


An 
ordin 


an at 





hours of 


ary 
long T 
ably hay 


an abominable cause may muddy a usually clear intel- 
iApplause on the Democratic side, ] 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from | 
Lork [Mr, Cockran], 


Of /CKRAN, Mr. Speaker, one peculiar feature of this 


ronos 


is the fact that its supporters seek to justify it by 
I suppose this is due to the fact that certainly it 
be justified by precedent. It is an entirely new de- 
in finance, the most radical innovation ever proposed 
sislative body. I may say in passing that the degrada- 
{ the House has never been more clearly shown than 
when its ewn Members voted that any debate here of this 
proposal to embark in an entirely novel experiment 
y can be of such little value to the country that three 
it = _—— if not excessive. [Applause on the 
ratic side, 
, Mr. Speaker, while such a suggestion, coming from the 
Jeaders of the House, might have grieved us, still 
larity with their manner of treating us would prob- 
‘ve prevented us from being shocked by it. But to find 
“tude so contemptuous of our membership sustained by a 





} 


man whom we on this side have always considered the one 
statesman on the other side big enough to rise above party limi- 
tations, or party machinery, or party manipulation on a ques- 
tion affecting the integrity of the House or its honor, was so 
unexpected that we were not merely shocked, we were plunged 
in distress and disappointment little short of absolute despair. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat this bill is offered to us on the faith 
of prophecy. If the prophecy were by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] it might be considered of some weight, 
but prophecy on a matter so delicate and difficult by other 
gentlemen, who have ventured it blithely, must be considered— 
well, as showing temerity on the part of the prophets rather 
than merit in their prophecies. [Laughter.] 

One other measure in my recollection was passed through 
Congress on the faith of prophecy. That was the Sherman 
silver law. The country was told then—and it is worth your 
while to take up the Recorp of that session and read the de- 
bates—just to see how a similar vein of prophecy animated it— 
the country was told then, by the Republican majority at the 
time, that the Sherman law would effectively bridge the widen- 
ing chasm between the two metals, linking gold and silver so 
firmly together in a permanent ratio of value that no condition 
could disturb or dislocate, and that for all time we would enjoy 
the benefits and wonders of what in those days was called the 
“double standard.” 

I was not a Member of the House when that measure was 


|} enacted. It was passed, I think, in August. In October fol- 


lowing, at the Democratic convention of New York County, while 
the country was ringing with the approving shouts of its pro- 


| posers I denounced it, declaring that embedded in the body of 


the law was a seed of repudiation which would germinate and 
grow so rapidly that inside of three years there would be an 
uprising against it by the very men who had so clamorously 
demanded that it be passed. 

Sir, that prophecy was vindicated to the letter. And here 
upon this floor I venture now to prophesy that this scheme will 
entail greater disaster upon the country. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Overstreer] declared it would be a temporary 
shield against the perils that threaten our financial stability. 
I say it will prove to be a deadly blight to our credit and a 
crushing burden on our commercial system. The proof, Mr. 
Speaker, that no one really believes this measure to be meri- 
torious is that its supporters in discussing it employ terms 
which do not make clear, but render densely obscure, its oper- 
ation, scope, and effect. A new phrase is added to the termi- 
nology of our political discussions. 

An emergency currency we are told is necessary. I believed 
the gentleman from Ohio, who is a philosopher even when he 


with which we must cope. Emergency currency! Why, the 
phrase is a contradiction in terms. That which is only current 
at intervals—in an emergency—is not currency at all. [Ap- 
plause.] Currency to be currency must circulate not only in 
times of emergency, but it must be always current. 

But we are told that this currency is to have some especial, 
though not quite clear, virtue by which it will be able to still 
commotion, inspire confidence, and avert panic; that it will 
meet, surmount, compose every emergency. 

Now, conceive for a moment what the advocates of this meas- 
ure pretend to claim for it and then consider the way they pro- 
pose to treat this supreme discovery of the Republican caucus. 
They say this scheme will make our banking system absolutely 
secure, because it will suffice to meet any emergency. Then, in 


| Heaven’s name, what better currency system was ever devised? 





What better system could be conceived? A currency that can 
meet and compose every emergency is the last triumph of 
financial genius and statesmanship. No other in all the world 
is equal to it. And yet you provide for a commission, as the 
gentleman from New York informs us, to find out how a better 
system is to be established. Better than perfection? For this 
scheme is perfection if it bear the fruit which you profess to 
expect from it. To change it would be to reduce our financial 
system from the perfection on which you claim this measure 
will establish it to the plane of inferiority, which is the best any 
other method of legislation has been able to reach. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

sut let us go a little further. I knew the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] could not even for a moment forget to be a 
philosopher, to whatever other lapses of forgetfulness he might 
be subject. He explained the emergency. What is it? If you 
blow away the froth from the gentleman’s rhetoric, it will be 
easy to realize just what he means. I will tell you in fewer 
words what the emergency is. It is that banks at certain 
times, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] told you are 
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called upon to pay their depositors, and they find it inconvenient 
or impossible to meet the demand. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman from New York 
yield for a question? 

Mr. COCKRAN. No; I can not yield. 
more time I will gladly yield to you. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I thought possibly the gentleman 
from New York would extend a little reciprocity-—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. I should be glad to do it, but my time will 
not permit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
York declines to yield. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, let us see. I do not think the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Burron] and I differ very widely about the 
actual character of the emergency this currency is intended to 
meet. Our differences, if they exist, are not about facts, but 
about the terms employed to describe them, and these, I think, 
he will not question if I explain them a little further. The 
relationship between a bank and its depositors is primarily and 
above all an obligation of the bank to pay back on demand the 
money deposited with it; not to pay it with something else that 
it may consider as good as money, but to pay it in money itself. 
Anything may be good as money. My old shoes are as good as 
mouey. They are good for just as much money as I can obtain 
for them, but they are not money. Banks under a proper sys- 
tem—indeed under any system of which I have ever: heard— 
can not satisfy demands of their depositors by offering them 
in shoes or clothes, or tables, or houses, or lands, or anything 
but money. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And the 
money they are bound to return is the same kind of money 
which they have received. 

Now, the avowed object of this measure is to permit payment 
by banks of their debts in a different kind of money from that 
in which the debt was contracted. This is vicious to morals 
and ruinous in economics. When I am required to pay an ob- 
ligation and I fail, what is the penalty? Exclusion from the 
ranks of active business. My business must be suspended, for 
the capital with which I operate it is taken out of my hands 
and devoted to the payment of my creditors as far as it will 
go. Under this law should a bank fail to meet its obligations, 
it need not suspend. Oh, no; it is not a failure; it is not a de- 
fault; it is not bankruptcy. It is an emergency. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

And how is the emergency met? The worthless, unmarket- 
able stuff in which the officers have speculated with your de- 
posits and mine is accepted by the Government as security on 
which notes may be issued to satisfy their money obligations. 
In other words, when the assets of a mismanaged bank are of 
no value in the market, the Government allows the bank officers 
to use as money these monuments of their recklessness and their 
fraud. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, any 
system that permits a doubt, or even the shadow of a doubt, that 
banks will redeem literally and exactly every obligation, is a 
fatal bow to credit and an insuperable barrier to prosperity. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish I had time to explain here the economic 
aspects of this measure. Its inevitable effect must be to drive 
banks from the field of discount, which is their natural func- 
tion, to the purchase of securities, which is forcing them into 
the field of investment, where they have no business at all. 
Every dollar received by a bank, exclusive of reserves, should 
be employed in discount. By that means all its funds are made 
available for the depositors when they seek, each in turn, to 
borrow sufficient to meet occasional demands in their business. 

This measure, indeed, says the banks can use all their securi- 
ties, including commercial paper, as a basis for circulation. But 
if this bill becomes law they will have little or no commercial 
paper to offer for any purpose. [Applause on the Democratic 
side]. The danger of banking is the temptation to speculation 
which always besets bank officers. This measure will aggravate 
these temptations to engage in reckless speculation, since it 
makes the Government stand behind these faithless officials to 
shield them from the consequences of their crimes when the 
crimes turn out to be unprofitable. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

During this whole session the people have been demanding, 
as some of your own newspapers have told you—as the Presi- 
dent has more than once reminded you—measures to equalize 
the operation of the law. The President revolts at the injus- 
tice of a system which holds blacklisting a lawful act and de- 
nounces boycotting as a criminal offense. He realizes, whatever 
fine-spun arguments may seek to justify those conclusions, that 
blacklisting takes away the bread of the laborer, while boy- 
cotting merely affects the profits of the employer, and he de- 
mands that this inequality be corrected. Yet you have not 
found time to pass an act remedying that indefensible condition 
of the law. 


If you will get me 


The gentleman from New 
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But when the banks—no; it is not the bankers who dem:nq 
this; there is not an honest or sensible man actually engaveq 
in the business of banking, of taking money on deposit ang 
loaning it on discount, who favors this proposal. But the preda- 
tory financiers who have obtained possession of banks as a 
feature of their operations demand it. They have cracked the 
whip over you, and you are dancing to the music of that im- 
perious signal as you move to enact this legislation. This }j)) 
will pass. The men who really control the Government hive 
decreed its passage. And you, who are here to do the bidding 
of the party raised to power and kept in power by their sy)- 
scriptions, must obey their orders or accept your own defeat, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re. 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Bennet of New York). 
The gentleman from New York has eighteen minutes rez);ip- 
ing and the gentleman from Mississippi two minutes rewmain- 
ing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would ask the gentleman from New York 
if he proposes to consume his entire eighteen minutes in one 
speech? 

Mr. VREELAND. 
speech. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will ask the gentleman from New York, 
then, to yield that minute. 

Mr. VREELAND. I prize that minute very highly, and | 
can not let it go. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I claim, Mr. Speaker, that under thie or- 
dinary ethics of debate, while the gentleman has the right to 
conclude, he has not the right to make two concluding speeches. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I can never withhold my 
admiration when my colleague from New York [Mr. Cockray}, 
who has just spoken, addresses the House. It seemed especi 
ally rich to me when he accused the gentleman from Ohio of 
inconsistency. I shall expect, Mr. Speaker, that at the close of 
another year my colleague from New York will be standing up 
here and eloquently defending and declaring for this bi!! be- 
fore us to-day, because he has spoken with equal facility upon 
both sides of every question that has been before the American 
people for the last ten years. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, on the Ist day of last October the American 
people were blessed with great prosperity. Everywhere the 
millions of our people were engaged in gainful occupations. 
Our mills and factories were unable to fill their orders. The 
consuming power of our people had never been greater. Tie 
railroads of the country could not furnish sufficient cirs to 
move the products of farm and factory. It is true that what 
we may call overprosperity had used up our available capital. 
It is true that liquidation in the stock exchanges had lecn 
going on for some time. Under the influence of higher rates 
of interest we were gradually slackening our speed. During thie 
month of October a great bank in New York City closed its 
doors. 

I need not go into the reasons for it. The people of New 
York City took fright and commenced drawing their deposits 
from other banks. The bankers clear across the contiuent to 
the Pacific became alarmed lest their reserves could 
had when called for, and all tried to draw their money fro! 
New York in cash at one time. The result was that the New 
York banks were obliged to refuse payment, and a gener! sus 
pension of cash payment took place throughout the (United 
States. The deposits in the banks of this country are over 
$13,000,000,000. We have in the United States of al! kinds 
money something over $3,000,000,000, more than half of it in the 
pockets of the people. It is evident, then, that when the cot 
try endeavored to change its business, 90 per cent of whic! 's 
ordinarily done on a credit basis, to a cash basis, the resii!t wis 
a general stoppage and paralysis of the business of the count’y. 
Why did all of the bankers clear to the Pacific coast, a!imosi * 
one body, endeaver to draw their reserves from New \0rs- 
Because they knew the supply of money was limited. !° 
they knew that if they were unable to draw their resery«s 
New York they were thrown back upon the cash in tle! 
vaults, and that nowhere on earth, at least within reasona!? 
time, could more cash be obtained. 

The panic of last October was a great calamity whic). 
the people more than ten times in money the total cost of the 
Spanish war. It was a calamity which cost us ten tf!) usand 
times as much in suffering of the American people as did the 
Spanish war. It was a panic which could not be foresee). xo 
Member on the other side of the Chamber has stood up in thls 
House so far during this session and pointed out where the 
Republican party, through any laws which it has pass«|, - 
responsible for the panic that burst suddenly upon vs 


I will use it all but one minute in one 
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er. We know where the panic of 1893 came from. We 

that the currency panic of that year followed an indus- 

anic, caused by fear of the country that revision of the 

‘would take place along tariff-for-revenue lines. But 

semocrat has yet attempted to point out that the Repub- 

| party, by reason of laws which it has passed or by reason 

thing which it could have foreseen, was responsible for 

the sudden panic that burst upon,the.eountry in October last. 

hat panic threw hundreds of thousands of men out of employ- 

That panic cost this country hundreds of millions of 

That panic meant that through the long winter days 

\ h we have passed men were out of work and little children 
red for food and clothing. 

WHAT SHALL WE DO ABOUT IT? 


What shall we do about it? This is the Congress to which 
ves of the people must turn for relief. 
What relief can we give against these disastrous currency 


a rs. 


panies which periodically sweep over the country, which under- 
mine the confidence of the people in our banks, and which under- 
mine the confidence of the bankers in each other? Mr. Speaker, 
I believe that if this currency bill which is now before this 
House had been upon the statute books last October, if the 


banks of the great city of New York on the day after the 
Knickerbocker Bank closed its doors could have instantly had 
$150,000,000 in cash, as they could have had under this bill, 
that panic would never have spread outside the city of New 
_ CAN WE CHANGE OUR WHOLE SYSTEM? 

What legislation can we enact? There are some who are 
insisting that we shall change our whole currency system at 
this session of Congress. Mr. Speaker, it is a serious thing to 
ch: a currency system which has been in force in this 
country for nearly half a century. It is a serious thing to 
change a currency system from one where the Government of 
the United States is behind every dollar that circulates among 
the people over to some other system where the Government 
does not guarantee every dollar to the people. There are those 
who are urging us to adopt an asset or credit system of cur- 
What is asset currency? What is that system? It 
is one in which the banks issue their notes which circulate as 
money; it is a system in which the assets of each bank alone 
are a guaranty that the money is good. 

It is a system in which the Government does not guarantee 
to the people that these notes will be paid. This would be a 
tremendous change, Mr. Speaker. It would mean that we must 
tear out of our statute books the financial act of 1900, an act 
placed there by the Republican party as the result of the great 
battle of the standards in 1896. That law, passed in 1900 by 
a Republican Congress, guarantees that every dollar which cir- 
culates in the United States shall be kept equal to a gold dollar, 
and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to use all of the re- 
sources of the United States to keep every dollar which circu- 
lates by its authority at a parity with a gold dollar. Are the 
people prepared for such a tremendous change? Would it be 
acceptable to the people? 
ble for this Congress to take such a step without knowing in 
advance — the people of the United States would indorse and 
approve it. 

What, then, shall we do at this time? Mr. Speaker, we can 
pass this bill before the House. It is not a system of currency. 

It is an addition to the existing system of eurrency which 
we have had for fifty years with which the people are familiar, 
So that in time of panic we can provide a great reservoir of 
money which can be instantly drawn upon. The political 
economists tell us and all history teaches us that expansion, im- 
mediate and profuse, is the only cure for a panic, but we do 
hot want permanent inflation. Permanent inflation in our cur- 
rency would only lead in the end to more panics. We provide, 
then, in this bill that with the consent of the Secretary of the 
creasury, in time of great financial distress, a maximum of 
Z ‘100,000 already printed and available maybe issued to na- 
cual banks which comply with the conditions named in this 
aan Upon security which amounts to six or seven times every 
ouar issued, We then provide that under the influence of a 


ne 
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rency. 


wet ‘ax the moment the need for this money ceases it shall be 
‘ven out of existence. 

. . wit append as a part of my remarks a table showing the 
. — of money and the kinds of money going to make up 
ro ' increase in the United States for the past ten years, and 
ad . the great commercial countries of Europe. I find that 
Sear tee Geen past the increase of money in the United States, 
Shee a ear, has fully kept up with all of our enormous expan- 
Gein: ‘nereased demands of business. We find, further, that 


oo cnet nee is largely in gold. We find that the percentage of 
“vi honey in gold is much larger than it was ten years 
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ago. We find that no other great country with any other system 
has kept pace with us either in quantity or quality in the in- 
creased supply of money necessary for business purposes. I 
stand here to say that our annual increase has been ample to 
supply the business needs of the country. What, then, is the 
trouble? 

WHY DO WE HAVE CURRENCY PANICS? 

Why is it that periodically we have these currency famines, 
resulting in panic and distress throughout the country? Mr. 
Speaker, it is because we have not followed the example of the 
great commercial nations abroad and provided a secondary re- 
serve upon which we shall draw only in time of great need. 

I might illustrate it by taking the case of a town which has 
an abundant supply of pure water for its ordinary and normal 
needs, but if a great fire breaks out and a conflagration is 
threatened it has no reservoir upon which it can draw to pre- 
vent or extinguish such conflagration. What we are proposing 
in this bill is to supply a reservoir to be drawn upon only in 
case of fire. It needs no financial expert to understand this 
plan. It is one which will appeal to the common sense of the 
American people. We have all the money that we need for the 
ordinary normal demands of business, year after year, but 
when some great bank in New York closes its doors, when there 
is some international complication, when there is some fear that 
the Democratic party may be restored to power, when fear falls 
upon the hearts of the people, we find that our 20,000 separate 
and integral units composing our banking system fall apart. 
Each one desires to protect itself and they draw upon New 
York for their money; they draw all together for their money, 
and the result is that our system fails, our banks are obliged to 
suspend payment, hundreds of thousands of men are thrown out 
of employment, and suffering and loss is spread among the 
people. 


EVERY OTHER GREAT COUNTRY A REMEDY. 





In my judgment, it would be impossi- | 


Mr. Speaker, I stand here to say that there is no other great 
commercial country on this earth which has not, under some 
form, a remedy such as is provided in this bill. Let us take 
the case of Great Britain, second only to the United States as 
a great commercial country. Great Britain has the most rigid 
and inelastic currency system of any of the great nations. 
The Bank of England substantially issues all of the currency 
for England. About $80,000,000 of their bank notes are issued 
on Government consols. Beyond that, for every Bank of 
England note issued an equal amount of gold must be deposited 
in the bank. The banks of Great Britain are not required by 
law to keep reserves within their vaults. As a rule, the great 
stock-company banks of Great Britain keep their reserves in the 
Bank of England. What do they do in case of panic? Where 
do they get their increased supply of money with which to 
rapidly inflate the currency when fear and panic falls upon 
the people? The bank applies to the Government and the 
Government suspends the bank act. 

ENGLAND SUSPENDS THE BANK ACT. 

What does that mean? It means that the Bank of England 
may then put forth unlimited quantities of bank notes without 
an equal amount of gold being deposited against it. It means 
that any bank in Great Britain can take its securities to the 
Bank of England, rediscount them, and receive Bank of England 
| notes in exchange. It means that there can be no currency fam- 
ine. Three times in its history, to stop panic, the bank act 
has been suspended. The result has always been the same, and 
it has now come to pass that the mere announcement that the 
bank act has been suspended is sufficient to instantly restore 
confidence and stop panic. When the panic is over the Bank of 
England gradually withdraws its notes from circulation and 
| goes back upon its normal basis of having an equal amount of 
| gold for all notes outstanding. 

GERMAN SYSTEM. 
We are all familiar with the German system. In Germany 
| the Imperial Bank, under Government control, issues a great 
part of the currency of the country. The Imperial Bank must 
keep 334 per cent of gold as a reserve against all notes issued. 

The Government arbitrarily limits the amounts of such notes 
in circulation to $117,000,000, but in time of financial stress the 
Imperial Bank can exceed this legal limit of notes issued to 
any extent with the permission of the Government by paying a 
tax of 5 per cent upon such excess issues. Here, then, adapted 
to the German system is the same provision which we are seek- 
ing to enact into law under this bill, where unlimited amounts 
of money may come out with the permission of the Government 
to avert or relieve financial panic, but with such a tax upon it 
that it is driven out of existence as fast as the financial pres- 





sure is withdrawn. Austria has the same provision. France 
has similar provisions adapted to her system. These great 


countries have no guaranty of deposits, The people who deposit 
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in their banks are not dissimilar from the people who deposit in 
our banks. Yet these countries have long since ceased to have 
currency famines and runs upon their banks. Why, if you read 
the history of the Bank of England you will find that fifty or 
sixty years ago the banks issued clearing-house certificates in 
the city of London to tide over panic. You might think you 
are reading about the condition which existed in the cities of 
the United States only last fall. 

Out of their longer experience they have done away with cur- 
rency famines. How have they done it? Not by having more 
money than we have; not by having better money than we have, 
but by having a reserve of money which can be drawn upon in 
time of panic, a reservoir in case of fire, such as is provided in 
the bill now before the House. 

Last October the Bank of England had in its vaults $165,- 
000,000 of gold. The Treasury building in this city contains 
nearly a billion and a quarter millions of dollars in gold. That 
sum of gold in the Bank of England represented not only the 
bank notes in circulation but it represented the reserves of many 
of the great banks of London. We were drawing it away from 
them at the rate of six or seven millions of dollars a week. 
Why was it that the people of England did not become alarmed? 
Why did not the banks rush in and draw down their reserves 
and take it to their own vaults? That is what would have hap- 
pened in this country. The reason they did not do that is be- 
cause they knew that at any time in case of stress their money 
was not limited to that sum in the vaults of the great bank, but 
that the bank act could be suspended and unlimited amounts of 
money, in which the people had confidence, would come forth. 

Would not the same causes apply here? If the people of this 
country knew that already printed and stored in the Treasury 
and subtreasuries of the country were $500,000,000 which would 
be instantly available in case of great need, would it not be a 
bulwark of confidence against panic? The greatest value of 
this law, in my judgment, would be that it is on the statute 
books. Its greatest value would be the steadiness and confi- 
dence which it would give to the people. If the people of New 
York City had known last October that great amounts of money 
were printed and lying in the subtreasury, instantly available, 
they would not have started a run upon the banks. Knowing 
they could get their money if they wanted it, they would not 
want it. If the people of the Pacific States had known that 
lying in the subtreasury at San Francisco was twenty-four or 
twenty-five millions of dollars which they could get in case of 
great need, they would not have attempted to draw their re- 
serves from New York. They would not have had a holiday 
proclaimed by the governor lasting for months in order to pro- 
tect the banks. 

If the people of the South had known that lying in the sub- 
treasury at New Orleans was something like eighty-five or 
ninety millions of dollars which, with the consent of the Gov- 
ernment, in time of stress could be secured, through their own 
banks, through their own associations, upon their own assets, 
they would not have been so alarmed when panic broke out 
in New York City. They would have known that as a last re- 
sort they could take that money, send their cotton and sugar 
to market, and go on about their business. 

WHAT IS THIS BILL? 

Now, what is the plan under which we propose to issue this 
money? The money must be absolutely good in the eyes of the 
people. During all the panics of forty years the notes issued 
by the banks guaranteed by the United States and the notes is- 
sued direct by the Government have been hoarded the same as 
if they were shining gold pieces. During the panic of last Octo- 
ber our paper money sold at a higher premium in the streets of 
New York than did gold. 

This money, then, will be issued by the Government through 
the banks, the same as our present bank notes. It will be 
identical in form with our bank notes. It will be guaran- 
teed by the Government, as are the present bank notes. As I 
shall show, the Government will have much greater security 
lor its guaranty than it has upon bank notes issued under the 
present law. 

CLEARING-HOUSE PRINCIPLE, 

In this proposed law we are using the clearing-house prin- 
ciple. During every currency panic for half a century the 
banks of large cities have associated themselves together in 
clearing houses. The effect of this has been to unite their 
assets and resources together as if they were one bank. Instead 
of standing alone to meet the shock of panic, so that first the 
weaker banks would give way and with the growing fear and 
excitement tle stronger ones would next be attacked and might 
also give way, they banded themselves together so that there 
was no weakest and no strongest, but one great bank, transfer- 
ring its resources from one point to another as might be needed. 
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Clearing-house certificates would be issued to banks needing 
help, to secure which such bank would deliver over to the 
clearing-house association securities from among its assets 
which would be satisfactory in quality and quantity to the 
clearing-house association officers. 

It is a fact that during the fifty years that these clenring 
houses have been used in time.of panic never a dollar has |jeep 
lost to this day. During the panic of last fall $452,000,000 of 
securities, 72 per cent of which was commercial paper, were (e- 
posited by banks of the New York clearing house with that as. 
sociation. A maximum amount of $101,000,000 in clearing. 
house certificates was authorized. In Pittsburg, last October, 
the banks formed themselves into a similar association. 11) ad- 
dition to certificates issued among themselves, $48,000,000 of 
certificates of small Gdeneminations were issued upon the wnited 
responsibility of the banks and circulated among the people as 
money. When the panic was over these were withdrawn and 
went out of existence. This is the principle which we use in 
this proposed legislation. We propose that not less than ten 
banks, having a united capital and surplus of at least $5,000,000 
may associate themselves together as a clearing-house associa- 
tion, under rules and regulations to be promulgated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The machinery of organization is 
most simple. 

The banks of New York City or any other city in twenty 
four hours could form an association as provided in this b 
If, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
ness condition of the country or of the locality is such as 
to require additional circulation, any bank belonging to tly 
association may deposit securities owned by it, bonds or com- 
mercial paper, with the association. If those authorized to 
act for the clearing: house association are satisfied with the 

value of such securities, they make application to the Secretary 

of the Treasury for additional notes, and he may, in his discre- 
tion, issue not to exceed 75 per cent of the securities so (e- 
posited in trust with the association. All of the banks belong- 
ing to the association and all their assets are liable to ih 
Government for this circulation issued. This follows tlic line 
of the law now upon the statute books relating to our jreseut 
issue of bank notes. So far as the clearing-house association 
is concerned its security is ample. The security deposited by 
the bank with the clearing-house association must be ampl 
The association can require as security two or three times, if it 
chooses, the amount of such bank notes to be issued. 

The association, under the law, has a first and paramount 
lien upon all the assets of such bank as security for the 
notes issued. So far as the Government is concerned, 
ity for these notes is much greater than at present. [et us 
suppose that thirty banks, having capital and surplus of 
$15,000,000, form a clearing-house association for the purpose 
of getting additional circulation under this bill. They must 
first have 40 per cent of bond-secured circulation. The miu 
mum amount of circulation which they obtain therefore would 
be $11,000,000. What security has the Government for this 
issue? 


First, capital and surplus of thirty banks 

Stockholders’ liability for, say 

It has next the specific securities, Pin tras at least twice 
the amount of notes issued, held in trust by the asso- 
ciation for the United States, 

It has next a first lien upon all the other assets of all 
the banks belonging to the association, which would be ; 
at 23 
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Security for maximum circulation 


It then requires tne banks to keep 5 per cent of tl 
issued in cash in the hands of the Treasurer of the Unite 
States to pay these notes when they come in for redemptol 
and that redemption fund must be eee kept good. — 
then, we have security, so far as the Government is concerme 
of $70,000,000 worth of securities against an issue of $11,000," 
of bank notes. Surely no one can question tke security of '! 
United States in guaranteeing these notes, and no one wi!! ("= 
tion the ability of the clearing-house association to absolute) 
protect itself against any loss through any constituen' bank. 
Any bank may join these clearing-house associations i! ed 
in contiguous territory, but after such bank joins the 
tion it depends entirely upon the will of the cleari 
association as to whether such bank can take out a ¢ 
circulation or not. That depends entirely upon the 
which it has to offer and the need which it has for 
the opinion of the managers of the association. Lar: 
and small banks can belong to these associations wi i 
security, because each must put up securities from aioe ™ 
assets which are unquestionably good in the eyes of | 
ciation. 

The experience of fifty years shows that the man 
clearing-house associations take no chances as to the s 
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sited with them, and during all that time not a dollar has 
een lost through a clearing-house association. 

. remedy provided under this law exists at all times and 

ery part of the United States. The annual loss on com- 

| paper is less than one-eighth of 1 per cent. The banks 

bring in their best securities in time of need. If they 

securities of doubtful character, they would not bring 

wut for other banks to see. Under the provisions of this 

anks need not invest large sums of money in particular 

: of bonds which they must carry many years, perhaps, 


\ ¢ for an emergency and which they may never need. 
I ‘ the provisions of the bill passed at the other end of the 
( | only State, county, municipal, and district bonds can 


be used for emergency circulation. 
rut the statements of the banks show that not more than 
fifty or sixty millions of bonds of this description are owned by 
e national banks of the United States. Then, to take out 
g500,000,000 of emergency currency, in case of need, they 
id have to withdraw from the channels of commerce more 


W 

th 400,000,000. They must provide themselves with these 
bonds in advanee, because it is evident if a bank waits until a 
panic is imminent or until it has commenced, it will not benefit 
itself by paying out lawful money for bonds and then exchang- 
ing the bonds for 90 per cent of their value in bank notes. Hence 
they must be earried indefinitely waiting for this emergency. 


Suppose $400,000,000 should be withdrawn from the commercial 
field by the national banks and invested in these bonds. Is it 
not evident that this great sum withdrawn would mean that 
crops could not be moved next fall? It would produce such a 
stringency in the money market as to bring about the very 
condition which we are legislating to prevent. 

Our banking system in many respects is the best that could 
be devised for our country. We have nearly 40 per cent of the 
bankfhg capital of the world. No one can doubt that our free 
banking system has been a great factor in the magnificent de- 
pment of our country. In every community throughout 
the Jength and breadth of our land the substantial men in every 
city and town can associate themselves together in providing 
banking capital for their own communities. I doubt if the 
branch banking system would suit the independent American 
racter. Our people would not be content to be told that 
some manager in a distant city must be communicated with to 
give permission for loans to be granted in communities where 
branches might be established. Our people like to see and talk 
direct with the man in authority. It may also be doubted 
whether our people are ready to adopt a great central bank on 
the European plan, although many of our best financial thinkers 
consider that we must finally come to this plan. It may be 
years before we change our banking and currency system. In 
the meantime we are in constant danger that from some per- 
haps unexpected cause a currency panic may start and sweep 
over the country, carrying disaster in its train. 

We are the greatest in wealth among the nations of the earth. 
We are not backward in boasting about the superiority of our 
institutions, about our enormous expansion, and our modern 
business methods, and yet Europe looks on amazed at the spec- 
tacle of practically all of the banks of the greatest commercial 
country in the world suspending cash payments. It seems to 
me that if we adjourn without providing a remedy for this 
State of affairs it will be almost criminal neglect on the part 
of Congress. The remedy which we propose is simple in its 
Associations in the cities can be completed in 
twenty-four hours. The principles involved have been tried by 
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experience. It will afford protection and confidence to our 
people. A monetary commission, which is provided for in this 


bill, can take up the whole question with a view of finding out 
if there are other weak spots which need strengthening. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not in favor of Government guaranty of 
deposits. I am willing to admit that if the Government of the 
United States puts its credit behind the enormous deposits in 
our banks, the people will feel secure; but I am very doubtful 
that anything less than a Government guaranty of deposits 
Will prove a remedy. No one will contend that the thrifty de- 
positors in banks should be singled out for protection except 
for some great public benefit. If these money panics can be 
Stopped in no other way we may have to come to this remedy, 
but the older nations of Europe, without guaranty of any kind, 


—_ been able to stop money panics and runs on banks. Why, 
then ‘Hall we not be able to accomplish the same result by 
= Ung the same remedy? That remedy is provided in this 
- a will not prevent banks which are mismanaged or 
a a looted by their officers from failing, but it will prevent 
Sateen ight growing out of the closing of this class of banks from 


ling into panic and runs upon other banks, 


XLII—294 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





6289 


If the people know that solvent banks can readily and upon 
their own assets obtain plenty of cash with which to pay their 


depositors, then they will not want to draw their money. This 
principle is as old as banking. Many great bankers in the 


largest cities of the United States have indorsed this plan. 
Several State conventions of bankers have almost unanimously 
recommended its principles. The benefits sought for in this 
proposed legislation apply to every man, woman, and child in 
the United States. The object of this legislation is of the first 
magnitude in importance to the people of the United States, 
Let the Republican party, the great business party of the coun- 
try, place it upon our statute books. [Loud applause.] 

DO WE NEED EMERGENCY CURRENCY? 

{Figures express miliions of dollars. ] 











| Gold. Silver. ao com Total. 
| 
UNITED STATES. 
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ae Re a ea 6 | 661.2 748.0 533.8 
ne oe aati 3 | 670.5 | 733.0 2,595.8 
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SE 116.8 116.2 761.0 
a are easeamcienipee 116.8 | 117.9 782.8 
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ATCT les Terese | | 111.9 116.6 787.6 
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i id 968.3 | 419.8 175.6 1,563.7 
a ila eae ttt 926.4 | 411.1 110 1,448.4 
ae 1,032.6 | 411.1 118.2 1,561.9 
en adicidcnnailedttnnsndicnininmesieae 926.4 | 411.1 | 269.2 1,606.7 
CANADA. 
ee ee 16.0 | 5.0 35.0 6.0 
SO iiicicdincieeanecniataatiilstatclittirtertnn cite dutotiaiiicedl 16.0 0 ».0 | 6.0 
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Rd hanilint tittiniendaintnihiatisuati 62.4 | 6.7 7 141.6 


time. 

The SPEAKER. 
to two minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 
two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Exactly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, of course you and I and all 
of us know that this foolish Vreeland bill is never intenéed to 
become a law; that it is merely expected that the House of 
Representatives shall pass some act—anything—in order to get 
a conference with the Senate and bring out what is real’y in- 
tended to be enacted, with the purpose as described by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cockran]. I now yield the bal- 


The gentleman from Mississippi is entitled 


Mr. Speaker, I understand I am entitled to 
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ance of my time on this side to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lioa [Mr, Crawrorp]. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the 
United States empowers and authorizes Congress to coin money 
and regulate its value. This grant of power is absolute and ex- 
clusive, in that it is further provided that no State shall coin 
money, emit bills of credit, or make anything but gold and silver 
a jezal tender in payment of debts. The power to create money 
is a sovereign power, inherent in all independent governments, 


treaties of peace. It is a power that the framers of the Con- 
stitution, in my judgment, never intended to be delegated by 
Congress to national banks or any other agents. I am 


merce of the world. But when they are not honestly managed 
and supervised they may become a menace to the public wel- 
fare by creating panics, which are as blighting as the devasta- 
tion of war. 
of the Republican party; they have had too much consideration, 
both in legislation and in the administration of the law. 
Twenty-five hundred million dollars of bonds were issued by 
Congress to defray the expenses of the war and as a basis for 


securing national-bank notes, and at the same time five hundred | 


millions of greenbacks were issued as currency. While this cur- 
rency was made a legal tender for the payment of debts, public 


and private, except the interest on the bonds, it was not re- | 


ceivable in payment of import duties, and consequently it depre- 
ciated to an alarming extent, falling as low as 38 cents, and yet 
it was accepted at its face value in the purchase of bonds. 


The bonds were made payable in lawful money, which in- | 


cluded the depreciated greenbacks. By subsequent acts of Con- 
gress the bonds were made payable in coin, which was under- 
stood at the time to mean either gold or silver, at the option 


of the Government, but by interpretation it has been held to | 
mean gold, if the bondholder demanded it, and he never fails | 


to demand it. By this manipulation alone the bond specula- 
tors realized a thousand million dollars clear profit, wrung 
from the hard earnings of the American people by the most 
grinding and discriminating tax laws that have ever been writ- 
ten in the statute books of a free people. 
of unwise, if not wicked, legislation in favor of national banks 
and against the interest of the people. 


rendered the power to fix tariff-tax schedules to the manu- 
facturers for their own benefit in the name of protection of 
‘American industries and the American laborer, and 
Aldrich-Vreeland bill should become a law, you will have sur- 
rendered the power to control the money supply to the big na- 
tional banks of New York, the very banks that produced the 
panies of 1893 and 1907. 


shall be issued. 


And remember that every dollar that is issued will be issued | 


to the millionaire banks with but little cost to them, and the 
small banks that are doing an honest and a conservative busi- 
ness will never receive a dollar. Doubtless you will be able to 


rush this bill through the House, under the lash of the party | 


whip, without giving a reasonable time for debate and without 
the right to offer amendments under the gag rule adopted this 


time being, but you will have to stand at the bar of public 
opinion and answer for this day’s work. 
the passage of this bill? 
to get the benefits. 


Nobody but the few banks that expect 
Hundreds and thousands of banks, boards 


of trade, chambers of commerce, wholesale and retail merchants’ | 


associations, labor unions, and individual citizens from every 


Members of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Banking and Currency was 
appointed on December 3. 
committee, and it is well known to the House and the country 


sideration of currency questions. 


financiers, bankers, and citizens, including ex-Secretary Gage 
and Comptroller Dawes, Samuel Gompers, and Sir Morton 
Frewen, member of English Parliament, and the representatives 
of the general business of the country, appeared before the 


committee, and, with one exception, condemned the principles | 


of the Aldrich-Vreeland bill. And by a unanimous vote of 
the committee the Aldrich bill was laid on the table, and the 


| for intelligent discussion of the whole financial question, 
and is equal in dignity to the power to declare war or to make | 


not | 
opposed to banks nor am I unfriendly to the banking business. | 
I recognize that banks are indispensable to the trade and com- | 





National banks have been the special favorites 





| immediately. 


| returned, just as it will if this Congress should pass no law. 
Mr. Speaker, the Republican party has already virtually sur- 


if this | 


These banks will not only be able | 
to determine when this currency should be issued, but how much | 


Who is interested in | 





| are outstanding obligations in the way of silver certi 
State in the Union have entered and protest against the bill, and | 
nobody, to my knowledge, has openly advocated it ovtside of | 


| the Treasury can be drained and the Secretary forced 
that most of the winter and spring has been given to the con- | 
|} and repeated redemptions. 
Public hearings were given for days and weeks, and leading | 


MAY i4, 


Vreeland bill was also tabled. Without any report from the 
committee the Republican caucus combined the worst features 
of those bills into a new bill, and say that it shall pass | 
House to-day. 

Mr. Speaker, the minority of the committee, with the assist. 
ance of Mr. WiLt1AMs, drafted a bill which was intended to he 
offered as a substitute for the bill that might be proposed by 
the majority, naturally thinking that ample time would be * 


Js 


civen 
. . . . . but 
since you have limited the discussion to three hours, with the 


opportunity to offer our bill as a substitute, but without any 
right to propose a single amendment either to your bill or . urs, 
we have decided not to offer a substitute, knowing full well! that 
any bill drafted by Democrats would be treated with contempt 
by that side of the House, and give you an opportunity and an 
excuse to raise a false issue in the coming campaign by attack- 
ing our bill instead of commending your own, so you now )iivye 
a clear-cut issue on your bill, and by it alone you shal! be 
judged. I understand that the bill now before the House js 
the fourth edition of the caucus bill of two nights ago. It is 
being added to and taken from in order to win recruits from 
the recalcitrant Republicans. 

The fact is but few Republicans of this House believe that 
this bill should pass without amendment, but you have got to 
have an emergency bill to try to save the Republican party 
from complete rout and overthrow. You are in a dilemma. 
For fifteen years you have contended in Congress, on the stump, 
and through the press that the Democratic party made the panie 
in 1893 by reason of a promise to reform the tariff and that 
your party restored prosperity, and you have assured the people 
in all the campaigns that you alone could maintain prosperity. 
But every intelligent man knows that it has always been a 
false issue. Mr. Cleveland convened Congress in extra session 
in August, 1893. The panic had been raging for two months, 
and there was not a law on the statute books that was not put 
there by the Republican party. Mr. Cleveland insisted that 


| the panic was due to the law providing for the purchase and 


coinage of silver bullion passed by a Republican Congress and 
signed by a Republican President in 1890. And in this view 


| almost every Republican in the House and Senate concurred, 
This is a long history | 


contending that the repeal of that law would restore prosperity 
The law was repealed, and by and by prosperity 


It was labor, and not law, that produced the prosperity which 
the American people have enjoyed for the last ten years. When 
individuals and nations produce and sell in the markets of the 
world more than their necessities require them to buy, they are 
prosperous, independent of and in spite of laws. The balance 
of trade last year in favor of the United States was $500,000.00, 
all of which was payable in gold, and but for this large balance 
to our credit what the result of this panic would have been the 
wisest can not tell. The country survived the panic of 189%, 
and ‘it will survive this panic, and the people will learn lessons 
of wisdom from their experience. The fact is the banks of 
Wall street precipitated that panic to force the country te 
adopt the gold standard and sell bonds, and it was done 
by the endless-chain process in presenting greenbacks and ‘Treas 
ury notes for redemption, until the golé reserve was exhausted 
and the Secretary was compelled to sell $260,000,000 of bonds 


| to buy gold for redemption purposes, following the precedent of 
morning, but you can not conceal the hideous deformity of this | 
bill from the people, though you may deceive yourselves for the | 


his Republican predecessor as to redemptions. 

I believe however, if the course pursued by Secretary Man- 
ning in 1885 had been followed by paying the gamblers and 
looters silver instead of gold the panic would have beet 
checked without the sale of bonds. Every Republican Sec'® 
tary has stood by the gold-redemption policy. With only $10" 
000,000 as a gold reserve in the Treasury, and resting upon it 
ates, 
creenbacks, and national-bank notes—the enormous sul ° 
fifteen hundred million dollars, and if this additional currency 


| is to be issued the further burden of five hundred millions wil! 
| be added. 
I happened to be a member of that | 


Think of this vast volume of money being con’ erted 
into an absolute debt against the people with which the gol et 
hundreds of millions of bonds to get gold to make furtier 
The policy of redemption 4s |! has 
been used and abused is reprehensible. It has been done in tl 
interest of high finance. Honest business has never de nied 
a dollar of redemption. er 

Mr. Speaker, I really think that the Republican party ™* 
argued itself into the belief that it has created the P! ne 
which the people have enjoyed for a number of years 1)! the 
they alone can preserve it. I believe that nobody was more * a 
prised when the panic came than the adherents of tha‘ party. 








1908. 





poastfully declared in your campaign book of 1906, in 
enumerating the good things that you had done, that you “ had 
established the gold standard which placed our monetary sys- 
t on a stable basis and in harmony with the great nations 
the world,” and “that none but the rankest pessimist could 
, cloud on the horizon.” 
[ think all you gentlemen can see a cloud now above the 
horizon as big as a man’s hand, and I remind you of the fate 
of the false prophets who had so long misled and deceived the 
You remember the calamity that befell them when they 
I the truth face to face on Mount Carmel, where Elijah was 
ng for a “ cloud on the horizon.” Your slogan of a “ full din- 
ail and prosperity ” 
paigcn. You will face an indignant and undeceived constituency. 
| know the Republican party does not admire panics and 
would not intentionally inflict the country with one, unless they 
were sure that they could charge it to the Democratic party. 
The country will hold you responsible for this panic and for 
your failure to remedy the causes that produced it. 
" Mr. Speaker, I shall now allude to some of the distinctive 
features of the bill. The object of the bill is to enable national 
banks to procure currency from the United States Treasury to 
prevent or stop a panic. It will become the duty of the Secretary 
upon the passage of the bill to prepare plates and dies and print 
in blank 50 per cent of the capital stock of all the national 
banks of the United States, to be held by the Comptroller of 
the Currency, and to be delivered according to law to the banks 
entitled to receive it. There must be at least ten national 
banks, with unimpaired capital and surplus of not less than 
$5,000,000, incorporated into a clearing-house 
with power to sue and be sued, to enable banks to procure 
this emergency currency. The basis for this circulation 
is any kind of securities, including stocks, bonds, and com- 
mercial paper, without regard to their par value, which national 
banks may have when transferred to the clearing-house asso- 
ind approved by the board of trustees, provided each 
bank has 40 per cent of its capital stock of national-bank 
notes in circulation and a surplus of 20 per cent. It will 
be seen at a glance that the banks of some of the States have 
not sufficient capital to secure a clearing house, and therefore 
would have to gain admittance into a clearing house in an 
adjoining State. 

The association is voluntary and the benefits to the banks are 
presumed to be mutual. Each must keep its capital stock and 
surplus intact, and will be liable for its pro rata part of the de- 
falcations of the other banks of the association. When a bank 
or a number of banks may think a panic is approaching, applica- 
tion is made by the clearing house to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for an issue of currency, but the Secretary has authority to 
reject the application on the ground that he does not believe 
that the community in which the bank happens to be located 
needs the currency or that the security is not satisfactory. 

Mr. Speaker, does any sane man believe that any bank which 
has wise and honest management and is doing a safe and legiti- 
mate business will become a member of any such ridiculous 
corporation? But the banks that gamble and speculate in 
money and in stocks and bonds will always be able to create, 
at will, a panic sufficient to induce the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue to them all the currency they may desire. Banks 
belonging to the Clearing-House Association of New York City 
have a basis of securing $200,000,000 of this emergency currency, 
While the State of North Carolina could not secure four millions. 
But the ordinary, honest banks will never get a dollar of the 
currency, it matters not what their distress may be. It is ex- 
Pressly provided for the few banks that have power enough to 
create a panic, and it will be given to them cheap in order to 
induce them to be good, although you have charged 4 per cent 
‘nterest per annum for the first two months and 1 per cent 
thereafter until 10 per cent is reached; but they will never pay 
more than 4 per cent, as they can surrender the currnecy at the 
end of two months and get a new supply. And to make it more 
‘ittractive, the banks are not required to advance the interest 
out of their vaults. 


aan illustrate, take a bank that has a million doll 


sim] 


eC, 


ciation ¢ 


] 
i 


, ars already 
ed in stocks, bonds, and commercial paper; the bank 
mply transfers its paper from its own vaults to the vaults 
of the clearing house, and the Secretary of the Treasury will 
sue to the bank $750,000 if the securities are at par, and 


the ‘terest on this amount for two months would be $5,000, 
wh “| amount it takes from the seven hundred and fifty thou- 
of uve ud pays the interest at another window, and steps out 
oo te treasury with $745,000, and continues to draw interest 
eer Waal urities deposited, and can loan this currency in the 


York Stock Exchange for 100 per cent per annum, as 
Was done during the panic this year. And with the consent of 


will not serve you in the coming cam- | 


association, | 
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the clearing house of which such bank is a member one class 
of securities may be withdrawn and others substituted, so 
that when paper becomes due it can be withdrawn and col- 


lected, and new notes could be substituted in lieu of it, and 
these favorite banks will have the endless-chain process for 
all the money they may want for speculative purposes. I do 


not believe, Mr. Speaker, that any man who has given careful 
thought to this bill believes that the big banks which are be- 
hind it will willingly surrender the benefits which they derive 
from it. It is intended to be made a permanent part of our 
national banking system. I call attention to the fact that all 
the present outstanding national-bank notes which are secured 
by United States bonds are to be canceled on redemption by 
the Treasury Department, and this emergency currency is to 
be issued in lieu of it, in order to conceal from the public the 
fact that emergency currency is being issued at all times with- 
out regard to panics. You are giving such dignified recognition 
to panics that a bureau of panics ought to be established at 
once. 

The bill provides for issuing $500,000,000, and the entire 
amount might be taken out in a week, and may be surrendered 
for cancellation in a week. I submit that this is too much 
power to intrust to any agency. The power to inflate and con- 
tract the currency puts the people at the mercy of him who 
exercises the power. Mr. Speaker, it is not even pretended by 
the author and the supporters of this bill that it will afford the 
relief demanded. It is a mere dope to quiet the nerves, to en- 
able the banks of Wall street to operate more effectively on the 
honest business of the country until a commission can diagnose 
the disease and prescribe the remedy that these banks want, 
in order that they may further exploit their victims. It is piti- 
able to see a great party that has done so much, and boasted of 
so many things that it has not done, lie down and confess its in- 
ability to deal with the financial situation, which is touching 
every man and every business in the United States. The indus- 
trial enterprises of the country have suspended In many sections, 
and the men and women whose genius and labor have made this 
the greatest and richest nation of the earth are idle or working 
on short time and reduced wages, and hundreds of thousands in 
the industrial centers are being fed by the hand of charity in 
bread lines and soup houses, heretofore claimed by Republicans 
to be Democratic institutions. And the end is not yet—and you 
dally and delay. You could remove the principal cause that 
precipitated the panic last October in one hour by amending the 
national banking laws so as to require all national banks to 
keep their legal reserves in their own vaults. The law requires 
banks in reserve and central reserve cities to keep 25 per cent 
of their deposits as reserve, but permits banks in reserve cities 
to loan on call one-half of their reserve to central reserve banks. 
All other banks are required to keep 15 per cent reserve and 
are permitted to loan three-fifths of it to reserve and central re- 
serve banks. And on the Ist day of August, 1907, there had 
been loaned or deposited the enormous sum of $614,000,000, the 
bulk of it in the big banks in New York City, which in turn 
loaned it on speculation or invested it in stocks and bonds, so 
that it was not available on demand. And just when the banks 
began to call for their money to meet the increasing demands to 
market the crops, a run was made on the Knickerbocker Trust 
Company, of New York, and this great bank, with $8,000,000 in 
its vaults and $60,000,000 of deposits, went to the wall, and the 
speculating banks, finding themselves unable to collect, took 
fright, and immediately the banks of the Clearing-House Asso- 
ciation refused to pay currency on demand, and without author- 
ity of law issued clearing-house certificates to meet their money 
demands. The news flashed over the wires, and every bank in 
the United States received a shock, and the $600,000,000 loaned 
and deposited in the great centers was locked up or tied up, 
and the panic was on. Four thousand State and national banks 
within ten days closed their doors against the demands of their 
own depositors, making either limited payments or tendering 
clearing-house certificates over their counters when money was 
demanded. These banks were innocent and suffered greatly, 
and but for this timely action not only the banks, but the busi- 
ness of the country, doubtless, would have gone down in wreck 
and ruin. The fault is in the law. If this money had been 
kept at home, the panic in New York would not have disturbed 
the country banks. 

Mr, Speaker, other grave problems are pressing hard for solu- 
tion, and so far the Republican party has net been able to 
cope with them. The receipts are falling behind the expendi- 
tures at the rate of $5,000,000 per month, and yet this has been 
the most extravagant Congress in the history of the country. 
You will appropriate over a thousand million dollars at this 
session. The next fiscal year will find you facing an empty 
Treasury, and the sale of bonds will be inevitable, unless Provi- 



























































































































































































































































































dence comes to the rescue. Factories and mills are closing, and 
the unemployed are becoming restless, Coxey is again threaten- 
ing to organize his army of tramps. The number of wage- 
earners who are now out of employment is something appalling. 

The Ethical Social League, of New York, submitted a report 
on the 7th of April containing the number of unemployed 
in every State in the Union, aggregating 3,160,000; more than 
half of this number are in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Lli- 
nois, and Michigan. The Southern and Western States so far 
have not suffered so much as the Northern and New England 
States. The Bureau of Labor of New York, on April 19, stated 
hat at the close of 1907 one out of every three union men in 
the State was idle. 


The International Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of | 


Spricgfield, Mo., on February 1, 1908, wrote the following letter 
to Hon. C. W. Hamuin, a Member of Congress from that district, 
which was published in the Rrecorp: 

INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, 


Springfield, Mo., February 1, 1908. 
Hon. C. W. HAMLIN, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dean Sr: I am requested by your friends, the railroad men of | 


Springfield, Mo., to write you rélative to conditions on the Frisco rail- 









o short working hours in shops and reduction of number of employees, | 


' 

road—lue to the panic—in hopes that you may introduce or assist in 
i some measure before the present Congress that will relieve 
c ns and give the wage-earner an opportunity to work so as to 
‘ iving for himself and loved ones dependent on him for support. 
: co shops only work eight hours per day, four days a week, a 
present, and were closed twelve working days in January. To-day one- 
third of the employees of the shops were let out indefinitely, while on 
the road freight business has fallen off so crews are only making one- 
half time. This is true of the entire system, and starvation is staring 
your friends, the railroad men, in the face. The company, owing 
: : 

i 





s unable to keep engines in repair, the result being that when freight 
is offered for shipment the company is unable to handle it for lack 
of power. I learn, through our brotherhood, the same conditions prevail 
on all railroads, and good men are tramping over the country hunting 
for employment and not able to find any. Is there not some way for 
Congress to relieve this condition, or is it possible that the moneyed 
power is supreme—that the inclosed clipping from the St. Louis Post- 
Dispatch about J. P. Morgan is true. Must the wage-earner come to 
starvation in order that dividends can be paid on watered stock and the 
gamblers and stock speculators grow rich? We, your friends, appeal 
to you, believing that in this, our hour of need, you can help us out. 
Awaiting your reply, and trusting that Congress will better conditions, 
I remain, yours, respectfully, 
M. J. Mourpny, 


Chairman Ozark Division 83, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
839 North Main street, Springfield, Mo. 

t is estimated that the railroads of the United States employ 
1,600,000 men and, according to estimates, 500,000 have been 
lInid off in all branches of the service. The following dispatch 
from Baltimore to the Washington Post, dated Baltimore, March 
10, says that the Baltimore and Ohio has issued the following 
statement: ; ? 
19,200 FREIGHT CARS IDLE—B. & 0. PROPERTY VALUED AT $19,200,000 nor 

EARNING REVENUE. 
[Special to the Washington Post.] 
BALTIMORE, Mp., March 10. 
The Baltimore and Ohio has issued the following statement: 


“Because of general business depression, the Baltimore and Ohio 


Railroad has 19,200 idle freight cars standing on yard and side tracks 
and in shops over the system, which includes the Baltimore and Ohio 


Southwestern Railroad, out of 87,500 cars. Never before in the history | 


of the Baltimore and Ohie, the pioneer railroad of the country, was 
there near so many cars out of service at one time. At a valuation 
of $1,000 per car, this represents $19,200,000 of the company’s money 
that is not earning any revenue.” 


Mr. Speaker, in the face of the deplorable conditions through- 
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Treasury Lyman P. Gage said in a speech before the Banking 
and Currency Committee: 

In 1907 we were on deep waters of prosperity, when everything ouch+ 
to have floated serenely, but we bumped hard. We stove open ; 
bottom of the ship. We met with first-class disaster. 7 

And Hon. Leslie M. Shaw, the former Secretary of the Tr 
ury under Mr. Roosevelt, said in a recent speech: 


Over 300,000 freight cars standing empty on the tracks, 30,000 | 
motives white leaded and out of commission, one-fourth of the po; 
tion of several large cities idle, for the first time under Republican 
ministration free soup houses in every industrial center, and the ; 
of farm produce naturally and materially depreciated furnish an o 
lesson which ought to produce a measure of sober-mindedness on 


Mr. Speaker, why is it that men, women, and children are 
walking the streets, begging for bread, in the fairest, richest 
and best country on the earth? It is because the people | 
not heeded warning; they have been step by step led on by 
the delusion that prosperity has been created by laws instead 
of by labor and that the tariff taxes benefit those who pay 
them. The real causes of this panic are deeply rooted in the 
false and vicious tariff laws. Relief will never come by appli 
cations of porous plasters and dosing with soothing sirups. 

One instance will illustrate: Under the Dingley tariff law 


| 100 per cent is levied on Russian oils in the ports of the United 


States. Russia is the only country that can compete with the 
United States in the production of oil. And this tax gives the 
Standard Oil Company an absolute monopoly of all the oils sold 
to the people of the United States. They sold last year 6,(7,- 
194,000 gallons at 2 cents a gallon more than they charged for 
the same kind of oil which was shipped to Great Britain and 
France, netting the company on account of the tariff over $13, 
000,000. This discrimination is an outrage upon the American 
people, and oil should be immediately put on the free list, 
What good reason can be given for taxing all the people in order 
to make a few rich? This same Standard Oil Company invested 
its ill-gotten surplus in banking, and now owns and controls 
some of the largest banks in New York, which had much to do in 
creating the panic last fall. The Standard Oil banks are special 
pets of the Secretary of the Treasury. There is evidence to war- 
rant the conclusion that the big New York banks entered into a 
collusion to force Congress to pass a law to give them the right 
to have currency issued on their stocks, bonds, and commercial 
paper; and when the crash came the Secretary in great haste 
rushed to New York and made arrangements to deposit addi- 
tional money with the very banks that inaugurated the panic. 
The Treasury had $268,000,000 of surplus, and by the ist of 
December he had in the depositary banks of the country $225,- 
000,000 of this surplus, which was used without paying the Gov- 
ernment one cent of interest, and he allotted to the First National 
Bank and the National City Bank of New York $27,000,000, the 


| former under the control of J. Pierpont Morgan and the latier : 
| Standard Oil bank. These two banks were allowed more public 


out the country small politicians are making a demagogical ar- | 


gument to the people in some sections, insisting that local legis- 
lation with reference to regulating railroad rates brought on 
the panic. This is being done to avoid the responsibility of 


xplaining ft he people how the Republica arty made > | : ‘ . 
“s! oe See eee oe Republican party made the | thom to take extraordinary risks in speculations, and it would 


panic, in order to get yotes. 
Buffalo, N. Y., February 1: 
The police force at West Seneca has been trebled to cope with the 
eee ge oe of an outbreak of lawlessness of the hundreds of idle and 
wungry foreigners formerly employed in a steel mill. A bread riot 
occurred last night. 
? 


I quote from a dispatch dated 


{From the Springfield (Mo.) Republican.] 

Calls for aid at the soup houses are increasing every day. More 
than 300 people were fed yesterday at the soup houses being conducted 
by charitable organizations of the city. Though the places opened 
to the public only last Saturday hundreds have applied for something 
to eat 





ELKHART, IND., Janwary 29, 1908. 
The Lake Shore Railway’s big locomotive and allied shops, which 
had already been reduced to four days’ work, were put on two days’ 
work. One thousand men were affected. 
I now ‘offer in evidence as to the panic and its effects, the 
testimony of two eminent Republicans, Ex-Secretary of the 


| put men who will stand for equality of opportunity and 


money than all the banks of the eleven Southern States; and this 
money was loaned in the New York Stock Exchange by tiiese 
banks at 50 per cent, and it is claimed by some charitable 
minded people that Rockefeller and Morgan saved the country 
from financial ruin. Is it possible that the destiny of the Ke- 


public is in the keeping of a few big national banks and mil- 
lionaires of New York City? If they have the power to sve, 
they have the power to destroy. In addition, the Secretary sold 
-anama bonds and certificates of indebtedness to the amount 
of $40,000,000, and that, too, in violation of the spirit and 
the letter of the law, and this money was also turned over to 
the banks. There is not another government in Christendom 


that would have tolerated it. 


The very fact that these banks knew that the Secretary 
would come to their relief in the event of distress induced 


be so with the new currency issued under this bill. In « , 
tition with these banks for Treasury favors in time of a ; 
the ordinary country bank would have about the same si:nd- 


| ing as Lazarus had at the gates of Dives. By and by te 


people, who have the power ‘under the Constitution, wi e 
in righteous indignation and with their ballots unstain! 'Y 
the touch of the corrupter’s gold will drive the despoilers the 
country from their intrenchments and in their places \ 


an even-handed justice before the law. I predict that tb ” 
ter will pass from your hand, and that the people wil! ‘ 


this year a Democratic President and a Democratic H f 
Representatives. [Applause.] 7 
Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remaining |! e 


of my time to the gentleman from California [Mr. Kau 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I am for the Vreeland bill anv ™ e 
for the Williams bill. I have listened carefully to this ce<'S 
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have failed to find that our Democratic friends, the gen- 
on the other side of the aisle, have been ready to sponsor 
ams bill, notwithstanding the fact that their peerless 
William Jennings Bryan, in the Commoner said that it 
pest bill before the Congress to-day. And im order that 
ocrats in this House may have an opportunity to vote 
e Williams bill, I now offer it as a substitute for the 
measure. [Great applause on the Republican side.] 
PEAKER. The gentleman from California offers 


as a 
. : the bill H. R. 16730, which, under the order, the 
( | report. 
M VILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
( f “ Regular order!” )] 

\ir. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. I want to ask the 
g) whether, in the Speaker’s opinion, the remarks just 
! y the gentleman from California were humorous or 
d y. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
| PEAKER. The Clerk will read. The gentleman from 
( . offers the following amendment, which the Clerk will 
report, and the amendment will speak for itself. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
ord Fhe hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, under the rule, 
the House must proceed to a vote without an intervening mo- 


tion. he rule does not provide for the reading of the substi- 
t ' ‘h is in a nature of debate. 
PEAKER, 


uage : 


The rule covers the question in the follow- 


shall be taken without del 
on the question of substituting H. R 


rhe gentleman from California, 


vote 


ay or intervening motion, 
16730. 

prior to the hour of 5 o’clock, 
the substitute, so that the amendment comes under the 
order, and the Clerk will read the same. 
‘lerk read as follows 

R. 
and 


first, 


16730) to further protect depositors in banks, 
elastic emergency currency, and to amend the 
i i previous amendments thereto. 

enacted, etc., That all laws and parts of laws permitting 
nking associations to keep three-fifths of their reserves in 
inking associations in reserve cities and all laws and parts 
rmitting national banking associations in reserve cities to 
keep 50 per cent of their reserves in central reserve cities are hereby 


to secure 
national- 


na- 


ma b 





it of the reserve now required by law to be kept in lawful 
‘national banking assoc iations in central reserve cities not 
less -half shall hereafter be held in gold or gold certificates. 
S That all laws and parts of laws whereby national-bank 
I now paid fees for examination of banks are hereby re- 
‘rom and after the date upon which this act shall go into 
f I il-bank examiners shall receive a salary of not less than 
et sand nor more than five thousand dollars per annum each, to 
xed in each ease by the Comptroller of the Currency, due regard be- 
| to the work to be performed by each, and each examiner, as a 
? isation, shaH receive his actual expenses while engaged 
discharge of his duties, the said salary and expenses to be paid 
fund realized under existing law by the duty on circulation. 
That the total liabilities of any association, of any n, 
any, corporation, or firm for money borrowed, 
of a company or firm the liabilities of the 
shall at no time exceed one-tenth part of the 
stock of such association actually paid in 
one-tenth part of its unimpaired surplus fund: 
it the total of such liabilities shall in no event exceed 30 
the capital stock of the association. gut the discount 
xchange drawn in good faith against actually existing values 
scount of commercial or business paper actually owned by 
1 negotiating the same shall not be considered as money bor- 
violation of this provision shall be a misdemeanor, and, 
‘tion, the offending bank shall be subject to a penalty of 
n the difference between the amount permitted by this pro- 
1 to be loaned to any one person and the amount actually loaned, 
t vered in a court of competent jurisdiction, and, rmore, 
tion, any director of a bank who has knowingly voted to 
an in violation of this provision and any officer of any bank 
knowingly make such a loan shall be subject to a fine of not 
$1,000 or to imprisonment for not less than thirty days, or 


ex- 





pers« 





several 
amount 
and unim- 
Provided, 


ereof, 

pital 
und 

rt 


furth 


s ». That no national banking association shall hereafter make 

in the aggregate shall amount to more than seven times 

te amount of its paid-up capital plus its unimpaired surplus. 

m of the provisions of this seetion shall be a misdemeanor, 

on conviction, the offending bank, its directors or officers, know- 

! iating this provision, shall be subject to the penalty provided 
preceding section. 

TI at any nations ul banking association may hereafter keep 50 

of the reserve now required to be kept by it in United States 

1 in bonds of any State or municip: : bonds such as are herein- 

ribed, not over one-half_in amount to be in State bonds or any 

ithorized bonds issued for mu nicipal purposes by any city or 


the United States which have been at or above par for six 
eding 


eX 


b 


stence as a of 


city or county for a period 
said ten years has not defaulted in the payment of any 
ter principal or interest of any funded debt authorized to be 
y it and whose net indebtedness does not exceed 18 per eent 

ion of taxable property th« rein, to be ascertained by taking 

‘ valuation of property for the ‘assessment of taxes for the 
R preceding the date of the offering of said cane curity. 
y institution can procure any of the emergency currency notes 

bonds as se- 


OL 
vided for upon such 
bonds shall accompany 


ten years 


1 


above-described manicipal 
© person or institution offering such 


them : aa 
written opinion, or a certified copy of the written opinion, 





, 
ne 


of the attorney-general of the State of such city or county that 
bonds so offered are legally issued and are a valid sul bsisting obligation 
against the city or county issuing the same. These bonds thus held as 
50 per cent of a bank's reserves are hereby designated as inte reonvert- 
ible bonds. 

Sec. 7. That immediately 
troller of the Currency shall 
bank then in operation, 


after the passage of this act the Comp- 
address a communication to each national 
inclosing a copy of this act, inquiring if the 
bank will accept the provisions thereof, and all communications of 
banks in reply to such inquiries shall be filed and preserved by the 
Comptroller of the Currency as a part of the archives of his office 
The banks which accept the provisions of this act shall be held and 
bound thereby, and their liabilities may be enforced by the Comptroller 


of the Currency: Provided, That the Comptroller of the Curren cy shall 

also address a like communication to each State bank, savings bank, 

and trust company then in operation, which upon accepting the pro 

visions of this act shall submit to the same examinations and make the 

same reports to the Comptroller of the Currency as are now provided 
| by law for national banki ng associations. 

Sec. 8. That for the purpose of providing an emergency currency 
any bank holding interconvertible bonds as a part of its reserves may 
at any time deposit the same in the nearest United States subtreasury 
and obtain in lieu of them “ United States emergency Treasury notes. 
The notes issued to any national banking association, State bank, sav- 
ings bank, or trust company under the provisions of this act shall be 
considered as a loan to such institution, which loan shall bear interest 
as hereinafter provided, payable in lawful money of the United States 
The interest to be paid upon said United States emergency currency 
notes shall be at the rate of one-eighth of 1 per cent per month 
for the first four months, or any fractional part thereof, and one-half 
of 1 per cent per month for the second four months, er any fra 
tional part thereof, and 1 per cent per month thereafter When- 
ever any bank, having taken out the above-described ‘“ United States 

| emergency currency notes” upon the deposit of their “ interconvertible 
bonds,” as herein defined, shall repay to the Treasury of the United 
States the amount thus taken out, or any part thereof, in any form 
of lawful money of the United States—not “ United States emergency 
currency notes the amount thus repaid shall be set aside as a spe- 


| cial fund not to be used in the general expenditures of the Government, 


| or 


otherwise, except for the purpose of redeeming the “ United States 

| emergency currency notes” when they shall come into the Treasury 

| or be presented for payment. Whenever any bank, having taken out 

‘United States emergency currency notes” upon the deposit of inter- 

convertible bonds, as herein defined, shall repay the same, in whole or 

in part, in “ United States emergency currency notes,” the said notes 
shall be canceled and destroyed. 

Sec. 9. That any banking association organized and existing under 
the laws of any State may avail itself of the privileges and benefits 
of sections 7 and 8 of this act by complying with the provisions thereof 
under such rules and regulations, consistent with the provi a of 
this act, as may be prescribed by the Comptroller of the Curren: with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 10. That the emergency currency notes provided for in this 
act shall be a full legal tender for all debts, private and public, and 
shall conform in size, color, and woos thereon, as nearly as prac- 
ticable, to the present United + + s Treasury notes c<cept each note 
shall have printed on the face thereof ‘the words: Fhis note is se- 
cured by deposit of bonds with the Treasurer of the United States.” 

Sec. 11. That it is hereby made the duty of the Secretary of the 

| Treasury, on the 1st day of July, on the Ist day of October, on the 
ist day of January, and on the ist day of April of each year, after 
thirty days’ previous notice of his purpose, to 1 ive and open sealed 
bids from national and State banks applying to receive deposits (on 
eall) of such surplus moneys in the United States Treasury is he 
may contemplate depositing with banks, and to award deposits to 
bidding banks as hereinafter provided. That each bid to receive deposi 
|} of any of said funds shall state the amount of money to be appli ed for 
to be deposited with the bank making the bid, and the Secretary ef the 
Treasury shall award deposits, in amounts n greater than the amounts 
applied for and not greater than other provisions of this act preser 
to the banks offering the highest rate of interest in the order of thei 
respective bids. Where two or more banks offer the same rate of 
interest, that rate being higher than the rate offered by any other ban 
and the amounts applied for by all banks shall exceed the total « 
surplus funds in the Treasury to be deposited, deposits shall be awarded 
proportionately to each of said highest bidding banks in the prop 
tion which the tetal amount of surplus funds in the Treasury b 3 to 
the total of amounts applied for by said highest bidding banks: Pro- 
vided, That no offer by any bank to take on deposit an amount less 
than $12,500 nor an amount above 50 per cent of the paid-up capital 
stock of the bidding bank shall be considered by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, nor shall any bid by any syndicate of banks or combination 
of banks be considered or received by him. ‘thermore, the § - 
tary of the Treasury in making deposits shall, as far as practicable 
interest rates of bids being equal—distribute deposits among the States 
in proportion to population. The Secretary of the Treasury shall not 
make, authorize, nor permit any deposit of United States Government 
funds in any bank which shall not previously to said deposit have 
complied with the provisions of this act, as well as all existing laws an a 
lawful regulations not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
governing security to be given for repayment of funds deposited with 
banks on demand. All surplus moneys of the. United States now pet 
mitted by law to be left in national depositaries on call shall here r 
bear a rate of interest not less than 2 per cent per annum and not 
than 10 per cent per annum, 

Sec. 12. That whenever any bank is made a depositary to receive de 
posits of surplus funds of the United States it shall be re af 
to the deposit of said funds by the Government, to d sit in » Treas- 
ury of the United States at Washington, or in yme cor nient sub- 
treasury of. the United States designated by the ¢ pt of the 
Currency, either United States bonds or the bonds of some State of the 
United States, or municipal bonds suc! ire described in section 6 of 
this act and subject to the conditi therein prescribed, whieh bonds 
| shall be deposited in conformity with the provisions of this act and a 
cording to the rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury not inconsistent with the provisions of this 

Sec. 13. That there shall be levied a semiannual assessment of one 
sixteenth of 1 per cent upon the average six preceding months’ deposits 
of all such banks, banking associations, and associations doing a banking 
business as are hereafter designated in this section; this assessment of 
one-sixteenth ef 1 per cent te be payable at times and in manr and 
the average deposits of each bank as a basis of assessment to be de 
| termined by rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 


including 


the date of their deposit and ‘which municipality has | 
and | 





















































































































































6294 


CONGRESSION 


Treasury. The assessment herein prescribed is to continue until the 
sum of $15,000,000 has been accumulated and set aside in the Treasury 
of the United States in trust for the purposes hereinafter designated, 
the said assessment to be not further levied and to become not further 
collectible whenever, upon ascertainment by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the said sum of $15,000,000 has been attained: Provided, however, 
That whenever the amount of said fund shall fall below $15,000,000, 
then said assessment shall again become operative, payable, and col- 
lectable in each and every case until in each case the said sum shall be 
restored to the amount of $15,000,000. The sum 
herein provided to be accumulated and beld in the Treasury of 
the United States is to be held for the sole purpose of paying depos- 
itors in the banks whose deposits are hereby assessed when, after the 
exhaustion of the assets of any failed bank, there remains any balance 
due depositors unpaid. The assessment herein provided for shall be 
levied only upon such banks, banking associations, and associations do- 
ing a banking business, whether under Federal or State charter, as shall 
signify to the Secretary of the Treasury their willingness to be so as- 
sessed and their desire that their depositors shall become beneficiaries 
of the fund so accumulated. Any such bank, banking association, or 
association doing a banking business chartered by the laws of any 
State shall become subject to this assessment and its depositors shall 
become beneficiaries of the depositors’ indemnity or insurance fund thus 
accumulated and provided for upon its complying with the provisions of 
this section and other sections by indicating to the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury its willingness to be so assessed, by its paying the assessments 
and continuing to pay the same, and by its submitting to such examina- 
tions by national-bank examiners as are now prescribed for national 
banks: Provided, however, That the Government of the United States 
shall not, under this section, 
the hands of a receiver or otherwise to penalize any State bank, 
ing association, or association doing a banking business under 
charter, except that 
bank examiner to the Comptroller of the Treasury which shows that if 
the State bank or banking association operating under the charter of a 
State justify the closing.or appointment of a receiver if the said bank 
had been a national bank, or which shows that the said State banking 
institution is reported by the State examiner as failing to comply with 
the laws of the State of its charter, then the said State bank, 
association, or association doing a banking business under the charter 
of a State and any owners of future deposits in said bank shall cease 
thereafter to be beneficiaries of the depositors’ indemnity or 
fund hereby provided to be accumulated, 
within ten days, under the directions of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
restore itself to a sound condition and be publicly reported by him to 
have done so: Provided further, That in the event any such bank shall 
fail or refuse to pay the assessment herein provided for within ten days 
after the notice of its assessment by the Comptroller of the Currency 
such bank shall be denied the benefits of the deposit guarantee fund pro- 
vided for herein, except to the extent of the benefit it or its depositors 
may have become entitled to at the time of its failure to pay said tax. 


bank- 


The necessary expenses incident to the enforcement of section 13 of this | 


act shall be paid out of the proceeds of the assets of such failed banks. 

Sec. 14. 
negotiate or make a loan where the purpose of the loan is a stock or 
produce gambling purpose, and that purpose is known to him or them, 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be subject 
to a fine equal to the amount of the loan so unlawfully made and ne- 
gotiated or shall be punished by imprisonment for not less than thirty 
days, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 


Sec. 15. That this act shall go into effect from and after the 1st day 
of July succeeding its passage and approval. 


During the reading, 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The rule provides that at 
vote shall be taken without delay, 
and purely dilatory. 


5 o’clock the 
I submit that this is dglay 
[Cries of “‘ Regular order! ”] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Is a harlequinade not delay? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

{The Clerk proceeded with and finished the reading of the 
bill.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on substituting the bill just 
read, H. R. 16730, for the bill H. R. 21871. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
[Applause on the tepublican side. ] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 6, nays 231, 
answered “ present” 95, not voting 56, as follows: 

YEAS—6. 


Brundidge Hackett 


Cox, Ind. 


Davenport 


Robinson 
Floyd 
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of $15,000,000 | 


| Huff McGavin 


| Humphrey, Wash. McKinley, Ll. 


| Knopf 





acquire the right to close or to put into | 


a State | 
whenever a report shall be made by a national- | 


| Adamson 


baaiciee | Alexander, Mo. 


insurance | 
unless the said bank shall | 


| Booher 

| Brantley 
| Brodhead 
| Broussard 


| Burnett 


That any officer or director of any national bank who shall | 
| Carter 
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Hepburn 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Hollida 

Howar 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
ee W. Va. 


Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Norris 
Nye 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Parsons 
layne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
James, Addison D. McKinney Porter 
Jenkins McLachlan, Cal. Pray 
Johnson, Ky. McLaughlin, Mich. Prince 
Jones, Va. MeMillan Rainey 
Jones, Wash. MecMorran Reeder 
Kahn Macon . Reynolds 
Keifer Madden Roberts 
Kennedy, Iowa Madison todenberg 
Kennedy, Ohio Malby Ryan 
Kimball Mann Scott 
Kinkaid Maynard Shackleford 
Knapp Miller Sherley 
Mondell Sims 
Moon, Pa. Slayden 
Moon, Tenn, Slemp 
Moore, Pa. Smith, Cal. 
Moore, Tex. Smith, lowa 
Morse Smith, Mich. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—95. 
Cravens Helm 
Crawford Henry, Tex. 
Denver Hill, Miss. 
Dixon Houston 
Ellerbe Hughes, N. J. 
Favrot Hull, Tenn. 
Ferris Johnson, 8. C. 
Finley Keliher 
Fulton Kitchin, Claude 
Gaines, Tenn, Leake 
Garner Lee 
Garrett Lever 
Gill Lindsay 
Gillespie Lloyd 
Godwin Lorimer 
Gordon McDermott 
Gregg McHenry 
Hackney McLain 
Haggott Nicholls 
Hamill O'Connell 
Hamilton, lowa Padgett Watkins 
Hamlin Page Williams 
Hardy Patterson Wolf 
Heflin Pujo 
NOT VOTING—56. 
Legare 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Livingston 
Hitchcock Loudenslager 
Hobson Lowden 
Humphreys, Miss. McCreary 
Jackson Marshall 
a Ollie M. Mudd 
Murphy 
Flood Ripenin, Wm. W. Olcott 
Gardner, Mass. Lamar, Fla. Peters 
Glass Lamar, Mo. Pou 
So the substitute was rejeeted. 
The following additional pair was announced. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Lorimer with Mr. Humpnureys of Mississippi. , 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, on this substitute I voted “no. 
I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrier’), 
and I am compelled to take my place amongst those whio are 
terrified, and vote “ present.” 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorde(. 


Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Law 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Loud 
Lovering 
McCall 


Smith, Mo, 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala, 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Wheeler 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 

The Speaker 


McGuire 


Hughes, W. Va. 
l McKinlay, Cal. 


Hull, lowa 


Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Lamb 
Landis 


Adair Randell, Tex. 


Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Wallace 


Aiken 


Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 


Bowers 


Burleson 


Batler 
Caldwell 
Candler 
Carlin 


Clark, Mo, 
Clayton 
Craig 


Bartlett, Ga. 
Birdsall 
Byrd 

Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Cousins 
Davey, La, 
Diekema 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Fitzgerald 


Powers 
Pratt 

Reid 
Sherman 
Small 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Talbott 
Thomas, N. C. 
Webb 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 


Griggs 
Gronna 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Harrison 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 

Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 

Beale, Pa. 
Bede 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burleigh 


NAYS—231 


Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davidson 


Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denby 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Dwight 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Focht 
Fordney 
Fornes 
Foss 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind, 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 


Fowler 
French 

Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 

Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 

iraff 

Graham 
Granger 
Greene 

Hale 

Hall 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hammond 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 
Henry, Conn. 


The SPEAKER. 


bill. 


The question was taken. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 185, na) 
answered “ present” 7, not voting 51, as follows: 
YEAS—185. 


Acheson 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
Bed 


e 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 


Bonynge 
Houtell 


Bradley 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Capron 


ane 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 


Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 
Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Coudrey 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Denby 


Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Dwight 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 


Englebright 


Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 


Foss 
Foster, Ind. 


The question now is on the passage of the 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 


145, 





Hull, lowa 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 

Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Knapp 

Knopf 
Knowland 
safean 

andis 

sangley 

aning 

Aw 

awrence 
Attlefield 
ongworth 
Lorimer 
Lovering 
MeCall 
McGavin 
MeGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ii. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 


et et et Ht el et et 
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Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Mouser 
Needham 
Norris 
Nye 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 
Pray 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Scott 
Slemp 


McLaughlin, Mich. Smith, Cal. 


McMillan 





Smith, lowa 





Smith, Mich. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
‘Townsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wilson, Il. 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 

The Speaker 


IS 
ee he CE 


NAYS—145. 
Favrot Hiull, Tenn. Rainey 
Ferris James, Ollie M. Randell, Tex. 
Finley Johnson, Ky. Ransdell, La. 
Fitzgerald Johnson, 8. C, Rauch 
Floyd Jones, Va. Rhinock 
Foster, Ill. Keifer Richardson 
Fowler Keliber Robinson 
Fulton Kimball Rothermel 
Gaines, Tenn. Kipp Rucker 
Garner Kitchin, Claude Russell, Mo. 
Garrett Ktistermann Russell, Tex. 
Gin Lamb Ryan 
Gillespie Lassiter Sabath 
Godwin Leake Saunders 
Goldfogle Lee Shackleford 
Gordon Lever Sheppard 
Goulden Lindbergh Sherley 
Granger Lindsay Sherwood 
Gregg Lloyd Sims 
Hackett MeDermott Slayden 
Hackney McHenry Smith, Mo. 
Hamill McLain Spight 
Hamilton, Iowa McMorran Stanley 
Hamlin Macon Stephens, Tex, 
Hammond Maynard Sulzer 
Hardy Moon, Tenn, Taylor, Ala. 
Hay Moore, Tex. Tou Velle 
Heflin Morse Underwood 
Helm Murdock Waldo 
Henry, Conn, Nelson Walace 
Henry, Tex. Nicholls Watkins 
Hill, Conn. O'Connell Weems 
Hill, Miss. age Williams 
Hitchcock Patterson Wolf 
Houston Pou 
Howard Prince 
Hughes, N. J. Pujo 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—7Z. 
Butler Padgett Talbott 
Haggott Riordan 
NOT VOTING—451. 
Griggs Lewis Pratt 
Gronna Lilley Reid 
l Harding Livingston Sherman 
Fla. lardwick Loud Small 
ns farrison Loudenslager Smith, Tex. 
La. tlobson Lowden Sparkman 
A Humphreys, Miss. MeCreary Thomas, N. C. 
rds, Ga, Jackson Marshall Webb 
is, Ky. Kitchin, Wm. W. Mudd Weisse 
i Lamar, Fla. Murphy Wiley 
Lamar, Mo. Olcott Willett 
r, Mass, Legare Peters Wilson, Pa. 
Lenahan Powers 


So the bill was passed. 
The folowing additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Reever with Mr. Smiru of Texas. 
Mr. GronNA with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi. 
m this vote: 
Mr. Loup (in fayor of) with Mr. Papcrerr (against). 
M LOUDENSLAGER (in favor of) with Mr. SpParKMAN 
St). 
iARDING (in favor of) with Mr. Asuprook (against). 
= _ coTT (in favor of) with Mr. Harrison (against). 
“it. HAGGOTT. Mr. Speaker, on the roll call I voted “ yea.” 
1 Paired with the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Wrr- 
\ ‘ KITCHIN], I desire to withdraw my vote and answer 


ame of Mr. Haccorr was called, and he answered 


‘| 


t 


‘ result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


t 
) 


‘ applause on the Republican side.] 
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Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Speaker, I agreed to see that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. HumMPpHureys] was paired or pair 
with him myself. I voted to amend the bill. His pair came in 
and voted “no.” I wish to be recorded as “present” and 
paired with the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HumMpnererys] 
on that vote. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
permitted to withdraw his vote on the substitute and be re- 
cerded as “present,” and the pair with the gentleman from 
Mississippi will be noted. The Chair hears no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
LaTTa, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of 
Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

On May 13, 1908: 

H. R. 1589. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war, and to certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

H. R. 20471. An act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other 
purposes. 

STREET RAILWAY IN PONCE, PORTO RICO, 

The Speaker laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Insular Affairs and, with the ac- 
companying papers, ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In accordance with section 32 of an act of Congress entitled “An act 
temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, 
and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900, and section 2 of the 
joint resolution amending said act, approved May 1, 1900, I transmit 
herewith copy of an ordinance amending an ordimance passed by the 
execntive council of Porto Rico, April 19, 1907, entitled “An ordinance 
supplementary to an ordinance entitled: ‘A framchise granting to 
W. 8S. H. Lothrop, his heirs, successors, and assigns, the right to con- 
struct and operate an electric street railway in certain streets in the 
city of Ponce and between the city of Ponce and the plaza _ thereof,’ 
passed by the executive council on the 27th day of February, 190L.” 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 

Tue WuHitTe House, May 1}, 1908. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the follow- 
ing title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

S. 6966. An act to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at or 
near South Omaha, Nebr. 

The message also announced that Mr. Scorr and Mr. Tarta- 
FERRO were excused from further service as conferees on the 
bill (H. R. 16268) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, and that the 
Vice-President had appointed Mr, Smoor and Mr. Terrier in 
their places. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3810. An act for the relief of Howard B. Carpenter—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

S. 4435. An act for the relief of George Q. Allen 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 5879. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Jonesboro, Ark.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 7091. An act to grant to the State of Mississippi 
lands for the use of the common schools of that State 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 6966. An act to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at 
or near South Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 


Under clause 2, 


to the Com- 


certain 
to the 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WILSON of Lllinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 19541. An act to authorize the drainage of certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota; and 

H. R. 17296. An aet providing for the restoration cf the 
motto “In God we trust” on certain denominations of the gold 
and silver coins of the United States, 
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The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled bill of NOT VOTING—120. 


the following title: Ansberry Gardner, Mass. Lever Pujo 
S.514. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent | Anthony Glass Lewis Reid 


“" ea et : i ee aad Bartlett, Ga. Goebel Lilley Rodenberg 
wo of impure and unwholesome tea,” approved | fennett’ Ky. Goldfogle Lindbergh Rucker 
March 2, 1807. 


Bingham Griggs Lindsay Saunders 
sir jronns 4 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FoR HIS APpPRovaL, | Birdsall Gronaa Littleseld Seote 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 





Booher Harding Livingston Sherman 
swousnas® Hardwick eagners |e rg 
ht | ok a : ae 04 , at al aia , | Brumm Harrison Low em 
sills, reported that aa May 13, 1908, they had presented to the Brundidge Henry, Conn. Loudenslager Smal 
President of the United States, for his-approval, the following | Burton, Del. Hepburn Lowden Smith, Mo. 
bills: Butler Hitchcock McCall me Tex. 
ae : : : . yr ; oo 
H. R. 20784. An act to authorize aids to navigation in the 1 a McDermott Sperry 
Light-House Establishment, and for other purposes; | Carter Hughes, N. J. McHenry Stephens, Ter. 
H. It. 4063. An act for the widening of Benning road, and for | Cary — Hughes, W. Va. McLain Stevens, Mino. 
ther “NORPR ° Clark, Fla. Hull, lowa Madison Sulzer 
other purposes ; ; | Cockran Humphreys, Miss. Marshall Taylor, Ala. 
H. R. 20471. An act making appropriations for the naval serv- | Cole Jackson — Miller Thomas, N. C. 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other pur- | Cousins Townsend 
eminent’ a Cravens Underwood 
purposes; and Cushman 


Jones, Va. Moon, Pa, 
Kipp Mudd 


H. R. 3610, An act granting a pension to James M. Fitch. 


Mr. CriarkK of Florida, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


of absence for ten days on account of important business. 
RECESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


take a recess until 11.30 a. m. to-morrow. 
The question was taken. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


Yeas and nays 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 170, nays 89, 


, Mr. Speaker. 


answered “ present”’ 8, not voting 120, as follows: 
YEAS—170. 


Acheson 
Adair 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Bannon 
Berchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
tede 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bonynge 
Bouteli 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Brownlow 
Burke 
Burleigh 
jurton, Ohlo 
Caider 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cnulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. ¥ 
Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Pa 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis, 
Coudrey 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davidson 
Dawes 


Adamson 
Aiken ' 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ashbrook 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Ga. 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Brogihead 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
‘andler 
‘arlin 
‘lark, Mo, 
‘ayton 
‘ooper, Tex, 
‘ox, Ind, 
Craig 
Davenport 
Denver 
Dixon 


De Armond 
Pornes 


Dawson 
Denby 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 

Durey 

Dwight 

Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 

Focht 
lFordney 

Foss 

Foster, Ind, 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 

Fuller 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 

Graff 

Graham 
Greene 

Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton. Mich, 
Hammond 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hayes 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howard 


Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 

Jones, Wash, 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Langley 
Laning 

Law 

Lawrence 
Lorimer 
Lovering 
MecGavin 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 


Nelson 
Norris 

Nye 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Vorter 

Pray 

Rainey 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Volstead 


McLaughlin, Mich.Waldo 


McMillan 
McMorran 
Madden 
Malby 
Mann 
Mondell 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Needham 


NAYS—89. 


Ellerbe 
Favrot 
Ferris 
linley 
Fitzgerald 

‘loyd 
Foster, Ill. 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Garner 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Granger 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Hay 


Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Houston 

Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M, 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Keliher 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lloyd 

Macon 
Maynard 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex. 
Nicholls 
O'Connell 
Page 
Patterson 


ou 
Randell, Tex. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—8. 


Garrett 
Haggott 


Padgett 
Riordan 


Wanger 
Washburn 
Weems 
Wheeler 
Wilson, IIL. 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Ransdell, La. 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Spight 
Stanley 

Tou Velle 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Williams 


Roberts 
Talbott 





Kitchin, Wm. W. Murdock 
Knopf Murphy 
Lamar, Fla. Olcott 

Lamar, Mo. Parker, 8S. Dak. 
Dunwell Lassiter Pearre 
Edwards, Ga. Leake Peters 
Edwards, Ky. Lee Powers 

Flood Legare Pratt 

Foster, Vt. Lenahan Prince 


Vreeland 
Watson 
Webb 
Weeks 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 


Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn, 
Diekema 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Otcorr with Mr, HARRISON. 

Mr. Roserts with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. GARRETT. 

Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. LoriMerR with Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippi, 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Pvugso. 

For the balance of this day: 

Mr. Gorset with Mr. BooHEr. 

Mr. LonewortH with Mr, ANSBERRY, 

On this vote: 

Mr. Loup with Mr. PADGeErTtT, 

Mr. RopenserG with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Wiison of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr, Wo rr. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. WILLET?T, 

Mr. WATson with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Stemp with Mr. Tayror of Alabama, 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Suizer. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Smirn of Texas. 

Mr. Pearre with Mr. Smiru of Missouri. 

Mr. Murpock with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. McHENry. 

Mr. LINDBERGH with Mr, Rucker. 

Mr. KNapp with Mr. McDermorr. 

Mr. LItLey with Mr. McLAIN. 

Mr. Hueues of West Virginia with Mr. LInpsay. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr, LEVER. 

Mr. Hersurn with Mr. LIviNncGsTon, 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. LEAKE, 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. DUNWELL with Mr, Kipp. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. BrRuNpDIDGE, 

Mr. JACKSON with Mr. Carrer. 

Mr. BrneHAM with Mr, CocKRAN, 

Mr. BrumM™M with Mr. CRAVENs. 

Mr. Burton of Delaware with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. Cary with Mr. GoLpFocLe. 

Mr. Cote with Mr. Hitcnucock, 

Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. Huaues of New Jersey. os 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorue’. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the [louse 
took a recess until Friday, May 15, 1908, at 11.30 o’cloci 8. ! 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following execut!) 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and © 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmi!'))s * 
copy of a letter from the Director of the Mint submittrs &" 
estimate of appropriation for examining mints, ete. (H. Doe. 
No. 986)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordere: '° be 
printed, 
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\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
vy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War submitting 
additional estimate of appropriation for pay of the Army and 
. Military Academy (H. R. Doc. No. 987)—to the Committee on 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 


OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Inder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
forred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

\ir. BATES, from the Joint Select Committee on Disposition 
of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, submitted a re- 
port (No. 1652), which report was referred to the House Cal- 


endal 


REPORTS 


ferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to determine the 
mount due certain Shawnee and Delaware Indians 
United States, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1653), which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 
Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 150) 


the Carey Act, reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1654), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


\fr 
Mir. 





lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
13263) to provide for the extension of Nineteenth street from 
Belmont road to Biltmore street, in the District of Columbia, 
wth a uniform width of 50 feet, and for other purposes, re- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to wich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4308) 
to change the name of V street, from Florida avenue to Nine- 
teenth street NW., to California street, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6200) granting a | 
perpetual easement and right of way to Salt Lake City, Utah, | 


for the construction, operation, maintenance, repair, aud renewal 
of a conduit and pipe line and valve houses upon and across 
the Fort Douglas Military Reservation, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1659), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
21S97) to inerease the limit of cost of certain public buildings, 


to authorize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improve- 
ment of certain public buildings, to authorize the erection and 
completion of publie buildings, to authorize the purchase of 
sites for public buildings, and for other purposes, reported the 


same,without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1660), | 


which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
l ia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2999) 
fo amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the extension of 
New Hampshire avenue, in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes,” approved February 27, 1907, reported the same 
w ; 


{ bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
t der clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 


following titles were severally reported from committees, 


a red 





\ . House, as follows: 
ir. PARK ER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military | 
°s to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7 ® correct the military record of Corwin M. Holt, reported 
h me W ith amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1649), 
; Said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
McGt IRE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
: oy referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10714) author- 


Secretary of the Interior to enroll Richard Haley and 
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| amendment, accompanied by a report 
providing for additional lands for Idaho under the provisions of | 


McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- | 


} on 


(No. 1658), which | 


| purposes connected therewith 
ciary. 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1661), which | 
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his family as Choctaw Indians, reported the same with amend- 


| ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1650), which said bill and 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 17191) to confer jurisdiction, legal and 
equitable, upon the Court of Claims in the matter of the claims 
of certain Shawnee Indians to be enrolled as Cherokees, under 
treaty of July 19, 1866, agreement of June 7, 1869, the act of 
October 1, 1890, and decrees of the courts thereunder, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendments, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1651), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee 


on Pensions, 


| to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6988) granting 


pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 


, e ; | of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors 
\ir. McGUIRE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14899) con- | 


of wars other than the civil war, and to widows and dependent 
relatives of such soldiers and sailors, reported the same with 


’ |} amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1656), which said 
of the | ' 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred House bill 21579, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 21895) for the relief of Robert S. Dame 
and others, and for other purposes, reported the same without 
(No. 1657), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21893) to au- 


: 7 | thorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 


(No. 1655), which said bill and report were referred to the Com- | 


purchasers of Indian lands under any law now existing or 
hereafter enacted, and for the sale of certain Indian pasture 
lands in Oklahoma, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill 


(H. R. 21894) providing for 


|} the appointment of an Inland Waterways Commission with the 


view to the improvement and development of the inland water- 
ways of the United States—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill (H. R. 
for the relief of Robert S. Dame and others, 
purposes—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H.-R. 


21895 ) 


and for other 


21896) 


| to amend section 86 of an act to provide a government for the 


Territory of Hawaii, to provide for additional judges, and for 
other judicial purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds: A bill (H. R. 21897) to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the enlargement, 


| extension, remodeling, or improvement of certain public build- 


ings, to authorize the erection and completion of public build- 
ings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, and 
for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 21898) to provide for the 
establishment of judicial divisions in the district of Indiana, 
designating the places where courts shall be held, and for other 
to the Committee on the Judi- 


By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21899) providing for 
the appointment of an Inland Waterways Commission with the 
view to the improvement and development of the inland wate 
ways of the United States—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 183) provid- 
ing that the age given at enlistment as shown by the records of 
the War Department shall be accepted as sufficient proof of age 
in the administration of the act entitled “An act entitled ‘An act 


| granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, 


who served in the civil war and the war with Mexico,’ ” appr 
February 6, 1907, and for other purposes—to the Committ: 


ved 


* on 


1 to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the | Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: Resolution (H. Res. 416) for the 
appointment of two additional clerks to the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills—to the Committee on Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bill and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 21900) for 
lief of Julius Pickett—to the Committee on War Claima 


the re- 
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By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 21901) granting a pension | 
to James W. Rupe—to the Committee on Pensions. 
‘Mr. DENBY: A bill (CH. R. 21902) granting a pension to 


Margaret J. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21903) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 


21904) authorizing the payment of $126.40 | 


for bounty and arrears to John Dorsey—to the Committee on | 


Claims. 
By Mr. FOCHT: 
Showalter 


A bill (H. R. 21905) for the relief of Samuel 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 21906) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Pendleton Glynn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 21907) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Leary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 21908) for the relief of 


Thomas J. Lindley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 21909) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ross Rush—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 21910) granting an increase of 
Pension to Stephen W. Cummins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 21911) for the 
estate of Harry Downing, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21912) granting a pension to Thomas M. 
Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21913) for the relief of the estate of B. F. 
Havens—to the Committee on War Claims. 

$y Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 21914) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles L. Randall—to the Committee 
on Pensions. . 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 21915) for the relief of 
Alexander Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21916) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Kettering—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21917) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph A. Epsy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 21918) granting an increase of 
pension to Asa Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and | 


Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Memorial of the legislature of the State 


papers were laid on the 

By the SPEAKER: 
of Louisiana, 
propose amendments to the Constitution of the United States 
to provide for the election of Senators by the people—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the members of the Society of Brewery 
Workers, of Belleville, Ill., praying for legislation to modify 
the antitrust law, to restrict injunctions, for the passage of a 
liability law, and for the extension of the eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the International Brotherhood of Paper 
Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, protesting 
against the removal of the tariff on paper and pulp—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorials of members of the Brotherhood of Railway 
Trainmen, of Niagara Falls, N. 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Milltown, Me., 
praying for the legislation embodied in the bill known as the 
“ Hemenway-Graff bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, memorial of the Central Labor Council of Seattle, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of an employers’ liability 


law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the National Hickory Association, praying 
for legislation to establish the Appalachian and White Moun- 
tain Forest Reserve—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the organization of German citizens of 
Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against further legislation restrict- 
ing interstate commerce in wine and beer—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Wichita Lodge, No. 356, Brotherhood of 
Railway Trainmen, praying for the enactment of an employers’ 
liability law—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, memorial of James H. MacDonald and 28 others, of 

Portland, Oreg., protesting against the passage of the bill for 


relief of the | 


Y., Northampton, Mass., and | 
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protecting the first day of the week in the District of Colum! 
as a day of rest and other bills on the observance of the Sab 
bath day—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of the National Association of Cement Use; 
praying for legislation to encourage and continue the Satine 
laboratories for structural materials at St. Louis, Mo.—to tlhe 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Commercial and Industrial Associati. 
of Selma, Ala., praying for the establishment of the policy 
the improvement of the national waterways—to the Commit‘ 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the American League of Independent Work- 
men, protesting against any change in the Sherman antitrust 
law, except such as shall be in the interest of all citizens of 
the United States, and against any legislation which would 
make voide the injunction law or destroy the usefulness of 
that writ, and also protesting against any legislation which 
would legalize the boycott—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, memorial of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
protesting against the passage of the so-called “ Vreeland cur- 
rency bill,” and praying for legislation to establish a commis- 
sion to consider changes in the currency system—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the State of Oklahoma, 


f 


| praying for action by Congress to establish a Government ex- 


hibit at the International Mining Exposition in New York in 
1908—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Trades League of Philadel- 


| phia, for the Fowler currency bill—to the Committee on Bank- 
| ing and Currency. 


Also, petition of citizens of California, Pa., favoring eight- 
hour law, employers’ liability bill, anti-injunction bill, and 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of Carpenters’ District 
Council of Pittsburg, Allegheny, and vicinity; United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, No. 202, of Pitts- 
burg: United Mine Workers of America, Local Union No. 1715: 
Typographical Union No. 7, of Pittsburg, Pa.; Amalgamated 
Sheet Metal Workers’ Union, No, 12, of Pittsburg, Pa.; citizens 


| of Fair Haven, Oak Station, Cooly Station, and Dravosburg, 


for the calling of a constitutional convention to | 


Allegheny County, Pa., for the amendment to the Sherman anti- 
trust law (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), fora 
just and clearly defined general employers’ liability law, and an 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Erie Malleable Iron Company, 
against all anti-injunction measures now pending—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lyman Felheim, of Erie, Pa., against the 
Sterling bill (H. R. 21358) and the Payne bill (H. R. 21559), 


| anti-injunction bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





| 


| of Union City who favors the liquor interest, and for the | 
Also, memorial of William E. Tottingham and 26 others, pray- | 
ing for the establishment of a national highways commission— | 


Also, petition of Gust Krack & Son, against anti-injunction 
laws—for amendment proposed by American Federation ot 
Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 
bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the extension of the na- 
tional eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas J. Burrell, of Erie, Pa., against a 
parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Home Missionary: Society of the 
Methodist Church in Union City, for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on tlie 


| Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Union City, Pa., against appointment of anyone for postmaster 


] 


field original-package bill—to the Committee on Interstate 1 
Foreign Commerce. ae 

Also, petition of P. P. Stafford, representing the Nationa 
Association of Superintendents of Post-Office Stations, favor 
ing the Bennet bill (H. R. 14639)—to the Committee on tie 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Erie Car Works of Erie, a the 8! 
bill (H. R. 21358) and the Payne bill (H. R. 21359) —' 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Erie City Iron Works, against the Ster!!! 
bill (H. R. 21358)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of N. B. Felgemaker, representing the 
Organ Company, against the Sterling bill (H. R. 21855) 
Payne bill (H. R. 21359), anti-injunction bills—to the 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Continental Rubber Works, of Eri 
against H. R. 21358 (Sterling bill), and H. R. 21359 (Pay 
bill), anti-injunction bills—to the Committee on the Ju: 


’ Pa. 


ary. 
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iso, petition of the Merchants’ Marine League of the United 
tes, favoring the Senate ocean-mail bill—to the Committee 
he Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
so, petition of Hardware Mutual Fire Association, of Hunt- 
ion, Pa., against all parcels-post laws—to the Committee on 
Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 
so, petition of Erie Business Men’s Exchange, against all 
els-post laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
. ny Mr. CALDER: Petitions of Thomas Quinn, Edward W. 
\MeGarry, James Lynch, and others, of Brooklyn, N. ¥%. tee 
ndment proposed by American Federation of Labor confer- 
ence to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill, the em- 
vers’ liability bill, and the extension of the national eight- 
r law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
\lso, petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring 
Fowler credit currency bill—to the Committee on Banking 
| Currency. 
Ry Mr. CHANEY: Petitions of Mirian R. Sanford and others, 
nd Mary Dixon and others, of Vincennes, Ind., for Bates 
lution relative to the Polish people in Prussia—to the Com- 
. on Foreign Affairs. 
Ry Mr. CUSHMAN: Petition of citizens of Centralia, Wash., 
for a national highways commission and for Federal aid in 
road construction—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. DENBY: Petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., favor- 
¢ eight-hour law, employers’ liability bill, anti-injunction bill, 
and amendment to Sherman antitrust law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
iy Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of P. P. Fisher, A. C. 
Raven, and W. H. Fitzgerald, of Portland, Oreg., for the amend- 


Al 


il 


ment 


to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill” | 
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By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of citizens of Brazil, Ind., 
for amendment proposed by American Federation of Labor 
conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill, 
the employers’ liability bill, and the extension of the national 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petitions of mass meeting of citi- 
zens of Salt Lake City, James H. Lamont, and J. D. McCarthy, 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, 
employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, 
favoring the Fowler credit currency bill—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Marine 
Ohio, favoring the ocean mail bill 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Robert BE. Jack- 
son and others, for legislation to prevent President or Cabinet 
officers from taking active part in behalf of any candidate for 
the nomination for President by any political party—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring the 
Fowler credit currency bill—to the Committee on Banking and 





League, 
to the 


of Cleveland, 
Committee on 


| Currency. 





| of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the ocean mail bill 


(H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ 
liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, | 
favoring the Fowler currency bill—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

\lso, petition of Rockford (Tll.) Grocers’ Association, favor- 


ing the Tawney anticoupon bill (H. R. 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Wilmer Atkinson, favoring a postal savings 
bank—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition of J. A. Curry, of Streator, Ill., favoring S. 
1452, for betterment of the Dental Corps in the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, petition of citizens of Ottawa, Ill., for amendment pro- 
posed by American Federation of Labor conference to the Sher- 
man antitrust law, for the Pearre bill, the employers’ liability 
bill, and the extension of the national eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. | 

Also, petition of the Marseilles Building and Loan Associa- 
tion, for amendment of H. R. 18525 so as to exempt building and 


16085)—to the Com- | 


loan associations that make loans to their members only—to | 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. FULTON: Petition of various citizens of Oklahoma, | 


for exemption of labor unions from the operations of the Sher- 


man antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, | 
for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to | 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of citizens of Newport, R. I., 
for amendment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), 
for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined 
general employers’ liability law, and for an eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILL: Petition against the treaty of arbitration 
now being negotiated between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of residents of the Tenth Congressional Dis- 

tri ‘, for exemption of labor unions from the operations of the 
Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunc- 
Hons, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
_,.) Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of Fronteriza Union, No. 
oU4, of Laredo, Tex., for amendment proposed by American Fed- 
tration of Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for 
the Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the extension 
oo national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Ju- 
oom HASKINS: Petition of Central Labor Union of Barre, 
a a Mt the exemption of labor unions from the operations of 
ad erman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating in- 
h as ns, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight- 
Cur bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
David Housel (previously referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of citizens of Superior, Wis., for 
the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known the 
* Wilson bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), 
the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: Petition of I. L. M. and T. A. No. 
35, for the passage of the Wilson bill to amend the Sherman 
antitrust law, the Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and 
the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Merchant Marine League 
to the Com- 


as 


mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of International Congress on Tuberculosis, for 
suitable quarters for the same in Washington at its forthcom- 
ing convention, September 21 to October 12, 1908—to the Com- 
mittee on Assignment of Rooms. 

Also, petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring the 
Fowler credit currency bill—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of Joseph Wagner, of Brooklyn, N. Y., against 
all anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of Brooklyn Institute of Arts and Sciences, for 
establishment of a buffalo park on the Flathead Indian Reser- 
vation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Robert E. Jackson and others, for legislation 
to prevent President or Cabinet officers from taking active part 
in behalf of any candidate for the nomination of President by 
any political party—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: Petition of citizens of Erie, Sterling, Rock 
Falls, and Freeport, Ill., in favor of H. R. 18445, to investigate 
and develop methods of treatment for tuberculosis—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McLAIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
of Patrick J. Finley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: Petitions of Brotherhood of Painters 
and Decorators’ Union No. 155, and P. B. Martel and others, of 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y., for exemption of labor unions from the op- 
erations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regu- 
lating injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petitions of citizens of Albion, N. Y., for ex- 
emption of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman anti- 
trust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the em- 
ployers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of citizens of Bangor, Me., for 
amendment to: Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), and for 
Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition of Lake Charles (La.) labor and union 
organizations, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and 
for the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Painters’ Union, Local No. 12, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., for legislation to amend the Sherman antitrust 
law, to regulate and limit the issuance of injunctions, to estab- 
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| 
lish employers’ Hability, and to extend the eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of National Tariff League, favoring uniform 
bill of lading—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, petitions of Joseph F. Palukus and others, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., and Local Union No. 12, Painters, Paper Hangers, and 
Decorators, for xmendment to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 
20584), and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, 
and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

by Mr. SPARKMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of Benjamin F. Crockett—to the Committee on War | 
Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Missouri: Petition of citizens of Missouri, 
favoring the Littlefield and Sims bills—to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: Petition of labor organizations of | 
Cairo, UL, for amendment proposed by American Federation 
of Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the | 
Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the extension of 
the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petitions of William O’Leary and others, | 
Z. l. Trenton and others, Rich H. Padden and others, and | 
James Guest and others, for amendment proposed by American 
Federation of Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, | 
for the Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the exten- 
sion of the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of working people of the Twelfth 
Congressional District of Michigan, for the protection, restora- 
tion, and defense of the natural and inherent rights of our | 
people and for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for | 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE. 


| large committee, with such men on it as Ex-President Loubet 


| Von Behring, Nietner, Baginsky, Von Leyden, and Orth. 


| Paris in 1905. 


ing was looked for, and the French Republic gave the use of the ( 
| Palais. 


| meeting would be the greatest and most fruitful that the world 
| yet seen. 


| that we will do better. 


| by the knowledge and experience of the rest of the world in thi “war. 





Froay, May 15, 1908. 


Prayer by Rey. Utysses G. B. Prerce, of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Brownine, it Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H.R. 421. An act to pay allottees the amount paid into the 
Treasury of the United States on account of the sale, cutting, 
or removal of timber from, or damages to, lands allotted to 
them, and to appropriate money for the payment thereof; 

H. R. 21410, An act granting condemned ordnance to certain 
institutions; and 

H. R. 21871. An act to amend the national banking laws. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 17296) providing for the 
restoration of the motto “In God we trust” on certain denomi- 


nations of the gold and silver coins of the United States, and 
it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON TUBERCULOSIS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have a letter on a mat- 
ter of great concern to the American people, which I will ask 
to have read. I have no suggestions to make concerning it, but 


I think it well to have it read so that the Senate may under- | 


stand about the matter and that it may go in the Recorp for 
further consideration. I will ask that the Secretary read the | 


letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read in part the letter, which is, entire, as 
follows: 


Without objection, the Secretary 


Tue INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON TUBERCULOSIS, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1908. 
Senator Jacon GALLINGER, Washington, D. C. 


My Dean Senator: The International Congress on Tuberculosis is | 
to meet In Washington this year from September 21 to October 12, 
inclusive. From present outlook it will be the most important event in | 
the interest of public health and wealth that the world has seen. 
England has appointed a committee of nearly 300 of fts most prominent | 
citizens to participate, among them such men as Osler, Allbutt, Sir | 


Thomas Barlow, Right Hon. Lord James Blyth, Sir Lauder Brim: 
Sir W. Selby Church, Sir Malcolm Morris, the Countess of Aberd, 
and the Lord Provost of Glasgow. France has appointed an equ 
> Er 
sors Bouchard and Landouzy, Senator Leon Bourgeois, Senator La 
and Director Mesureur. Germany will participate —, such men 
Overy civil 
country of the world is preparing to participate and has organized { 
this purpose with its foremost men on its committee. We now 
confronted with the problem of properly housing this gigantic gat 
ing and exposition. We not only will Lave to provide meeting r 
for seven sections of from 300 to 1,000 people each, but we will 
to house an exhibit which to the scientific and philanthropic wor! 
what a world’s fair is to the commercial world. Every country y 
participate in this exhibit. Our local committee in Washington 
reported that there is no building in Washington outside of Go. 
ment buildings large enough to house the congress properly. W: 
cordingly have appealed to Congress to give us the use of the Ca 
and the Congressional Office Building for housing the congress. 
buildings would house the congress creditably to our country a 
some measure upon the plane established by other countries. 
The congress was organized in Paris in 1898, it met again in N 
in 1899, in Berlin in 1900, in London in 1901, and a second ti: 
The meeting in Berlin had between two and three { 
sand members. In London an immense gathering was expected, and 
St. James Hall was given for its use. In Paris a still larger gat 


A 
bh 


in 


ind 

The congress on this occasion was the guest of the | i 

Government, and President Loubet presided at the initial mecting 

When we invited the congress to Washington, assent was given h 

tremendous applause and the hope was expressed that this Washineton 

had 

The reputation of our country for doing things on a large 

scale brings with it obligations which we can not ignore. We must 

at least do as well as other countries have done, and the world expects 

Nothing short of the Capitol and the (Co: 

gressional Office Building will come up to the housing given by England 
and France. 

The question has been asked why this congress has been invited to 
Washington. The National Association for the Study and Prevention 
of Tuberculosis, a representative body of citizens of our country, deeply 
interested in the crusade against tuberculosis, felt that the time has 
come when the United States should claim its logical place in the world 
campaign against the white plague and should be permitted to 


var 

fare. All of the first ruling countries had been hosts to this con- 

gress, and the United States had been a guest to each. How could we 

longer resist the logic of events without defaulting among nations? 

Other large cities in our country stood ready not only to house the 

Congress, but to give it a setting such as had never been given any- 
where in the world. We felt, however, that it would be an ins) 


| our National Government to take this congress anywhere in our 


try except our capital. We felt certain that the United Stat: or 
gress would do all that might be necessary to give this congre 
setting commensurate with its importance and the rank of our countr: 
among nations. 

The committee has raised a fund of upward of $60,000 from public- 
spirited citizens for organizing the congress and getting up the e 
We expect to bring this amount up to $100,000. Were it ph 


| possible for us to supply proper housing, we would do so, and \ 


confident that we could raise the money for this purpose. As ! 


| ters stand adequate housing is only possible through Congress, ) 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | 


there are no buildings in Washington outside of Government bu d ngs 
big enough and dignified enough for the purpese. I 
to you to help us. 


Trusting that we may have your cooperation, I remain, 
Very truly, yours, 


therefore 


LAWRENCE F. Fuck 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think I will ask simply to have the re- 
mainder of this interesting letter printed in the Recorp. It is 
a matter of extreme importance. I do not feel at all sure that 
what is asked could possibly be granted, but it is certain that 
some liberal provision ought to be made by Congress for tak- 
ing care of this great gathering. Men of distinguished scien- 
tific attainments will come from all parts of the world. It 


| seems that England has appointed nearly 300 of its most promi- 


nent citizens to come here and participate in this internatio 
congress. I ask simply that the remainder of the letter de 
printed in the Recorp. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the entire letter 


will be printed in the Recorp, and it will lie on the table. 


AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL BANKING LAWS. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the financial bill just received from 
the House be laid before the Senate for reference. 

H. R. 21871, an act to amend the national banking !a\ 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be referred to the Co 
on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


It will be so referred. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to ask what disposi 
made of the bill? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was referred to the Con 


on Finance. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Before the reference is made, I 


| like to say a word on the subject. 


Mr. HALE. I am very desirous that we should get 
for the consideration of the Calendar, by unanimous « 


| to dispose of a great many bills there in which many * 


are interested. This bill ought to go to the Comm’ 


Finance at once, but ff the Senator is going to debate | 
withdraw my suggestion, 








\fr. MONEY. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. 
ending order now? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 

' ns and memorials, 
NEWLANDS, Mr. President, I wish to say only a few 
regard to this bill. I trust that the Committee on 
will present the bill with certain amendments which I 
iggest briefly. 
an amendment requiring that national banks shall 
st three-fourths of their reserves in their bank vaults, 
however, to be made gradually, within a period of 
rs, under the direction of the Comptroller of the Cur- 


The order is the presentation of 


% n 


1oe, 


hope that the committee will submit another amend- 

nd that is one preventing national banks from loaning 
positors’ money to an amount exceeding five times their 
d surplus, and that provision shall be made also for a 
change in this respect, under the direction of the Comp- 

- of the Currency, within a period of five years, the pur- 
gradual change being not to accomplish an immediate 
in the relation between the loans of the banks 


on 
( 


r capital and surplus, but to accomplish the reform | 


» trust that an amendment will be offered by the com- 

iding that State banks may become members of these 

associations, conditioned upon their complying 

requirements of the national-bank act in these pro- 

’ lating to the relations of reserves to deposits and bank 
capital. 

» trust that the committee will offer an amendment that 
lents of the clearing-house associations shall meet an- 
nd select a banking commission of nine men, 
ting a section of the country corresponding to the judi- 
iits, who shall sit permanently at Washington as an 

ory commission to the President, the Secretary of the 

ry, and to Congress, with a view to considering changes 
banking law and making recommendations regarding 

te and international exchange, and also with a view of 

| ring the Treasury Department into immediate contact with 
the ed representative of each section of the country, so 


iouse 





t \ mall have at Washington the sentiment of each section 
re ed in such a commission, instead of compelling the 
secre y of the Treasury, as heretofore, to go to one place, 


New York, for counsel and advice regarding the financial situ- 


VOW, 


if the Finance Committee will present brief amend- 


ments this direction—requiring changes in reserves to be 
gradually brought about within a period of five years; pro- 
viding that the amount of the capital and surplus and the bank 


los shall be fixed in a certain relation, the change to be ac- 
complished in five years; providing that the State banks shall 
beco members of these clearing-house associations upon the 
that they shall subject themselves to the same rules 
») reserves and to bank loans, and then establishing 
commission at Washington representing the best 
thought of the banking sentiment in each section and in direct 
I with Congress and the Executive in matters of advice 
| counsel—it seems to me that it will largely perfect this bill 
a very large extent do away with the necessity for the 
numission which it is proposed to create. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be referred to the 

U ttee on Finance. 


KIng 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Indiana 


B i of the National Rivers and Harbors Congress, of 
lis, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of 


permitting the construction of a dam for power or 
rposes in White River at or near Williams, in that 


























What | 


each | 
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‘ ‘h was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
i so presented sundry petitions of citizens and labor 
( ons of Seattle, Wash., praying for the adoption of 
ndments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law ” 
labor organizations, which were referred to the 
on the Judiciary. 

presented a petition of the American Water Works 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing 

ng of the census of the water powers of the United | 

: the Census Bureau, which was referred to the Com- 
. ' Census, 

LLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens and 
itions of Taylorville and Urbana, in the State 
iying for the adoption of certain amendments 

i “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 
j is, Which were referred to the Committee on the 
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Mr. FRYE presented sundry petitions of citizens and tabor 
organizations of Madison, Me., praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the so-ca Sherman antitrust es” 
relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Central Labor 
Union, American Federation of Labor, of Newport, R. L. pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the s d 
“ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of New York City and Yonkers, in the State of 
New York, praying for the adoption of certain amendm to 
the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Convent or 
the Unemployed, of New York City, N. Y., praying that an ap- 
propriation be made for the improvement of national roadways 
and for the deepening and improving of the waterways of the 
country, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 


and Forestry. 
Mr. 


WARREN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Rock Springs, Wyo., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Corry Council, No. 425, 
Order of Knights of Columbus, of Corry, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation making October 12, the anniversary of 

| the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, a national 
holiday, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Frackville Grange, No. 1225, 

Patrons of Husbandry, of Frackville, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called “ McHenry bill,” providing for the safety 
of deposits in all banks, which was referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 


He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of East 


Downingtown, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce be 
tween the several States and with foreign countries in certain 
cases, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HALE presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 


organizations of Bangor and Millinocket, in the State of Maine, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so- 
called *‘ Sherman antitrust law ” relating to labor organiz 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the C of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to promote Rear-Admiral Robley D. Evans to the grade 
of vice-admiral, which was referred to the Committee on N l 


ti : 
Aatlons, 


hamber 





aval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the San Joaquin Building 
Trades Council, of Stockton, Cal., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law ” 
relating to labor organizations, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Seat- 
tle and Montesano, in the State of Washington, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to prohibit Sund muk 
ing in post-offices in the handling of money orders and re ered 
letters, which was referred to the Committee on P O 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens 1d Jabor o1 
ganizations of Seattle and Bellingham, in the State of Wash 
ington, praying for the adoption of certain amendment 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to Jabor o1 i 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on tf] J ‘ 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a petition of 1 Cen- 
tral Labor Council, American Federation of Labor, of 
Wash., praying for the adoption of certain amendn« 
so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to ] 1~ 
tions, which was referred to the Committee on the Jud 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of the Col re ‘ 
Kearney, Nebr., praying for the enactment of ] slatior ) 
authorize the Secretary of War to investigate and r 
plan for the preservation of Old Fort Kearney, in that State, 
as historical ground, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

TRADE WITH THE PHILIPPINES, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have here a paper tou g 
trade with the Philippines in sugar and tobacco, sent to me with 
the request that I should put it in the Recorp. In my judg- 
ment it should not go in the Recorp; it i and b 
to publish it as a document Therefore I ; animous 


sent that it may be publi 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, 


shed do 


Without objecti 


is a 
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MEMORIAL 
WETMORE. 


TO ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 


Mr. I am directed by the Committee on the 


Library, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7110) to aid in build- | 


ing a memorial to Abraham Lincoln, on the site of the Lincoln 
birthplace, in Kentucky, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment, and I submit a report (No. 660) thereon, I ask for its 
present consideration, 

Mr. HALE 
Mr. CULLOM, 
this time. 
The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It authorizes the expenditure of $50,000 under the 


rose, 


I hope the bill will be considered and passed 
at 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


di- | 


rection of the Secretary of War, for the express purpose, and no | 
other, of aiding in the building of a suitable memorial upon the | 
farm, in the State of Kentucky, upon which Abraham Lincoln | 


was born, said memorial to be in process of construction Feb- 
ruary 12, 1909, the centennial of Abraham Lincoln’s birth. But 
nuthorization of expenditure is made upon the express con- 
dition that the Lincoln Farm Association of the State of New 
York shall first have raised the sum of $150,000, used, or to be 


used, for the purchase of the farm, building the memorial, car- | 
purposes; and 


ing for the same, and acquiring relics characteristic of the life 
of the period and locality in which Lincoln was born. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, when the routine morning busi- 
ness is ended I propose to ask the Senate, for the convenience of 
a great many Senators, to proceed to the consideration, under 

tule VIII, of bills on the Calendar to be passed by unanimous 
consent, 

For several days all bills have been held up by the appropria- 
tion and other bills. A great many Senators are interested in 
bills on the Calendar, and half an hour or an hour spent in tak- 
ing up only those bills that will pass by unanimous consent will 
relieve a great many Senators. As soon as the morning busi- 
ness is over I shall make the request. I will not interfere now 
with the regular order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Printing, reported an | 
amendment proposing to appropriate $800 to pay A. J. Halford | 
for compiling, editing, and indexing the third edition of the 


Congressional Directory, first session, Sixtieth Congress, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6087) authorizing 
the extension of P, Volta, Q, and Dent streets NW., reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PILES. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 6840) to amend 
the laws concerning transportation between ports of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii and other ports of the United States, and I sub- 
mit a report (No. 661) thereon. I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. There are Senators who desire to look at that 
bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
committee, to submit a minority report. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; there is a minority report. 
will go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mits the views of the minority. 
endar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am directed by the Committee on Finance 
to report back the bill (H. R. 21871) to amend the national 
banking law, with a recommendation to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and to substitute the bill which I send to the 
desk. I will say that this is a unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply in this connection wish to say that 
the report is unanimous in the sense that I very much prefer 
the bill reported by the Senate committee as against the bill 
which passed the House. In that sense it is unanimous. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 21003) fixing the compensation of cer- 
tain officials in the customs service, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, 


Of course it 


The bill will go to the Cal- 


May 1] 


A 
v, 


lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6919) to establish a 
home for feeble-minded, imbecile, and idiotic children in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with. 
out amendment, and submitted a report (No. 662) thereon, 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a joint resolution (S. R. 8s) 
to provide for an accounting of certain funds held in trust for 
the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, which was read twi 
its title. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereop, 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (S. 4290) providing for the extension of time within 
which purchasers of lands in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
reservations and the Fort Sill Wood Reservation may take 


- by 


| payment; 


A bill (S. 8995) extending time of payment on town-site lots 
in that part of Oklahoma formerly comprising the Indian ‘Ter. 
ritory ; 

A bill (S. 6720) for the removal of restrictions from part of 
the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other 


A bill (S. 6721) for the removal of restrictions from part of 


| the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other 


purposes, 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5310) to authorize the Kaw tribe of 
Indians residing in the State of Oklahoma to bring suit in the 
Court of Claims, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4292) for the relief of Clarence W. Turner, reported it 
with an amendment, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Gore on 
the Sth instant, proposing to appropriate $214,335.25 to pay the 
unpaid expenses of the constitutional convention of Oklahoma, 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported it with an amendment, submitted a report (No. 
663) thereon, and moved that it be printed and referred to th 
Cemuinittee on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 





I desire, on the part of the minority of the | 


The Senator from California sub- | 


MENOMINEE INDIAN RESERVATION, WIS. 


Mr. CLAPP. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I re- 
port a joint resolution to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the cutting of timber, the manufacture and sale of lum- 
ber, and the preservation of the forests on the Menominee In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin,” approved March 
28, 1908, and I ask for its present consideration. It is to per 
| fect an act that has already passed at this session, and this 
| joint resolution is reported at the request of the senior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La Foiiette], who is unable to be present. 
| Mr. HALE. It will give rise to no debate? 

Mr. CLAPP. Oh, to no debate. 

| The joint resolution (S. R. 87) to amend an act entitled “An 

| act to authorize the cutting of timber, the manufacture and 

| sale of lumber, and the preservation of the forests on the Me 
nominee Indian Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin,” a) 
proved March 28, 1908, was read the first time by its title and 

| the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the act of Congress approved March 28, 1°)()*, en: 
titled “An act to authorize the cutting of timber, the manufacture ane 
| sale of lumber, and the preservation of the forests on the Menom! 
| Indian Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin,” be, and the same | 
by, amended to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to mani{a: 
into lumber any logs now remaining on hand which have hereto! 
| been cut under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An 

to authorize the cutting, sawing into lumber, and sale of ti , 
certain lands reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe of [ndians, 
in the State of Wisconsin,” approved June 28, 1906, or under the 1 
visions of the act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize t! ile ol 
timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menominee | 
Indians, in the State of Wisconsin,” approved June 12, 1890, « 
pose of the same in accordance with the provisions of eithe: 
of the two acts of Congress last aforesaid. 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was co 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7120) grantine 4 I ; 
sion to Lettie A. Dunn, which was read twice by its uve °™ 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DIXON introduced a bill (8S. 7121) for the reli: 
estate of James W. Mardis, which was read twice by 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


to dis 
or boti 


j 


sidered 


without 


g, read 





f of the 








1908. 





RURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 7122) for the relief 
han F. Amee and others, which was read twice by its 

ind, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
on Claims. 

SMITH of Michigan introduced a bill (S. 7123) granting 
“ase of pension to Harry 8S. Lee, which was read twice 
title and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

( ittee on Pensions. 

GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 7124) granting an in- 
of pension to Frederick E. Sabastian, which was read 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 7125) for the relief 
of Samuel T. G. Morsell, which was read twice by its title and 
d to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRAZIER intreduced a bill (S. 7126) to authorize French 
| River Power Company to build a dam across French 
| River in Knox County, Tenn., which was read twice by 
tle and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 7127) for the relief of 

; of Marcelin Tauzin,. which was read twice by its title 

erred to the Committee on Claims. 

GORE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 89) patenting 

1 lands to the municipality of Alva, Okla., which was 

read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Public 

Lands 

\MENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 

propriate $6,418.16 for reimbursement of the Philadelphia, Balti- 

»and Washington Railroad Company for the cost of main- 

of the Long Bridge from February 12, 1906, to Decem- 

1906, intended to be proposed by him to the general 

ency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NEWLANDS submitted an amendment providing for the 
appointment of an inland waterways commission, intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


—— 


Mr 


Trenance 
he r TR 


adel 


AMENDMENTS TO OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 


KEAN submitted five amendments intended to be pro- 
| by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRAZIER submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which were 
reierred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr..GAMBLE presented an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

Ir. OVERMAN submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE submitted an amendment intended to be 
Proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY submitted an amendment intended to be 
Dro} ed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which 
. ‘rT ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

LBERSON submitted two amendments intended to be 
ed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

‘ and ordered to be printed. 

GORE submitted three amendments intended to be pro- 
him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which were 


d to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
dered to be printed, 


Mr. 


Nose 


Mr. ( 


Nrorm 


Mr 


refer 
and 
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Mr. FOSTER submitted three 


amendments intended to be 

proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which 

were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY submitted three amendments intended to 

be proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which 

were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCREARY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, 
referred to the Committee on Public 
and ordered to be printed. 

THE THIRTEENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 16954) to provide for the 
Thirteenth and subsequent decennial censuses, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Census and to 
printed. 


which was 
Buildings and Grounds 


ordered be 


AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 
Mr. BRANDEGED submitted an amendment intended to be 


proposed by him to House bill 15372, known as the “ omnibus 
claims bill,” which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—WILLIAM HARRINGTON, 
On motion of Mr. Penrose, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Sen- 


ate the papers in the case of William Harrington, accompanying Senate 

bill 699, Sixtieth Congress, first session, subject to the provision of 

clause 2 of Rule XXX. 
OPENING OF INDIAN ROLLS. 

Mr. CLAPP, I ask to have printed as a document a hearing 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs, United States Senate, 
on the bill (S. 4736) extending the provisions of an act ap- 
proved February 6, 1901, entitled “An act amending an act of 
August 15, 1904, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaties and stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes,’ ” to 
any person claiming any right in the common property of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians or tribes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

ENROLLMENT OF OSAGE INDIANS. 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask to have printed as a document a hearing 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs, United States Senate, 
on joint resolution No. 70, for the enrollment of certain persons 
as members of the Osage tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 

SPECIAL PARCELS POST. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent to have inserted in 
the Recorp a letter from the Postmaster-General relating to the 
post-office appropriation bill, which I omitted to have inserted 
when that bill was up for consideration. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 
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OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 11, 1908. 

My Dear Senator: A statement of the postal receipts for March, 
1908, shows a decrease of $260,957, or 3.11 per cent, at the largest fifty 
post-offices. The percentages of increase or decrease in the postal 
ceipts at fifty of the principal pest-offices during the five months pre- 
ceding March last, as compared with the corresponding months the pr 
vious year, are: October, 3.80 per cent increase; November, 0.17 per 
cent decrease; December, 6.14 per cent increase; January, 1.59 per cent 
decrease; February, 4.66 per cent increase. 
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I am convinced that the establishment of a special local parcel post 
on rural routes would tend to wipe out the postal deficit, and would 
eventually make the rural free delivery self-sustaining, besides being a 
boon to the farmer and retail country merchant. There are now in 
operation more than 39,000 rural routes, serving a population of 








15,000,000 people; and should an average of 50 pounds of merchandise 
be carried on each trip throughout the year it is estimated that it 























$15.000,000 would be realized, and the net return to the Government 
would be more than sufficient to equal the deficit. I feel that from an 
administrative and business view point it is most desirable 


, 
that § i 








legislation be enacted. However, as this seems impossible at this ses 
sion of Congress, I urgently recommend that the Postmaster-Genera 
given authority to conduct an experimental parcel post on rur 
the same as was done originally with rural deliver; 

On December 19, 1907, Mr. LAFEAN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill 
in the House providing for the establishment of a part post system 
in York and Adams counties, Pa. I urge that the principal of this bill 
be proposed as an amendment to the post-office appropriation bill 
with the exception that the Post-Office Department will not require any 


appropriation for the purpose. - 
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I call your attention to the following presentations concerning the 
advantages of a special local parcels post confined to rural-delivery 
routes: 

The Department favors the establishment of this special service be- 
cause of its ability to render it with great advantage to the farmer, 
the country merchant, and other patrons of the routes, as the necessary 
machinery (over 39,000 routes now regularly covered by rural carriers) 
is in operation. There are some 15,000,000 people living on these 
routes, which shows the vast possibilities of the rural service. The 
increased cancellations would automatically advance the salaries of 
ga <a of the fourth class, and the remaining revenue would be 
clear gain. 

The history and advantages of the rural delivery should be under- 
stood by our people. There is a feeling in many quarters that it is 
an extravagance and an unnecessary drain upon the postal revenues. 
The first rural route was established in the latter part of 1896, $14,840 
being expended for rural delivery during that fiscal year. At that time 
the postal deficit was $11,411,779. During the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1907, the expenditures for rural delivery aggregated $26,671,699, 
while the postal deficit showed a decrease, as compared with 1897, of 
$4,800,000, the deficit amounting to $6,653,282. This would seem to 
show that, while the expense incurred for maintaining rural delivery is 
great, yet the rural delivery has been instrumental in increasing the 
general postal receipts. However, its benefits to our people can not be 
measured in dollars and cents. 

That a local parcels post on rural routes would be of material ad- 
vantage to the local retail merchant in competition with mail-order 
houses is seen at once, when it is pointed out that the latter is obliged 
to pay 64 cents for sending a 4-pound package to a rural-route patron, 
as against a cost of 25 cents to the local storekeeper for sending an 
11-pound package to the rural-route patron. 

Letters and petitions for this extension of the parcels post are being 
received from all sections of the country. Many commercia] bodies 
formerly opposed to any action of this kind are on record as being 
heartily in favor of it. 

On the other hand, objections have been raised to the measures the 
Department is advocating. Although no sound argument has been ad- 
vanced in opposition, the contentions which have been made are not 
without interest. I mention the more important of them, at the same 
time giving the replies which they have elicited. 

The claim that the special local rate recommended for the parcels 
post on rural routes would eventually be extended to include the entire 
postal service has been given considerable publicity. The aa 
of this becomes apparent when attention is directed to the cost of rail- 
road transportation, which has no Pos: in the former service. About 
$45,000,000 were paid last year for mail transportation and about 
$6,000,000 for postal cars. 

Others have said that large mail-order houses would under the pro- 
posed law utilize the special parcels post on rural routes through agents, 
to the great disadvantage of the country merchant, first assembling 
their orders and dispatching them by express or freight to suitable dis- 
tributing points. The Department Les recommended provisions which 
will prevent any such use of the routes, namely : 

“Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be taken as 
authorizing the acceptance or delivery at such special rates of postage 
of any parcel offered by any person acting as agent or representative, 
upon commission or otherwise, for any person or company not resident 
on such rural delivery route: And provided further, That only such 
parcels shall be received for delivery at the special rates of postage as 
are offered by bona fide merchants or dealers whose regular places of 
business are on such rural delivery routes or the town from which the 
route or routes emanate, in the ordinary and regular course of their 
business, and by residents on such routes in their individual capacity.” 

It should be remembered, too, that even in the absence of a specific 
prohibition of this nature, any systematic attempt upon the part of a 
mail-order house to thus distribute its wares would necessitate the em- 
ployment of many thousands of local representatives. The catalogues 
of these concerns indicate in no uncertain way that they attribute their 
success in large measure to their low selling expense, and that the 
absence of any sort of agents is the principal feature of their argu- 
ment in accounting for the supposedly ow prices of their goods. 

The cry of “ class legislation”’ has been raised. There is, of course, 
no discrimination involved, for all who can be reached by rural carriers 
will be accommodated. It would be as reasonable to decry the laws 
which permit the delivery of mail to patrons living on rural routes 
while persons differently situated are obliged to make a trip to a 
near-by post-office to obtain their letters. 

With the adoption of new conveniences of life by urban residents 
and the ever-increasing attractions of the city, especially potent in 
their influence upon the younger generation, the importance of afford- 
ing farmers and ruralites generally every legitimate advantage becomes 
more and more apparent. The free rural delivery has improved ma- 
terially and intellectually the life of great numbers of these people. 
Is it too much to ask that the Department shall make a further use 
of this important system, a use which, while adding appreciably to 
the postal revenues, will directly and vitally benefit every man, woman 
and child within reach of a rural route? The countryman would 
have the necessities of life delivered at his gate at an average cost 
of 2 cents a pound, thereby —s and increasing consumption. 
This would mean augmentation of the trade of thousands of country 
merchants. The commercial traveler should appreciate the advantages 
of this system. It would increase his orders because the country 
merchant buys from the jobber or the wholesaler. Every component 
part < our commercial system would feel the effects of an increased 
prosperity. 

It would inevitably tend toward the improvement of the roads. 
Better roads and improved postal facilities in the rural districts would 
eresult in increased values of farm lands. The rural service as now 
organized has accomplished something in this direction. Its enlarge- 
ment will add to the good attained. 

Believe me, faithfully, yours, G. v. L. Meyer. 


Hon. Borges PENROSE, 
Chairman Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
United States Senate. 


PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I submit a resolution, which I ask to have 
inserted in the Recorp and then laid upon the table. I shall 
address the Senate at some future day upon the subject, 
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The resolution was ordered to be printed in the Recorp anq 
to lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Finance Committee be instructed to report amend. 
ments to House bill No. 21871, as follows: 

First. An amendment providing that three-fourths of the res 
in reserve city and country banks shall be kept in their vaults, 
change to be made gradually within a period of five years, under 
direction of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

Second. An amendment providing that no bank shall make loans of 
its depositors’ money to an amount exceeding five times its capita! and 
surplus, the change to be made gradually within a period of five years, 
under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

Third. An amendment permitting State commercial banks to become 
members of national clearing-house associations, provided they su|mit 
to the regulations of the national-bank act regarding their capita! and 
maneraes and subject themselves to examination under the nationa!-lank 
act. 

Fourth. An amendment providing a method by which clearing-! 
associations may avail themselves, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, of the use of additional silver as a limited legal tender 
for debts not exceeding $50, with a view to substituting such silver or 
the certificates representing it for full legal-tender money, gold, or 
United States notes, now in circulation and outside of bank reserves, 
in order to increase the amount of gold and full legal-tender notes in 
such reserves as a basis for bank credits, the amendment to limit the 
amount of such issue of silver. 

Fifth. An amendment providing that the presidents of the clearing 
house associations shall meet annually in ashington and shall select 
nine commissioners, one from each of the judicial circuits of the United 
States, who shall represent them at Washington as members of a !ank- 
ing commission, of which the Secretary of the Fg J and the Comp- 
troller of the Currency shall be, respectively, the chairman and t 
tary; the duties of the commission to be advisory to the President, to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and to Congress; and such commiissior 
to be charged with the duty of considering and recommending cha 
in the banking act and methods for promoting and improving interstate 
and international exchange. 


Mr. NEWLANDS, I shall call up the resolution for discus- 
sion hereafter, 


rves 
the 
the 


SALARIES OF CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT JUDGES. 


Mr. DEPEW. I move that 2,000 copies of Senate bil! 6973, 
increasing the salaries of the circuit and district court judges 
of the United States, be printed for the use of the Senate docu- 
ment room, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF OWNERS OF PATENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 7653) to amend section 4919 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to provide additional protection 
for owners of patents of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. KNOX. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4919 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States be, and is hereby, amended by adding thereto the 
following : 


“And whenever an invention described in and covered by a patent of 
the United States shall hereafter be used by the United States, without 
license of the owner thereof, such owner may recover reasonalle col 
pensation for such use by suit in the Court of Claims: Provid«:/ 
ever, That in any such suit the United States may avail itself of 
and all defenses, general or special, which might be pleaded | | 
fendant in an action for infringement, as set forth in Title LX of the 
Revised Statutes, or otherwise.’ 

Mr. KNOX. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
A similar bill passed the Senate at the last session. I reported 
it from the Committee on Patents. It has passed the House i 
the exact form in which the Senate passed it at the last sessiou. 

The object of the bill is to give the owners of letters patent 
in the United States the right to recover reasonable compen 
tion when their patents are used by the United States without 
their consent or authority. Strangely enough, under tlie |W, 
although a patent is property, and has so been determined 'J 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and is property wl 
can not be taken by an individual under the fifth amenimet 
without compensation, yet the Supreme Court has held that if 
the United States uses a patent without the license or au(hor'ly 
of the patentee no action can be maintained against the | nited 
States unless it has agreed to pay for the use. It is to remedy 
that inequity that the bill has been introduced. I may stile 
that it is wholly prospective in its operation. It has no ref- 
erence at all to any use the Government may have maie of & 
patent in the past. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand that it has no retroactiv? 
effect. 

Mr. KNOX. It has no retroactive effect. : 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as ‘) (°™ 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time and passed. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


1 R. 421. An act to pay allottees the amount paid into the 
sury of the United States on account of the sale, cutting, 
noval of timber from, or damages to, lands allotted to them, 
to appropriate money for the payment thereof was read 
eby.its title and referred to the Committee on Indian 

it. R. 21410. An act granting condemned ordnance to certain 

itions was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
. on Military Affairs, 


CONSIDERATION OF THE 

- HALE.. 1 ask-unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
{ e consideration of mmobjected cases on the Calendar under 
k VIII. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks 
imous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
objected bills upon the Calendar under Rule VIII. Is 

there objection? 
Mr. PAYNTER. I should like to make an inquiry. If this 
rder is made and an objection is made to the consideration of 
when it is reached on the Calendar, can the Senate order 
t it be taken up for consideration, notwithstanding the objec- 


CALENDAR, 


Mr. HALE. Not under the agreement I propose. 
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of unobjected cases, but I do not wish to be understood as con- 


| senting to a unanimous-consent agreement which will deprive 


|2 o'clock with 


any Senator of the privilege he otherwise would enjoy of movy- 
ing to proceed to the consideration of any measure. 

Mr. HALE. My proposition does not affect anything that 
occurs afterwards. I will ask that we proceed for one hour, 


|} and in that time we will pass any number of bills. 


Mr. McLAURIN. 
Mr. PAYNTER. 


Say, 2 o'clock. 
I suggest until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. Very well, I will say until 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed until the hour of 
the consideration of unobjected bills on the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The first bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 
(H. R. 15372) 


The bill for the allowance of certain claims 


| reported by the Court of Claims under the previsions of the 


Mr. PAYNTER. I object, then, if that is the proposition. 
Mr. HALE. If I may make a suggestion, the Senator is 
objecting to a thing that will be for the convenience of more | 


than half of the Senate. 
Mr. PAYNTER. I withdraw my objection. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I do not wish to 


mous-consent agreement foreclose the right to make a 


Mr. HALE. If that is to be resorted to there is no object in 
the agreement. The proposition is to pass bills 

i there is no objection. I suppose that more than fifty 
Senators are interested in such bills. The object of my sugges- 
1 s to avoid proceeding by motion to take up a bill, because 
those circumstances my suggestion would have no force. 
Senators object to this arrangement, then nothing will be 

dl on the Calendar except to consume the time with one or 


wi 


two cases. I am proposing to do what has always been done 
toward the close of a session, to relieve Senators who have bills 
uy the Calendar to which there is no objection. 


Therefore my proposition is that the Senate shall proceed by 
unanimous consent to the consideration of unobjected cases 
inder Rule VIII. If any Senator can stop that by moving to 
proceed to the consideration of a bili, we may consume the time 
or two cases on the Calendar. Otherwise, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in an hour we will pass fifty cases to which nobody has 


on one 


hy objection. Any Senator is left entirely free to object to 
any bill that is reached, and it must go over. 


Mr. CARTER. 


until 2 o’eloeck, then. 

Mr. HALE. I did not fix any time because I was entirely 
wi r to leave that to the discretion of the Senate. The 
Senate can at any time take up any other business. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 


the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will 
State his question of order. 

Mr. TELLER. Rule VIII provides that— 

\t the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless upon 
ni 1 the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will 


pro | to the consideration of the Calendar of Bills and Resolutions, 


inue such consideration until 2 o'clock; and bills and resolu 
t are not objected to shall be taken up in their order, and each 
shall be entitled to speak once and for five minutes only upon 
al tion 

And so forth. 

! understand that that business comes up in a regular way, 
and it does not need any motion or any agreement. 


Mr HALE. Except that under the rule any Senator, when 
an objection is made to a bill that is reached on the Calendar, 
iy move to proceed to: its consideration. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Then:the whole time may be taken up with that 
vl ‘ly proposition is to avoid that very thing by consider- 
oe Olly wnebjected cases on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 
and 


it the moment a case is objected to it retains its place 
Calendar, 


on 


7 Mr. ‘ELLER. I did not understand that that was the 
: ‘ors suggestion. 
= ‘TALE, That is my object. 


CARTER, 


, Mr. President, I shall have no objection to 
fixi: £ any re 


asonable time during the day for the consideration 


XLII——395 





have the | 


motion to take up a bill during the consideration of unobjected | 


to | 


I suggest to the Senator to limit the time | 


acts approved March 3, 1883, and March and com- 
monly known as the Bowman and Tucker acts, was announced 
as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. That will have to go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over at the request 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 
NATIONAL FORESTS. 

for 


1SS7, 


The bill (S. 4825) acquiring national forests in the 


| Southern Appalachian Mountains and White Mountains was an- 


nounced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and 
goes over at the request of the Senator from Colorado. 


the bill 


JAMES W. KINGON. 

The bill (S. 1577) for the relief of Sergt. James W. Kingon 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It requires the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department, notwithstand- 
ing the proceedings, findings, and sentence of the general court- 
martial convened pursuant to Special Orders, No. 118, extract, 
June 28, 1865, issued by command of Brevet Brig. Gen. E. Op- 
dyke, headquarters Second Division, Fourth Army Corps, and 
the approval thereof by Brevet Brig. Gen. Joseph Conrad. com- 
manding Second Division Central District of Texas, August 26, 
1865, to audit and pay to Sergt. James W. Kingon, Company 
H, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Veteran Volunteer Infantry, 
the amount of all pay, compensation, and allowances withheld 
from him by reason of said proceedings, findings, and sentence 
of said court-martial and the said approval thereof, as fully 
and completely as if such proceedings, findings, and 
had never been had or made. 

The bill was reported to the without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


sentence 


Senate 


RUFUS NEAL. 

The bill (S. 6161) for the relief of Rufus Neal was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “ dollars,’ to strike out 
“two thousand three hundred and seventy-nine” and 
“one thousand seven hundred and fifty,’ so as to make 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to Rufus Neal, of Marion County, Ind., out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,750, 
as full compensation for the extra services performed by said Neal 
in the Engineer Department of the United States Army, as a sawyer 
and engineer at Nashville, Tenn., during the civil war. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


insert 


the bill 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
| read the third time, and passed. 
MOUNT VERNON AVENUE ASSOCIATION. 
The bill (S. 5252) to provide for the building of a publie ave- 
nue on the south side of the Potomac River from th ty of 


Washington to Mount Vernon was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
sert: 


in- 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
| appropriated, to the treasurer of the Mount Vernon Avenue Associa- 
tion, a corporation chartered and existing under the laws of the State 
of Virginia, the said Mount Vernon Avenue Association being the as- 


signee of the State of Virginia under the provisions of a joint resolu- 
tion of the general assembly of the said State of Virginia, approved on 
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the 5th day of March, 


1888, the sum of $120,000, being the sum ad- 
vanced by the State of Virginia to the United States under the pro- 
visions of an act passed by the general assembly of the State of Vir- 
ginia on the 27th day of December, 1790, to be used toward erecting 
public 
Government. And the payment of the of $120,000 to the 
treasurer of the Mount Vernon Avenue Association shall be in 
satisfaction and payment of any and all debts, claims, or demands on 


said sum 


the part of the State of Virginia or of her assignee, the Mount Vernon | 


Avenue Association aforesaid, growing out of any money or moneys ad- 
vanced, loaned, or paid out to the United States by the State of Vir- 
ginia by virtue of the provisions of the said act passed by the general 
assembly of Virginia on the 27th day of December, 1790, or under 
the provisions of any other law, State or national, for the purpose of 
aiding in the erection of public buildings for the Federal Government 
in the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the State of Maryland, the sum of $72,000, 
being the sum advanced by the State of Maryland to the United States 
under the provisions of a joint resolution 
sembly of the State of Maryland on the 19th day of December, 1791, 
to be used toward erecting public buildings in the District of Columbia 
for the use of the Federal Government. And the payment of the said 
sum of $72,000 to the State of Maryland shall be in full satisfaction 
and payment of any and all debts, claims, or demands on the part 
of the State of Maryland growing out of any money or moneys ad- 
vanced, loaned, or paid out to the United States by the State of Mary- 
jJand by virtue of the provisions of the said joint resolution passed 
by the general assembly of Maryland on the 19th day of December, 
1791, or under the provisions of any other law, State or national, for 
the purposes of aiding in the erection of public buildings for the Fed- 
eral Government in the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall be in force from the date of its passage. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, from the reading of the bill 
as I caught it, it is a bill for the construction of streets over in 
Virginia. I think we really ought to have some explanation of 
it. I do not know that I have any objection to it, but I simply 
want some explanation of what the bill contemplates. I think 
it had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over at the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. DANIEL. I trust the Senator will not object to the con- 
sideration of the bill. I think when he understands the bill he 
will have no objection to it. 

Mr. BURKETT. I withdraw my objection, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the bill reported 
by the committee, which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for the 
payment of certain moneys advanced by the States of Virginia 
and Maryland to the United States Government to be applied 


toward erecting public buildings for the Federal Government in 
the District of Columbia.” 


REORGANIZATION OF NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution 
(S. R. 93) relating to the reorganization of the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will go over 
without prejudice at the request of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey. 

SALES OF INTOXICANTS ON GOVERNMENT PREMISES. 


The bill (S. 915) to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in buildings, ships, navy-yards, and parks and other premises 
owned or used by the United States Government was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. CARTER. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Montana, the bill will go over without prejudice. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HINTON, W. VA, 


The bill (S. 157) providing for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Hinton, W. Va., was considered as in Commit- 
t#e of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, at the top of page 
2, to strike out: 


Sec, 2. That the plans, specifications, and full estimate for said 
building shall be made and approved according to law before work 
thereon shall be commenced. Until this is done none of the money so 
appropriated shall be used. 

Sec. 3. That the building shall contain such fireproof vaults as may 
be necessary to protect from destruction by fire the funds and post- 
office, court, and other records, and it shall also be provided with 
proper heating and ventilating apparatus. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


The building to be erected shall be unexposed to danger from fire by 


o open space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and 
alleys. 
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So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be erected upon th 


already selected and purchased by him in the city of Hinton, W. \ a 
holding United States courts, and for other purposes of the Federa| 
Government at the said city of Hinton, W. Va., which said bu ig 
shall cost, complete, not to exceed the sum of $50,000. 


The building to be erected shall be unexposed to danger from { 


by 

and 
alleys. ' 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, anid the 


! amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PLATTSMOUTH, NEBR. 
The bill (S. 1933) to provide for the erection of a public build- 


| ing at the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., was considered as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. 


The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, on page 2, line 2, 


| after the words “sum of,” to strike out “‘ seventy-five” and in- 
| sert “ fifty,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, auchorized and directed to erect a substantial and comn 


odious 


| building, with fireproof vaults and suitable fixtures, for the use and 


accommodation of the United States post-office and other Government 
offices in the city of Plattsmouth, State of Nebraska. The building, 
when completed upon the rae and specifications to be made and ap 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the 
sum of $75,000. No plan of said building shall be approved by the Sec 
retary of the Treasury if the same involve an expenditure exceeding 
the sum of $50,000 for bui'ding. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNA JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 16770) granting land to Anna Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the See- 
retary of the Interior to issue to Anna Johnson, wife of Ging 
Sing, alias Jim Johnson, a patent to the following-described 
land, to wit: The southwest quarter of section 29, in township 
13 south, of range 25 east of the New Mexico principal meridian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATENTS FOR LANDS IN IDAHO, 


The bill (H. R. 17005) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to issue patents in fee to the Board of Missions of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church for certain lands in the State of 
Idaho was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to the 
Board of Missions of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the 
United States for the following described lands: The south- 
east quarter of section 36, township 4 south, range 34 east, of 
3oise meridian, containing 160 acres; but the patent shall not 
issue until the Indians of the said reservation shall have give 
their consent to the grant through their business committee 
or council in such manner as the Secretary of the Interior shall 
provide. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 0 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COUEBT AT JACKSON, KY. 


The bill (H. R. 14882) to establish a United States court 2 
Jackson, in the eastern district of Kentucky, was announced 48 
next in order. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over at the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky. 


FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE, 


The bill (S. 2487) to amend section 5278 of the Revis 
utes was announced as next in order. 

Mr. OWEN. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will'go over at the reques 
of the Senator from Oklahoma. ; 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President, I hope ‘the Seriator from Ok!" 
homa will not object to that bill. I am sure he does not — 
stand it or he would not object to it. The only | pas 
change to be made by the bill in existing law is to allow extra 
dition on an information. A great many of the States prosccu" 
altogether by information. The circuit court of appe's = 
held that a man can not be extradited from one State © *” 
other on an information filed against him. This is mere’) re 
amend the law so that criminals may be brought to J\~ ice > 
States where they violate the laws of those States, I am Sv 




















































































































nator from Oklahoma, when he understands this bill, can 
ve any objection to it. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
upon his objection? 
_QWEN. I insist upon my objection, Mr. President. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without 


Does the Senator from Oklahoma 


OWEN subsequently said: Mr. President, I should like to | 


iw my objection to Senate bill 2487. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma with- 
( is objection to the bill. 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
the bill. It proposes to amend section 5278 of the Revised 
es so as to read as follows: 


S 5278. Whenever the executive authority of any State or Terri- 
nds any person, as a fugitive from justice, of the executive 
of any State or Territory to which such person has fled, and 

sa copy of an indictment found, an information duly filed, or 

an afidavit made before a magistrate of any State or Territory, charg- 
person demanded with having committed treason, felony, or 

ime, certified as authentic by the governor or chief magistrate 

State or Territory from whence the person so charged has fled, 

i e the duty of the executive authority of the State or Territory 
t such person has fled to cause him to be arrested and secured 
nd to cause notice of the arrest to be given to the executive authority 
uch demand, or to the agent of such authority appointed to re- 


fugitive, and to cause the fugitive to be delivered to such 
agent when he shall appear. If no such agent appears within six 
I from the time of the arrest, the prisoner may be discharged. | 
A or expenses incurred in the apprehending, securing, and trans- 
mitting such fugitive to the State or Territory making such demand | 
shall be paid by such State or Territory. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


d passed. 
INTERSTATE-COMMERCE SHIPMENTS OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
The bill (S. 6576) to regulate the interstate-commerce ship- 


ments of intoxicating liquors was announced as next in order. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prej- 
udice, at the request of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I desire to offer a substitute 


for that bill. 
FRYE. The bill has gone over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has gone over at the re- 

quest of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricy]. 
DISPOSITION OF TOWN SITES. 

The bill (S. 6018) providing for the disposition of town sites 
in ection with reclamation projects, and for other purposes, 
wii mneed as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
udice, at the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
RESURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS IN NEBRASKA, 

(H. R. 1 


The bill 


3577) providing for the resurvey of certain 
public lands in the State of Nebraska was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the 


Interior to cause to be made a resurvey of the lands in town- 
ship 25 north, range 15; township 26 north, range 31; township 
of north, range 32, and township 24 north, range 46, all west 
{ the sixth principal meridian, in the State of Nebraska; and 
abrogates all rules and regulations of the Interior Department 


requiring petitions from all settlers asking for a resurvey and | 


igreement to abide by the result of the same, so far as these 
inds are concerned, but nothing herein contained shall be so 


construed as to impair the present bona fide claim of any actual 
oecupant of said lands so occupied, and before any survey is 


ordered it shall be made to appear to the Secretary of the 
or that the former official survey of the lands is so in- | 


Inter 
accurate or obliterated as to make it necessary to survey the 


land, and only such parts of the land where the survey is so 
inaccurate or obliterated shall be surveyed. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 

he bill (S. 6484) to establish postal savings banks for de- | 
positing savings at interest, with the security of the Govern- 
eit for repayment thereof, and for other purposes, was an- 
Younced as next in order. 

M1 TELLER. Let that bill go over. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 


veel The bill will go over without 
prejudice at the request of the Senator from Colorado. 

ESTATE OF JULIUS JACOBS. 
(S. 5788) for the relief of the estate of Julius Jacobs 


The bill 


oe ‘sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
ner ty of the Treasury to pay $2,000 to the estate of the 
©. 


ullus Jacobs, being the amount of money paid by such 
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The bill will go over without prej- | 
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) a 


estate to the Treasurer of the United States in satisfaction of 
the loss of an equal sum taken by parties unknown from the 
| vaults of the subtreasury of the United States in the city of 
San Francisco, Cal., while the same was under guard of United 
States troops during and after the fire which followed the 
earthquake of April 18, 1906. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third readi read the third time, 
| and passed. 

TRANSFER OF STATUE OF PRESIDENT WASHINGTON. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 124) authorizing the presenta- 
tion of the statue of President Washington, now located in the 
Capitol grounds, to the Smithsonian Institution, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution had been reported from the Committee 
on the Library, with an amendment, in line 5, after the word 
“hereby,” to strike out “ presented to” and to insert “ trans- 
ferred to the custody of,’ so as to make the joint resolution 
read: 

Resolved, etc., That the statue of President Washington, now located 
in the Capitol grounds east of the Capitol, be, and the same is hereby, 
transferred to the custody of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “Joint resolution 
authorizing the transfer of the statue of President Washington, 
now located in the Capitol grounds, to the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution.” 

Mr. KEAN. I ask that the report accompanying that joint 
resolution be printed in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it 
so ordered. 

The report referred to is as follows: 

Mr. Wermore, from the Committee on the Library, submitted the fol- 


ig, 





is 


| lowing report, to accompany H. J. Res. 124: 
The Committee on the Library, to whom was referred the House 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 124) authorizing the presentation of the 


statue of President Washington, now located in the Capitol grounds, 
to the Smithsonian Institution, have had the same under consideration 


and report it back with the following amendments: 

In line 5 strike out the words “ presented to” 
thereof the words “ transferred to the custody of.” 

Amend the title by striking out the word “ presentation” 
ing in lieu thereof the word “ transfer.” 

In reporting the joint resolution to the House of Representatives the 
Committtee on the Library say: 

“The statue of Washington referred to by the resolution was author 

ized by act of Congress July 14, 1832, and it was designed to be placed 
| in the center of the Rotunda of the Capitol. Subsequently it was 
| dered removed to the east of the Capitol. 
“The statue is the work of Horatio Greenough, a sculptor of emi- 
| nence in his time. It was not designed for an outdoor work, and in its 
| present location the seminude figure of Washington excites pity rather 
| than admiration. 

“The committee are informed that the Regents of 
Institution desire to have the statue and that 
| able location.” 

At the request 
Grounds several 

| Washington statue, 
which it is cut can 
| latitude. 

The following letter gives the views of Dr. Charles D. Walcott, Sec- 
retary of the Smithsonian Institution, as to the transfer: 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
Washington, D. C., March 12 

DEAR Mr. MANN: In response to your request, I have recently made 
a thorough examination of the Greenough statue of Washington, which 
is located on the plaza east of the Capitol. The statue being in 
jured by weathering, owing to the softness of the marble, and it shoula 
be protected, both as an object of historical interest and of art 

If the statue is transferred to the custody of the Smithsonian In- 
| stitution, I will endeavor, with the Sone of the Regents of the In- 
| stitution, to provide a suitable place for it. 

As the present granite base is inappropriate, 
made for a marble base in keeping with the statue, 
cost of moving and properly resetting the statue. 

Very truly, yours, ' 
) 


and insert in lieu 


and insert- 


or 


the Smithsonian 
they will give it a suit- 


of the Superintendent 
sculptors and workers in marble have examined 
and all agree that the soft Italian marble 
not withstand the action of the elements in 


of the Capitol Building and 
the 
from 


this 


1908, 


is 


be 


the 


should 
for 


provision 


and also 


CHAS. Watcort, Secretary 


Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
United States House of Representatives, 
Regent of the Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D. C. 
As amended the joint resolution will read: 


“Joint resolution authorizing the transfer of the statue of President 
Washington, now located in the Capitol grounds, to the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

“Resolved, etc.. That the statue of President Washington, now lo- 
cated in the Capitol grounds east of the Capitol, be, and the same is 
hereby, transferred to the custody of the Smithsonian Institution.” 


PROBATION AND PAROLE SYSTEM FOR THE DISTRICT. 
The bill (S. 6242) for the establishment of a probation and 


parole system for the District of Columbia, was announced as 
next in order. 
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Mr. 


BORAH. I ask that that bill go over. 
The | 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over 
prejudice at the request of the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN subsequently said: Mr. President, I am ad- 
vised that the objection to the bill (S. 6242) for the establish- 
ment of a probation and parole system for the District of Co- 
lumbia is withdrawn. I ask that that bill may be recurred to. 
It is a matter of local interest and affects the schools. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I withdraw my objection pre- 
viously made to that bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho 
draws his objeetion to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr, NELSON. I should like to have the bill read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate 
in Committee of the Whole. It was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: 


without 


with- 


That a commission is hereby constituted to be known as the “ probation 
commission ’’ which shall consist ex officio of the justices of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia for the time being holding the criminal 
court, the judges of the police court, the judge of the juvenile court, as 
well 
resided there for 
pointment, I 
Columbia for a 
suck sor except 
of t years and 


at least 


five years immediately preceding their ap- 
appointed 


to by the Commissioners of the District of 
that 


one 


the first appointment shall be one for 
for a term of three years, and all vacancies in 
id appointments, except by the expiration of the term of appointment, 
shall be filled for the unexpired term only. 
Sec, 2. That said probation commission 
pensation except as hereinafter provided. 
Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission to supervise 
and direct the enforcement of this act and all other laws relating to the 
subject of probation and parole in the District of Columbia; and they 
shall have power to make and enforce suitable rules and regulations for 
carrying them into effect, and may suspend or discharge any officers or 
agents appointed by them whenever, in their judgment, it may be ex- 
pedient to do It shall make and preserve a record of its investi- 
gations and official acts and shall render an annual report to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia showing the work done by them. 
Sec. 4. That 
secretary from its members and may fix a salary for the secretary not 
to exceed $100 per annum. It may also appoint a chief probation 
guardian at 
ians, one of whom shall be a woman, at a salary of $1,200 per annum 
each, and three assistant probation guardians, one of whom shall be a 
woman, at a salary of $900 per annum each, and a clerk at a salary 
of $720. 
Sec. 5. 
may be 
pensati 
be 


wo 


shall serve without com- 


so 


That volunteer probation guardians, either male or female, 
appointed by said commission, who shall serve without com- 
2 and shall have such powers and perform such duties as may 
ned to them by said commission or chief probation guardian 

6. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
provide such office acc 1odations, furniture, appliances, stationery, 
postage stamps, and the amount necessary to cover all other incidental 
expenses, including books and books of reference, as may be necessary 
and proper for the prosecution of the work intrusted to said commis- 
sion, and for the car fare and traveling expenses of either of said pro- 
bation guardians when on official business. 

Sec. 7. That the chief probation guardian shall have general charge, 
under the directions of the probation commission, of all the detais of 
the probation and parole work and be held responsible by the commis- 
sion for the proper performance by the probation guardians and their 
assistants of the duties intrusted to them. It shall be the duty of 
probation guardians to attend the sessions of the court to which they 
may from time to time be assigned by the probation commission or the 
chief probation guardian. And they and the assistant probation guard- 
ians shall perform such duties may be required of them by the 


ass 
Sec 


i 


as 


chief probation guardian, the orders and regulations of the probation | 


the several courts. 

Sec. 8. That the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the police 
courts of the District of Columbia, and the juvenile court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall have power in any case, except those involving 
treason, murder, rape, arson, or kidnapping, after conviction or the 


commission, or by 


entry of a plea of guilty to a felony or misdemeanor and the imposition | 
to | 
place the defendant or defendants upon probation, when it shall appear 


of a sentence thereon, either of a fine or imprisonment, both, 


or 


to the satisfaction 
interests of the 


of the court 


that the ends of justice and the best 
District will 


be subserved thereby, and may 


its discretion may seem best, and place the person or persons under 
the charge and supervision of the probation commission during such 
suspension. Every person placed on probation shall observe all rules 
prescribed for his conduct by the court or by the probation commis- 
sion, and report to the commission or guardians as directed. Hi 


thereunder. 

Sec. 9. That it shall be the duty of the chief probation 
from time to time to visit the jail and workhouse and all 
formatory institutions in the District of Columbia as well a 
institutions to which United States prisoners from the District of 
Columbia are sent, for the purpose of ascertaining the character and 


the ré 


habits of the prisoners thus committed to those institutions from said | 


District and whenever it shall seem to him that a prisoner or inmate, 
excepting when convicted of treason, murder, rape, arson, or kidnap 
ing. has so reformed that he will become a good citizen and may 
with propriety and safety to the community and with benefit to him- 
self be released from custody upon parole, he shall certify that fact 
to the probation commission ; 
investigate all cases presented to it either by the chief probation 
guardian or by any other person or by the prisoner himself, and if 
it is satisfied that the prisoner ought to be reieased on paroie it shall 
recommend such parole to the court which imposed the sentence. If 
after consideration of said recommendation and the investigation by 
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as | 


as of two bona fide residents of the District of Columbia who have | 


term of three years or until the appointment of their | 
a term | 


said commission shall annually elect a chairman and | 


a salary of $1,800 per annum, and three probation guard- | 


shall | 


) / suspend | 
the execution of the sentence for such time and upon such terms as in | 


shall | 
be furnished by the clerk of the eourt with a written statement of the | 
terms and conditions of his probation at the time when he is placed | 


guardian | 


s the penal | 


the probation commission shall carefully | 


May 15, 


| the court of the prisoner’s record, and after conference with the 
| cuting officer, and in United States cases obtaining the consent 
Attorney-General, the court shall be satisfied that the interests 
| community and the good of the prisoner or such inmate would 
| promoted by releasing him upon parole the court may pass tl 
| sary order upon such terms and conditions as it may prescri 
| 
| 


if such person shall at any time thereafter be convicted of an 
or misdemeanor, he may be recommitted by the court to s 
remainder of his original sentence not served at the time of hi 
in addition to the sentence imposed for such subsequent offens: 
for the purposes of this act the court shall have control of 

| tence during the entire time covered by it, wherever the priso 
be confined, but no persons shall be put on probation or parol: 
with his own consent. 

Sec. 10. That upon the termination of the term fixed for s) 
| bation or parole, the probation guardian shall report that fact 

court, with a statement of the conduct of the person while on 
| tion or parole, and the court may thereupon discharge the pe 
| probation or parole from further supervision, or it may ext: 
probation or parole term, as it shall seem proper to the court. 
time during the probationary or parole term the court by w! 
person was released may, in its discretion, revoke and termin 
probation or parole, or modify the terms and conditions ther: 
whenever the ends of justice shall be best subserved thereby, ma 
| nate the period of probation or parole and discharge the pris 
| held from serving out the unexpired sentence. If the order « 
| tion or parole shall be revoked and terminated by the court | 

the expiration of the term of probation or parole, the court sha! 
| the rearrest of the person on probation or parole and require 

serve the sentence as originally imposed, and the time of ; 
or parole shall not be taken into account to diminish the t f 
which he was originally sentenced; but he shall serve the f sen- 
| tence not theretofore served, without taking into account the time he 

was out on probation or parole. 

Sec. 11. That as used in this act the term “ probation” shal! mean 
the state of a person the execution of whose sentence has been gys- 
| pended, and “ parole’’ shall mean the release of a person from further 
serving a sentence imposed. 

Sec. 12. That the following sums named, respectively, for the serv- 
| ice of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, are hereby appro; 
one half out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appr: 
and the other half out of the revenues of the District of Colur 

to be disbursed by the disbursing officer of the District of Coluw 
on vouchers audited and approved by the auditor of the said Distri 
pursuant to existing law: Chief probation guardian, $1,000; th: 
bation guardians, at $1,200 each; three assistant probation 

|} at $200 each; one clerk, at $720; compensation of secreta: 
commission not to exceed $100; rent of offices, $1,000; furnit 

| equipment of office, $500; contingent expenses, including 
traveling expenses, purchase of law books, books of refere and 
periodicals, supplies, and all other necessary incidental items, $1,50 
amounting in all to $11,920. 

Sec. 13. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with thi 
| are hereby repealed. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
in charge of the bill—I could not catch it from the reading 
very clearly—if there is any discretionary power vested 
court? I notice that it is said, ‘‘upon such terms ani 
| tions as the court may prescribe.” Is it the intention t 
court shall be vested really with a discretion as to 
or not the recommendations shall be carried out? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; the court is vested with a discretio 
but this is only intended to deal with that class of cases u 
result in filling up the institutions with people who are 
nominally guilty. It leaves to the court the power and d 
| of assorting them out and determining whether or | 8 
people are criminals and whether they are such people 
better be out and living at their own expense. 

Mr. BACON. I gathered as much, but I did not know 
the reading how far the judge could control it. Is the 
given to the judge in whose court the party was convict 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest that the section in ref 
that be again read. It is near the end of the bill. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. It is section 8. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read s 
| as requested. 

The Secretary proceeded to read section 8, and read 
lows: 

Sec. 8. That the supreme court of the District of Col 
police courts of the District of Columbia, and the juvenil 
| the District of Columbia shall have power in any case, ¢\ 
| involving treason, murder, rape, arson, or kidnapping, after 

or the entry of a plea of guilty to a felony or misdemean 
| imposition of a sentence thereon, either of a fine or impri 
| both, to place the defendant or defendants upon probation 
shall appear to the satisfaction of the court that the ends 
and the best interests of the District will be subserved ther: 


Mr. BACON. I will not ask for the further read 
section. That explains the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreei 
| amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTORS OF HAROLD BROWN. 
The bill (S. 5905) for the relief of the executors of | 


of Harold Brown, deceased, was considered as in Co! 
the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury t 








itors of the estate of Harold Brown, 
_in the State of Rhode Island, $861.75, being an excess 
improp erly levied and collected on legacies and dis- 
shares of the personal property of the estate, which 
id by the executors on October 20, 1900, the payment 


full for all claims by reason of such assessment and | 


ill 
) be engrossed for a third reading, 
sed. 


was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
read the third time, 


PAUL BUTLER. 

ll (S, 5997) for the relief of Paul Butler was considered 

nmittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 

pay to Paul Butler $3,936.72, in full compensation 

» by the United States from March 31, 1874, to April 

certain patented improvements in hook attachments 

is to the number of 49,209, at the value of § 
und by the Court of Claims in the case of 

e United States, 23 Court of Claims, page 
was reported to the Senate without 

to be engrossed for a third reading, r 


cents 
f Butler 
eudede 

amendment, 
ad the third time, 


REFUND OF EXCESS DUTIES. 

(S. 38808) to refund certain excess duties paid upon 
ns of absinthe and kirschwasser from Switzerland be- 
1, 1898, and December 5, 1898, was considered 
f the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the 

efund to Messrs. Luyties Brothers, of New York, 


“ 


Ss 


as 


for 
a 


kirschwasser from Switzerland between June 1, 


1898. 


A 


December 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
ssed. 


ELS OF 


»~, 


BUILDINGS. 


¢ 
ph 


WAR VESSELS IN STATE CAPITOL 
bill (S. 142) providing for the deposit « 
1 of war of the United States Navy, 
of the United States, in the capitol building of said 
vas considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
was reported from the Committee on Naval 
mendment, on page 1, line 10, after the word “ 
‘no model to cost in excess of $3,500,” 
ead : 
enacted, 
thorized 


a model 


~fate 


Affairs 
view,” 
so as to make 


he is 
com- 
ates 
any 


etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
and directed to cause to be constructed a fully 
each vessel of war of the Navy of the United St 
or may hereafter be given the name borne by 
nited States, said model to be deposited in the capit 
id State, and in every case said model shall be placed 
position, convenient to public view, no model to cost 
of 500: Provided, That such model shall not cease to be, 
» sited, the property of the Government of the United States, 
l at all times subject to the authority and direction of the 
Navy. 
ndment was agreed to. 
was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
was concurred in. 
as ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
and passed. 
GLACIER NATIONAL PARK, MONTANA, 
( 5648) to establish the Glacier 
» summit of the Rocky Mountains and south of the 
| boundary line in Montana, and for other purposes, 
red as in Committee of the Whole. 
vas reported from the Committee on Public 


ments. 


Ss 








the 


} | 


WW 





time, 


Ss. 


Lands 
The first amendment was, on page 1, section 
r the words “to wit,” to strike out: 


at a point on the international boundary line 
and the Dominion of Canada at the closing corner 
nd 5 in township 837 north, range 21 west, Montana 
lian, Montana; thence following the lines of public land 
surveyed and unsurveyed lands, at this date, 
ction corner on the east section line of section 10 of 
range 19 west; thence southerly following the 
urveyed section lines to the eighth standard parallel 
Tset on said parallel to the closing corner for 
township 32 north, range 19 west; thence south to the 
1 tween sections 33 and 34 on the north bank of the 
Flathead River; thence following the north bank of said 





a f 





Yr) 
i 


thereof to insert: 


; at a point on the international boundary between the 
and the Dominion of Canada at the middie of the Flat- 
lence following southerly along and with the middle of 
River to its confluence with the Middle Fork of the Flat- 


race following the north bank of said Middle Fork of 
tiver 


make the section read: 


> is hereby withdrawn from all forms of location, appro- 
ry, Settlement, or sale, except as provided in this act, all 


; 


' 
t 
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eas | 
late a citizen of | 


in | 


certain excess duties paid upon importations of | 


of | 
bearing the name | 


sh | 


National Park | 


between | 


southerly | 
sur- | 


sec- | 
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of the public lands of the United States within t! of tl n 
area in the State of Montana icul d ! d 
bounds as follows, to wit: Com ing it point 7 
| boundary between the United s and I i rf ¢ t 
| the middle of the Flathead River ; nce f wing s er Z i 
| with the middle of the Flathead River to i } ith e Middle 
Fork of the Flathead River; thence follow t I i in f id 
Middle Fork of the Ilathead River to whe ‘ro l by ft rth 
boundary of the ri f way » Cre N n | rad ce 
following the said right of to where it se the west bo 
| of the Blackfeet Indian Re vation; then rortherly ng 
boundary to its intersection with the international bk lar é 
along said international boundary to the ice of beginning: / ; 
That all surveyed lands within the limit f said ‘ i rded 
therefrom, together with any yalid mini lo ‘ n the 
Ist day of January, 1908, and : settler ns i x led s eved 
land and the owner or ik such lid mining iim s I 
have and enjoy the right d egress as to si 
eation. The area descril id is hereby ds ‘ 
forever as a pu park ¢ ound for the l 
ment of the people of the | s, and the said 
forth be called *“ The Glac tional Park.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is to the 
| amendment reported by the committee. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, before that ame 
| agreed to I wish to ask some one who is responsible f | 
what is the area embraced in this reservation. 
| Mr. NELSON. The junior Senator from Mont [ Mr. 
Drxon] reported the bill. 
Mr. MONEY. I should like to have some § it 9 e 
| the information. 
Mr. DIXON. I will say to the Senator from Mississipp 
the bill proposes to include about 1,000,000 acres upon the crest, 
or the backbone, of the Rocky Mountains next to the Canadian 
border. It embraces within its area the few rm an of gla- 
| ciers of the old glacial period. The Geological Survey id 
| everyone, I think, having anything to do with tl itte re 
unanimous in fayor of the bill 
| weer . . 8 
Mr. MONEY. That is sufficient, Mr. Presiden I only 
| wanted to know that there is no land subj to settlement to 
| be included within the limits of the reservation. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 





















The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, 

| on page 3, section 2, line 25, after the word “dead,” to insert 

the word “or;” in the same line, after the word ‘ down,” to 

strike out “or decaying;” on page 4, beginning in line 1, to 

strike out “by actual settlers in the adjacent county within 

the United States:” and, on line 12, after the word “ power,” 
to insert the following proviso: 

And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is eby 
authorized to int a right of way for the construction of railroads 
under the provisions of the acts of Congress authorizing and permitting 
the construction of railroads over and across the public lands within 
the limits of forest reservations to any person or corporation who V 
desire to construct such railroads along the said Fiathead River or any 

of its tributaries within the boundaries of said Glacier Nation Pa 
| So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the Glacier National Park shall be in the custody and 
under the exclusive control of the Secretary of Agriculture, and said 

| Secretary is hereby authorized and empowered to make and p romulgate 
and in his discretion, from time to time, to amend or revoke such 
rules and regulations as he may deem ne sary to protect fish and 
game and to preserve the park in a state of nature as far as « rt 
with the purposes of this act. Said Secretary may, in his « n, 
execute leases to parcels of ground not exceeding 10 acres in ex t 
at any one place to any one person or company and for not to xceed 

| twenty years, when such ground is necessary for the erection « ) l- 

| ings for the accommodation of visitors; and he may also sell and , 

| mit the removal of dead or down timber; and persons w having 

} summer homes or cottages erec one, or sons W hom he may he ‘ 

authorize to erect summer homes or c *s within the limits id 

| park shall be permitted to use ‘and enjoy the same with not t x d 

| one acre of land on which the buildings are or 4 be located, in \ 

|} ease, subject to this act and such rules and regu! ns as tl s 

| tary may prescribe: Provided, That the use of w: - for the ¢ r n 
of power may be permitted for not exceeding fifty years, sul to the 
right of said Secretary to regulate charges for the > of su 

| And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is he iu 

| thorized to grant a right of way for the construction < i 
under the provisions of the acts of Congress authorizing an 

| ting the construction of railroads over and acré¢ p 
within the limits of forest reservations to any r cor n 
who may desire to construct such railroads along rid | l 
River or any of its tributaries within the bounda l ° 

| National Park. 

' 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that bill had better go ove Mr, 

| President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over at the request 

| of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER subsequently said: Mr. President, a few mo- 

| ments ago I objected to the consideration of Senate bill 5648 es- 
tablishing the Glacier National Park in Montana, and so forth. I 
desire to withdfaw my objection to that bill. I am not in favor 
of creating additional parks, but I am told that this bill is 





properly guarded, and I will withdraw my objection to it. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


draws his objection. 


The Senator from Colorado with- 


The Senate as in Committee of the Whole resumed the con- | 


sideration of the bill (S. 5648) to establish the Glacier National 
Park west of the summit of the Rocky Mountains and south of 
the international boundary line in Montana, and for other pur- 
poses, 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, recurring to the bill, I desire 
to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 4, line 12, before the amendment 
already agreed to, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may utilize such lands, 
bodies of waters, and streams in said park as he may deem necessary 
in connection with the operations under the reclamation act of June 17%, 
i902. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to hear from the Senator from 
Montana in reference to this bill. 

Mr. CARTER. The amendment I offered was suggested by 
the Reclamation Service as a precaution. Certain lakes in 
this park will be flooded to some extent by the building of dams 
and the backing up of water in the park for Reclamation 
Service purposes. The amendment is offered to the end that any 
ambiguity which may exist on the subject of the right to, back 
up the water into the park may be eliminated. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Just so it does not recognize the right of 


the Reclamation Service or any other service to take possession | 


of and sell the right to use the water, I have no objection to 
the bill. But I should like to have it distinctly understood that 
any measure or amendment to this bill or any other that under- 
takes to recognize the right of the Government to sell the right 
to use the water will meet with objection. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that was not the case. 
I certainly should have objected to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


If it was, 


LANDS IN CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONT. 


The bill (S. 2963) for the survey and allotment of lands now | 


embraced within the limits of the Crow Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all sur- 
plus lands after allotment was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
immediately cause to be surveyed all the land embraced within the 
limits of the Crow Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana. 

Sec. 2. That so soon as all the lands embraced within said Crow 
Indian Reservation shall have been surveyed, the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs shall cause allotments of the same to be made to all 
persons haying tribal rights with said Crow Indians, who have not 
heretofore received allotments of land, under the provisions of the 
allotment laws of the United States: Provided further, That hereafter 
the Secretary of the Interior shall cause allotments to be made under 
the provisions of this act to all children of Indians affected hereby so 
long as the tribe is possessed of any unallotted tribal or reservation 
lands. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior may reserve such lands as 
he may deem necessary for agency, school, and religious purposes, to 
remain reserved as long as needed, and as long as agency, school, or 
religious institutions are maintained thereon for the benefit of the In- 
dians, and in addition thereto not to exceed 5,000 acres of timber 
lands for the common use of said Indians. 

Sec. 4. That there is hereby granted to the Bureau of Catholic In- 
dian Missions the following-described land, now and for many years 
reserved for and occupied by St. Xavier's Mission, to wit: The east 
half of the southwest quarter and the west half of the southeast quar- 
ter of section 23, township 4 south, range 32 east, on the Crow Reser- 
vation, in Montana, containing 160 acres, more or less. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior shall also reserve not to 
exceed 500,000 acres of said lands for the purpose of establishing the 
said Crow Indians in the business of breeding and selling horses, under 
the direction and control of the Secretary of the Interior; and the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to expend 
in fencing the said lands so reserved for horse breeding and selling 
epurposes and in the construction of sheds, barns, corrals, fences, and 
buildings necessary in carrying out the provisions of this section such 
portion, when available, of the $40,000 that was set apart for the 
fencing of said Crow Reservation in the act of Congress, approved April 
27, 1904, entitled “An act to ratify and amend an agreement with the 
Indians of the Crow Reservation of Montana and making appropriation 
to carry the same into effect.” 

Sec. 6. That upon the completion of said allotments the President 
of the United States shall appoint a commission consisting of five per- 
sons to inspect, classify, appraise, and value all of said lands that 
shall not have been allotted in severalty to said Indians or granted 
or reserved by the terms of this act, said commission to be consti- 
tuted as follows: Two of said commissioners shall be persons holding 
tribal relations with said Indians, one representative of the Indian 
Bureau, and two resident citizens of the State of Montana. 

Sec. 7. That within thirty days after their appointment said com- 
missioners shall meet at some point within the Crow Indian Reserva- 
tion and organize by the election of one of their number as chairman. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 


| in the inspection and classification of said lands, such inspect 


| organization of said commission. 


}; exceec 


| posed of under the 
|} and town-site laws o 
| provided and excepting sections 16 and 36 of each township, 





MAy 15, 


Said commission is hereby empowered to select a clerk at a 
not to exceed $7 per day. 

Sec. 8. That said commissioners shall then proceed to pe: 
inspect and classify and appraise by the smallest legal subdivis 
40 acres each all of the remaining lands embraced within said 
tion. In making such classification and appraisement said land 
be divided into the following classes: First, agricultural land : 
grazing land; third, mineral land, the mineral land not to 
praised; fourth, timber land. That said commissioners shall 
a salary of not to exceed $10 per day each while actually e: 


lary 


shall 
nd, 
paid 
oyed 
1 and 


That said commission shall in the 
report of lands of the fourth class determine as nearly as possible tho 
amount of standing merchantable timber on legal subdivisions (era. 
and in so determining the amount of timber they shall be empower 
to = such timber cruisers as may be necessary at salaries not + 
$8 per day while so actively employed. 
Sec. 9. That when said commission shall have completed the class; 


classification to be completed within one year from the date 


| fication and appraisement of all of said lands and the same sha)! 


been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the lands sha!! lis 
srovisions of the homestead, desert-land, minora! 


the United States, except as hereinafter otherwise 


any 


part thereof, for which the State of Montana has not hereto! 
ceived indemnity lands under existing laws, which sections, « 
thereof, are hereby granted to .he State of Montana for school | 
And in case either of said seciions, or parts thereof, is lost to t! 
by reason of allotment therecf to any Indian or Indians, or otherwise. 
the governor of said State; with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, is hereby authorized to select other unoccupied, un: 
nonmineral lands within said reservation, not exceeding two sections in 
any one township, which selections must be made within. the sixty 
days immediately prior to the date fixed by the President’s proclama 
tion opening the surplus lands to settlement: Provided, That the United 
States shall pay to the said Indians for the lands in said sections 16 
and 36, so granted, or the lands within said reservation selected in lieu 
thereof, the sum of $1.25 per acre. 

Sec. 10. That said lands shall be opened to settlement and entry by 
proclamation of the President, which proclamation shall prescribe the 
time when and the manner in which these lands may be settled 
occupied, and entered by persons entitled to make entry ther an 
no person shall be permitted to settle upon, occupy, or enter any of 
said lands, except as prescribed in such proclamation: Provide, That 
the rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors of the lat 
civil and the Spanish wars, as defined el ge = in sections 2 
and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of March 1 
1901, shall not be abridged: Provided further, That the price of said 
lands shall be the appraised value thereof, as fixed by the said con- 
mission, but settlers under the homestead law who shall reside upon 
and cultivate the land entered in good faith for the period required by 
existing law shall pay one-fifth of the appraised value in cash at the 
time of entry, and the remainder in five equal annual installments, to be 
paid one, two, three, four, and five years, respectively, from and aft 
the date of entry, and shall be entitled to a patent for the lands s 
entered upon the payment to the local land officers of said five ann 
payments, and in addition thereto the same fees and commissions at 
the time of commutation or final entry as now provided by law where 
the price of the land is $1.25 per acre, and no other and further charg 
of any kind whatsoever shall be required of such settler to entitle him 
to a patent for the land covered by his entry: Provided, That if any 
entryman fails to make such payments, or any of them, within the time 
stated, all rights in and to the land covered by his or her entry s! 
once cease, and any payments theretofore made shall be forfeited, and 
the entry shall be forfeited and canceled: And provided, That nothing 
in this act shall prevent homestead settlers from commuting their er 
tries under section 2301, Revised Statutes, by paying for the land e 
tered the price fixed by said commission, receiving credit for payments 
previously made. 

Src. 11. That the proceeds received from the sale of said lands in 
conformity with this act shall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States, and after deducting the expenses of the Commission, of class 
cation and sale of lands, and such other incidental expenses as sia 
have been necessarily incurred, and expenses of the survey of the 
land, shall be expended or paid as follows: One-half of sai mo! 
to be expended by the Secretary of the Interior as he may cee! 
visable for the benefit of said Indians in the purchase of live 
farming implements, and other necessary articles to aid sai: 
in farming and stock raising and in the education and _ civilizatio! 
said Indians, and the remaining half of said money to be paid | 
Indians and persons holding tribal rights on said reserva' 
annually, share and share alike. 

Sec. 12. That all of said lands returned by said Commission 
ber lands shall be sold and disposed of by the Secretary of the /n! 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe: Prot 
the lands within said reservation, however classified, slal! 
after sixty days from the date fixed by the President's pp! 
opening said lands, be subject to exploration, location, ani 
under the general provisions of the United States miners! 
land laws at not less than the price therein fixed and not 
the appraised value of the land, except that no minerai or « 
tion, location, or purchase shall be permitted upon any land 
to Indians or reserved under the provisions of this act. 

Src. 13. That nothing in this act contained shall in an 
bind the United States to purchase any part of the land : 
scribed, except sections 16 and 36, or the equivalent, in eac! vas’ 
that may be granted to the State of Montana, the reserved | ‘ 
inbefore mentioned for agency and school purposes, or to |p 
lands except as provided herein, or to guarantee to find pu: 
said lands, or any part thereof, it being the intention of th! 
the United States shall act as trustee for said Indians to ' 
said lands and to expend and pay over the proceeds re 
the sale thereof only as received. 

Sec. 14. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
and directed to set apart from said lands, whether surveye! 
veyed, such tracts for town-site purposes as in his opini: 
required for the future public interests, and he may caus 
reservations, or parts thereof, to be surveyed into blocks 
suitable size, and to be appraised and disposed of under * 
tions as he may prescribe, preference right of purchase ' 
to actual occupants of said town lots at time of survey of 
net proceeds derived from the sale of such lands shall be vl 
in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Indus. 


> State 


erved, 


i 


Indians 


‘ 











; That all lands hereby opened to settlement remaining un- 

of at the end of five years from the date of the President's 

tion opening the same to settlement shall be sold to the | 

ier for cash at not less than $1.25 per acre, under regula- 

e prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior; and any lands 

unsold ten years after said lands shall have been opened 

li be sold to the highest bidder for cash, under such regula- 

d Secretary may prescribe, in tracts not exceeding 640 
one person. 

Chat there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 

t otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000, or so much | 

may be necessary, to pay for the lands granted to the State | 

na and for lands reserved for agency and school purposes, 

ite of $1.25 per acre; also the sum of $200,000, or so much 

may be necessary, to be immediately available, to enable 

ry of the Interior to survey, allot, classify, and appraise | 

is in said reservation as provided herein, to defray the expense 

. praisement and survey of town sites, and for the survey and 

ym of irrigation systems on said lands, the latter sum of 

to be reimbursable out of the funds arising from the sale 


! nds 

TELLER. I should like to know from the Senator who 

d the bill whether there is any curtailment of the amount 

f t allotment. 
DIXON, 








I will say to the Senator from Colorado there 


whatever. They were allotted many years ago, under 
Dawes Act. 
Mr. TELLER. I had an idea there was. 


DIXON. No; they average about a thousand acres to a 

family under the allotments they have now. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not change the law as to the allot- 
ments / 
Mr. DIXON. Not in the least. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SCHOOLS OF MINES AND MINING, 


The bill (S. 38764) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the 
sales of public lands to the endowment of schools or depart- 


rents of mines and mining, and to regulate the expenditure 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to appropriate, out of any money in the Treasury not 

herwise appropriated, arising from the sale of public lands in 


othe 


there i, 


other than Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Mon- 
tana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, 


Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, to 
be paid to each State and Territory, for the establishment and 
maintenance of schools or departments of mines and mining in 
connection with the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and 
the mechanic arts now established, or which may be hereafter 
established, in accordance with the provisions of an act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1862, and other institutions, as provided 
in section 3 of this act, the sum of $15,000 for the year ending 
June 30, 1908, and an annual increase of the amount of such 
appropriation thereafter for ten years by an additional sum of 
51,000 over the preceding year until the annual amount to be 
paid thereafter to each State and Territory shall be $25,000. 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio what 
= lands there are out of which this appropriation is to be 
paid? 

Mr. 


~, 


DICK. There are public lands in the Territory of 
Alaska, the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Louisiana, Michigan, 
a esota, Missouri, and Wisconsin, outside of the irrigation 
SLUALES, 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. My attention has been directed 
to the bill by the fact that the name of Arkansas has been 
mentioned. What does the Senator propose to do with the 
public lands in the State of Arkansas? 
| Ar. DICK. The bill proposes to apply a certain portion of 
tie money derived from the public lands to the establishment 

nd ntenance of schools or departments of instruction in 
sand mining. 

- CLARKE of Arkansas. I am entirely in favor of that. 

‘s a worthy enterprise, and I have no objection whatever to 

Ark hsas contributing its proportion. 

; Mr KEAN, What is the amount of the public lands? What 

ag tying to get at is this: My impression is that outside of 

the State 8 and Territories which the bill excepts there is very 
iblic land, and therefore I do not see where the $15,000 

’ to all the States is to come from. 

DICK. If it does not reach that amount it will not be 

ted, but the returns for the years back as far as 1899 

to 1905 exceed the required amount. 
KEAN, Annually? 
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any States and Territories and possessions of the United States | 
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Mr. DICK. Yes. 

Mr. KEAN. I thought we were probably passing a useless 
| bill. 

Mr. DICK. No; it is a good bill; and it is asked for by the 
mining States and the mining interests of every kind and char- 


acter. 


Mr. KEAN. And the other States pay the expenses of the 
States which are excepted. They get the reclamation fund and 
they get this fund in addition. 

Mr. DICK. They do. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘The trouble with the bill is it excludes all 


the mining States and devotes to this purpose the proceeds of 
public lands in States where there are no mines, It takes them 
and uses them for a school of mines. 

Mr. DICK. The bill aims to treat the mining schools as we 
now treat the agricultural colleges, and to give a portion of 
the proceeds for their support, which we believe to be a matter 
of national importance and of national and general benefit. 

Mr. KEAN. Does not the Senator think that the States which 
are excepted ought to pay their share of the appropriation if 
they are going to get the benefit from it? 

Mr. DICK. The only States excepted are those where the 
funds are being used for irrigation purposes. 

Mr. KEAN. Why should not an amendment be added except- 
ing those States from the benefit of the proposed act? They 
are getting 2ll of the land and all the benefit. 

Mr. DICK. The bill does so provide. Those States are now 
excepted. 

Mr. KEAN. Yes; they are excepted: and then they get the 
benefit of all the other public lands in the United States. 

Mr. DICK. The lands in some instances are few where these 
mining are being conducted or carried on. This bill 
has been favorably reported several times in other Congresses. 
It has been much discussed, and, I think, is generally un- 
derstood. It will be beneficial legislation, and comes to this 
body favorably reported by your committee, 

Mr. President, the Committee on Mines and Mining, to which 
was referred this bill, having considered the same, recommend 
its passage. 

The bill herewith reported does not share in the proceeds 
of the sale of public lands in the States mentioned in the na- 
tional irrigation act of June 17, 1902, as beneficiaries under 
said act. The amounts available for the purposes of the bill 
from the sale of public lands outside the irrigation States for 
the year ending June 30, 1905, and is taken from the report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1905, pages 201, 208, and 209: 


schools 





NN in rast sateregiathsningiaradiiiieen — shadbacitiiemecgiels aa $20, 002. 45 
Alaska masuieisianets anammarengees epatiditiimccniaiimmetamedi aie 9, 202. 06 
Arkansas__._-— silliaiaipiaaatidl » . 84, 088. 70 
I al ccc hddagtesiclanapeaba a in 68, 252. 40 
ee — ont ~ 211. 94 
0 sectpcniiagemanai atiq amine - 52, 183.86 
Michigan... . » penenes = 781. 40 
Minnesota _ — ’ i ietailitatatineninatataaii sail és Ea 5. 59 
icine ch cenditentanbebeent . . 78. OS 
TE siiiesececesinecntedinay — — — “ _ a . 64 
Wisconsin ilegpilalinatninadeaaienit sgmempotanniem — _ 76 

TE vane ee inciilitiaticiead - ._.... 679, 688. 88 


The States and the district of Alaska, outside the irrigation 
States and Territories, received on account of sales of public 
lands during each fiscal year from July 1, 1898, to June 30, 
1904, page 224 of the Report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, 1904: 





| 1899. 1900. | 1901. 1902. 1903. 1904, 
a eo) oe — a alas on i =" 
} | 
Alabama. .._.- $8,515.12 | $7,470.41 |$11,601.12 ($10,550.28 ($11,539.80 |$18, 17 
Alaska_...-.--| 2,276.32 | 2,324.02 5,508.10 2,169.06 9 29 
Arkansas_.__--| 72 | 60,506.09 | 49,622.16 | 86.715.28 |112'344.08 GR 
Fiorida_..-—.- 2} 3,158.54 | 4,487.20 5,666.86 | 11,619.27 | 31. 0 
i aeneniasnel Lcocmeemn en 1.76 a 0.00 I 
Indiana..—...--| tne : 11.42 
Iowa 5A le 3 | 1,564.92 | 14,989.15 7,234.44 161.08 ! ) 
Louisiana.-..... | | 19,780.04 | 38,941.22 117 16.88 | 74,967.02 
eee ‘ se es . 770.0 
Michigan______.| 32,391.74 15,027.86 8,789.1 1.724. 41 4] 
Minnesota...- ; .73 (212,600.92 |218, 756.44 47.9 I 1.9 % 
Mississippi____- | 13,849.13 | 25,365.58 | 21,360.28 202 94 1 28 "85.81 
Missouri__.._.-| 15,571.08 |105,818.13 | 23,262.22 | 24,426 $3,152.81 3, 439.97 
NCR coves 0 
Wisconsin__..- 15,799.89 | 44,612.83 ‘3! 30, 780.74 > 848 08 
\— = - 
Total__._./159,328.83 [515,585.52 |456,017.41 546,016.17 |9 ‘ 1 
| 


It is unnecessary to present any extended argument in favor 
of the adoption of this measure. The principle upon which the 
bill proceeds is one which has been long established in our legis- 
lation, the Congress having in 1862 committed itself to the policy 
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of extending Federal aid in the way of grants of the public land 
The act of 1862 | 


to the several States for educational purposes. 
has been followed and supplemented by the acts of March 2, 
1887, and of August 30, 1890, each of which acts carried specific | 
appropriations of money derived from the sale of public lands | 
for the purpose of strengthening and extending the institutions | 
established under the act of 1862. The purpose of the pending | 
bill is directly in line with the policy heretofore pursued, and 
may properly be regarded as no more than supplementary to 
the act of 1862. That act made no direct reference to the great 
mining industries of the country and carried no provision for 
research or experiment looking to their development. The pend- 
ing measure is intended to provide for this deficiency, and very 
wisely does it by strengthening the institutions already estab- 
lished and already partially equipped for the work. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The splendid success which has in every case attended the | 


establishment of the agricultural and mechanical colleges, and 
the invaluable work they have done in developing and increas- 
ing the agricultural wealth of the nation, have abundantly 
justified the wisdom of the act which founded them. Your com- 
mittee believe that the passage of this bill will do for the min- 
ing interests of the country what has been so well done under 
the original act for our agricultural interests. It is a matter 
of common knowledge that, notwithstanding the great value of 
our mineral product, amounting in the year 1900 to the stu- 
pendous aggregate of $1,070,108,888, there is yet an enormous 
waste in the present process of extracting both precious and 
common minerals. There can be no doubt but what scientific 
research, investigation, and experiment will eventually develop 
methods and processes by which a large part of this waste can 
be avoided and the aggregate wealth of the nation thereby 
vastly increased. 

It is a well-recognized fact that the science and art of agri- 
culture in the United States have been revolutionized through 
the agency of the agricultural experiment stations established 
under the act of Congress of 1887. Your committee believe that 
the same methods which have produced such fruitful results in 
the field of that great industry will be equally productive when 
applied to the development of our untold mineral wealth, and it 
seems incontestable that it is as much the right and the duty 
of the Federal Government to extend aid in the latter case as 
in the former. The amount appropriated by the bill to forty- 
eight States and Territories is for the first year $480,000, and 
will amount at the end of ten years to $960,000 per annum. If 
this expenditure should result in increasing by only one-tenth 
of 1 per cent our annual mineral product, the country would be 
more than repaid in the direct increase of wealth, of tax-paying 
power, and, above all, in the widely diffused increase of intelli- 
gence and skill; for every dollar of mineral wealth wrested 
from the soil is new wealth, which goes into general use, per- 
manently increasing the volume of metallic circulation and con- 
tributing ready material for the arts, sciences, and the con- 
veniences of civilized life. 

There has been received since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment from the sale of public lands the sum of $300,320,075.04. 
This amount has been covered into the General Treasury, and 
no charge has been made against it. The total receipts from the 
disposa! of public lands for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, 
amounted to $4,307,437.15, showing an increase over the previ- 
ous year of $592,402. Deducting from the receipts of the fiscal 
year the amount expended and contracted for in the mainte- 
nance of the entire land and forest administration, there re- 
mained a net surplus in the Treasury from this source of 
$3,158,441.67. 

Of this amount about $1,200,000 was appropriated in accord- 
ance with the provision of the act of August 30, 1890, for the 
maintenance and support of the colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts established under the provisions 
of the act of 1862, and about $720,000 for the maintenance of 
agricultural experiment stations established in accordance with 
the aet of 1887, leaving an unappropriated surplus of $1,238,- 
441.67. Out of this surplus the present bill would absorb for 
the first year only the comparatively small sum of $480,000, and 
even when it reaches its maximum the amount withdrawn 
would be but $960,000, still leaving a wide margin and clearly 
showing that the bill may be passed without fear of creating 
embarrassment in any direction. 

To fully comprehend the import of the provisions of the bill 
is, in a large measure, to foresee most of the improvement and 
progress that will be made in the mining and extraction of the 
precious, rare, and base metals in the years to come. The ef- 
fects of education are cumulative, and the value of money ex- 
pended thereon can not be estimated by the mere cost of edu- 
‘eating so many men at so much per capita. Having once re- 
ceived the groundwork which our schools of mines and agricul- 





tural colleges give, and having acquired the spirit of investiga. 
tion and experiment which should really be in the air of al} ¢)y- 
cational institutions, the man is prepared not only to apply that 
which he has learned, but to go still further and take the initia. 
tive in solving problems which have never even been consic: red 
within the walls of his school. 

The problems which are being presented to the members of 
the mining and metallurgical profession are increasing in com- 
plexity year by year. It is becoming necessary to conduct min- 
ing operations at greater depths, and this involves new problems 
in hoisting, pumping, drainage, and ventilation. The necessit 
for making closer savings in all metallurgical processes is = 
sulting in the invention of new methods and the improvement of 
old ones. In many branches methods are now in use which 
have not undergone any change or improvement for periods 
varying from a decade to a century, and we can scarcely look 
to any other source than technical education for leaders to at- 
tack these problems. The day of accidental discovery is largely 
gone by, and the greatest advances of the future must be made 
by approaching the problems from a scientific point of view and 
conducting experiments in a more systematic manner than is 
customary with the hit-or-miss operators whose experiments are 
conducted without rhyme or reason. 

It is easily conceivable, therefore, that if the provisions of 
this bill should be carried out the money expended would be 
amply repaid if from the combined annual number of gradu- 
ates of our mining schools there should be found one whose ex- 
ceptional ability in any branch of mining or metallurgy would 
bring about a marked improvement therein. It is wholly 
within the bounds of possibility that a single invention in metal- 
lurgy should result in the annual recovery of precious metals 
many times greater than the amount to be annually expended 
on schools of mines, according to the provisions of the bil! under 
consideration. Engineering schools are content for the most 
part to instruct their pupils in the current practice of the pro- 


fession. Their field of usefulness, however, could be largely 
extended by directing their efforts toward professional advance. 
Investigation and research in such a school should be coordi- 


nate with the department of instruction. In aiding the material 
progress of the world, there are just as great possibilities in 
wisely directed research as there are in well-imparted instruc- 
tion. Research means a larger product, a better product, and 
lower costs. It makes the labor of man more effective, and in 
the end must redound to the advantage of both producer and 
consumer. There can be no surplus of research. The value of 
every ore deposit and every acre of agricultural land is en- 
hanced by improved methods that increase the amount or re- 
duce the cost of production. Every dollar wisely spent in the 
investigation and solution of agricultural problems adds to the 
value of millions of acres of agricultural land. Every dollar 
wisely spent in mining and metallurgical research adds to the 
value of countless mining claims. 

The work of the mining schools already established has 
proved to be of great value. The mining industry has reached 

‘see where the discoveries of the prospector can be made of 

ssuua-cac Value only by the application of the expert know!- 
edge of men trained in the profession. Great advances have 
been made within the last few years both in mine operation and 
ore-treatment methods, and the mining schools must be given 
a considerable share of the credit for this progress. Millions 
of dollars annually are added to the wealth and resources 0! 
the nation by means of the development of its mineral resources, 
and the industry is fully entitled to all of the aid which can 
reasonably be given. The bill once a law will benefit «!! sec- 
tions of the country. It will add greatly to the production of 
wealth and settlement of a part of the country that !ias im: 
mense natural resources. 

In 1891 Colorado produced $4,000,000 in gold and $21,160,000 
in silver. In 1898, when more modern methods for handling 
gold ores were fairly under way, the production cf gold reached 
$23,512,819 and of silver $13,676,889, 

In 1905 the gold output was $29,805,995 and the silver $7,05°- 
478; adding lead, copper, and tungsten, the total production in 
Colorado for 1905 was $55,967,547. ; 

It is estimated that a large proportion of this product is the 
result of improved scientific treatment of ores. 

A former Director of the United States Geological Survey: 
in a letter to the President of the United States, represe2's 
fairly the views of a hi szhly trained expert in-this matter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, : 
UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVFY, “. 

Washington, D. C., January *, * “ 
Str: I have the honor to submit the following comments on Senate 
bill No. 3253: he creatly 
There can be no question that the mining industry would be Sy 
benefited and exten — the more thorough training of men “ i 

engaged in mineral production. At the present time a co! le 








oo af om ea. 














of mining engineers are graduates from our larger educational 
ns, but the great mass of the mineral producers have not been 
ivy trained. A dissemination of geological, chemical, and 
rgical information in mining regions and instruction in the 
thods of mining would tend to reduce expensive mistakes and 
of wasteful methods in prospecting, mining, and treatment of 


ill referred to seems well adapted to encourage education and 
mination of information in respect to mining. It also pro- 
the investigation of new methods in mining, ore dressing, 
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llurgy, which is not elsewhere provided by the Government | 


h can be carried on with great advantage by mining schools 
1 mining districts. 
Yours, with respect, 
Cuas. D. Watcort, Director. 
PResipent, The White House. 


rhe extensive work already undertaken by the Government 


in forestry and irrigation makes it imperative that some pro- 
vis be made for instruction in these subjects, in order to 
supply the present urgent demand for experts in these lines of 
wi The agricultural colleges in which these subjects would 
naturally be taught will, under the provisions of the bill, be 
supplied with sufficient funds to carry on the work successfully. 
Since both mining and agriculture lie at the foundation of na- | 
tional prosperity, it seems both wise and proper for the Govern- | 
ment to continue its aid to the agricultural colleges and at the 
same time to initiate a policy of financial assistance to the 
mining schools. The history both of industry and of education 
from the first land-grant act shows conclusively that govern- | 
mental aid to education is one of the wisest and best methods 
of public expenditure. 

The bill has the indorsement of the American Association of | 


State Mining Schools, of the American Mining Congress, of the 
Agricultural College Association, and of the Association of 
State Universities. 

Mr. President, I quote in part from a report made upon a 
like measure in the House: 

‘The two great sources of our national wealth are agricul- 
ture and mining. According to the report of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, the total value of the agricultural products of the 
United States for the year 1906 was $6,794,000,000. Deducting 
from this amount the value of meat, animal milk, and poultry 
products, which probably constitute one-half of the total valua- 
tion, there remains a value for the direct products of the soil 
of approximately $3,500,000,000. The value of the mineral 
products of the United States for the year 1906, according to 
the statistics of the United States Geological Survey, was nearly 
$2,000,000,000, 

“In 1862 the Government took steps for the establishment 
and maintenance of agricultural colleges in the various States 
and Territories for teaching the principles of scientific farm- 


ing. 


and, according to laws already passed, within three or four 


years under a scheme of progressive appropriation each of these | 
| eral resources. 


agricultural colleges will be receiving nearly $100,000. The 
present bill would appropriate only $5,000 for the first year and 
an 


$20,000 should be reached in 1912. This is only ahont: 


Each of these agricultural colleges so established is now | 
receiving from the Government the sum of $80,000 per annum, | 


additional $5,000 per annum until the maximum amount of | 
=. | 


| failure 





utilizing all the output of a mine that none of it may be lost. 
It is quite probable that mines which now can not be operated 
at all, or, if so, can not be profitably operated, within a few 
years could be made to pay if the invention of new mining ap- 
paratus or the improvement of mining methods could be brought 
about through scientific study and research. In days past, 
when mining methods were more crude and less scientific, 
enough valuable ore was forever lost in the mud and ooze of 
river beds to defray the cost of the appropriations contemplated 
in this bill many times over. Ores that could not be worked 
by the crude machinery of these unscientific times could have 
been made to bear millions of dollars if more enlightened meth- 
ods and more scientific machinery had been in existence. This 
bill, if enacted into law, would result in utilizing every bit of 
our mineral products and the waste would be reduced to an 
absolute minimum. 

“It is not known what new minerals may be hiding in the 
pockets of the earth that more scientific methods would bring 
to light. Take radium, for instance, the wonderful mineral of 
the twentieth century. Little is known of it, and yet it seems 
to have great properties of light and heat. Under existing con- 
ditions no radium has been found in this country. Every atom 
of it comes from the zine blends of Bohemia. It is not im- 
probable that even this precious material may be found in 
America or might be artificially produced from other minerals 
if our knowledge of mining processes were only more scientific. 
What strange minerals not yet known to man might be found 
through the application of science to mining no one can see. 

“The progress of the race toward higher planes of civiliza- 
tion is brought about by studying the records of victory and 
that have been made by different investigators, by 


| avoiding those failures and taking advantage of those suc- 





fourth the amount that the agricultural colleges w lise vecett- | 


ing. The value of mineral products in the United States in 
comparison with agricultural products is much greater propor- 
Uonately than the ratio between what this bill proposes to ap- 
propriate to mining schools and appropriations to agricultural 
colleges. If the Government can profitably appropriate $100,- 
“”) per annum to agricultural colleges, surely it can afford to 
appropriate one-fourth of this amount to mining schools or de- 
partments, 
output compared with the output of agriculture. 

“The effect of governmental action in behalf of these agri- 
cultural colleges has been most beneficent. Science has been 
applied to the soil so that farming has become more scientific 
and remunerative, By studying the properties and conditions 
. Solls, and scientifically supplying such properties as they 
iave lacked, they have been made to produce manifold more 
than they could hare produced without such treatment. The 
Suitability of certain soils for certain kinds of crops has been 
pee gated, and, as a result, agricultural waste has been re- 
a ‘¢ to a minimum. The great benefits resulting from these 
eri iltural colleges are apparent to every observant person. 
What these various laws have done for agriculture, this bill 


ve gyre to do for mining. It is of the utmost importance 
for theo imeral resources of the nation be conserved, both 
of th . ae of ourselves and of our posterity. The minerals 
bs ation are not inexhaustible, and future generations will 
of » gs us to account if we fail to conserve them to the best 
os — This bill seeks scientific ways of mining to 
oman that this industry may be carried on with the least 


amount of waste. It seeks to discover methods for 





in view of the relative importance of our mining | 





cesses. 

“ Vast sums of money have been spent in the investigation of 
mining conditions, but others have not had the record of these 
investigations and hence have gone over the same road, to meet 
the same failure at the end. The establishment of schools or 
departments for instruction in scientific mining is surely of 
sufficient importance to be a national matter. If the nation 
should take this up, a record of achievements and failures could 
be kept, so that the whole country would have the benefit of 
the investigation pursued by any one school or department or 
in any particular field of mines and mining. So long as men 
work independently the country may lose the value of their 
services and the work which they are doing may be duplicated, 
but the national establishment of schools and departments of 
mines and mining, as contemplated in this bill, would give the 
whole country the benefit of all the research made in all the 
different schools or departments. As a result, the progress in 
mining would necessarily be faster, the waste would be less, 
and much would be done toward the conservation of our min- 


“ But this is not all. The loss of life among miners in Amer- 
ica within recent years has been appalling and is startlingly on 
the increase. It has been presumed generally that railroading 
is the most hazardous of occupations, but statistics show that 
more miners per thousand engaged lose their lives in mines 
than railroad men. It is a matter of common knowledge that 
in a single month toward the end of 1907 1,000 miners lost 


; their lives in three or four great mining disasters in various 


coal mines of the country. 

“One of the most helpful results of the national establish- 
ment of schools or departments of mines and mining as pro- 
posed in this bill would be to teach safer methods of mining, so 
that the lives of miners might be more safe and property in 
mines more free from destruction. If the Government could do 
anything to safeguard the lives of miners who take their lives 
in their hands and go down into the depths of the earth to bring 
forth the minerals that are essential to civilization, sureby it 
ought to be done. It is believed that, should such schools or 
departments be established, the next few years would show a 
welcome decrease in the death rate among miners. What is 
true in the way of making life safer in mines would also be 
true of protecting property in them, as the causes of explosions 
and other disasters incident to mining would be scientifically 
investigated and reduced to a minimum.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 

WILLIAM H. STANDISH. 


The bill (H. R. 17707) to authorize William H. Standish to 
construct a dam across James River, in Stone County, Mo., and 
divert a portion of its waters through a tunnel into the said 
river again to create electric power, was announced as the next 
business in order on the Calendar. 
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Mr. NELSON. bill go over, at the instance of the 


Senate om Missouri. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


prejudice, at the 


Let the 

The bill will go over 

request of the Senator from Minnesota. 
SOUTH THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The bill (S. 6640) authorizing appropriations for South Pass 
of the Mississippi River, or surveys thereon, to be used in dredg- 
ing said river above the pass to secure 35 feet and suitable 
width, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with an amendment, in line 3, after the word “that,” to strike 
out “all moneys” and insert “so much as may be necessary of 
the moneys heretofore or hereafter,” so as to make the bill 
read: 


PASS OF 


_ Be t# enacted, etc., That so much as may be necessary of the moneys | 
heretofore or hereafter appropriated for the maintenance of South Pass | 
of the Mississippi River, or for examinations and surveys of the South | 


Pass of the Mississippi River, 


r for the improvement of the Southwest 
Pass of the Mississippi River, 


may, in the discretion of the Secretary 
of War, on the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, be used in dredging shoals in the said river between 
Cubits Gap and the Head of the Passes whenever it may become nec- 
essary to secure a depth of channel through said shoals of 35 feet, 
with a practicable width; said dredging to be done either by the 
dredges owned and operated by the United States, or, if necessary, un- 
der contract with responsible dredging companies, as may be 
economical and advantageous to the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
MARY S. FERGUSSON. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Philip- 
pines with amendments, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “nine thousand” and insert “four thousand five 
hundred ;” and in line 10, after the words “salary for,’ to 
strike out “one year” 
the bill read: 


hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Mary 8S. Fergusson, the widow of 
Arthur W. Fergusson, late executive secretary of the Philippine Islands, 
who died January 30, 1908, in the service of the Government, the sum 
of $4,500, being the amount of salary for six months. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 


SUNDAY CLOSING IN THE DISTRICT. 


in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia with an amendment, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 
That it shall be unlawful for any person or corporation in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, on the first day of the week, commonly called Sun- | 


day, to labor at any trade or calling, or to employ or cause to be em- 
ployed his apprentice or servant.in any labor or business, except in 
houschold work or other work of necessity or charity, and except also 
newspapers publishers and their employees, and except also public-sery- 
ice corporations and their employees, in the necessary supplying of 
service to the people of the District. : 

Sec. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any person in said District on 
said day to engage in any circus, show, or theatrical performance: Pro- 
vided, That the provisions of this act shall not be construed so as to 
prohibit sacred concerts, nor the regular business of hotels and restau- 
rants on said day; nor to the delivery of articles of food, including 
meats, at any time before 10 o’clock in the morning of said day from 
June i to October 1; nor to the sale of milk, fruit, confectionery, ice, 
soda,y and mineral waters, newspapers, periodicals, cigars, drugs, medi- 
cines, and surgical appliances; nor to the business of livery stables, or 
other public, or the use of private conveyances; nor to the handling and 
operation of the United States mail. 

Sec 3. That any person or corporation who shall violate the pro- 
visions of this act shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of 
not more than $10 or by imprisonment in the jail of the District of 
Columbia for not more than ten days, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment, in the discretion of the court: Provided, That persons who 
are meinbers of a religious society, who observe as a Sabbath any other 
day in the week than Sunday, shall not be liable to the penalties pre- 
scribed in this act if they observe as a Sabbath one day in each seven, 
as herein provided. 

Sec. 4. That all prosecutions for violations of this act shall be in 
the police courts of the District of Columbia and in the name of the 
District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. I-should like to inquire whether it is a unani- 
mous report from the committee. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. It is. I desire to offer an amendment. I 


without | 


most 


and insert “six months,” so as to make | 


| judicial decree, and the same has been so admitted to probate 4 
| record agreeably to such laws and (in case of such will or of such other 


| ecuted as it purports to have been. 


move to strike out the proviso in section 3 and to add it to 
tion 1, in just exactly the same language. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama ; 


| poses an amendment, which will be stated. 


The Secrerary. On page 8 of the committee amendm 


| section 3, it is proposed to strike out the proviso and to adi it 


at the end of section 1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the proper 


| observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of (Co- 


lumbia.” 
FISH-CULTUBAL STATION IN NEVADA. 


The bill (S. 6783) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Nevada was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| It proposes to appropriate $25,000 for the establishment of a 
| fish-cultural station in the State of Nevada, including purchase 


of site, construction of buildings and ponds, and equipment, at 
some suitable point in the State, to be selected by the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


THIRD INSTALLMENT, MISSOURI WAR CLAIMS, 


The bill (S. 6764) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to make an examination of certain claims of the State of Mis- 


| souri was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill (S. 6529) for the relief of Mary S. Fergusson was | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmeit, or- 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
| and passed. 


FORT CRAWFORD MILITARY TRACT, WISCONSIN. 

The bill (S. 4726) for the relief of certain purchasers of lots 
in the Fort Crawford military tract at Prairie du Chien, State 
of Wisconsin, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is | It proposes that in all cases where it shall be made to appear 


to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior that the 
purchaser of a lot in the Fort Crawford military tract at 
Prairie du Chien, Crawford County, State of Wisconsin, has 
paid the interest required by law, the amount so paid for 
interest shall be repaid to the purchaser. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE. 
The bill (S. 6506) to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 


Tt . ..< Sant * . | lis 7 2 4 y he istri ia ’ w -onsidered 
The bill (S. 3940) requiring certain places of business in the | lish a Code of Law for the District of Columbia ” was considere 


District of Columbia to be closed on Sunday was considered as | 


as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend s 
1071 by adding the following paragraph: 
The record, in the District of Columbia, of any deed or otlier in- 


strument of writing, not of a testamentary character, where tl: Lws 
of the District of Columbia authorized the same to be recorded in sai 


Lion 


| District and the same has been recorded agreeably to such laws, and 


the record in said District of any will or other instrument of ting 
of a testamentary character, where the laws of said District authorizec 
the same to be admitted to probate and record in said Distri« oS 
ane 


f the 


instrument of writing of a testamentary character) of the decree ; 
court admitting the same to probate and record, shall be good ane 


| sufficient prima facie evidence to prove the existence and conten's o 


such deed or will or other instrument of writing, and that it \ ex 
And a copy of the same under the 

hand of the recorder of deeds or register of wills or other keepe 

record and the seal of the office or court in which such re 

been made, shall also be good and sufficient prima facie evi 

prove the existence and contents of such deed or will or othe! 

ment of writing, and that it was executed as it purports to bh: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ame! 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
and passed. 

EMBASSY BUILDING, PARIS, FRANCE. 


The bill (S. 6959) to provide for the purchase of buildi 
grounds, or of a site and erection of a building thereon, 
city of Paris, France, for the use of the embassy of the 
States, was announced as the next business in order 
Calendar. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator who introduced the bi! 
present. There are Senators who want to be heard 0 
ask that it may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, at 
quest of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Colorado 
insist that the bill go over. 
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the bill will go over. 


1 


The 
The 
yvord “annum,” to strike out: 


} 


en 


The 
The 


in tl 
at 


The 
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TELLER. I know that one or two Senators want to be | 


on the bill. I think it is rather important whether or 
. shall adopt the policy therein announced, and if we are 

to do it, we should take up the bill at some other time. I 

mpelled under the circumstances to object. 

CULLOM. We can not take it up at this session unless 
so pretty soon. Of course the Senator has a right to 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado objects, 


PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


"9 ! 





. pill (S. 6102) to further protect the public health, and 
¢ additional duties upon the Public Health and Marine- 
al Service, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
bill had been reported from the Committee on Public 
and National Quarantine with amendments. The first 


dment was, on page 3, section 3, line 3, after the word 


to insert “without compensation to or from the 
| States and,” so as to read: 


That to facilitate cooperation between State and Territorial 
of health or departments of health, including the District of 
1. and the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, there 
established a school of hygiene, for which the facilities of the 

laboratory shall be available. Regulations for admission to 
- the conduct of said school shall be made by the Surgeon-Gen- 
th the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. There shall 
ved in this school, without compensation to or from the United 
nd with such limitations as may be deemed necessary, 


amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was, on page 4, section 4, line 15, after 


shall also be appointed in like manner a solicitor of the Public 
ind Marine-Hospital Service, who shall be familiar with the 


health laws of the National Government, States, and munici- | 


to aid in establishing uniform measures for the protection of 
lic health and to perform such service of a legal nature as may 

ed. The salary of the solicitor shall be fixed by the Surgeon- 

with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, and shall 
eed $5,000 per annum, 


amendment was agreed to. 

next amendment was, on page 5, section 5, line 12, after 
rd “days,” to insert: 

provided further, That the health authorities of all the other 
ind Territories shall be notified of said special conference, and 
r discretion may send delegates, one from each State or Territory, 
r own expense. 


» amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 


read 


Thi 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service was considered as in | 


the third time, and passed. 
» bill (S. 6101) to promote the efficiency of the Public 


Committee of the Whole. 


The 


Healt 


The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 10, after | 
the word “ surgeons-general,” to insert “or colonel; 
ll, after the word “ surgeons-general,” to insert “ or lieutenant- | 
el;” on page 2, line 1, after the word “ surgeons,” to insert 
“or ma 


COLO! 


T" 


Med Department of the Army, as follows: Surgeon-General, that 
of t Surgeon-General of the Army; assistant surgeons-general, that 
( tant surgeons-general or colonel of the Army; ten medical 
dit that of deputy surgeons-general or lieutenant-colonel of the 
Army ; surgeons, that of surgeons or major of the Army. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowi 
5S ~. That when any officer of the Public Health and Marine-Hos- | 
pital Service shall be detailed for duty with the military or naval forces 
of th United States, under the provision of section 4 of the act of July 
*, +J02, entitled “An act to increase the efficiency and change the name 
of Vnited States Marine-Hospital Service,” he shall when on such 
e ject to the Rules and Articles of War. 
the amendment was agreed to. 
; rhe next amendment was, on page 2, section 3, line 21, after 
a rd “ promotion,” to insert “ according to seniority,” so as 
0 Tread: 
ne That when any commissioned medical officer in the Public 
aoe nd Marine-Hospital Service has reached the age of 64 years 
he -\.: Upon his own application or in the discretion of the President, 
od d and his place on the active list shall be filled by promotion 
: ; to seniority. 
2 mendment was agreed to. 
I a » h 
on - da PONT, I offer an amendment, to be inserted at the 
{ ” 


bill had been reported from the Committee on Public 
h and National Quarantine with amendments. 


” 


jor,” so as to read: 


iereafter the pay and allowances, including longevity, of the 
med medical officers of the Public Health and Marine-Hos- 
vice shall be the same as the pay and allowances, including 
and excepting forage, of the commissioned officers of the 


section 1, 





in line | 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware pro- 


poses an amendment, which will be stated. 


The Secretary. At the end of section 1 it is proposed to in- 


sert: 


Provided, That the total number of the commissioned medical officers 


of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service shall not exceed 150. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

INJURIOUS DEPOSITS IN NEW YORK WATERS. 

The bill (S. 7023) to amend section 3 of the act of August 
18, 1894, entitled “An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” so as to provide 
safeguards to life on boats and scows, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
whether he thinks the bill will prevent the State of New York 
from creating a nuisance along the whole coast of New Jersey. 

Mr. DEPEW. With the exception of an amendment contained 
in the bill, the measure is existing law. 

Mr. KEAN. I trust the bill will prevent the city of New 
York from destroying property along the Jersey coast, and 
therefore I hope everything has been put into the bill that 
should be there to compel the city of New York to do its duty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN. I do not. 

Mr. DEPEW. The object of the bill is particularly to take 
care of the Jersey coast. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN OREGON. 

The bill (S. 6788) to amend sections 2586 and 2587 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, as amended by the acts of 
April 25, 1882, and August 28, 1890, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with an amendment on page 3, line 23, after the word “ fees” 


to strike out “and,” and after the word “ commissions” to in- 


| sert “storage, and all perquisites of every name and nature,” 


so as to read: 

Fourth. In the district of Portland a collector, who shall receive a 
salary of $6,000 a year, including fees, commissions, storage, and all 
perquisites of every name and nature; and an appraiser, who shall 
receive a salary of $3,000 a year, both of whom shall reside at Port- 
land, Oreg. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill wa$ ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A Phill to amend sec- 
tions 2586 and 2587 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by the acts of April 25, 1882, and August 


| 28, 1890, relating to collection districts in Oregon.” 


PROOF OF SIGNATURES AND HANDWRITING. 

The bill (S. 608) relating to proof of signatures and hand- 
writing was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides that in any court of the United States where the genu- 
ineness of the signature or handwriting of any person may be 
involved, any admitted or proved signature or handwriting of 
such person shall be competent as a basis for comparison to 
prove or disprove such genuineness. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ROBERT V. BELT AND JOSEPH P. MULLEN. 

The bill (S. 4288) to empower the Court of Claims to hear 
and determine the claims of Robert V. Belt and Joseph P. Mul- 
len for services and expenses for the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
freedmen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs with amendments. ihe first amendment was, on page 
2, section 2, line 13, after the word “ freedmen,” to strike out 
“and the United States;” in line 14, after the word “ freedmen,”’ 
to strike out “‘and the United States;” and in line 17, after the 
word “who,” to insert “ with such attorney as said freedmen 
may select and employ,” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the suits in said cases shall be begun by filing petitions 
in the Court of Claims within sixty days after the approval of this act, 














































































































































such facts 
, by the said Robert V. Belt and Joseph P. 
w freedmen in the one case and against the 
» other case; service of said petitions shall 
f pi each to the Attorney-General, who, 
h attorney as said freedmen may select and employ, shal 
defend for all of the defendants in each of said cases. 
nendment was agreed to. 

‘xt amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 3, 

“against the,” to strike out “ United States in 

said judgments to be certified to Congress 


two copies of 


LSeSs, 


as 
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and in the manner as prescribed | 


| 


l ap- | 


after | 
the | 


‘s provided ” and insert “ individuals to whom such 


» rendered,” so as to make the section read: 
the court may receive and consider all pap docu- 
depositions, or other evidence offered by any of the 
its; and for such amount, if any, as the court shall 
justly and equitably due to said attorneys, Robert V. 
Joseph P. Mullen, as the value of the services rendered and 
incurred by them for and on behalf of the said Choctaw and 
aw freedmen upon the evidence submitted it shall render judg- 
or decree against the individuals to whom such services were 
dered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. OWEN. ‘The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and the report is No, 624. 
KEAN. I do not seem to have it here. 
ator from Oklahoma would explain the bill. 
pretty broad. 

Ir. OWEN, 
Robert V. 


Assistant 


\iy 


I wish the Sen- 
It seems to be 


The bill is to provide a hearing in the case of 
selt and his associate, Muiien. Mullen was formerly 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and afterwards 
served these people and procured a consideration of their claims 
which led to their being allowed an allotment from the Chicka- 
Nation. They have never been compensated, and have had 
thing in the way of expenses or other considerations for the 
services rendered. The bill simply permits the court to consider 
their claim and find what, if anything, is due to them. 

Mr. KEAN, It also provides for the finding of judgment, 
does it not? ” 

Mr. OWEN, 

Mr. KEAN, 

Mr. OWEN, 
as to read 
rendered.” 

Mr. KEAN, 
paying. 

Mr. OWEN. That is all it provides. The words “the United 
States’ were stricken out. The bill as first presented contained 
that provision, but it was amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ameudments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Saw 


no 


Certainly. 

And the report of the claim to Congress. 

No; that was stricken out. It was amended so 
“the individuals to whom such services were 


I have no objection, of course, to the individuals 


CHICKASAW LANDS FOR TOWN SITES, 


The bill (S. 5168) to authorize the Secretary o 

segregate for town sites certain Jands belohging to the 
Chickasaw tribes, and for other purposes, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides that in addition to the 
towns heretofore segregated, surveyed, and scheduled in ac- 
cordance with law the Secretary of the Interior is authorized 
to segregate and survey, within that part of the territory of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, State of Oklahoma, hereto- 
fore segregated as coal and asphalt land, such other towns, parts 
of towns, or town lots as are now in existence or which he may 
deem it desirable to establish. He shall cause the surface of 
the lots in such towns or parts of towns to be appraised, sched- 
uled, and sold at the rates, on the terms, and with the same 


the Interior 
to 


MAY 


15, 


praised shall be paid from the proceeds of the sale of town lots 


| of the nation in which such town is situated. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PAYMENT TO CERTAIN CHEROKEE CITIZENS. 

The bill (S. 6930) to pay to certain Cherokee citizens moi 
to which they have been found entitled by the Supreme C 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs | 
Secretary of the Interior to pay, out of any funds in the Tr 


| ury belonging to the Cherokee tribe of Indians, to those in 


| bers of the Cherokee Nation, but in which payments said int 
| married white Cherokee citizens did not participate and 


married white citizens of the said Cherokee tribe placed on 
the final approved rolls of the said Cherokee tribe by the Secr 
tary of the Interior pursuant to an opinion of the Supre: 
Court of the United Stdtes in the case of Daniel Red Bi 
against The United States, the share or shares to which t! 
are entitled in the funds of the Cherokee Nation on account 
payments heretofore made out of said Cherokee funds to n 

to 
which they were entitled in accordance with the findings of th 
Supreme Court in the said case of Daniel Red Bird against The 
United States, said intermarried white Cherokee citizens ha 


| ing married into the Cherokee Nation prior to November 1 


1875, and not having since abandoned their citizenship. In 
case any of said intermarried Cherokee white citizens have dic 
since final enrollment their share or shares in the money dis- 
tributed shall be paid to their heirs or legal representa‘ 
but the Cherokee Nation shall have authority to contest b 
the Secretary of the Interior the right of any person wv 
enrollment was made under the decree of the Supreme (: 
of the United States in the case of Daniel Red Bird to receive 
such payments, and if said Secretary becomes convinced that 


| such person was improperly enrolled he is hereby authorized 
| to deny him the right to receive such back payments. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third ti: 


and passed. 


character of estate as is provided in section 29 of the act of | 


Congress approved June 28, 1898 (30 Stat. L., p. 495), under 
regulations to be prescribed by him. 

Section 2 provides that the provisions of section 13 of the 
act of Congress approved April 26, 1906 (34 Stat. L., p. 137), 


FUNDS OF OSAGE INDIANS, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 67) empowering the Court of 
Claims to ascertain the amount of the “ civilization fund” paid 
by the Osages and applied to the benefit of other Indians, and 
for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It confers jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
ascertain and determine the amount received by the | 
States from the sale of lands belonging to the Osage India! 
under a treaty between the United States and the Great 
Little Osage tribe of Indians, proclaimed January 21, 1867, : 
credited to the “ civilization fund,” that has been expended! 
any other Indians, or for any purpose other than the ben: 
the Osage Indians, and the amount so ascertained sh 
placed to the credit of the Osage tribe of Indians in the | 
States Treasury; less fee for attorneys representing said 
of Indians employed by virtue of the resolution of the ‘ 
national council, passed on the 7th day of December, 1‘ 
such amount as the court shall ascertain and fix after 
hearing of the services rendered and expenses incurred 
prosecution of the claim aforesaid, and the amounts fou 
by the court for the purposes hereinbefore stated are 
appropriated out of said fund. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate \ 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN SCHOOL IN ARIZONA TERRITORY. 
The bill (S. 6523) granting a patent for land to “ Th: 
of the Blessed Sacrament for Indians and Colored Pe: 
charitable corporation organized under the laws of the 


| Pennsylvania, was considered as in Committee of t! 


shall not apply to town lots appraised and sold as provided | 


herem. 


| People, 


Section 3 provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall | 


cause the lots in the town of Hartshorne, Choctaw Nation, State 
of Oklahoma, to be reappraised as of the date of original appraise- 
ment made by the town-site commission; that peyments already 
made on lots therein shall be credited on the basis of reap- 
praisement, and that payments not heretofore made on install- 
ments due or past due under the original appraisement shall 


It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to issue a }: 
“The Sisters of the Blessed Sacrament for Indians and ‘ 
” a charitable corporation organized under the 
the State of Pennsylvania, for and covering the follow 
scribed lands, amounting to approximately 280 acres, 
for many years occupied by the said “The Sisters 


| Blessed Sacrament for Indians and Colored People” as 


be superseded by the amounts fixed under the new appraise- | 


ment; and payments shall be due and date from thirty days 
after the service of notice of appraisement. 
Section 4 provides that all expenses incurred in surveying, 


platting, and selling the lots in any town or parts of towns | 


dian school, to wit: The southwest quarter of the so! 
quarter of section 13, the south half of the northeast qu 
section 14, and the east half of the northwest quarter 

south half of the northeast quarter of section 24, all | 
ship 26 north, range 30 east, Gila and Salt River meric 


| the Navajo Indian reservation in Arizona Territory. 


-or the reappraisement of any lots in any town heretofore ap- | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendin 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thir 
and passed, 

















EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA, 


hill (S. 4816) to further amend the act entitled “An ac 
te the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes, 
ed January 21, 1903, was announced as next in order. 

KEAN. Let the bill go over. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, at the re- 

the Senator from New Jersey. 
DESECRATION OF THE FLAG, 
| (S. 565) to prevent and punish the desecration, muti- 
] or improper use of the flag of the United States of 
: was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
BACON. I hope the bill may be read in such a way that 
know not simply as to the amendments, but in such 
itive way as to enable us to judge of the bill. I am op- 
the desecration of the flag. At the same time there 
some innocent uses of it which should not be denied. 

WARREN. I will say to the Senator that the bill as 

i is almost an exact copy of the law of Connecticut and 

other States. 

BACON. I am not objecting to it. 

rhere being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
I ee of the Whole. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
gecreTARY. The Committee on Military Affairs reports 
-e out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

ny person who, in any manner, for exhibition or display, puts 

s to be placed any inscription, picture, design, device, symbol, 
1dvertisement, words, characters, marks, or notice whatever upon 
standard, color, or ensign of the United States, or ensign evi- | 
porting to be such flag, standard, color, or ensign, or who in | 
er appends, annexes, or affixes to any such flag, standard, 

r ensign, any inscription, picture, design, device, symbol, name, | 
ement, words, marks, notice, or token, whatever, or who dis- 
exhibits or causes to be placed or exhibited any flag, standard, 


+ 


1 
” 


S 





r ensign of the United States, or flag, standard, color, or en- 
lently purporting to be such flag, standard, color, or ensign, 
h shall in any manner be put, attached, annexec, or affixed 


f nscription, picture, design, device, symbol, name, advertisement, | 
words, marks, notice, or token whatever, or who publicly mutilates, 
t ‘ otherwise defac 


ipon, or s or defiles any such flag, standard, 

ensign, whether any such flag, standard, cc!:*, or ensign is 

public or private property, shall be fined not more than $100, or im- 
ned not more than six months, or both, for each offense: Provided, | 


j ( That flags, standards, colors, or ensigns, the property of or | 
1 in the service of the United States or any State, Territory. or the | 
Dis t of Columbia, may have inscriptions, names of actions, words, 
symbols which are placed thereon pursuant to law or au. | 


lations. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President—if I can have the attention of 
the Senator from Wyoming—I presume that none of us differ 
j he purposes that are in view in this legislation. At the 

time it ought to be guarded in such a way as not to per- | 
mit it to be abused. 

| sh to state a case to the Senator from Wyoming, and ask 
] whether the provision of this bill would make the use of it 
u ful, as T am about to narrate. Of course I can judge of 
the bill only imperfectly from the reading of it, but I want to 

illustration: There is in the town in which I live an 
( mation of Confederate veterans, and they have a flag 
er which they march on all occasions, which is a blending | 

United States flag and the Confederate States flag. The 
pu » that they have in that is manifest to all. Usually such 
Zitions march only under the Confederate flag, and the 
e of blending the two flags is to show that while they are 
le nd devoted to the memory of the deeds of themselves | 
their fathers in the civil war and to the part they took 


ir they are none the less loyal to the Union under which they | 
how live and to which they are equally loyal and equally de- | 
voted 3 

1 ‘ | 


is the purpose in blending the two flags, and everyone 
shize that it is a most laudable and praiseworthy pur- 
in its design it is a very beautiful flag, I will savy to 


So rs, combining as it does the most striking features of 
¢ In design and execution it is the most beautiful flag 
I w—one made at very considerable expense, in silk, with 
gi hnamentation, and everything that art can tastefully apply 
t it a beautiful flag. It is intended to symbolize and 
ae rate a very beautiful sentiment—loyalty to the past and 
I ‘ less loyalty to the present. 
ill this bill, if it should be enacted into law, make that | 
a ful flag to carry? 
Air. WARREN, I will say that I did not report the bill from 
the uittee. It was reported by the Senator from Massa- | 
Mr. Lopcr], and it was reported after a long series of | 

tion by that Senator and two other Senators in sub- 
ae the time a hearing was granted and there 
ds of patriotic men and women, mostly the latter, | 
w peared before the subcommittee. A comparison was | 
aa © vetween all the laws of the different States and this sub- 


was adopted. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





6317 


I of course could not say offhand, even if I could say after 
more thorough examination, what might be the construction of 
the law as to this blended flag. If the Senator had the flag 
here, or if it was more definitely described we might know. 
Possibly Senators from the States where such laws have been 
in force for some years can answer that question. But I want 
to say, generally speaking, that any flag or any use of the flag, 
devoted to patriotic and loyal purposes would not be complained 
against, nor be proceeded against under the law. It is not the 
intent of the law to do that. But in the absence, first, of the 
blended flag itself or a description of it, and in the absence, 
second, of the application and precedents established heret 
fore, and I might say furthermore of my own ignorance 
the law in its possible future application, I am unable to an- 
Swer categorically yes or no the question the Senator has pro- 
pounded. Possibly the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BULKE- 
LEY] may be able to give the information. 

Mr. BACON. I recognize the sentiment of co and the 
principle, I will say, which is back of such legislation, and I 
entirely sympathize with it. That legislation has been pro- 





O- 


as to 


irse 


| nounced*by the Supreme Court of the United States to be con- 


stitutional in a case which, I think, went up from Nebraska. 
I would not wish either to interfere with it or to appear to in- 
terfere with it. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me, I want to say 
that the whole theory of the subcommittee and the genera! 
committee was to confine the act as closely as possible to the 
prevention of the willful desecration of the flag, and they se- 
lected, as I understand it, the law from one of the whole lot 
that would be the least, if I may use the word, offensive, and 
that might be the least apt to infringe upon right privileges 
that we did not seek to abridge in anyway. As I said, the Sen- 
ator from Connnecticut may be able to answer the Senator's 
question. 

Mr. BACON. I fully understand the purpose expressed by 
the Senator. I approve the purpose thoroughly. The only 
question in my mind is whether they have entirely guarded 
everything so as to effectuate that purpose. I would not my- 
self be willing to object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. WARREN. I will take the liberty, if the Senator is not 


| entirely satisfied, to ask that it shall go over until we can ex- 


amine it, and it may be called up later to-day or on another 
occasion. If the Senator would like to have it I will 
make the objection. 

Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. If Senators will pardon me a moment, I was 


xO Over, 


| endeavoring to say simply that the Senator himself in looking 


at the bill might suggest an amendment which would not ex- 
clude any use of the flag which was recognized as patriotic 
and loyal or for a public purpose. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. BACON. I do. 


Senator from Georgia 


Mr. BULKELEY. The senior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lopce] was chairman of the subcommittee that had this 
matter in charge. In response to very urgent appeals from 


patriotic societies that some law might be passed to prevent an 
improper desecration, as it was called, of the flag of the United 
States, and after examining the various laws that had been 
adopted in the different States, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts concluded that the measure as reported was the simplest 


and the most efficacious and free from objections that were 
raised against the bill originally presented. 
Such a law has been in force in my own State for a number 


of years, and there has never been any fault found with its 
enforcement. It simply prevents what I think everybody con- 
cedes ought to be prevented, an improper use of the flag of « 
country by methods of advertising in one way and another. 
The bill is perfectly simple in that respect. 

COMMODITY CLAUSE OF INTERSTAT! 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The hor 


yry7" 
A 


CE LAW. 


The i of 2 o'clock | 


laving ar- 


rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 
The SecreTary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 


commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 
Mr. DICK. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Foraker 
has offered a substitute for the pending joint ri 


who 


lutio and 


| who because of illness is not able to be present in the Chamber, 


I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business | 
rarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


ve Tempo- 
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CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that the time for 
the consideration of unobjected bills on the Calendar be con- 
tinued until 3 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hardly think it will take that length of 
time until they can be disposed of. 

Mr. WARREN. Let it be a sufficient time to conclude the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CARTER. I think we can finish the Calendar of unob- 
jected cases by 4 o’clock at any rate. 

Mr. KEAN. We can probably finish it by 3. 

Mr. CARTER. I do not wish a general unanimous-consent 
agreement which would preclude making a motion at any time 
during the session to proceed to the consideration of a bill. I 
will modify my request and ask unanimous consent that we 
continue to consider unobjected cases on the Calendar under 
Rule VIII until the hour of 4 o’clock, unless such cases shall 
have been previously disposed of. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I do not desire to inter- 
fere with the passage of any uncontested matters on the Cal- 
endar, but I had intended to move, at 2 o’clock, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the Appalachian forest-reserve 
bill. I have no objection to a unanimous-consent agreement to 
continue with the Calendar for such time as is necessary to 
pass the uncontested matters, with the understanding that I 
may have unanimous consent at the end of that time to move to 
take up the bill I have indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate continue the consideration 
of unobjected bills upon the Calendar under Rule VIII until 
4 o’clock, unless such cases shall have been sooner disposed of. 
Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask the Senator 
request by agreeing to my suggestion? 

Mr. CARTER. I may perchance desire to move a substitute 
for the bill the Senator contemplates calling up for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Weare unable to hear on this side of the 
Chamber the conversation between the two Senators. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Of course I can not control the action 
of the Senator from Montana on any amendment or substitute 
he intends to move to the bill I spoke of. I simply asked him 
to agree that I may move that the Senate shall proceed to the 
consideration of the bill. Then he can vote the way he has a 
mind to on it. 

Mr. CARTER. To be perfectly frank with the Senator, I 
expect to move to proceed to the consideration of the postal 
savings-bank bill just as soon as the present order is disposed 
of, if unanimous consent shall be granted to consider unob- 
jected cases further. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Then, to be equally frank and perfectly 
courteous to the Senator, I shall have to object to his request 
for unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
of the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will let us proceed with the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. McCREARY. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. PILES. I suggest that unanimous consent be asked 

Mr. BACON. 
fail to realize that on this side of the Chamber, unless they 
raise their voices, it is impossible to hear what they say, even 
when there is no confusion in the hall. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, for the benefit of the Senator 
from Georgia who could not hear—— 

Mr. BACON. No; it is not for the benefit of the Senator 
from”Georgia, it is for the benefit of all on this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. CARTER. I will modify my observation so as to include 
all Senators on the other side. 

Mr. President, the situation seems to be this: I asked unani- 
mous consent for a continuation of the consideration of un- 
objected cases until the hour of 4 o’clock unless such unobjected 
cases should in the meantime be disposed of. The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] sought to have unanimous consent 
embrace an agreement to proceed to the consideration of an- 
other bill at the conclusion of the unobjected cases. I can not 
accept that qualification, and therefore the objection of the 
Senator from Connecticut obtains as against the continuation 
-of unobjected cases on the Calendar, 


if he modifies his 


Let us go on and finish the Calendar. 
Yes; under rule VIII. 
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. Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I will withdraw the ob jc. 
ion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn, 
without objection unanimous consent is given—— 

Mr. TELLER. What is the suggestion now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana 
unanimous consent that the Senate shall continue with the 
sideration of unobjected bills upon the Calendar under }iyJo 
VIII until the hour of 4 o’clock unless the unobjected bills are 
disposed of in the meantime. 

Mr. KEAN. In the same way that we have been proceeding? 

Mr. TELLER. Under the same terms we have been proceed. 
ing? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes; without objection, it j 
ordered. . 


DESECRATION OF THE FLAG. 


Mr. WARREN. As I am about to leave the Chamber to 
join a conference, I ask that the bill (S. 565) to prevent and 
punish the desecration, mutilation, or improper use of the flag 
of the United States of America may lie over and we will wideyr- 
take to consider it after the return of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopeE] at some later day. I do not understand 
that there is any objection to the bill. It is simply to ascertain 
the effect of certain terms in it. 

Mr. BACON. As the suggestion probably grows out of re- 
marks which I have made, I desire to say that I will fully 
cooperate with the Senator from Wyoming and other Senators 
in the purpose that it shall be considered, and that we shal! 
take occasion to consider it as soon as the Senator from Massa 
chusetts returns. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr.\President, I am called to a public duty 
in another place and will not be here during further considera 
tion of the Calendar. I therefore ask that the bill (H.R. 181s) 
fixing the status of the Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of 
Infantry, which was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, may go over under Rule IX, as I do not desire to have 
it considered at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar 
under Rule IX, at the request of the Senator from Wyoring. 
The Secretary will state the next bill on the Calendar. 

JOHN F. WINGFIELD. 

The bill (S. 5944) for the relief of John F. Wingfield was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to jy 
to John F. Wingfield, for transporting the mail on route No. 
4174, in Virginia, from January 1, to March 31, 1861, the sum 
of $50. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


SO 


NESTLER BREWING COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 6873) waiving the statute of limitations «> 
the claim of the Nestler Brewing Company, and authorizin« 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to adjudicate the 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propos 
extend the time within which the Nestler Brewing Comp:y, : 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Uta! 
its agents or legal representatives, may file a claim for t 
demption of revenue stamps for a period of ninety days trem 
and after the approval of this act, notwithstanding the )pre- 
visions of the act of May 12, 1900, amended by the act of Jie 
thor- 
ized to consider and adjudicate said claim upon its merits, Lot 
withstanding any prior determination thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmeu', ol 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN M. KELLY. 
The bill (S. 6923) for the relief of John M. Kelly was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes [© |" 
2,048.70 to John M. Kelly, successor to Kelly & Hart, of New 
Orleans, La., the same being the balance due for dredgins '! 
Garden Key, channel at Dry Tortugas, Fla., under co tract 
with the United States, dated January 23, 1901. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amen nent 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third Une 
and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MARSHALL, MO. 


The bill (S. 4691) to provide for the purchase of a s/' 
the erection of a public building thereon at Marshall, 
State of Missouri, was considered as in Committee 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to ‘ 


and 
the 
* the 


11 re, 








> 
~ 
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! rehase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause | 
1 ted thereon a suitable building, including fireproof | 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
es. for the use and accommodation of governmental | 
n the city of Marshall and State of Missouri, the cost | 
. site and building, including said vaults, heating and ven- 

apparatus, elevators, and approaches, not to exceed | 
sum of $75,000. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
ie, and passed. 

DECORATION AND DIPLOMA TO MAJ. C. DE W. WILCOX, 


The bill (S. 5989) authorizing the Department of State to 
deliver to Capt. C. De W. Wilcox decoration and diploma pre- | 
ed by Government of France was considered as in Com- 
mit of the Whole. The bill had been reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations with an amendment, in line 
* after the word “That,” to strike out “ Captain” and insert 
“ Major,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Maj. C. De W. Wilcox, United States Army, 
nd he is hereby, authorized to accept the decoration and diploma | 

Officier d’Académie tendered to him, through the Department of | 

f the United States, by the Government of the French Republic; 
and the Department of State is hereby authorized to deliver to him the | 
said decoration and diploma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, | 
ad the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the 
Department of State to deliver to Maj. C. De W. Wilcox decora- 
tion and diploma presented by Government of France.” 


INDIAN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA, 


The bill (H. R. 16743) for the removal of the restrictions on | 
alienation of lands of allottees of the Quapaw Agency, Okla., 
and the sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, or other build- 
on any of the reservations within the jurisdiction of 
such agency, and for other purposes, was considered as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, page | 
1, line 5, after the word “ to,” to insert “ adult ;” in the same line, | 
after the word “ the,” to strike out “ various” and insert “ fol- | 
lowing ;” in line 7, after the word “ except,” to strike out “as to 
40 acres” and insert “a homestead of 120 acres;” in line 8, 
after the word “ Miami,” to strike out “ Ottawa;” in line 10, 
after the word “ to,” to strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “a 
homestead of 40;” on page 2, line 2, before the word “ Reser- 
vation,” to strike out “in the Modoc” and insert “for each 
member of the Ottawa tribe on the Ottawa ;” in line 3, after the 
word “may,” to insert “ upon application of any adult member | 
of either of said tribes;” in line 14, after the word “ allottee,” 
to insert “for any part of his surplus lands;” and in the same 
line, after the word “ to,” to strike out “the expiration of sixty 
days from the passage of this act” and insert “January 1, 
1909,” and at the end of the section to insert the following pro- 


ViSoO: 
‘ I ovided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and | 
a a to issue patents in fee to all religious societies and organiza- 
tions, severally, for the lands occupied by them within any of said 
rese! ons and heretofore reserved to such societies as shown on ap- | 
proved schedules of allotments. 


So as to make the section read: 


rh ¢ from and after sixty days from the passage of this act all re- 
cdvit 88 to sale, incumbrance, or taxation on lands allotted to | 
mbers of the following tribes of the Quapaw Agency, Okla., | 
re he removed, except a homestead of 120 acres of each al- 
the Quapuw, Peoria, Miami, Eastern Shawnee, Wyandot, 
{. reservations and except as to a homestead of 40 acres for 
nder of the Ottawa tribe on the Ottawa Reservation: Provided, | 
»ecretary of the Interior may, upon application of any adult 
either of said tribes, in his discretion, and he is hereby 
whenever he shall be satisfied that any allottee of said 
3 competent and capabfe of managing his or her affairs at any 
cause to be issued to. such allottee a patent in fee simple for 
yy of his or her allotment hereby reserved from sale, incum- 
. taxation, and thereafter all restrictions as to sale, incum- 
eA ation of said land covered by such fee-simple patent shall | 
‘ved: Provided further, That any sale, incumbrance, or contract | 
ve incumbrance made or entered into by or on behalf of any 
‘ak part of his surplus lands prior to January 1, 1209, or 
~ ‘pp iuance of such fee-simple patent shall be absolutefy null 
tof a That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
Sioa ted to issue patents in fee to all religious societies 
—_ cna = +e lands occupied by them within 
. i f retofore r y 
on approved schetules of oe ed to such societies as 


; 
i 





re 


nes 
iL 





str 


in 


mene 


ued, 


id 
j 
i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 
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| by patents in fee. 





~. amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, after the word 
acy, to insert “except members of the Modoc tribe;” on 
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page 3, in line 4, after the word “ allotment,” to insert “for use 


as a homestead, which said homestead is;” in line 6, after the 


word “and,” to strike out “file” and insert “a description of 
the reserved land shall be filed; ” and in line 8, after the word 
“agency,” to strike out “a description thereof,” so as to make 
the section read: 


Sec. 2. That within sixty days after the passage of this act each 
allottee of the Quapaw Agency, except members of the Modoc tribe, 
in case of 
no father or mother then the legal guardian, acting for the minor child, 
shall select the rtion of each allotment for use as a homestead, which 
said homestead is hereby reserved from sale, incumbrance, or taxation, 
and a description of the reserved land shall be filed with the Secretary 
of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or the officer in 
charge of said agency: Provided, That if no such selection shall be 
made as above provided then the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to make such selection for and in behalf of any allottee, 
and such selection when so made shall be conclusive evidence that such 
land is reserved from alienation, incumbrance, or taxation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 24, after 
the word “ purposes,” to insert “and not otherwise disposed 
of,” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to sell all the tribal lands within the jurisdiction of the Quapaw 


| Agency, and all agency, school, or other Government buildings on any 


reservation within the jurisdiction of said agency, at public auction 
or by sealed bids, under such regulations as he may prescribe; and he 
is hereby authorized to convey all lands so sold to the purchaser thereof 
And all lands within such agency which have here- 
tofore been reserved for agency, school, or other purposes, and not 
otherwise disposed of, shall, on approval of this act, revert to the tribe 
within whose reservation the lands are located and be sold as tribal 
lands as herein provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 9, to add as 
an additional section the following: 


Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the rolls of the Klamath Agency, in 
Oregon, those Modoc Indians now enrolled at the Quapaw Agency, in 
Oklahoma, formerly Indian Territory, together with their descendants 
living at the date of the passage of this act, and that upon the re- 


|} moval of any of said Indians to the Klamath Reservation, in Oregon, 
; they shall be allotted as other Indians on said reservation, and that 


upon the passage of this act they be accorded all the rights and privi- 
leges of other Indians enrolled at the Klamath Agency: Provided, 
That for the purposes of such removal the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to sell, under such rules and reguia- 
tions as he may prescribe, all lands inherited and otherwise heretofore 
allotted to the members of said tribe in Oklahoma, and he is author- 
ized to issue a patent in fee simple to the purchaser or purchasers of 
said lands, and all restrictions as to the sale, incumbrance, and taxa- 
tion of said land shall thereupon be removed: Provided, That no action 
shall be taken under this section until a majority of the adult mem- 
bers of said Modoc tribe shall consent to such action, said consent to 
be given in an open council, at a meeting called for the purpose of 
passing upon the terms of this section, the date and place of such 
council to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


|} amendments were concurred in. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 
CAPT, CHARLES E. MORTON. 


The bill (H. R. 17056) for the relief of Capt. Charles BP. 


| Morton, Sixteenth United States Infantry, was considered as 


in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Capt. Charles E. Morton, Sixteenth United 
States Infantry, $186, to reimburse him for the sum of $186 
United States currency stolen from him, without fault or neg- 
lect on his part, while he was first lieutenant, Sixteenth United 


| States Infantry, and acting disbursing officer at Echague, prov- 


ince of Isabela, Luzon, Philippine Islands, and which sum he 
has since paid into the Treasury of the United States in dis- 


| charge of his liability as such disbursing officer. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL BANKING LAWS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


| consideration of the bill (H. R. 21871) to amend the national- 


banking laws. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Finance with an amendment, to strike 


| out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That any national banking association which has circulating notes 
outstanding, secured by the deposit of United States bonds to an 
amount of not less than 50 per cent of its capital stock, and which 
has a surplus of not less than 20 per cent, may make application to 
the Comptroller of the Currency for authority to issue additional cir- 
culating notes to be secured by the deposit of bonds other than bonds 
of the United States. The Comptroller of the Currency shall trans- 
mit immediately the application, with his recommendation, to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, who shall, if in his judgment business con- 
ditions in the locality demand additional circulation, approve the same, 
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and shall determine the time of issue and fix the amount, within the 
limitations hereinafter imposed, of the additional circulating notes to 
be issued. In order that the distribution of notes to be issued under 
the provisions of this act shall be made as equitable as practicable 
between the various sections of the country, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall not approve applications from associations in any State in 
excess of the amount 
ditional notes herein authorized on the basis of the proportion which 
the unimpared capital and surplus of the national banking associations 
in such State bears to the total amount of unimpaired capital and sur- 
pilus of the national banking associations of the United States: Pro- 


vided, however, That in case the aplications from associations in any | 
State shall not be equal to the amount which the associations of such | 


State would be entitled to under this method of distribution, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, to meet an emergency, 
assign the amount not thus applied for to any applying association or 
associations in States in the same section of the country. Whenever 
after receiving notice of such approval any such association shall de- 
posit with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States 
such of the bonds described in section 2 of this act as shall be ap- 
proved in character and amount by the Treasurer of the United States 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, it shall be entitled to receive, upon 
the order of the Comptroller of the Currency, circulating notes in 
blank, registered and countersigned as provided by law, equal in amount 
to 90 per cent of the market value, but not in excess of the par value 
of any bonds so deposited, such market value to be ascertained and 
determined under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
such additional circulating notes to be used, held, and treated in the 
same way as circulating notes of national banking associations here- 
tofore issued and secured by a deposit of United States bonds, and 
shall be subject to all the provisions of law affecting such notes: Pro 
vided, That the total amount of circulating notes outstanding of any 
national banking association, including notes secured by United States 
bonds as now provided by law, and notes secured by other bonds as 
provided by this act, shall not at any time exceed the amount of its 
unimpaired capital and surplus: And provided further, That there shall 
not be outstanding at any time additional circulating notes issued un- 
der 

Sec. 2. That the Treasurer of the United States, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall accept as security for the addi 
tional circulating notes provided for in the preceding section, bonds or 
other interest-bearing obligations of any State of the United States, 
cr any legally authorized bonds issued by any city, town, 
other legally constituted municipality or district in the United States 
which has been in existence for a period of ten years, and which for 
a period of ten years previous to such deposit has not defaulted in the 
payment of any part of either principal or interest of any funded debt 
authorized to be contracted by it, and whose net funded indebtedness 
does not exceed 10 per cent of the valuation of its taxable property, 
to be ascertained by the last preceding valuation of property for 
the assessment of taxes. The Treasurer of the United States, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall accept, for the 
purposes of this act, securities herein enumerated in such proportions 
as he may from time to time determine, and he may with such approval 
at any time require the deposit of additional securities, or require any 
association to change the character of the securities already on deposit. 


mation with 
thorized to be accepted 
shall from time to time furnish information to national banking asso- 
ciations as to such bonds as would be acceptable as security under the 
provisions of this act. 

Sec. 3. That the legal title of all bonds, whether coupon or regis- 
tered, deposited to secure circulating notes issued in accordance with 
the terms of this act shall be transferred to the Treasurer of the United 
States in trust for the association depositing them, under regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. A receipt shall be 
given to the association by the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer 
of the United States, stating that such bond 1s held in trust for 


reference to the value and character of the securities 


the redemption and payment of any circulating notes that have 
or may be delivered to such association. No assignment or transfer 
of any such bond by the Treasurer shall be deemed valid unless counter- 
signed by the Comptroller of the Currency. The provisions of sections 
5163, 5164, 5165, 5166, 5167, and sections 5224 to 5234, 
the Revised Statutes respecting United States bonds deposited to secure 
circulating notes shall, except as herein modified, be applicable to all 
bonds deposited under the terms of this act. 

Src. 4. That section 5214 of the 
further amended to read as follows: 

“Sec, 5214. National banking associations having on deposit bonds 
of the United States, bearing interest at the rate of 2 per cent per 
annum, including the bonds issued for the construction of the Panama 
Canal, under the provisions of section 8 of ‘An act to provide for the 
construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans,’ approved June 28, 1902, to secure its circulating notes, 
shall pay to the Treasurer of the United States, in the months of Janu- 


ary and July, a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year upon the | 
upon | 


average amount of such of its notes in circulation as are based 
the deposit of such bonds; and such associations having on deposit 
bonds of the United States bearing interest at a rate higher than 2 
per cent per annum shall pay a tax of one-half per cent each half year 
upoa the average amount of such of its notes in circulation as are 
based upon the deposit of such bonds. National banking associations 
having on deposit bonds to secure their circulating notes other than 
bonds of the United States shall pay for the first four months a 
monthly tax of one-half of 1 per cent upon the average amount of such 
of their notes in circulation as are based upon the deposit of such 
bonds, and afterwards a monthly tax of three-quarters of 1 per cent 
upon the average amount of said notes in circulation. Every national 
banking association having outstanding circulating notes secured by a 
deposit of bonds other than bonds of the United States shall 
monthly returns, under oath of its president or cashier, to the Treas- 
urer of the United States, in such form as the Treasurer may prescribe, 
of the average monthly amount of its notes so secured in circulation. 
The taxes received on circulating notes secured by bonds other than 
bonds of the United States shall be paid into the Division of Redemp- 
tion of the Treasury and credited to the reserve fund held for the re- 
demption of United States and other notes.” 

Sec. 5. That section 9 of the act approved July 12, 1882, as amended 
by the act approved March 4, 1907, be further amended to read as 
follows: 

“Sec. 9. That any national banking association desiring to withdraw 
its circulating notes, secured by deposit of United States bonds in the 
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to which such State would be entitled of the ad- | 





| $500, $1,000, and $10,000, as may be required to supply the ; 


» provisions of this ac “e $5 00,000. | i Pn 
the provisions of this act to an amount of more than $500,000,000. | the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall as soon as pract 
| cable 


| to be held for such associat 


| terest 
the | 
association on whose behalf the transfer is made, and as security for 
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manner provided in section 4 of the act approved June 20, 1874 
hereby authorized for that purpose to deposit lawful money wit! 

Treasurer of the United States and, with the consent of the Compt 

of the Currency and the approval of the Secretary of the Treasu: 

withdraw a proportionate amount of bonds held as security fo 

circulating notes in the order of such deposits: Provided, That 
more than $9,000,000 of lawful money shall be so deposited during 

calendar month for this purpose. 

“Any national banking association desiring to withdraw any 
circulating notes, secured by the deposit of bonds other than bon 
the United States, may make such withdrawal at any time }; 
manner and effect by the deposit of lawful money or nationa! 
notes with the Treasurer of the United States, and upon such d 
a proportionate share of the bonds so deposited may be withd 
Provided, That the deposits under this section to retire notes « 
by the deposit of bonds ‘other than bonds of the United States 
not be covered into the Treasury, as required by section 6 of a: 
entitled ‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 
of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,’ approved Ju 
1890, but shall be retained in the Treasury for the purpose of 1 
ing the notes of the bank making such deposit.” 

Sec. 6. That section 5172 of the Revised Statutes be, and th: 
is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5172. In order to furnish suitable notes for circulation, the 
Comptroller of the Currency shall, under the direction of the Secre 
tary of the Treasury, cause plates and dies to be engraved; in the best 
manner to guard against counterfeiting, and fraudulent alterations, and 
shall have printed therefrom, and numbered, such quantity of circulat 
ing notes, In blank, of the denominations of $5, $10, $20, $50, §100, 
SOC1la 
tions entitled to receive the same. Such notes shall state upon their 
face that they will be redeemed by the United States in lawful! money 
upon presentation at the Treasury. This pledge shall be certified \) 
the written or engraved signatures of the Treasurer and Register, and 
by the imprint of the seal of the Treasury. They shall also express 
upon their face the promise of the association receiving the same to 
pay on demand, attested by the signature of the president or vice 
president and cashier. The Comptroller of the Currency, acting under 


cause to be prepared circulating notes in blank, reg 
and countersigned, as provided by law, to an amount equal to 50) per 


tered 


| cent of the capital stock of each national banking association; such 


| notes to be deposited in 
county, or | 


the Treasury or in the subtreasury of the 
te of business of each association, and 
on, subject to the order of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, for their delivery as provided by law.” 

Sec. 7. That circulating notes of national banking associations 
when presented to the Treasury for redemption, as provided in section 


> 


3 of the act approved June 20, 1874, shall be redeemed in lawfu! money 


United States nearest the 


| of the United States. 


Sec. 8. That the provisions of section 5191 of the Revised Statutes, 
with reference to the reserves of national banking associations, shal! 
not apply to deposits of public moneys by the United States in desig 


| nated depositaries. 


Sec. 9. That all acts and orders of the Comptroller of the Currency 


} and the Treasurer of the United States authorized by this act shall 
t , Ge} | have the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to obtain infor- | 

au- | 
under the provisions of this section, and he | 


Sec. 10. That all national banking associations designated as regu 
lar depositaries of public money shall pay upon all special and addi 
tional deposits made by the Secretary of the Treasury in such deposi 
taries, and all such associations designated as temporary depositaries 
of public money shall pay upon all sums of public money deposited in 


| such associations interest at such rate as the Secretary of the Treas 
| ury may prescribe, not less, however, than 1 per cent per annum upon 
| the 


average monthly amount of such deposits: Provided, | 
That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to chang 
modify the obligation of any association or any of its officers f 
safe-keeping of public money: Provided further, That the rat 
charged shall be equal and uniform throughout the 
States. 

Sec. 11. That a commission is hereby created, to be called th: 
tional Monetary Commission,” to be composed of nine members of 


| Senate, to be appointed by the Presiding Officer thereof, and nine Mem 


bers of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 
thereof. 

Sec. 12. That it shall be the duty of this Commission to |! 
into and report to Congress what changes are necessary or desi! 
the monetary system of the United States or in the laws rela 


| banking, and for this purpose they are authorized to sit du 
Revised Statutes, as amended, be | — puri 


sessions or recess of Congress, at such times and places as tli 
deem desirable, to send for persons and papers, to administer o 
summons and compel the attendance of witnesses, and to emp! 
secretaries, experts, stenographers, messengers, and other «as 
as shall be necessary to carry out the purposes for which said ¢ 
sion was created. The Commission shall have the power, tlro 
committee or otherwise, to examine witnesses and to make si 
tigations and examinations, in this or other countries, of the 
committed to their charge as they shall deem necessary. 

Sec. 13. That a sum sufficient to carry out the purposes of 
11 and 12 of this act, and to pay the necessary expenses of | 
mission, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas 
otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, I will ask if it is p 
to have action this afternoon on the amendment which bh 
been read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxtns in the 


| The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the 


and the question is on the amendment reported by tl 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. McCREARY. Is that a bill which was reported f 


| Committee on Finance to-day? 


Mr. ALDRICH. It was reported to-day. 

Mr. McCREARY. And does the Senator from Rhode 
propose to have action now, without having the bill pr'' 
giving us time to know what is contained in the amend! 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment is in print and it bh 
read. The action of the Finance Committee in report 
bill this morning was unanimous, 








Is 


this a substitute for the House bill 
, passed that body yesterday? 


McCREARY. 


\LDRICH. It is a substitute for the House bill, and it 

Jutely necessary that it should be passed promptly, unless 

ssion is to be prolonged. 

McCREARY. I was going to ask why this unusual haste 

hing the bill through? 

\LDRICH. It is desired to get the bill passed so that 

«oy into conference to see whether it is possible to secure 

tion at this session of Congress. 

CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
I . Island if it was the understanding of the committee that 

would be taken to-day? 

ALDRICH. It was understood that action to-day was 

iry to be taken if we were to finally dispose of the mat- 

this session. The state of the public business is such 

t is absolutely necessary that prompt action shall be 


\ir. CULBERSON. Was it assented to by the minority of 


the mittee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was assented to by the minority members 
of » committee. 

\Mr. MONEY. I can speak for the members of the minority, 
Mr. President, if necessary. This bill is a substitute for the 
Vreeland bill. It is really the Aldrich bill, with some slight 


mendments, 


The action was assented to by the Democrats 


on the committee, the minority, who voted unanimously to re- | 


port the bill to-day and also to ask for prompt action, which is 


necessary in order to get the bill into conference. It is a matter 


that can be considered in conference. There is nothing here 
which has not been printed. 

Mr. McCREARY. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi a question. Is it understood that the Democrats on the 
CO ttee, the minority of the Committee on Finance, were in 
favor of this bill? 

Mr. MONEY. The minority of the committee voted in favor 


of reporting it out, and I suppose the minority of the Senate— 
I know I will—will vote to substitute the Aldrich bill for the 
Vreeland bill; and then, if it comes to a vote, I shall vote 
against the Aldrich bill or any other bill of the sort. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The 


anv 


dment was concurred in. 


Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. President, I simply rise to state that 
while I regard the so-called “Aldrich bill” as preferable tq the 
Vreeland bill, and I make no objection to the substitution, I am 


opposed to the passage by the Senate of the Aldrich bill as 
amended in this report from the Committee on Finance, because 
ae rd it as far more objectionable than the original Aldrich 
The P 


lf. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is, Shall the 
. endment be ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third 1 ? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
tie Senator from Rhode Island whether any amendment pro- 
posed reaches the question of the reserves of national banks? 
Mr \LDRICH. It does not, Mr. President. This bill pro- 
Vides for the appointment of a commission to take up all ques- 
ertaining to banking; and the understanding of the com- 
s that that commission will take up that question and 
some measure regulating it in the shape of an amend- 
fo the present law. The action to be taken now merely 
e bill to conference. 
NEWLANDS,. Mr. President, as I understand, the origi- 
na! Aldrich bill did contain a provision regarding reserves. 
\LDRICH. That has not been included in the present 


ne 


tt 
LLes 


I ort 


a NEWLANDS., 


Lit Se 


th: @ ¢ 


Then I want to ask the Senator from 

id whether the conference between the Senate and 

would embrace any question regarding reserves, so 

‘onference committee may report to both bodies a sub- 
‘ either bill covering the question of reserves? 

\LDRICH. It certainly would. The House bill con- 

prov ision regulating the reserves of all national banks, 

ill be perfectly competent for the managers of the 

to report such a provision if they shall see fit to 

Mr. C1 LBERSON, Mr. President—— 

“RESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 

the Senator from Texas? . 
NI WLANDS, Certainly. 
LBERSON. I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
uld not regard the action of the Senate in passing the 


Mr. ¢ 
if hi 


XLII——2396 


bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 
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Aldrich bill in the modified form now proposed as a practical 
instruction from the Senate not to insist upon the reserve 


clause in the original bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The conferees on the part of the Senate 
would not consider themselves instructed at all, unless there 
should be such an expression of opinion on the part of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Probably, Mr. President, I ought not to 
use the word “instruct,” but would not the Senator and the 
other conferees on the part of the Senate regard this last sug- 


| gestion as the authoritative expression of the Senate, which 


does not include a reserve provision? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not the final and 
the Senate by any manner of means. This action sends the 
whole question to conference. I think the Senate can certainly 
trust the conferees who will be appointed, and the Senate will 
certainly have an opportunity to act upon the matter later on. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I regard the question of 
the relation of reserves to deposits and of capital and surplus to 
loans as of very much more importance than the creation of an 
emergency currency, and I trust that the committee of confer- 


authoritative action of 


| ence will take up these two questions fully and exhaustively. 


The great difficulty with the banking situation of three or four 
months ago was that the banks did not have on hand a sufficient 
amount of cash reserves to meet the checks of their depositors. 
The difficulty was with the State banks, rather than with the 
national banks. The statistics show that, on the average, the 
national banks had a cash reserve of about 18 per cent, whilst 
the State banks of the country had on hand a cash reserve not 
exceeding 5 per cent. It is utter folly, Mr. President, in my 
judgment, to attempt to inaugurate a safe system of banking 
unless we bring the State banking system into harmony with the 
national banking system so far as the requirements regarding 
reserves and capital are concerned. I have contended through- 


| out that it was the duty of Congress not only to see to it that 


the national banks kept within their vaults an adequate pro- 
portion of the cash reserves required by law, but that, in the 
interest of interstate and foreign commerce, clearly within the 
regulation and control of the nation, we should so legislate as 
to prevent State banks engaged in interstate and foreign com- 
merce from maintaining a system which not only imperiled the 
safety of their banks as financial institutions, but imperiled 
the safety of the entire national banking system of the country, 
for we may perfect our national banking system to the highest 
degree, yet if the State banking system be insufficient in the se- 
curity offered to depositors, the danger of the State banks will 
affect the national banks, for depositors do not discriminate as 
between them—a panic is never logical—and when depositors 
in State banks become alarmed, the depositors in national 
banks, however secure they may be, also become alarmed. 

The difficulty with the measure thus far considered by the 
Senate has been that it simply provides an emergency currency 
to meet the contingency of a panic when the panic is on and 
public apprehension is aroused. Our attention ought to be 
directed to so securing depositors in the matter of the capital 
of the banks and in the matter of reserves as against their 
deposits as to make a panic absolutely impossible. 

NATIONAL CLEARING-HOUSE ASSOCIATIONS. 


Mr. President, the bill coming from the other House adopts 
one wise provision, which has been the evolution of experience, 
and that is the legalization of clearing-house associations as a 
part of the national-bank system. These clearing-house asso- 
ciations have thus far been voluntary associations created by 
the: banks themselves, partly national and partly State. They 
have been organized for mutual convenience and for mutual 


protection. We have found that it is absolutely necessary for 
these banks to get together in times of panic through their 


clearing-house associations, and thus restore public confidence 
by giving aid to individual banks whose financial safety was 


imperiled. The House bill very wisely, it seems to me, creates 
these associations, legalizes them, and makes them the instru- 
mentalities through which the emergency circulation is dis- 
tributed. That provision is the result of an experience of 


years, and it has been demonstrated that it is a wise method of 
meeting these great emergencies. 

The Senate Committee on Finance have an opportunity to 
approve of this provision legalizing the national-bank clearing- 
house associations, and they can make such associations the 
agency for securing safety in the State banks as well as in 
the national banks. 

There is not a State bank in the country that will not want 
to become a member of a national clearing-house 
if that association has the power of issuing emergency money. 
If it applies for admission, the nation, the creator of these 


association 
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clearing-house associations, can attach conditions to the admis- 
sion, and those conditions should be that the State banks should 
keep the same reserves in their vaults that are required of the 
national banks and that their capital should have the same re- 
lation to their loans as is required or should be required under 
proper law—and I hope the Finance Committee will cover 
that—as is required or should be required of the national banks. 

Such measure is simply persuasive; it is not coercive of 


State; though, believing as I do, in the full power of the nation 


ever interstate and foreign commerce, I would not hesitate to | 


siipport a bill that would compel State banks, in the interest 
ef interstate and foreign commerce, to provide such 
appliances for finance as the nation applies to State roads re- 
garding interstate transportation. But here we have an oppor- 
tunity by simple persuasion to induce State banks to comply 
with the national-bank requirements as to reserves and as to 
capital. 

But it may be said that it will not do to make this change 


suddenly, because the national banks will then be compelled | 
either to largely increase their reserves of gold and of lawful | 


money, or they will be compelled to diminish their loans in 
order to bring their loans within the legal requirements of the 
provisions regarding their relation to reserves. 
course, be impossible in a day or in a week or in a month or in 
a year to secure to all the banks of the country an actual re- 
serve, an average of even 20 per cent, for, in order to sustain 
the volume of bank loans which, prevailed at the time of the 
panic, it would be necessary to have a cash reserve of at least 
$2,000,000,000 in all of our banks, national and State, whereas, 
as a matter of fact, we had only $1,000,000,000. 

But this change can be brought about gradually, and it can 


be brought about by providing in this law that the banks shall | 
be compelled to keep a certain proportion of their cash reserves | 


in their own vaults—an increased amount—and that the State 
banks that become members of these associations shall simi- 
larly comply with that provision; and we should provide that 
it shall be gradually brought about, within a period of five 
years, under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency, 
so that the banks will have ample time largely to increase their 
reserves in order to sustain the existing volume of bank loans 
and to meet the requirements of the future with reference to 
increased bank loans. 
INCREASED USE OF SILVER. 

Mr. President, there is another question which presents itself, 
and that is that though we may give these banks five years, 
or even ten years, to bring their reserves up to the require- 
ments of the law, they will find it difficult to accomplish it if 
they are compelled to resort only to the existing stock of gold 
or the production of gold in the future. The world is struggling 
for gold to-day in almost as great a degree as it did ten years 
ago, because all the agencies of business and of enterprise have 
been multiplied. Properties have largely increased in quantity 
and value. Subjects of exchanges have largely increased in 
value and number, and a greater number of units of money is 
required because of the increasing population of the world and 
the increased demands of business, 

It would be wise therefore to provide that the national banks 
should utilize something else than gold in this endeavor to in- 


crease their reserves to an amount necessary to their security | 


and their safety. To-day we have only one billion and a half 


of gold in the entire country, and one billion of that is in the | 


banks. In order to sustain the existing volume of bank loans, 
the banks ought to have $2,000,000,000 of gold in their vaults. 
At all events, we can gradually draw the extra half billion 
of gold from the pockets of the people, where it is used as cur- 
rent money of exchange, into the reserves of the banks, where 
it will stand as the basis of bank loans. That we can accom- 
plish. How? By simply authorizing the banks to take silver 
bullion to the Treasury and receive in return for it limited-ten- 
der notes for an amount not exceeding $50, and these limited- 
tender notes when substituted for the gold that is now in the 


pockets of the people and in the tills of shops and business | 
houses of the country would serve just as useful a purpose as | 


money of mere exchange in ordinary transactions in life where 
money actually passes from man to man as gold itself. And 
thus gradually the banks can draw into their reserves $500,- 
006,000 of gold, now amongst the people, and used as the com- 
mon money of exchange, and make it the basis of bank loans. 

Five hundred millions more of gold taken out of the pockets 
of the people and out of the tills of the commercial houses of 
the country and put in the banks will have an efficiency in ex- 
change of five times that amount, because for every dollar of 
gold the banks can issue five dollars of credit, those credits 
being made efficient, being written upon the books of the banks 
and checked against by the new depositors, 


the | 


safety | 


It would, of | 


May 15, 


THOROUGIIGOING LEGISLATION NEEDS. 


Mr. President, the treatment of this question by the Fin: 
Committee has been simply skin-deep. They have never rea 
the real question. It is palliative treatment. It is not a rad 
cure. There is but one way of making these banks safe, 
that is to provide for an average reserve of all the banks, 
tional and State, of at least 20 per cent, but providing f 
gradually and without wrenching too seriously existing « 
tions of finance. 

The banking system can never be safe until by law the | 
tion of capital and loans is established so that there can 
| exist such a condition of things that a bank with $1,000.01: 
capital can accept $50,000,000 of deposits and loan the $50) 
000—almost the entire money—to customers, the secu: 
| capital thus being only 2 per cent. 

The Senator from Rhode Island, in answer to an interro: 
that I put to him when the question was last before the 
ate, said that the old State banks regarded the safe relati: 
“apital to loans as one to two and a half. There should 
provision of law that no bank should be permitted to loa 
depositors’ money to an amount more than five times exc 
its capital and surplus. Whenever it reaches that po 
should cease loaning, and it must keep its depositors’ mo) i 
its vaults, where it will be responsive to their demand if 
you provide that the banks shall have an average rese! of 
20 per cent in lawful money and a capital of at least 20 per 
cent of their permitted loans, then you have, in addition to the 
securities in which the depositors’ money is invested, the actual 
“ash reserve on hand subject to their check, and you hav 
additional security of 20 per cent in the shape of bank ca) 
and surplus. Thus the depositor has a security of 40 per 
in addition to the security in which his money is inv 
Whenever you organize a banking system of this kind, it will 
simply follow the rules of safe financing and safe baukin 
throughout the world, rules which until recent years pr 
vailed in this country and in the safest States in the Union, 
and notably in New York State. Until you do that, you will 
never have a safe system of banking, however you may increase 
this panic money, this emergency money, that is intended si 
ply to relieve, after an unnecessary panic has been created 
apprehension of depositors as to their security. Such appre- 
hension should be guarded against not by Government cuar- 
anty of deposits, but by compelling the banks to have suilicient 
capital and sufficient reserves to give the depositors absoli 
security, so that their apprehensions and fears will not 
aroused. 

I hope the Finance Committee will take under consicdera- 
tion, when this matter goes into conference, certain resolutions 
which I have presented to-day and which I intended to present 
as instructions to the Finance Committee in reporting this b 
to the Senate. It was my purpose to cover these questions a1 
to have a vote of the Senate, if possible, instructing the |! 
Committee to shape these amendments which I have sus 
and to present them to the Senate for its action upo 
House bill. So far as I am concerned, I would rather b 
|} on the House bill with its clearing-house provisions 
would on the Senate bill. 


I ask that the resolution previously submitted by me | 
be appended to my remarks. 
The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That the Finance Committee be instructed to report 
ments to House bill No. 21871, amending the banking act, as 

“First. An amendment providing that three-fourths of the 
in reserve city and country banks shall be kept in their Vv 
change to be made gradually within a period of five years | 
direction of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

“Second. An amendment providing that no bank shall make ! 
its depositors’ money to an amount exceeding five times its ca) 
surplus, the change to be made gradually within a period of | 
under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

“Third. An amendment permitting State commercial bat 
come members of national clearing-house associations, pro’ 
submit to the regulations, of the national-bank act regard 
capital and reserves and subject themselves to examination | 
national-bank act. 

“Fourth. An amendment providing a method by which 
house associations may avail themselves, under the directi 
Secretary of the Treasury, of the use of additional silver as 
legal tender for debts not exceeding $50, with a view to su 
such silver or the certificates representing it for full le 
money, gold or United States notes, now in circulation and « 
bank reserves, in order to increase the amount of gold and | 
tender notes in such reserves as a basis for bank credits; | 
ment to limit the amount of such issue of silver. 

“Fifth. An amendment providing that the presidents of th 
house associations shall meet annually in Washington and ‘ 
nine commigsioners, one from each of the judicial circuits of ' 
States, who shall represent them at Washington as mem 
banking commission, of which the Secretary of the Treasur) 
Comptroller of the Currency shall be, respectively, the chai 
secretary; the duties of the commission to be advisory to 


— 
i 
| 
| 
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l to the Secretary of the Treasury, and to Congress ; and such 
ission to be charged with the duty of considering and recom- 
ne ehanges in the banking act and methods for promoting and 
ving interstate and international exchange. ’ 
BACON. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator 
Rhode Island. If I understand him correctly, there is in 
substitute reported by the committee a provision for the ap- 
ntment of a commission. 
ALDRICH. A commission of nine Senators 
Members of the House. 
‘Mr. BACON. That is the point. The commission 
to members of the Senate and of the House. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Members of the Senate and of the House. 
rhe amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to | 
ad a third time. 
GORE. Mr. President-—— 
BAILEY. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Tay tor] 
res to address the Senate on this question; but I take it | 
chairman of the committee in charge of the bill will afford 
t opportunity when the bill comes back on the conference | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and nine 


is limited 


ir. 


ce 


Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. BAILEY. With that understanding, 
yote. 
Mr. GORE. Are amendments to the bill in order? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The question is on the third reading of the 
bill. The amendments have been agreed to, I think. The bill 
has passed the stage of amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill has passed beyond the | 
point where amendments are in order. 
Mr. GORE. Will it reach that point again? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not now. 
Mr. GORE. I ask unanimous consent—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think that can be done. 
Mr. GORE. I ask unanimous consent to present an amend- | 


am ready for the | 


me 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma asks | 
unanimous consent to present an amendment. Is there objec- | 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to know what the amendment 
1s, | 

Mr. GORE. I will state that it is the body of the bill (S. 
5508S) to establish a system of postal savings banks, and for 
other purposes, introduced by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KNox]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to object to that. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. CULBERSON. On the question of the passage of the bill 
as reported from the Committee on Finance I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. PILES (when Mr. ANKENY’s name was called). 
league is ill and is unable to be present. 
Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I have a general 


My col- 
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| from Florida, that if he were present he would vote 


is absent from the Chamber. 





pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENery]. I trans- 
fer the pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Brices] 
and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
veucral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


TILLMAN], who is necessarily detained from the Chamber. I 
trauster it to the Senator from Washington [Mr. ANKENY] and 
Will vote. I vote “ yea.” 


Mr. FOSTER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 
Bek]. In his absence I withhold my vote. If he were present I 
should vote “ nay.” 

\ir. FULTON (when his name was called). I have a general 
Pal with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. I 
transfer it to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and will 
vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CULBERSON (when Mr. Mitron’s name was called). 


The Senator from Florida [Mr. Minron] is paired with the 


Senat r from New York {Mr. Pratr]. 
— roll call was concluded. 
ane Dit K. I desire to announce the unavoidable absence 
7 “ Colleague [Mr. Foraker]. If he were here he would vote 
Mr PR mW f- ; 
vi as BATLEY {after having voted in the negative). I have 


Viroi: but I desire to inquire whether the Senator from West 
ireiuia [Mr. Euxins] is recorded. 
I VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ng He is not recorded. 
Mr. BAILEY. I have 


in — } a general pair with that Senator, and 
“nay © ‘osence I think I ought to withdraw my vote. I voted 


and if my vote could stand, of course I would leave it 


ee > 
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as it has been recorded, but, owing to the absence of the Sen- 
ator, I withdraw it. 

Mr. BACON. My colleague [Mr. Cray] is absent from the 
Chamber, serving upon a conference committee. He is paired 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]. 
Were he present and at liberty to vote my colleague would vote 
“nay.” 

I desire furthermore to announce by request that the senior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. TattaArerro] is necessarily absent 
from the Chamber, and is paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. If the Senator from Florida 
ent and at liberty to vote he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state, on the authority of the Senator 


were pres- 


“we” 


That is the way he informed me this morning. However, it 


| will make no difference in the result. 


Mr. BACON. Not at all, but I wish to state to the Senator 


| the ground upon which I made the announcement. 


The Senator from Florida, when he left the Chamber, asked 
me to make the announcement, and while not specifically men- 
tioning the bill, he did put himself in a position where I was 
authorized here to make the announcement I did. I 


was in- 


| formed by one of his colleagues on the Finance Committee that 


if present he would vote “ nay.” tut in view of the statement 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island, I feel some delicacy 
about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from 
authority for the statement I made. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest, although I have had no conference 
with the Senator from Florida, that between this measure and 
the House bill the Senator from Florida would favor this bill. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. All the Democrats on the committee did that. 
But as to the bill itself I imagine the Senator from Georgia is 
right about the position of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to make one word of explanation, as 
perhaps I am responsible for the situation. I understood that 
the Senator from Florida had voted for the Aldrich bill, but 
that he would vote against the whole business. I must have 
made a mistake. I am quite sure the chairman of the commit- 
tee has a better understanding of it than I have. 

Mr. BACON. His vote is not recorded in any event, and I 
will simply change the announcement to the extent of saying 
he is paired. I desire that the colloquy shall stand just as it 
has been uttered here. 

Mr. BORAH. I have been requested to announce that the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La For.etre] is ill, and therefore 
He would vote “nay,” if present. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to state that the junior Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Kirrrepce] is unavoidably absent. Were he 
present he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 47, nays 20, 


Florida himself is my 


as follows: 


YEAS—47. 
Aldrich Curtis Guggenheim Perkins 
Allison Daniel Hale Piles 
severidge Depew Hemenway Richardson 
Brandegee Dick Hopkins Smith, Mich, 
Bulkeley Dillingham Johnston Stephenson 
3urkett Dixon Kean Stewart 
Burnham Dolliver Knox Sutherland 
Burrows Flint Long Teller 
Carter Frye Nelson Warner 
Clapp Fulton Nixon Warren 
Crane Gallinger Owen Wetmore 
Cullom Gamble Penrose 

NAYS—20. 


Bacon Clarke, Ark. Heyburn Overman 


Bankhead Culberson McCreary Paynter 

| Borah Frazier McLaurin Rayner 
Bourne Gary Money Simmons 
Brown Gore Newlands Smith,Md. 

NOT VOTING—25. 

Ankeny Elkins McCumber Stone 
Bailey Foraker McEnery Taliafetro 
Briggs Foster Martin Taylor 
Clark, Wyo, Hansbrough Milton Tillman 
Clay Kittredge *latt 
Davis La Follette Scott 


du Pont Lodge Smoot 


So the bill was passed. 





Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment, and ask for a conference with the House of Repre- 
| sentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
| and the conferees on the part of the Senate, to consist of five 
| Senators, be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the conferees on the 
| 


part of the Senate Mr. ALpricH, Mr. ALLison, Mr. HALg, Mr. 
DANIEL, and Mr, TELLER, 
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| 

Mr. BAC re was no record vote on the question of | 
y for myself that as between the 

ute I very much prefer the substitute, 

it when it had become the substitute. 

I thought so far as I was con- 
ny others here are of the same view— 
before the country ard 
med opposition on part of a large 
the passage of the 


ause 


ot go into con- 
the 
who voted against 

we favor the substitute. 
ire it to appear in the Recorp that I 
substitute of the Aldrich bill because I 
it came from the House. I would 


as it 


yote againsi 
Mr. MONI 


Y. I shouk ike to 
record also. I belli : very Dem 


tut Aldri 


the 


substi- 


one thing 
voted for 


have 
crat 


g n 
£0 on 


the 

the 

CHARLES 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next 
case on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

’. 6665) for the relief of Charles H. Dickson was 

3 the next business in order on the Calendar; and 

in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 

It proposes to pay to Charles H. Dickson $256.72, 


H,. DICKSON, 


e 


if the Fort Lapwai Indian School, in Idaho. 

was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
d to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 

and passed, 


he bil 


WILLIAM H, ATKINS, 
The bill (S. 6544) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William H. Atkins was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Navy to remove 


the charge of desertion from the record of William H. Atkins, | tion to the purchasers thereof and selling all other lots therein 


who served on the U. 8S. 8S. Princeton and Powhatan, and to is- 
sue to him an honorable discharge. 

Mr. KEAN, 
vide that no pay, bounty, or other allowance shall accrue? 

Mr. BACON. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report accompanying it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator will not do that. This 
the only bill I have left on the Calendar, and the chairman—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I surrender. 

Mr. BACON. I simply ask that the report be read. 
pose the Senator will not object to that. 

Mr. FRYE. The chairman told me it is the most meritorious 
bill of this kind that was before the committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What attracted my attention and ob- 
servation was.that the man is charged with desertion, and I do 
not like a charge—— 

Mr. ‘RYE. But he 
through the entire war. 

Mr. BACON, Very well; I do not insist on having the report 
read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


I sup- 


immediately reenlisted and served 


JOHN SHAUGHNESSY. 

The bill (H. R. 5297) to complete the naval record of John 
Shaughnessy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
directs the Secretary of the Navy to so amend the naval record 
of John Shaughnessy, late landsman, United States Navy, on 
U. 8. 8. Brooklyn, as to show him honorably discharged, to date 
from October 9, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
deyed to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PLATT NATIONAL PARK, SULPHUR, OKLA, 


The bill (S. 5164) to provide for the improvement of the 
Platt National Park, situated at Sulphur, Okla., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


with an amendment, on page 1, line 3, 
sand,” to strike out “two hundred 
“twenty,” so as to make the bill read: 
Ke it enacted, etc., That the sum of $20,000 is hereby appro 
out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwis 
priaied, for the improvement of the Platt National Park, 
Sulplwr, Okla., such m \ 
vision of the Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report with the bill. 
Mr. KEAN, I think the bill had better go over, 


before the word “ 


and fifty” and insert 


ippro- 


nev 


se him for money taken by burglars from the safe in 


Ought not the bill to be amended so as to pro- 


I will relieve the situation by objecting | 
is 


| Whole. 


It | 


| last one, but I see that this is mine. 
| three times unanimously from the Committee on Foreig 
| tions. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want it to go over, as far as 
am concerned, but I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. OWEN. The bill has already been disposed of in 
amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the bill had better 
definitely postponed. 

Mr. OWEN. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed 

The motion was agreed to. 


be 


TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA, 

The bill (S. 6246) authorizing the Secretary of the Int 
to s aside a certain tract of land for town-site purposes 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public L: 
with amendments. , 

The first amendme 


nt was, in section 1, page 1, line 7, 
the word “ quarter,” 


to insert in parentheses “(less 6.28 a 
right of way of the Missouri, Kansas and Oklahoma Railw 
so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to set 
for town-site purposes at Dewey, Okla., the south half of the 1 
west quarter of the northwest quarter, and the northeast quarter 
northwest quarter of the northwest quarter (less 6.28 acres ri 
way of the Missouri, Kansas Oklahoma Railway) of sec 
township north, range 15 east, formerly allotted to Julia Lew 
failed to establish her citizenship in the Cherokee Nation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 
the word “of,” to strike out “forty” and insert “two 
dred;” and in line 6, after the word “thereof,” to stri! 
“from the said Julia Lewis” and insert “and selling all « 
lots therein,” so as to make the section read: 

_ ‘That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to subdivide th: 

in accordance with the present streets and alleys laid out on su 
and to dispose of such lands to the credit of the Cherokee N: 
not exceeding the price of $200 per acre, giving the right of pur 
the lots heretofore acquired in good faith and for valuable cor 


and 


» 


ss 


page 2, line 4, 


auction to the highest bidder 
credit of the Cherokee Nation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendments were concurred in. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
the third time, and passed. 

HAWAIIAN POSTAL SAVINGS BANK. 

The bill (H. R. 11560) relating to unpaid Hawaiian P 
Savings Bank deposits was considered as in Committee of tly 
It provides that whenever, by reason of the death of 
any person and the want of an executor or administrat 
demand for moneys deposited in the Hawaiian Postal Sa 


for cash, depositing the same t 


| Bank can not be certified to by the governor of Hawaii a 


vided in section 102 of “An act to provide a government ! 
Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, the governor |! 
upon written application, certify to such demand as due t 
persons satisfactorily proved to him to be the persons who 
be entitled to the personal estate of the decedent by the te1 
the laws of Hawaii relating to the distribution of estate of i 


| tates, and his certificate so made, when sealed, counters': 
| and approved as provided in that section for other cer 
| shall have the same force and effect as such other certi 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amend: 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE, PARIS, FRANCE. 

The bill (S. 6641) to incorporate the American Natio! 

stitute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France, was announced a 


| in order. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Unless there is something specially 


| about the bill, I object to its present consideration. 


Mr. FRYE. One moment. I thought the other bill 


VW 
This bill has been ! 
It has twice passed the Senate without opposi(i 
Mr. CULBERSON. It is suggested around me tha 


possibly the last bill the Senator from Maine has on th 
| dar, and I withdraw the objection. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands | 


thou- | 


Mr. FRYE. Thanks to the Senator from Texas. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amend! 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thu 
apy | and passed. 
situated at | 
to be used and expended under the super- | 


ELLA M. COLLINS. 

The bill (S. 1750) to reimburse Ella M. Collins, 
master at Goldfield, Nev., for money expended for ¢ 
sistance and supplies, was considered as in Committ 
Whole. It proposes to pay to Ella M. Collins, late po: 








Ney., $821.08, to reimburse her for money ex- 
for necessary clerical assistance and supplies. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
d to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


nd Passt d. 


W. B. GRAHAM, 
bill (S. 6682) to reimburse W. B. Graham, late post- 
Ely, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance, 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
. W. B. Graham, late postmaster at Ely, 
» him for money 


It proposes to 
Ney., $3,335, to 


| was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
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expended for necessary clerical as- | 


1 to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third | 
passed. 
‘ERS AND MERCHANTS’ BANK OF MANDAN, N. DAK. 
(8. 3 3) for the relied of the Farmers and Mer- 
Bank of Ma ndan, N. Dak., was considered as in Com- 


f +} 


the W hole. It proposes to pay to the Farmers and 
Bank of Mandan, N. Dak., $57, being the amount 


tS Hank 
y which was contained in registered letter No. 65130, 


d to said bank by the United States Treasurer at 
ton, D. C., February 28, 1905, and destroyed in the 

of a postal ear near Hyndman, Pa., March 1, 1905. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


( be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
ed 
EDWARD T, LEWIS. 
1 (S. 1526) to correct the military record of Edward 


; considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
was reported from the Committee on Military 
to strike out 


Affairs 
all after the enacting clause 


dment, 


d T hereafter be held 
private of 
Volunteers, as of date 
ind he is hereby, 


Lewis an 


Lewis shall 

! y QJscharged 
svivania Infantry 
of War be, 


1id Edward T. 


and considered to 
Company K, Seventy 
May 1, 1864; and 
authorized and directed 
honorable discharge as of that 


as a 


That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue 
I ible by virtue of the passage of this act. 
dment w agreed to. 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
was concurred in. 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
third time, and passed. 
COAL LANDS IN ALASKA. 
1 (S. 6805) to encourage the development of coa 
( i. the Territory of Alaska was considered as in Com- 
the Whole. 
was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
' mendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 

















their heirs or assigns, who have in good faith per 
1 attorney in fact made locations of coal land in the 
ka in their own interest, prior to November 12, 1906, 
nee with ci ilar of instructions ued by the Secretary 
May 16, 1907, may consolidate their said claims or loca 
nm ! in a single claim, location, or purchase not to exceed 
cont s lands, not ex ling in length twice the 
thus consolidated, and for — purpose such persons, 
assigr y form associatior * corporations who may 
1 acquire title to such in accordance with th 
of law under which locations were original! 
Chat >< oration shall be permitted to consolidate 
‘ less 75 per cent of its stock shall be held 

i to enter coal lands in Alaska. 
. United States shall, at all times, have the prefer- 
> so much of the pi xduct of or ine 
inds sold under the provisions of this : as ! be 
t > of t A and Navy, and at suc h reasonable 
price as may be fixed by the President; but the pro- 
coal so purchased who may be dissatisfied with the price 
have the right to prosecute suits against the United 
( t of ¢ ‘aims for the recovery of any additional sum 


im as justly due upon such purchase. 











ny of the lands or deposits purchased under the pro 

t shall be owned, leased, trusteed, possessed, or con- 
device permanently, temporarily, directly, indirectly, 
ny manner whatsoever so that they form part of, or in 
t any con tion, or are in anywise < led by any 
1 the form of an unlawful trust, or f rm the subject of 
r conspiracy in restraint of trade in the mining or selling 
holding of such lands by any individual, part ners hip, 
ration, mortgage, stock ownership, or contr in 
acres In the district of Alaska, the title thereto Shall 
the United States by proceeding 7s instituted by the Attor- 


e United States in the courts for that purpose. 
very patent is a under this act shall expressly recite 
conditions prescribed in sections 2 and 3 hereof. 


ndment was agreed to. 
was reported to the 
was concurred in. 

. ‘8 ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
i time, and passed, 


Senate as amended, and the 


the { 


ir 


iS utte j OS- 
sible to carry out that section. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Mr. KEAN. I now move to strike out section 3. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not sure as to the effect of that section, 
| but as I caught the reading of it it seemed to be wise in its 
purpose, whether it is wisely drafted or not. I will venture to 
inquire what the bill is. I ask the Secretary to read the title 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read by its title 
‘The SECRETARY. Tun bill (S. 6805) to encourage the develop- 

ment of coal deposits in the Territory of Alaska. 
Mr. BAILEY. That is so far away that I will abide by the 


| of Cordova 





| amendment was 







































2D 


Mr. KEAN subsequently said: I should like to have read 
section 3 of Senate bill 6805, which was passed a few moments 
ago. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 









Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That if any of the lands or deposits purchased under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be owned, leased, trusteed, pos i, or con- 
trolled by any device permanently, temporarily, dir¢ y, indirectly, 
tacitly, or in any manner whatsoever so that they fo t r in 
any way effect any combination, or are in anywise b lled by any 
combination in the form of an unlawful trust, or form the subject of 
any contract or conspi straint of trade in the mining or sel 
ing of coal, or of any ! such | 1 Dy ! al, ] 

ip, ociation, corporation, mor ige, stock owners » Or < in 
excess of 2,560 acres in the dist of Alaska, the t t 
be forfeited to the United States by proc ngs il the 
Attorney-General of the United States in the courts for t 


Mr. KEAN. I move to reconsider the votes by which the bil 


was ordered to a third reading and passed. 


judgment of the committee. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey to strike out sec- 
tion 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
LANDS AT CORDOVA BAY, ALASKA. 
6418) authorizing the sale of | 
tay, in the Territory of Alaska, 
poses, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. TELLER. I object to the 
The VICE-PRES 


The bill (8S. id 


inds at the |] 
r pur- 


and for other 


consideration of the bill. 









































SIDENT. Objection is made by the Senator 
from Colorado to the consideration of the bil 
ALASKA TERMINAL AND NAVIGATION COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 6925) for the relief of the Alaska Terminal and 
gation Company was announced as next in order 
GUGGENHEIM. I object to the consideration of the 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made by the j r 

Senator from Colorado to the consideration of the | 











INDIAN 





ALLOTMENTS. 














The bill (S. 6775) construing certain provisions of an act of 



















































































































































































































































































Congress entitled “An act to divide a portion of the resery 

of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate 1 
itions, and to secure the relinqui ment of ft} | 

to the remainder, and for other purposes,” approved M 2 
iSS9, relating to Indian allotments, and fo her purpost 

was considered as in Committee of the W] 

The Sai ne vepented from the Committee on Indian Af 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting . 
and insert: 

That the Secret wy - the Inter be, and } i 
to « allotment t be made under the | 
M LZ LSSY, ex titled ‘An a to divide a 1 t 
of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into ‘ ‘ 

d to secure the relinquishment of tl Indian t I i 
and for other purposes,’ to any living children of th . 
India bel l ‘ iny f the Gi > 
t re and who ha not heret » been ¢ l. s I 
to which such Indian children belong is | essed 
tribal or reservation lands: nd fol i ) I 
not receive the quantity of land to } \ j 
provisions of the said act of March 2, 1889, tl S tary of » J 
terior shall cause to be al 4 to him sufficient ld ! ' n ft 
reservation to which he belon rs to mal get » with the 
land heretofore allotted to him, the ac re t y h he I 
under said act of Mi arch 2, 1889; and in ft 
Indian the additional lands to which i f ‘ ! y 

allotted to his heirs: Provided, T! the tr W } 
is possessed of any unallotted tribal or 1 n ] 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amende 
concurred 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
the third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res.178) for 

bers of the Board of Managers of the National 







































SOLDIERS. 
appointment of 


Home fi 
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abled Volunteer Soldiers was considered in Committee of the Mr. BRANDEGEE. Is that motion in order? 
Whole. It provides that Thomas J. Henderson, of Illinois; Wal- Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator from California insists upon 
ter P. Brownlow, of Tennessee; Edwin P. Hammond, of Indiana, | it, of course I shall not interpose, but the bill has been recop. 
and Joseph S. Smith, of Maine, shall be appointed as members | sidered once and amended by the legislative experience of the 
of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled | Senate, and I should like to know why the Senator now desires 
Volunteer Soldiers of the United States—Gen. Thomas J. Hen- | another reconsideration, 
derson to succeed himself, his term of service having expired Mr. FLINT. I desire a reconsideration for the reason that | 
April 21, 1808; Col. Walter P. Brownlow to succeed himself, his | reported the bill from the Committee on Public Lands, and 
term of service having expired April 21, 1908; Col. Edwin P. | when it was reached on the Calendar it was passed by the Sep. 
Hammond to succeed himself, his term of service having ex- | ate; and during my absence the bill was reconsidered and the 
pired April 21, 1908, and Gen. Joseph S. Smith to succeed Gen. | important provision in it, according to my mind, was stricken 
J. Marshall Brown, whose term of service would have expired | out. The bill provides for the consolidation of certain coal] 
on April 21, 1908, but who died on July 20, 1907. | claims to the amount of 2,560 acres. That is the limit to which 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without | they can be consolidated, and that provision limited the co) 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, | dation so that they could not be added to so as to make a m 
and passed. ber of consolidations. In other words, the total number of 
INLAND WATERWAYS COMMISSION. acres of coal land in Alaska in consolidation was limited t 


The bill (S. 7112) providing for the appointment of an | 2,960 acres. Now it is unlimited by striking out the provi- 
inland waterways commission, with the view to the improve- | §!02- ie 2 
ment and development of the inland waterways of the United | _ Mr. HOPKINS. There are some other provisions, I under- 
States, was announced as next in order. r | stand, that were stricken out that were really the objecti: nable 
Mr. McLAURIN. Let the bill go over. features. Does the Senator have any objection to the amend- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over at the request ment that was made on the motion of the Senator from New 
of the Senator from Mississippi. This completes the Calendar | Jersey? 
under the unanimous-consent agreement. Mr. FLINT. I do; if the bill is to be passed, I want it 
passed as it was reported from the committee. 
NATIONAL FORESTS, Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I move that the Senate proceed to the | whether this colloquy is proceeding by unanimous consent? 
consideration of the bill (S. 4825) for acquiring national for-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is proceeding by unanimous con- 
ests in the Southern Appalachian Mountains and White Moun- | cent. 


tains, Mr. BRANDEGEE. I shall have to object to the further con- 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee | sideration of it at this time. 
of the Whule, proceeded to consider the bill. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Senator 
Mr. KEAN, This bill does not displace the unfinished busi- | from Connecticut demands the regular order. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. No; it d t displace the unfinist secihata a ta tl 
Mr. Al ©GEE. No; it does not displa 1e she : . ; re : 
business : That was laid aside ae The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
; ease ee Fe ee : . . , sideratio F > bi S. 4825) fo ing national forests 
Mr. President, to my mind, the pending bill embodies a propo- oan = = atin op net Sone ee ian aati 
sition which is as important to the country as any proposed Me - BRANDEGEE I ae that the Secretary “resul e the 
legislation before this body. The argument in favor of protect- adie of petitions. Fs i a ae 
ing our natural resources, and especially for preserving 7 ; ‘ a , : . ' 
eee as 5 anata 4 especially ‘or preserving the | “he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
navigability of our navigable streams, has been so frequently ; : ; ve 
eOReT ‘ nae ‘ heal : ; ~ | will proceed with the reading of the petitions. 
presented that I do not care to rehearse it again upon this floor. The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading, the peti- 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who was temporarily | ,. at a a ler +g: ani Ts : a 
called out of the Chamber, desires to make some remarks upon lens DENS OS US: A 13, 1908 
the bill, and at the conclusion of his remarks I shall take occa- wo tne i R tatives of these — 
3j answer sue iecti og navy hav, saat "o the House o epresentative: 
sion to answer suc h objections as he may have to the measure. United States in Sictieth Congress assembled: 
Pending that, I send to the desk and ask to have read by the We, the undersigned, of the executive council of the Connecticut 
Secretary two petitions in favor of this legislation, of which | State Board of Trade, do hereby respectfully petition your | noré 
hundreds and thousands have reached this body. The petitions | body concerning the measure now pending before — ane egy poe Gn 
describe so concisely the conditions which exist and the reasons | Kehadadbéan dseumtainn® acquiring national forests in the | 
for the passage of this legislation that I send them to the desk | We are convinced that the powerful array of facts presented by 
as a type of the thousands that have been sent here. I ask that | Government experts and other well-known authorities at the hearing 
the Secretary may read them. before the House veered A a ae held Pern? Z 
, TIOR_PRRS a heee a ‘ ‘ : have clearly demonstrated that the rapic estruction 0 the fi 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary | the watersheds of the mountain ranges specified is directly res 
will read as requested. for the alternate droughts and Sends of chose spaseatate rivers 
T Secretary Ae res iti . — their sources in these mountains, thereby seriously damaging 
rhe eC retary proce eded to read the petition of the executive navigability for commerce, rendering the water-power running 
council of the Connecticut State Board of Trade. 


and factories during the dry season useless, and causing enormous losses 
Mr. CARTER. I inquire of the Senator from Connecticut ow by saeenes ith tall 4 ref 

c+ oz, -arve > gama a. ate iit eis n our own Commonwealth, especially, we would refer you to | 
if it would serve the same purpose to have the petitions printed testimony at said hearing as to the changes in the navigability of 
in the Recorp? | Connecticut River in the vicinity of Hartford, Conn., making it « 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I think not, Mr. President. These are | fer even light-Graft, vessels aes peas, to reach sorte, docks, « 
a . anarn 4s 1 +1: - i the silting of the channel and protracted low stages of water. , 
very short papers and I should like to have them read to the It having been clearly shown that it is impossible for the separate 
Senate. States to cope with this vast problem, and that it is for the t 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, do I understand that the Sen- eS eee, > agoniees sm me en welfare t 

- axrnects va » hi . catia Ante? Wedera yovernment should undertake Ss work, we, as re! 
ator exper ts to get be the bill under the agreement to day? tives of the entire business interests of the State of Connec'! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate on a | respectfully request of your honorable body the immediate and © 
motion. attention = the ee ee ~— we do further hope 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senate has voted to proceed to the | fr the speedy enactment of this vital measure. 

Ep . : % - , Charles E. Chandler, president Connecticut State I 
vonsideration of the bill, I will say to the Senator from Trade; Willard & Warren, secretary ; Edward | 
Colorado. ley, Zalmon Goodsell, Henry C. Dwight, Geo 

Mr. TELLER. What I wanted to know was whether we ite De et ~ , 
would be limited in our remarks as we would have been during Ginley,’ Theo. B. Beach, T. H. McKenzie, Homer 
the former part of the day. Cummings, George E. Hinman, T. C. Richards 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I think there is no limit to debate now. tive council of the State Board of Trade. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to the bill being pro- THE ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE ADIRONDACKS: 
ceeded with. To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of America in Congress ass 
COAL LANDS IN ALASKA, tour mamortalist, the Association for the Protection ot tl 
orn i acks, realizing the importance of the ends sought to be 4! L 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President, during my absence from the | H. R: 10457, entitled “A bill for Acquiring forests in the South 
Chamber the bill (S. 6805) to encourage the development of coal me A some Br ae ee the — a. a expr 
deposits in the Territory of Alaska was reconsidered, and a | #Pproval of the bill and respectfully urges its enactment. 

. . . ‘ Of the elementary operations of nature none is of more \V 
motion was made to strike out one section and then the bill tance to the welfare of mankind than the endless circuit of ™ 
was again passed. I desire to move a reconsideration of the vote | rising by evaporation from the ocean, carried by the clo 
by which the bill was passed. precipitated to the earth, and Sones by lake and stream ' 

° 8s 


Saal an < ‘ again. But to be of value to man this supply of water, so Lene 
Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to a reconsideration. provided, must be conserved by either natural or artificial means. 


SOjl- 





ee 


ae 


ame yesh 


Scot 






































. the least expensive, and the most beneficial conservers 
the forests. between which and the fallen rain there is 
for while the rain on the one hand waters the 
them grow for all the manifold uses to which wood 
: the trees, on the other hand, by providing the absorb- 
flo end by retarding the melting of snows, restrain the 
t water so that it may be employed with economy, safety, 
for the equally manifold purposes of agriculture, com- 
facture, sanitation, and domestic use. 
has provided an endless round in the movement of mois- 
-ovided a similar round in the reproduction of trees; 
is difference: It has not been demonstrated to the satis- 
ence that man can do anything in the long run to in- 
ish the amount of rain precipitated; but it has been 
ted only too lamentably that he can interrupt the round of 
n of organie growths, with disastrous results. 
rests to satisfy 
orant improvidence of future needs which takes 
s for reproduction, a double evil is wrought. Not only is 
supply cut off, but the once beneficent rains, relieved of 
estraint. become agents of destruction. The soil of the 
oO ‘ li away at a rate a thousand times faster than when 
rest covering, and the rivers become spasmodic and un- 
one time torrents, at another so reduced in 


vice; 


adimin 





dangerous 
be valueless for agriculture, commerce, manufacture, or 
il purposes. 


things have been exemplified in the State of New York, 





the forestry condition in no single State east of the Mis- | 

sely resembles the general forestry condition in the east- | 

ted States as does that of this State. New York was once 
red from border to border, and if providently used, the | 

lv would have been inexhaustible. But it has not so been 
rhe forests over a greater part of the State have been erased 
for reproduction, and with thé result that there is | 

visible timber supply for only about twenty-five years. This 


t the same as that estimated for the visible timber sup- 

nation at large. 

1 timber famine, but also mill streams once reliable have become 

the memory of the present generation, and larger rivers 
haracterized by destructive floods. 


ions li 


ke these are imminent within the areas of the proposed 
S 1 Appalachian and White Mountain national forests and the 
tributary thereto, unless the Federal Government, exercising its 
} function—which is to provide not only for the present, but also 
tions to come—steps forward and interposes the protective 

I hich it alone has the means to command. 


ot turn to desert tracts of the Old World for warning or 
ly managed forests of some foreign countries for encour- 
ience of our own country is already eloquent with 






















BUILDING, 


New 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. 


York, March 23, 1908. 
Mr. President, the bill now before the 










heretofore been agreed to are, first, in section 1, page 1, line 3, 

atter the words “Secretary of Agriculture,” to insert “for 

the purpose of preserving the navigability of navigable streams.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Now, Mr. President, I ask the Secretary 

to state the amendment heretofore adopted, in line 4. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the Senator from Connecticut is 
y offering these amendments. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. No. The Senator from Colorado per- 
aps does not know that these amendments had been agreed 
7 y the Senate when the bill was under consideration on 
Mr. TELLER. I was not aware of that fact. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I believe that is the fact. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 
Mr. BRANDEGER. In section 1, lines 4 and 5, I move to 


Str a ' 


ike out the words “for national-forest purposes.” 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 





















lr. BRANDEGER. 






ove to insert the words “for the purpose of preserving 
vigability of navigable streams.” 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. 
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By the oblit- | 


an overreaching desire for present gain | 


And not only is the State, like the nation, | 


on concert the evils of improvidence;: and our knowledge | 
iling laws of nature accords its unimpeachable warranty to 
nee concerning the beneficent results of forest protection and 
siderations of public policy, of common business sense, and of 
moving to the enactment of the bill under consideration are 
rful that we again commend it to your favorable consideration. 
THE ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE ADIRONDACKS. 


S s already been read and amended, and I will ask the | 
Si ary to state the amendments which have been hereto- 
fi adopted. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ments to the bill which have already been agreed to. 


lhe Secretary. The amendments to the bill which have | 


Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 
t fe SECRETARY. In section 1, page 1, lines 4 and 5, after the | 
we (ulre,” it is proposed to strike out “for national-for- 
est Cs s,” 

q mendment was agreed to. 


In section 8, page 2, at the end of line | 


ann The amendment proposed by the | 
senator from Connecticut will be stated. 
- r © SECRETARY. In section 3, page 2, at the end of line 23, 
__. -roposed to insert “for the purpose of preserving the 
we" gaduity of navigable streams.” 
‘ amendment was agreed to. 

word @ ne NDEGEE. In section 6, page 4, line 1, after the 
Mice, xe ibe,” that section having provided as to the juris- 
““on of the United States over the lands proposed to be 


| taken and for the sale of such parts as were adapted for agri- 


culture, I move to amend by adding the words: 
And in case of such sale the jurisdiction over the lands sold shall 
ipso facto revert to the State in which the lands sold lie. 


proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 
The Secretary. In section 6, page 
“ prescribe,” it is proposed to insert: 
And in ¢: such sale 
ipso facto revert to the State 


| 
| 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 
r the word 


ise of the jurisdi 


tion over the lands sold shall 
in which the lands sold lie, 

agreed to. 

In section 9, page 5, line 7, before the 


10” 


The amendment was 
Mr. BRANDEGER. 
| words “ per centum,” I move to strike out “ 


and insert “ 25 


so as to make the bill conform to the amendment which was 
adopted upon the agricultural appropriation bill as to the per- 
centage of receipts from the administration of national forests 


| which should be paid to the States. 
| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 
| ‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. BRANDEGEBR. I do. 


| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is not possible to hear what 


| is going on. I suppose the Senator from Connecticut is trying 
| to perfect his bill so as to present it to the Senate in proper 
shape. I have no objection to that. I am objecting to the bill, 


not in detail, but on principle. I have no objection to the Sen- 
ator making any amendment which he thinks will improve his 
bill. I should like the Senator, after he in proper 
shape, to have it printed, so that we may see it as he desires it 
to stand. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I should not think that 
there was any occasion for reprinting the bill. The bill has 
simply been amended by inserting the words “for the purpose 
of preserving the navigability of navigable streams;” and I 
| should not think that any reprint of the bill was necessary be- 
cause a simple amendment had been adopted. 

The reason for that amendment was this: It had been 
posed when the bill was reported that its object was sufficiently 
described by the language authorizing the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to purchase lands deemed to be “more valuable for 
the regulation of stream flow than for other purposes, and 
situated on the watersheds of navigable streams.” Inasmuch 
as certain Senators claimed that that was not the true object 
of the bill, but that the true object of the bill was to take the 
lands for the purpose of preserving the forests, I think it is 
well to distinctly specify that the object of the bill is the pre- 
| servation of the waters of navigable streams. 

Having stated that much, if the Senator from Colorado de- 
sires to address the Senate in opposition to the measure, I have 
said all I care to say at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Conne: 
offered an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In section 9, page 5, line 7, before the words 
| “per centum,” it is proposed to strike out “ten,” and insert 
| “twenty-five,” so as to read: 

That 25 per cent of all money received during any fiscal year from 
| each national forest, 
| And so forth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think we who are opposed 
to this bill are entitled to have it printed: and if the Senator 
does not ask for that, I am going to ask for it myself, so that 
| we may have by to-morrow a copy of the bill as it now stands. 
| I do not suppose the Senator expects to pass the bill to-night. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. Very well. I have no objection to the 
Senator asking that the bill be reprinted, or I will ask to have 
it reprinted if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do desire it. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. So that it may be ready to-morrow. 


vets his bill 


sup- 


‘ticut has 


But 


I should like to have the Senator proceed with his remarks, if 
he cares to do so, now. 
| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, while I do not want to tire 
the Senate I want to say that I will not be able to conclude 


to-night on this bill. 
so that I may speak 
the discussion of the 
Mr. CARTER. 
stances 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Then, Mr. President, I will not ask the 
attention of the Senate any further this afternoon to the bill 
but will ask to have it laid aside and printed as amended. 
Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate 
Mr. TELLER. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Con- 
necticut, I will proceed in the morning. 


So I should like to have the bill reprinted 
on it to-morrow morning if we continue 
measure. 

Mr. President, I presume under the circum- 
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pi aah es eh Lah alert Peete 


6328 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. That will be very agreeable. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Calendar No. 544, Senate bill 6484. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Senator 
from Connecticut? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask that the bill be printed as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I now ask that the bill be temporarily 
laid aside, and I also ask unanimous consent that it be made 
the unfinished business following Senate joint resolution No, 74. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CARTER. I think the Senate had better retain control 
over its time and procedure. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill 6484. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I asked unanimous consent, and I did 
not understand that there was any objection to my request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not know that I shall 
be able to be present to-morrow, and I desire to make a brief 
suggestion in regard to this bill before it is laid aside. 

This bill proposes that the Government of the United States 
shall purchase land for the purpose of selling it again. That is 
written in the bill. On a former occasion, when that was pro- 
posed in regard to certain lands in Oregon, I stated my posi- 
tion as being against a proposition of that kind. I do not think 
that the Government of the United States has the power to 
purchase land for the purpose of selling it again. It has en- 
gaged in many kinds of business, but never before in that char- 
acter of business. This bill proposes that the Government shall 
appropriate $5,000,000 for the purpose of purchasing land of 
private owners, and in section 6 it proposes that the Government 
may sell it again at such prices as may be fixed by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. 


ever. It has never been done and, in my judgment, it can not 
properly be done. The United States is authorized to acquire 
property for certain purposes—for its purposes—but to pay 
$5,000,000 for land for the express purpose, as stated in the bill, 
of selling it again is entirely beyond the power of Congress. 


I merely desired to state my position because the question has | 
been previously before the Senate, and I shall be glad to have 


any Senator state any authority upon which such a proceeding 
can be based. I am not going to object to the details in regard 
to the bill or the creation of this forest reserve. The Govern- 
ment may reserve its own lands; but to purchase lands for the 
purpose of reserving them or for the purpose of selling them is 
entirely beyond any power possessed by the Government of the 
United States; and with that suggestion I have nothing further 
to say. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, before the Sentor from Idaho 
takes his seat—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It seems to me that he states the language 
of that section a little broader than it is. In reading the sec- 


tion it occurs to me that it is simply a precautionary section, | 


providing that if in the purchase of this real estate for the 
purpose of aiding navigation land should be acquired that 
would not be necessary for the purposes intended, the Govern- 
ment of the United States would have the right and authority 
to dispose of it. I think that is quite a different proposition 
from the one stated by the Senator. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think the Senator has 
overlooked the language of this bill contained in line 19 and the 
succeeding lines on page 8, which states expressly that this 


right shall apply to lands more valuable for agriculture. That | 


question should be determined before the purchase of lands, if 
the Government has the right to purchase lands at all. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? ° 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I want to correct the Senator. The 
first section does not provide for the purchase of lands more 
valuable for agriculture, but quite the contrary—of lands “‘ more 
valuable for the regulation of stream flow than for other pur- 
poses,” 

Mr. HEYBURN. I referred to the language in section 6, 
and not to the language in section 1. 
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Mr. BRANDEGEE. The language of section 6, if the Senator 
will allow me to call his attention to that fact—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I was just going to read it. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, I wish the Senator would read, then, the 
whole of it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will read that part of it that applies. 

Sec. 6. That whereas small areas of land chiefly valuable fo 
culture may of necessity or by inadvertence be included in traci 
quired under this act, the Secretary of Agriculture may, in his digs. 
cretion, and he is hereby authorized, upon application or otheryw 
to examine and ascertain the location and extent of such areas 
his opinion may be occupied for agricultural purposes without 
to the forests and which are not needed for public purposes, ar 
list and describe the same by metes and bounds, or otherwise. ; 
offer them for sale as homesteads at their true value, to be fixed 
him, to actual settlers in tracts not exceeding 80 acres in area. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE.” Now, will the Senator permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Under that language, do I understand 
the Senator to claim that this bill authorizes the Government 
to buy land for the purpose of selling it, or is it a precautionary 
and a wise provision that if the Government does buy a large 
tract of land, and it happens to contain a piece that is fit for 
agriculture, which is not needed for the Government’s purpose 
the Government may get rid of it? And what is there wrong 
about that? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is a violation of the very principle upon 
which this Government rests. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. Has not the Government the right to 
sell the timber on its own lands? 

Mr. HEYBURN. On its own lands the Government may do 
as it sees fit. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Are not these to be the Government's 


vy 


| lands if it has bought them and paid for them? 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, perhaps that may be the 


| purpose the Senator has in mind: but unfortunately the | 
Mr. President, there is no provision in the Constitution of | 
the United States that authorizes any such proceedings what- | 


guage of the bill gives the Government the right, at the option 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, to sell these lands without 
limit. It may be found that 5 per cent or 90 per cent of these 
lands belong to the class that may be resold by the Govyern- 
ment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator has answered the propositi 
to which I was going to call his attention. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to ask the Senator this 
question: If the Government has a right to buy the land, has il 
not an equal right to sell it if it has not further use for it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not feel that I am called upon to 
swer that question. The question of the right to buy Jands iy 
the Government is limited and defined by the Constitul 


| Says exactly for what purpose the Government may bv; 
| lands; and in the absence of such a provision the Government 


would have no right to buy any lands. 

This bill proposes to give the Government, first, the right! 
buy lands for the purpose of creating a forest reserve; aud 
then it provides that the Government may sell those lands, to! 
under a rule prescribed in the act, but under a rule to be cet 
mined by the Secretary of Agriculture, and no limit 
as to the quantity of land that may be sold nor is an) 
fixed. 

I am not attacking this bill on a question of senti 
because of any views that I may entertain in regard 
wisdom or unwisdom of creating forest reserves, bec 


| not necessary in the consideration of this bill to e 


that question at all. I am speaking of the power of 
ernment to purchase lands and providing in the act 
the purchase that the Government may resell them 
cultural purposes. 

Mr. President, that question was before us in tli 
case, and I think the sentiment of the Senate at thai 
practically unanimous in support of the position tha! 
take. It was there provided that the Government 1 


demn—which is a method of purchase—lands in the Sule ' 
1 


Oregon for the purpose of subjecting them to the L« 
Service. There was a large tract of land in Oregon, | ' 
of which would not agree to enter into a reclamation PP""" 
and the Department having charge of the Reclamatio >*" 
desired that Congress should enable them to acquire tat h™ 
by condemnation or otherwise. I then stated the lec r 
tion as I state it to-day—that it was not a question 0! |’ 
but that it was a question of power. If the Governmelk ©" 
buy lands proposed to be purchased under this bill, it ca! *” 








pose, itcan buy 20,000,000 acres for 


visions, we should not legislate 


on upon the subject. 


\ be a very large proportion of t 
n by the Government to perso 
j them, subject to the rules and r 


legislation. 


| «ay 


} 


1 1 the amount in this bill Ww 


ed in the legislation itself that 
it. That is a plain legal propositi 


have heard it stated and I have 


u as much in favor of conserving ; 
of the people the natural resoures 

in this body or as anyone elsewl 
because you are in favor of the ( 

\ ire to make a reckless provision of 
( rhnment spends $5,000,000 to ae 


the Government to do this thing, Waiving the question of pol 


icy, it involves the power of the 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 
Mr. HEYBURN. I will yield in 


United States should not lose sight 
in dealing with this question out 


Ss body, and we are bound to consic 


{ 

I . 
policy or as a matter of sentiment. 
i 

t 


Government, and Congress 
d not, the Senate of the United States- 





a moment. The Senate of 
of the question of its 
of sympathy with a 
We are all lawmakers in 


ler the question as to thé 


t of the power which we may exercise, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, 
Idaho takes his Seat, I desire to ca 
t the bill does not provide for 
; : 


it the Government is to acquire the lar 


sift. In acquiring land in this ma 


ent must have in order to 
| unless the entire farm 


ded for the purposes provide 
sed of by the Government. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, 
There is no difference in law, 


tion 6 is a very wise provision, bee 
occur In many instances that the owne 
ught to be bought will not sell the 


ight to be a provision in the bill, 


before the Senator from | 


ll to his attention the fact 
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all of the lands in a State. If it ¢ 


an buy 1 acre for this pur- | the ¢ 
this purpose. Careful legis- | was valuable 
tion for the creation of this reserve should provide that the | 
Government would only buy such lands as it intended to keep 
permanently for this purpose. That would be careful 


legisla- | as it seems to me, 
If we have not time to consider 


and make certain those buy uniforms for 
at all. Until it is definitely 
ermined what lands the Government will 


heed, waiving the Mr. HOPKINS. 
question of its right to purchase them, there 


should be no legis- 


Seen it in print that there 
hese lands that will be sold 
is for the purpose of farm- 
egulations that the Forestry 
vice Iay make in regard to the conditions under which they 

be farmed. That is the avowed purpose and intent of 


und preserving to the 
‘Ss of the country as any 
1ere, but it does not fol- 
rovernment so doing that 
this kind whereby the 
quire an indefinite tract of 
or & very large tract of land— and there is no limit placed 
ith the understanding ex- 
the Government is to resell 
on involving the power of 


> 


the condemnation of land, 


nner it seems to me that 
ause it will undoubtedly 
rs of the real estate that 
> hecessary part that the 
conserve the interests of 


( 

t is taken, while a portion of it 
hay hot be needed by the Government. 
{ 

] 


Under such conditions 
So that the land that is 


“1 in the bill can be redis- 


condemnation is purchase, 


It is only one method of 
pul nase, 


Mr. HOPKINS. ‘The Senator 


ol d condemn just such land 

| could take it; but if the Govern 
lust take what the seller will a 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, 
idea that the Government will be 
land for the price of $5,000,000. 
tl roposition, y 
al ‘ropriating $5,000,000 for the purpose of 

| with a Provision that the (¢ 

Ki part of them if it acquires th 
It res them under the provision 
it be by purchase or gift or by the leg 
t kes not the Slightest difference, 
Power of the Government to acquire 
a § of them, either by gift or 


Mr, BRANDEGER. Of course I ca 


‘tor correctly states the purpose of 

th a8 is perfectly plain to my m 

. ‘eds is to preserve the havigability of navig: 
It is not for the purpose of buying 

tt again at all. It proposes to buy 

COns ; 


or of the water, to deliver 


= and in my judgment the G 

States hae : " ‘ : 

the war. JUSt as good authority to | 
Ae W 


—o ter at the source of a navig: 
uild 


As lo sellin 
quired for th 


will agree with me in this, 
ler condemnation proceedings the ( 


rovernment could zo 


» and such only, as it needed, 


nent purchases the land it 


gree to dispose of. 

this bill proceeds upon the 
able to obtain title to this 
You can not get away from 
“Ou do not need to hame the process. We 


acquiring lands, 
overnment shall or may 
em. If it acquires them, 
of this act, and whether 
gal method of condemna- 
It is a question of the 
lands for the purpose of 
by sale or by any other 


nh not admit that the Sen- 
the bill. The purpose of 
ind and as it states in so 
able streams. 


land for the purpose of selling 


Some forests to act as a 
it under control to the | 
overnment of the United 
yuy a forest and conserve 


gable river as it would have to 
Calm or canal in the interest of navigation, 


g the surplus parts of the land that 
at purpose, if the Senator’s contention were true 


are not re- 


1d by purchase or 


there in private ownership. 


to me for just one moment, 
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xovernment would be compelled to keep a lot of land that 


and the proceeds from the sale of which could 
so toward preserving the havigability of streams. It would be 
obliged to Keep it. The Senator's theory would result in this, 
that while the Government has the right to 
its soldiers and Ammunition and guns, it has 
no right to sell what it does not need after it has bought it, 
I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Connecticut to an instance in American history where a 
| Very large tract of land was purchased by the Government of 
the United States and subsequently conveyed to its citizens, [| 
refer to the Louisiana purchase, where we paid many millions of 
dollars for the purpose of increasing the territory of the United 
States and subsequently disposed of it—land on which we now 
have a number of splendid States of the Union. 
Mr. BACON, I should like to inquire of the 

Illinois if the State of Idaho was not « 

property ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Part of it, at least. 

Mr. HEYBURN. What the Governme 
of sovereignty. It did not buy 

It bought the right of gove 
in the Louisiana purchase. 

Mr. BACON. How did it acquire the title to the property? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The property passed by 1 
ereignty. 

Mr. BACON. The title passed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The sovereignty passed. 

Mr. BACON. And the title also. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask the Senator hx 
did we pay for the Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. BACON. If I knew the number of 
into $15,000,000, I could tell the Senator. 

Mr. HEYBURN. There is ho analogy whatever between the 
money paid to the French Government for the I 
chase and the proposition before t} 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is a 
the Senator recognize the fact that we not only purchased the 
property, but that we actually purchased the identica] land ? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There is no word of mention 
ment by which we acquired the Louisiana purchase with refer- 
ence to the land that came to us by virtue of that sovereignty. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. | Should like to ask the Senator i 
matter of the Louisiana purchase as well as the Gadsden pur- 
chase and other purchases which we have made what the soy- 
ereignty would have been worth if we had not got the land. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We did hot purchase it as a land purchase, 
If we purchased it for the 


Senator from 
‘arved out of that very 


nt bought was the right 
the land at so much an acre. 
rnment and the right of Sovereignty 


reason of the soy- 


W much an acre 


acres and divided it 


uisiana pur- 
1¢ Senate. 


very able lawyer. Does not 


in the instru- 


1 the 


purpose of ownership, we purchased 
it from a foreign country. The Government has never claimed 
or exercised the right to purchase the land of its own citizens, 


and I think I will not be diverted to the consid rati 
Louisiana purchase in expressing 


on of the 
my objections to the | gal 
right of the Government to purchase 
for this purpose. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly, 

Mr. CULBERSON, | should like to ask. before the Senator 
foes entirely from this proposition, if that 
rather a mixed one? Did not the inhabitants within that see- 
tion at the time of the Louisiana purchase them 
which the Government did not take by | 
der only the Government got? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. The Government did not purchase 
the private ownership of lands that were included within the 
Louisiana cession. It did not deal with private titles at a] a xe 
purchased whatever went with the Sovereignty over that 
main—nothing more. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where did the Government of 
States get the legal title which it subsequently gave to the 
various citizens who acquired title from the Government? 

Mr. CULBERSON,. That was to the public land in that ter- 
ritory. 


Mr. HEYBURN. It never did get title to 


t 


land from private citizens 


question is not 


selves own land 
uurchase? The remain- 


} 
Ue 


the United 


an acre of land 


PLATT NATIONAL PARK, SULPHUR 


*, OKLA, 
Mr. OWEN. I wish the Senator from Idaho would yield 


Mr HEYBURN, I yield for a moment. 
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Mr. OWEN. I move to reconsider the action of the Senate 
in postponing indefinitely the bill (S. 5164) to provide for the 
improvement of the Platt National Park, situated at Sulphur, 


Okla., and that it be restored to its place on the Calendar. 
wish it to retain its place on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am not sure that that was 
an infraction of the rule which the Senate has adopted to pre- 
vent a very common and very objectionable practice which 
obtained very largely in the Senate of interrupting Senators 
upon the floor for the purpose of asking the Senate to give 
attention to other business. I only call attention to it now— 
I did not do so at the time—in order that it may not appear 
that we have become indifferent or forgetful of that rule. I 


am not sure it was a violation. It was in spirit, if not in letter. | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is quite 
right. In the later days of the session, when the Senate is 
pressed with the consideration of appropriation bills, and when 
many amendments must be offered to be printed, and when 
many Senators are necessarily absent from the Chamber on 
conference committees, the Chair is inclined to be liberal in the 
interpretation of the rule, if the Senate does not object. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Chair is quite correct in that. 

NATIONAL FORESTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


sideration of the bill (S. 4825) for acquiring national forests 
in the Southern Appalachian Mountains and White Mountains. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think the suggestion of the Senator from 
Texas is very much in point, as I understood his sugges- 
tion, that we did not undertake to acquire property in private 


the right which the Government had, which carried with it the 
right to dispose of the public lands. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator will allow me to make a sug- 


to me that that was a cession of sovereignty over this territory 
to this Government by the Government of France. We took by 
cession the sovereignty that France exercised, and by virtue 
of the sovereignty of course we held the public lands within 
the territory. 

Mr. BACON, I think if the Senator will examine—— 


that is the right to acquire land within a State under the Con- 
stitution for any purpose other than the purposes for which the 
Constitution provides we may acquire it. 


The fact of the business is that at the time of the purchase 


simply bought a contract. 


Mr. HEYBURN. The fact is that there had been, a few | 
months prior to the negotiations with the French Government, 


an arrangement between Spain and the French Government 
which had not really been consummated at that time. 

Mr. BACON. That is what I say. We bought a contract. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to make the further suggestion, 
though, that Mr. Jefferson, under whose banner the Senator 
from Georgia, I believe, marches, doubted, indeed denied, that 
we had the constitutional authority to do that. 


Mr. BACON. That is a side question which I do not want | 


to stop to discuss. It has been discussed a good many times. 
I. pljad guilty to marching under the banner of Jefferson. I 
am only sorry the Senator from Oregon does not. 


Mr. FULTON. I knew the Senator was proud of it. That | ment with reference to section 6 is at least conceding, for tle 


| sake of argument, that the bill is valid in its general purpose. 


is why I mentioned it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not intend, so far as 
my action is concerned, to protract the consideration of this 
question further than to call attention to this question of power, 
in order that it may not be said hereafter that the attention of 
the Senate was not directed to that question. 

If the Government can purchase this land for this purpose 
and dispose of it as provided by section 6 of the pending bill, 
then, if in the judgment of the Government a community of 
farmers in any State of the Union are not making the best use 
of the land, the Government may purchase it for the purpose 
of redistribution to others who, in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment, may make better use of it. 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I quite agree with what the Senator 
from Idaho says to the effect that the Government of the 
United States has no power to engage in the business of buyin; 
and selling land. The Government has no right to purchase ; 
piece of land for the express purpose of selling it again. | 
agree with him about that. But the Government of the Unite 
States has the right, for example, to acquire land for the p. 
pose of a military post. The Senator will agree with me abou 
that. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Constitution gives it that right. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. Now, suppose the Governme 
had under an act of Congress purchased a large tract of land 
for a military post, and that it should thereafter turn out t! 
certain small areas were not necessary for military us 
would the Senator say that Congress could not authorize a sak 
of those small areas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No, Mr. President, I would not say so, be 


| cause Congress may under the law dispose of property that 
| no longer needed for governmental purposes. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. One other question. 
Mr. HEYBURN. All right. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. If Congress has the power, after the 


| property has been acquired for a specified purpose, to dispos: 

of small areas that are not needed for that purpose, may it not 
| legally provide in advance that if it shall turn out by inad- 
| vertence or in any other way that certain small portions of the 
ownership under the Louisiana purchase, We simply acquired | 


tract to be acquired for a legitimate purpose are not needed for 
that purpose, they may be disposed of? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Are we to act on the assumption that we 
are acting inadvertently? That is the conclusion which natural) 


Ly 


assumption and a tacit admission that at the time of the enact- 


| ing of the legislation we are probably acting inadvertently. 
| Are we in the habit of enacting laws which at the time of their 
gestion which probably he has covered by his answer. It seems | 


enactment are probably inadvertent? 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am not speaking of the legislation as 


| being seemly, but I am speaking of it from the standpoint of 


being legal. We have the power to do that; and I underston 
the Senator from Idaho was attacking section 6 upon the groun 


1 
A 
} 
A 


| that we had power to pass it; not that it was not seenly 
| legislation. 

Mr. FULTON. But I want to say this: It occurs to me that | 
a different question, for other reasons, is presented here, and | 


Mr. HEYBURN. The conditions cited by the Senator from 
Utah with reference to the purchase of land for military reser- 


vations or like purposes have no application whatever to a Dill 


which proposes to purchase land for the purposes mentioned in 


| this bill. It is a constitutional power especially given to Con- 
Mr. BACON. I think if the Senator will examine the his- | 


torical facts he will become satisfied he is mistaken in saying | 
the Government of France transferred to us the sovereignty. | 


gress to acquire lands for necessary military purposes. The 
language of the Constitution restricts the power to acquiring land 
for necessary purposes; not for speculative purposes—for the 


| purpose of determining afterwards whether we may or may not 
France was not in possession of the property. Spain was. We | 


need them—but for necessary purposes. 

The Senator will not claim for one moment that the doctrine 
suggested by him might be extended to the case which I have 
cited of the Government purchasing land, because in its juds- 
ment the land may be disposed of by the Government to persons 
who will make a better use of it or a more profitable use, 1! lier 
in the interest of individuals or in the interest of the Goyern- 
ment. There is no analogy between the cases. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not understand that the Senator 
from Idaho, in attacking the provisions contained in section °, 


| is claiming that the general purpose of the bill is beyond the 


power of Congress. That is an entirely different matter. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I reserved that point, because I did not 
care to confuse the consideration of two legal propositions—° 
the right to purchase for the purposes of this bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then the Senator in making his arc 


Mr. HEYBURN. I so stated. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. : 

Mr. HEYBURN. But I concede it only for the purpose © 
the argument. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. So conceding, what difference in prim 
ciple is there between the case presented by this bill and \ 
illustration I gave the Senator with reference to the purcis 
of land for military reservations? ; 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘The difference is found in the Janguase “ 
section 6. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. In other words, the proposition ' 
which I invite the attention of the Senator is this: Assums, 




































































out after the purchase has been made that certain small areas 
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for the sake of argument, that Congress has a right to pass a 
.w providing for the purchase of lands of this character for 
the purpose of protecting its navigable streams, then, if it turns | 


e not necessary for that purpose, they may be disposed of; 
Congress may afterwards authorize them to be disposed of; 
4 if Congress could do it afterwards, so far as the question 
nower is concerned, I see no reason why Congress could not 
vide for it in advance. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Unfortunately for the argument of the | 
Senator, section 6 does not base it upon the question of neces- 
. but leaves it to the discretion of the Secretary of Agricul- 
Mr. President, we must take this bill as it is before us, 
i not as it might have been written. The bill contemplates 
m its face the reselling of this property for the very pur- 
ose to which it is now devoted—agriculture. The Government 
ht, under the policy insisted upon by the Senator from Utah | 
by the Senator in charge of this bill, purchase farms that | 
re not, in the judgment of the Government, being well ad- 
ministered, in order that it might experiment and see whether 
or not it could put them to a better use, and then in the event 
that it could not put them to a better use, retain the right to 
resell them for the same purposes for which they were devoted 
when the Government purchased them. 
seems to me the whole case is so entirely devoid of any 
basis of legal right on the part of Congress that it ought to fall 
by the weight of its own terms. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Idaho yield to me for | 
a moment? 





Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. NELSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator | 
from Idaho to the language of the treaty under which we ac- | 


quired the Louisiana purchase. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have it in mind. 

Mr. NELSON. Paragraph 1 of the treaty, after reciting 
the fact that the French Republic had acquired the cession | 
from Spain, goes on to say: 

\nd whereas, in pursuance of the treaty— 

Referring to the Spanish treaty— 
nd particularly of the third article, the French Republic has an incon- 
test title to the domain and to the possession of the said territory: 

First Consul of the French Republic desiring to give to the United 

a strong proof of his friendship, doth hereby cede to the said 
1 States, in the name of the French Republic, forever and in full 
genty, the said territory, with all its rights and appurtenances, 

and in the same manner as they have been acquired by the 
2 er Reps, in virtue of the above-mentioned treaty, concluded with 

Cathohe Majesty. 

In the cession made by the preceding article are included the ad- 
ent islands belonging to Louisiana, all public lots and squares, 
\ t lands, and all public buildings, fortifications, barracks, and 
ther edifices which are not private property. 


The Government acquired this land from France. 


l Vy a cession. 





It acquired 
A part of that same land was given by the 
ed States to the State of Idaho, sections 16 and 36 for 
| purposes, and then a lot for a State university and 
other public buildings. So the Government of the United States, 


: rding to the theory of the Senator from Idaho, has been 
proceeding in this matter unconstitutionally. A good deal of | 
the rest of the land which was not given to the State of Idaho | 
the Government of the United States has disposed of in various 
Ways under its land laws—the homestead law, the cash entry, 
t Mone and timber act, the desert-entry law, and other | 
i a aws., 


(it purchased for $15,000,000. 


= GALLINGER, Idaho ought to make a recession of that 


Mr. NELSON, 


ator’s theory, has been unconstitutionally done, why can 
© Government reclaim all the property given to the State 
Id iho, at all events. 

lr, HEYBURN. I will say, with all respect to the Senator 
irom Minnesota, that I am astonished that he should present 
a in argument and offer such conclusions. 
“nator from Minnesota if in his judgment as a lawyer the 
l States Government, acting through Congress, could pur- 


was - —— in Minnesota fer the purpose of selling it to 
ebody else? 


Mr. NELSON. 


With my consent, certainly; and the United 


ms ae could take my whole farm on which I live under the 

“wer OF eminent domain, if it saw fit. It might want to build 
a itary post there. 

die HEY BURN. Ah, there is the nub of the entire proposi- 
It could build 


ur ane a military post. 
'. BRANDEGEE, Or other governmental purposes. 


a a NELSON. It might want it for a seed farm to raise 
Seed for the Agricultural Department. 
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It has disposed of to its own citizens the very | 


Inasmuch as the whole thing, according to | 


I will ask the | 
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Mr. HEYBURN., My question is, Can they take it by pur- 
chase from the Senator for the purpose of selling it to some 
other farmer or with a view of selling it to some other farmer? 
With all respect to the arguments which have been made, it 
seems to me they are sophistical. 

The proposition here and the acquisition of lands under the 
treaty with France is not a subject for comparison at all. We 
took by the terms of the treaty the sovereignty, which carried 
with it not lands held in private ownership, but lands belonging 
with the sovereignty and as a part of it. They passed to us 
because we were granted the sovereignty which controlled them 
in the absence of private ownership. But we took not one acre 
of privately owned land by virtue of the purchase of the 
Louisiana tract, as it is generally designated, which was in fact 
a price paid for the cession of sovereignty. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to answer a suggestion by the 
Senator, which somewhat astonished me, when’ he compared 
the propositions contained in this bill with the granting of lands 
by the Government to a State for educational purposes. The 
Government of the United States became the sovereign owner 
of the public lands, which could not be held in private owner- 
ship, and being such sovereign owner it conferred upon the 
State the right to the use and ownership of those lands. It had 
that right. gut that, because it had and exercised that right, 
it could purchase a farm for the purpose of selling it to some 
other farmer, will not appeal to any legal mind. 

Mr. President, just take into consideration in connection with 
this section 3, which contains an admission that gives away 
this entire proposition. Section 3 provides 


ke 
° 
i 


Lis 


That no deed or other instrument of conveyance shall be accepted or 
approved by the Secretary of Agriculture under this act until the lk 


| lature of the State in which the land lies shall have consented to the 


acquisition of such land by the United States for national-forest pur- 


|} poses. 


There is a concession that gives away the whole proposition. 
The Government here must get the consent of the State to pur- 
chase these lands. Under what clause of the Constitution does 
the Government of the United States have to get the consent of 
the State in which the lands of private individuals are situated 
to purchase the land of private individuals? 

Mr. GALLINGER. What clause of the Constitution pro- 
hibits it? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That provision, of course, was not nec- 
essary to the acquiring by the Government of land within the 
State, but was simply put in so that if there should be any State 
that does not want a forest reserve in the State the Government 
would not do it against the wishes of the State 

Mr. HEYBURN. I was addressing my objection to the ques- 
tion of power. I am inquired of sotto voce by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] what provision there is to be 
found in the Constitution that prevents it. That is not a fair 
test of the powers of Government in any case, so far as the 
acquisition of property is concerned, inasmuch as the Constitu- 


| tion has dealt with that question and limited in express terms 


the purposes for which, and the conditions under which, the 
Government may acquire real estate. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Is not one of those expressly enumerated 


| powers which the States gave to the United States Government 


the right to regulate commerce among the States, and does not 
| that include the right to preserve the navigability of our rivers 
and streams? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the argument is as far- 

fetched as though you were to provide for watchmen to awaken 
| the engineers on a railroad train in order that the train might 
engage in interstate commerce. There is no more reason or ar- 
| gument behind that, and it would not be so absurd a proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator contend that the United 
States Government can not purchase land in a State without 
consulting the State? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not contend it, and I have no defense 
to make of the section which undertakes to state that principle, 
| which is section 3. 

Mr. CARTER. Now, that question being answered by the 
Senator in that fashion, permit me to suggest to him that un- 
doubtedly this section has in contemplation the cession by the 
State of police power over these forests to the General Gov- 
ernment. In the absence in that cession of jurisdiction of 
course the State rules and regulations would be supreme in all 
police matters within the State. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Under what provision of the Constitution 
does the Government of the United States exercise police 
| powers of this kind, I would ask the Senator? 

Mr. CARTER. Unquestionably the Congress of the United 
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States has supreme authority in managing the public domain 
of the United States and the property of the United States. 
But that is apart, if the Senator will permit me a moment. 
The question of the jurisdiction of a State for police purposes 


within the limits of a State can not be ousted by the owner- | 


ship of land within the State by the Federal Government. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am glad to hear that stated by the Sen- 
ator from Montana. I had contended for it. 

Mr. CARTER. jut in this case 
quarrels with the proposed statute for the reason that it con- 


templates a cession to the United States of jurisdiction now in | 


the State for the Federal purposes eontemplated by this act. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the State does not cede 
jurisdiction to the United States except within the limitations 
of the Constitution of the United States. 
tend that a State ean concede to the United States its police 
power over property held in private ownership in a State? 
for a moment would the Senator contend that. 

Mr. CARTER. There is no contention of that kind. 


Mr. HEYBURN. If the Government can not acquire this 


property under the provisions of the law, then the State can add | 
the | 
the | 


nothing to the jurisdiction of the United States, and if 
Government can acquire it, it needs no assistance from 
State to have jurisdiction. 

Now, a word as to the proposition that these lands are being 
acquired in order that the Government may exercise police con- 
trol over them in the interest of preserving the water supply. 
The purposes stated in the bill are that the lands shall be 
acquired for the purpose of creating a forest reserve, and the 
bili undertakes to provide in detail how that jurisdiction shall 


be exercised and under what rules and regulations the forest | 


reserve to be created shall be managed and controlled. 

We have been confronted of late with the proposition that 
the Government of the United States bas an especial interest 
in conserving the water supply and controlling the use of the 
waters in each of the States. The Government not only has 
no interest in it, but it has no power to undertake it. The 
rivers in the States are under the control of the State govern- 
ment. 
Government over anything except as provided in the Consti- 
tution, and the Constitution is a grant of powers limited by its 
terms. 

Mr. President, I have said more than I had intended to say 
in regard to the question of the power of the Government to 
acquire land for the purposes specified in the bill, but I might 
have taken up the question of the right of the Government to 
acquire any land beyond the powers conferred in the Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. 


BRANDEGEE. I should like to ask the Senator from 


Idaho if the Government has not as much authority to preserve | 


a forest for the purpose of preventing the soil from washing 
down and filling up the channels of rivers as it has to spend 
the money of the Government in digging out the mud of the 
rivers, as we do by millions in the river and harbor bill, or, as 
is suggested to me, in building a levee? 

Mr. HEYBURN. That question in the abstract 
answered in the affirmative, but as applied to the provision un- 
der consideration, 
Is the Government to undertake to regulate the 
the cénservation of the rain? 
ernment build great reservoirs at the heads of all the rivers. 
in order that the water may be released in seasons of drought? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does at the headwaters of the Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. 
been done by the Government at the headwaters of the Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I observed to the Senator from Idaho 
that that very thing has been done at the headwaters of the 
Mississippi. 
reservoirs. 
HEYBURN. The purpose for which those 
were created, as expressed in the law under which they were 
created, has no reference whatever to the 
ehannels in the rivers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; but it hasreference to improving the 
1xavigability of the rivers by holding the water back and in 
dry seasons letting it go out; and the contention is that it does 
aceomplish that very purpose. 
or not, but that is the contention. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was not the purpose expressed in the 
legislation, 


rainfall and 


Mr. 


reservoirs that the Government has made appropriations for. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, unless there is some other 
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the Senator from Idaho | 


Does the Senator con- | 


Not | 
LEY] has given notice that immediately following the mor 


The State can not confer sovereignty upon the General | 


| the construction of bridges across navigable 


might be | 





Then, why does not the Gov- | 


I have had the privilege of looking at those great | 
| Senate: 
reservoirs 


vashing out of the 


I will not protraet this diseussion by going into all | 


the dam bills or the bills providing for the construction of | had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
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| Senator who desires to speak on the bill this afternoon, a 


reprint of the bill having been ordered by the Senate with the 
understanding that it is to be completed to-morrow, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may be taid aside and that it be 
made the unfinished business, subject, however, to the priority 
of the present unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
asks—— 

Mr. CARTER. Before that question is disposed of, to the 
end that we may secure a more extensive understanding, [ 
ask unanimous consent that immediately after the conclusion 


Senator from Connecticut 


| of the routine morning business on Monday next Senate bil! 


6484, known as the “ postal savings bank bill,” be taken up, and 
that a final vote be taken on the pending amendments and on 
the bill before adjournment on that day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator will perceive by examining 
the Calendar that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Bu 


business on Monday he would ask the Senate to consider a « 


| tain bill. 


Mr. CARTER. I make my request for Tuesday, then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. TELLER. I will object to the postal savings bank bil! 
being made a special order for either Monday or Tuesday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
of the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. Then I give notice that immediately upon the 


| conclusion of the morning business to-morrow I will move 1 


the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 6484, 
known as the “ postal savings bank bill.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut 


| asks unanimous consent that the pending bill be temporarily 
| laid aside and that it be made the unfinished business, subject 


to the unfinished business now. 

Mr. TELLER. And appropriation bills, 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Oh, certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And appropriation bills. 

Mr. CARTER. I can only consent to the request of the Sen- 
ator subject to the notice I have given, and I reserve the richt 
to make the motion to which I have referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

MERRIMAC RIVER AND OTHER BRIDGES. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I should like to introduce 
a joint resolution to correct a bill and to have it considered at 
this time. I will state that unless the bill is corrected it will 
be valueless. It has left the Senate and has left the House, 
but has not reached the President. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 90) to amend an act authorizing 
raters, etc., was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length 


| follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the bill (S. 4809) entitled “An act aut 
the construction of bridges across navigable waters, and to ex 
time for the construction of bridges across navigable waters, 
legalize the construction of bridges across navigable waters,’ 


| the same is hereby, corrected, so that the name St. Louis, bro, 
I answer it unqualifiedly in the negative. | 


and Mexico Railway Company, as used therein, 
Brownsville and Gulf Railway Company. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection the joint resolution was co! 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate w 


be changed 


I understand that that very thing has | amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 


the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
BrowNIno, it Chief Clerk, announced that the Heuse had | 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurre 


H. R. 21875. An act making appropriations for the su} 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 3! 
and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 21897. An act to increase the limit of cost of 
public buildings, to authorize the enlargement, extens 


| modeling, or improvement of certain public buildings, t 
| ize the erection and completion of public buildings, to 2 
I do not know whether it does | 


the purchase of sites for public buildings, and for ot 
poses, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 7 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
upon signed by the Vice-President : 
S. 4809. An act authorizing the construction of bridges 


acre SS 
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ble waters, and to extend the time for the construction wal purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com 


vse navigable waters, and to legalize the construc- 


bridges across navigable waters ; 
R.12577. An act providing for the resurvey of certain 
ds in the State of Nebraska ; 
R.16770. An act granting land to Anna Johnson; and 


R. 17056. An act for t! 
iited States 


e relief of Capt. 
Infantry. 


Charles ©. Morton, 


COAL LANDS IN ALASKA, 
'r. FLINT. I ask unanimous consent for a reconsideration 
vote by which the bill (8S. 6805) to encourage the devel- 
t of coal deposits in the Territory of Alaska was passed. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California asks 


us consent that the vote by which Senate bill 6805, 
ce the development of coal deposits in the Territory of 


1, was passed be reconsidered. Is there objection? 
TE L LER. There is a pretty thin Senate here to recon- 
1 vote. I want to know what is the purpose of the Sena- 


Does he propose to bring the bill again before the Senate? 
ELINT. I shall ask to have the bill placed on the Calen- 

r having an amendment to the bill reconsidered. 
TELLER. I do not eed Mr. President. 
KEAN, ction to the motion, 
to the section that was ak ‘ken out being 


cana no 


but I do ob- 
replaced in the 


-PRESIDENT. 


which the bill was 


sidered. 


Is there objection? If not, the 


re reco! 


The bill is on the Calendar? 


. KEAN, 


VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 
CEAN. I object to the consideration of the bill. I move 
» Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ANDS. 


Mr. NEWLA 


Mr. KEAN. 


I desire to give a notice. 
I yield for that purpose. 


INLAND WATERWAYS COMMISSION, 


to | 


ordered to a third reading and | 





Mr. NE WLANDS. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, 
‘ the close of the morning business, I will move the Senate 
he immediate consideration of the bill (S. 7112) providing | 
the appointment of an Inland Waterways Commission, with 
iew to the improvement and development of the inland 
iys of the United States. 

Mr, TELLER. I think that will interfere with the rule the 

ator 7 m Connecticut [Mr, BRANDEGEE] has had made. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I was just going to make that suggestion. 
Mr. TELLER. That is my information. The Senator from | 


asked ur 
harge should be 
Mr. McLAURIN. 
Mr. TELL ER. 
la ] ad | 
Mr. i \\ 


the order of business in the morning. 

And consent was given to that. 

{Conse nt was given. The Senator from Ne- 

an the day. 

"AND . 

‘ to present the matter? 

[r. TEI LER. I judge that the bill the Senator from Con- 
it has in charge will take the best part of the day. Prob- 
he Senator had better name another day, say Tuesday. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. ‘Then, I will say, after the disposition of 

which the Senator from Connecticut has in charge I will 

7 Ser 92 to take up for consideration the bill which I 

ve ing "ater 

‘AR’ rER. 


ianimous consent sought by the Senator from Con- 
“ad accorded to him, was with the understanding that 


tely after the close of the routine business in the morn- | 
make a motion to proceed to the consideration of the | 


ngs ~~ bill. 

I did not understand that. 
. That was the 
- I do not desire ‘to interfere, only I thought 
r from Connecticut had gone out of the Chamber. I 


' Somg to speak on the bill, I can speak to-morrow or some 
ler day. 





HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


An act making appropriations for the support of 
y ‘ie ademy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, 


ler purposes, was read twice by its title and referred 

- on mittee on Military Affairs. 

R289, An act to increase the limit of cost of certain 
aings, to authorize the enlargement, extension, re- 

and improvement of certain public buildings, to au- 

> erection and completion of public buildings, to au- 


purchase of sites for public buildings, and for other 


2187 


tary 
+} 
tl 


orize +} 


the 


1.animous consent that the bill which he has 


“Could the Senator suggest another con- | 


I call the attention of the Senator from | 
ind likewise of the Senator from Colorado, to the fact | 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
COAL LANDS IN ALASKA, - 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. FLINT. I ask the Senator to withhold his motion for a 
moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Se Yew Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Califor 

Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FLINT. I ask the Senate to reconsider tl e by 
which the amendment was adopted to the bill (S. 6805) to 
encourage the development of coal d sits in tl I of 
Alaska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator ( fornia ! 
the Senate to resume the consideration of t I with a 
to reconsidering the vote by which the amendment was reed 
to. the Chair hears no obj« 1, and the quest 
ing to the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. KEAN. I suggest that the Senator from Calife let 

| that motion be pending. 

Mr. FLINT. I simply want to have the bill as it v orig 
inally reported to the Senate, and then have it plac n the 
Calendar. I do not care to ask for any action on the bill at 
this time. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well; I do not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objecti The Chair 


hears none, and the vote msidered. 
EXECUTIVE 


that the 


is rec 
SESSION, 


Mr. KEAN. I 





move Senate proceed to the con- 
| sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After sixteen min spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, May 16, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Sen Vay 15, 1908, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Nathaniel R. Usher to be 
from the 23d day of April, 


required by law). 


a capta 


in in the Navy 
1808 (subject to th 


>» examinations 


POST M ASTERS. 
IDAHO. 


Sadie Louella Richmond to be postmaster at Culdesac, Nez 
Perce County, Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 
Ebenezer J. Allison to be postmaster at Chester, Randolph 
County, UL 
INDIANA, 
John H. Hilty to be postmaster at Berne, Adams County, Ind., 
KENTUCKY. 
William C. Balee to be postmaster at Guthrie, Todd County, 
Ky. 
Colmore L. Barnes to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, Hardin 
| County, Ky. 
Samuel L. Gatrell to be postmaster at Midway, Woodford 
County, Ky. 
Terry T. Hanberry to be postmaster at Eddyville, Lyon 
County, Ky. 





John S. Miller to be postmaster at Greenville, Muhlenberg 


County, Ky. 

Frank W. Rice to be postmaster at Wilmore, Jessamine 
County, Ky. 

Charles F. Troutman to be postmaster at Shepherdsville, Bul- 
litt County, Ky. 

John B. Weller to be postmaster at Bardstown, Nelson 
County, Ky. 

Wallace R. Wood to be postmaster at Elkton, in the county of 


Todd and State of Kentucky. 


MARYLAND. 


Richard E. Bouldin to be postmaster at Bel Air, Harford 
County, Md. 
MISSOURI. 
Albert J. Caywood to be postmaster at Laclede, Linn County, 
Mo. 
Marvin EB. Gorman to be postmaster at Mansfield, Wright 
County, Mo. 


Martin L. 
County, Mo, 


Howard to be postmaster at Republic, Greene 
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Percy P. Hummel to be postmaster at Laddonia, Audrain 
‘ounty, Mo. 
Isaac V. 
‘county, Mo. 
Jennie A. 
‘ounty, Mo. 
Thomas B. Milton to be postmaster at Carl Junction, Jasper 
sounty, Mo. 
Rachae! <A, 
Mo, 


McPherson to be postmaster at Aurora, Lawrence 


Mahan to be postmaster at Knobnoster, Johnson 


Smith to be postmaster at Deepwater, Henry 
‘county, 
' MONTANA. 
Patrick H. Tooley to be postmaster at Moore, Fergus County, 
Mont. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Harry J. 
Pa, 
William H. D. Godshall to be postmaster at Lansdale, Mont- 
gomery County, Pa. 
Edwin F. Luckenbach to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, 
Carbon County, Pa. 
TENNESSER. 
John P. Gibbs to be postmaster at Dresden, Weakley County, 
Tenn. 
William B. 
County, Tenn. 
John Rains to 
Tenn, 


Pickering to be postmaster at Carthage, Smith 


be postmaster at 

TEXAS. 

J. i. 

Samuel H. Cole to be postmaster at McKinney, Collin County, 
Tex. 


J. Wed Davis to be postmaster at Teague, Freestone County, | 


Tex. 
VERMONT. 
William O. Williams to be postmaster at West Pawlet, Rut- 
land County, Vt. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmoay, May 15, 1908. 


[Continuation of the legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.) 
The recess having expired, at 11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. 
the House was called to order by the Speaker. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 21875) making appropri- 
ations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the Military Academy appropriation 
bill, with amendments. The Clerk will report the bill and 
amendments, 

Mr. HAY. Before the bill is reported I would like to ask 
the gentleman from New Jersey about the time—whether the 
gentleman expects to pass the bill under the suspension of the 
rules, with the usual twenty minutes’ debate? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. With the usual twenty min- 
utes’ debate on a side. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 21875) making appropriations for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909: 

PERMANENT ESTABLISHMENT, 

For pay of seven professors, $27,000; 

For pay of one chaplain, $2,400; 

ibr pay of the master of the sword, $2,400; 

For pay of cadets, $300,000 ; 

In all, for permanent establishment, $331,800. 

For extra pay of officers of the Army on detached service at the 
Military Academy ; 

For pay of one Superintendent of the United States Military Acad- 
emy (colonel), in addition to pay as major, $1,000; 

For one commandant of cadets (lleutenant-colonel), 
pay as captain, $1,100; 

or pay of one professor of ordnance and science of gunnery (lieu- 
tenant-colonel), in addition to pay as captain, $1,000; 

“That the Secretary of War may detail an officer of the Medical 
Corps of the Army to the Military Academy as professor to teach mili- 
tary hygiene.” Provided such officer receives no extra compensation 
therefor. 

For pay of one instructor of practical military engineering (major), 
in addition to pay as captain, $600; 

For pay of eight assistant professors (captains), in addition to pay 
as first lieutenants, $3,200; 

kor pay of two battalion commanders (majors), In addition to pay 
as captains, $1,200; 

For pay of four senior assistant instructors of cavalry, artillery, and 


in addition to 
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Boyde to be postmaster at Beaver, Beaver County, | 


Etowah, McMinn County, | 


Burke tc be postmaster at Elgin, Bastrop County, Tex. 





May 15. 


infantry tactics and ordnance and gunnery and practical engineering 
(captains), in addition to pay as first lieutenants, $1,600; = 

lor pay of seven instructors of cavalry, artillery, and infantry toc- 
ties (captains), in addition to pay as second lieutenants, $4,900 : 
wenn pay of one adjutant, in addition to pay as second lieutenant, 
‘ ; 

For pay of one treasurer and quartermaster and commissary 
cadets, in addition to pay as captain, $600; . 

For pay of one line officer, on duty in quartermaster’s depot 
academy, in addition to pay as first lieutenant, $400; 

For pay of one associate professor of mathematics 
addition to pay as captain, $600; 

For pay of one associate professor of modern languages (major), | 
addition to pay as captain, $600; 

For pay of one constructing quartermaster in addition to pay as 
major, $1,000; - 

For additional pay of a and officers (and officers on in- 
creased rank) for length of service, $12,000; 

In all, for extra pay of-officers of Army on detached service at the 
Military Academy, $31,000; 

For pay of the Military Academy band, field musicians, genera! 
Army service, cavalry and artillery detachment, and enlisted men on 


(major), 


| detached service, and extra py for enlisted men on special duty: 


$: For pay of military ban 
900; 

‘Twelve enlisted musicians at $40 per month, $5,760; 

Twelve enlisted musicians, at $36 per month, $5,184; 

Sixteen enlisted musicians, at $24 per month, $4,608; 

Additional pay for length of service, $2,268; 

Clothing on discharge, $1,100; 

Travel allowance to enlisted men on discharge, $75: 

For interest on deposits of enlisted men on discharge, $300; 

For pay of field musicians: One sergeant, with pay of first-class musi- 
cian, $600; 

One corporal, $252. 

Twenty-two privates, at $180 each, $5,960; 

Additional pay for length of service, $516; 

Clothing on discharge, $500. 

Travel allowance to enlisted men on discharge, $50; 

Interest on deposits due enlisted men on discharge, $40; 

For pay of general Army service: One first sergeant, $540; 

Kight sergeants, $2,880; 

Two cooks, $720; 

Nine corporals, $2,268; 

One hundred and eighty privates, $32,400; 

Additional pay for length of service, $14,784; 

Clothing on discharge, $5,310; 

Interest on deposits of enlisted men, $875; 

For travel allowances due enlisted men on discharge, $260; 

Extra pay of the enlisted men of the Army service detachment, Quar- 
termaster’s Department, on extra duty at West Point, $22,000; 

For pay of cavalry detachment: One first sergeant, $540; 

Six sergeants, $2,160; 

Two cooks, $720; 

Six corporals, $1,512; 

Two trumpeters, $360; 

Two farriers and blacksmiths, $5043 

One saddler, $252; 

One wagoner, $252; 

Seventy-nine privates (cavalry), $14,220; 

Additional pay for length of service, $4,500; 

Clothing on discharge, $1,800; 

Traveling allowances to enlisted men on discharge, $820; 

Interest on deposits to enlisted men, $100; 

For pay of artillery detachment: One first sergeant, $540; 

One quartermaster-sergeant, $360; 

One stable sergeant, $360; 

One chief mechanic, $288; 

Six sergeants, $2,160; 

Three cooks, $1,080; 

Twelve corporals, $3,024; 

Four mechanics, $1,008; 

Two trumpeters, $360; 

One hundred and two privates, $18,360; 

One electrician sergeant, $540; 

One master gunner, $480; 

For additional pay for first and second class gunners, $1,260; 

Additional pay for length of service, $2,000 ; 

Clothing on discharge, $1,500; 

Interest on deposits due enlisted men, $125; 

Travel allowances to enlisted men on discharge, $900; ’ 

For extra pay of two enlisted men employed as clerks in the office 
of a United States Military Academy, at 50 cents each per 
day, $365; 

Yor extra pay of two enlisted men employed as clerks in tle office 
of the commandant of cadets, at 50 cents each per day, $365; 

For extra pay of four enlisted men as printers, at head 
United States Military Academy, at 50 cents each per day, $620 aos 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed as watchman, *t »’ 
cents per day, $191.63; aime 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed as trumpeter at 
cadet barracks, at 35 cents per day, $159.69; : " 

lor extra pay of one enlisted man employed in the philosop) eal 
partment observatory as a mechanic, at 50 cents per day, $100.0") Jo- 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed in the Philosop! cal ¢ 
partment in care of apparatus, at 50 cents per day, $156.50; 

Yor extra pay of two enlisted men employed in the chemi 
partment, at 50 cents per day, $313; os 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed in the departme 
drawing, at 50 cents per day, $156.50; 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed in the mat 
department, at 50 cents per day, $156.50; , 

‘or extra pay of one ordnance soldier as draftsman and 1i| 
printer, at 50 cents per day, $156.50; $ 

For extra pay of one ordnance soldier as machinist, at 5” 
day, $156.50; 

‘or extra pay of one ordnance soldier as clerk, at 50 cent 
$156.50; 

For extra pay of one ordnance soldier when employed in ¢ 
of ordnance and gunnery, at 50 cents per day, $156.50; 

For extra pay of two enlisted men (cavalrymen) when | 
special skilled mechanical labor, at 50 cents each per day, $°! 
For extra pay of one enlisted man (cavalryman) emplo) 

dier, at 50 cents per day, $156.50; 


one band sergeant and assistant leader, 


1arters 


forming 


i as sad- 
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ra pay of one enlisted man on duty in charge of enginecr 
and faticue, at 50 cents per day, $156.50; 

a pay of four enlisted men as assistants and attendants at 
y, at 50 cents each per day, $684; 

‘a pay of one enlisted man as clerk in the department of | 
military engineering and to the officer in charge of water- 
1 works of construction at the Military Academy, at 50 cents 


$156.50; 


ra pay of three enlisted men as clerks in_ the office of the 
ter United States Military Academy, at 50 cents each per 


0: 
<tra pay of three enlisted men (artillerymen) when perform- 
rechanical labor, at 50 cents each per day, $469.50; 
pay of one first sergeant (artilleryman), at 50 cents per 
2.50 ; 
xtra pay of two enlisted men as messengers in the office of the 
United States Military Academy, at 35 cents each per day, 


extra pay of one enlisted man in charge of property and saddle 





nt taining to riding and equitation other than military, 
tra pay of one first sergeant (cavalryman), at 50 cents per 

R92 50: 

extra pay of one enlisted man employed as clerk in charge of 


room in quartermaster’s storehouse, at 50 cents per day, 
tra pay of one enlisted man employed in the department of | 
i military engineering, at 50 cents per day, $156.50; | 
tra pay of two teamsters (cavalrymen), at 35 cents each per 
50: 

tra pay of nine laborers (cavalrymen) employed in keeping 


equipments used by cadets in ‘riding, $985.95; 








for pay of Military Academy band, field musicians, general 
vice, cavalry detachment, artillery detachment, enlisted men 
d service, and extra pay of enlisted men on special duty 

Military Academy, $178,259.87 ; 
rhat the extra pay provided by the preceding paragraphs 
paid to any enlisted man who receives extra-duty pay 


sting laws or Army regulations. 
PAY OF CIVILIANS. 
f one teacher of music, $1,400; 
to the disbursing officer and quartermaster, $1,500; 
to adjutant in charge of cadet records, $1,500; 
erk to the adjutant, $1,200; 
to treasurer, $1,600; 
» clerk to the quartermaster, $1,200; 
vo civilian instructors of French, to be employed under rules 
i by the Secretary of War, $2,000 per year each, $4,000; 
civilian instructors in Spanish, at $2,000 per year each, to be 
1 under rules prescribed by the Secretary of War, $4,000; 
xpert civilian instructors in fencing, broadsword exercises, 
l r military gymnastics as may be required to perfect this part of 
t I g of cadets, $3,000; 
pay of one professional civilian instructor in gymnastics, ath- 
nd swimming, $1,500; 
of one clerk and stenographer in the office of the quartermas- 
lisbursing officer, $1,200; 
| y of one clerk in the office of the quartermaster, $1,200; 
one librarian, $3,000 ; 
of librarian's assistant, $1,000; 





iv ol 


of one superintendent of gas works, $1,500; 
} vy of engineer of heating and ventilating apparatus for the 


iilding, the cadet barracks and office building, cadet hospital, 
ch and library, $1,500; 
! of assistant engineer of same, $1,000; 

} pay of eleven firemen, $7,920; 
Fo _of one draftsman in department of civil and military engi- 

aw: 

of mechanic and attendant skilled in the technical prepara 
t sary to chemical and electrical lectures and to the instruc- 
1 iwcralogy and geology, $1,200; 
chanic assistant in department of natural and experi- 
phy, $1,000: 
of custodian of academy building, $1,000; 

one electrician, $1,500; 
I of one civilian plumber, $1,500; 
sistant plumber, $900: 
of ene plumber’s helper, $600 ; | 
scavenger, at $60 a month, $720; 

i pensation of chapel organist, $200; 
of superintendent of post cemetery, $1,200; 
] of engineer and janitor for Memorial Hall, $900; 
of printer at headquarters, United States Military Academy, 


of as 
I pay 


one 


f one assistant printer at headquarters, United States Mili 
y, $720; 

one janitress, Memorial Hall, $600; 

one master mechanic, $1,800; 
ttendant and skilled photographer in the department of 
ar 1.000: 
one typewriter, copyist, and attendant in charge of the 
department of law and history, $750; 
one stenographer and typewriter in the adjutant's office, 





one overseer of the waterworks, $540; 
ngineer of steam, electric, and refrigerating apparatus 
mess, $1,200: 
one assistant engineer of steam, electric, and refrigerat 
lor the cadets’ mess, $720; 
of one Co} vist typewriter, and attendant In the department 
guages, 9750; 
me mechanic and attendant skilled in tue operation neces 
preparation of lectures and of material in the department 
'‘- . 
_ janitor for bachelor officers’ quarters, $600; 
of one chief engineer of power plant, $2,000; 
ot four engineers for power plant, $4,000; 
civiilans employed at Military Academy, $68,580; 
of Military Academy, $609,639.87. 
it and ordinary expenses as follows: 
, That section 1327 of the Revised Statutes be, and it is 
\ nded so as to read as follows: That hereafter the Bord of 


{ 1 
t t 


he Military Academy shall consist of the members of the | 
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Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives, respectively, who shall constitute a joint committee which 
shall annually visit the Military Academy between the Ist day of No 
vember and the ist day of March of the ensuing year, the actual ex- 
penses of such committee to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
each Hlouse proportionately: Provided, That the actual expenses for 
travel shall only be paid from Washington to West l’oi and rm: 
Provided further, That so much of se ns 1328 and 1529 as is in- 
consistent with the provisions of this act is hereby rep ~d 

Contingencies for Superintendent of the Academy, $2,000; 

tepairs and improvements, namely Timber, planks, rds, sts, 
wall strips, laths, shingles, slate, tin, sheet lead, nails ws 
locks, hinges, glass, paints, turpentine, oils, varnish rushes n 
brick, flag, lime, cement, plaster hair, sewer and drain ph ng 
powder, fuse, iron, steel, tools, machinery, mantels, and ot ir 
materials, renewing roofs, and for pay of architect overseer 1d ti 
zen mechanics, and labor employed wpon repairs and improvements that 
can not be done by enlisted men, $40,000 ; 

For fuel and ap; itus, namely: Coal, wood, chat il, stoves, crates, 
heaters, furnaces, ranges and fixtures, fire bricks, « , sand, and for 
repairs of steam heating and coal conveying apparatus, grates, stoves, 


heaters, ranges, and furnaces, mica, $30,000; 

































For gas pipes, gas and electric fixtures, electric lamps, telephone and 
lighting supplies, lIamp-posts, gasometers and retorts, and annual re- 
pairs of the same, $2,500; 

For fuel for cadets’ mess hall, shops, and laundry, $14,000; 

For postage and telegrams, $350; 

For stationery, namely: Blagk books, paper, envelopes, q s, steel 
pens, rubbers, erasers, pencils, mutilage, wax, wafers, folders, fasteners, 
rules, files, ink, inkstands, typewriters, typewriting supplies, office fur 
niture, penholders, tape, desk knives, blotting pads, and rubber Lné 
$1,500 ; 

For transportation of materials, discharged cadets, and for ferriag 
and for transportation of first class of cadets to and from Getty 
battlefield. Watervliet Arsenal, and Sandy Hook provi ground 
for expenses of officers detailed to accompany cadets on th t 
$3,000 ; 

Printing: For printing and binding, type, materials for <« in- 
cluding repairs to motor and machinery, diplomas for graduates nnual 
registers, blanks, and monthly reports to parents of cadets, $2,000 

| For department of cavalry, artillery, and infantry tactics: Tan bark 
or other cover for riding hall, to be purchased in open market upon 
written order of the Superintendent, $900; 

For camp stools, camp and office furniture, and re} s to s fi 
door mats for cadets barracks, sinks, and guardhouse; for s 
typewriting supplies and repairs, for use of instructor and I 
imstructors of tactics; for books and maps, binding books, and t 
ing maps; for silk and worsted sashes for cadet officers and ng 
officers; for furniture, curtains, and rugs for cadet rece] room, 
$1,445; 

Gymnasium and athletic supplies: For repairs, new machines, 
supplies and fixtures for gymnasium; for foils, masks, belts, fencing 
gloves, fencing jackets, gaiters, sabers and repairs; for repairs and in 
provements to dressing rooms, platform, and swimming tank, $2,820; 

For repairs to saddles, bridles, purchase of leather, curb chains, bits, 


stirrups, etce., and to keep the same in repair, $250: 
For two electric clocks, to be immediately available and to be e 















































c- 
pended without advertising, $50; 

For department of civil and military engineering: er models, maps, 
purchase and repair of instruments, apparatus, drawing boards, «d« . 
chairs, shelves, and cases for books and instruments xt-bool $ 
of reference, and stationery for the use of instructor and ntin- 
gencies, $1,200; 

For department of natural and experimental philosophy Additions 
to apparatus to illustrate the principles of mechanics, acoustics Cs, 
and astronomy; books of reference, scientific periodicals, t } 
stationery, materials, and repairs; and for repairs the ol ator 
buildings and repairs to clocks, and for contingent expenses not other 
wise provided for, $1,850; 

For department of instruction in mathematics: Text-books, books 
of reference, binding, and stationery; for tables of logarithms; for rules 
and triangles; for purchase of geometrical drawings and models; for 
cases for geometrical models; for office desks, chairs, bookcases, and 
office fittings; and for contingencies, 25 ; 

For department of chemistry, mineralogy, and geology: Chet ils, 
chemical apparatus, glass and porcelain ware, paper, wire, shee tal, 
ores, photographic apparatus and materials; rough « rens, f 
and for apvaratus and materials to be used in the prac’ j 
tion of mineralogical and geological specimens; p« ind | 
the practical instruction in the same anches, and l 
crease and tmprovement of the cabinet; f: repai ] to 
electric, magnetic, pneumatic, thermic, and tus pur 
che ef laboratory and power-room machiner ratus 1 i 
stallation of same; for models, maps, and < of n 
text-books, and stationery for use ef ruc mtiz t ex 
penses net otherwise provided for, OO 

For department of drawing: D ing material. instrur nd 
stationery for use of instructors; repairs to models and }| 
new models; desks, stretchers, drawing boards, rach and S 
framing drawings; books and periodicals on art, architectur 
raphy, and technelogy ; binding maps, books, etc.; re] rs to st 
con and purchase of lantern slides; photegraphic app tus and 
rial; purchase of new instruments and r r of old ones, fo f 
cadets ; and for contingent expenses, $1,250 

For department of modern lang For stationery, text-bo 1 
books of reference for of instructor repairs of books . 
paratus and for oflice furniture, and f printing examination papers, 
and other necessary papers, and for conti ucies, $508 ; 

For department of law and history: |! stationery, text-books, and 
books of reference for the use of instruc Ss, Maps, map fixtures, furni 
ture, and for repairs to the same; for 1 ding books and periodicals, 
and for contingencies, $500 ; 

Fer department of practical military reha nd 
repair of instrument transportation; | implements 
and materials, and for extra-duty pay o folk 
namely: For instruments for use in instru ide n 
noissances ; photographic apparatus and material for field photo ! 
drawing instruments and material for platting reconnoissar 
veying instruments; instruments and material for signaling and l 
telegraphy ; transportation of field parties; tools d material t 
preservation, augmentation, and repair of wooden pontoon, and on 
canvass pontoon train; sapping and mining tools and material; 1 


cordage; material for rafts and for spar and trestle bridges; intr: 
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ing 
batteries of the academy, and for extra-duty pay of engineer soldiers, 
at 50 cents per day each, when performing special skilled mechanical 
labor in the department of practical military engineering; for models, 


tools; 


books of reference, and stationery, and for extra pay of one engineer | 


soldier as assistant in photographic laboratory, and in charge of photo- 
graphic laboratory, photographic apparatus, materials, and supplies, at 
50 cents per day, $2,000; 

For department of ordnance and gunnery: Purchase and repair of 
instruments, models, and apparatus, and purchase of necessary mate- 
rial; for 
than those supplied to 
text-books, stationery, 
contingencies, $450; 

Manufacture or purchase of models of breech mechanisms of can- 
non, rapid-fire guns, small arms, and the various machines and tools 
used in their manufacture, for cadet instruction, $1,200; 

lor purchase of machines, tools, and material for practical instruc 
tions of cadets in wood and metal working, $500; 

For department of military hygiene: For stationery, text-books, and 
books of reference for use of instructors; for the preparation of plates, 
purchase of paper, and other expenses incidental to 
syllabuses of lectures on parts of the subject not covered by the regular 
text-books; for the purchase of charts, photographs, and pictures for 
use in demonstration; for the purchase of instruments and models; 


the 


military service; 
and 


lithographic 


for 
printing 


books of 
materials, 


reference, 
and 


in 


for shelves and cases for hooks, instruments, and models and records; | 


and for contingent expenses not otherwise provided for, $500; 
g1 0r a course of lectures for the more gomplete instruction of cadets, 

,200 

In all, for current and ordinary expenses, $115,268. 

MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS AND INCIDENTAL EXPENSES. 

for commercial periodicals, stationery, office furniture and supplies, 
and for binding orders, circulars, etc., for the office of the treasurer, 
United States Military Academy, $210; 

For gas-coal, oil, candles, 
for lighting the academy building, chapel, 
hall, shops, hospital, offices, stables, and riding hall, sidewalks, camp, 
and wharfs, $10,000; 

For water pipe, plumbing, and repairs, $5,000; 

For material and labor for cleaning and policing public buildings (not 
quarters), 356,000; 


For supplies for recitation rooms not otherwise provided for and for 


renewing and repairing furniture in same, $600. 
Increase and expense of library, namely : 
For purchase, preservation, care, storage, 

books, periodicals, pamphlets, maps, pictures, 

chase of furniture, cases, stationery, and 


binding, 
and 
fittings ; 


and repair 
manuscripts; pur 
for expenses of 


making copies of military manuscripts in other libraries, and for con- | 


tingent expenses not otherwise provided for; purchases to be made in 
open market on the written order of the superintendent, $10,000 ; 

For contingent funds, to be expended under the direction of 
academic board: For instruments, books, repairs to apparatus, 
other incidental expenses not otherwise provided for, $1,000; 

Provided, That all technical and scientific supplies for the depart- 
ments of instruction of the Military Academy shall be purchased by 
contract or otherwise, as the Secretary of War may deem best. 

Purchase of instruments for band and repairs to same; 
of reeds, pads, strings, and other materials necessary for brass, 
wind, and string instruments; for purchase of music stands and other 
equipments; for purchase of music for military band and orchestra and 
for extra parts; all to be purchased in open market on order of super- 
intendent, $2,300; 

Repairs and improvements to the laundry machinery and apparatus 
in the cadet laundry, and the purchase of new material, tools, etc., to 
be expended without advertising, $1,500; : ; 

Repair of cooking utensils, chairs, tables, and other furniture in the 
cadet mess, and the replacement of same, to be expended 
advertising, $1,150; 

For policing of barracks, bath houses, supplying light and plain furni- 
ture to cadet barracks, $9,500; 

For necessary alterations and additions to the library building. as 
follows: 

For galleries in the 
periodical room, $950; 

For steel shelves in the present map and chart room, to extend over 
the present shelving to the ceiling, $900. ‘ 

In all, for miscellaneous items and incidental expenses, $46,910. 

Total Military Academy, $771,817.87. 

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


For cases, materials, fittings, fixtures, and other appliances and re 
pairs for ordnance museum in academy building, $300. 

For repairs to ordnance laboratory and other buildings pertaining to 
the department of ordnance and gunnery, and materials for roads and 
walks, and for repairs to machinery and tools, $150. 

For general repairs to the cadet laundry building, and for emergency 
incidental expenses about building, to be expended without advertising, 

400, 

. For general incidental repairs and improvements to the cadet store 
building, including storerooms, office, tallor shops, and shoe-repairing 
shops, $500. 

Fer materials and labor for repairs, 
needed at the soldiers’ hospital, as follows: 

Purchase of suitable incandescent lights, droplights, tubing, mantels, 
etc.; for paraffin and turpentine for waxing floors; for brushes, paints, 
glass, putty, and for general repairs; for materials for rebronzing 
radiators, and for purchase of flowers, fruit trees, shrubs, plants, etc., 
for hospital grounds, $165 

For waterworks: For the maintenance and operation of the filter beds, 
reservoirs, and pipe lines, ineluding the tools, implements, and ms 
terlals required therefor, and for policing the grounds and repairing 
the roads in the vicinity of the reservoirs, filters, and intake dam, 
$2,000. 

For repairs and 
hospital, as follows: 

For material for rebronzing radiators and piping; material for wax- 
ing and polishing floors; suitable incandescent lights, droplights, man- 
tles, tubes, for earpets, furniture, and appliances; for repairs of dam- 
aged articles, and for miscellaneous expenses, $120. 

For purchase of flowers and shrubs for hospital grounds, $100. 

For tiling floors and walls of north lower ward, including vestibules, 
lavatory, bathrooms, ete., to correspond with all other wards in the 
hospital, $4,000 ; 

For repainting all ceilings and sidewalls throughout the building, 


the 
and 


officers’ study, map room, reading room, and 


alterations, and additions 


necessary alterations and additions to the cadet 


tools and material for the repair of Fort Clinton and the | which are not faced with tiles, and for repaintin 


the purchase of samples of arms and accouterments other | 


for | 


the printing of | 


lanterns, matches, chimneys, and wicking 
library, cadet barracks, mess | 


| 
of 


for purchase | 
wood, } 


without | 
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§ all interior wo 
ard oil all inter 


| work and which is now painted and refinishing in 
woodwork which is now so finished, $1,800; 

lor renewing leaders where necessary, repairing gutters and tin , 
of north wing and painting all tin work, $900; 

Repairs to cadet barracks: 

For repairing and renewing plastering, painting, and calcimin; 
repairs to woodwork, reflooring, rearranging rooms, increasing sin 
baths, and other incidental repairs to the building, $5,000 ; 


$1600 maintaining and improving the grounds of the post cemet 
,500 : 


For continuing the construction of breast-high wall in dange: 
places, $1,000; 

For broken stone and gravel for roads, and for repairing sidewa 
roads, paths, and bridges on the reservation, $6,000; 

For continuing work in connection with the restoration of Fort | 
|} nam, on the United States Military Academy Reservation at \\ 
| Point, N. Y., to be expended under the direction of the Secretar) 

War, $5,000; y 


For one garbage crematory and installation of same, $2,000; 


For hose connections, hose and reels for fire protection in the | 
ment of the cadets’ mess, $100; 

For repair of boilers, engines, dynamos, motors, refrigerating 
| other machinery in the cadet mess, and the replacement of same, t 
expended without advertising, $500; 

For a tile or terrazzo ficor and tile wainscoting in the servants’ . 
ing room, south scullery, south hallway, vestibule, southeast corne: 
Grant Hall; south serving room, in the cadet mess, $3,600 ; 

For construction of one primary station, one secondary station, « 
| battery commander's station, one searchlight station, two emplac: 
| booths, and for the purchase of one searchlight and operating ma 

ery, $12,960; , 
For purchase of gymnasium apparatus for the drill hall in the 
racks of the artillery detachment, $1,000; 


a purchase of one power clipping machine for artillery detach: 
$100; 

For purchase of one sewing machine, for leather, for the sadi 
shop of the artillery detachment, $75; 

For erection of brick stables with slate roof for ambulances and 
mals belonging to the soldiers’ hospital, $5,000; 

For iron flooring for a portion of the third floor and for removi 
the present wooden flooring in library building, $250. 

Total buildings and grounds, $54,520. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demanis a 
second. Under the rule a second is ordered, and the gent!em 
from New Jersey has twenty minutes and the gentleman from 

| New York has twenty minutes. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, this bill is the 
West Point appropriation bill, reported by the Committee on 

| Military Affairs as No. 21875. There are some few formal 
|} amendments, mostly in striking out the word “ submitted,” 
which by mistake was reprinted from the estimates in the bill. 
| The only other corrections were such as made the bill as re 
ported by the committee, certain corrections having been oit- 
ted in the printing. 

The appropriations last year were $1,929,703.82. The esti 
| mates of this year were $977,587.87. The committee cut down 
the estimates for building and grounds by over $194,000, leaving 
only $54,520 for the buildings, and the total of this bill, afte 
adding $52,000 for increase of pay of officers and men who 3! 
at the Point, besides $35,000 for cadets and $3,500 for pro 
fessors, is $826,337.87, or one hundred and fifty-odd thous: 
| dollars less than the estimates, and over a million dollurs less 
than the appropriations of last year. 

Mr. Speaker, in the appropriations we have retained 01 
which we are glad to add to West Point, and that is a batte 
and searchlights for practice in the more refined and s 
part of artillery practice, which has not been had at the 1’ 
before. 

There is one item in the bill which will be of interest to Mem 
bers of the House. It was thought worth while to chance ! 
| method of visiting the Point by having the two commit! 
the Senate and House go there every year between No 
and March, charging no mileage except from Washing! 
allowing nothing but the actual expenses of those comm 

The Board of Visitors as at present constituted is 
pleasant junket. The board of officers as here organi” 
be a working body of the Senate and of the House, \ 
go and see what is really going on, probably in Noveu! 
come back and tell the House what they have rea! 
tained. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my ti! 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Before the gentleman sits | 
would like to ask him a question. The Board of Vi> 
the Military Academy, under the law as it now exists, 
posed of three Members, who are appointed by the | 
the House, and my recollection is—— 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Shall I read the law: 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, It is not important to my 
Three Members of the House, two members of the « 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. There are seven ou! 
itors. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Making a board of twelve. 
will, authorize a committee consisting of the Comn' 
Military Affairs of the House and the Committee ou 
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tee on 


litary 
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-s of the Senate as a board of visitors, making a board of 

y members. 

-. PARKER of New Jersey. 
CRUMPACKER. How 


Yes, 
much will it increase the ex- 


“PARKER of New Jersey. It will decrease it, because 
eage is allowed except from Washington, and that is a 
short distance, with very little expense incurred. 
CRUMPACKER. What is the basis of payment for 
actual expenses? 
PARKER of New Jersey. Actual expenses. 
_SLAYDEN, It makes a very considerable saving in pro- 
1 to the total cost. 
CRUMPACKER. And will probably do more good. 
SLAYDEN. Unquestionably. The work of the Board 
¢ Visitors, as constituted, is a mere pleasure trip. 
\ir. CRUMPACKER. I have always so regarded it, and I 
cenerally regarded all kinds of boards of visitors as sort 
functory affairs under ordinary conditions, and probably 
Ly lapse into that innocuous condition or status in the 
e. but I have no objection if it saves some money. 
\lr. PARKER of New Jersey. The proviso is that the actual 


Ses 


expenses for traveling shall be paid only from Washington and 
re n. 

\lr. PERKINS. It does not provide for mileage? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. No. 

\lr. ESCH. As it is now the Board of Visitors visits the 


iecademy at the close of the school year? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Yes. 
ESCH. Is that a time when the work of the academy 
best observed and criticised? 
PARKER of New Jersey. Not while it is in operation. 
advantage of seeing the examination and the finale, 
d it is when they are keyed up to their best to show what 
done. On the other hand, if the committee really 
ts to know how the work is done at West Point, and should 
be done, they should see it at some other time. 
ESCH. That is where I agree with the gentleman. 
PARKER of New Jersey. I reserve the balance of my 


Cuan ie 


the 


has be 


ir. SULZER. Mr, Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas, 
SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is the ordinary Mili- 
tary A 
To be re 
respect. The only amendment referred to by the gen- 
mn New Jersey |Mr. PARKER], who has charge of the 
s practical the visit of the Board of Visitors to the 
to investigate and report to Congress. Hitherto 


character. This substitutes members from the legislating com- 


the two Houses and requires them to attend the 
‘my during the working period, and not at the end of the 
when everything is on parade and for show. It is 
practical. So far as I am advised, every gentleman 
on the committee and who there as 


mittees of 


enurely 


who 


IS 


has ever been 
ember of the Board of Visitors, or who has been there during 
the ss 


Aci y, is convinced of the propriety of the legislation. I yield 
back the balance of my time, 

Mr. SULZER,. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
Ueman from Ohio [Mr. SHeRwoop]. 
Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am accused by my col- 
league from the Springfield (Ohio) 


district of introducing a 
veteran pension bill for bunecombe or political purposes, to ad- 





lemy bill, and except for clerical errors that will have | 
ted by amendment is absolutely sound and proper | 


it | 
1a mere annual picnic of a very pleasant but expensive | 
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any Republican Member, and denied that I had even mentioned 
Bryan’s name in my speech, my colleague replied that I had 
better read my own speech. When I called him down again 
and. challenged him, he called upon the Speaker to protect him, 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. KEIFER, Mr. Speaker, I only want to ask one question, 

Mr. SHERWOOD. I have no time. 

What can any honorable gentleman think of a Member of 
Congress, lost to all sense of fair play, who will deliberately 
coin a statement, knowing it to be false, and when challenged 
to produce the evidence and told to his face at close range that 
he was not telling the truth, appeal to the Speaker for protec- 
tion and still print his false statements in the CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp to be sent broadcast to the country? 

My colleague claims that my pension bill is not a pension bill, 
because it provides that the veterans to be favored are made a 
roll of honor. He thinks that there can no roll of honor 
among men who stood behind the guns. In his view the roll of 
honor belongs only to soldiers like himself, who rode on horse 
back and wore stars. I will not argue that question here. Let 
me quote a letter just received from Colonel Wood, of Newark, 


be 


Ohio, who served in the ranks during the war, and now holds 
the title of colonel in the fraternal order of the Grand Army 


of the Republic. Colonel Wood is a lifelong Republican and 
the most prominent candidate for Congress in the Seventeenth 
I read the letter: 


Woop & Woop, ATTORNEYS, 


Newark, Ohio, April 1908. 
COMRADE SHERWOOD: I have just read KeIreR’s attack on you and 
your bills. He always has been one of the officers who thought they 
were the guardians of the old private soldiers. Equal rights never 
enters his head. The officer is the one thing 
He can find fault with your bill. Finding fault is cheap business. 


It can be 
{Laughter and applause. ] 


done on less capital than any business I know of 


and that is one reason why so many are engaged in the business of 
finding fault and never suggesting any remedy Now. the substance 
of his speech is to convince us old soldiers that the Republican partv 
| has done all it can or will for us. I am a Republican—by birth and 
not a convert for office—never held any office, and never want to carry 
that honor. 

You have done more to bring the importance of pension business 
to the front than any other man, and finding fault with you will not 
make votes for our Republican party. Our worst enemies are those 
old Union soldiers who have always held office, and assume to be 
guardians of the old cripples and widows, and condemn us for asking 
for a little reward on services rendered the country I never could 
see how a Union soldier could vote a Democratic ticket, but since I 

| read Ketrer’s criticism of you and your bilis I, with other soldiers 
here, can see a few reasons why they stray from the path of virt 
and vote for and follow a brave old soldier like yourself, who stands 
up and demands equal rights. 
Db. W. Woon. 

[Applause and laughter.] 

I think Colonel Wood is right. There is an autocraey of 
sentiment among a certain class of oflicers who are out of all 
sympathy with the men of the rank and file, and, as an old 


al 


P ‘ : ° e | 
ssion of Congress and during the working period of the 


| organizations and two of the largest and strongest Grand 
of the Republic posts in Ohio. 


yalice ny political interests. I am attacked in almost six pages 
of the CONGRESSIONAL ,RECoRD, misrepresented, misquoted, and 
maligned as I have never been before in my very long life, and 
that, too, without any provocation whatever. 

I expect my advocacy of the measure of relief for the vet- 
frans of the civil war excited the envy of the Ohio Member, 
who [ am creditably informed, wishes to be recognized as the | 
only soldier of any account on this floor. Before his onslaught, | 
and for the comforts of peace, I would readily and cheerfully 
ave dn tted that he is the only soldier of either party from 

“10 herely upon the theory that he admits it himself. 

I charged with attacking the committees of Congress, 
and | attacking Members on the other side of this Chamber, | 
and ny colleague coins out of his muddled brains whole sen- 
tences that I never uttered. I have no time to reply to six pages 
of gro d malignant slanders, either of myself or the great 
Mee of comrades I have the honor to represent. A few specimen 

- Ist is will suffice. I am charged by my colleague with 
“ying that unless my pension bill is passed Bryan will be 


elected President. When I denied that I had ever criticised 


XLII——397 


soldier writes me: 

K¥eIFER has strutted around three hundred and sixty-five days every 
year for twenty-five years in a swallow-tailed coat, as a badge of 
superiority, and has no sympathy for the common soldier. 

{Laughter and applause.] 

1 stated in my speech of February 26 that the movement for 


his 


a pension for the veterans was a spontaneous movement. This 
is literally true. Of all the petitions filed—and I exhibited on 
the floor of this House on February 26 the greatest array ever 


before presented by any Member—the Member from Springfield 
was not able to find in all his days of delving a single printed 
petition. 

Again, the Member from Springfield says these petitions are 
not representative because they include soldiers who did not 
serve eighteen months. So much the better for that. If the 
short-term men, forty-three years after the war, are willing to 
petition for justice for the old boys who bore the brunt of the 
battle through a four-years war, it is well and good. My) 
league’s idea of patriotism is that it like himself—purely 
selfish. [Laughter.] This is a mistake. 

tefore I came to this Congress I put the dollar-a-day pension 
bill before twelve soldier organizations, including three county 


is 


Army 
After a full discussion of a of 
the provisions of the bill, the short-term soldiers, the ninety-day 
men, and the one-hundred-day men stood up and voted for the 
bill unanimously, alongside of the veterans. My colleague 
dorses the age pension, without service, but is opposed to recog 
nizing the veterans by additional legislation. Under the act of 
February 6, 1907, age pensions are granted, service being no 
consideration under this law. 


ill- 


»- 


Thousands and thousands of soldiers who went into the 
Army in 1864, from 16 to 17 years old, went througa the 


famous Atlanta campaign, fought in over thifty battles, and 
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were over one hundred days under fire, can get no pension 
whatever under the age pension. My bill takes care of all of 
them at $1 per day. My colleague claims that my bill is not 
properly drawn. It was drawn by Capt. Wesley S. Thurston, of 
Toledo, a better lawyer and a closer student than the able-bodied 
Springfield critic, although not so explosive and loquacious an 
advocate. And, with the positive proof in hand of another 
absolutely false statement of my colleague, I am done. I am 
charged with the statements of the number of petitions of the 
Soldiers’ Homes. My only statements are in my speech of 
February 26, 1908, now on my desk, and the largest number 
stated by me on any Soldiers’ Home petitions was 640, 
from the Soldiers’ Home of Hampton, Va. I never even 
mentioned any petition from the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, 
Ohio. Hence the statement that I mentioned 6,000 soldiers at 
Dayton is a malignant falsehood for which there is no pos- 
sible excuse. I filed the petitions just as received. 

The names on the petitions show just how many signed. No 
one. could possibly be deceived. No one knows this any better 
than the able-bodied Member from Springfield. And yet when 
I called him down and corrected him in reference to these peti- 
tions he declined to yield. But he has only injured himself and 
lost his standing with all worthy veterans. The letters coming 
to me daily are evidence of that fact. Here are some resolutions 
passed unanimously by the strongest body of old soldiers outside 
the Grand Army of the Republic, all, or nearly all, Republicans 
of Lucas County; and they are not only unanimous, but volun- 
tary. I never knew of the action of this body of representative 
Republican soldiers until I received a copy of the resolutions. 
They express the sentiments of the veterans everywhere. 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE EX-SOLDIERS AND MARINES’ 
PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION OF Lycas County, OHIO, 


Toledo, Ohio, May 3, 1908. 
Gen. I. R. SHerwoop, 


Hiouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sir AND ComMRaAbE: At a regular meeting of this association, 
held this date, the following resolutions were adopted : 

* Whereas the public press of the country have for the last few days 
contained reports of a speech delivered by the Hon. J. Warren Keirour, 
of Ohio, in the United States House of Representatives in opposition 
to the passage of the $1-a-day bill, introduced by Gen. I. R. SuHerwoop, 
in which speech Representative Ke1rer denounced said bill as a curiosity 
and a fraud: Therefore 

“Resolved by the Lucas County ea-Soldiers, Sailors, and Marines’ 
Protective Association, of Toledo, Ohio, That we condemn such remarks 
on the part of Congressman Keirer as unjust, unwarranted, and unpa- 


triotic, and ill becoming the gentleman to whom they are atributed ; and 
be it further 


“Resolved, That this association most heartily indorses said $1-a-day 
pension bill as the most just and meritorious measure of the kind yet 
introduced in Congress, and its favorable consideration should not be 
delayed.” 

Yours, very truly, S 


The SPEAKER. 


. CRAMER, Secretary. 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SULZER: I yield one minute more. 

Mr. SHERWOO"’). Here is a leading Republican paper 
printed in the district I have the honor to represent. It is con- 
ceded the ablest Republican weekly in the Ninth District. The 
editorial quoted is from the issue of May 8, after the malignant 
and unfair speech of the Springfield Member had been read and 
digested : 

It is a safe bet that at least 90 per cent of the old soldiers in this 
Congressional district will vote to return General SHERWOOD to Con- 
gress. We would not be surprised if the percentage was even greater. 
The General has made good in all lines, and especially so in matters 
that are of great Interest to the boys of '61. 

And now a word in reply to the statement that I have made 
my dollar-a-day pension bill a political asset. I was nominated 
for Congress in October, 1906, thirty days before the November 
election, 

At the previous Congressional election the Republican plu- 
rality in the district on Member of Congress was 18,640. I was 
elected without the aid of a campaign manager or a campaign 
secretary or treasurer, with no campaign fund and not a single 
daily newspaper, and I never mentioned to an editor, soldier, 
or anybody else that I ever intended to Introduce any pension 
bM! whatever, nor wrote a letter to a soldier asking for his sup- 
port—never appealed to soldiers either on the stump or in the 
newspapers asking for support. This disposes of this mean 
and contemptible charge of the Member from Springfield. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

And now I have a proposition to make, and am prepared to 
make good. If the Hon. J. WARREN KeEIrer will appear in my 
district ten times, and deliver the speech he made in Congress, 
printed in the Recorp of April 28, 1908, I will pay him $50 a 
night. This would give him $500, leaving me $100 to print hand- 
bills and for halls, or $600 in the aggregate—about what my 
campaign cost In 1906. It will be equal to Ten Nights in a 
Barroom. [Prolonged laughter and applause.] 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s time has expired, 

Mr. SULZER, I yield one minute more. 


| a pension bill to deceive and betray my old comrades. [et 





| politics in this contention. 
| WARREN KEIFER were under investigation, both prominent hk 
| publicans, the former dean of the press gallery and rian! 
| high as both soldier and citizen. 
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Mr. SHERWOOD. All fair-minded Members of this Hj 
must agree that there was no possible excuse for the malignant 
attack of the Springfield Member. I am charitable enoug) ;,) 
concede something to his mental and moral decadence, 
parent on both sides of this Chamber. [Laughter.] Bu 
does not suffice. I am called upon to show that in his « 
career he went wrong. 

I do not refer to his bill to reduce representation in the South, 
which he has yearly introduced to secure favor with his colored 
constituents, and which, as I learn, has never even been argued 
by him before any appropriate committee—simply a gold pric) 
handed down to fool his colored voters—but I refer to the time 
he was honored with the Speakership and left that office under » 
cloud of suspicion, and was compelled by public opinion to » 
oblivion from the public gaze for almost a quarter of a cent 
I am glad he was returned to public life after a new gene: 
came into politics. I am glad he was forgiven. I believe that 
all punishments should be reformatory. [Laughter.] 

What is the record of this gentleman who, without any ex. 
cuse or any provocation whatever, charged me with introducing 


use 


this 


T ” 
Ariler 


tion 


us 
see. 


I have here a report of a select committee of the Forty 
Congress on a question of moment. There is both a majority 
and minority report. This was over the notorious McGarrahan 
bill, when Mr. Kerrer was Speaker, and, as the evidence 
398 pages, I can only make a brief reference. 


ghth 


There are no 
Gen. H. V. Boynton and Gen. J, 


{ te- 


In this Congressional docu 
ment, the majority report, signed by three members of the Con 
gressional committee—Messrs. J. H. Hopkins, Thomas B. 
Ward and J. J. Adams—found General Boynton truthful and 


reliable, and convicted General Kerrer of false testimony and 


| perjury, on the evidence of seven creditable witnesses. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has again expired. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have printed, 
if there is no objection, another page. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I object to add- 
ing anything to what has been said. I am in charge of this 
pill and I should have objected in the beginning to what was 
being done under the guise of debate. [Cries of “ Regular or 
der!”] I have a right to speak. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman is in order. 
is entitled to the floor in his own right. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I should have objected, ex 
cept I was requested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Keirek 
most earnestly not to object. If the gentleman from Obio [Mr. 
KeEirer] desires any time now I will yield it to him. 

Mr. KEIFER. No, Mr. Speaker; I do not desire time to re 
ply to such a speech as that now. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Then, Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brapiey] such time as he 
may desire, not to exceed five minutes. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to address the 
House at length in relation to the great need for adequate edu- 
cational facilities for 230 soldiers’ children resident at West 
Point, but as time does not permit a proper and full present’ 
tion of the subject, I shall confine myself to a mere forma! 
statement and request. Mr. Speaker, that due respect ane 
courtesy may be shown toward the 1907 Board of Visitors &! 
thorized by the Fifty-ninth Congress, on motion of the dist 
guished chairman of the House Committee on Military \{ai's 
to investigate and report in regard to school facilities for’ 
diers’ children at West Point, I ask unanimous consent that 
report of the 1907 Board of Visitors, only so far as it pertiils 
to the school question, be inserted in the Recorp in continue 
tion of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks vi" 
mous consent to insert certain matters in his remarks. 1s tet 
objection ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
York couples with his request a request that the gc"! 
from Ohio [Mr. SHerwoop] may complete in the I! 
statement he desires to make this morning, I shall no! 
Otherwise I do object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears objection. ; 

Mr. SULZER. Mr, Speaker, on behalf of the committee 
ask unanimous consent that all Members who speas 
bill have permission to extend their remarks. J 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks 02°"" 
mous consent that all Members who speak upon this b!!! 


have unanimous consent to extend their remarks in the lteco® 
Is there objection? 


The gentleman 
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_ YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects. 
SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I am glad the objection comes 
that side and not our side. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will please 
order. The gentleman from New Jersey has the floor. 
entleman from New York a little later will get it. 
SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I did not know the gentleman 
New Jersey had the floor. 


SPEAKER. Yes; the gentleman from New Jersey still 
e floor. 
\Ir. PARKER of New Jersey. Has the request of the gen- 


from New York [Mr. BrapLey] been granted? The gen- 
from New York asked unanimous consent to put in a 
ent of the Board of Visitors with reference to school 
; for soldiers’ children at West Point. 
SPEAKER. And objection was made. 
PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
of my time. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey reserves 
inder of his time. 
ir. SULZER. How much 
New Jersey remaining? 
» SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey has nine 
s und the gentleman from New York has four minutes. 
SULZER. I yield two minutes of that time to the gen- 
tl n from Virginia. 
Mr. HAY. 
appropriation of over $800,000, with increases of salary 


time has the gentleman from 


Mr. Speaker, this is an appropriation bill carry- | 
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State of New York, I introduced and passed many bills, which 
are now laws, in the interest of labor, and for the amelioration 
of our workmen. I am proud of that record, and I am glad 
to know that my efforts in the New York legislature, and in 


| Congress, for the wage-earners have always been appreciated 


by them. 

I have been a Member of the House of Representatives for 
nearly fourteen years. During that time I have done my best 
for the workers of America—for the brain and the brawn of 
our land. Unfortunately, since I have been a Member of Con- 


| gress, I have always been in a hopeless minority, and while I 


could construct and urge the passage of beneficial legislation, 
demanded by labor throughout the country, I could not always 
succeed in writing the laws desired by the producers on the Fed- 
eral statute books. However, I am never discouraged—the bat 
tle for the right will go on and on until justice is done, and the 
cause of the right triumphs over prejudice and might and cun- 
ning. 

I stand now where I always have stood, and where I always 
will stand—for the rights of the toilers, for justice to the 
workingmen of our country whose labor creates all wealth, and 
I will continue in the future, as I have in the past, to do all 
in my power to advance their prosperity and to promote their 


| material welfare. 


in it, with new legislation in it, and it is called up here under | 


on of the rules, without opportunity to have it con- 
n any way or make a point of order against any of 


| to work more than eight hours a day. 


the provisions in the bill which are subject to the point of | 
order. This is a new departure in legislation, and therefore 
this side of the House at least should vote against this bill 


under the circumstances under which it is brought up. I yield | 
Ih to the gentleman from New York the balance of my 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman from New 
Jersey will now use a part of his time. 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I do not desire to use any 


time unless, perhaps, to reply to something that is said. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I shall take advantage of this 
to speak for the toilers of our country—for the rights 
nen who create the wealth of our land, for those worthy 
s of the Republie, the American workingmen—who have 
le us all that we are, and will make us, if we are true to our- 


selves, all that we hope to be—the greatest and the grandest and 
the f st and the most prosperous people the world has ever 

No n, in my opinion, can pay too high a tribute to “ labor.” 
It is the creative force of the material world, the genius of ac- 
( hinent of the brain and the brawn of the land, the spirit 
of rogress, and the milestones marking the advance of man. 
Ci on owes everything to labor—to the constructive toiler 
and the creative worker. Labor owes very little to civilization. 
Mother Earth is labor’s best friend. From her forests and her 
the 


ls, from her recks and her rivers, the toiler has wrought all 

hd brought ferth the wonders of the world. 

s not of to-day, or of yesterday, or of to-morrow. It is 
Dynasties come and go, governments rise and fall, 

ries succeed centuries, but labor goes on forever. Tabor 

he everlasting law of life. 

rear down your palaces and your temples and labor will re- 


close 


au every avenue of trade and commerce and 
bon | reopen them; destroy your towns and your cities and 
rebuild them greater and grander than they were; 
but d oy labor, and famine will stalk the land, and pestilence 
Wil decimate the human race. If every laborer in the world 
8} ‘cease work for ninety days, it would cause the greatest 
strophe that ever befell mankind—a tragedy to the human 
race lnpossible to depict and too frightful to contemplate. 


Mr. Spe iker, let us be just to labor. Let us do something 

[ am now, always have been, and always will be the 
(i of the toilers—of the farmers, and the wage-earners of 
Amel of those who earn their bread in the sweat of their 
record of my life, in the legislature of my State, 


| . in the Congress of the United States, will prove the truth 
nd sincerity of these words. 

W My pathies are all with the poor, with the oppressed, and 

oe fortunate. My heart goes out to those who toil and 
t we | know in the long race of life’s tempestuous battle 

oa ew win, that the many lose heart, become discouraged, 

in up the fight in hopeless despair. 


the five years I was a member of the assembly of the 








Ever since I have been a Member of Congress I have strug- 
gled to pass a bill which I introduced making eight hours a 
legal working-day. Organized labor from one end of this land 
to the other favors this bill, but the opposition to it has been so 
great that its true friends have never been able to pass it. It is 
a good bill and it ought to pass. 

In my judgment no man in this country ought to be compelled 
l want to see, and I hope 
the day is not far distant when we all shall see, an eight-hour 
law written on the statute books of our land and rigidly enforced 
in every State, in every city, in every town, and in every village 
in the country. I believe it will be beneficial to the laborer, ad- 
vantageous to the community in which he lives, and for the best 
interest of the Government. long hours make the wage- 
earner a poor workman. Shorter hours, in my opinion, will pro- 
duce better results. 

I am and always have been an advocate of shorter hours for a 
legal working-day. It is in harmony with the spirit of the times. 
The hours constituting a legal day’s work should keep step 
with the progress of invention in labor-saving machinery. The 
history of the past teaches us that every reduction in the hours 
constituting a day’s work has resulted beneficially. These re 
ductions in the hours of labor have decreased intemperance, in- 
creased knowledge, made better homes, happier and _ better- 
clothed wives and children, brighter and more prosperous fire- 
sides, and in every way benefited the social relations, promoted 
happiness and contentment, and improved the moral, economical, 
and financial condition of the producing masses of our land. 

This bill and many others in the interest of our toilers are the 
salutary reforms now demanded by the plain people of our Re- 
public and will surely come in time. But we must be ever alert, 
ever on guard, to secure them. If eternal vigilance is the price 
of liberty, then eternal agitation is the price of every legislative 
reform. We must organize and agitate. The 
a never-ending struggle. 

I want to see labor secure its just rights and a more equi- 
table distribution of the fruits of toil. It can only be accom- 
plished through the enactment and administration of just hiws. 
The law is the shield of the wage-earners anchor of 
the toiler. 

Labor makes no war on vested 
honestly acquired wealth. It is not antagonistic to 
capital. It would close no door to opportunity. It would darken 
no star of hope. It would not palsy initiation nor paralyze 
ambition. It stands for the rights of man; for the greatness of 
individualism; for equal rights to all and special privileges to 
none; and so I declare that capital and labor must be 
not enemies. They should act in harmony, not antipathy. Their 
interests should be mutual, not antagonistic. In our complex 
civilization each is essential to the other, and they should walk 
band in hand. To prosper, they must be at peace, not at 
Each is necessary to the other. Both have their rights and both 
have their limitations. The inherent rights of labor are as 
sacred as the vested rights of capital. Labor makes capital 
creates all wealth—and should have, to say the least, equal 
opportunities and as much consideration; but the trouble seems 
to be that labor does not receive a fair share of what it pro 
duces. It is the duty of the legislator to see to it that there is 
less centralization of wealth and a more equitable distribution 
of the fruits of toil. 

Mr. Speaker, there are several bills now pending in Congress 


war for justice is 


the sheet 
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to do something to ameliorate the condition of the wage-earners 
of our country, and I had indulged the hope that we would have 
an opportunity to vote for some of these meritorious measures 
ere this session adjourned, but it seems the friends of the toilers 
are again destined, by the inexorable decrees of the powers that 
be, to bitte ntment. These bills for labor are all 
curely pigeonholed in the committees, and they will never be 
reported, never passed, never enacted into laws, until labor 
asserts itself at the ballot box and demands its just 
thre agency of the elective franchise. 

It is well known to my colleagues that I have prepared and 
introduced and advocated many bills in the interest of the toil- 
ers and the wage-earners of our land. 
but only a few. 
tive history of 


disappo se- 


ugh the 


It is a sad commentary on the recent legisla- 
Congress that so much has been done for the 


few and so little, so very little, for the many; so easy to pass a | 


bad bill; so hard to pass a good bill. This is the fault I find 
with the legislation of the day, and it is a serious fault that 
must be condemned by every patriotic citizen of our country. 

We should legislate for the benefit of all the people, meet the 
expectations of the toilers of the land, and listen to the just de- 
mands of the wage-earners of our country. 

In this connection I want to call the attention of the House 
to a bill I prepared and introduced in the last Congress and iu 
this bill “to establish a Department of Labor,” 
with 
This bill is not antagonized by capital and is favored by the 
toilers and producers of the country. It is a simple measure 
that excites no opposition from any source. 
omnipotence of labor, the dignity of the producers, and the 
greatness of the creators of wealth. It should be speedily en- 
acted into law. It is a short bill, and I send it to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have it read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20587) to establish a Department of Labor. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be at the seat of government an 
executive department known as the “ Department of Lal " and a 
ecretary of Labor, who shall be the head thereof, who shall be ap- 
ointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
enate, who shall receive a salary of $12,000 per annum, and whose 


Congress—a 


or, 


} 


Ss 


and tenure of office shall be like that of the heads of the other 

itive Departments; and section 158 of the Revised Statutes is 
reby amended to include such Department, and the provisions of 
Title LV of the Revised Statutes, including all amendments thereto, 
are hereby made applicable to said Department. 

Sec. 2. That there shall be in said Department six assistant secre- 
taries, to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to wit: 

A First Assistant Secretary, whose duty it shall be to supervise all 
matters relating to labor engaged in the manufacturing industry. 

\ Second Assistant Secretary, whose duties shall be to supervise all 
te relating to labor engaged in the agricultural industry. 

Third A tant Secretary, whose duties shall be to supervise all 
ters relating to labor engaged in the building of highways and 
portation industry, including telephone and telegraph business. 
l‘ourth Assistant Secretary, whose duties shall be to supervise 
matters relating to labor employed in the mining industry. 

A Fifth Assistant Secretary, whose duties shall be to supervise 
matters relating to labor engaged in the building industry. 

\ Sixth Assistant Secretary, whose duty it shall be to supervise all 
matters relating to labor engaged in the mercantile industry. 

Si 3. That there shall be a branch of this Department, to be 
known as the “ bureau of fisheries,” under the direction of a commis- 
sioner of fisheries, who shall have charge of all matters relating to 
lal engaged in the ng industry. 

4. That the salary 
ll be $5,000 per annum, and the 
shall be $3,000 per annum 
5. That there shall 
r clerical 


t 
J 
i 


mai 
\ 
mai 
tran 
\ all 


all 


fishi 


chief clerk, a 
may be from 


be one 
assistants as 


disbursing clerk, 


time to time 


» provided for by Congress. 
Sec. 6. That it shall be the duty of the Department of 
uch improvements in the social, political, and economic con- 
is of the wealth-producing laborers of the United States as shall 
to secure to them their natural rights to the opportunity to labor, 
sour in the possession and enjoyment of the full fruits of 
work. 

. 7. That there shall be established in each of the 
ons»of the Department of Labor a bureau of statistics, 
cajlect and report at least once each year, and oftener 
the fullest possible statistics of the condition of labor in 

different industries, 

‘ec. & That special attention shall be given by this Department to 
ction and publication, at least monthly, of the fullest possible 
3; of the unemployed 

Sec. 9. That statistics of the total 

proportion received by labor, and of 
of wealth and land, shall be carefully 
quent intervals. 
Sec. 10. That the Secretary of Labor shall have complete control of 
the work of gathering and distributing statistical information natur 
ally relating to the subjects confided to his Department; and to 
end said Secretary shall have power to employ any or either of 
bureaus provided for his Department and to rearrange such statistical 
work and to distribute or consolidate the same as may be deemed 
desirable in the public interests; and said Secretary shall also have 
authority to call upon other departments of the Government for statis 
tical data and results obtained by them; and said Secretary of Labor 
may collate, arrange, and publish such statistical information so ob 
tained in such manner as to him may seem wise. 

Sec. 11. That the existing Bureau known as 
Lebor and the Bureau of Immigration of the 
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| pares to it or hereafter acquired for use in its business: 


A few have been passed, | 


| so until other suitable quarters are provided for its use: 
| of the bureaus, offices, departments, or branches of the pi 


| hereby 


a Secretary having a seat in the Cabinet of the President. | 
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merce and Labor, and all matters relating to Chinese immig ’ 
shall be transferred to the Department of Labor. The pres: : 
of Commissioner of Labor is hereby abolished, and all the power 


| records, and business of his present Department shall be transf+; 


the Department of Labor. 

Sec. 12. That the official records and papers now on file in 
taining exclusively to the business of any bureau, office, depart 
branch of the public service in this act transferred to the I 
of Labor, together with the furniture now in use in such bur: 


| department, or branch of the public service, shall be, and he: 


rights | transferred to the Department of Labor. 
IZNnts | 


SEC 


13. That the Secretary of Labor shall have charge, in t! 
ings or 


sremises occupied by or appropriated to the Depar' 
the library, furniture, fixtures, records, and other 


xe allowed to expend for periodicals and the purposes of the lib: 
for rental of appropriate quarters for the accommodation of 
partment of Labor within the District of Columbia, and for 
incidental expenses, such sums as Congress may provide from 
time: Provided, however, That where any office, bureau, or | 
the public service transferred to the Department of Labor by 
is occupying rented buildings or premises it may still conti 
And 
further, That all officers, clerks, and employees now employed 
lie 
in this act transferred to the Department of Labor are ea 
transferred to said Department at their present 
except where otherwise provided in this act: And 


salaries, 


| further, That all laws prescribing the work and defining the 


the several bureaus, offices, departments, or branches of t) 
service by this act transferred to and made a part of the [x 
of Labor shall, so far as the same are not in conflict with 
visions of this act, remain in full force and effect until ot 
provided by law. 

Sec. 14. That there shall be a solicitor of the Department of 
for the Department of Labor, whose salary shall be $4,500 per 
and an assistant solicitor for each of the Assistant Secretari: 
Department of Labor, each at a salary of $3,000 per annum. 

Sec. 15. That the Secretary of the Department of Labor s! 


| power to appoint boards of arbitration and conciliation wher 


interests of industrial peace may require it to be done. 

Sec. 16. That all power and authority heretofore possessed 
ercised by the head of any executive department over any bu: 
branch, or division of the public service by this act transfer: 
Department of Labor, or any business arising therefrom « 
ing thereto, whether of appellate or revisory character or 


| shall hereafter be vested in and exercised by the head of the 


partment of Labor; and all acts or parts of acts inconsist 
this act are, so far as inconsistent, hereby repealed. 

Sec. 17. That the Secretary of Labor shall annually, at th: 
each fiscal year, make a report in writing to Congress, giv 
count of all moneys received and disbursed by him and his De; 
and describing the work done by the Department in fostering, pro: 
and developing the various industries under the supervision « 
partment and making such recommendations as he shall dee 
for the effective performance of the duties and purposes of | 
ment. He shall also, from time to time, make such specia! i 
tions and reports as he may be required to do by the Presid 
either House of Congress, or which he himself may deem n 
urgent. 

Sec. 18. That a person to be designated by the Secretar 
shall be appointed to formulate, under his direction, for the i 
of consular officers, the requests of the Secretary of Labor, 
pare from the dispatches of consular officers, for transm! 
Secretary of Labor, such information as pertains to the w 
Department of Labor, and such persons shall have the ran! 
of a chief of bureau, and be furnished with such clerical 
may be deemed necessary by the Secretary of State. 

Sec. 19. That this act shall take effect and be 
after its passage. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the bill speaks for 
every provision in it is self-explanatory. It is a n 


in forces 


| measure, and every Republiean and every Democrat in ‘ 


can consistently vote for it if he wants to be just 


ducers < . , ilers r Jand. 
of each of the Assistant Secretaries of Labor | lucers of our country and to the toilers of our la 


salary of the commissioner of fish- | 


all in all, it is a comprehensive measure, drawn to 
exigency of the times, demanded by the workers 0! 
approved by every labor organization in the land; and 
written on our statute books, it would have a most 


and do much to solve existing and future industria! 
As Samuel Gompers, the farseeing president of the 
Federation of Labor, most wisely declares in his able 
in favor of the bill— 


It is earnestly hoped that the bill for the creation of tlie 
of Labor, introduced by Mr. Sutzer, of New York, may pa 
a_ lasting benefit to all our people. No keen observer disp 
all-absorbing and burning queation of our time is expressed 
“the labor question.” In the effort to establish the righ! 


| of the workers to society, in the production of wealth, and 


tribution, are encompassed all the complex questions of ou! 
justice should be meted out to all workers no thought? 
deny. Anything which is not based upon ethical considerat 
no intelligent trade unionist asks. 

Questions often arise in the official family of the Pres 
United States in which justice, fair dealing, ethics, and t 
its administration must frequently be under consideration, 
there is some representative of the workers competent to sp 
name, to advocate their cause, to convey to the Executiv: 
his advisers the laborer’s side of labor's contention, he 4! 
be deprived of valuable and far-reaching information. It 
this present deficiency that the American Federation of Lal 
for, and should repeat and increase its efforts to secur 
ment by Congress of a law creating a department of la 
secretary who shall have a seat in the President's Cabinet 

There are some who are advocating the passage of a !a" 
department of industry and commerce, with a secretary “ 
providing for him a seat in the President’s Cabinet. / 
propositions which have been submitted all subordinate and 










































































‘ ton of labor and even the present Federal Bureau of La- 
nst such a plan we have entered, and should again emphat- 

- our protest. As a matter of fact, without a single excep- 

members of the Cabinet are now representatives of the 

and business men’s side of industry, commerce, and finance. 

fenry B. Martin, the well-known secretary of the Amer- 

ust League, in his eloquent argument in favor of the 


re "the Committee on Labor, said: 


a need for this fuller and fairer recognition of labor in 
f 1 Government of the United States? I think the reason 
in. It is because the whole prosperity ar nd progress of 

i Sts ates is dependent upon the freedom and justice and equit 
we treat the laboring masses 1d because of the resnition 
-osperity which always fellows. The ‘fairer and juster 
nditions of labor in the country, the greater is the 


ifare of the nation. One of the most important vea- 


r should have this fuller recognition in our Government 
hat we need a more thorough and accurate knowledge by 


t and the people as a — through the instrumentality 








nment, of the condition of labor affairs in the country. 
» no question, I believe, in the mind of any careful ob- 
. nt a ns but that there is need at this time in the 
for a full and fairer recognition of labor, its rights 
sts This * pill introduced by Congressman WILLIAM 
iblish a Depa rtment of Labor” is the longest step in 
h has ever been proposed to be taken in our country. 
vith similar legislation in all the advanced and enlightened 
world. The placing of labor as a part of the com- 


uality with the other branches of the nation by recog- 

iape of an Executive Department, with a Cabinet officer 

neil board of the President for the consideration of all 

itive business of the country, is a measure that will be 

am sure, of wide and lasting and permanent benefit, not 
to all other elements of our national life. 

er, my bill to establish “a Department of Labor” 

ress along the road of industrial peace. Capital should 

S wi labor. For years this legislation has been 

i by the wage-earners of the country. The bill meets 

pprobation and has the approval of the best thought 

d. It has been indorsed by some of the ablest thinkers, 

» wisest political economists, and many of our lead- 


but 


1 « 
‘11 aS 


Pers, 
Department of Labor with a Secretary having a seat 
binet, with all the rights and powers conferred by this 
it will bring labor and capital closer together, and one is 
nt on the other. They should be friends—not enemies— 
alk hand in hand in the march of progress along the 
ys of mutual prosperity. This bill, if it becomes a law, 
go far to prevent serious labor troubles in the future, do 
) solve existing labor problems, and every friend of in- 
peace should aid in its enactment. The employers of 
as the employees themselves, whether they be- 
les unions or not, are all, so far as I have been able 
in 
n and heartily approve of this bill. 
| shall fight for the principles embodied in this bill, and con- 
“ate its passage until it is enacted into law. It is 
ul right, and sooner or later it will be the law of the 








T 


nd for the rights of man. I am an individualist, and I 
open the door of opportunity to every individual in 


r and happier 
Of lab« 


and more prosperous. I believe in the dig- 


benefit of all the people of the country. 
e as much standing as capital in the halls of Congress 
t of government. We have a Department to rep- 
'; we have a Department to represent diplomacy; we 
irtment to represent our internal affairs; we have 
Vepartinent to represent commerce; we have a Department 
justice—all supported by the wage-earners, and in 

' common sense why should we not have a de part- 
epresent industrial peace as exemplified by labor, 
nt in its last analysis of them all? 











The creation 














and organize as capital. 
Allenable 


ndeniab 
law 


The right of a man to labor is 
» and the right of a man to quit work is just as 
‘e. Neither capital nor labor has the right to take 
in its own hands. If capital does wrong or commits 






wir 





The time is ripe, it seems to me, for the crea- | 


iccord with the principles of this progressive | 


{ want to do all I can to make the world better and | 
r, and I want to do everything I ean as a legislator | 


protect its inherent rights and promote its best interests for | 
I want labor | 


the | 
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Department of Labor will be a long step in the right | 

n the new century's progress for harmony and for 

ace, and through its agency, in my judgment, many 

Enns pre oblei ms can be quickly solved in a way that will 

| stantial justice and be fair to all concerned. 

‘Tr. Speaker, labor wants a fair show, an equal chance, a 
teal—in Congress and out of Congress. Labor is inde- 

g » Unselfish, and consistent. It does not ask for more 

: rights. We hear much about equality before the 
\ hb a. is all labor wants. It seeks no special privileges. 
a m is not a trust— ‘it is a voluntary association for 

ia! benefit. It has no stock, pays no dividends, but stands 
eatiea rights to all. Labor has as much right to com- 


crime, 


that is no reason why labor should do wrong or commit 
crime, or vice versa. Two wrongs never did and never will 
make a right. In a government such as ours, the reign of law 


must not and will not give way to the reign of force. 


The best advice that any friend and the most arde 





pathizer can give labor, organized or otherwise, in its s 

for its just rights, for better conditions, for greater 

and for a more equitable distribution of its fruits, is ! 
law. Labor’s only hope is here. This is a land of liberty, but 
it is now, ever was, and always will be, liberty under law. 

Sir, after mature reflection, I am of the conviction that the 
great army of industrial workers, from one end of the land to 
the other, should be represented in the administrative branch 
of the Government, so that their rights at all times can be ex- 
plained, their interests protected, their wants made known, and 
their grievances discussed intelligently in the Cabinet of the 
President. 

This bill is a meritorious measure and it should be a law. 


It is the first bill, I believe, 
ate a Department of Labor. 


ever introduced it 1 Congress to cre- 
I am informed it is the first attempt 


to systematically classify labor that has ever been presented 
in a bill in Congress, and its enactment into law will evidence 
a disposition on the part of the Government to see to it that 
labor gets full recognition, the dignity of having a voice in the 
councils of State, and the opportunity to have its claims dis- 
passionately discussed for a fairer distribution of its products. 
Give labor this boon, and the “!2bor question” will be reduced 


to the minimum. 

The expense of maintenance of the Department of Labor will 
practically be but little more than the expense for the mainte- 
nance of the various bureaus at the present time. These bureaus 
will all be in the Department of Labor. I 


do not think any- 
one will take exception to the bill on the ground that it is 
| going to increase the expenses of the Government. A few 


thousand dollars in a matter of so much moment as this will 


be of little consequence. I believe that if this bill, or one along 
similar lines, were on the statute books to-day it would be a 
long step toward better social, economical, and industrial con- 
ditions; a progressive advance along the avenues of internal 
peace; that it would go far to allay jealousy, establish har- 


mony, promote the general 
employee better friends, prevent strikes, and lockouts, and 
boycotts, and business paralysis, and every year save millions 
and millions of dollars of losses which result necessarily there- 
from. The toilers of the land will never be satisfied until this 
right to a seat in the administrative branch of the Government 
is allowed. They are entitled to it and they should have it, 

Let us grant it to them now, because now is the accepted time, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in connection with my speech some data favorable to my 
bill to establish a Department of Labor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp data favorable to his bill. 


welfare, make the employer and 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The resolutions and comments in favor of the bill are as 
follows: 

The American Federation of Labor, in national convention, adopted 


the following : 





“Resolved, That the American Federation, through its executive coun- 
cil, devise means and put into execution some plan whereby the incom- 
ing National Administration and the Congress may be urged to consider 
the advisability of establishing a Department of Labor and the mer ! 
of the bureaus alleged to be in the interest of American citizens who 
are, or desire to be, employed as tradesmen, artisans, mechani 1 
laborers, and that, if necessary to accomp! ish this result, a committee, 
geographically selected, be hereafter appointed by the president to assist 
in advancing this and other approved measures 

“Resolved, That each general and local organization embraced in the 
American Federation of Labor be requested to promote the plans agreed 
upon in this connection and make appeals to their Representatives in 
Congress to favorably consider and advocate through this means an aid 
to peace, prosperity, and patriotism.” 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 19, 1908. 
To the COMMITTEES ON LABOR, 
House of Representatives. 
GREETING: This is to certify that District Assembly 66, Knights of 





Labor, in regular session assembled, have indorsed by unanimous vote a 
bili introduced by Mr. Suuzer, of New York, to establish a Department 
of Labor, and respectfully petitions your committee to recommend its 
passage to the Congress. 
The chairman of our legislative committee has been instructed to 
present this petition to your honorable committee in person. 
Very respectfully, 
H. A. MARTIN, 
District Secretary. 
Respectfully submitted. 
H. J. ScHUL‘EIS, 


Chairman Legislative Committee. 
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‘Tue COMMERCIAL TELEGRAPHERS’ UNION OF AMERICA, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1908. 
lion. W. SULZER, 
House of Representatives, Washington D. OC. 

Dear Sir: I herewith take great pleasure in indorsing H. R. 20587 
to establish a go of Labor, introduced by you; and inasmuch 
that you have incorported the telegraph and telephone therein, it 
greatly increases the importance thereof and should be enacted into 


law, or rather passed by the Congress, as it will prove to be of in- | 


estimable benefit to labor in general. 
I am, very truly, yours, W. W. Beatriz, President. 


INTERNATIONAL TYPOGRAPHICAL UNION, 
Los Angeles, Oal., March 9, 1908. 
Hon. WILLIAM SvULZER, 
House of Representatives United States, 
Washington, D. O. 

My Dear Mr. Sutzer: I am particularly interested in H. R. 20587, 
to establish a Department of Labor, introduced by you, and would be 
pleased to receive the following information : 

Noting that 
would you state when, in your judgment, the bill will be operative, 
provided it meets with the favorable consideration of the committee 
and the concurrence of the House and Senate? 

I assure you that the proposed measure meets with the hearty ap- 
proval of those who have perused it in this section of the country. 

Thanking you for the favor of forwarding me a copy, and trusting 
to hear from you at an early date, I am, 

Very respectfully, yours, 
T. D. FENNESSY, 
Representative International Typographical Union. 


BROTHERHOOD OF PAINTERS, DECORATORS, 
AND PAPERHANGERS OF AMERICA, 
Lafayette, Ind., March 25, 1908. 
Hon. WILLIAM SvULzer, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I am pleased to hear of the progress which H. R. 20587, 
your Department of Labor bill, is making in committee. I am too busy 
to prepare a lengthy statement in favor of the measure, but inclose a 
few lines, which, voicing the sentiments of many men who are directly 
interested, may have some little weight with the committee. 

Regretting my inability to prepare a more effective statement, I 
remain, 

Yours, very sincerely, J. C. Skemp, G. 8. T. 
BROTHERHOOD OF PAINTERS, DECORATORS, 
AND PAPERHANGERS OF AMERICA, 
Lafayette, Ind., March 25, 1908. 
COMMITTEE ON LABOR, HOUSE OF REPKESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: Your committee having granted interested parties an 
opportunity to submit statements upon H. R. 20587, a bill to create a 
Department of Labor, introduced by Congressman SuLzER of New York, 
I desire to avail myself of the privilege. 

When the bill providing for the establishment of a Department of 
Commerce and Labor was under consideration organized labor. unani- 
mously urged the creation of two separate departments—one of com- 
merce, one of labor. We believed the dual nature of the Department 
would lessen its efficiency, for, although commerce and labor are closely 
allied, yet there necessarily exists a wide divergence in the nature of 
the matters relating to each subject which come under the jurisdiction 
of the Department. 

We believe that the history and experience of the Department since 
its creation ee the correctness of our attitude and justify the 
enactment of the bill under consideration. Each year the number of 
wage-workers employed in the manufacturing and commercial in- 
dustries increases, and the proper regulation of the machinery of 
production and distribution so that the greatest efficiency may be 
secured is a matter of greater importance. 

To accomplish this work successfully needs a separate department, 
the staff of which will be able to concentrate its energy and attention 
exclusively upon the questions affecting labor. Our sister Republic, 
France, has recognized the need of such a department, and I lieve 
that the interests of employer and employee alike demand that we 
follow that country’s example. 

On behalf of the 70,000 members of the Brotherhod of Painters, 
Decorators, and Paperhangers of America, I therefore respectfully urge 
the committee to give favorable consideration to the bill introduced 


by the Hon. WILLIAM SULZER. 
J. C. Skemp, G. 8. T., 


tespectfully, 
Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and 
Paperhangers of America. 
[From Weekly Bulletin of the Clothing Trades, New York, official organ 
United Garment Workers of America.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR—A BILL NOW BEFORE CONGRESS TO HAVE ITS HEAD 
A MEMBER OF THE PRESIDENT’S CABINET. 

Representative WILLIAM Suuzer, of New York, has introduced a bill 
in Congress providing for the establishment of another Department of 
the Government, the head of which shall have a seat in the President’s 
Cabinet. The new Department is to be known as the “ Department of 
Labor,” and its head as the “ Secretary of Labor.” The head of the 
Department will be appointed by the President, the same as other mem- 
bers of the Cabinet, with $12,000 a year as compensation. The bill pro- 
vides for six assistant secretaries, at $5,000. The first secretary to 
supervise matters of manufacture, one for agricultural industry, another 
to look after transportation, another mining, another the building in- 
dustry, and another the mercantile industry. One section of the Dill 
provides “ that it shall be the duty of the Department of Labor to pro- 
mote such improvements in the social, political, and economic conditions 
of the wealth-producing laborers of the United States as shall tend to 
secure to them their natural rights to the opportunity to labor and 
to security in the possession and enjoyment of the full fruits of their 
work.” 

A Bureau of Statistics is provided for, and a monthly bulletin show- 
ing the number of unemployed, the total production of wealth, and 
the proportion received by labor. It is proposed by the bill that the 
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} and I certain! 
the bill has been referred to the Committee on Labor, | 


| to, the risks of life they run in each trade or occupation, the average 


May 15 


3 


present Bureau, known as the “ Department of Labor and Bure») 
mmigration,” be transferred to the proposed new Department 
the Office of Commissioner of Labor be abolished. 

There are to be one solicitor, at $5,000, for the head of the Dons» 
ment and six assistant solicitors, one for each of the assistant co... 
taries, at $3,000. The secretary of the Department is vest) 
powers to appoint boards of arbitration. 

The bill has met with the unanimous indorsement of the Washingto, 
Central Labor Union, with its eighty affiliated bodies and 25,00) mo. 
bers, and has the hearty indorsement of national and internation. 
labor leaders here. ‘oii 


UNITED BROTHERHOOD OF CARPENTERS 
AND JOINERS OF AMERICA, 
Indianapolis, March 2¢ 


» ADC 


ecre. 


Witt 


3s 1908 


Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: I have carefully perused your bill, which provides 
separate Cabinet Department,‘to be known as the “ Department of | 
concur in this adjunct to the existing Depa: 
Labor should be recognized to this extent at least. The Departmen; 
could do a vast amount of good in collecting and compiling statistics of 
this most necessary branch of our Government relative to the edna. 
tions under which the wageworkers of our country live, as weil as the 
hours they work, the wages they receive, the diseases they are subject 


length of life; the homes they live in, whether tenements, apartments 


| cottages, garrets, or hovels, whether properly ventilated or who 


| formation that the Government should be in possession of. 


the sanitation is what is desired, and other matters of interest ang jp. 
We, as 
laboring men, contribute our share to the wealth and prosperity of ti 
country. We contribute our services that the policies of the Govern 
ment may be carried out and the weak and defenseless protected at 
times. We should therefore have some recognition for the efforts and 
energies put forth along these lines and for the loyalty shown on al! 


| occasions to law and order. 


| 
| 
| 
\ 
} 
| 


| 
| 


you their support in order that same aay become a law. 
With kind regards, I am, sincerely, yours, 
FRANK Durry, General Secretary. 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE CENTRAL LaBor UNION, 
_District oF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., March 28, 1908. 
Hon. WILLIAM Svuuzer, M. C. 


Dear Sir: At a recent meeting of the Central Labor Union of the 
District of Columbia your bill to establish a Department of Labor (11. R. 
20587) was unanimously indorsed, and I was so directed to inform you 

Permit me also to thank you for its introduction, and express the 
hope that the bill will become a law. It is an important step in t 
right direction, and such a department would be the means of savin 
annually to both employee and employer many thousands of dollars, 
and spare the public much inconvenience now experienced when con 
tentions arise between labor and capital. 

Again hoping your bill will become a law, I am, 

Respectfully, yours, 
Sam De Neprey, Secretary. 


INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF BOOKBINDERS, 
LocaL UNION No. 4, 
Washington, D. C., March 28, 1908. 
Hon. WILLIAM SuLZER, New York. 

Deak Mr. Suuzer: On behalf of my organization, the Inte: 
Brotherhood of Bookbinders, I desire to heartily approve of 
(H. R. 20587) to establish a Department of Labor. I have 
read the bill and I believe if you can procure the passage of sa! 
will not only please the millions of workers who are organized, but 
the unorganized toilers in every State of our Union. 

It is about time that our Government should take some interest 
the welfare of our wageworkers. The passage of your bil! I 
in stamping out anarchy and radical socialism, and it wil , 
discontented toilers to understand that the United States (iovernment 
in its Department of Labor stands ready to educate and assist in 
way our toiling masses who produce all the wealth that o c 
boasts of. I sincerely hope you may be able to get a. vote in | 
on your bill this session, and as it is a nonpartisan measure 
should be no objection to its passage. 

With best wishes, I remain, fraternally, yours, 
J. L. FRENEY, | 
Chairman Legislative Committee, Central Labor Union, 
President Bookbinders’ Union, Locai \' 


national 


THe TRADES UNIONIST PUBLISHING COMPANY, 
Tue Trapes UNION! 
Washington, D. C., Febru: 
Hon. WILLIAM Suuzer, M. C. 


My Dear Scuuzer: After going over your bill very thoroug 
want to make this comment: Should it become a law, it w 
to prevent industrial strife than any other measure yet der 
I base my conclusions upon these facts, and I speak from © 
having been “ tangled up” in many strikes and having obser: 
others from labor's standpoint. 

Nine strikes out of every ten could be prevented if scme one | 
thority, some one whom men could feel was friendly toward ('' 
demands, could be called on to effect an adjustment. The 
file of labor don’t want strikes. , 

The officers of organized labor do not want them eit 
both the men and the officers—will go to the limit to pr 
They are always forced on them, and in nine out of ten ©°s 
overbearing, supercilious, or bigoted employer. Were your | 
the assistant secretary of the different industries could for 
public sl these unreasonable employers to make con 
vided, of course, these concessions could be in justice give". 
other hand, he could, in exactly the same way, force unre:s oa 
ployees to reasonableness. Much, in fact all its success, would dep 
upon the officials who were placed in charge of these posit) => I hope, 

I will not go further into detail now, my dear Svuvzer, »" _ 


ns | 
Ont 


ible ew 








nk 





be done without any embarrassment. that when this bill is 
committee I be allowed to speak for it, for frankly I be- 
becomes a law, and is carried out in the proper spirit, it 


the elimination of 90 per cent of the industrial disputes of 
ry. > ; 

t wishes to you, dear sir, I beg to remain, 
ry truly, yours, 


W. E. Kennepy. 
PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I yield three 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotimay]. 
[OLLIDAY. Mr. Speaker, I think it a fair sample of 


he arguments that have come from the other side of 
nber when the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sut- 
lains that he has only twenty minutes in which to 


is matter, and 
al speech. 
LZER. It was a good speech, was it not? 

\ [OLLIDAY. Oh, yes; a very good speech. There is very | 
; liscuss in this proposition. It is the routine bill that 
} en coming here year after year, and every Member is 
with it. There were changes made necessary by the 
nassage of the military appropriation bill, which added pay to | 
s and enlisted men. It was necessary to increase the | 
flicers and enlisted men at West Point in order to make | 

{ correspond with the pay of the other officers. With 


yielded sixteen minutes of that twenty 


_ 


ption, there is absolutely but one change in the bill, | 
was proposed by a gentleman on the minority side. I | 


i 
3a very good change and I am in favor of it. It was 
ition to send a committee from the House of Repre- 
{ s and the Senate to examine West Point during busli- | 
s hours, at a time when the House was in session, and for | 
rpose, and the only purpose, of being able to legislate | 
As I said, that proposition came from a member of | 
ty, and I heartily agree with him, and I believe the | 
of this House heartily agrees with him. Now, it 
me, Mr. Speaker, that it is utter rot to say that we 
id no chance to examine this, when it is precisely the 
matters that have been brought forward year after 
r ever since the academy was instituted, and there is no 
particular oeeasion for an investigation. I think the reason 
the gentleman ought to give is that he has not had time 
enough to talk politics on the bill this morning. 
[ want to say before closing, Mr. Speaker—I will not have 
to elaborate it—that I desire to add my views to those 
expressed by my colleague on the committee from New York 
Mr. Brapiey] that we ought to have made an appropriation | 
r teachers at West Point. It is a burning shame that this | 
at Government, which is able to spend a billion and a half | 
a year is too poor to educate the children of the de- 


a propos 


wisely. 


body 


PemMms TO 


908 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6343 


Smith, Cal. Stevens, Minn Tirrel! Weeks 
Smith, lowa. Sturgiss Townsend Wood 
Smith, Mich. Sulloway Volstead W oodyard 
Snapp Tawney Vreeland Young 
Sperry Taylor, Ohio Waldo 


Stafford 


Thistlewood 


Wanger 








Sterling Thomas, Ohio Washburn 
NAYS—92. 

Adair Crawford He = i 
Adamson De Armond He 

| Aiken Denver H aa Tex. 

| Alexander, Mo. Dixon Hill, Miss. lex 
Ans rry Ellerbe Hit ock 
B ett, Nev Favre i yn 
Beall, Tex. Finley Hull, ‘Tenn, on 
Be 7 Ga Fitzgerald James, Ollie M. R ell, Me 
Pe ones Floyd Johnson, 8S. C. Russell, I 
Be “s Fornes Jones, Va. Sabath 
Br “odhead Garner Keliher Saunde 
Brundidge Garrett Kitchin, Claude SI kleford 
Burgess Gill pie mb . 
Bu rleson ty Leake 
Burnett Godwin Lee 
Caldwell Granger Lever 
Cc andler Gregg McDermott 
Carlin Hackett McLain 
Carter Hamilton, Iowa Macon 
Cc axhe, Mo. Hamlin Maynard Underwood 
Clayton Hammond Moore, Tex Wallace 
Cooper, Tex. Hardy O'Connell Watkins 
Cox, Ind. Hay Page Williams 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—12 
Butler Goldfogle Padgett Sheppard 
Cockran Hackney Riordan Sulzer 
Flood Lorimer Roberts Talbott 
NOT VOTING—98., 

Acheson Edwards, Ga. Lenahan Ransdell, La. 
Ames Edwards, Ky. Lewis Reid 
Andrus Ellis, Mo. Lilley Rucker 
Ashbrook Foster, Ill. Lindsay Ryan 
Bannon Fulton Littlefield Sherman 
Barchfeld Gardner, Mass. Livingston Smith, Mo, 
Bartlett, Ga, Greene Lloyd Smith, Tex. 
Bede Griggs Loud Southwick 
singham Gronna Lowden Sparkman 
Birdsall Haggott McCreary Stanley 
Goutell Hs ding y Mckinlay, Cal. Steenerson 
Royd Hardwick Malby Taylor, Ala. 
Brantley Harrison Marshall Thomas, N. C. 
Broussard Hobson Mondell Watson 
Burke Howard Moore, Pa. Webb 
Byrd Humphreys, Miss. Mouser Weems 
Clark, Fla. Jackson Mudd Weisse 
Cousins Johnson, Ky. MM irphy Wheeler 
Cravens Kipp Norris Wiley 
Darragh Kitchin, Wm. W. Parker, S. Dak. Willett 
Davenport Lamar, Fla. Peters Wilson, IT 
Davey, La. Lamar, Mo. Porter Wilson, Pa. 
Dawes Lassiter Pou Wolf 
Dunwell Law Powers 
Durey Legare Pratt 


So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed, 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


















































fenders of the nation. [Applause.] [Cries of “ Vote!’’] 
rhe SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules, | 
agreeing to the amendment, and passing the bill. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 










vea 


S and nays were ordered. 


question was taken, and there were—yeas 185, nays 92, | 
swered “ present” 12, not voting 98, as follows: 
YEAS—185. 

\lexander, N.Y. Denby Hayes McGavin 

Allen Diekema Henry, Conn. McGuire 

\ Douglas Hepburn McHenry 

b Draper Higgins McKinley, Il. 

barth Driscoll Hill, Conn, McKinney 

8 Dwight Hinshaw McLachlan, Cal. 

= b Se Ellis, Oreg. Holliday McLaughlin, Mich. 

Denne 1. ¥, Englebright Howell, N: J. McMillan 

bt Ly. Esch Howell, Utah McMorran 

Sony Fairchild Howland Madden 

brad Fassett Hubbard, Iowa Madison 

Brow Ferris Hubbard, W. Va. Mann 

\ : Focht Huff Miller 
, Fordney Hughes, N. J. Moon, Pa. 

Foss Hughes, W. Va. Moon, Tenn. 
Foster, Ind. Hull, lowa Morse 
Foster, Vt. Humphrey, Wash. Murdock 
Foulkrod James, Addison D. Needham 
Fowler Jenkins Nelson 
French Jones, Wash. Nicholls 

‘ Fuller Kahn Nye 

} Gaines, Tenn. Keifer Olcott 
Gaines, W. Va. Kennedy, Iowa Olmsted 

5 ne Gardner, Mich. Kennedy, Ohio Overstreet 

( N. Gardner, N, J. Kimball Parker, N. J. 

; Gilhams Kinkaid Parsons 

; Gill Knapp Payne 

‘ Gillett Knopt Pearre 

} thos Goebel Knowland Perkins 

Conn Gordon Kiistermann Pollard 

( ‘ Goulden Lafean Pray 

Cr ’ Graff Landis Prince 

Conn Graham Langley Reeder 

( Hale Laning teynolds 

(ne Hall Lawrence Robinson 

Hamill Lindbergh Rodenberg 

I Hamilton, Mich. Longworth Rothermel 

Tecan s Haskins Loudenslager Scott 

Davy Haugen Lovering Slayden 
Hawley McCall Slemp 





Mr. Lowpen with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
Mr. Bouret.t with Mr. Grices. 

Mr. Brrpsatt with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 
Mr. Rozgerts with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. BincHam with Mr. LivinestTon. 

Mr. Parker of South Dakota with Mr. Worr. 
Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. WILLErTT. 
Mr. Wiison of Illinois with Mr. Wesp. 

Mr. WHEELER with Mr. THomas of North Carolina, 
Mr. WEEMS with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 
Mr. STEENERSON with Mr. STANLEY 

Mr. SourHwIickK with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Porter with Mr. Smiru of Texas. 

Mr. Norris with Mr. Smirn of Missouri. 

Mr. Mouser with Mr. RyYAn. 

Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rucker. 
Mr. MoNDELL with Mr. Rem. 

Mr. MaAtby with Mr. RAnspetxt of Louisiana, 
Mr. McK inuiay of California with Mr. Pov, 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. Littey with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. LAw with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 

Mr. GRoNNA with Mr. Krep. 

Mr. GREENE With Mr. Jounson of Kentucky, 
Mr. Exuis of Missouri with Mr. Howarp, 

Mr. Durey with Mr. Harrison. 

Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. Futon. 

Mr. Darracu with Mr. Foster of Illinois, 
Mr. Burke with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 

Mr. Boyp with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Bede with Mr. CRAVEN. 

Mr. BARCHFELD with Mr. Crarx of Florida, 
Mr. BANNON with Mr. Byrrp. 

Mr. Ames with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
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Mr. AcrEsSoN with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

Mr. Haaocott with Mr. Wir#1am W. KITCHIN, 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Prarrt. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Ta.sort. 

Mr. Dawes with Mr. Harpwick. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. Murpuy, 

Mr. HarpIne with Mr. Prerers. 

Mr. ANbDrRus with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. Papeetr. 

Mr. Jackson with Mr. GoLpDFOGLE. 

For the session: 

Mr. Watson with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. Lorimer with Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippi. 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. Butter with Mr. Barriertr of Georgia. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Rrorpan, 

On this vote: 

Mr. GARDNER Of Massachusetts with Mr. Surzer. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PUBLIC 


BUILDINGS. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
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Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules | 


and pass the bill (H. R. 21897) to increase the limit of cost of cer- | 
tain public buildings, to authorize the enlargement, extension, re- | 
modeling, or improvement of certain public buildings, to author- | 
ize the erection and compietion of public buildings, to authorize | 


the purchase of sites for public buildings, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). The gentleman 
from Missouri moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
bill (H. R. 21897) 


buildings, to authorize 
improvement of certain 


A 
the enlargement, 


extension, 
public buildings, 


to 


remodeling, or 


authorize the 


for public buildings, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury of 


the United States to give effect to and execute the provisions of exist- | 


ing legislation authorizing the acquisition of land for sites or the en- 
largement thereof, and the erection, enlargement, extension, remodel- 


to increase the limit of cost of certain public 


erection | 
and completion of public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites | 





ing, or repair of public buildings in the several cities hereinafter env- | 


merated, the limit of cost 
and the same is hereby, increased, respectively, as follows, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into contracts 
for the completion of each of said buildings within its respective limit 
of cost, including site: 

nited States post-office at Gadsden, Ala., $35,000. 

Inited States post-office at Fayetteville, Ark., $10,000. 
Inited States post-office and court-house at Eureka, Cal., 
Inited States post-office at Santa Rosa, Cal., $5,000. 
Inited States post-office at Boulder, Colo., $10,000. 

Inited States post-office at Willimantic, Conn., $10,000. 
inited States post-office at Milford, Del., $10,000, 

Inited States post-office 
jnited States post-office 
jnited States post-office 


25,000. 


and court-house at Ocala, Fla., 
at Americus, Ga., $25,000. 
Inited States post-office at Gainesville, Ga., $15,000. 
Inited States post-office at Marietta, Ga., $10,000. 
Inited States post-office and court-house at Rome, Ga., $20,000. 
Inited States post-oftice at Alton, IIL, $15,000. 
Inited States post-office at Belleville, IL, $15,000, 
Inited States post-office at Belvidere, Ill., $8,000. 
TInited States post-office at Dixon, IIL, $25,000. 
nited States post-office and court-house at East St. Louis, 
000 
Inited 
Inited 
Tnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Tnited 
Tnited 
nited 
000. 
Inited 
$65,000. 
United 
United 
United 
$40,000. 
United 
Tnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
nited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
000. 
Jnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Jnited 
Inited 
United 


25,000. 


IIL, 


LL. 


A 
to 


States post-office at Kewanee, Ill., $10,000. 

States post-office at Lincoln, Iil., $10,000, 

States post-oftice at Moline, IIL, $35,000. 

States post-office at Paris, IIL, $25,000. 

States post-office at Waukegan, IIl., $20,000. 

States post-office at Bedford, Ind., $15,000. 

States post-office at Burlington, lowa, $5,000. 

States post-office and court-house at Cedar Rapids, 


Bluffs, 


eh cp a ce a 


Iowa, 


wn 


States post-office and court-house at Council Towa, 
States post-office at Mason City, Iowa, $5,000. 
States post-office at Manhattan, Kans., $20,000. 
States post-office and court-house at Bowling Green, Ky., 
States post-office at Danville, Ky., $30,000. 

States post-oflice at Lebanon, Ky., $25,000. 

States post-office and court-house at London, Ky., $40,000. 
States post-oflice at Mayfield, Ky., $15,000. 

States post-office at Paris, Ky., 315,000. 

States post-office at Versailles, Ky., $25,000. 

States post-office at Winchester, Ky., $25,000. 

States post-office at Ruston, La., $20,000. 

States post-office at Bar Harbor, Me., $10,000. 

States post-office and custom-house at Calais, Me., $10,000. 
States court-house at Portland, Me., $50,000. 

States post-office and court-house at Baltimore, Md., $35,000. 
States post-office and custom-house at Springfield, Mass., 


er 


A 
— 


States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 


post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 


at Alpena, Mich., $25,000. 

at Coldwater, Mich, $10,000. 

at Escanaba, Mich., $14,000, 

at Manistee, Mich., $20,000. 

at Niles, Mich., $20,000. 

at Owosso, Mich., $5,000. 

at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., $40,000, 
at Alexandria, Minn., $20,000, 


al omc lh sll ph cl, 


heretofore fixed by Congress therefor be, | 


| thorized and directed to enter into contracts for the enlargement, 


$25,000, 


and court-house at Gainesville, Fla., $90,000. 


May 15, 


United 
Inited 
Jnited 
inited 
Initéd 
Inited 
Tnited 
000, 
‘nited 
jnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Jnited 
000. 
Inited 
000, 
Inited 
Tnited 
Inited 
Inited 
‘nited 
Inited 


States post-office at Crookston, Minn., $25,000, 

States post-office at New Ulm, Minn., $20,000, 

States post-office at Columbus, Miss., $20,000. 

States post-office at Greenville, Miss., $15,000. 

States post-office and court-house at Jackson, Miss., $1/ 
States post-office at Yazoo City, Miss., $20,000 
States post-office and court-house at Cape 


Girardeau, ba 


States post-office at Carthage, Mo., $15,000. 

States post-office at Nevada, Mo., $25,000. 

States post-office and court-house at St. Joseph, Mo., $1° 
States post-office at St. Louis, Mo., $275,000. 

States post-office and custom-house at Bridgetown, N 


States post-office and court-house at Albuquerque, N. 


States post-office at Olean, N. Y., $10,000. 
States post-office at Schenectady, N. Y., $40,000, 
States post-office at Watertown, N. Y:, $6,000, 
States post-office at Y6nkers, N. Y., $45,000. 
States post-office at Fayetteville, N, C., $10,000. 
States post-office at Kingston, N. C., $40,000. 
Inited States post-office and court-house at Salisbury, N. C., $406,000. 
Inited States post-office and court-house at Washington, N. ©. 
35.000. 
Inited States post-office and court-house at Cleveland, Ohio, $850,000. 
Jnited States post-office and court-house at Columbus, Ohio, $80,000, 
Inited States post-office at Marion, Ohio, $20,000. 
Inited States post-office at Springfield, Ohio, $12,000, 
Inited States post-office at Eugene, Oreg., $20,000. 
Inited States post-office at Carlisle, Pa., $10,000. 
Inited States post-office at Charleroi, Pa., $25,000. 
‘nited States post-office at Johnstown, Pa., $80,000, 
Tnited States post-office at Meadville, Pa., $10,000. 
inited States post-office at Woonsocket, R. L., $10,000. 
Tnited States post-office and court-house at Anderson, 8. C., 
‘nited States post-office at Sumter, S. C., $10,000. 
‘nited States post-office at Johnson City, Tenn., $10,000. 
‘nited States post-office at Murfreesboro, Tenn., $25,000. 
‘nited States post-office at Corsicana, Tex., $30,000. 
"nited States post-office and court-house at San Angelo, Tex., $20,000. 
‘nited States court-house at Texarkana, Tex., $20,000. 
‘nited States post-office at Logan, Utah, $20,000. 
‘nited States post-office at Barre, Vt., $13,500. 
Inited States post-office at Clifton Forge, Va., $20,000. 
‘nited States post-office at Fredericksburg, Va., $20,000. 
Inited States post-office at Manchester, Va., $5,000. 
Inited States post-office at Petersburg, Va., $20,000. 
Inited States post-office at Roanoke, Va., $25,000. 
Tnited States post-office at Winchester, Va., $5,000. 
Inited States post-office and court-house at Bluefield, W. Va., 
Tnited States post-office at Fairmont, W. Va., $20,000. 
Tnited States post-office and court-house at Wheeling, W. Va., $20,000. 
Inited States post-office at Chippewa Falls, Wis., $15,000. 
Inited States post-office at Manitowoc, Wis., Bee obo. 
Inited States post-office at Platteville, Wis., $25,000. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


$10,000, 


$20,000, 


au- 
ex- 
tension, remodeling, or improvement of the following-named buildings, 
within the respective limits of cost hereby fixed: 
United States post-office and ocurt-house at Montgomery, Ala. 
United 
United 
$120,000. 
United 
inited 


States post-office at Hot Springs, Ark., $50,000. : 
States post-office and court-house at Sacramento, Cal. 
States post-office at San Jose, Cal., $2,000. 


States post-office and court-house at New London, Conn, 


| $45.000. 


Tnited 
Tnited 
Inited 
Tnited 
Tnited 
‘nited 
inited 
'nited 
Tnited 
Tnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Tnited 
Tnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
$25,000. ; 

United States post-office at New Brunswick, N. J., $45,000: P ed, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, reduce MWe 
open space for fire protection to 25 feet. 

United States post-office at Goldsboro, N. C., $10,000. _ o 
inited States post-office and court-house at Newbern, N. C.. * 
Inited States post-office and court-house at Raleigh, N. ‘ 

for the installation of elevator. 

United States post-office at Lima, Ohio, $60,000. 

United States post-office at Chester, Pa., $40,000. 

United States post-office at Reading, Pa., $65,000. 

United States post-office at Pawtucket, R. LL. $50,000: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, ! 
open space for fire protection to 15 feet. 3 
F United States post-office and court-house at Sioux Fells, 
$50,000, 

United States post-office and court-house at Bristol, Tenn., 

United States post-office and court-house at Jackson, Tenn., > 

United States post-office and court-house at San Anton 
$100,000. ie 

United States post-office and court-house at Danville, Va., $ 
$ United States post-office and court-house at Charleston, 

125,000. 

United States post-office and court-house at Huntington, 
$5,500, for the inetallation of elevator. " 

United States post-office and court-house at La Crosse, Wis 

That the present site in each of the cities heretofore 
shall not be enlarged by the acquisition of ground under the | 
of this act unless the Secretary of the Treasury is giv 


States post-office and court-house at Athens, Ga., $45,()(00. 
States post-office and court-house at Augusta, Ga., $10,000. 
States post-office at Elgin, Ill., $40,000. 

States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 


and court-house at Peoria, Il., $27,000 

and court-house at Quincy, IIL, $75,000 

at Rock Island, IIL, $80,000. 

States post-office and court-house at Davenport, Iowa, $60,000. 
States post-office at Fort Dodge, lowa, $130,000. 
States post-office at Emporia, Kans., $30,000. 
States post-office at Kansas City, Kans., $150,000. 
States post-office and court-house at Lexington, Ky.. 
States post-office and court house at Paducah, Ky., $15,000 
States post-office and custom-house at Bath, Me., $50,\)' 
States post-office’and custom-house at Belfast, Me., $0: 
States post-office and custom-house at Ellsworth, Me., >! 
States post-office at Jackson, Mich., $25,000. 

States post-office and court-house at Meridian, Miss.. * 
States post-office and court-house at Manchester, \ 


SR0O.000, 
‘ nn") 
O00, 


9.000 


H., 


seem sc, se, sl, a, st, a, i, a, a th, se, a a, eh, al, 
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10,000, 
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to enlarge said sites, and where such authority is 
the Secretary is authorized to secure, by purchase, condemnation, 


ional ground as he may deem necessary, 


tively : Provided, That the limits of cost hereinbefore respectively 
hall inelude all necessary changes in, alterations and repairs of, 
ive named buildings, and of the heating, ventilating, an 

elevators therein, 
of, or incident to, the extension or enlargement of said building, 

be found expedient or advisable to make to such 
¢, ventilating, and plumbing systems and elévators because of the 
remodeling, 


plumb- 


which necessary by 


may become 


or improving of said buildings, 


annual appropriations for the general maintenance of public 


under the cont 
i to be available 
dings, grounds, 
and ventilating 


ereby fixed: 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-offic 
to exceed $6,000 
ound. 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States 


United States post-office at Beverly, Mass., 
t to exceed $5,000 may be available for the acquisition of additional 


States 


States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 


States post-office at Independence, 


to exceed $5,000 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States 
Provided, That 


and 


post-office 


post-office and 


rol of the Treasury Department shall be 
for all other repairs to and equipment of 
approaches, and the heating, hoisting, 
apparatus thereof.” 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
zed and directed to contract for the erection and completion of 
le building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating 
tus, and approaches, complete, for the use and accommodation , é t 
United States post-office and other governmental offices upon | oper space for fire protection to 15 feet. 
now owned by the United States or authorized to be acquired 
of the following cities, respectively, within its respective limit 


at Troy, Ala., $40,000. 

at Santa Cruz, Cal., $90,000. 

at Griffin, Ga., $50,000. 

at Newman, Ga., $45,000. 

e at Way Cross, Ga., $75,000: Provided, 
may be available for the acquisition of addi- 


and land office at Lewiston, Idaho, $75,000. 
at Centralia, Ill., $60,000. 

at Litchfield, IIL, $60,000. 

at Columbus, Ind.,- $65,000. 

at Connersville, Ind., $60,000. 

at Jeffersonville, Ind., $50,000, 

at Kokomo, Ind., $75,000. 

at Decorah, lowa, $60,000. 

at Estherville, lowa, $60,000. 

at Shenandoah, Iowa, $60,000. 

and court-house at Catlettsburg, Ky., 


70,000: Provided, That 


United States post-office at Marlboro, Mass., $70,000. 
post-office at 
t to exceed $10,000 may be available for the acquisition of a 
site in addition to $12,000 heretofore authorized. 


Plymouth, Mass., $75,000: Provided, 


at Webster, Mass., $60,000, 

at Woburn, Mass., $60,000. 

at Pontiac, Mich., $70,000, 

at Austin, Minn., $50,000. 

at Brainerd, Minn., $45,000, 

at Rochester, Minn., $50,000. 

at Hattiesburg, Miss., $70,000, 

at West Point, Miss., $50,000, 

at Carrollton, Mo., $60,000. 

at Clinton, Mo., $65,000. 

Mo., $75,000: Provided, 
shall be available for additional ground, 
Lexington, Mo., $45,000. 

Macon, Mo., $60,000. 

Warrensburg, Mo., $65,000, 
Columbus, Nebr., $65,000. 
Plattsmouth, Nebr., $50,000, 

Keene, N. H., $70,000, 

Amsterdam, N. Y., $65,000, 

Malone, N. Y., $50,000. 

Middletown, N. Y., $60,000, 

at Concord, N. C., $60,000. 

at Henderson, N. C., $60,000. 

at High Point, N. C., $65,000, 

at Ashtabula, Ohio, $80,000. 

at Delaware, Ohio, $65,000. 

and court-house at Enid, Okla., $100,000, 
at Bradford, Pa., $70,000. 

at Carbondale, Pa., $60,000. 

at Chambersburg, Pa., $65,000, 

at Greensburg, Pa., $70,000. 

at Sewickley, Pa., $60,000. 

at Shamokin, Pa., $65,000. 
internal-revenue office at York, Pa., 
not to exceed $35,000 shall be available for 


sition of additional ground. 


States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-oflice 
States post-office 
States 


post-office and 


at Aiken, 8. C., $50,000. 

at Cleveland, Tenn., $50,000. 
at Palestine, Tex., $70,000. 
at San Marcos, Tex., $50,000. 
at Temple, Tex., $70,000. 


court-house at Bellingham, Wash., 


States post-office and court-house at North Yakima, Wash., 


States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 


at Appleton, Wis., $65,000. 
at Beloit, Wis., $75,000. 
at Watertown, Wis., $65,000. 


States post-office and court-house at Lander, Wyo., $115,000. 
Chat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


| and directed to 


acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 


ite and to contract for the erection and completion thereon of 


e building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating 
, and approaches, complete, for the use and accommodation 
United States post-office and other governmental offices in each 


ties enumerated in this section, within its respective limit of 


including site, hereby fixed : 


States post-office at Ensley, Ala., $60,000. 


States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 
States post-office 


at Eufaula, Ala., $50,000. 

at Talladega, Ala., $65,000. 

and court-house at Phoenix, Ariz., $140,000. 
at Hope, Ark., $50,000. 


United States post-office at Paragould, Ark., $50,000. 


United 
United 
United 
United 


States 
States 
States 
States 


post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
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at Alameda, Cal., $120,000. 
at Santa Barbara, Cal., $110,000, 
at Fort Collins, Colo., $60,000. 
at Ansonia, Conn., $90,000. 


United States post-office at Bristol, Conn., $90,000: Provided, That 
the requirement herein contained that all sites selected under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be bounded on at least two sides by streets, 

be applicable to the acquisition of a site at Bristol. 


shall not 
Jnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Jnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Jnited 
Inited 
Inited 
| That the 


ok re pe ec ge, el, gl, a, ee, 


United 
United 
United 


to $6,000 


inited 
Jnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Jnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Tnited 
Tnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Tnited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Inited 
Jnited 
Inited 
Inited 
United 
United 
United 
$110,000. 
United 
United 
United 
$130,000. 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
$150,000, 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 


sem oc, pc, rm, ts st, c,h, a, a, ct, ea, a, a, a, a, ek, r,s, ee, ee, eh, ee, el eh ce mel 


$20.000 heretofore authorized 


United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
$70,000. 
United 
United 


$125,000. 


United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
$105,000. 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 


States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 


post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 


post-office 


at Danbury, Conn., $115,000. 

at Cordele, Ga., $50,000. 

at Dublin, Ga., $50,000. 

at Lagrange, Ga., $50,000. 

at Chicago Heights, Ill., $65,000, 
at Granite City, Lil., $70,000. 

at Greenville, Ill., $65,000. 

at La Salle, Ill., $65,000. 
at Mattoon, Ill., $70,000. 
at Murphysboro, Lll., $65,000: 


Provided, 


Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, reduce the 


States post-office at Pana, Ill., $70,000. 
States post-office at Pontiac, Ill., $65,000. 


States post-office at Bloomington, 


Ind., $60,000, In addition 


heretofore authorized. 


States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 


States 
States 


States 


post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 


post-office 
post-office 


post-office 


at Brazil, Ind., $65,000. 

at Goshen, Ind., $70,000, 

at Laporte, Ind., $70,000. 

at Princeton, Ind., $65,000, 

at Wabash, Ind., $65,000. 

at Ames, Iowa, $60,000 

at Clay Center, Kans., $65,000, 
at Coffeyville, Kans., $75,000. 
at Great Bend, Kans., $60,000. 
at Wellington, Kans., $65,000. 
at Mount Sterling, Ky., $65,000, 

at Somerset, Ky., $65,000 

at Waterville, Me., $120,000. 

at Frostburg, Md., $50,000, 

at Athol, Mass., $65,000. 

at Chelsea, Mass., $125,000, 

at Milford, Mass., $80,000 

at Westfield, Mass., $75,000, 

at Hillsdale, Mich., $50,000, 

at Ionia, Mich., $65,000. 

at Monroe, Mich., $60,000. 

at Mount Clements, Mich., $65,000. 

at Faribault, Minn., $50,000, 

at Virginia, Minn., $60,000. 

at Wilmar, Minn., $50,000. 

at Brookhaven, Miss., $65,000, 

at Corinth, Miss., $60,000 

at Greenwood, Miss., $60,000. 

at Mexico, Mo., $80,000. 

and land-office at Billings, Mont., $125,000, 
at Fairbury, Nebr., $70,000. 
at Holdrege, Nebr., $80,000. 
and court-house at North 





Platte, Nebr., 
at Asbury Park, N. J., $125,000. 
at Burlington, N. J., $50,000. 


and court-house at Roswell, N. 


Mex., 


ates post-office at Newark, N. Y., $50.000 


ates post-office at Gastonia, N. 


St 

States post-office at Penn Yan, N. Y., $50,000. 
St 

States post-office at Lexington, N. 


States 


States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 
States 


post-office 


post-office 
post-office 
post-office 

post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 
post-office 


C., $65,000 
Cu 
court-house 


$65,000. 


and at 


N. 
and court-house at Minot, N. Dak., $125,000. 
at Ironton, Ohio, $90,000. 

at Mansfield, Ohio, $100,000, 

at Massillon, Ohio, $90,000. 

at Albany, Oreg., $65,000 

at Pendleton, Oreg., $70,000. 

at Braddock, Pa., $125,000. 

at Bristol, Pa., $65,000. 

at Connellsville, Pa., $70,000, in addition to 
for site only. 


Bismarck, Dak., 





States post-office at Homestead, Pa., $100,000. 

States post-office at Steelton, Pa., $75,000. 

States post-office at Darlington, S. C., $50,000, 

States post-office at Gaffney, S. C., $50,000. 

States post-office at Laurens, 8S. C., $50,000 

States post-office at Newberry, 8S. C., $50,000 

States post-office at Orangeburg, S. C., $50,000. 

States post-office at Union, 8S. C., $50,000 

States post-office at Huron, 8S. Dak., $65,000 

States post-office at Harriman, Tenn., $55,000. 

States post-office at Union City, Tenn., $50,000, 

States post-office at Bonham, Tex., $50,000 

States post-office at Cleburne, Tex., $60,000 

States post-office and custom-house at Corpus Christ!, Tex., 
States post-office at Mineral Wells, Tex., $60,000. 

States post-office and custom-house at Port Arthur, Tex., 
States post-office at Sulphur Springs, Tex., $50,000. 

States post-office at Terrell, Tex., $50.000 

States post-office and court-house at Victoria, Tex., $95,000, 
States post-office at Waxahachie, Tex., $60,000 

States post-office at Wichita Falls, Tex., $50,000. 

States post-office at Brattleboro, Vt., $90,000 

States post-office and custom-house at Richford, Vt., $60,000. 
States post-office and court-house at Big Stone Gap, Va., 
States. post-office at Lexington, Va., $60,000. 

States post-office at Suffolk, Va., $60,000. 

States post-office at Morgantown, W. Va., $75,000. 

States post-office at Point Pleasant, W. Va., $75,000, 

States post-office at Stevens Point, Wis., $65,000. 
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Sec. 5. That the Seecre tary 
horized and directed to 
suitable site for 


of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or 

the United States post-office and other 
offices in each of the cities enumerated in this section 
pective limit of cost hereby fixed: 

States post-office at Culman, Ala., $5,000. 
United States post-office at Mobile, Ala., $125, 
United States post-office at Opelika, Ala., $7,500. 
1 States post-office at Eureka Springs, Ark., $7,500. 
States post-office at Searcy, Ark., $5,000. 
States post-office at Grass Valley, Cal., $10,000. 
| States post-office at Pasadena, Cal., $50,000. 
States post-office at Grand Junction, Colo., $10,000. 
States post-office at Greeley, Colo., $10,000. 
States post-office at Naugatuck, Conn., $15,000. 
States post-office at Washington, D. C., $500,000, 
States post-office at St. Petersburg, Fla., $7,500. 
States post-office at Bainbridge, Ga., $7,500. 
i States post-office at Cedartown, Ga., $7,500. 
States post-office at Elberton, Ga., $7,500. 

United States post-office at Milledgeville, Ga., $7,500. 

United states marine hospital at Savannah, Ga., $13,500, for addi- 
tional land. 

United States post-office at Tifton, Ga., $7,500. 

United States post-office and court-house at Pocatello, Idaho, $10,000. 

United States post-office at Chicago, Ill., $750,000. 

United States post-office at Duquoin, ILL, $5,000. 

United States post-office at Harrisburg, Il., $7,500. 

United States post-office at Rochelle, Ill., $7,500. 

United States post-office at South Chicago, Ill, $25,000, in addi- 
tion to $25,000 heretofore authorized: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury may, in his discretion, reduce the open space for fire 
protection to 15 feet. 

Iil., 


govern! ntal 
within it re 
United 


United States post-office at 

ground 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
1 


Sterling, $5,000, for additional 
States post-office at Denison, Iowa, $7,500. 
States post-office at Fort Madison, Iowa, $10,000. 
States post-office at Iowa Falls, lowa, $7,500. 
States post-office at Le Mars, lowa, $10,000. 
States post-office at Red Oak, Iowa, $10,000, 
States post-office at Beloit, Kans., $7,500. 
States post-office at Concordia, Kans., $7,500. 
States post-office at Ottawa, Kans., $7,500. 
States post-office at Ashland, Ky., $12,000. 
States post-office at Hopkinsville, Ky., $12,000. 
States post-office at Lawrenceburg, Ky., $7,500. 
States post-office at Crowley, La., $5,000. 
States post-office at Lafayette, La., $5,000. 
States post-office at Biddeford, Me., $20,000, 
States post-office at Camden, Me., $10,000. 
States post-office at Gardiner, Me., $15,000. 
States post-office at Old Town, Me., $10,000. 
States post-office at Attleboro, Mass., $20,000. 
States custom-house at Boston, Mass., $500,000. 
United States post-office at New Bedford, Mass., $125,000. 
a awe post-office at Battle Creek, Mich., $19,500, for addi- 
tional ground. 
United States post-office at Petoskey, Mich., $7,500. 
United States post-office at Moorhead, Minn., $5,000. 
United States post-office at Laurel, Miss., $12,500. 
and court-house at Vicksburg, Miss., $15,000, 


United States post-office 
for additional ground. 
United States post-office at Boonville, Mo., $10,000. 
United States post-office at Chillicothe, Mo., $10,000, 
United States post-office at Marshall, Mo., $5,000. 
United States post-office at Maryville, Mo., $7.500. 
United States post-office at Poplar Bluff, Mo., $10,000. 
United States post-office. at Rolla, Mo., $5,000. 
United States post-office and court-house at McCook, Nebr., $8,000. 
United States post-office at Rochester, N. H., $10,000. 
United States post-office at Morristown, N. J., $35,000. 
United States post-office at Orange, N. J., $30,000. 
United States post-office, Borough of Bronx, New York City, N. Y., 
$100,000. 
’nited States post-office at Cortland, N. Y., $20,000. 
nited States post-office at Fulton, N. Y., $10,000. 
nited States post-office at Hornell, N. Y., $20,000. 
nited States post-office at Mount Vernon, N. Y., $35,000. 
Tnited States post-office at Oneonta, N. Y., $20,000. 
nited States post-office at Salamanca, N. Y., $10,000. 
Inited States post-office only at Syracuse, N. Y., 
150,000 heretofore authorized for the acquisition of a site for post- 
e and court-house. 
nited States post-office at Waterloo, N. Y.. $10,000. 
‘nited States post-office at Wilson, N. C., $10,000. 


Linited 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 
United 


(nited States post-office and court-house at Guthrie, Okla., $35,000, 
:dditional ground. 
| States post-office and court-house at McAlester, Okla., $15,000. 
States post-office and court-house at Tulsa, Okla., $20,000. 
tates post-office at Bellefontaine, Ohio, $10,000, 
tes post-office at Cambridge, Ohio, $10,000. 
post-office at Middletown, Ohio, $10,000. 
post at Steubenville, Ohio, $20,000. 
post at Tiffin, Ohio, $12,500. 
post at Van Wert, Ohio, $10,000. 
post-office at Corry, Pa., $18,000. 
post-office at Gettysburg, Pa., $25,000, 
post-office at Titusville, Pa., $20,000. 
post-office at Westerly, R. I., $20,000. 
post-office at Rapid City, S. Dak., $7,500, 
post-office at Lebanon, Tenn., $5,000. 
post-office at Pulaski, Tenn., $7,500. 
post-office at Springfield, Tenn., $5,000, 
post-office at Austin, Tex., $40,000, 
post-office at Cuero, Tex., $7,500. 
post-office at Marlin, Tex., $7,500. 
post-office at Nacogdoches, Tex., $5,000, 
post-office at Navasota, Tex., $5,000. 
post-office at Park City, Utah, $5,000. 
post-office at Bennington, Vt., $10,000, 
Tnited States post-office at Wytheville, Va., $5,000. 
nifted States post-office at Bedford City, Va., $7,500. 
United States post-office at Everett, Wash., $15,000, 


i tates 
"nited States 
nited States 
Tnited States 
Tnited States 
Inited States 
Tnited States 
Inited States 
Inited States 
Inited States 
Inited States 
Tnited States 
nited States 
nited States 
Inited States 
nited States 
Infted States 
nited States 
'nited States 


office 
office 


office 
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$35,000, for additional ground. 


$75,000, in addition | 


| sides, 


|} and empowered, in 


| complete, 


May 15, 


United States post-office at Olympia, Wash., $20,000. 
PA States post-office and court-house at Walla Walla, Was! 
$20,000. ° 


United States post-office and court-house at Parkersburg, W. \ > 

United States post-office at Menomonie, $10,000. 

United States post-office at Merrill, Wis., $7,500. 

United States appraisers’ stores at Milwaukee, Wis., $50,000. 

United States post-office at Waukesha, Wis., $15,000 in addition 
$10,000 heretofore authorized. 

United States post-office at Rock Springs, Wyo., $10,000. 

Sec. 6. That the appropriations made to carry into effect the 
visions of legislation authorizing the acquisition of land for site 


Lo 


| public buildings or the enlargement thereof, or for the construct 


enlargement, extension, remodeling, or special repairs of public } 
ings under the control of the Treasury Department, shall be deemed ¢, 
be available only for the purposes specifically enumerated in said | 
lation, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
directed to submit to Congress annually detailed estimates of ap) 


| priations necessary for defraying all expenses, both in the Office of 


Supervising Architect and in the field, of every kind and character 
dent to, or requisite for, the administrative work of carrying into ef 
the provisions of this or subsequent public-building acts, so far as | 
same relate to public buildings under the control of the Treasury 
partment, such estimates to be in addition to and separate and apart 
trom the estimates of appropriations providing specifically for the s 
aries of certain officers and employees in the Office of the Supery y 
Architect; that the appropriations for said administrative work, when 
made, shall be immediately available for such personal services and |! 
other a and supplies, both for office and field work, as the 8 
retary of the Treasury may deem necessary and specially order or ap- 
prove to carry into effect the provisions of this and subsequent act 
lating to the acquisition of land for sites or the enlargement t! 
or for the construction, enlargement, extension, remodeling, or special 
repairs of public buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart 
ment, including the annual appropriations under the control of t! 
Supervising Architect: Provided, That such persons as may be 
larly appointed and paid from such appropriations shall be su! 
in all respects, to the laws, rules, and regulations respecting ent 
into or separation from the classified civil service of the United Stat« 
and shall be employed only in the Office of the Supervising Arc! 
or in fieldwork of construction and repair under his ee 
control, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall annually submit 
Congress in the Book of Estimates a statement, showing the names of 
all persons whose salaries or compensation are paid from said appro- 
priations, their duties, and the rate of compensation and the amoun 
paid to each of them, respectively: And provided further, That this 
shall not be construed as rendering unavailable for the employment 
personal services in the Office of the Supervising Architect, or fo: 
other purpose now authorized by law, any of the appropriations or 
ances of appropriations made prior to July 1, 1907, for the acquisi' 
of land for sites, or the enlargement thereof, or for the erection 
largement, extension, remodeling, or special repairs of public bui! 
under the control of the Treasury Department, or any of the annu 
appropriations under the control of the Supervising Architect. And all 
appropriations made in full or in part subsequent to July 1, 1907 
extension of the limits of cost of public buildings or sites, or for | 
quisition of land for sites, or the enlargement thereof, or for th 
tion, enlargement, extension, remodeling, or special repairs of 
buildings under the control of the Treasury Department, or fo! 
annual appropriation under the control of the Supervising Archit 
shall be subject to the provisions hereof. 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is her 


| authorized and directed to dispose of the Federal building at Dany 


Ill., at such time and in such manner and upon such terms as h: 


| deem for the best interests of the United States; and to cause to 


erected upon the site thereof a suitable and commodious buildin 
cluding fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elc\ 
and approaches, complete, for the use of the post-office, United 


| courts, and other governmental offices in said city, at a limit o! 


for said building not to exceed the sum of $225,000. That the 
building hereby authorized shall be protected from danger from 
in adjacent structures by an open space of not less than 25 feet o1 
including streets and alleys, and the open space of 4° 
required by existing law to be preserved for that purpose in ¢ 
tion with the present building is hereby reduced accordingly. : 
That the Seer of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, auth 
is discretion, in lieu of the foregoing, to 4 
by exchange for the present post-office building and the site the! 
rectangular site at the northeast corner of Harrison and Ver! 
streets in said city, having a frontage on Vermillion street of no! 
than 140 feet, with a depth on Harrison street of at least 148 feet 
6 inches, and to execute on behalf of the United States the ne 


| conveyances to effect such exchange; and also to acquire, by pu! 


| condemnation, or otherwise, so much of the remaining fronta 
nited States post-office and court-house at Chickasha, Okla., $15,000. | 


Vermillion street, between Harrison and Madison streets, and 
a like depth of not less than 148 feet and 6 inches, as he ma) 


| necessary, to provide a suitable site for the building hereinafter 
| ized to be erected. 


That upon said new site, when acquired as aforesaid, the Secre' 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
to be constructed a suitable and commodious building, with ! 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and appro 
for the use and accommodation of the st-office, | 
States courts, and other, governmental offices im said city, at : 
limit of cost of not to exceed $275,000, including such land, 
as may be acquired in addition to that secured by exchange | 
present site. 

Sec. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
authorized and directed to cause the United States st-office | 
at Ottumwa, Iowa, to be taken down and a new building to be 
on the site thereof for the accommodation of the United Stat: 
office, courts, and other governmental offices, at a total cost — 
Government, including the removal of the present building and 
struction of a new building with fireproof vaults, heating a 
tilating apparatus, and approaches, complete, not to exceed $2! 
including $35,000 authorized by the act of June 30, 1906, whi 
be available for this —— 

Sec. 9. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
authorized and directed, in his discretion, to sell at privat: 
the Florence Lodge, No. 820, Benevolent and Protective Order ©! 
at Florence, Ala., the following-described strip or parcel of land, © 
and being in the city of Florence, county of Lauderdale, State 
bama: Beginning on the southerly line to Tombigbee street, 








1908. 


Ala., at the northeasterly corner of the tract of land purchased 
United States Government from Dwight Devine and others on 
17th day of December, 1903, the deed to which is on record in the 
of the prebate. judge of Lauderdale County, Ala., book No. 67, 
295, 296, and 297; thence at right angles to said Tombigbee 
southwardly, 100 feet; thence, at right angles, westwardly, 10 
thence, northwardly, at right angles, 100 feet to Tombigbee street ; 
. at right angles, eastwardly, along the said street 10 feet to the 
of beginning, which embraces a strip of land 10 feet in width 
100 feet in length off the east side of the Federal building site 
orence, Ala., for such an amount as the Secretary of the Treas- 
n his judgment, shall deem to be a fair and just compensation 
iid property. The Secretary of the Treasury, in the event of 
sale, is authorized and directed to execute a quitclaim deed to 
Lodge, No, 820, Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks, at 
Ala., conveying all the rights, title, claim, and interest 
United States in or to said above-described strip of land. 
10. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
rized and directed to acquire, by oe, condemnation, or 
‘ ise, a site and building for the United States post-office and other 
nmental offices at Peekskill, N. Y., at a cost for said site and 
gz of not to exceed $40,000. 
t upon the title to said property being vested in the United States, 
t Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized and di- 
{ to cause the building so acquired to be altered, remodeled, ex- 
repaired for the use and accommodation of the United 
post-office and other governmental offices in said city, including 
I iry changes in alterations, or remodeling of, or repair to, the 
] y, ven On and plumbing systems in said building at a cost 
exceed $5,000. 
c.11. That the provision contained in the act approved June 30, 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to con- 
tract for the erection and completion of a suitable building, including 
reproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, 
nplete, for the use and accommodation of the United States post- 
off ind court-house at Little Rock, Ark., upon ground now owned by 
the United States, at a limit of cost of $125,000, be, and the same is 


1, or 


of | 
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Superintendent of the United States Capitol Building and Grounds, be, 
and is hereby, created, which shall cause plans and estimates to be 
prepared for a suitable armory for the National Guard of the District 
of Columbia, and report the estimated cost thereof to the Congress: 
Provided, That such plans and estimates be prepared under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

And for the expense of said commission a sum not to exceed $2,500 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 


other- 


| wise appropriated, to be expended on vouchers approved by the chair- 


man of said commission. 

Sec. 18. That for the purpose of beginning the construction of a 
suitable and commodious fireproof building for the accommodation of 
the United States post-office, United States custom-house, United States 
courts, and other governmental offices at Honolulu, Hawaii, $100,000: 
Provided, That this authorization shall not be construed as fixing the 
limit of cost of said building at the sum hereby named, but the build- 
ing hereby provided for shall be constructed or planned so as to cost, 
complete, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
and approaches, but exclusive of site, not exceeding $850,000. 

The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to enter into contracts for the construction of a suitable build- 
ing for said purposes, to be designated by said Department, within the 
ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: Provided, That of the amount 
fixed as the ultimate limit of cost not to exceed $100,000 may be ex- 
pended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

Sec. 19. That for the purpose of beginning the construction of a 
suitable and commodious fireproof building for the accommodation of 
the United States post-office, United States courts, and other govern- 
mental offices at Oklahoma City, Okla., $50,000: Provided, That this 
authorization shall not be construed as fixing the limit of cost of said 
building at the sum hereby named, but the building hereby provided 
for shall be constructed or planned so as to cost, complete, including 
fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, but 


| exclusive of site, not exceeding $200,000. 


hereby, amended so as to authorize and direct the Secretary of the | 
Treasury, within said limit of cost, to enter into contracts for the en- | 
largement, extension, remodeling, and improvement of the present post- 
off and court-house building at Little Rock, Ark. 

; Sec. 12. That the provision contained in the act approved June 30, 
906 


authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to ac- 
by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, such additional land 
may deem necessary for the enlargement of the present site, and 
‘r into contracts for the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or 
improvement of the United States subtreasury building at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., at a limit of cost of $375,000, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a suitable site for 
the United States subtreasury and other governmental offices at San 
Francisco, Cal, at a cost not to exceed the said sum of $375,000. 

Sec. 13. That of the amount authorized in the act approved June 
1906, for the acquisition ofa site and the erection thereon of a 


quire 
as he 


to en 








» 


30 


post-office and other governmental offices at San Diego, Cal., at a cost 
not to exceed $150,000, the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, may be used for the purchase of lands in said city to be 
assigned to the use of the Wat Department and for removing to such 
newly acquired land and placing in position the buildings and struc- 
tures now on block 39, the making of water and sewer connections 
therewith, the inclosing of said newly acquired land, and other inci- 
dental expenses of like character: Provided, That upon the acquisition 
of such land, block 39, in said city of San Diego, Cal., now owned by 


De I —— States and assigned to the uses and purposes of the War 
‘partment, 


for the United States post-office and custom-house building authorized 
by = d act approved June 30, 1906. 
SFEi 


authorized and directed, in his discretion, to reduce the open space for 
ire protection at Newark, Ohio, to 20 feet, to insure the a 
& Suitable site and the erection thereon of an adequate building for the 
accommodation of the United States post-office and other governmental 


Senn oe the present limit of cost as fixed by the act approved 
dune 50, 1906, 

_ ec. 15. That section 16 of an act entitled “An act to increase the 
limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of 
publ for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of 


_ buildings, and for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1902, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: “ Sec. 16. 
rh it the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized, in 
his discretion, to sell the old custom-house and pecteme building and 
the site thereof, at the corner of Seneca and Washington streets, in 
le city of Buffalo and State of New York, at public or private sale, 
after proper advertisement, at such time and on such terms as he may 
deem to be for the best interests of the United States, and to deposit 
the roceeds of said sale in the Treasury of the United States as a 
miscellaneous receipt: Provided, That said building and site shall not 
be sold for a sum less than $100,000.” 
. Sec. 16. That a commission consisting of the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Superintendent of the United States 





ot | Building and Grounds, one member of the Grand Army of the 
tone lic, to be designated by the commander in chief of that organiza- 
0 l, { c 






id a member of the 
nate y the 
created, 


Jnited Spanish War Veterans, to be desig- 
commander in chief of that organization, be, and is hereby, 
which shall cause plans and estimates to be prepared for a 
memorial amphitheater at Arlington, Va., and report the estimated cost 
there ff to the Congress: Provided, That such plans and estimates be 
Prepared under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

And for the expense of said commission a sum not to exceed $5,000 is 
here y appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
wept ee be expended on youchers approved by the chairman of 
sala COMMISSION, 


, »£c. 17. That the northerly portion of the Government reservation 
poun led by B street north, B street south, Seventh street west, and 
“ixth street west, in the District of Columbia, known as Armory Square, | 
‘omprising that portion of said square north of a line established for 
the south front of the buildings for the new National Museum and the 
Kew Department of Agriculture, be, and is hereby, selected and dedi- 
= . s a site for an armory for the National Guard of the District of 


‘bia, after the removal of the buildings and tracks of the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company from said square. 

That a commission consisting of the Assistant Secretary of War, the 
#eneral commanding the militia of the District of Columbia, and the 


building for the use and accommodation of the United States | 


shall be assigned to the Treasury Department as the site | 


14. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, | 


uisition of | 





i 


The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to enter into contracts for the construction of a suitable build- 
ing for said purposes, to be designated by said Department, within the 
ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: Provided, That of the amount 


fixed as the ultimate limit of cost not to exceed $50,000 may be ex- 
pended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 
Sec. 20. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to cause the United States post-office and court- 
house building at Shreveport, La., to be taken down and a new build- 
ing erected on the site thereof for the accommodation of the United 
States post-office, courts, and other governmental offices, at a total 
cost to the Government, including the removal of the present building 
and the construction of a new building with fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, complete, not to exceed 
$200,000. And the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, 
reduce the open space for fire protection to 20 feet: Provided, That of 
this amount not to exceed $50,000 may be expended during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909. 

Sec. 21. That for the purpose of beginning the construction of a suit- 
able and commodious fireproof building for the accommodation of the 


United States post-office at Minneapolis, Minn., $100,000: Provided, 
That this authorization shall not be construed as fixing the limit of 


cost of said building at the sum hereby named, but the building hereby 
provided for shall be constructed or planned so as to cost, complete, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and ap- 
proaches, but) exclusive of site, not exceeding $500,000. 

The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to enter into contracts for the construction of a suitable build- 
ing for said pespense, to be designated by said Department, within the 
ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: Provided, That of the amount 
fixed as the ultimate limit of cost not to exceed $100,000 may be ex- 
pended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

Sec. 22. That for the purpose of beginning the construction of a 
suitable and adequate fireproof addition to the present Federal building 
for the accommodation of the United States post-office, United States 
courts, and other governmental offices at Dayton, Ohio, $60,000: Pro- 
vided, That this authorization shall not be construed as fixing the limit 
of cost for said addition at the sum hereby named, but the addition 
hereby provided for shali be constructed or planned so as to cost, com- 
plete, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and 
approaches, but exclusive of site, not exceeding $525,000. 

The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to enter into contracts for the construction of a suitable ad- 
dition for said purposes, to be designated by said Department, within 


the ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: Provided, That of the 
amount fixed as the ultimate limit of cost not to exceed $60,000 may 
be expended. during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

Sec. 23. That for the purpose of beginning the construction of a 


suitable and commodious fireproof building for the accommodation of 
the United States post-office at Jersey City, N. J., $100,000: Provided, 
That this authorization shall not be construed as fixing the limit of 
cost of said building at the sum hereby named, but the building hereby 
provided for shall be constructed or planned so as to cost, complete, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and ap- 
proaches, but exclusive of site, not exceeding $350,000. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to enter into contracts for the construction of a suitable 
building for said purposes, to be designated by said Department, within 
the ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: Provided, That of the 
amount fixed as the ultimate limit of cost not to exceed $100,000 may 
be expended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

Sec. 24. That for the purpose of begining the construction of suit- 
able and commodious fireproof buildings, and the acquisition of addi- 
tional ground, for the accommodation of the United States custom- 
house and other governmental offices, excepting United States courts 
and post-office, and for a Government warehouse or appraisers’ store 
building, at Wilmington, N. C., $80,000: Provided, That this authoriza- 
tion shall not be construed as fixing the limit of cost of said buildings 
and additional ground at the sum hereby named, but the buildings 
hereby provided for shall be constructed or planned so as to cost, com- 
plete, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ap- 
proaches, and additional land, not exceeding $280,000. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, said 
additional ground and to enter into contracts for the construction of 
suitabie buildings for said purposes, to be designated by said De 
partment, within the ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: Provided, 
That of the amount fixed as the ultimate limit of cost not to exceed 
$80,000 may be expended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, further 
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ized and directed to 


1 St 


use for said new buildings -the present 
Unit custom-house and warehouse, and to erect 
itable buildings for the purposes aforesaid, purchasing ground 
thereto for the enls ment of said site; and he is hereby 
provide for t use, in the construction of said new 
. i h « the iterial composing the present structures 
y deem su le for the purpose, or, in his discretion, to dis 

the same and to use the proceeds toward the cost of 
ng the new buildings; and in case of such sale of the old mate 

limit of cost hereinbef fixed for said new buildings and 
ial ground i increased by a sum equal to the net pro- 

ved from 


fore 
hereby 
id sale, 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is hereby, 
‘ wered in lieu of making additions to the present 
ed building at Lynchburg, Va., authorization for which has here 
re en made, to acquire new Federal building site in the city 
urg, Va., by the exchange of the present post-office and 
building and the site thereof in sald city for a portion 
ud and improvements thereon belonging to the city of Lynch- 
commonly known as the “ warehouse property,” having a front 
32 feet on Church street and 122 feet on Tenth street, and to 
execute tl conveyances therefor to said city upon the pay- 
ment to the United States by said city of a sum not less than $70,000, 
and the furnishing, free of cost to the United States, of such abstracts, 
official certifications, evidences of title, and deeds of conveyance as, 
in the opinion of the Attorney-General, may be necessary to vest in 
the United States a good and valid title to said property. That upon 
said new site, if acquired as 


Lynel 
rt-hou 


i 
1 
‘ 
‘ 


@ o1 } 


e necessary 


suitable and commodious building, 
ventilating apparatus, and approaches 
commodation of the United States 
and other governmental offices in 
ot not to ¢ 
zation heretofore made for the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or 

iproving of the present post-office and court-house building in the 
city of Lynchburg, 
said city, as hereinbefore provided, be, and the same are hereby, 
thorized to be applied and made available to carry 
provisions of this section, and no further authorization therefor is 
made: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his dis- 
cretion, proceed, if he deems best, with the improvement and enlarge- 
many oe a present Federal building within the limit of cost hereto- 
ore hxred. 

Sec. 26. That a commission be, and the same is hereby, created, to 
consist of five members, namely, the Secretary of War, the Attorney-Gen 
eral, the president of the Board of Commie 
Columbia, the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the United States Senate, and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the United States House of 
Representatives, for the purpose of investigating the title of the United 
States in and to all lands in the District of Columbia, with a view to 
protecting such title, filling a map of said lands, and ascertaining 
whether or not any individual or corporation is, without proper au- 
thority, occupying, In whole or in part, any such lands. Said commis- 


with Seueeoot vaults, 
complete, for the use 
yost-oflice, United States 


said city, at a total limit 


heating 
and ac- 


of cost 


au- 


to such lands by the United States, either by authority of Congress or 
the Government with respect to the sale or retention of any and all 
such lands, title to which may have been or is now vested in the United 
States, and pending the report of said commission, unless otherwise di- 
rected by Congress, all authorizations heretofore made for the sale of 
Government land in the District of Columbia, in which conveyances 
have not been made or contracts entered into, shall be held in abey- 
ance. ‘The commission hereby created shall have authority to send for 
persons, papers, documents, public and private records, 
oaths, and to conduct such investigation in such manner as said com 


mission may deem best, and shall report the results of such investiga- | 
And | 
for the expense of said commission a sum not to exceed $5,000 is hereby | 


tion to the Sixtieth Congress, together with its recommendations. 


appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
pete, a be expended on vouchers approved by the chairman of said 
commission. 

Sec. 27. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and empowered, in his discretion, to convey by quitclaim 
deed to the city of San Juan, P. R., for street and other soe, such 
poriiens of the site in said city reserved for Federal building purposes 
vy Executive order dated June 30, 1903, as in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may not be required for the present or probable 
future needs of the United States for sites for Federal buildings. 

Sec. 28. That hereafter in all cases where appropriations are made 
in part only for carrying into effect the provisions of legislation au 
thorizing the acquisition of land for sites or for the enlargement of 
alteration, and repairs of public buildings, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, unless otherwise specifically directed, ‘be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and empowered to enter into contracts within the full limit of 
cost fixed by Congress therefor. 

Sec. 29. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall require all owners 
or agents of sites in each city mentioned in this act, where sites or 
additions to sites are to be purchased, to submit offers of sale in writ- 
ing. And in case a site or addition to a site acquired under the pro- 
visions of this. act containg a building or buildings, the Secretary of the 
Treasury Js hereby authorized, in his discretion, to rent until their 
removel becomes necessary such of sald buildings as may be purchased 


by the Government, or the land on which the same may be located, | 


where the buildings are reserved by the vendors, at a fair rental value, 
the net proceeds thereof to be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States, and a report of the proceedings to be submitted to Congress 
annnally: Provided, That each site selected under the provisions of 
this act shall be bounded upon at least two sides by streets, unless 
otherwise specifically provided. 

Sec. 30. That proposals for the sale of land suitable for all sites, or 
additions to sites, provided for in this act, respectively, shall be in- 
vited by public advertisement in one of the newspapers of said cities, 
respectively, of largest circulation for at least twenty days prior to the 
date specified in said advertisement for the opening of said proposals. 
Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be mailed and 
addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the 
sald proposed sites, and such others as he may think proper to desig- 
nate, to be examined in person by an agent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, who shall make written report to said Secretary of the results of 
said examination and of his recommendation thereon and the reasons 
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| least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys: Provided, That 


j 
con- j 


aforesaid, the Secretary of the Treasury | 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be erected a | 
and 





courts, | 


<ceed $220,000, and the unexpended balances of any authori- | 


together with such sum as may be received from | 


| minutes, and the gentleman from New York [Mr, Firzeera.p| 
into effect the | 


. | namely 
sion shall also investigate and r f title | « Fe : : 

on shall 2180 investigate and report on any and all transfers of title | eo 520900 additional for continuing contracts. 
otherwise, and shall make recommendations as to the future policy of | contracts are meant those cases where the total limits of cost 


| of the authorizations have been fixed and only a small amount 


administer | 


| the expenses of the Office of the Supervising Architect. 





May 15, 


therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original proposals and al! 
maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his possession 
relating to the said ae sites. 

Sec. 81. That all buildings authorized to be constructed, enlarged, or 


| extended under the provisions of this act shall, unless otherwise pri 


vided herein, be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of 


in exceptional cases and for good cause shown the Secretary of the 


| Treasury may, in his discretion, reduce the open space to less than 40 


feet and to any dimensions which he shall deem sufficient to afford 
fire protection. 


Suc. 32. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repea! 
this act. 


ue. 7. That all acts or parts of acts In conflict herewith are hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Is the gentleman from Georgia opposed 
to the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman from Georgia 
opposed to the bill, or is any member of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds opposed to the bill? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. No; it is the unanimous report of the 
committee. 

Mr. SMALL. I am opposed to the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I made the demand for a 
second, and I am opposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
demands a second and is opposed to the bill. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Barrnortpt] is entitled to twenty 


is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in presenting what is 
known as the “omnibus public-building bill” to the House for 
passage, I desire to state that this comprehensive measure rep- 


| resents the labor of many months and the diligent and consci- 


| entious efforts—barring the chairman of course—of every mem- 
sioners of the District of | 


ber of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. In- 


| cluding 56 bills passed by and sent over from the other House, 


the committee has had under consideration not less than 821 
different bills and propositions, calling for a total appropria- 


| tion of more than $112,000,000. The bill as it is now presented 


to the House carries only about one-fifth of that amount, 
in round numbers, $21,000,000, with a little over 
By continuing 


authorized for the present, in order to enable the Supervising 
Architect to begin the construction of the buildings. 

It is needless, perhaps, to state that the task of scaling down 
the enormous demands made upon the committee to the pro- 
portions of this bill was not a pleasant one, but the duty had 
to be performed though the result be disappointment in some 
quarters, inasmuch as the committee could not in all 
grant what Members desired. In a general way, it can be 
stated, however, that the most urgent needs of our growing 
Federal service have been amply provided for. 

The wisdom of legislation of this kind, Mr. Speaker, is pat- 
ent to all. It is necessary, even in times of great prosperity, to 


cases 


| house the growing Federal service, but it is especially desirable 


in periods of temporary depression, when appropriations of this 

character made by the General Government will have the effect 

of stimulating business and affording employment to labor. 
The new policy adopted by the committee two years 4:0, 


sites for public buildings, or for the erection or remodeling, extension, | namely, that of constructing plain and practical buildings in- 


stead of ornamental structures for the postal service, has been 
strictly adhered to in the present bill. In nearly all the large 
cities whose claims have been considered by the committee the 
present Federal buildings will be turned over to the uses of tlie 
Government other than those of the post-office, while for the 
postal service special buildings in close proximity to railroad 
stations are contemplated. This policy is not only more eco 
nomical, but will also afford better and more healthful accom- 
modations to the employees, and at the same time facilitate «0d 
cheapen the transmission of the mails. 

I also desire to call special attention to a new departure which 
has suggested itself as a better business method of otras ng 
tofore the field and office expenses of that service have bet 
deducted from the amounts appropriated for new building 
projects, and this system has caused considerable dissatis!s« 
tion in many cases. In lieu of it the committee now prop ses 
that all of these expenses shall be appropriated for dire \'y 
upon estimates to be annually submitted by the Secretary © 
the Treasury. 

And in this connection permit me to suggest that upon te 
inauguration of this reform steps should be taken at an ei!) 


the 
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either by the Secretary of the Treasury or by Congress, 
msolidate under one head all the branches of the Treasury 
rtment which have to do with building operations. At 
resent time this service is divided, and a consolidation is 
desirable from every consideration of economy and efficient 
! > service. 
One other section in the bill should be specially mentioned, 
y, section 26, which proposes the creation of a commission 
( sist of the Secretary of War, the Attorney-General, the 
! lent of the Board of District Commissioners, and the re- 
e chairmen of the Senate and House Committees on Pub- 
Buildings and Grounds. This commission is to fully investi- 
land transfers in the District of Columbia, and is to fix a 
te policy with respect to the disposition of Government 
s in the District of Columbia, with a view to determining 
h of these lands shall properly be disposed of or retained. 
rl mmission is to report at the next session of Congress. 
Upon examination of the bill Members of the House will find— 
and I believe they will do the committee the justice to say so— 


{ the claims of all sections of the country have been fully and 
i rtially considered without regard to party, individual rep- 
i ation here, or any other consideration except the public 


‘ow, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to some omissions 
1 I have been advised by several members of the committee 
» occurred in the bill. They are Xenia and Wooster, Ohio, 
nd Elwood, Ind., for which sites had been contemplated, as I 
derstand it, by the subcommittees. 
his rule to offer amendments to the bill, I will state that 
if these 
W 
Ho 





Since it is not possible | 
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cussed, why is this bill not brought before the House as the 
river and harbor bills are brought here, and every item per- 
mitted to stand on its merits? Why are these lumped together 
so that, as it has been well said on other occasions by my col- 
league, they will go through by the “cohesive power of public 
plunder?” Is there anything here that can not stand upon its 
merits? 

The gentleman from Missouri has referred to one section of 
the bill, calling particular attention to it. It creates a commis- 
sion to investigate transactions conveying the title of the United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia. 
The action of the Republican Congresses during the past twelve 
years has been severely scored by a distinguished Republican 
Senator. He has condemned this Congress and its predecessors 


for having made indefensible transfers of the public land in 
this District. The gentleman from Missouri brings in a bill 


providing a commission’ to investigate these transfers, and that 
commission is to consist of the Secretary of War, who was 
authorized to make them, of the president of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, who also recommended them, and 
of the chairman of the two committees, through whom I 
sume most of the bills passed, and in addition to that the At- 
torney-General. Not a single Democrat can find a place on that 
commission. 

I do not impeach the integrity of any of the men who are 
upon that Commission, but if the conditions here have been 
sufficiently grave to necessitate an investigation of the prior 
actions of Congress, it would at least have been an 


as- 


assurance 


| to the public that the investigation would have been impartial 


corrections should be made in the other House there | 
» no objection to them on the part of the conferees of the | 


; : at | 
In order to answer any questions or objections, I reserve the | 


remainder of my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to express my objection to this | 
method of passing an important bill. 

This bill contains 454 items and carries $20,000,000 in direct 
appropriations and over $3,000,000 in authorizations. It is 
re d to in all of the morning papers of to-day as the “ pork 
barrel.” For several weeks the papers of the country have 
announced that the public-buildings bill was being held up 
until after a currency bill had been passed through this House, 
and that as soon as that bill was passed with the necessary 
votes this bill would be reported. I do not believe all that I 
see in the papers of the country, Mr. Speaker, and yet it is a 


somewhat peculiar coincidence that the gentleman from Mis- | 


souri reported this bill immediately after the vote was taken | 
upon the currency bill yesterday. 

This bill contains sixty-two pages. It has been in print about 
three hours. The gentleman from Missouri asks the House to 


examine this bill carefully, not of course before it passes, but | 


af 


that every section of the country has been fairly and impar- 


t reated, or, as I might more bluntly state it, that the spoils 
have been evenly distributed to accomplish the purpose desired. | 

It has been asserted that this bill would be so prepared that 
if President of the United States dared to exercise his 
ce itional power and to veto this bill, so many Members 
wi be personally interested in it that there would be no 
question that the bill would pass easily, over the veto of the 
President. Of course, Mr. Speaker, I have no knowledge and 
ho ns of ascertaining whether the bill has been framed with 
that irpose in view. I am quite confident that the present 
Chief Executive of the United States will never put the Con- 
gress to the test by vetoing a public-building bill. 

‘he gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BartHoxptT] justifies this 

ecause in a time of depression it is wise for this Govern- 

me 0 undertake great public works, so as to employ the un- 
employed. Does the gentleman from Missouri hope to have | 
employed a sufficient number of the idle men of the country 
80 | when election comes around they will fail to appreciate 
the condition to which a Republican Administration has brought 
the « try? To-day the Treasury sheet shows that for the 
pre fiscal year there is a deficit in the revenues in compari- 
son th the expenditures of $56,000,000. 

(ay last year the excess of revenues over expenditures 
W ©61,000,000. The estimates for carrying on the public 
“rvice tor the current year are $118,000,000 in excess of the 
estima te d revenues, and Congress apparently is determined not 
oaan appropriate all of the money asked by the Departments, 
- © seek out, as is done here, the opportunity to appropriate 
eet ee additional. If there were no fear, Mr. Speaker, 
a u * bill could stand the scrutiny of Members who desire to 
merits ze it, if the items in the bill could stand upon their 


it passes, and then to do the committee the justice to say | 


| action. 


| the first 





|} a quorum, afterwards moving to suspend the rules and 


if all the members of the Commission were not members of the 
same political party. 

Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to enter my emphatic protest 
against the passage in this way of a bill carrying $20,000,000, 
so distributed that it is impossible to obtain any consideration 
of the bill here. I suppose that when the gentleman from Mis- 
souri said that Members would investigate it and ascertain that 
all sections had been impartially treated, he meant that each 
Member would examine that part of the bill that affected his 
district particularly, and then they would say that all sections, 
at least to some extent, were satisfied with the bill. 

I have attempted to glance through the bill hastily. I have 
understood that the Speaker has been a busy man; pressure has 
been brought upon him from all parts of the country, from all 
classes of people, for all classes of legislation, and yet more of 
this bill is devoted to the item for a new public building in the 
city of Danville, IL, than to any other single item in the bill; 
and it may show the complete harmony of action between the 
Speaker and the chairman of this committee when it is noted 
that Danville, Ill., and St. Louis each get the identical amount 
for a public building in their respective places. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall take a minute or two longer. Some time 
since I stated that it would have been advisable for the Speaker 
to dismiss Congress and conduct the business here himself. I 
have since ascertained that that would not be an unprecedented 
I have found it stated in a history of the Territory of 
Alabama, by Pickett, that— 
territorial legislature was convened on 
1818. James Titus was the only member of the executive counsel and 
the senate. He sat alone and decided upon all ac the lower 


house, and adjourned to meet again with a show of formality that was 
quite ludicrous. 


the 19th of January, 


tions oft 


Why not have the Speaker act here without the rest of the 
House, call the House to order, rush down and make a point of 
no quorum, rush back and go through the formality of count 


~ 
any particular bill he desired, then come down and take twenty 
minutes to debate one side of it and twenty minutes to debate 
the other side—and we all know he could discuss both sides 
with equal effectiveness—then return to the Speaker’s chair 
and take the vote on the passage of the bill? Why go through 
the absurd farce of intimating that the Members have any- 
thing to do with legisiation when not sufficient time has been 
given even to read intelligently this bill carrying $23,000,000 
in 454 items? 

Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, who, I understand, is opposed to the bill. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, there are just a few words I wish 
to say regarding this bill. It seems to be understood that every 
Member of this House must favor this bill because his district 


has been recognized by an appropriation, great or small. My 
district has been favored by the committee by increasing the 


limit of cost of the public building and site in my home city of 
Washington, N. C., from $75,000 to $110,000, but they have ig 
nored the claims of Greenville, N. C. I realize the difficulties 


if taken singly by the Members of the House and dis- | under which the committee has labored. From the statement 
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of the number of bills which have been referred to that com- 
the | 


mittee and the number of bills which have come from 
other House, I realize that in the selection of the most merito- 
rious locations they have had an arduous undertaking. I am 


not impugning their good motives or patriotic desire to serve the | 


entire country in the preparation of this bill. Yet there are 
two features which I wish to criticise. It is well known to 
members of the House that for several weeks this bill has been 
prepared, passed upon by the full committee, and was ready to 
be offered to this House at any time. 

Yet at about 5 o’clock or 6 o’clock yesterday evening, just 
before the adjournment, it was reported, and no Member of this 
House, except the committee, had an opportunity to inspect 
the bill until it was printed this morning and placed in the 
document room for distribution about 11 o’clock. I do not 
understand the reason for this action on the part of the com- 
mittee. I would like to have some explanation from the chair- 
man. To my mind, Mr. Speaker, it indicates a growing lack 
of confidence upon the part of committees and upon 
part of leaders in this House in the membership of the House. 
What reason exists that any Member of this House should not 
have known the contents of this bill? The members, includ- 


ing the chairman, had held it in executive confidence until it | 
I asked one or two members of the committee, | 


was reported. 
and also the clerk of the committee, as to the contents of the 
bill and that was thé information which I received, and I as- 
sume others were treated likewise. 

Why is it that during the three weeks since this bill has been 
completed it was withheld from the House and presented finally 
with only two or three hours in which to inspect it, and that 
during the session of the House? 

While upon this subject, I recall the great sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill. Members were not permitted to see the hear- 


ings, and the bill was not reported until the day before it was | 


taken up in this House, although it contains one of the most 
important budgets presented to Congress during the 
Session, 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit one other criticism. I have a 
town in my district which sought the acquisition of a site for 
the erection of a public building. I refer to the town of Green- 
ville. It has a population of about 7,000. Its people are pro- 
gressive. A large educational institution will soon be estab- 
lished there. It is the largest bright-tobacco market in the 
world. These are only a few of its attractive features. I under- 
stood that town was not recognized because it did not have 
$10,000 gross receipts from the post-office, and that no town was 
included in the bill which had less than $10,000. 

if everyone had been treated alike, then there could be no 
just complaint upon the part of Members. Perhaps the chair- 
man of the committee, perhaps the members of the committee 
may not know there has been any deviation from their alleged 
rule; and yet, looking at the list of towns for which sites are 


provided here, I find several towns which, according to the last | 


report of the Post-Office Department for the year ending March 
31, 1907, have less than $10,000 gross receipts. They are Cull- 


ol, 


man, Ala., Searcy, Ark., Cedartown, Ga., Elberton, Ga., Harris- 


Park City, Utah, Wytheville, Va. 


ment, have less than $10,000 of gross revenues. Now, this may 
be an inadvertence on the part of the committee; the committee 
may have been ignorant of the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield the gentleman half a minute. 

Mr. SMALL. I say this may have been done inadvertently 
on the part of the committee, and yet it must be admitted on 
the part of the committee that I owed it as a duty to myself 
and my cgnstituents to point out this inconsistent attitude on 
the part of the committee. The chairman of the committee can 
say whether the information I have given is correct or not, and 
I have the report of the Post-Office Department here on my 
desk. 

I repeat, I do not impugn the motives of or make any charge 
of unfairness against the committee. It is simply up to the 
committee to explain. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of 
my time, two minutes anda half, to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BRANTLEY]. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, whatever criticism may be 
justly made on the pending bill, or the manner of its passage. 
it is not subject to the criticism of being a partisan bill. I 
realize, as did our committee, that it is utterly impossible in 
framing a bill of this magnitude, covering as many items as 
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the | 


entire | 





| office and court-house at Washington, N. C., of $35,000. 
| also introduced a bill for the acquisition of a site at Greet- 
burg, Ill, Lawrenceburg, Ky., Lafayette, La., Rolla, Mo., Pu- | 
laski, Tenn., Springfield, Tenn., Cuero, Tex., Navasota, Tex., | 
Each one of those towns, | 
according to the last available report of the Post-Office Depart- | 


| more than $1,000,000. 
| and when the proposition was originally made to the commit 





May 15, 


were pending before the committee, to frame a bill that woy 
put everything in that everybody wanted or that justly ove) 
to go in. In my judgment this is an absolutely fair and eq 
ble bill, so far as it could be made so. There may be mista 

in it, but those mistakes have not been the result of any dis)o- 
sition or desire to treat any section of the country or any indi- 
vidual unfairly. 

My friend from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL] complains of th 
omission of a very small item in the face of the fact that { 
State of North Carolina is much more largely represented 
this bill than many States larger than the State of Nort 
Carolina. There are various reasons that occur why in fra: 


| such a bill it is necessary to leave out this item or fhat it 


The fact that a State already- has its just proportion of items 
is one of them. 

I only want to say, Mr. Speaker, that in my opinion the com- 
mittee tried to be fair and just to each and every section of the 
country. I want to say, further, in the moment of time that 
I have left that in the print of this bill, as stated by the geuntle- 
inan from Missouri, certain items through some error or jcci- 


| dent, items that had been agreed upon, do not appear in the 


print as, for instance, the items for Xenia and Wooster, Ohio, 
and Elwood, Ind. In the framing of the bill—that is, in com- 
piling the reports of the various subcommittees or in the 
preparation of copy for the printer, these mistakes have oc- 
curred, these omissions have been made. This statement should 
be made in the hope that these mistakes may be corrected else- 
where. There is no opportunity now for amendment here. 
[Applause. | ‘ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the criticism 
of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL], I want to 
make this emphatic statement, that in no case has the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds deviated from the rule, 
which is, that no consideration should be given to a town hay- 
ing less than $10,000 postal receipts. [Applause.] In all cases 
mentioned by the gentleman there were specific reasons for 
such deviation. Namely, either the town has a court, though it 
does not have the necessary postal receipts, or it has a customs 
service which necessitates the erection of a public building, or 
it has large internal-revenue receipts, as in the tobacco and 
whisky districts of the South. But in each case, Mr. Speaker, 
where the postal receipts were below $10,000 the towns were 
stricken from the reports of the subcommittee. To show that 
this is true I refer to a case which appealed to me strongly for 
many reasons—the case of the gentleman from Alabama |[Mr. 


| Hopson], whose town has a little over $8,000 postal receipts, 


and which had to be cut out on that account. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me 
a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; I can not; I have not the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman from North Carolina 
has, as I notice, an increase of the limit of cost for the post 
He has 
ville, N. C. The postal receipts at Greenville for the last fiscal 
year, however, were only $7,247. [Applause.] Consequently. 
even if the committee had made an exception because of tlie 
distinguished and long services of the gentleman from North 
Carolina in this House, there would have been no probability 
of this town growing sufficiently that in two years—that is, by 
the time the building would have to be erected on the site—it 
would have the necessary postal receipts, and for that rea- 
son, not because the gentleman was discriminated against, that 
item was left out. In a general way, let me add, Mr. Speaker, 
that the State of North Carolina has more appropriatio 
this bill in proportion to its population than any other State 12 
the Union. [Applause.] 

Reference has also been made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Frrzceratp] to the item carried in this bill to ' 
crease the limit of cost for the new post-office building at 5™ 
Louis, Mo. That building when completed, though St. Louis }s 
rapidly advancing to the million-population rank, will not cost 
It is to be a model building of its kind, 


s in 


puest 


tee, every member agreed it was the most modest re 
before the committee. Now, as to the State of Missouri: | 
will merely compare that State with Texas, two States of 
nearly equal population. Texas receives over $1,000,'""” = 
this bill, and Missouri, including the $275,000 for St.) 
carries only $700,000. So far as the item for ho! 
Mo., is concerned, to which reference has been lm: = 
want to say to the gentleman that it is well with '© 





1% 4 
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rights, because that town has free delivery and is entitled to 
ration, although that district is represented by a Demo- 
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The question was taken, and there were—yeas, 281, nays 6, 


answered “ present” 4, not voting 96, as follows: 


| 
\pplause.] And I want to say further, Mr. Speaker, | YEAS—-281., 
greatly regret that the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 4cheson eno ee og TS 
' a ifferentiate re i $ cones marin op on Oot Adair risco ubbard, W. Va. *age 
I :ALD) saw fit to differentiate here in discussing this bill | Adamson Durey Huff Parker, N. J. 
hy the two parties, because in our committee we know no | Aiken Dwight Hughes, N. J Parker, S. Dak, 
¢ fference, as all the Democratic members will be ready to | Alexander, Mo. —_ Etllerbe Hull, lowa Parsons 
louse . Alexander, N. ¥ Ellis, Oreg. Hull, Tenn. Patterson 
te . [Applause -] aac 7 . 4 Allen Englebright Humphrey, Wash. Payne 
Mr. FITZGERALD. This bill shows that. I admit there is | Ames Esch — James, Addison D. Pearre 
sonship in the bill as reported. Ansberry Fairchild James, Ollie M. Pollard 
sanship : 4. Now ae Speaker, I will be pleased Ashbrook Fassett Jenkins Pray 
\ BARTHOL - Now, Mr. Speaker, I will be pleased to | Barchfeld Ferris Johnson, Ky Prince 
1 hree minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. | Barclay Finley Johnson, 8. C, Pujo 
Bartholdt Flood Jones, Va. Rainey 
JEN Oe . ; ‘ | Bartlett, Nev. Floyd Jones, Wash. Randell, Tex. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to speak in sup- | Bates Focht Kahn Rauch 
pe f this bill because this bill does not need the recommenda- | Beale, Pa. Fordney Keifer Reeder 
‘ : teall, Tex ‘oster elihe teynolds 
t any gentleman upon the floor of this House outside of Beal, Tex. Fost r, Til. Keliher — Reynold 
: : : 7 we Bede Foster, Ind. Kennedy, Iowa Rhinock 
the recommendations made by the committee which reported | Rell, Ga. ; Foster, Vt. Kennedy, Ohio Richardson 
the | I have confidence in every gentleman upon that com- | Bennett, Ky. a arene a rts 
, ; tian of , Oh ioe ao nee jonynge Yowler \inkaic tobinson 
mn | both sides of the Chamber, I rise to say to the gen-| pooner hench Kitchin. Claude Rodenbders 
tle nd to the Members of this House that when I go back | Boutell Fuller Knapp Rothermel 
he d meet this question and meet the statement of the gen- | Bowers Fulton Knopf tussell, Mo. 
; from New York this : I going to say t i 3oyvd Gaines, Tenn. Knowland Kussell, Tex, 
tleman from New York this morning I am going to say to my | pradiey Gaines, W. ¥e. Ostermann Rahatt 
ne when I address them, that the gentleman from New | Brantley Gardner, Mich, Lafean Saunders 
York has done great injustice to the gentlemen on his side of a ussard Gardn r, N. J. Lamb Scott ' 
i a ‘4 da ep . . sTOWNDIOW rarnerT anciey snac eforc 
the Chamber when he undertook to slander every Member of Brundidge Garrett Laning Sheppard 
this House by saying that they were open to purchase. Burgess Gilhams Lassiter Sherley 
a antes . ro tae ido _ surleigh Gillespie Lawrence Sims 
I am not going to defend the Republican side, because, Mr. | po nett yaa Sie Slayden 
Speaker, they need no defense—— Burton, Del. Godwin Lee Slemp 
Mr ITZGER wD Mr. Speaker »¢ » ge »ms ) surton, Ohio Goebel Lever Smith, Cal. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman tc | Butler in iat mith’ Lowe 
order. | Calderhead Goulden Lloyd Smith, Mich, 
Mr. JENKINS. But I merely speak in defense ans Graff Loudenslager Snapp 
oa . : Campbe Grahg overing Southwick 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has no right, and the a raham Lovering Southwick 


gentleman can not attribute such offensive language to me as 


that which reflects upon the membership of this House when 


Candler 
Capron 
Cary 
Caulfield 


Granger 
Greene 
Hackett 


McCall 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McGuire 


Sparkman 
Sperry 
Spight 


on Hackney Stafford 

I did not utter it. Chaney Hale McHenry Stanley 
Mr. JENKINS. I will just ask to proceed in order, and I [ocatee Hail McKinlay, Cal. Steenerson 

will modify it as much as I can. | Clark, MO. Hamil McKinley, Ill. Sterling 


Clayton 


Hamilton, Iowa 


McKinney 


Sturgiss 


Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman must understand that | Cole Hamilton, Mich. McLachlan, Cal. Sulloway 
he must not make such statements. Coaner Hamiin Mclain Taylor, Ala. 


| ook, Colo, 


Hammond 


McLaughlin, Mich 


Taylor, Ohio 



































The SPEAKER, What did the Chair understand the gentle- | Cook, Pa. Hardy McMorran Thistlewood 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] to ask? Cooper, Pa. Haskins Macon Thomas, Ohio 
inane : ‘ | Cooper, Tex, Haugen Madden Tirrell 
Mr. JENKINS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed in order, | Cooper, Wis. Hawley Madison Tou Velle 
then. I said I was willing to qualify my statement. I was | Coudrey Hay Malby Townsend 
only speaking with reference to the effect, at least, of the | Cox Ind. _—— ener ae 

language of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzceraLp]. | Grumpacker Helm Moon. Tenn. Wallace 


Iam sorry he was sensitive about it. 


Currier 


Henry, Conn, 


Moore, Pa. 


Wanger 












siiesiaea selina | Cushma onry, Tex. N », Tex. Vashbur 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not sensitive. I understand the | Daizell a Tee eee Sen a oa 
English language, and I never hesitate to say exactly what I pemapert Higgins Mouser Watson 
mean. and “jf > i » ms Jiscons davidson Hill, Conn, Murdock Weeks 
(Mr. J a ae ill not — = be mg — on W a» s Davis, Minn. Hill, Miss, Needham Williams 
iMr. JENKINS], or any other Member of t 118 ouse, to attribute Dawes Hinshaw Nelson Wilson, Il. 
to me a charge that the Members of this House can be pur- Deween Holliday Nicholls Wood " 
chased or aro « ~ nee | Denby Houston Norris Voodyar 
_— - are subjec t to purc hase. ala | Denver Howard Nye Young 
= 'LZER, The gentleman has apologized. Diekema Howell, N. J. O'Connell 
Mr. JENKINS. I was speaking with reference to the state- | Dixon Howell, Utah Olcott 
ment made that this bill had been held up by the powers in | Pousias Howland weakuae 
this House until after the financial bill had been reported. aa ’ ‘ 
Mr. SULZER 4 : ® Brodhead Crawford Goldfogle Sherwood 
Mr, SULZER. Who held it up? Cockran Fitzgerald 
Mr. JENKINS. _ I considered that as a charge that gentle- | ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—4. 
men on the floor of this House were open to purchase. | Carlin Small Sulzer Talbott 
Mr. SULZER. Who held it up? NOT VOTING—96. 
. PNIC IN . : setinantias : Andrus Favrot Legare Powers 
_Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman has withdrawn his reflections | 4nthony Sdenes po Pratt 
upon Members of this House. | Bannon ‘ vom “ Lewis Ransdell, La. 
Mr. FITZGER: : -t ae a | Bartlett, Ga. Gardner, Mass. Alley Reid 
saat FITZGERALD. I did not withdraw the statement I| peinct NY. Gill Lindsay Sienten 
mune. | Bingham Gillett Littlefield tucker 
rhe SPEAKER. The incident is closed. The gentleman from | Birdsall Gregg Livingston Ryan 
Wisconsin will pr i Brumm Griggs Longworth Sherman 
| proceed. Burke Gronna Lorimer Smith, Mo. 
, Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, the practice has always — eget — a Tag“ 
een to wi ae : : ‘ . dials yre arding owden Stephens, Tex. 
von . withhold the public-building bill until pretty nearly the | Gaider Hardwick McCreary Stevens. Mina. 
ry of the session, but I want to ask my friend from New York | Carter Harrison MeMillan Tawney 
\Mr. Fitzcrratp) how many Democratic Indians we got onto Cork, Fie. Hitchcock Mann Thomas, N. c 
onr fina nate ees . /OCKS, IN. e obDso mMarsne oisteac 
oa 7 - cial reservation yesterday by reason of the fact that Cousins Hughes, W.Va. Mill r Vreeland 
Re emocratic party was as well cared for in this bill as the | Cravens Humphreys, Miss. Mondell Webb 
‘epublican membership here? I think, Mr. Speaker, that when | Darragh Jackson Mudd Weems 
we are discussing thes sti i he Hi " cht t to | Davey, La. Kipp . Murphy Weisse 
cast t} ' SSINg ese ques ons in the House we oug not tO | De Armond Kitchin, Wm. W. Overstreet Wheeler 
t] , Hese unjust reflections and have it sent all over the country | Dunwell Lemar, re. Perkins wit v 
at men are in ne , ” ‘ Edwards, Ga. amar, Mo. @ eters Villett 
ly long years ee ed. I want to be able Se may that, after | Edwards, Ky. Landis Porter Wilson, Pa. 
ees ars of service in this House, I have never met a| Bilis, Mo. Law Pou Wolf 


nan on either side of this Chamber that I thought was 
en to purchase. [Applause.] 
an BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, since this bill carries a 


: ‘mount of money, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
he yeas and nays were ordered, 


| So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed, 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Wess. 
Mr. TAwNeEY with Mr, Steruens of Texas. 


oO] 
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* OVERSTREET wi AN “The name of Frederick Wiffin, late of Company I, Thirty-seven; 
“a Sr pp bone ne Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at th; ; 
Mr, MILLER With Mr, LENAHAN, of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Hircncock, “The name of John Wagner, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regi 
Mr. Lonewortnu with Mr. Greaa. Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
Mr. LANDIS with Mr. Grit per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

eS len ' SS eee “The name of Griffith T. Murphy, late of Company B, Eighth Reg 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. FAavror. New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay po pension at the rate of 
Mr. G TT Wi Mr. ForNES per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

oe ese with a “ e yt oe “The name of Albert Newton, late of Company C, Seventy-ninth [te 
——e SS with = r. VE ARMOND. ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. CARTER. $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. CARLIN. “The name of Henry M. Waters, late of Company H, Second Reg 
Mr. CALperR with Mr. BURLESON. Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


, i 4 - month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. Bartietr of Georgia. | “The name of Martin L. Bruce, late of Company G, Eighth Regime: 
Mr. GarpNer of Massachusetts with Mr. SuLZzer. Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of ; 


Mr. McMILLAN with Mr. SmMaLr | per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


: k “The name of Joseph Rickey, late of Company A, Sixty-eighth Regi 

Mr. Coustns with Mr. Horson. ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if the gentle- | per — in oe that re - now eae ieee 
: s ee a ; d sain aa “The name of James 8. Anderson, late of Company A, Fifth Reg 

man from Michigan [Mr. Lot p| voted? Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
rhe SPEAKER. He did not. | per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. PADGETT. I desire to state that the gentleman from | —— a um so as to read: ‘An pe ee pension and in- 
Sia ies i "= aa “one wr ye te : | crease of pension to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war, and 

os J . a : ‘Ti » “fg se Ss ISS be : - ° 99 
Mic higan |Mr. Loup] is detained bec Lust of sickness i in- | certain widows of such soldiers and sailors. 
formed me that he was in favor of the bill. I had a pair with 


him, and by his consent I have voted, | ‘The amendment submitted by Mr. CaLDERHEAD is as follows: 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. The 


ite 


nt 
$24 


nt 





. ome ae Noah N. ae late of Compsag, F, First Regiment 
or ‘ abide Siaicihamy nities + Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate $30 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, | per_ month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading - The — - eee Greenwood, late of Company G, Forty ond 

lark « al : »s Ranata hs a ace. 7 ‘ » . : egimen ndiana Volunteer t y, ¢ y a pension at the 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments | rage of $30 per month im lieu of that’ he is pew recebeine 
joint resolution of the following title, in which the concurrence The name of John S. Cox, late of Company H, Fifty-first Reziment 
of the House of Representatives was requested : | — ane center, — pay him : pension at the rate of $24 
Re ‘ : sleet ‘ ‘ A aa initia tel ; per month in eu oO lat he is now receiving. 

H. J. Res. 124. Joint resolution authorizing the presentation SS Willian J. Mean —— e. cae Dy, Swenty- 
of the statue of President Washington, now located in the Capi- | Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay to a pension at 
tol grounds, to. the Smithsonian Institution. =o $24 per wane am ee that he is now roctne. . se 

-_ . . | 1¢ name o illiam G. § 0 . y D, Fifth Regiment 

rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed Ww ith- | Tennessee Volunteer Mounted tatty, abt aon tae ation at the 
out amendment bills and joint resolution of the following titles: rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

H. R. 11560. An act relating to unpaid Hawaiian Postal Say- | _ The name of William A. Eagleson, late of Company C, Third Kezi- 
ings Bank deposits: ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

g sank d posits ; | $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

H. R.5297. An act to complete the naval record of John | _ The name of Samuel White, late of Company M, Second Regiment 
Shaughnessy ; and | Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 

H. J. Res. 178. Joi eaoluti for : intment of smbers | rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; ; 

.J. Res. 178. Joint resolution for appointment of mem ers The name of Perry B. Wilson, late of Company K, Eighty-fifth Regi 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- | ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
unteer Soldiers rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

a fhe name of David Woods, late of Companies H and A, Fourteenth 
PENSIONS, eens Py Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 

_ TRHE : Sneaker . s1Ispe . 1e rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

Mr. ¢ ALDERHEAD. Mr. Spe aker, I move to suspend the The name of Harriett J. Cobbey, widow of Josep E. Cobbey, late 
rules, take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 1062, and | first lieutenant Company D, Seventy-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
concur in the Senate amendment, with a House amendment. arenes pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu 

hea SPRAKER 1 ately’ cael iar 5 640n te o iat she is now receiving. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill, The name of John A. Phillips, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regi 
the Senate amendment, and the House amendment thereto. ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

The Clerk read as follows: $94 per menth in lieu of thet-ne is now receiving, S Deole. } 

: 56) : _ imide a" ii ae _ The name of Carrie L. Poole, widow of Theodore L. Poole, late first 
cae: (H. R, 1062) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. lieutenant ene, H, One hundred and twent second Regim 

> : as EAs vd sas at DA or olunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension a re rate 
h we $6. 4 nacted, ctc., That the Secretary of =. Cee a ene he is | per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. and $2 per mo 
iereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | gitional on account of a minor child of the soldier until such chi! 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | arrive at the age of 16 years. 

Charles C. Weaver, late of Company E, .Twenty-seventh Regiment In- The name of David H. Moredick, late of Company B, Tenth It 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 | Jowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

tin Misi ; ‘ ead ei did ie The name of William E. White, late second lieutenant Com) 
rhe Senate amendment was read, as follows: Seventy-first Regiment, and of Company G, Sixty-ninth Regiment 
Strike out all after the word “ laws,” in line 5, and insert: York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him ¢ nsion at the rate ol! 
“ The name of Charles C. Weaver, late of Company E, Twenty-seventh | per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the The name of Alexander N. Hart, late of Company H, Twelft! 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 

“The name of Andrew Goddard, late of Companies M and H, Second | at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv!! 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the | The name of George Dorbert, late of Company F, One hundred end 
rate of $12 per month. | eighty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him pen 

“The name of Marshall W. Rogers, late of Company G, Seventh Regi- | sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now rece 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | The name of Joseph K. Bradfield, late of Company B, Eight 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at tl 

“The name of William M. Jordan, late of Company B, Twenty-eighth | of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Regiment Vennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at | The name of Henry 8. Hubbard, late of Company F, T! 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensicn at 

“The name of Mittie Choate, widow of George W. Choate, late. of , of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and | The name of Commodore P. Barker, late of Company G, Fight) 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is | ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at t! 
now receiving. $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Davis E. Jones, late of Company F, Eighty-first Regi- The name of John D. Reynolds, late of Company D, Second 
ment Oljo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the ra‘ 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. per month in lieu of that he is now feceiving. 

“The name of Patrick Grady, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regl- | The name of James W. Durling, late of Company F, Thirtic' 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay a a pension at the rate | ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of John IF. Lane, late of Company I, Third Regiment Wis- The name of John Mahood, late of Company A, Forty-fifth ! 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat: 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of John McNally, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment The name of Alva Griswold, late of Company B, Twelfth | 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra( 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is nog receiving. | per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Shelton Canfield, late of Company H, One hundredth | The name of Haywood W. Weathington, late of Company “ 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at tegiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him : 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin: 

“The name of Alexander Keefe, late of Company A, Second Regiment The name of John P. Swigert, late of Company G, HKightieth | 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per | Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate o! 
month In lieu of that he is now receiving. month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Alonzo Knox, late of comecny F, Fourth Regiment The name of John J. Fordney, late unassigned, Third Regim 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | sylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
yate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. of $24 per month in lieu of that & is now receiving. : 

“The name of Philip Bowers, late of Company M, First Regiment The name of Johnson White, late of Company H, First Regin 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30-| tucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate ol >» 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 











names of Edward B. Valerius and Louise M. Valerius,- helpless 
endent children of Peter Valerius, late of Company G, One hun- 
nd seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay each of 
t pension at the rate of $12 per month. . 
I name of Edwin B. Cleveland, late of Company K, One hundred 
irty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
t , at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of John W. Martin, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment 


Pe iyania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
t of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Samuel T. Askey, late of Company F, Two hundredth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer ee a and pay him a pension at 
t te of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

i name of Daniel Seifert, late of Company H, One hundred and 
thirt chth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
~ The name of Casper Pixley, late of Company I, Sixty-sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


[ name of Henry B. Crawford, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment 
diana Volunteer Ly and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

! name of Myron L. Fales, late of Company K, First Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

i name of Richard W. Courtney, late of Company BE, Sixth Regi- 
ment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
er month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

I name of Osear A. Paddock, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Richard Davis, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Cali- 
fornia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

l name of James Orlando Cummings, alias Comans, late of Bat- 
tery L, Second Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Owen Carroll, late of Company H, Third Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of John Belt, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James P. Ferrell, late of Company C, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David A. Davis, late quartermaster-sergeant, First 









Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and of Company K, One hun- 
dred and ninety-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of James A. Hunter, late of Companies I and D, Second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of John Hohenstein, late of Company B, Forty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Franklin Montgomery, late of Company K, Forty-eighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The name of John H. Bragaw, late of Company F, One hundred and 
fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Barnett, late of Company K, One hundred 
and twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
& pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Thomas Eberly, late of Company K, Thirty-first Regi- 
ment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Andrew Johnson Smith, helpless and dependent child 
of Henry Smith, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

‘he name of Josiah Lamb, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of John B. Wood, late first lieutenant Company BP, and 
captain Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of James B. Pangle, late of Company G, One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Regiment Ohio National Guard Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay . m a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
vw recely ng. 

7 rhe name of Elijah W. Adkins, late of Company BE, Third Regiment 
ennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now recetving. 

M rhe name of Julius D. Austin, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment 
ee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
<4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

— name of Austin L. Nichols, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment 
ae husetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 

" Phe per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
mR a name of Charles O. Thomas, late of Company F, Thirty-first 
my geen Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
; 7 © rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
mE of Charles Otto, late first lieutenant Company C, Forty- 
at the ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 

me rate of $24 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of John 8. Thompson, late of Company I, First Regiment 


Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artiller . 

° y, and him a pension at the rate of 
#24 pet month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Feneesteene of John M. Boyd, late of Compan i Sixty-third Regiment 


1D ania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a nsion at the rate 
of $ 0 per month in lieu of that he is sew yealving 
Fifth Resin of William W. Angel, late first Meutenant Company D, 
oe eet _— Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
TL.” Of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Je name of Albert Burris, late of Company F, Seventy-fifth Regi- 


of $24 nana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


7 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
wa me of Henry J. Kimball, late of Company B, First Regiment 
of $24 ; 


lunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
er month in leu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of William E. Armstrong, late of Company I, One hundred 
and eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Isaac N. Sandwick, late of Company B, Fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George E. Dee, late of Company H, One hundred and 
forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Marshal 8. Phillips, late of Company M, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert A. Gentry, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert Fargue, late of Company B, Fifty-seventh Regi- 
ment, and Company K, Sixty-first Regiment, New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Hinkel, late of Ninth Independent Battery New 
York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hiram P. Neyman, late of Company I, Thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George B. Bergen, late second lieutenant Company I, 
Thirty-eighth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. , 

The name of Augustus Van Derveer, late of Company G, First Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. y 

The name of Cordice R. Sprague, late of Company C, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John M. Armstrong, late of Company BE, Sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nancy E. Conner, widow of Matthew B. Conner, late of 
Company H, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of David H. Bishop, late of Company D, Bighth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Neil, late of Company BE, Fourteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lewis A. Woodruff, late of Company A, Third Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry K. Sikes, late of Company G, First Regiment 
New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and Company G, Fourth Regiment 
New York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Simeon Kysar, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles C. Brown, late of Company B, Fiftieth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The name of Henry Hammond, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James T. Gill, late of Company H, Fifty-sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Patrick Breen, late of Company C, Second Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ebenezer Watson, late of Company BH, Thirty seventh 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles F. Perry, late of Company K, Thirty-eighth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Standish C. Stiles, late of Company I, Third Regiment 
Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Duesler, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin C. Durham, late of Company K, First Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Paul Gettis, late of Company H, Seventieth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Wilber S. Benjamin, late of Company D, Fiftieth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Gustay Timble, late of Company L, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel W. Lapham, late captain Company K, Ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John F. Swaney, late of Company B, Fifty-fifth Regi 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Pickett, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment, and Company L, Eighth Regiment, Missouri State Militia Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Underwood, late of Company A, One hun- 
dredth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael Guth, late of Captain Piquenard’s independent 
company of Pioneers, Fourth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Smith, late of Companies K and A, One 
hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
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at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 


s A. McCoy, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment 
ia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
er month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

M. Benjamin, late of Companies I and D, Second 
etts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
nry Gaertner, late of Company E, 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
th in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Henry W. Elbridge, late of Company G, Thirteenth 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and unassigned, Veteran Re- 
t , and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now recelying. 

rhe name of Mary Spillane, widow of Michael Spillane, late of Com- 

PR ny EK, Twelfth Regiment, and Company BE, 

olunteer Infantry, 
that 


e name of 
iment New 


in lieu of she is now receiving. . 
The name of John Welker, late of Company EB, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 


sion at the rate 


of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
i ime 


Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of America H. Adams, widow of William G. Adams, late of | 
Company G, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her @ | Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat: 
re- | 
Provided, That in the event of the death of Alien L. Adams, | 


pension | 


pension at the 


ceiving : 
helpless and son of said Adams, this 
hall be reduced to $12 per month from and after the date of death of 
said Allen L. Adams: And provided further, That in the event of the 
death of America H. Adams the name of said Allen L. Adams shell be 


rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 


dependent 


piaced on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitaticns of | 
the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date: 


of death of said America H. Adams. 4 
The name of Henry Allen, late of Fifth Independent Battery Iliincis 


Voiunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


‘he name of Frances Crain, widow of Seburn 8. Crain, late of Com- | 


pany G, One hundred and twenty-elghth Regiment, and Company C, 


Ninth Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at | 


the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Pro- 
vided, That in the event of the death of William Crain, helpless and de- 
pendent son of said Seburn 8. Crain, this pension shall be reduced to 
$12 per month from and after the date of death of said William Crain: 
And provided further, That in the event of the death of Frances Crain, 
the name of said William Crain shall be placed on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of 
$12 per month from and after the date of death of said Frances Crain. 

The name of Oliver J. Williams, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John McNevin, iate captain Company C, Seventy-sixth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac Q. Barstow, late of Company M, Eleventh Regi- 
ment 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lewis Myers, late of Company G, One hundred and 


ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | 


sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Reciment 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of John Murray, late of Company A, Fifty-ninth Regiment 


Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 | 


er month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Biisha Cooley, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Rencher, late of Company B, Thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now ee. 

The name of Levi N. Woodside, late first lieutenant Company G, 
First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Andrew Barry, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Cornecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Adam Alien, first, late of Company K, Forty-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer cpsantry, and Company K, Bighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Roberts, late of Company K, One hundred 
and eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a — at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The name of William H. Deaver, late of Company B, Second Regl- 
ment North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Wesiecy tond, late of Company D, Twenty-ninth Regt- 


ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | and forty-third Regiment New York Volunteer ere and pey him 


| a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
The name of John McIntosh, late of Company K, Nineteenth Regi- | 


of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Shadrach Stacy, late second lieutenant Company M, | 


Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Clinc, late of Company B, Sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York State Militia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of twelve dollars per month. 

The name of John Plush, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment United 
States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Louls Fricke, late of Company F, One hundred and 
twenty-first Regiment, and Company G, Sixty-fifth Regiment, New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Falis H. Castone, late of Company BE, Sixth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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} rate of $30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| New 


Twenty-seventh | 


; ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay h 


Fifth Regiment, New York | 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month | teenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at 


Infantry, and pay him a pen- | 
of William Lamon, late first lieutenant Company C, Fourth | 
| West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay h 


| pany H, Bleventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infan ry, 


Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 


The name of William H. Mead, late of Company I, Bighty-seventh | 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 
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The name of Merritt D. En Earl, late of Company K, Ninet, 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ; 
The name of John M. Quay, late of Company K, Seventh Res 

York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Cavanagh, late of Company C, First Regi: 
Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the ra 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert W. Hardin, late of Compafiy H, Eighth | 
ment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Scott, late of Company B, Fifty-eighth R 

m a pension at the rat 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Seward Q. Payne, late of Company A, Fourth Rezime: 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and second lieutenant Company B, | 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hilan Hoskin, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Rezi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John T. Stasel, late of Company D, Tenth Reziment 

m a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Bassett, late of Company B, First Regiment 


$24 per month in Meu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James W. Fisk, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth lezgi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alfred Harper, late of Company A, One hundred and 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lizzie Duncan, widow of Robert Duncan, late of Com 
and pay her (oe at the rate of $8 per month. 

The name of Isaac N. Greer, late of U. 8. S. Juliet, Hastings. and 
Fawn, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frank BH. Watrous, late captain Company F, Second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Scott, late of Company D, Bighteenth [eci- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel R. Irwin, late first lieutenant Company C, 
Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer ——a and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is n 
ceiving, 

The name of James P. Mallison, late of Com y B, Forty-fourth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frank Marshall, late of Company K, One hundredth 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pene at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
ceiving. 

The name of Hiram P. Worthiey, late of Company G, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Benjamin F. McCiure, late of Company G, Fortieth 
Regiment Lilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Gruenewald, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of James 8. Everhart, late of Company H, Ninety-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer ees and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John D. Landis, late of Company B, Fifty-fourth [tez!- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at tie 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Albert Blood, late of Cae H, Third Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ol 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of Alphonzo N. Nicholds, late major and additional pay- 
master, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward Blaisdell, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. i 

The name of Willis W. Wilkison, late of Company H, Second lezi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate © 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiveing. 

The name of John W. Hayes, late of Company G, Twenty 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. en 

The name Reuben V. G. Smith, late of Company C, Elevent! Ree 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and Battery EK, Second Unite 
States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont! 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Elijah Schoonmaker, late of Company B, One ! ired 


w re- 


“a TE 
rate 


eventh 
the 


at he is now 
receiving. ; 

The name of James A. Brown, late of Company D, Elevent! 
ment, and Company K, Ninth Regiment, Tennessee Volunteer © 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of t 
is now receiving. 

The name of William K. Turner, late of Company G, Fifth I = 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate © °° 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. = 

The name of Albert McKee, late of Company A, One hund 
sixteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now re 

The name of William Ure, late of Company H, One hund 
fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer epee Zs and pay him : 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of John Satory, late of Company G, First Regimes 
nesota Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at ' 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ue 

The name of George Grapen, late of Company F, First nee 4 
sourl State Militia Volun Infantry, and Company F, Th 
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t Mis- 
nth 
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' ent Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
; $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. __ 
name of Volney B. St. John, late of Company A, Forty-fourth 
| ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
ner month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
1ame of Samuel Morse, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of Orson N. Coon, late of Company H, Third Regiment 
in Volunteer Cavalry, and Company A, First Regiment Wis- 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of John Hock, late of Company C, One hundred and eighth 
I :t Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 
name of Abel EK. Titus, late of Company 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Samuel H. Osborne, late of Company H, Eighty-eighth 
R nt Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, First Regi- 
1 Inited States Veteran Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pen- 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of James W. Burnes, late captain Company L, Fifteenth 
it Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

| name of John Carney, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment 
Cor cut Volunteer Infantry, and Company A Battalion, Thirteenth 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension art 


nt 


tl » of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of William N. Webster, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth 
Reg nt Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
t of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of William P. Criswell, late of Company C, Thirty-sixth 
R Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $24 per month in Meu of that he is now receiving. 
name of Adam Curry, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment Mis- 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 


per nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Ambrose 8. Wildey, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment | 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
pe mth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

I name of James H. Richardson, late of Company F, One hundred 
and hty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a | 
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving 

rhe name of Perey H. Dunkin, late of Company B, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

| name of James H. Hill, late of Company A, One hundred and 
fifty-ifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Silas M. Abers, late of Company BE, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John F. Hanson, late of Company K, First Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe name of Beman Follett, late of Company B, First Regiment | 
United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, and Company I, One hundred 
and venty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

rhe name of Lindsay Roop, late of Company A, One hundred and 
fortieth Regiment, and Company H, Fifty-third Regiment, Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of William R. Jenkins, late of Company D, First Battalion 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | 


of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
rhe name of William BE. Brown, late of U. 8. 8. Ohio, North Caro- 

lina, and Wyoming, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 

rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

aa name of George A, Carter, late of Company G, Thirtieth Regi- 

$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

. Phe name of Charles Hoofer, late of Company D, Second Regiment, 
a ‘ 

Regi ent Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 

rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

4 hame of Robert H. Plummer, late of Company D, Forty-second 

Regir ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 

Tate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

i rhe name of Theresa B. Hanson, widow of Other P. Hanson, late of 
ompany D, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volun- 


tee j 


lieu o 


that she is now receiving. 


. name of William 8. Warner, late of Company I, Thirty-eighth 
‘ecient Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
an ' name of Frank H. Cotteral, late of Company H, One hundred and 
ft) ird Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a 
—— nat the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ono te, name of William W. McClintock, late of Company K, Seventy- 
sovend Kegiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
7 of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
® name of George R. Achor, late of Company D, and band, 


eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
$24 per 


Forty- 
and pay him a pension at the 


rate month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe 
(>) 
$24 

1 
Eig! 
S ‘ ; 7 
SIX Regiment Veteran Reserve Co 
the rate of $24 
The name of 
Sixt 
the 

r" 
nesss 
mor 


‘month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
‘me of John M. Southworth, late second lieutenant Company H, 


er month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
lenry H. Wright, 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Volunteer Cavalry, 
n lieu of that he is now receiving. 


ae 1e hame of Speen A. Signor, late of Company C, One hundred and 
: inois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


Kegiment Il 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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B. Second Regiment | 
\ it Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 


| Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


6355 


The name of Daniel Morris, late of Company M, Sixteenth Regiment 


Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Stephen Townsend, late of Company M, Eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Robert K. Robinson, late surgeon, Seventh Regiment 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Charles 8S. Bottomly, late of Company C, Thirty-sixth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albino Vigil, late second lieutenant Company B, First 


Regiment New Mexico Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Garret Jones, late of Company K, First Regiment Ten 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Dewitt, late principal musician, band, Forty- 
second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas W. Gibson, late of Company A, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Smiley, late of Company G, Nineteenth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Urick, late of Company B, Twenty-second Reg!i- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, Seventh Regiment 
Kentucky Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John B. Rowe, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Coleman, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth 


of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Townsend, late of Company A, Eleventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Lee, late of Company M, Second Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lyman Blowers, late of Company E, One hundred and 
ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Bennager Odell, late of Company E, Twenty-fifth Regl- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
| $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Tyler, late of Company C, Eighty-first Regt- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas M. Phibbs, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William P. Brittain, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment 
| Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The name of George M. Smith, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
| per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 


tn Shore, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, Eleventh | 


fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in | 


name of Charles B. Peet, late of Company B, First Regiment | 
‘unteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and captain Company C, 
rps, and pay him a pension at 


- late of companies H and A, Twenty- 
‘siment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


ame of Thomas Kirby, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Ten- 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


The name of Benjamin F. Clifford, late of Company H, Twentieth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
| of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ambrose Pratt Stone, alias Pratt Stone, late 
pany A, first lieutenant Company D, and captain Company F, 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Samuel B. Hendricks, helpless and dependent child of 
Henry C. Hendricks, late of Company BE, First Regiment Michigan Vol 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Frances BE. Kennedy, widow of Orlando Kennedy, late of 
| Company A, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 

pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is 
| now receiving. 

The name of Zelotus L. Place, late of Company D, 
| New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensi 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Melvin A, Cary, late of Company FE, Twenty-second Regi 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John O. Tuell, late of Company 
| Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension : 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


of Com 
Second 


at the 


Tenth 
m at 


Regiment 
the rate 


F, 
at 


Sixth 
the 


Regiment 
rate of $24 


The name of Francis M. Walker, late first lieutenant Company D, 
Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Charles W. Clement, late of Company A, Sixteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Twentieth Reg 


| ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
} per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of David L. Bush, late of Company A, Third Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Charles E. Hall, late of Company K, Twenty-third 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jonathan R. Wright, late of Eighth Independent Com 


pany Ohio Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Martin, late of Company B, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Morgan, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regi 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Abraham Colby, late quartermaster-sergeant, Eighteenth 
Battery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George H. Mothersbaugh, helpless and dependent child 
of James M. Mothersbaugh, late of Company FE, Seventh Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 
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name 


of Peter Lunsford, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
th In lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ve of Adam Miller, late of Companies H and B, Ninetieth 
t New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
1¢ name of William Nelson, late of Companies B and I, Seventy- 
third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Smith, second, late of Company A, Seventeenth 
hegiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Fhe name of George C. Turner, late of Company K, Sixty-eighth 
Regiment Lilincls Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Theodore B. Brannan, late of Battery I’, Fourth Regi- 
ment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Durr, late of Company F, Bighteenth Regiment 
Wisconsin Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Conklin, late of Company L, Twelfth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now reeeiving. 

The name of James F. Lyon, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William G. Otis, late of Company K, Thirty-ninth Reg!i- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, amd pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Madison, late of Company EB, Forty-second Regi- 
ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that a is now receiving. 

The name of Anna M. Umstead, widow of Peter Umstead, late of 
Company G, Forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

‘The name of Henry C. Gosling, late of Company C, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in Ileu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John B. Tobias, late of Company F, Thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Vennsylvania Volunteer Reserve Infantry, and Company I, First 
Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William F, Crouch, late of Company A, One hundred 
and forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Almeda Clark, widow of Moses P. Clark, late captain, 
Sixth Independent Battery, New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of George G. Sherlock, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William B. Wrangham, late of Company B, First Regi- 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Van Horn, late of Twelfth Independent Battery, 
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph Jackson, late of Company F, One hundred and 
thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in Lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James L. Wheeler, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in Lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John P. Veach, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eliza Calver, widow of George W. H. Calver, late assist- 
ant surgeon, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the 
death of Martha G. Calver, helpless and dependent dauhter of said 
George W. H. Calver, this pension shall be reduced to $12 per month 
from and after the date of death of said Martha G. Calver: And pro- 
vlded further, That in the event of the death of Eliza Calver the name 
of said Martha G,. Calver shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 | 


per month from and after the date of death of said Eliza Calver. 

The name of Napoleon B. Beaulieu, late of Company E, Forty-second 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel 8S. Boyer, late of Company I, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry M. Walrath, late of Graeets C, Ninety-fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ferdinand Spies, late second lieutenant Company BEB, 


Twenty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a | 


pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 

The name of Edward A. True, late captain Company H, Eighth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per fhonth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Bowzer, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment 
Missourt Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month fm lien of that he Is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Taylor, widow of Boles Taylor, late of Second 
Battery, New Jersey Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she fs now receiving. 

The name of Themas J. De Bolt, late of Company C, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Albright, late of Company I, Two hundredth Regi- 


ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 


rate of $24 per month in Neu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elmadorus P. Cochran, late of Company C, Second Reci- 
ment United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, and Company C, One 
hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
hin a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Robert Hyson, late of Company B, Nineteenth Regiment 
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Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Boldt, late of Company D, Seventeenth Revi. 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ¢} 
rate of $30 per month im lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Bausum, late of Company K, Forty-elghth fto«i- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel M. Ruch, late of Company H, Forty-elghth Rec. 
ment Pennsylvania Volanteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Aibert Eggleston, late captain Company D, Fifty-fo 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a4 pension at 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Darius Heath, late of Company D, One hundred ana 
seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militia Infantry, and ; 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. Tike 

The name of William P. Ray, late of Company A, Forty-fifth foezi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Fourth Ker! 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and-pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month im Hew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James C. Stephens, late of Company B, Forty ninth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Tw 
second Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Hibner, late of Company F, Sixth Re 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The name of Trowbridge Suwarrow, late of detachment of cavaljy, 
United States Military Academy, West Point, United States Army, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of George W. Given, late of Company B, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Provisional Volunteer Heavy Artillery, amd Company D, 
Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer feeavy Artillery, and pay him 
a | at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving, 

The name of Rollin R. Hotchkiss, late of Company D, Third Rezt- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edwin W. Braman, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Zalmon B. Allee, late of Company B, Twenty-third 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martin Watson, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Carroll, late of Company C, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of John Martin, late of Company B, One hundred and 
eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
4 pension at the rate of $30 per month im Heu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of John Magee, late of Company F, Forty-ninth Ree!: 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 


th 


t 
the 


ent 


rate 


| of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Eugenius Jenkins, late of Company C, Fourteenth Rezi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nicholas Corson, late second lieutenant Company G, 
Twenty-fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re 


| ceiving. 


The name of Benjamin F. MeCrady, late of Company I, Twenty sixth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at tle 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ira B. Timmons, late of Company G, Twenty-fifth [‘ect- 
ment, and Company K, Seventeenth Regiment, Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in licu 
of that he is now receiving. st 

The name of Joseph Crugom, late drum major, First Regiment \'s- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $V 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Bentley, late of Company K, Fifty-eighth Rec!- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer infantry, and Company D, Fourth lee! 
ment United States Artillery, amd pay him a pension at the rate 0 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Radford, late of U. S. 8. Ohio, Vincennes. and 
North Carolina, United States Navy, and pay him a pension a! tie 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Terwillegar, late of Company B, Twenty» nt) 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ée 

The name of John Harman, late of Company A, Nimety-seyen"! 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pens! 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Gilbert 8. Main, late of Company EB, Fifth Re 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. es 

The name of Thomas P. McCracken, late of Company A, 1\ 
fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a | 
at the rate of $30 per month In Vieu of that he is now receiving. = 

The name of Anna B. Webb, helpless and dependent child of ne 
Webb, late of Company C, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment | 
sylvania nee Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate « 
per month. , 

The name of Josiah F. Kirk, late of Company C, Ninth Re 


+ 


| Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and Company F, Seventy-fourth R« 


Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William C. Osgood, late captain Company BE, I 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ¢t 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving - 

The name of Sarah J. Davis, widow of Daniel Davis, late © 
pany M, First Regiment New Mampshire Volunteer Heavy A! 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Charles Walley, late of Company D, Ninety-fir: 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at \ 
of $24 per month in Liew of that he is now receiving. 


























ny A, Thirtieth Regl- 
pay him a pension at 
ste of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now Sogevang. 
name of Orrin Nason, late of Company K, Sevent 
sota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


name of Willis G. Craddock, late of Com 
Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, an 


Regiment 


r month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 
name of John B. Mendenhall, late of Commons F, First Regiment 
Volunteer Infantry, and late of U. 8. 8. Grampus, Ouachita, 
Great Western, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 
f $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

l name of Bela L. Burr, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of John Burkman, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment 
\ficcourl Volunteer Infantry, and Troop L, Seventh United States Cav- 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 

he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Vinson V. Williams, late of Company B, BHighteenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 

f $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Martha Spencer, widow of John Spencer, late of Com- 
pany F, Twenty-elghth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

rhe name of Ezra Q. Timms, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer ert and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Dallas Seaburg, late of Twenty-sixth Battery, Ohio 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in Meu of that he is now receiving. 2 

rhe name of Philip Adolphus, late assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now recetying. 

The name of Charles H. Miel, late of Company F, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer any and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of George W. Plummer, late of Company K, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lafayette F. Hall, late of Company K, Eighth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jerome B. Applegate, late of Company G, Tenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Covet and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Bridget McAllister, widow of John H. McAllister, late 
of Company I, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and Seventh Company, Second Battalion Veteran 
Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

rhe name of David Zecher, late of Company D, Fiftieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Emergency Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Daniel D. Darling, late of Company B, Fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in Iieu of that he is now receiving. , 

The name of Andrew McCutchan, late captain Company A, Forty- 
second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30. per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William W. Prather, late quartermaster-sergeant, Ninety- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Gilbert J. George, late second lieutenant Company D, 
Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Augustus F. Davis, late of Company I, Fifty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now socehyie. 

The name of Thomas J. Norman, late of Company E, First Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now socsivins. 

The name of Eli H. Burdick, late of Company B, EKighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and Company F, One hundred and thirty- 
second Regiment Iiinois Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elza L. Thorn, late of Company H, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Hiram J, Gorham, late of Companies I and A, Fourth 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Melvina M. Marsh, widow of Leonard F,. Marsh, late 
of Company K, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a peasien at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Stephen C. Albright, late of Company C, Fifth may 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Jeremiah Holcomb, late of Company F, One hundred 
and forty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
y nsion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 

ecelving, 

rhe name of Henry E. Butler, late of Company D, Eighty-seventh 
Reciment Uinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in Meu of that he is now receiving. 

"he name of John A. Tucker, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The name of John H. Bryant, late of Company M, Second Regiment 
Ne w Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of <4 per month In lieu of that he is now_recelving. 

,.he name of James P. Shaw, late of Compeny A, Fifth Regiment 

Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month, the same to be paid to bim under the rules of 
the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment, without any 
deduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments or 
erroneous payments of pension. ; 


ma he name of Daniel Keister, 
en 


of § 


, ; f late of Company D, First Regiment 
yivania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
<4 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

ca name of ee ‘. Sager, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment 
hi Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
pe ; month in lieu ef that he is now receiving. 

he name of John H. Guffey, late of Capt. J. B. Kennamer's com- 


ei Alabema Scouts and Guides, and pay him a pension at the rate 
' - per onth. 
The name of Matthew C. Reed, late of Company I, One hundred 
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and twenty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
nen G, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Thomas J. Gafford, late of Company K, Seventeenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Jacob Bartshe, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month-in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Adin Nordyke, late captain Company G, Sixty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ransom Laird, late of Company C, First Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of Henry Towns, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cyrus L. Danforth, late of Company I, Fourteenth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer et: and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Willian. J. Stewart, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William W. Templeton, late first lieutenant Company C, 
First Begmment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Barclay J. Benbow, late of Company A, Highth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Myers, late of Company K, Fifty-third Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of William H. Crouch, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Abigail Tharpe, dependent mother of Charles P. Snapp, 
late of Company A, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer In antry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

_The name of Wyatt Blackburn, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Irad McElhoes, late of Company I, Sixty-second Regi- 
ment, and Company I, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment, Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Merryweather, late of Company H, Forty- 
third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Presley Jenkins, late of Company HB, Fifty-third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Levi Long, late of Company C, One hundred and twenty- 
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George B. Haines, late of Company BH, Fifty-second Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward W. Kendall, late of Company A, Seventeenth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Fredrick Holliger, late of Company B, Seventy-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cornelius McGuire, late of Company H, Fifty-second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per mohth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of J. Davis Duffield, late of Company ©, One hundred 
and twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Newton K. Andrew, late of Company I, Fifteenth Reg!- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Peter L. Cramer, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Clarence L. Northrup, late of Company FP, Fourth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph J. Peters, alias James H. Donohue, late of 
Company D, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of William H, Fonda, late of Company C, Nineteenth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Erastus Perrine, late unassigned, Fifty-third Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, Company A, Second Battalion, Thirteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and general service, United States 
Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Peter G. Wynegar, late of Company H, One hundred 
and thirty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Major Randolph, late of Company BH, First Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edwin 8. Jacobs, late of Fourth Battery Indiana Volun- 
teer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William 8S. Lewis, late first lieutenant Company BE, 
Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and late of 
Company I, One hundred and fifty-seventh Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lumon Gee, late of Company B, First Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lionel 0. Coleman, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John A. Warford, late of Company 


A, Fifteenth Regl- 


6358 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. May 15, 


ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Orne, alias Augustus Seaton, late of Com- 
pany A, Fifty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of William W. Flagg, late of Company D, Forty-fourth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Silas A, Brown, late of Company L,, First Regiment 
United States Veteran Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Holzner, late of Company C, Sixty-seventh 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Bradford Jones, late of Second Battery, Ohio Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Jane Ross, widow of William E. W. Ross, late 
lieutenant-colonel Thirty-first Regiment United States Colored Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Peter Truckey, late of Company A, Forty-second Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recefving. 

The name of Llewellyn Harris, late of Company D, One hundred and 
forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The name of James Perrin, jr., late of Company I, One hundred and 
fortieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Bradford F. Darling, late of Company K, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Little, late first lieutenant, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Van Horn, late of Company H, One hundred and 
fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that _he is now receiving. 

The name of Eugene F. Skiffington, late of Company E, Twenty- 
second Regiment, and Company L, Thirty-second Regiment, Massachu- J 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elijah H. White, late of Company L, Sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard 8. Hambridge, late of Company B, Fifteenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 7 

The name of Burr Parsons, late of Company D, Fifty-seventh Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry D. Hashbarger, late of Company D, Twenty-first 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penson at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Anne A. Hayden, widow of Edmund 8S. Hayden, late of 
vU. 8S. S. Ohio and Connecticut, United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. ‘ : 

he name of William H. Edwards, late of Company E, Sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph H. Prime, late first lieutenant Company G and | 
captain Company F, Seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. E 

The name of George F. Lord, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Roxanna Rines, widow of William H. Rines, late of 
U. 8. 8. Sonoma, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eliza M. Burk, former widow of Phillip Burk, late of 





Company HE, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. : 

The name of Eleanor McDevitt, former widow of Frank McDevitt, 
late scout, Twenty-fifth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. : 

The name of Peter Girard, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles A. Jones, late of Company I, Eleventh Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ira Bennett, late of Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Fletcher Hedges, late of Company G, One hundred and 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edmund Kendall, late of Company H, Tenth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and United States Signal Corps, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Richard Whipple, late of eer B, Sixty-eighth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry A. Keyes, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Potter, late of Company A, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Ohaver, late of Company B, One hundred and 
seventeenth Regiment, and Company A, One hundred and fifty-sixth 
Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jolm Maney, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Philip Mann, late of Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment 


Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra; 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now meseieina. e 
The name of Edwin G. Owen, late of Company I, One hundred 
forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Tadwoaey, and pay h a 
ension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now re«iy. 

g. 

The name of James Graham, late second lieutenant Company L, s xth 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and first lieutenant Company M 
Ninteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
_ The name of Wesley F. Barry, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and Company K, Tenth Reginent 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 0 $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George H. Cady, late captain Company H, Fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Amos C. Keepers, late of Company D, Fifteenth lezgi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lfeu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Samuel Wheeler, late of Company A, One hundred and 
eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a a at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

_ The name of Danford Taylor, late second lieutenant Company DP, 
Twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Baptist Firmbach, late second lieutenant Company G, 
Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Amelia Johnson, widow of Eli Johnson, late of Com 
pany I, Eighteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and (on 
pany F, First Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now r 
ceiving. 

The name of John G. Burchfield, late of Company G, Thirteenth [ei 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at thx 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

1 he name of Thomas E. Shoemaker, late of Company A, Fourth Bat 
talion District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Christian Bergmann, late of Company BE, Third Kegi 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Arnold, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Orrin D. Wickizer, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William C. Dillon, late of Company K, Thirty-fifth Reg 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

24 per month in lieu of that. he is now receiving. 
ae he name of Manning Austin, late of Company G, Tenth Reziment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company I, Second Regiment Vet 
eran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Leroy 8. Scott, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

; The name of John C. Crimins, late of U. 8S. S. Great Western, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William B. Downey, late of Company F, Third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hugh McLean, late of U. 8. 8S. Clara Dolsen, Ouachita, 
and Red Rover, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at thi 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The name of James W. Hobbs, late of Seventeenth Battery, Indiana 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_The name of James E. Cothern, late of Company H, Third Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Robb, late of Company E, Ninety-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The name of George W. Williams, jr., late of Companies I and PF, 
Thirty-fourth Regiment, and Company I, Thirty-sixth Regiment, Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harriett A. Neidig, widow of Benjamin F. Neidig, late 
of Company H, Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. ' 

The name of Ruben Lantz, late of Company G, Second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $00 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Walter S. Chapman, late of Company A, Fifty-seventh 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension «! the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Frey, late of Company H, Ninety ¢ nd 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at | rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. aa 

The name of Gretchen Stommell, widow of Julius Stomm late 
captain Company G, Forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and first lieutenant, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. : ste 

The name of Young Vineyard, late of Company C, Thirty-first Res. 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate v! 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. as , 

The name of Samuel S. W. Hoffman, late of Company F, Sevents- 
first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivins 

The name of Elizabeth Ryan, formerly Elizabeth Rice, late  "'s% 
Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pensio? 
at the rate of $12 per month. hth 

The name of William W. Jordan, late of Company E, Twenty !2h" 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension «' ( 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. sont 

The name of Thomas W. Stimmel, late of Company G, Firs’ —- 
ment, and Company G, Seventh Regiment, Delaware Volunteer /1‘" 2 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month a lieu of ()4' ® 
is now receiving. 
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of Rufus G. Lowe, late of Company E, Sixtieth Regiment 
Infantry, and pay —_ ° pension at the rate of 
mo in lieu of that he is now reeeiving. bs 
A —.- George G. Hughes, late of Captain Bard’s independent 
ry, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ame of John Marley, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 2 
name of Thomas McNulty, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment 
lunteer Cavalry, and pay him 2 pension at the rate of $50 per 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
4. of Charles Fribolin, late of Company I, Twelfth Regiment 
i Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
nth in liew of that he is now receiving. 
name of James S. Wigmore, late of Company K, Seventy-third | 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of John H. Duncan, late of Company H, Fifteenth Regi- 
‘ennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
$24 per month in lieu ef that he is now receiving. 
name of Josiah Hayes, late of Company G, One hundred and 
t st Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
r n at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of Alice Morse, hetpless and dependent child of Charles 


name 
York Volunteer 





W. Morse, late first Neutenant Company K, Second Regiment, and first 
lie nt and captain Company Bb, Sixteenth Regiment, Connecticut 
\ er Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


I name of Harrison Seabrooks, late of Company H, One hundred 
ferty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

pepsion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 

re ving. 
name of Joseph C. Allison, late of Company G, Forty-second 
nt Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
f $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of Catherine Waughop, widow of Martin H. Waughop, 

i f Company B, Forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 

nd pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

e name of Andrew Bucher, late of Company DB, Forty-seventh Regi- 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
f $30 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

» name of William Snooks, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment 


K ky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
pe ionth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

> name of Samuel Casebeer, late of Company A, One hundred and 
f second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 


it the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of James A. Morgan, late of Company D, One hundred and | 


1inth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
n at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of Lorenzo A, Dodge, late of Company I, Second Regiment 


“nS 


rhe 


Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

I name of Thomas J. Buttrum, late ef Company B, Sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of John 8. Wingfield, late of Company D, Thirty-second 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of John W. Forrest, late of Company A, Fiftieth Regiment 

Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 

month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Evaline Aubrey, widow of George W. Aubrey, late sec- 
ond lieutenant, Hardy County, West Virginia State Militia, and pay her 
a} ion at the rate of $12 per month. 

rhe name of John W. Armour, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hugh Smith, late of Company B, Bighty-seventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
10 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of John Englebert, late of Company B, One hundred and 
thirty-cighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ee 


Re 


rat 





. 


| 








New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving ; 
The name of William H. Beardsley, late of band, Thirty-sixth Regi- 


ment Illimois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Boyle, late of Company G, Independent Bat- 
tery, Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 





at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Wolf, widow of Leonard Wolf, late of Com- 
pany B, Forty-eighth Regiment Hlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

er a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Effie J. Wolf, 
helpless and dependent daughter of said Leonard Wolf, this pension 
shall be reduced to $12 per month from and after the date of death 
of said Effie J. Wolf: And provided further, That in the event of the 
death of Mary E. Wolf, the name of said Effie J. Wolf alt be placed 
on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date 
of death of said Mary EF. Wolf. 

The name of Isaac Thuston, late of Company B, Ninety-ninth 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Worden, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is new receiving. 

The name of James Denham, late of Compr sy A, One hundredth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and vay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Bredbenner, late of Company G, One hundred 
and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Joseph G. Moreau, late second lieutenant Company G, 
Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Frances T. Gaddis, former widow of John C. Wiggins, 
late first lieutenant, Signal Corps, United States Army, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John EB. Smith, late of Company K, Sixty-fourth Regt- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Sarah M. Jones, widow of Patrick H. Jones, late major- 
Thirty-seventh Regiment, and colonel One hundred and fifty-fourth 
Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry and brigadier-general, United 
States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elijah H. Garner, late of Company F, One hundred and 
fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John J. Cooper, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The name of Dwight Pierce, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Fay, late scout and guide, United States Volun- 
teers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Stephen A. Hunter, late of Company G, One hundred 
and sixty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Com 
pany B, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of David E. Kutz, late of Company EB, One hundred and 
thirty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George F. Sloane, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, First Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Delano Meyers, late of Company G, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment, and Company F, Thirty-fourth Regiment, lowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


s 


oe 
tegi- 





ving. 

The name of James R. Byrd, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment, 
and Company K, Ninth Regiment, Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
how receiving. 

The name of Jonas P. Davis, late of Company F, First Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The of Lyman B. Smith, late first lieutenant Company D, 
Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month im lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Blizabeth Grave, widow of Frederick Grave, 
ompal 


name 


late of 


é y G, Fitty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

ame of Myrtle L. Hart, helpless and dependent child of Charles 
Hart, late of Company EB, Bighty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

[ me of Benjamin B. Paull, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is new receiving. 
rhe name of Alexander Childers, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth 
~ nt Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
at 


t $24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 
the name of Franklin Simons, late of Company K, Forty-eighth 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 

te of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of William A. Tyler, late of Company D, Twenty-fifth Regt- 

New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 

x er month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of T. Clark Stockdill, late of Company K, Seventh Regi- 
nited States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 

te of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


ad * name of Charles Stackhouse, late of Company B, Second Regi- 

n Vennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
7 520 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

set . name of George W. Moore, late of Company E, One hundred and 

serene Regiment Iitinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a. pension 
me rat of $30 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 


name of Dennis Flynn, late of Company M, Sixteenth Regiment 


The name of Esther Reed, widow of Henry B. Reed, late of Company 
D, Twentieth Regiment, and captain Company G, One hundred and 
twenty-ninth Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
cetving. 

The name of Joseph A. Hollister, late of Company A, One hundred 
and forty-second Regiment Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel B. Pettingill, late veternary sergeant, Seventh 
Squadron Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry F. Feger, late of Company H, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Celia Spitsnale, widow of Samuel Spitsnale, late of Com- 
pany A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. F 

The name of Paul Tracey, late of Company L, Twentieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of James C. Preston, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John J. Hitcheock, late of Company C, Sixty-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving; 

The name of Hugh McKinney, late of Company K, Seventy-ninth Regi 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$45 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William James, late of Company C, Thirty-second Rezi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Ovid W. Barney, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment 


New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of William A. Ferris, late of Company G, Nineteenth Regi 


ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Sarah BH, Evans, widow of Phillip C. Evans, late of 
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Company C, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James M. Gibson, late of Company B, First Battalion 
Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Sarah L. Jenness, widow of Mark C. Jenness, 
Company I, 


late of 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of William J. Henry, late of Company I, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Peter Ackerman, late of Company I, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment New 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Peter Banks, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John N. Eddinger, late of Company H, Fifty-fourth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Jackson, late of Compay F, Fifty-third Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of. Friend Z. Leonard, late of Company A, Fourth Regt- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John H. Salisbury, late of Company B, Sixty-second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $60 per month in Hieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alfred G. Kinslow, alias George Lee, late of U. 8. 8. 
Ohio, and Fort Donelson, United States Navy, and pay.him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Thomas M. Cavitt, late of Company F, Thirty-first Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Wing, late of Company A, One hundred 
and thirtieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Stine, late of Company G, Eighty-seventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frederick George Hocking, late of Company C, One 
hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
eS pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of George T. Black, late of Company D, Ninety-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John J. Sharp, late of Company A, One hundred and 
eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
K, Twelfth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis M. Lutz, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Provisional Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and Company F, 
Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him 
a pooeee at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Andrew J. Williams, late of Company E, Sixth Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward L. Bailey, late captain Company I, and major, 
lieutenant-colonel, and colonel, Second Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Wand, late of Company C, Second Regiment Mis- 
sourl Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate o7 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward Wall, late of Company K, Ninety-third Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Smith, late of Company B, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Dott, late of Company K, Twenty-ninth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Abram Townson, late of Company B, Second Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel J. Fox, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sue Webb Cooke, widow of Robert H. Cooke, late acting 
assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Alfred W. Gilkinson, late of Company A, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James K. Brewer, late of Company B, Second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the,rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel V. List, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William C, Beebe, late of Company D, First Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sumner L. Warner, late of Company B, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Burton, jr., late of Company BE, Eighty-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah L. Procter, widow of George W. Procter, late of 
Company E, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Elisha Johnson, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
- of $80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
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Sixth Regiment, and Company C, Seventh Regiment, Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month | 


York Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension | 


| E, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay he: 





month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





May 15, 


—— 


The name of Oliver Bruch, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lyman M. Aldrich, late of Couey I, Second Regi: 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John 'T. Hutchins, late of Company E, Twenty-f 
Regiment: Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the r: 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Stevens, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of May de Forest Young, helpless and dependent child of 
Harrison de Forest Young, late captain Company A, Second Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 


The name of Anna Shaw, widow of William Shaw, late of Com 


ent 
ate 


rth 
e of 


any 
ra 
ponies at the rate of $20° per month in lieu of that she is now re. 
ceiving. 

The name of Alice C. Risley, widow of Samuel A. Risley, late of Com- 
pany C, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Lllinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and Signal Corps, United States Army, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The name of Thomas B. Fogle, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Caroline Lankford, widow of Robert Lankford, late of 
Company G, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John Byrns, late of Company H, One hundred and twenty- 
ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christopher Urich, late of Company G, One ‘hundred and 
thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Freeland Young, late of Company F, Twenty-third 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Seventh Battery, Maine \olun- 


teer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2! per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Gudson Revis, late of Compan 

North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, an 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
_ The name of Alice A. Johnson, widow of William M. Johnson, late of 
Company F, Sixth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and Com- 
pany A, Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay he 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 per month additional 
on account of each of the minor children of said William M. Johnson 
until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The name of Samuel H. Slaught, late of Company A, One hundred 
and forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Eurith Knight, widow of Frederick Knight, late second 
lieutenant Company BE, One hundred and twenty-seventh Regiment Illi 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Henry R. Stevens, late major, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


B, Second Regiment 
pay him a pension at 


The name of William BE. Barnes, late of Company H, Ninety-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David A. Stewart, late of Company A, Seventy-sixth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of Joseph G. Shank, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Childers, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of Hugh R. Schoonover, late of Company I, Fourth [esi- 
ment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin: ‘ 

The name of John P. Martin, late of Company C, Thirteenth leg 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The name of James McLaughlin, late of Company B, Third Keg 
ment New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Kidd, late of Company G, Thirfy-thitd I 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Oscar F. Miller, late of Company C, Eighth tes! 
Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the mt 
per month in lieu of that = is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Wallace, late of Company C, Ni: 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a_ pension 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John Trezise, late of Company F, Twenty-first F 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Keys, late of Independent Company, :‘ 
to Ninety-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
ome. 3 pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that bh 
receiving. 

The name of Asa Wren, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth I 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Rhoda Bissell Thomas, widow of Charles W 
late first lieutenant Captain Vaughn’s independent battery, I/li: 

Lear Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
month. 

The name of Johnson Hinton, late of Company G, Sixty-nin‘! 
ment New York State Militia Infantry, and pay him a pensi: 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. te 

The name of John Rodgers, late of Company A, Forty-nint) les! 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension °t te 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. - 

The name of Gustaf Alstrand, late of Company H, First Rejiment 
Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he ts now receiving. _ 

The name of Lucy EB. Suzer, widow of Gilbert Suzer, late : _ 
pany C, First Regiment Michigan Veteran Volunteer Infanti). ® 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


OL 
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name of William H. Isenberg, late of Company I, One hundred Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
leventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a | the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

n at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The name of Ella Richmond Shaw, helpicess and dependent daughter 
"alee of Perry Harter late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regi- of George R. Shaw, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Rhode Island 


Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 


{ per I hat he is now receiving. month. 3 
7 per meet) ns teenie, widow of John Greelish, late cap- | rhe name of Henrietta 8S. Kimball. widow of Abner D. Kimball, late 


Company E, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and of Company I, Ninety ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
-e ‘Fifteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her | Pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
at » rate 20 month in Heu of that she is now re- | Dow receiving. ; s ; 
yn at the rate of $ per rhe name of Abraham J. Buckles, late second Heutenant Company E, 
ng - -K F Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 

name R A. Ketchum, late of Battery K, First Regiment ; ae g fantry, an ’ | 
none = ee artiller? and pay him a pension at the rate of | 5/0n at the rate of $55 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. — 
oe “ nth in lien of that he is now receiving. The name of Watson R. Gribbin, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regi- 
’ an of William L. West, late of Company C, Third Regiment | ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

N Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | +2 
“ate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | rhe name of Cornelia Foster, widow of Uriah Foster, late of Com- 
name of Ormond D. Kimball, late of Company C, First Regi- | pany EB, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pen- | @ Pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 

aha a a at saene mamanenme | TOCUIVIRE. 
t » rate 30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. re , E _ f Rae 
[ es k Moses late of Company G, Eleventh Regi- _ The name of Fred Reed, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment New 
ind Company D, Tenth Regiment, West Virginia Volunteer In- | York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
f . and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per montn in lieu month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


2 The name of Ira W. Wheeler, alias Charles Smith, late of Troop L, 
a oe Brooks, late captain Company K, Twelfth Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
i « . , > eo.) > . ~e - ane : a 
feciment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | T@te of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
= f £20) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The name of Tabitha Evaline Dumond, widow of David R. Dumond, 


name of Tyra Montgomery, late first lieutenant Company K, | /@te of Company E, Nineteenth Regiment, and Company E, Twentieth 


; atone lana V or Tntentty. ¢ 1 a pension at the 
Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a | Fant, San ae pry ore and pay her a pension a 

nsion at the rate of $12 per month | ; The hade f Han ah a rae es ke ““ f Billin an ld late of 
I 1 é 1 { 2 . ; > ns . : P ; ' , c ote s. late 

rhe name of Edwin J. Barber, late second lieutenant Seventeenth | Company B Sixth Regiment Maine Volunt oe aeeee "and pay her a 
Independent Battery, New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him : ._—— <6 4 ¢ fi y, I i 


; ‘ . ante < a> . » po. | Pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re-| (oiving 

ng > The name of Margaret Allison, widow of William Allison, late of 
rhe name Ssward C. Emers “ C, Eleventh Regi- 4 yt Margaret Allison, } am . ’ : 
ment ea ee eae tales. ane wer wae pension ‘at | Company B, Fifth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 





the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving pany A, Seventh Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 

rhe name of Elisha W. Cross, late of Company C, First Rhode Island | P* asion at the rate of $12 per month. , ~o oe h Regt 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 | _ The name of Charles F. French, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regt 
I nn nth in lieu of that he is how receiving ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
n ’ . » rata » — ‘ ta ‘ » fe > rece uw 

! name of Stephen A. Reid, late of Company D, Forty-sixth Regi- Mie cancer ames 'T. P. Bucklin, ae aes Fourth Reeiment Rhode 
ent inois V er r hi -nsi e rate | . 7 . ~ Se oe te: mes = “<5 e ec 
- ‘ Pgaerge Bigg | pa ceyy Ane Bes a Sone at th “ | Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
( 2 e I t &. | oP jie ‘ » : -eceliving 

fhe name of William H. Thompson, late of Company K, Seventy- | ements in ra < shes 2. ae Re E. Bichth Regi- 
eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 1 name o fandolph Holding, late of Company » Bighth Reg 


. ment Minnesota Volt y fantry, ¢ yay hi t ension at the 
at | rate of $30 per month. ota olunteer Infantry, and pay him a p ‘ 


| 
. . a | rate of $30 per month in lieu of t e is now receiving. 

fhe name of James M. Zumwalt, late of Company M, Eighth Regi- | ‘the name of Frank fede. aes tak Snyder, late of Company 
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate | G, Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Troop 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. |= |B. First’ Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 

name of Cassius C. Wertz, late of Company C, Two hundred | the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a The name “of Charles Duggan ‘late of Company D, Twenty-eighth 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | Reziment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and landsman, U. S. 8. 
. Phe pa of Timothy layne, | late of U. 5. 8. Alleghany, United | Victoria, St. Lawrence, and Poppy, United States Navy, and pay him 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in | 4 pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
lieu of that he is now receiving. receiving 

I name of William Milford Ingraham, late first lieutenant Com- The name of Timothy Covell, jr. late of Company T Thirteenth 
pany C, Eighteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and | Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
Se o peaiies at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is | ot the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
LOW re 5: —y ‘ - at a The name of Sarah Pennock, widow of William T. Pennock, late 
me of William A. Stewart, late of Company L, Sixth Regiment | grst lieutenant, First Regiment United States Cav oy and pay her a 
cinia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 


; : : | receiving. 
I 1ame of John Murray Murch, late of Company D, Maine Volun- “7 


: Ae edle ary, ; . : —— } The name of John M. Burk, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment 
teer Coast Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month | pejaware Volunteer Infantry, and Ninety-fifth Company, Second Bat 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. : } . 


L : - a talion, Veteran Reserve Corps. and pay him a nsion at the rate of 
rhe name of Maria B. Wheaton, widow of Frank Wheaton, late | g94 per month in lieu of shat he iP now Seana - 7 ee 


oe ee States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate The name of Simon G. Cutting, late of Company I, First Regiment 
f $5 pe . Tour ‘ shire , 1 ‘ovnlr ; saw hi ‘ nsic 5 Le } . 
The name of Edwin A. Chase, late of Battery B, First Regiment | $30 mee’ ee ee SF ee nee eo pene a Of oe ae 
Rhode Island Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the | The name of William B. Scott, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
rhe name of James S. Wheeler, late of Company F, Seventy-seventh | ¢50 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the The name of William T. Smith, late of Company B, Fourth Regi 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension ‘at 
rhe name of John F. Leach, late of Battery A, First Regiment Rhode | the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The name of Thomas Moore, late of Company G, Twenty-ninth R 





Island Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate tegi- 

of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
rhe name of William Mitchell, late of Company F, One hundred and | of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | The name of Sarah A. Creed, widow of John C. Creed, late of Com- 

sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. pany D, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 

I name of Henry W. Howe, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment : 


ension » rate of $20 per i uu of § she is ) re 
Indiat Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of a at the rat , ee eee te Ree ef at che: new a 
$30 | month-in lieu of that he is now receiving. r | The name of Winifred Flynn, widow of Thomas Y. Flynn, late of 
, Che name of Harriet 1. Noble, widow of Henry B. Noble, late cap- | Company D, Eighth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry. and pay 
Lin th Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension | her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. | receiving. 
: The name of George H. Pettis, late first lieutenant and adjutant | The name of John H. Stover, late of Company D. First Regiment 
st Regiment New Mexico Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
sior > rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
a me of Seymour Camp, late of Company D, One hundred and The name of Thomas Heimbach, late captain Company B, Seven- 
thi sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a/| teenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
= at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
y . receiving. 
I ime of James Gorman, late of U. 8S. S. Ohio, Brooklyn, and The name of George G. Sherlock, late of Company I, Fourth Regi 
I rt on, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the | ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
rate f 524 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
Nev ee of Rolando S. Fuller, late of Company G, Second Regiment The name of John F. Young, late of Company K, First Regiment 
, York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
a month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
aot nd ame of Alexander Burleigh, late of Company B, Sixth Regi- The name of Addison Baker, late of Company C, and quartermaster- 
en laryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | sergeant Third Regiment Indiana Home Guards, and pay him a _ pen- 
or per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving. | sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he f 


is now receivi 
The name of Charles L. Morrison, late of Company A, Tenth Re 





The name of Anna A. Foster, widow of Charles W. Foster, late | 


' 

major and quartermaster, United States Army, and pay her a pension | ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
a te of $30 per month in lieu of that sbe is now receiving. | the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
a name of Grace F. Jacobs, widow of J. W. Jacobs, late colonel | The name of Martin B. Wilson, late of Company K, Thirty-eighth 
~ — assistant quartermaster-general, United States Army, and pay her | Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
~ he nee the rate of $40 per month. | rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Wis —- Jasper Taylor, late of Company FE, Eighteenth Regiment The name of Laura W. Russell, former widow of Almon A. Spooner, 
a Vol 0 unteer Infantry, and Company C,. First Regiment Wis- | late of Company B, Thirty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
per my th fe in Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 | fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month 

The 'n lieu of that he is now receiving. The name of Stephen D. Taber, late of Company H, One hundred 


Lame of William F. Willis, late of Company K, First Regiment | and twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay bLim a 
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| 

pension at the rate of $24 per month in leu of that he is now re- | 
ceiving 

The name of John L. Smith, late of Company B, Fortieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George T. Miller, late of Company I, One hundred and 
fifty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Bb. Lewis, late captain Company B, Thirteenth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Reilly, late second lieutenant Company B, 
First Battalion, Fremont Rangers, Missouri Home Guards, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Thomas A. Skrivan, late of Company K, Twenty-second 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph C. Lambert, late of Company D, One hundred 
and thirty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Com- | 
pany G, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Elijah Johnson, late of Company K, Second Regiment | 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rece!ving. 

The name of Alfred O. Smith, late of Company H, Third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. | 

_ The name of John H. Carter, late of Company A, Third Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jefferson Wood, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment 
Towa Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Silas L. Ashley, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment | 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lucy BE. Gregory, widow of Stephen Gregory, late of 
Company E, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Joseph 8S. Works, late of Company K, Ninth Iowa Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

fhe name of James Shaahan, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Corter J. Brazee, late of Company C, Thirty-eighth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles H. Goss, late of Companies I and C, Seventy- 
seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Royal E. Dake, late commissary-sergeant First Regi- 
ment New York Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William S. McCormish, late of Company G, Sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
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| ment Ohie Volunteer Infantry, and pay hi 


| Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay h 





$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
William B. Lapham, 


The name of Cynthia A. Lapham, widow o 
late first Heutenant Company Twenty-third Regiment Maine Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and Seventh Battery, Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and captain and assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of James Wilson, late of Company I, First Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew H. Yeazell, late first lieutenant and captain 
Company I, Sixty-sixth Regiment Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Champlin, late captain Company H, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Solomon Holsey, late of Company A, One Kenared and 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jud Morrow, late of Company C, Eighty-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles E. Bowman, late of Company I, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Toor Anderson, late of Company B, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The-name of Hiram E. Turner, late first lieutenant Company K. 
Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Johnson Gammel, late of Company E, Fifty-first Regi- 
ment Jilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Weeden, late of Company K, Fifty-fifth Regi- 
ment @llinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Forty-third Rezi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Breckenridge, late of Company D, Seventh Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Julia E. Willeox, widow of Orlando B. Willcox, late 
brevet major-general, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the | 
rate of $50 per month. 

The name of Robert A. Kerr, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 





$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of William Donegan, late of Company A, Sixty-fifth Regi- | 

ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension | 

at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of James H. Street, late of First Battery Kentucky Volun- | 

teer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per | 

month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Thomas L. Sims, late of Company H, Fifty-seventh | 

_ Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


May 1 5. 


The name of Stephen Prior, late of Company K, Fiftieth Regim. ut 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of *>; 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry C. Jennings, late of Company G, Sixty-fifth hk. ¢; 
m a pension at the rat 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Thompson, late of Company I, Seventy-n 

Al a 
pension at the rate of $15 per month. 

The name of Thomas Shults, late of Company G, Forty-ninth Reg; 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel L. Higgins, late of Companies D and F, First 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Alexander, late of Company A, Fifth Ree 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat 
$24 per month in Heu of that he is now recefving. 

The name of Horace Seward, late of Company B, First Reciment 
United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension 
rate of $30 per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel H. Britts, late of Company K, Second Rezi- 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jesse Chapman, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 


t +) 
al the 


| per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Charles W. Cary, late of Company E, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Angeline C. Powell, widow of James W. Powell, late 
eolonel Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 


| receiving. 


The name of Thomas L. Ward, late of Battery I, Third Regiment 
United States Artillery, and pay him a ae at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Rufus G. Tole, late of Company B, Second Recziment 


| Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Coddington, late captain Company A, Eleventh 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael C. Caddle, late of Company B, First Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edwin Smith, late of Company H, Thirteenth Reciment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


| per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Henry Kemmer, late of Company G, One hundred and 
sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and One hundred 


| and seventy-third Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now recetving. 

The name of William A. Fiske, late of Company I, Third Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of James T. Johnson, late of Company H, Eighty-first 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eber B. Priest, late of. Companies B and C, Fourth 
Regiment California Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in Hieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Henry J. Porter, late of Company G, Second Regiment 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now recetving. 

The name of Joseph Woodland, late of Company B, Thirty-second 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harry R. Bentz, late totally helpless and crippled son 
of Adam C. Bentz, late of Company B, Two hundred and fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The name of Angie B. Kerr, widow of Benjamin 8. Kerr, late first 
lieutenant and captain Company D, Thirty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a msion at the rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Edward Thompson, late first lieutenant Company I, 
Sixty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay lim 4 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of William Shattuck, late of Company B, Twenty-seven’ 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension af the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob H. Dewees, late lieutenant-colonel 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 4 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William I. Dossett, late of Company C, Forty 


Th ir ent h 


| Regiment Hilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 


rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sidney F. Sanborn, late of Company F, Fifty-thir 1 Regi 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Captain Houghton’s « AD 
New HampsBire Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the! 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now recefving. 

‘The name of Thomas A. Walters, late of Company B, Tent 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at ¢ 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. oe 

The name of Alfred Johnson, late of Company K, Eighteenth /ez 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ‘le ' 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Grass, late nurse, Medical Department, |" 
States Volunteers, and widow of Harman Grass, late of Company © 
Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension % 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. Das 

The name of Butler Oleson, late of Troop I, First Regiment ' . . 
States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mon'™ 


United 


| lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Caleb F. Bandle, late of Company G, Seven 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, a Company L, 
second Regiment New York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that b 
receiving. 


The name of George Newland, late of Company DB, Twelfth i »giraent 
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er month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


url State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 
er month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


tieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 





iment 
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nsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | colonel Third Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension 


name of Alonzo Greenleaf, late of Company B, Second Regiment 


name of Richard H. Shapland, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth 
ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
f $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Amos P. Johnson, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment 
nsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Richard C. Vanderford, late of Company C, Thirtieth 
ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
f $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of John Milburn, late of Conary H, One hundred and 
eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
n at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


name of George Towers, late quartermaster, U. 8S. 8S. Great 
n and General Pillow, United States Navy, and pay hinmi a pen- 

the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 
name of Charles f Perry, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment 
sin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of James T. Moore, late of Company F, Thirtieth Regi- 
yhio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of George Jacobs, late of Company C, Forty-sixth Regi- 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Elijah E. Smedley, late of Companies I and A, Second 
ent Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
{ per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Jeremiah Regan, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Leonard Goss, late of Company D, Forty-fifth Regi- 





t Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 
name of Ellen A. Smith, widow of Col. Andrew K. Smith, late 
1, United States Army, retired, and pay her a pension at the 
$30 per month. 

ime of James Karr, late of Company H, Second Regiment 
lo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 
name of Francis O'Leary, late of Company D, One hundred and 


ite of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

ime of William B. Jones, late captain Company G, Forty-fifth 
nt Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
it the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 
name of Thomas Chase, late third assistant engineer, United | 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in | 
f that he is now receiving. 

name of John Stuckey, late of Company K, Third Regiment New 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of George W. Ellis, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 | 
nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Thomas Ashton, late of Troop K, Second Regiment 
| States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 

n lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Isaac Daniels, late of Company I, Fiftieth Regiment 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
t per month in lieu of that he is now recefving. 

name of George H. Scougale, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment 
ran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


at the rate of $40 per month. 

The name of Peter Dwyer, late of Companies C and E, EFighth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eli H. Young, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Crane, late of Company A, Sixty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Louisa January, widow of Horace January, late second 
lieutenant Company H, Forty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Mounted Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

_The name of Alonzo B. Curtis, late of Company D, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Handly, late of Company G, Second Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Margaret Thompsen, widow of William Thompson, late 
captain of the forecastle, U. 38. S. Morning Light, Princeton, and 
Hartford, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Champlain, late second lieutenant Com- 
any D, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and second 
lieutenant Company C, Forty-fifth Regiment United States Colored Vol 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary C. Hayes, widow of Oren T. Hayes, late first 
lieutenant Company H, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, 
and major First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Cyrus Wellington, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jennie Hammond, widow of Milton 8. Hammond, late 
of ae E, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of George W. Bennum, late of Company B, Sixth Regi- 
ment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


| of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Emily D. Carnagua, widow of James W. Carnagua, late 
of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Thomas Hooper, late of Company F, Third Regiment 
Colorado Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, Second Regiment Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


| in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Laura M. Granger, widow of Paul L. Granger, late of 


| Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In 


fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Marvin Boget, late of Company I, Twenty-second Regi 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Rollin A. Pratt, late of Company K. First Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Moyer, late of Company G, Forty-seventh Regi 


|} ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Fannie J. Sargent, former wife of John B. Sargent, 
late of Company B, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Kate Spencer, widow of Charles B. Spencer, late acting 
second assistant engineer, United States Navy, and pay her a pension 


| at the rate of $12 per month. 


ame of Mary Elizabeth McCann, widow of William P. M« | Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


late commodore, retired, United States Navy, and pay her a pen- 
it the rate of $40 per month. 

name of Cornelius Teal, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
1 in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of George H. McIntire, late of Company C, Eleventh Regi- 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
e name of Henry C. Doyle, late of Company G, One hundred and 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
it the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of Ruhamah D. Sawyer, widow of James W. Sawyer, late 
sattery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a 

n at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 


name of George F. Pond, late of Company C, Third Regiment 
in Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


ime of Lindly Cox, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty- 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
‘ate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

me of Charles H. Edwards, late of U. S. S. New London, 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
n lieu of that he is now receiving. 
name of Caleb H. Ellis, late captain Company FE, Thirty-first 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
e name of James Whyte, late of Company D, Bighteenth Regiment 


A Dension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 

i g. 

name of James L. Foss, late of Company A, Twenty-seventh 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 

month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

le name of Sarah E. Dodd, widow of Benjamin F. Dodd, late of 

) K, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 

nh at the rate of $12 per month. 


0 per 


Volun: ukme of Edwin Smith, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Iowa 























giment Wise 
The $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


r Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
*u of that he is now receiving. 


hame of Thomas N. Bray, late of Company B, Twenty-third 
onsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 


* Rame of Evelina H. Sewall, widow of Frederic D. Sewall, late 





Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | 


s Volunteer Infantry, and Signal Corps, United States Army, ana | 





The name of Edward Seeland, late of Company C, Third Regiment 


$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hugh T. Crockett, late of Company A, Forty-sixth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John P. Buckley, alias Newton J. Pilcher, late of Com- 
pany G, Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
A, Residuary Battalion Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of Issacher R. Waggener, late of Company H, Twenty-fifth 
Regiment gMissouri Volunteer Infantry, and Company M, First Regi 
ment Missouri Volunteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert W. Malcolm, late of Company A, Twenty-second 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jason P. Carey, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment 


| Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Constantin G. W. Bischoff, late of Company F, Fifth 
Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Cullimore, late second lieutenant Company PF, 
First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Jefferson H. Montgomery, late second lieutenant Com- 

any B, Seventy-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
nim a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Thomas Townsend, late principal musician Fifteenth 


Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
| 


pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Charles Rice, late of Company C, Eighty-third Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Relph, late of Company C, Seventy-second Regi- 
ment, and Company E, Thirtieth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Caswell, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $29 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Emma A. Henry, widow of George E. Henry, late cap- 
tain Company B, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. ; 

The name of John Worrel, late captain Company G, Ninety-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. i 

The name of Philip D. Gibson, late of Company C, Fifty-first Regi- 
ment 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of ‘Thomas W. Manchester, late captain Company B, Ninety- 
seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 

The name of Margaret K. Hern, widow of David W. Hern, late of 
Company B, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of John Hancock, late major and assistant adjustant- 
general, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel H. Hurst, late lieutenant-colonel Seventy-third 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Philip Liebrick, late of Company I, First Regiment New 
Jersey Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of William R. Tinker, late of Company M, Eighth Regi- | 


ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Frank M. Becker, late of Company 1, Third Regiment | Committee on Invalid Pensions to the House, and brings the 


| Calendar up to date. 
Knight, widow of John A. Knight, late of | 


Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Flora A. 
Company E, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Abraham Walk, late of Company C, First Battalion, 
Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mattie Allen, widow of William Allien, late of Company 
I, One hundred and seventy-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The:name of James Jones, late surgeon’s steward, U. 8S. 8. Prince- 
ton and Princess Royal, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Herman Greager, late of Company EB, Fourth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David H. Norris, late of Company E, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Headington, late captain Company H and 
major One hundredth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of James B. How, late of Company A, Rifle Battalion, 
First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Thomas Kidd, late of Company K, One hundred and 
fifty-third Regiment Ohio National Guard es and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John L. Middleton, late of Company F, One hundred 
and tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Seven- 
teenth Regiment United States Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Adam F. Broyles, late sergeant-major Fourth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Oliver Brown, late of Company C, Third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Theron W. Liaight, late of Company K, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now eon: 

The name of John G. Wheeler, late of Company F, Third Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael A. Leahy, late captain Company D, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now repens 

The name of Sarah A. Cooley, widow of Joseph W. Cooley, late first 
lieutenant Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and Company D, First Regiment New York Profisional Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph Moore, late of Company A, First Regiment 
Pelaware Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward B. Louderbough, late of Company F, Ninth 
Reciment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, civil war, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Cable, late of Company E, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Susann D. Cross, dependent mother of Thomas H. Cross, 
late acting third assistant engineer, United States Navy, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Junius A. Parmelee, late of Company K, Third Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William J. Young, late of Company K, Thirty-sixth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month. 

The name of William EB. Dow, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George ©. Garland, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis E. Wheeler, late quartern.aster-sergeant Com- 

any A, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and second 
fieutenant Company D, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
fis now receiving. 
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Massachusetts Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 
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The name of Joseph Cook, late of Battery M, Fourth Regiment ry}: 
States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate : 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. of $40 per m 

rhe name of Edwin Morgan, late captain Company G, Sevens, 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a \..,. 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiyine 

The name of James Ritchie, jr., late of Company B, Eleventh joc! 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensi nm at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
- The Game = ante —— oe Company H, Ninth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $3 
per month in lieu of that he is now secelviee. Pa wae Fate of $20 

The name of Eva Seeley, widow of Oscar Seeley, late paymaster’s 
eeweeeU. 7. — ——— Conmecticnt, and Commodore I{y!] 

Jnited States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 pe ath 
in lieu of the amount she is now receiving. of $24 per month 


The SPEAKER. 


mth 


Is a second demanded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CALpERHEAD] is entitled to twenty 
minutes, and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wits] 
is entitled to twenty minutes. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Speaker, the bill and the amend- 
ment include all bills that have passed the Senate and have 
been reported to the House, and all the bills reported by the 


I know of no reason for any further dis- 
cussion of the matter. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas reserves the 
remainder of his time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I only desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. I understand these matters have already been passed 
upon by us virtually? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wanted the House to understand it. 
That is all, and I waive the balance of my time. 

The question was taken. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the yeas 
and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 199, nays 4, 
answered “ present” 12, not voting 172, as follows: 


YEAS—199. 


Howell, Utah. 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hof 


u 
Hughes, N. J. Parsons 
Hull, Tenn. Patterson 
James, Addison D, Payne 
Jenkins Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pray 
Prince 
Puijo 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Kinkaid Richardson 
Kitchin, Claude Rodenberg 
Knap Russe!!, Mo. 
Knopt Scott 
Kiistermann Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Thistiewood 
Tirrell 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Williams — 
Wilson, LiL 
Woodyard 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 

Ames 

Andrus 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bates 

Beale, Pa. 
Bede 

Beli, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bonynge 
Booher 

Boyd 


Norris 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Page 


Denver 
Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dwight 
a ight 

cnglebr 
Esch 


sc 

Fairchild 

Fassett 

Ferris 

Fitzgerald 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Obio 
Kimbal 


Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goulden 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 


Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Burgess 
Burleigh 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Capron 
Cary 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis, 
Cox, Ind. 
Crawford 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Dawson 

De Armond 


Lindbergh 

Lloyd 

Longworth 

i eget 
wovering 

M 


Grege cCali 
Hackett McDermott 
Hackney McHenry 
Hale McKinley, Il. 
Hall McKinney 
Hamilton, Mich, McLachlan, Cal. 
Hamlin MeMorran 
Hammond Macon 
Hawley Madden 

Hay Maynard 
ares Moore, Pa. 
Heflin Moore, Tex, 
Helm 


Morse 
Higgins Mouser 
Hinshaw Murdock 
Holliday 


Needham 
Howell, N. J. Nicholls 


NAYS—4. 
Cooper, Tex. Henry, Tex. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—12. 


Hamilton, Iowa Lorimer 
Houston Padgett 
Legare 


Randell, Tex. 


Beall, Tex. Russell, Tex. 


Talbott 
Wallace 
Watkins 


Butler 
Campbell 
Garner 
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So the rules 
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NOT VOTING—172. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Powers 


Favrot 

Finley 

Flood 
Fordney 
Fornes 

Foss 
Foulkrod 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garrett 

Gill 

Gillett 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 

Graff 

Griggs 
Gronna 
Haggott 
Hamill 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 

Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitehcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Tiubbard, Iowa 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Hull, lowa 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kipp 


Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Law 

Leake 

Lee 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Loud 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McGavin 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMiilan 
Madison 
Malby 
Mapnn 
Marshall 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Nelson 

Nye 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 


Parker, 8. Dak. 


Peters 
Porter 
Pou 


Pratt 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 

Ryan 

Sabath 
Saunders 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Volstead 
Washburn 
Webb 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 

Wood 

Young 


were suspended and the motion agreed fo, 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. Bowers. 

Mr. SoutHwick with Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. 'Taytor of Ohio with Mr. SAUNDERS. 


Mr. Smiru of Michigan with Mr. SaBaTH. 
Mr. RUCKER. 


Mr. St 


MP with 


Mr. Parker of New Jersey with Mr. Roprnson. 
Mr. OLMstep with Mr. RorTHEerMEL. 
Mr. Matsy with Mr. RuINocK. 

Mr. McLaventin of Michigan with Mr. McLAInN, 
Mr. Low with Mr. Les. 
Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. LEAKE. 


Vine 


Mr. 


Mr. H 
Mr. 


alba, 


Hirt of Connecticut with Mr. Krrrp. 
Cousins with Mr. Froop. 

Mr. Burter with Mr. Bartierr of Georgia. 

PBURN with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 

Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Jounson of South Caro- 


Mr. Iiaveen with Mr. Ottre M. JAMEs. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. F 


Mr. 
fe 
ir. ( 
Mr. € 
\ir ‘ 


Mr. Cy 

Mr. Lan 
Mr.c 

Mr 


5 
if, SMIT 


Mr. M 
Mr. Ma 
Mr. I 
Mr 


i. ih 


Mr. M 


RDNEY 
Mr. Exuis 


Mr. Der RY 


Y 


{ 
Mr. Benny 


HASKINS with Mr. Hrrencock. 
FouLKrop with Mr. Hitz of Mississippi. 
with Mr. Harpy. 

of Oregon with Mr. Hamu. 


with Mr. Gorpon. 


with Mr. Burnett. 


with Mr. Broussarp. 

N with Mr. CrLayTon. 

th Mr. Ranpetzt of Texas, 
with Mr. Broussarp, 
iinder of this day: 


‘ with Mr. Hamiiron of Iowa. 
L of lowa with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
LILTON of Iowa. 


Davipson with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. 
. CRUMPACKER with Mr. FINLey. 

with Mr. Crata. 

ONNeER with Mr. CockKRAn. 
with Mr. CANDLER. 

NEY 
+ with Mr. SPaRKMAN. 

LFIELD with Mr. BuRLESON. 

iN Of Delaware with Mr. BRANTLEY, 
r of New York with Mr. ForNes. 
with Mr. Houston. 

t of Iowa with Mr. WarTKINs. 
ith Mr. PapcGett. 

of Pennsylvania with Mr. WALLACE, 
with Mr. Srs. 

{As of Ohio with Mr. Hopson. 


— Mr. Speaker, I was paired with 
eman from Wisconsin [Mr. Netson], and forgot it 
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- voted aye. I desire to have my vote recorded “ pres nt.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 21260. An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 3U, 
1909, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7653. An act to amend section 4919 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to provide additional protection 
for owners of patents of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; 

H. R. 17056. An act for the relief of Capt. Charles E. Morton, 
Sixteenth United States Infantry; 

H. R. 17005. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue patents in fee to the Board of Missions of the Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church for certain lands in the State of 
Idaho; 

H. R. 16770. An act granting land to Anna Johnson; and 

Hf. R. 13577. An act providing for the resurvey of certain 
public lands in the State of Nebraska. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 6796. An act to refund certain duties inequitably collected 
on anthracite coal by the collector of customs at Baltimore, 
Md.; and 

S. 7113. An act making appropriation for repairs and recon- 
struction of buildings destroyed by cyclone at Fort Crook mili- 
tary post. 





JERRY MURPHY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules, take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 1991) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jerry Murphy, and concur in the 
Senate amendments, with a House amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey moves to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 
1991, suspend the rules, and concur in the Senate amendments, 
with a House amendment. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ laws,” 

“The name of Jerry Murphy, late of Troop H, United 
Mounted Rifles, Texas and New Mexico Indian disturbances, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
reeeiving. 

“The name of Frank Z. Curry, late second lieutenant of Company B, 
Third Regiment Georgia Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


in line 5, and insert: 
States 


‘The name of Roy L. Jones, late of Company L, Fourth Regiment 
| Illinois Volunteer Infantry. war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 
| “The name of Harris Alvin Conrad, minor child ®}f Alvin S. Conrad, 
| late of Company L, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month until he 
reaches the age of 16 years. 

“The name of Harry L. Orendorff, late seaman U. 8S. 8. Newport, 


United States him a 


month. 


Navy, and pay pension at the rate of $24 per 


“The name of James Barbour, late of Company A, Third Regiment 
United States Infantry, Texas and New Mexico Indian war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


“The name of Jorge Benavides Anderson, widow of Tandy K. Ander- 
son, late of Capt. M. B. Lamar’s independent company Texas Mounted 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rat f $12 

| per month in lieu of that she is now recetving. 

“ The name of James J. Callan, late of Company FP, Second Reciment 


United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per 
montn. 

“The name of Margaret C. Storts, widow of Charles 
late of Company I, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Jennie H. Thomas, widow of Edw 
second lieutenant Captain Loyall’s company Georgia Mounted Volun 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $1 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Louisa EB. Price, widow of Edmund Pric: 
pany H, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunt . : 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lis 
that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Angeline Phillips, widow of William 
Captains Dayton and Field’s companies, District of 
war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the 
| liew of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Eliza J. Walker, widow of William C. Walker, late of 
Captain Smith’s company, Colonel Young’s Regiment Texas Cavalry, 
war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of John Hearn, late of Company E, Sixty-ninth Regiment 





Henry 8S 3, 
Infantr war 
the rate of $12 per month in 


1rd L. Thomas e 


, late of ¢ 





Phillips, late of 
f Columbia Militia, 
rate of $24 per month in 
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York 


rate of $12 per month. 
the name of Penelope L. 


Newman, widow of James Newman, late 
of Company E, Battalion of Mississippi Volunteer Riflemen, war with 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Ophelia J. 
of Company G, Second 
ico, and pay her a pension at the 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Maggie Z. Tarter, widow of William W. Tarter, 
of Company H, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 per month additional 
on account of each of the minor children of said William W. Tarter 
until they reach the age of 16 years. 

“The name of Samuel W. Burt, late of Captain Henry’s company, 
South Carolina Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Emeline M. Strong, widow of John Strong, late of 
Company F, First Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is wow receiving. 

“The name of 
Second Regiment 
Territory Indian 


Gordon, widow of Thomas M. Gordon, late 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, war with 


Noble Saxton, late of Captain Sheffield’s Company A, 
Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washington 
war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Anna Borkowski, dependent mother of Frank Bor- 
kowski, late of Company D, Second Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Martha C. Pace, widow of Alexander Pace, late 
Captains Crute’s and Allen's companies, Georgia Mounted Volunteers, 
Creek Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Peter A. Rainbolt, late of Captain Boling’s Company B 
Mounted California Volunteers, California Indian war, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of William Goulding, late of Battery F, Second Regiment 
United States Artillery, Florida Seminole Indian wars, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 


“ The name of John Lichtenberger, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment 

Illinois Infantry, war with Spain. 
The name of Eliza D. Ramey, widow of William Ramey, late of Cap- 
tain Roger’s company, Alabama Mounted Volunteers, Cherokee Indian 
disturbances, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in 
lien of that she is now receiving. 

“'The name of Mary Hutchinson, widow of Burrel B. Hutchinson, late 
of Company H, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Sterling A. Galt, late of Company G, First Regiment 
North Dakota Infantry, and Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment United 
States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Tillman L. Lafferty, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month, 

“The name of Elizabeth Nerton, widow of Charles F. Norton, late 
hospital steward, Third Regiment Texas Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per 
month additional on account of the minor child of said Charles F. Nor- 
ton until she reaches the age of 16 years. 

‘The name of Sarah BP. Willis, widow of Platte A. Willis, late of Com- 
pany B, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

“The name of Martha Marble, widow of John K. Marble, late of 
Company A, Fifth Regiment Louisiana Volunteer Infarstry, war with 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Martha E. McDonald, widow of William P. McDonald, 
late of Company E, First Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay her a pensien at the rate of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 


“The name of Louisa J. Long, widow of Martin L. Long, late of Cap- | 


tain Price's company, Georgia Volunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbances, 


now receiving. 

“The name of Mary A. L. Hawk, widow of George F. Hawk, late 
ensign, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
per month In lieu of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Rebecca Williams, widow of Augustus H. Williams, 
late of Captain Greer’s company, Georgia Volunteers, Creek 
war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Dinah E. Sprague, widow of Ara Sprague, late of 
Captain Peterson's company, New York Militia, war of 1812, and pay 


is 


her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now | 


receiving. 

“The name of Wyatt Roberson, late of Capt. N. Kelsey's com- 

any, North Carolina Volunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbance, and pay 
Pim a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
‘ecelving. 
— Phe name of Margaret E. McGuire, widow of Terrance McGuire, 
late of Chptain Dill’s company, First Regiment Georgia Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Mary E. Leigh, widow of Benjamin Leigh, late of 
Captain Green's company, Georgia Militia, Creek Indian war, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Addie W. Farquhar, widow of Rear-Admiral Norman 
Vv. H. Farquhar, late of United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of America Bruce, widow of Griffin Bruce, late of Cap- 
tain llowell’s company, Tennessee Volunteers, Cherokee Indian dis- 
turbances, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of James Cochran Key, late of Captain Garmany’s com- 
pany, Georgia Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Sarah W. Passmore, widow of Brewington Passmore, 
late of Company B, First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, war 
avith Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Annie Ricks, widow of Edward Ricks, late of Captain 
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. ; : | 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension | 


| Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate o 


Mex- 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of | 


late | 


of | 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she | 


Indian | 








May 15, 


Buckel’s company, Johnson's Regiment Texas Rifle Volunteers, wo» 
with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month jp 
lieu of that she is now receiving. ; 

“The name of William Abt, late of Eighth Com any United States 
46 per mor 
“The name of Thomas J. Perkins, late of Captain Hay's Company B 
First Regiment Washington Territory Volunteers, Oregon and \ ing. 
ton Territory Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 po 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of John Mogg, alias John Moor, late of Com; 
Eighth Regiment United States Infantry, Florida Indian war, a; 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that lx 
receiving. 

“The name of Thetus R. Hobbs, widow of Calvin Hobbs, late 


| pany E, First Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, war with Mex 


pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
now receiving. 

“The name of Charles Pharazyn, late of Batteries E and I, Third 
United States Artillery, Florida Indian war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $16 per month in liéu of that he is now receiving 

“The name of James Kilby, late of Captain Peden’s company, N 
Carolina Volunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbances, and pay hi: 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re: 


With a House amendment as follows: 


Add to the Senate amendment the following: 

“The name of Elmira H. Ludlam, dependent mother of William P. 
Ludlam, late of Company K, Twenty-eighth Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

“The name of Wilhelmina G. Hebb, widow of Clement D. Hebb 
Jieutenant-colonel United States Marine Corps, and pay her 


orth 
pen- 


soe 9 
living, 


. late 


a pension 


| at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 


“The name of Ida EB. Vaughn, widow of James T. Vaughn, late of 
Company A, First Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and 
$2 per month additional on account of each of the minor children of 
the said James T. Vaughn until they reach the age of 16 years 

“The name of Lovisa Rhoades, helpless daughter of Orin Khoades, 
late of Capt. Richard Smyth’s company, Major Witherell’s Detachment 
of Michigan Volunteer Cavalry and Militia, war of 1812, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Granville Davis, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment 
United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 

“The name of Frank FE. Pierce, late of Company C, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Quince Record, late musician, Fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

“The name of Dennis O’Shey, late of Battery L, Second Regiment 
United States Artillery, Florida Seminole Indian war, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now rm 
eciving. 

“The name of Robert L. McCullough, late of Company M, Sixth Reg!- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

“ The name of Joseph Lewis, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

“The name of Mary I. Reese, widow of Chauncey B. Reese, late ma- 
jor, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $35 per month in liev of that she is now receiving 

“The name of Emily Lee, widow of Arza Lee, late of Captain Wright's 
company, Thirtieth Regiment United States Infantry, war of 1512, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she 
now receiving. 

“The name of Andrew J. Duncan, 
Revels, late of Captain Willard’s company, First Regiment Florida 
Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

“The mame of Arabella H. Colahan, widow of Charles !. Colahan, 
late conimander, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at tlic 
of $40 per month in lieu of thut she is now receiving. 

“The name of Edith Burt Trout, widow of Harry G. Trout, late cap- 
tain, Second Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receivin: 

“The name of Lucy Scott West, widow of Barrington K. West, lat 
licutenant-colonel, United States Army, and pay her a pension at 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and 52 per 
month additional for each of two children of said officer until tey 


is 


formerly known as Andrew J 


| attain the age of 16 years. 


“The name of Fletcher Vilott, late scout attached to N 
ment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at th« 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of William E. Thompson, late of Company I, 


inth Regi 


| Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and ps) 


pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that he is now 
“The name of Beatrice Paul Marmion, widow of Medi 
Robert A. Marmion (retired rank of rear-admiral), Uni! 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per mont! 
that she is now receiving. ; 
“The name of Mary Eddy Driggs, widow of William Hi. !) 
commander, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 


| $30 per month. 


“The name of Joseph Goose (Can-te-tere), late Indian s« 
States Army, and of Company I, Twenty-second Regin 
States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 | 

“The name of Charles Lauder, late of Company I, Fir 
North Dakota Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that i 


| celving. 


“The name of John W. Winslett, late of Captain Jenk!: 
Alabama Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and pay him a pe! 
rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

“The name of Thomas J. Zipperer, late of Captain ' 
pendent company, Florida Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
a pension at the rate of $16 per month. y 

rhe name of George A. Hicks, late of Colonel Markh 
Legion, Utah Volunteers, Utah Indian war, and pay bh! 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now rece:\ 

“The name of Newton A. Way, late first lieutenan 
Third Regiment United States Volunteer Cavalry, war with ©: 


pension 


oop G, 


aia, and 
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nension at the rate of $30 per month in Ileu of that he Is “The name of Rebecca Van Walraven, d ndent mother of Lee A. 
D Van Walraven, late of Company ‘ Second Regimetr New Jers 

e of Katharine E. Looker, widow of Henry B. Looker, late | unteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a 
H, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer | $12 per month 








r with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 | “The name of Priscilla A. Nicolson, widow of John O. N Ison, late 

nd $2 per month additional on account of the minor child | lieutenant, United States Navy. and pay her a pension at t of 
B. Lo ker until he reaches the age of 16 years. $35 per month in lieu of that sl Ww ‘ iv : 

» of John McGuire, late of Troop C, Seventh Regiment “The name of Hiram A. Mel! 1 r tain McLeod's 2 

3; Cavairy,and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per pany, First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida 























of that he is now receiving. | Indian war, and pay him a nsion ¢ the rate of $16 per 1 1 in 
e of Jason A. Pelton, late of Company F, Thirty-second | lieu of that he is now receivin 
higan Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him | “The name of George R. Wolf, late of Company A. Fourth Reg 
ct rate of $20 per month. : | Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension 
ne of Emil Kuhblank, late landsman, U, 8. 8. Palos, United | at the rate of $12 per month 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. } “The name of Nan E. Lender n. wid ‘ hn K. I in. 
of Laura M. Schofield, widow of William B. Schofield, | late of Company H, rst Regiment South Carolina Voh : . 
i paymaster, United States Army, and pay her a pension | try, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at rate of $12 per 
» of $25 per month. | month in lieu of that she is now rece ng 
» of Augusta L. B. Curry, widow of Manly Bowle Curry, | “The name of James N. Skiff, dependent fath ° Fas N 
i paymaster, United States Army, and pay her a pension | late of Company H, Sixty-ninth Regiment Ne Y Volunteer Infan 
of $35 per month in Heu of that she is now receiving, and | try, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at t rate of $12 per 
mth additional on account of each of the minor children of | month 
nly Bowie Curry until they reach the age of 16 years. | “The name of Genevieve P. Hosley. widow of H iT. Hk late 
‘of Willis J. Freeman, late of Company K, Second Regi- | commander, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
I see Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a | $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
I » rate of $17 per month. “The name of Jesse Johnson, late of Company D, First R 
of Bartolo Canova, late of Captain Mickler’s independent | United States Infantry, Texas and New Mexico [ndian war, a 
Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay | him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he 
I . pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now | receiving. 


“The name of Charles M. 8S. Ronsholdt, late of Company C, First 
late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Regiment [Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
ar with Spain, and pay him a pension | pension at the rate of $30 per month 


ime of Cecil L Smith 
Volunteer Infantry, w 











$10 per month. “The name of James T. Roberts, late of Troop F, Seventh Regim 
t of Miriam A. F. Jett, widow of Jesse T. Jett, late of | Tnited States Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at t 
( \, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with | rate of $12 per month. 
y her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per “ The name of Charles J. Tribble, late of Troop D, Seventh Regiment 
nal on account of each of the minor children of said | United States Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay bim a pension at the 
r. Jett until they reach the age of 16 years. rate of $8 per month 
name of Allen A. Wesley, late surgeon, Eighth Regiment “The name of John B. Fillmon, late of Captains Curry and Fitz 
I Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain. | gerald’s companies, Florida Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him 
I name of Richard M. Robinson, late of Company L, Fourth | a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a “The name of Lina V. Dietz, widow of Ernst P. Dietz, late captain 
the rate of $15 per month, Company B, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
l name of Henry W. Schroder, late of the United States Marine | and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $2 per month 
Cor United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 | additional on account of the minor child of the said Ernst P. Dietz 
r ynth in lieu of that he is now receiving. until she reaches the age of 16 years. 
name of Charles L. Berkheimer, late of Battery L, Third Regi- “The name of Anna S. Patrick, widow of Benjamin F. Patrick, jr. 
! United States Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at | jate captain, Forty-fifth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, 
the rate of $12 per month. | war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
The name of Mary R. Bryant, widow of James C. Bryant, late “The name of William F. Mead, late of Troop H, Fifteenth Regiment 
l d Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, | United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $46 per 
ip ra pension at the rate of $25 per month. month, 
e name of Cornelius Meek, late of Company A, Second Regiment “The name of John W. Lannier, late of Captain Sparkman's inde- 
I states Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen- | pendent company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, 
1e rate of $16 per month. and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he 
e name of Mattie B. Romsey, widow of Bradford T. Romsey, | ig now receiving. 
late of Company D, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, | “The name of Katherine Collins, dependent mother of John J. 
war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, | Kehoe, late of Company G, Second Regiment Oregon Volunteer Infantry, 
nd $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of said | war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
Bradford T. Romsey until she reaches the age of 16 years. “The name of Arthur A. Piens, late of Astor Battery, United States 
he name of Anna L. Gifford, widow of John H. Gifford, late of | Volunteer Light Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
Company K, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, and pay her a | the rate of $8 per month. ; 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. “The name of Levi Castle, late first lieutenant Company E, First 


name of Marion C, Turrill, widow of Brig. Gen. Henry 8. | Regiment Idaho Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 

l, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of | pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

soU per month. | “The name of Jacob Renwald, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment 
"The name of Charles R. Barron, late musician, First Regiment | United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the 
United States Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the | rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now iy 


rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. “The name of Rufus W. Cobb, late of Captain Long’s company, 
rhe name of James Parkerson, late of Captain Laffery’s company, | Hay’s Regiment Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
hessee Mounted Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of | nay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 

$16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | “The name of George W. Mason, late of Company A, First Reg!- 


rhe name of Annie Lynch, widow of Michael Lynch, late of Com- | mont Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
pany I, Vifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and fith her @/ pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 














pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month ad itional on ceiving. 
account of the minor child of said Michael Lynch, until she reaches the | “The name of Sarah J. Paynter, widow of Christian Paynter, late 
[16 ye ‘ second lieutenant Company PD, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer In 
Che name of Robert J. Whitehurst, late of Captain Lesley’s com- | fantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
pany, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him | per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
penst at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now “The name of Carl Roepke, late of Company A, Fifth Reg nt 
receiving. United States Cavalry, war with Spain 
rhe name of Carl F, Schultz, late of Company G, Second Regiment “The name of Andrew A. Boyet. late of Capt. H. V. Snell's ind 
W sin Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension pendent company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Seminole Indian 
at the rate of $12 per month. war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that 
rhe name of Thomas J. Long, late of Captain Snell’s independent | poe fs now receiving. 
: : lirst Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole In- “The name of Charles W. Freund, late of Company C, Sixty-ninth 
« “ ind pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu | Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and p im 
uu I Is now receiving. - | a pension at the rate of $8 per mor th. 
The name of Alfred Johnson, late of Troop F, Ninth Regiment “The name of Benjamin Brown, late of Companies C and H, Twenty 
United States Cavalry. | fourth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
fhe name of William Firth, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment rate of $25 per month. 
U1 1 States Infantry, Florida Indian war, and pay him a pension at | “The name of Andrew J. Baldwin, late of Capt. Oliver Shead’ 
the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | company, Second Regiment Washington Territory Volunteet 
" me of Evelyn G. Regan, widow of James Regan, late colonel | ang Washington Territory Indian war, and pay him a pension at the 
‘ hs nt United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he i v I 
rate ) month in lieu of that she is now receiving. “The name of Joseph R talston, late of Company C, First R 
of George W. Tucker, late of Captain Bailey’s Company | ment Oregon Riflemen, Cayuse Indian war, and pay him a pe n at 
A | Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washing the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is n receivin 
! tory Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per “The name of George Evans, late of Company G, Twent i 
month in 1 of that he is now receiving. ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
Francis Marion Harrison, late of Capt. J. J. Grum- | $12 per month. 
s COT I Texas Mounted Volunteers, Texas and New Mexico In- “The name of Julia M. Tisdale, widow of Ryland D. Tisdale _late 
' nd pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu | tjeuwtenant, United States Navy, and pay | pension at the 1 S35 
' how receiving. per month in lieu of that she now iving, and $2 per month 
Alice K. F. Martin, widow of John T. Martin, late | additional on account of each of the minor children of said Ryland 
ot te y Corps, United States Army, and pay her a pension | D. Tisdale until they reach the age of 16 years Py ; 
s > rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and “The name of Willie C. Wilmot, late of Company C, First Re nt 
Met (ditional on account of the minor child of said John T. | New Hampshire Volunteér Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a 
en he reaches the age of 16 years. pension at the rate of $12 per mont! ’ ej } ] ! t 
Tenn ‘ of Flemon Bole, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment “The name of Margaret F. Jeweil, widow of J mes M. vell ta 
at { nteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension | second lieutenant, Fourteenth Regiment United States Cavalry, and 
ar ve) Dar month. pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that s , 
meni 7 ame of Andrew J. Arendell, late of Company C, First Regi- | now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of the minor 
~ <©aRCssee Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain. child of said James M. Jewell until she reaches the age of 16 years. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
demands a second. Under the rule a second is ordered, and the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LouDENSLAGER} is entitled to 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RIcH- 
ARDSON] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve my 
time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am fully advised of the 
jurisdiction of the Pension Committee, I think, and I know its 
limitations; but I have never seen a series of rules adopted 
and practiced by any committee to which an exception might 
not be made under proper conditions and circumstances. I think 
we have here an instance where an amendment is to be pre- 
sented that ought to appeal, and I believe will appeal, to the 
Members upon the floor of this House. I understand that 
under the rule no amendment can be allowed to the pending 
bill presented by the chairman of the Pension Committee, but 
I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make an amendment. 
And I sincerely hope that there will be no objection. I will 
state the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent to make an amendment. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. I regret very much, Mr. Speaker, 
that I shall have to object. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I ask the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey if he will not withhold his objection until the amendment 
is stated? Possibly he will not object to it then. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Having been advised of the nature 
of the amendment, I am compelled, owing to the precedent which 
it would establish, to insist upon my objection. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Will the gentleman from New 
Jersey allow a statement of the amendment? ‘There may be cir- 
cumstances concerning it that he does not know about. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The amendment is as follows: Senate 
bill 6846 provided a pension at the rate of $50 per month to 
Ellen Bernard Lee, widow of Gen. Fitzhugh Lee, late brigadier- 
general of the United States Army. This provision was stricken 
out by the Pension Committee of the House, and my amend- 
ment is to restore the provision of $50 per month for Mrs. Lee. 
As I said, I am aware that the Pension Committee has not 
established a precedent of allowing a pension to the widow of 
an Indian war soldier or to the widow of a soldier of the 
Spanish-American war. My amendment, Mr. Speaker, relates, 
as I have said, to the widow of Gen, Fitzhugh Lee. It is use- 
less for me to recount here to-day in this presence the distin- 
guished services of that famous man. The President of the 
United States has been remarkably kind, considerate, thought- 
ful, and generous and appointed the son of Gen. Fitzhugh Lee 
an aid on his staff, and I am advised and do not hesitate to 
make the statement that out of the compensation of that young 
man as an aid to the President of the United States his mother 
has received her only support. Often in the history of this 
House in the past few years, and within the time that I have 
been a Member of it, notable exceptions have been made in 
matters of this kind. When General Lee died, he was a 
brigadier-general in the United States Regular Army. He was 
a general in the Spanish-American war, 

Mr. KEIFER. A major-general. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A major-general, as my friend from 
Ohio suggests. I think this House can with good and sufficient 
reasons imitate the generosity and delicate consideration which 
has been displayed by the President of the United States to 
the worthy son of this worthy woman. The President has sent 
young Lee to Paris to occupy a position in an important school. 
By reason of this goodness and kindness of the President, Mrs. 
Lee is,practically cut off from the small support that she had 
through the compensation of her son as aid to the President. 

I say that under these circumstances we ought to make an ex- 
ception. I do not hesitate to say in the presence of this House 
that the circumstances connected with this case appeal most 
powerfully to my heart. General Fitzhugh Lee was wounded 
while fighting the Indians. He was the consul of our Govern- 
ment at Habana, Cuba, and rendered our country distinguished 
diplomatic services in the troublesome times preceding our war 
with Spain. He was a major-general in our war with Spain, 
and did his full duty. He lived, fought, and died a poor man, 
and his widow is entitled to the small compensation asked for 
by my amendment. 

I do not believe that a rigid, unbending iron rule, one that 
_ contravenes the suggestion or impulses of generosity and kind- 
ness, ought to be followed in a case like this, and I submit it, 


—— 


Mr. Speaker, fairly to this House. I will not undertake, pe. 
cause it might be improper and it might be misconstrued, if | 
undertook to give instances where precedents of liberality, gop. 
erosity, and kindness have been established by this House. re. 
gardless of fixed rules. We are only asking for this good 
woman a pension of $50 a month, and I trust and hope that the 
bill will find a responsive sympathy in the hearts of the Mem. 
bers of this House. 

I yield now, Mr. Speaker, such time as my friend from Vir. 
ginia [Mr. Jones] may wish. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I 
would like to ask him a question. Does this lady now receive 
any pension? 

ae RICHARDSON, I am informed that she receives none 
at all, " 

Mr. GOULDEN. I think she is entitled to it. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be 
informed as to the parliamentary situation. I understand the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LouDENSLAGER], chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions, moved to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill which has just been read to the House, and, if I am 
not mistaken, he stated there were certain amendments, [ 
wish to ask if those amendments have been actually read to 
the House and if they are all included in the omnibus bil! which 
was read at the desk? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, All the amendments were read at 
the desk. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Are there any amendments other 
than those read which it is the gentleman’s purpose to offer? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The motion was to take from the 
Speaker’s table the House bill 1991, agree to the Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment, which I sent to the Clerk’s desk and 
which was read. They have all been read to the House. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, my purpose in rising 
was to say a word or two in favor of a provision which the 
Committee on Pensions has stricken out of one of the Senate 
bills which has been offered as an amendment to the House 
bill now under consideration. The Senate bill provided, among 
others, for a pension of $50 a month for Mrs. Ellen Bernard Lee, 
widow of Gen. Fitzhugh Lee. The Committee on Pensions in 
this House, to whom that bill was referred, has seen fit to strike 
out the provision giving Mrs. Lee a pension; and since the 
Chair holds that, under the extraordinary rules under which 
this body is now operating, no motion to restore that provision 
can be entertained, I fear there is nothing to be accomplished 
by a discussion of the subject. That, Mr. Speaker, is one of the 
unfortunate results of the adoption of this rule, and nothing 
could more strongly illustrate the injustice of which so drastic 
a rule is capable of working. 

Mr. AMES. The result of the filibuster. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Not, as the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts suggests, the result of the filibuster, but the result 
of the rule, because, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman surely does 
not want to admit, I think, that the minority can force tlie 
majority to do anything which it does not desire to do. I am 
not willing to believe that the gentleman wishes to give the 
country that impression, That is even more than the minority 
has yet claimed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is, or can possibly be, 
a single provision in this omnibus bill, with all of its omnibus 
amendments, more meritorious, or one which would appea! 
with greater force to this House, than the one which the Col- 
mittee on Pensions has deliberately stricken out, and © hich 
the House is powerless, even if everyone of its Members de 
sired it, to have reinserted. 

From what I know of the sentiment of this House I do not 
hesitate to say that I believe it would vote almost unanimous'y 
in favor of giving this small pension to the widow of Fitzhus! 
Lee; in fact, I do not know of a single Member of the House, 
unless it be the chairman of the Committee on Pensious, tbe 
gentleman from New Jersey, who would vote against sv wert 
torious a proposition. ad 

Lest some gentleman, aware of the distinguished par! whi : 
General Lee bore in the war between the States, may supp 
that the career of this superb soldier was confined to that war, 
I wish to declare that such was very far from being the case. 

General Lee was an officer in the United States Arm) ee 
the beginning of the war between the States. He Laeger 
very gallant and most distinguished services in the wars = 
the Indians. In the performance of these services 4° = 
wounded in both lungs by an arrow, very seriously 20 — 
ously wounded, a fact probably not known to all the Mem a 
of this House. In addition to this, we all know that \ nen : 
war with Spain was declared he was consul-genera! :\' — 
and that he performed very valuable services in that capac y 
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s so highly regarded by his countrymen that when he re- 


to this country after the destruction of the Maine he was | 


sere, in the city of Washington, one of the largest and 
thusiastic receptions ever given to any military hero 

iy recollection, 
is appointed by President McKinley a major-general 
» Army, and he was in charge of the American troops 
( , during the troublous times that succeeded the war, 
di what may be called the “ period of pacification.” Now, 
aker, General Lee died as he lived, a poor man. He had 
eyer cared anything about the accumulation of money, and I 
hay to know that he had not drawn the salary due him as 


may never receive a cent of that money. She was left abso- 
ite nenniless, and she has long been and now is dependent 
ul her son, Capt. Fitzhugh Lee, who is known to a good 
gentlemen of this House as one of the aids, until re- 
if President Roosevelt. 

It seems to me that this is a case which ought to appeal to 
Member on both sides of this Chamber, and it one 
[ think, Mr. Speaker, does so appeal. 


every is 


which 
the 
would not object to a request for unanimous consent to offer 
an amendment restoring the Senate provision granting to Mrs. 
Lee the very modest pension of $50 a month, such an amend- 
ment would be received with unanimous approval. Iam going to 
again ask, Mr. Speaker, that unanimous consent be given me to 
offer as an amendment the provision inserted in this bill by the 
Senate, to give Mrs. Ellen Bernard Lee a pension of $50 a month, 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
nanimous consent to offer as an amendment the pro- 
vision placed in the bill by the Senate to give Mrs. Lee a pen- 
sion of $50 a month. Is there objection? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, in view of the thou- 
sands of widows of privates all over the country who have the 
same kind of claim upon the bounty of the Government as this 
one does, who have no one here to ask unanimous consent for 
them, I must still continue my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
Jersey objects. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. 


aUSAS 


from New 


have ho 


doubt that there are a great many other widows in 
he country who need and probably deserve pensions. Because 
they can not all get them seems to me not to be a very good rea- 
son for objecting to the granting of pensions to those whose 

actually come before Congress. If this rule had been 
pursued all during the years that have passed since the close of 

’ war, there are a great many widows who to-day are 


enjoying pensions five, yes, ten, times as large as that which 
is asked for Mrs. Lee, who would not now be enjoying them. 


| have no doubt that there are a great many widows of the 
war just as deserving as many of those who already re- 

y large pensions who to-day are receiving a pittance 

‘12 a month. If the rule which the gentleman from 
New Jersey would now enforce against the widow of Gen. 
I Lee had been invoked against some of the widows of 
I ers who are now drawing very large pensions, they 


esident of the Jamestown Exposition for the two years just | 
s to his untimely death, and I am told that his widow | 


I believe that if | 
pportunity were given, if the gentleman from New Jersey | 


Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry that | 
the gentleman feels constrained to object to this request. [I | 


| amendment. 


Adair 
Aiken 
Alexander, 


Allen 

Ames 
Andrus 
Ashbrook 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Lede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burgess 
Burleigh 

| Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cary 
Chaney 
‘hapman 
‘lark. Mo, 
‘onner 
‘ook, Colo. 
‘ooper, Tex, 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Dawson 
De Armond 
Denver 
Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 


~ m 


Beall, Tex. 
Hardy 


Adamson 
Ansberry 
Boutell 

| Butler 
Clayton 





Acheson 
Anthony 

| Bannon 
Barchfeld 


Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Nev. 
ates 

Beale, Pa. 
Bennet, N. Y, 
| Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 


Birdsall 
Bowers 
Boyd 


| 
(i hever have received them, as the gentleman very well | Bradley 
oa Brondidee 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to con- surke eT 
sum of the time of the House other than to say that I have | Burleson 
n to this Government granting an annuity to the | Burnett 
Widow of General Lee, but Ido have great objection to its being | Calder 
¢ (in the way of a pension, thus establishing a precedent | Candler 
t if owed out would cost this country two or three hun- cree 
a s of dollars a year. I do not believe that on either | Cauifiela 
Side House there is a single Member who, if he gives | Clark, Fla. 
8 t and study, will be in favor of it. I ask for a vote | Cockran | 
on tt Mr. Speaker. aor. 
vue SPLAKER pro tempore. The question is upon suspend- | Cook, Pa. 
st es and concurring in the Senate amendments with | Geaner’ Wie. 
r i tent. |-Coudrey 
o et nm was taken. | Cousins 
= NILLIAMS, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. | (2%? 
oa - Ss \ KER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- | Crumpacker 
a isthe yeasand nays. As many as favor ordering the | Davenport 
san S will rise and stand until counted. [After count- | pore. 5a 
Mr x - — number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. | Davis, Minn, 
litte « . Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no | — 
se | ‘KER. The gentleman from New York makes the | Deaerail 
Gas bene orum, and the Chair will count. [After counting.] | Durey 


‘ and seven gentlemen present; not a quorum, The 
XLU—9399 


Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 


Driscoll 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Ferris 
Finley 
Floyd 
Focht 
Foss 
Foster, 
Foster, 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Godwin 
Goulden 

Greene 

Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Haskins 
Hawley 

Helm 

Henry, Conn, 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 


Ill. 
Vt. 


177. 


Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Wash, 
Keifer 
Keliher 
Kennedy, 
Kennedy, 
Kimball 
Kitchin, 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Langley 
Laning 

Law 

Lee 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Loudenslager 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinley, Ill, 
McKinney 
MeMorran 
Macon 
Moore, Pa. 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Page 
Parsons 


Iowa 
Ohio 


Claude 


NAYS—7. 


Henry, Tex. 

Jones. Va. 
ANSWERED 

Ellerbe 

Flood 

Garner 

Hamilton, Iowa 


Moore, Tex. 
Russell, Tex. 


PRESENT "—17. 


Hill, Miss. 
James, Ollie M. 
Legare 

Lorimer 


Heflin Sims 

NOT VOTING—187. 
Dwight Kipp 
Edwards, Ga. Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Edwards, Ky. Lamar, Fla. 
Favrot Lamar, Mo, 
Fitzgerald Lassiter 
Fordney Lawrence 
Fornes Leake 
Foster, Ind. Lenahan 
Foultkrod Lewis 
Gaines. W. Va. Lilley 
Gardner, Mass. Lindsay 
Gardner, N. J, Littlefield 
Gill Livingston 
Gillespie Longworth 
Gillett Loud 
Glass Lovering 


Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Hagegott 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Harrison 
Haugen 

Hay 

Hayes 
Hepburn 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell. N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, lowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 
Johnson, 8. 
Kahn 
Kinkaid 


Cc. 


Lowden 

MeCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
MeGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich 


MeMillan 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 

Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa 
Moon, Tenn. 
Morse 

Mudd 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, S. Dak. 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Peters 


So the motion was agreed to. 


| Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify 
absentees, and the question will be taken on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules and concur in the Senate amendments with 
The Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken, and there were 
answered “ present ” 17, not voting 187, as follows: 
YEAS 


an 


yeas 177, nays 7, 


Patterson 
Payne 
Pollard 
Porter 
Prince 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo, 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weeks 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Young 

The Speaker 


Sabath 


Small 
Watkins 


Pou 

Powers 
Pratt 

Pray 

Pujo 
Randall, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 

Reid 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Ryan 

Scott 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Slayden 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stevens, Minn, 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C 
Thomas, Ohlo 


Tou Velle 
‘Townsend 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Wanger 
Washbura 
Webb 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheelée 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Wood 


Woodyard 
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The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
lor the balance of day: 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Wor, 

Until Saturday: 

Mr. VreeraNnp with Mr. HamMonp, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Cook of Pennsylvania with Mr. DAVENPORT, 
Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. FITZGERALD, 
Mr. Couprey with Mr. GARNER. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Gir, 

Mr. Dwient with Mr. GILLESPIE. 

Mr. Gruterr with Mr, Greea. 

Mr. Howexz of New Jersey with Mr. Hay, 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. McDermott, 

Mr. Mappen with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Reever with Mr. Puzo. 

Mr. TawNey with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. Tou VELLE. 

Mr. Grawam with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. Lonewortn with Mr. CLAyTon. 

Mr. Coorver of Pennsylvania with Mr. CRawrorb. 
Mr. Brapiey with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Bates with Mr. Bartierr of Georgia. 

Mr. Hares with Mr. GLass. 

Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. ANSBERRY, 

Mr. Kann with Mr. Herrin. 

Mr. Draper with Mr. SpicHt. 

lor the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The doors were opened. 


AMENDING LAW 


Mr. PAYNE, 


disagree 


IN RELATION TO COLLECTION OF THE REVENUES. 
Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, to 
to the Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 17506, and 
for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
suspend the rules, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask 
for a conference on the following bill, which the Clerk will re- 
port with Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. R. 17506, 
simplify the 


} 
OSK 


entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,’ ap- 
proved June 10, 1890, as amended by an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide revenues for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
the United States,’ approved June 24, 1897." 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second 
just for the purpose of stating I think the bill ought to go to 
conference. 

The SPEAKER, Under the rule the second is ordered. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from New York to 
suspend the rules, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask 
for a conference. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 
is present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and thirty-three gentlemen are present—not a 
quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at- 
Arms will notify absent Members; as many as favor agreeing 
to the motion will, as their names are called, answer “aye;” as 
many as are epposed will answer “no;” those present and not 
yoting will answer “ present;” and the Clerk will call the roll. 


Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays. 
The gentleman from Missouri demands the 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 183, answered | 


“ present ” 16, not voting 189, as follows: 
YEAS—183. 
De Armond 
Denver 
Dieckema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Ellerbe 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Greg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fassett 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
Focht 
Foss 


Adair 
Aiken 
Alexander, N, ¥, 
Allen 
Ames 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Harciay 
Bartholdt 
Beall, Tex, 
Bede 
Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Brantley 
Brownlow 
Brundidge 
«Burgess 


surieigh 


surleson 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
‘alderhead 
‘apron 

‘ary 

‘haney 

hapman 
‘lark, Mo, 
‘ole 

‘ook, Colo. 
‘ooper, Tex. 
‘ox, Ind 
‘rawford 
‘urrier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Dawes 


Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
French 

Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N, J. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillett 
Godwin 
Goulden 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 





Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Haskins 
Hawley 

Hay 

Helm 

Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss, 
Hinshaw 


| Holliday 


Houston 

Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphrey, Wash. 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M, 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Wash, 
Keifer 

Keliher 


Adamson 
Alexander, Mo. 
Boutell 

Butler 


Acheson 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Bates 

Beale, Pa. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bowers 
Boyd 

tradley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Candler 


| Carlin 


Carter 
Caulfield 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Craig 
Cravens 
Crumpacker 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 
Denby 
Draper 
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Kennedy, lowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Lamb 

zandis 
Laning 

Law 
Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McMorran 
Macon 
Madden 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Mouser 


Needham 
Nicholls 


Nye 
O'Connell 
Oleott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Page 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Pearre 
Poliard 
Prince 
Rainey 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Slemp 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—16. 


Clayton 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hardy 

Hayes 


Heflin 
Knopf 
Legare 
Lorimer 


NOT VOTING—189., 


Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Fairchild 
Favrot 

Flood 

Fordney 
Fornes 

Foster, Ind. 
Foulkrod 
Fulton 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 

Gillespie 
Glass 

Goebel] 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 

Graff 

Graham 
Granger 
Greene 

Griggs 
Gronna 
Haggott 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Hepburn 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, Iowa 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 
Jones, Va. 
Kahn 

Kinkaid 


So the motion was agreed to. ' 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


Until further 


notice: 


Kipp 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lee 

Lenahan 
Lewis 

Lilley 

Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Loud 

Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 


May 15 


) 


Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Stephens, 7 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Thistlew 
Tirrell 
Tou Vell 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Williams 
Young 
The Speaker 


Mann 
Moon. Tenn 
Sims 
Watkins 


Pratt 

Pray 

Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Reeder 

Reid 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Robert: 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Seott 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Slayden 
Smith, lo 
Smith, M 
Smith, Tex 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Steenersor 
Stevens, Minn. 


McLaughlin, Mich.Talbott 


McMillan 
Madison 
Malby 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Morse 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Norris 
Padgett 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Perkins 
Peters 
Porter 
Pou 
Powers 


Taylor, Ala 
Taylor, Oleo 
Thomas, N.C 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Wange! 
Washb 
Webb 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Il! 
Wilson, l’a. 
Wolf 
Wood 
Woodyard 


ira 


Mr, Howett of New Jersey with Mr. Arexanper of Missouri. 
Mr. Brapiey with Mr. GRANGER. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
The 
The 
The 


SPEAKER 


announced 


Dawson with Mr. Jonss of Virginia. 
Farrcuiip with Mr. Russet. of Texas. 
Scotr with Mr. Raven. 
GREENE with Mr. Ranbe tr, of Texas. 
Knorr with Mr. CALDWELL. 

doors were opened. 
result of the vote was announced as above reco! 
following confer 


the 


Payne, Mr. Davzett, and Mr. UNDERWooD. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr., CrockeTT, © 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the b 
21871) to amend the national banking laws, with a 
ment, and asked for a conference on the bill and 4! 
and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Se ste 
Avpricu, Mr. Haus, Mr. Autison, Mr. Danzer, and Mr 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


if its 
H. h. 
nend- 
Iment, 
Mr. 
‘TELLER 
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RAILROAD SIDING AT NAVY-YARD. 
MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
msent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 
disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a con- 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
consent to take from the Speaker's 
disagree to the Senate amendments, 
The Clerk will report the title of the 


SPEAKER. The 
unanimous 
e following Dill, 
for a conference. 


\i asks 


Clerk read as follows: 
H. R. 20120) to authorize the construction of a railroad sid- 
Inited States navy-yard, and for other purposes. 

| SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

WILLIAMS. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
centleman if this is not a bill from the Committee on 
rict of Columbia? 

MORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; it is. 

WILLIAMS. That being a bill from the District 
Committee, then, in pursuance of a statement 

i ade by me upon the floor, I shall not object. 
SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The Chair 

es the following conferees: Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania, 
rer of Indiana, and Mr. Murprry. 

NATIONAL BANKING LAWS. 


BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
i take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 21871, 


‘ 


M 
M 


t al 


of 
pre- 


M 


x ee 


nirerence, 





to the Senate amendments, and assent to the request | 





lhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
es to suspend the rules, take from the Speaker's table the 
hill (EE. R. 21871), of which the Clerk will read the title, disagree 
» the Senate amendments, and agree to a conference. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
VILLIAMS. I notice that the Chair 
will read merely the title. 
SPEAKER, For the present the title. 
WILLIAMS. Is it not necessary that the amendments 
es be read, so that the House will know the subject- 
» be considered ? 
rhe SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the title. 
rk read as follows: 


ii 21871) 


announces that 


ihe ¢ 
R to amend the national banking laws. 

ate amendments were read. 

I \KER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

rhe SPEAKER, Under the rule, a second is ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I should like to 
bmit a parliamentary inquiry to the Speaker: If this motion 


The S 


SII 


7 
ent to the conference asked for by the Senate, is voted down, 
t parliamentary inquiry which I desire fo make is, 


ttee on Banking and Currency of the House? 
* SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the various actions 
the rules upon bills when questions are presented. The 
ur would have to make a critical examination of the bill. It 
as the Chair can do to decide intelligently questions 
Mr, 
faith. 
rhe 
Mis 


WILLIAMS. I asked the question of the Chair in good 

SPEAKER, The 

in good faith. 

Mr WILLIAMS. I understood the Chair's answer to be 
rather ifession of inability to answer the question. 

I"! ViEAKER. The Chair has not given the bill that close 

t to the point referred to that the Chair ought to 

it if the point ever arises. That is all the Chair aims to 


Chair answers the gentleman from 


aS 


Say 
Mr, 
t ar 
Mr. P 
hot, | 
rhe s | 


twenty 


WILLIAMS, 


The point that I make, Mr. Speaker, will 

p except in the minds of Members, to determine their 

‘here 18 ho point of order that can be made 

\Y NE. Mr. Speaker, is this a part of the debate? 
on the regular order. 

\KER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for 

ites and the gentleman from Mississippi is recog- 

wenty minutes, 

‘STON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the Vreeland bill, which 
House yesterday, is thoroughly understood. The 
‘aken prompt action upon this measure, and sends 
'n the form of an amendment to the Vreeland bill 

own as the “Aldrich bill.” [Applause.] So that the 


} 


If 


xt 


hized f 
Mr. BI 
passed 
Senate 
here to 
the bill } 








House clearly understands the situation. This almost imme- 
diate action by the Senate gives promise that we can accom- 
plish something at this session, and I trust the motion may 
promptly prevail. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, upon yesterday, I believe it 
was—— [Great laughter.] 

Mr. CUSHMAN. You were present. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You have run this thing rapidly I 
hardly know whether it was yesterday or not. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. CusuMAN] has indicated his 
ignorance of the manner in which the House has been carrying 
on its affairs. I said “‘on yesterday, I believe,” I 
thought the House might perhaps understand either that I was 
referring to the days of the week or of the legislative day. If 
the former, it was yesterday; if the latter, it was to-day. 

In the parting remarks I made on that day I said: 
course, Mr. Speaker, you understand, and I understand, and 
everybody here understands that there is no intention of passing 
this miserable, foolish makeshift of a Vreeland bill, but the sole 
intent is to get something—anything—out of the House, so as to 
get to a conference with the Senate, whereby the Senate 
send back a bill that the predatory wealth of the country 
really desires to be passed.” 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio has just confessed that the 
sum and substance of his motion to the Aldrich bill. 
But yesterday you were holding up the Vreeland bill as a great 


so 


4 


because 


‘ofr 


can 


is pass 


thing. Now, Mr. Speaker, if this motion passes what do you 
do? You have taken the Aldrich bill, if the motion prevails, 
less the La Follette amendment, which fixed a penalty upon 


dishonest management by directors and officers of banks; less 


the Johnston amendment, which fixed a certain percentage of 
reserves to be held in the vaults of the banks to prevent a 
recurrence of a depositors’ panic. You have not adopted the 


Vreeland bill in anything except the commission feature, and 
even there you extend the junketing powers of the commissi 
because the Vreeland bill contained a limit upon the amount 
of money that-the junketing commission could spend in travel- 


| ing around over the world, whereas the bill as it comes back 


| from the Senate contains no limitation at all, but 


(d the tules and take this bill from the Speaker's desk, | 
the Senate amendments, and disagree to the same and as- | 


iether or not the bill would not then necessarily go back to | 


says: 
A sum sufficient to carry out the purposes of sections 11 and 12 
leaving the commission to expend any amount it 
financial knight-errantry. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, if this motion passes this matter will go 
to conference. If this motion to suspend the rules and do what 


in 


chooses 


the gentleman from Ohio proposes to do does not pass the 
House, then this bill will go back to the Committee on Bank- 


ing and Currency under the rules of the House. I therefore 
express the hope that every man on this side of the Chamber, 
and every man on that side of the Chamber who desires wise 
and honest banking laws, will vote in opposi to the motion 
made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron]. 

Mr. Speaker, I picked up the Washington Post this morning, 
and I found a little squib in it entitled: “A record made by the 
Printing Office.” I find that upon yesterday, according to the 
Calendar, to-day, according to the Journal, the so-called “ Vree- 
land bill” got to the Public Printer’s Office at 11.30 o'clock; 
that it was set up in type, proofed and corrected, printed, and 


tion 


sent back here at 12.30 o'clock. The Committee on Banking 
and Currency was discharged from its consideration before 


a printed copy got to the committee. 

Now, I find the Senate substituting the Aldrich bill as their 
provision for that which the House passed, and doing it so very 
quickly that it is sent back here on the same legislative day, 


|} and on the next calendar day after the consideration by the 


House. This is a very important public bill; and I find the 
Speaker, who finds it so difficult to recognize Members of Con- 
gress for useful, remedial legislation demanded by the country, 
recognizing the gentleman from Ohio to send the matter to 
conference at once. What is your object, except it be to get 
this miserable performance over and through with before the 
country can know what you are doing, before it can 
awakened to the gravity of it, and by pressure from the country 
and from its business interests, and from its financial interests, 
can prevent you. from perpetrating this great fraud? Why, 
Mr. Speaker, do you know what your performance on that side 
of the Chamber in regard to this financial legislation reminds 
me of? 

It reminds me of a story of my friend from Arizona, MarK 
SmirnH, told me some days back, of a scene when law and order 
were not so well preserved in Arizona as they are now. When 
Mark was riding along a serried and gullied road on horseback 


be 





he found a man hanging about as high as Haman and about 
as dead as Hector, and almost as dead as this so-called “ Vree- 
land legislation” and the Kahn yaudeville performance which 
accompanied it ought to be. 
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Upon that man’s back was a placard, and the placard con- 
tained these words: 

This man during his life was a very bad man in some respects, and 
a durned sight worse one in others. 

[Laughter]. 

There comes back from the Senate an absolutely worse bill 
than you sent there. Nobody would have imagined it possible, 
but you have done it. This measure is worse even than the 
Aldrich bill, because it strikes out of the Aldrich bill the 
feature to provide a penalty against dishonesty—-the La Fol- 
Jette amendment, which was a good feature init. It strikes out 
of the Aldrich bill the Johnston amendment to force the banks 
to keep a certain percentage of their reserves in their own 
vaults, which was a good feature in the Aldrich bill; so the 
Senate has sent back a worse bill than the Aldrich bill as it 
passed the Senate, and you have received back a worse bill 
than the Vreeland bill as it passed the House, although nobody 
but Omniscience itself could have looked to either possibility. 
How much time have I consumed, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Fow.rer] unless the other side will consume 
some of their time. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio, is he 
going to conclude in one speech? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Probably so. I can not tell with 
certainty. No one has asked me, up to date, for any time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I now yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Vreeranp] used this language: 

Mr. Speaker, I want to use half a minute in reply to the telegrams 
the gentleman from Mississipp! [Mr. WiLL1aAmMs] has put in the Recorp 
from several small banks up in some of the interior counties of Penn- 
syivania. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that there has been no “ round 
robins"’ worked in order to bring any support or resolutions in behalf 
of this bill. No banker has been asked to support this bill; no associa- 
tion of manufacturers has been asked to = resolutions for this bill. 
I charge that for weeks past systematic efforts have been made by gen- 
tlemen opposed to this bill. I charge that a letter has been sent out 
to 6,500 banks in the United States upon the paper of the Banking and 
Currency Committee, signed by the chairman of that committee, urging 
banks to telegraph and write to Members of Congress against a great 
danger, the nature of which they must judge for themselves. They 
were told in that letter that a billion and a half of bank debts were 
about to be assumed by the United States unless they should prevent 
action by telegraphing to thelr Members. No “round robins” have 


been used on this bill, and yet more than fifty great bankers have sent 
letters and telegrams to this city favoring the passage of this bill. 


I have received this letter from a prominent banker in the 
United States: 


May 4, 1908. 


Hon. Cuantes N. Fow.er, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Drar Sin: The inclosed may interest you, particularly the last clause, | 


which is not In accordance with my understanding of what transpired. 
Yours, truly, 


It contained this letter: 


Am sending you a copy of currency bill introduced yesterday. Con- 
tains nothing but provisions for the organization of clearing-house asso- 
clations and provisions for a currency commission. My judgment is, 
in looking over the ground and talking with the Finance Committee of 
the Senate, that we shall get about the legislation that is in this bill 
during the present session or we shall get nothing. If merely a com- 
mission is sent to the Senate, I am confident they will attach the 
Aldrich bill and send it back. That would mean that no legislation 
of any kind, even a commission, would go into the law. I think we 
recognize by appointing a commission that there is need of further 
investigation into the currency systems. 

In my judgment the passage of this bill will do considerable to give 
the feeling of confidence to the country. While it will come into use 
only in case of pressure, yet the fact that large amounts of bank notes 
are to be kept on hand would be of assistance to national banks all the 
time by enabling them to have their orders for notes immediately filled. 
At present it often happens that fn the fall, whem additional currency 
is needed and large banks would like te take out additicnal circulation, 
they find that it will take five or six weeks to get the circulation 
delivered, and.by that time the need for it is over, so that the bill, in 
that respect, will be of continuous benefit— 

No reund robins, gentlemen! This follows: 

Could you not see your way clear, therefore, to write to Members of 
Congress In favor of passing this bill; also to have your correspond- 
ents send In letters to the same effect? You will notice that the Dill 
as introdueed follows very closely the suggestions made by Western 
bankers when they were here to oppose the Aldrich bill. 

Yours, truly, 
Epwarp B. VReeianp, 

[Laughter.] 


Standing here, in his proper place, the gentleman from New 
York used this language on page 6542 of the Recorp: 


Mr. Vreenanp. I have not brought up the forty or fifty letters which 


I have, but I have one in my pocket that came in this morning by 
mere chance— 


They all came by chance, you see! 
It fis from the president— 
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| been about $150,000,000 a year for the last ten years. 


| the proposed taxes on this emer 


May 15. 


Now, mark this— 


It is from the president of the First National Bank of Atlanta, Gy 
with a capital of $1,000,000, the largest bank in the State of (;, 
its president a member of the American Bankers’ Assoctation f; 
State of Georgia. Mr. McCord writes me that he has prepare: 
will mail to-day letters to every Member of Congress from the Sta 
Georgia urging them to vote for this bill. 


I call your attention to these facts: There is no First Nat 
Bank in Atlanta, Ga. There is no bank in Atlanta, Ga., \ 
capital of $1,000,000. [Laughter.] Mr. McCord, whom | 
intimately, is vice-president of the Third National Bank, , 
has a capital of $500,000. 

Now, I am going to read the letter that I addressed to the 
people, but before proceeding with this letter I challenge the 
gontleman from New York, the new knight of finance and eur. 
rency from the hopyards and the hayfields of Cattaraugus 
County, to file in the Recorp to-morrow those forty letters. | 
challenge him to do it. Let the publie read them. This is my 
letter. I will not only content myself with having sent it to 
6,500 bankers, but I will submit it to the considerate judgment 
the free and unbiased opinion—of 85,000,000 of people by put- 
ting it in the Recorp. [Applanuse.] I will stand by it, and, 
mark my words, it has in it the substance of prophecy. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY, 
HovuSsE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. O., May 9, 1908 

My Dear Sire: It is a matter of vital importance that, if any finan 

clal or eurrency legislation is to be sed this session, it should be 


si 
right and wise, and should not complionte still more inextricably our 
already unfortunate condition. 

To adopt an associate-bank scheme (the Vreeland bill) which is novel 
and has never been tried anywhere in the world, under the pretense 
that it is a clearing-house plan, because clearing houses were used 
during the panic, will prove a most disastrous venture for many reasons, 

Not one bank im ten in the United States would become a beneficiary 
It therefore gives no common advantage to small and large banks alike 

The guaranty of bank debts by the United States Government has no 
parallel! in history; and, since the Government has no liquid assets with 
which to meet them, it will imperil the national credit, especially when 
the reserve fund is already overburdened— 


They came to realize that fact the night before they intro- 
duced the last edition of this bill. 


It has been proposed in the Vreeland bill to have the United States 
Government indorse and guarantee one billion five hundred million of 
bank notes, 

We may pass Mr. VrreLann’s associate-bank bill in an hour under 
the whip and spur of power, although we are dealing with the most 
delicate and important subject In the world, and it may remain to 
curse us for a half century, since the normal increase of money and 
currency is very great in a new and growing country like — having 

nless pro 
vision is made for this normal increase we will carry the burden of 
mcy currency ranging from 4 to 1) 
per cent in the form of increa rates of interest, ranging from 1 to 
3 per cent. This increased burden upon commerce will he!p no one, 


‘gia, 
the 
and 


& of 


onal 
ith a 
how 
hich 


| not even the banks, because the profits of a bank are superimposed upon 


the cost of production whatever the level of that cost may be 
This Dill will rob the farmer, the manufacturer, the merchant, and 


| in the end will be borne by labor, and will be the means, in many in 


stances, of shutting us out from the markets of the world. i 

It is both your duty and your interest to enter your protest agains 
the passage of the Vreeland bill; and you should at once telegrap! 
your Member of Congress and Senator in opposition to this monstrous 
and dangerous proposition— 


I say that now-— 


It has been born of a necessity, and is an economic deformity 
will prove only another addition to the mistakes and blunder 
last forty years, which have left us only a crazy quilt, and mace 
—— * a and currency practices the laughingstock of the res! 
world. , 

The highest wisdom would require us to wait until intelligence on 
reason asserted themselves, but if we must do something, that som 
thing should at least be right, however small or great it be. 

If, after reading the inclosed bill, you believe that its adoption wou 
be a step In the right direction and would conserve the pu) — 
until the whole matter could be considered and passed i 
broad commission, representing all the various interests of th: Un 
States, you should telegraph and write your Representative immediate, 
expressing your views in favor of it. oy ad " 

CHartes N. Powe 


[During the reading of the letter the time of Mr. Fo. 
pired and Mr. WitrtaMs yielded him two minutes mo! 

Mr. FOWLER. I submit the following for the sober 7 
eration of this House if they hope to act wisely and secu’ 
the approval of the final judgment of the American peo)'* 


May 13, 1005. 


ER @X- 


consid- 


Hon, Josrrm G. CANNON : 
Speaker House of Kepresentatives, Washington, D. C. Nias 

Dear Str: The following quotation is a copy of a message ©" 
to-day by me: 

“ Vreeland bill ponte breeder. Better nothing. 

The Vreeland bill is a panic breeder because it puts no | 
ever on the amount that may be fssued of bond-secured cu 
as long as we have such a currency that does not return fre 
redemption, just so long will the trust companies and thie 
count it as a reserve, and consequently as real money in ‘ ! 
tions, and expand credits until panic is produced as in the 
Instead of Congress endeavoring to legislate, at least tows 
system, it seems from bills recently presented it is workin 
patchwork and chaos. 
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United States Government had to issue bonds for any purpose 
to-day, the national banks of the country would buy them 
currency thereon regardless of whether needed or not, and 

ve the overexpansion mentioned above. Furthermore, 

Vreeland bill becomes a law, it will have a tendency 
Congress taking up, after election, scientific legislation. 
banking system is very much needed, but this is a political 
ty Mr. Fowxur, however, by grouping our banks in his bill, 
i features that will bring the banks closer together for scientific 
nd for warding off overexpansion and thereby preventing a 
does a large banking system. This is undoubtedly as near 
wnking system as can be obtained, and at the same time it 
tact our small banks the country over that the people are so 





furthermore provides for the retirement of all bond-secured 
and for a currency system that is flexible and one that is 
lived as correct by the world’s best students. 
overexpansion of credits, and this fall we will have the Presi- 
tion on hand, and therefore there is no ee of over- 
‘ n and panic until a settled policy is assured; and therefore no 
needs for currency legislation, it seems, is now demanded, 
none that is not well founded on that truth that is recognized 
l over. 
eem that America has had enough of hasty makeshift legis- 
make Congress take time, if necessary, and lay foundations on 
i, deep, and lasting principles. 
een in the banking business in this city for twenty-seven 
i until recently. I went through the hard times of 1895-1896. 
n have been a close student, and for these reasons I presume 
, address you as I have. Please excuse me if I show a little of the 
( etween the lines. 


; severe, and, furthermore, we would have been able to have 
i down easier, and thereby this terrible stagnation in busi- 
vhich we now have, with men out of employment everywhere, 
i not have been nearly so great. 
y you to lend your influence for no more makeshifts or tem- 
slation, and for the best or nothing for America. The 
Fov bill is certainly worthy of the most careful consideration. It 
; to me that it is as near the truth as could be gotten up. 
With hopes for the best legislation in the end, and for your, and 
now my, party, I am, 
Sincerely, yours, J. G. VINTON, 


New YorK, May 1}, 1908. 
Hon. CHartes N, FOWLmR, 
Chairman Committee on Banking and Currency, 
Washington, D. C. 
The Merchants’ Assoclation of New York protests against the ill- 
considered and hasty proposition embodied in the latest phase of Vree- 
nd currency bill, as near as they are able to follow the rapid changes 
this bill is undergoing. We believe the vast majority of mercan- 
dies would join us in this protest if they had time to find out 
what ls going on. We urge no legislation except creation of commission. 
THE M®BRCHANTS’ ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK, 
Henry R. Towns, President, 
Epwarp D. Paar, Chairman, 
Committee on Commercial Law. 


TRADES LEAGUE OF PHILADELPHIA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Philadelphia, Pa., May ii, 1908. 
Hion. Cartes N. Fow ner, 
( rman Banking and Currency Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dean Str: At a special meeting of the board of directors of the 
Trades L ee this afternoon the following resolutions were unani- 
' adopted : 

Whereas the cause of currency reform has been strengthened by the 
action of the recent Republican conference in deciaring, by an over- 
ng vote, its confidence in commercial paper as a safe and logical 
t for emergency currency, and also by approving the appointment 
ssion to investigate financial conditions and to frame a 

nanent financial measure; but 
Whereas serious embarrassment and loss to the National Govern- 
nt and grave disturbance to financial and commercial interests are 

‘kely to follow the adoption of a credit or asset currency measure, 

ss the construction of said measure is complete and scientific, and 
would insure the automatic expansion and contraction of 
me of currency in response to the normal demands of trade, 

' would insure the redemption of sald currency in gold or its equiv- 

t threatening the integrity of the gold reserve in the Na- 


1 x 
That in view of the conflicting setntons expressed by differ- 
of Congress and the improbability of the subject recety- 
@ ¢ i\ustive and dispassionate consideration which its importance 
nts, together with the absence of currency-panic apprehension for 
rrades League of Philadelphia believes that constructive 
slation could be wisely deferred until such a measure is 
' by & competent commission; but if it be deemed essential 
form of constructive currency legislation at this time, 
League earnestly advocates the adoption of the Fowler 
_ bill, introduced into the House May 9, 1908, because, 
id ll, the currency would be secured by the assets of the 
d by the same reserye of lawful money which is now 
deposits, guaranteed by a general guaranty fund, and, 
its prompt redemption, be automatically retired when not 
normal den.ands of trade, and the redemption of which 
i be independent of the gold reserve in the National 


That the Trades League of Philadelphia farther earnestly 
tctment of the Fowler currency commission bill, for the 
vhile said bill provides for representatives of all legitimate 
logically commanding the confidence of all classes 

is of the country, the large majority of Congressional 
,and financial experts upon said commission would 
n of the framing of a scientific, comprehensive, and 


‘ — which would duly safeguard all legitimate interests 
0 ae greatest security and uniformity to the financial and 
erests of the nation, 
[ . » U yy 


' N. B. Ketry, Secretary. 





proper banking and currency laws our last panic would have | 


now having the usual stagnation in money matters that | 
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{From the New York Tribune, May 13, 1908.] 
THE CURRENCY BILL. 
Without the text of the new Vreeland currency bill at hand it is 
impossible to discuss its provisions with full confidence, but from t 


i 18 
summary of the amendments given out the bill is apparently greatly 
improved. In effect it provides for the issue in an emergency of the 
familiar clearing-house certificates in the form of bank note rhe 
amendments agreed upon have safeguarded the formation of the pro 
»osed clearing-house associations in important particulars. They must 
be made up of banks in a contiguous territory. Not more than one can 


be formed in a single city, and no bank can belong to more than one 
clearing house. The main effect of these changes will be to make it 
impossible for a “chain of banks” under a single owne! hip t form a 
clearing house for the purpose of taking out circulation. 

One important amendment which the Tribune advocated we are glad 


to see embodied in the bill lamely, the requirement that the banks 
maintain a reserve against their notes. Apparently—for the summary 
is not specific on this point—the reserve required against the s 
the same as the reserve required against deposits, and this is as it 
should be. A bank’s note is a promise to pay on demand just exactly 
as a depositor’s pass book is, except that one is current and the other is 
personal. They are demand liabilities on exactly the same footing, and 


sound banking requires a reserve against each. This principle has been 
wisely recognized. 

A defect in the bill, which ought to be corrected when it comes up 
for passage either in the House or the Senate, is the failure to provide 
redemption facilities. Why this has not been done is not clear, inas- 
much as the clearing houses to be created under the bill could naturally 
and properly serve as the redemption agencies. Circumstances might 
easily arise under which the burden upon the Treasury of redeeming a 
$500,000,000 issue of bank notes would be full of embarrassment and 
possibly of danger. If the Treasury were ever again in as weak a con 
dition as it was in after the panic of 1893 the redeeming of a $500,- 
000,000 issue forced in by a high tax in a period when interest rates 
were falling rapidly might be fraught with peril, and the emergency 
issue, instead of warding off a panic, might magnify it. These proposed 
notes are bank notes, and ft is the proper function of the banks, not of 
the Government, to redeem bank notes. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, how much time has the other 
side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has nineteen 
minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi two minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As the other side have nineteen minutes 
and I have only two minutes, I suggest that the other side use 
some of their time. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Of course I desire to close the de 
bate; no gentleman upon this side has asked for time, and I 
think the gentleman from Mississippi had better take the two 
minutes, and I will close. I do not intend to occupy all of my 
time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, in that two minutes I want 
to say that the special rule which was passed by the House of 
Representatives—because, the Speaker having evaded it, I will 
have to answér my own parliamentary inquiry—says: 

That immediately upon the adoption of this rule, and at any time 
thereafter during the remainder of this session, it shall be tn order to 
take from the Speaker's table any general appropriation bill returned 
with Senate amendments; and such amendments having been read, the 
question shall be at once taken, without debate or intervening motion 
on the following question: “‘ Will the House disagree to said amend 
ments en bloc and ask a conference with the Senate?” and if this mo- 
tion shall be decided in the affirmative, the Speaker shall at once ap- 
»oint the conferees, without the intervention of any motion If the 

louse shall decide said motion in the negative, the effect of said vote 
shall be to agree to the said amendments. 

So that the special rule applies only to “ general appropria- 
tion bills.” Moreover, this question was not submitted by the 
Speaker in the language of the rule—the language placed in 
quotation marks in the special rule. This is not a general ap- 
propriation bill. This is a bill, however, that “makes a charge 
on the Treasury,” and therefore comes under Rule XX, which 
says: 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to 
the point of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union if, originating in the House, 
it would be subject to that point. 

Rule XIII, in reference to the Calendar of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, says: 


First. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union to which shall be referred bills. raisir revenue, neral 
appropriation bills, and bills of a public character, directly or indi j 
appropriating money or property. 

That indicates the Calendar upon which this sort of legis 


tion goes. Now, I direct the attention of the Chair to page 335 
of the Manual and Digest, under the heading of “Amendments 
between the Houses,” which says: 

The point being made and sustained that a Senate amendment to 
a House bill must be considered in Committee of the Whole, the Dill 
is referred directly from the Speaker's table to the standing committee 
having jurisdiction 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have read this in order that the gentle- 


men of the House might understand that although I can not 
make a point of order, because the motion to suspend the 
rules, under a recent ruling of the Chair, suspends all rules, 


still I want the House to understand what the effect would be 
if we vote “no” and successfully defeat the motion. It is only 
when a motion to suspend is sustained by the House that, as 


pretended, “all rules are suspended.” ‘Then the Speaker's duty 
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will be, if we beat the motion to suspend, to send this bill, which | 
has come back from the Senate, to the Committee on Banking | 


and Currency, being the standing committee having jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired, 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I take it to be unneces- 
sary to discuss the parliamentary point made by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Witi1ams]. Under the rule adopted 
April 20, it is possible to suspend the rules upon a conference 
report. I must say that this discussion of yesterday and to- 
day 

Mr. \ tut this is not a conference report. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It is action upon a conference report. 
FITZGERALD. There has been no conference report. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Well, it is a request for a conference, 
and it comes under the rule, at any rate. I must say, Mr. 
Speaker, that this discussion both of yesterday and to-day has 
assumed a very singular phase. This is a financial question, 
which we should discuss dispassionately, but the air has been 
filled with accusations that this measure is prompted by preda- 
tory wealth and by fraud. 

Gentlemen, can you not stand up and argue this bill on its 
merits? Are you in a position to complain of our efforts to 
accomplish something for the interest of the whole country? 
You bronght in a bill which had most distinguished approval, 
that of your candidate for the Presidency, that of your leader, 
also the unanimous approval of the Democratic minority of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. You presented it and 
with a blare of trumpets went to the country and told of the 
great benefits which would come from the bill which you pro- 
posed. No predatory wealth was behind your measure; only 
benevolent, philanthropic motives. But when it came to the 
day of discussion, never was there an army which so defiantly 
marched up to the top of the hill and then skedaddled down 
again. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit an 
interruption? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio, Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I would ask the gentleman these two 
questions: First, whether or not that bill was not designated 
by its number without any permission to us to make the slight- 
est amendment in it [laughter on the Republican side]—oh, 
wait. Second, whether or not the gentleman from Ohio did 
not know—I know that other gentlemen did know it, whether 
the gentleman from Ohio knew it or not—that there was a 
clerical mistake in section 7 of that bill which we wanted to 
correct? [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. First, I suppose it was designated by 
number. It was a bill that you had until the month of March 
to perfect, and later there was ample time for you to perfect it. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It had been perfected with the exception 
of a clerical error, and you would not let us correct that. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I want to say to the gentleman that 
if he had risen before this House and said, “I stand for the 
substance of that bill, but there is a clerical error in it which 
I desire to correct,” I do not believe there is a Member of this 
House who would have uttered a syllable of protest against 
that correction being made. [Applause and cheers on the Re- 
publican side]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Protest! Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent now. I ask that consent now. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I must decline to yield further to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But the gentleman issued a challenge, and 
I have accepted that challenge. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Oh, let not the gentleman deceive 
himself. This bill was under discussion for hours. If he was 
in loye with his bill and it had a trivial blemish, why did he not 
rise up and point out that blemish and ask to have it removed? 
He did nothing, because he says there was a “clerical error!” 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] The Congress must wait. 
The country must wait. .We must have no financial legisla- 
tion, because, forsooth, somebody’s private secretary made a 
“clerical error!” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 
of the bill. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Oh, I can not yield any more. Mr. 
Speaker, there have been instances in the history of the world 
before when the specious attempt was made to throw the blame 
for inaction or misdeeds upon the private secretary. [Laughter.] 
It is far better for the. gentleman to stand up and take the re- 
sponsibility himself. Why, one would think to listen to his 
remarks that we were moving to concur in the Aldrich bill. 


VILLIAMS. 


Mr. 


Which clerical error defeated the purposes 
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We are moving to disagree. We are moving to sustain the pj 
passed by the House yesterday, and I want to say that as ono 
Member of this House I shall stand by the substantia! pro. 
visions of the bill as it passed the House yesterday. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The Aldrich bill has been much abused [laughter on the Dem. 
ocratic side]; it is not so bad a measure as it is claimed to be: 
but, in my judgment, it points in the wrong direction, and jf 
it passes this House, it will be without my vote and without 
my support. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side. } 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] speaks of ap 
amendment being left out. Just let us consider a minute the 
difference between destruction, between standing in opposition. 
and constructive legislation. The gentleman from Mississippi 
and many of his party, lo, these many months and many years, 
have been standing in the way of legislation, and they have 
lost the gift which otherwise would belong to them of construct- 
ing something. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. ] 

They know how to oppose; they do not know how to create. 
When the time comes for discussion I want them to say whether 
they favor that section of the Aldrich bill which would make it 
impossible in the smaller communities of the country to operate 
a bank at all, because it provides that no bank shall discoun: 
the notes of a corporation in case they have any directors in 
common. Such a provision would absolutely prevent the or. 
ganization of banks, or, at any rate, do away with the benefits 
conferred by them, in these minor communities. Do we wish 
to fasten any such hampering, absurd section as that upon any 
bill?) With that part which would prevent the buying of bonds 
or stocks of a corporation by a bank having trustees who are 
also trustees in that corporation I could agree, but I would not 
agree to the extreme and absurd provision which I have men- 
tioned. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. How much time have I remaining, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Just a brief question. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has eleven minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman aware that that pro- 
vision which was referred to as the La Follette amendment js 
not in this Senate amendment as it comes here in this bill’ 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. If it is left out, it is because a step 
has been taken in the right direction in the Senate. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] It is possible, too, it may be a “cler 
ical error.” [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.| 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield for a ques 
tion ? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. Would the gentleman say it was a 
step in the right direction when the Senate struck out th 
provision giving the President the right to appoint six members 
of the commission and giving that right to the Speaker and the 
Vice-President? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES, 
recommendation ? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would stand by the action of the 
House, in the first instance, whether I believed in if or no! 
Six in the Senate, six here, and six outside, but I do not regard 
that question as of such vital importance that it should b° 
allowed to prevent financial legislation. I say that right here 
and now. [Applause on the Republican side.}] We should - 
stop investigating or shrink from investigating banking a 
currency questions on the comparatively unimportané )0)'*! 
of how eighteen men shall be selected. 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. I just wanted to know 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. But in answering your quest! , 
am now anticipating something that is not before the House 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. I want to know—— a 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the gentleman [fru Kei 
tucky should address the Speaker—— 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I merely \ 
know of the gentleman if he maintains the same distr 
President that has been exhibited by the Senate on this | 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. By no means have I any ¢ strust o 
the President. I have the greatest confidence in bin. aS ae 
I think the action indicates any distrust on the par © Ap 
Senate. There is room for argument on both sides. |)": eae 
that change, probably, thinking that it was the dul) one i. 
lators to solve legislative questions. [Applause on | Repu 
lican side.] ; 

I listened with interest to the remarks of the gentionnt 
New Jersey [Mr. Fowrer]. He referred to the let wri 
by Mr. Vreetanp, Unfortunately Mr. VReecanp is no! Here 


That is for discussion 
Is the gentleman for that particular 


inted to 
st of the 
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y he was within his rights and in the performance of | the remotest quarters of the world by peasant or banker as 
if he sent out a letter in regard to this legislation. | sound money, as money not only of the greatest country on the 
was unwilling to do anything of that kind, why globe, but as good as ever coined in the mint of king or em- 
. BURLESON. He denied it. | peror. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
OWLER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? True, our paper money does not have the flexibility that is 
BURTON of Ohio. I yield. | desirable in a good currency system, and for that reason we are 
FOWLER. I do not question his right to send that | bringing in this bill, this much-abused bill, opposed by some 
but he was so cruel as to charge me with having sent | bankers, opposed by some merchants. I am becoming tired, 
tter with the Committee of Banking and Currency head- | gentlemen, of these telegrams and letters sent in here by men 
ing , it and signed by the chairman. His letter was upon | who are either entirely ignorant of the question or else who 
1, but as I received it I believe the committee head- | have some selfish interest to subserve. It is for us, the repre- 
y been clipped off; but the point that I make is he was | Senatatives of the people, to take up this question, bearing in 
ce} ¢ me for doing a thing which he denied having done him- | mind the solemnity of our oaths, bearing in mind our duty to 
hough he had done it. [Applause on the Democratic | our constituents and to the country. [Applause on the Repub- 
| lican side.] It is for us to do something, not rejecting advice, 
U'RTON of Ohio. There is something just a little artifi- not thinking to spite bankers or capitalists or anyone, but 
{ applause. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. | recognizing that the first duty is with us right here in this 
! ignores the distinction between a propaganda that has | creat representative body, and we shall fail in our chiefest duty 
been carried on by him for months, the difference between his | unless we show capability to solve the great questions that are 
ending out more than 6,000 letters, on the letter heads of the | before us. 
L and Currency Committee, and the sending out by the The Vreeland bill is not a model bill; but when you come 
1 from New York [Mr. VrREELANpD], so far as it is | to take into account the requisites of currency—safety, ac- 
to the attention of the House, of a single letter, though | ceptability to the people, workability, taking these three to- 
ther iy have been fifty or a hundred; even if there were a | gether, and the fact that no permanent solution in sight, I 
t] , I do not care. | want to say to you, my fellow-Representatives, this is the best 
Mr. FOWLER, Will the gentleman yield? | proposition that has been presented to this House. No element 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I can not yield further, | of danger lurks in it; no predatory wealth can take advantage 
Mr. FOWLER. I want to say that what you said the other | of it; but it can stimulate the healing streams of commerce; 
day, when you stated I was opposed to my bill, was false, and | it can drive away panic; it can bring benefit to all the people. 
have known it. We do not wish to present to the people the spectacle of 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The gentleman from New Jersey | opposing everything and bringing forward a measure only to 
llect that he did say, in the presence of the committee, | flee from it as if it were a pestilence, not showing the courage 
t he was not now in favor of his bill. | either to vote for it or against it. [Laughter and applause on 
Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker—— | the Republican side.] We will not follow the example of the 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I will not enter into further contro- | great party which represents the minority. Marshaled in solid 
versy here as to veracity. | array, they nevertheless contented themselves with answer- 
Mr. FOWLER. There was not a man on the committee—— | ing “present!” Why, who supposed you were not present? 
Mr, BURTON of Ohio. I will not yield to the gentleman | [Laughter.] 
New Jersey. The gentleman from New Jersey, certainly | The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ry his conduet, coincided with that statement, because since the | Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. [Loud 
filing of his bill not one single step has he taken to bring the | and long-continued applause on the Republican side.] 
sure before the House. The gentleman from New Jer- Th question was taken. 
ey Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, for fear the demand might be 
| Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker——~ | regarded as dilatory, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bur-| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
ron} yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow Ler]? The question was taken, and there were—yeas 152, nays 104, 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio, I will not yield further to the gentle- | answered “ present” 15, not voting 117, as follows: 


FOWLER, I will state that that is also untrue. 

BURTON of Ohio. That question may be left to the 
\ip of the House, who thoroughly understand it. There 
' Members of the House who, if they should make the 


n made by the gentleman from New Jersey, would | 


me extreme sensitiveness, but in this particular case it 
in the least disturb me. [Applause.] 
WEEKS. Will the gentleman yield? 
r. BURTON of Ohio. Yes. 

WEEKS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
» d not recollect that I was present in the committee 
en the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow er] made 
ment which the gentleman from Ohio stated in his 
the other day, and which the gentleman from New Jer- 
just denied? [Applause.] 
BURTON of Ohio. I do remember it. Does the gentle- 
‘om New Jersey [Mr. Fowrer] commend his letter that 
read here in the presence of this House? It contains 
ement that, under this bill, $1,500,000,000 of money is- 
y banks is to go out into the country. 
from New Jersey know that statement to be abso- 


es 
; 


Ir 
stat 


d 


tleman 


} 
) 


Does not the | 


ntrne, and if he does not know that it is untrue, does | 


y 


very other Member of this House know that it is an abso- 
statement? 

about $630,000,000 of national-bank notes in cir- 

secured by Government bonds. The utmost 

is $500,000,000, making in all $1,130,000,000. And I 

hatically deny that our monetary system has been the 

ig stock of the world. [Applause on the Republican 


} 


Yr} 
i ij 


REY 


> who spoke of the greenback, in figurative language, 
ed by the Pontius Pilates and despised by the Herods 
hy » . 

ut loved by the people with an ardent fondness, 


Hid prosecute the most terrible of civil wars. 
nal banking system is a good system so far as it 
greenback, or the national-bank note, is received in 





limit in | 


tened once to the speech of an old blind orator fn | 


se notes brought to this country such financial aid | 





YEAS—152. 
Acheson Diekema Hubbard, W. Va. Olmsted 
Alexander, N. Y. Douglas Huff Overstreet 
Allen Draper Humphrey, Wash. Parker, N. J. 
Ames Driscoll James, Addison D. Parsons 
Andrus Dwight Jones, Wash. Payne 
Anthony Ellis, Mo. Keifer Pearre 
Barchfeld Ellis, Oreg. Kennedy, Iowa Perkins 
Barclay Englebright Kennedy, Ohio Pollard 
tates Esch Kinkaid Pray 
Bede Fairchild Knapp Prince 
Bennett, Ky. Fassett Knowland Reynolds 
tjonynge Focht Kiistermann Rodenberg 
toyd Fordney Lafean Scott 
Brownlow Foster, Ind, Landis Slemp 
Brumm Fowler Lang! Smith, Iowa 
Burleigh Bre h Laning Snapp 
Burton, Del. Fuller Lawrence Southwick 
Burton, Ohio Gaines, W. Va. Lindbergh } 
Calderhead Gardner, Mich, Lorimer 
Campbell Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager 
Capron Gilhams Lovering 


Cary Gillett McGavin 





Caulfield Graff McKinley, Ill. 
Chaney Graham McKinney rel 
Chapman Hale McLaughlin, Mich. Volstead 
Cocks, N. Y¥. Hall McMorran Vreeland 
Cole Hamilton, Mich. Madden Wald 
Conner Haskins Madison Wanger 
Cooper, Wis. Haugen Mann Washburn 
Coudrey Hawley Miller Watson 
Crumpacker Hayes Mondell Weeks 
Currier Higgins Moore, Pa, Weems 
Cushman Hill, Conm, Morse Wheeler 
Dalzell Hinshaw Mo ; Wilson, Ill. 
Davidson Holliday Murdock Wood 
Davis, Minn, Howell, Utah. Needham Woodyard 
Dawes Howland Norris Young 
Dawson Hubbard, Iowa Nye The Speaker 
NAYS—104. 
Adair Brantley Cockran Finley 
Adamson Brodhead Coot rex. Fitzzerald 
Aiken Brundidge Cox, Ind Floyd 
Alexander, Mo, Burgess Crawford I ter, Ill. 
Ashbrook Burleson Davenport ( es, Tenn. 
Bartlett, Ney. Burnett De Armon ( ler 
Beall, Tex. Candler Denver Garrett 
Bell, Ga, Carlin Dixon Gillespie 
Booher Carter Ellerbe G . 
Bowers Clark, Mo, Ferris G 
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Gordon 
Granger 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Hac kney 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardy 
llay 

Helm 
Henry, Tex, 
Hill, Miss, 
Houston 
Howard 


Hughes, N. J. 


Ansberry 


jennet, N. Y. 


Butler 
Caldwell 


Bannon 
sartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beale, la. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burke 

Byrd 

‘alder 
Clark, Fla. 
Clayton 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Va. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cousins 
Craig 
Cravens 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Denby 
Dunwell 
Durey 


Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 


Favrot 
Fornes 
Foss 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Keliher 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lamb 

Leake 

Lee 

Lever 

Lloyd 
Mctlenry 
McLain 

Macon 
Maynard 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—15., 


Flood 

Goulden 
Haggott 
Hamilton, Iowa 


Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex, 
Nicholls 
O'Connell 
Page 
Patterson 
Pujo 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La, 
Rauch 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo, 
Russell, Tex. 


Kahn 
Longworth 
Olcott 
Padgett 


NOT VOTING—117 


Foster, Vt. 
Youlkrod 
Fulton 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gill 

Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Greene 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hlarrison 
Heflin 
Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howell, N. J. 
Hiughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphreys, Miss, 


Jackson 

Jenkins 

Jones, Va. 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knopf 

Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo. 


Lassiter 

Law 

Legare 
Lenahan 
Lewis 

Lilley 

Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Loud 

Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McMillan 
Malby 
Marshall 
Moon, Pa, 
Mudd 

Murphy 
Nelson 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Peters 

Porter 

Pou 

Powers 

Pratt 
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Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Small 
Smith, Mo. 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 

Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Williams 


Reeder 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal, 


Reid 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Steenerson 


Stevens, Minn, 


Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C,. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Webb 

Weisse 

Wiley 

Willett 
Wilson, Pa, 
Wolf 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Cook of Pennsylvania with Mr. LAsstrer, 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi. 
Mr. ‘TOWNSEND with Mr. McDermort. 


Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Wess. 


Mr. Situ of Michigan with Mr. WeIsss. 
Mr. Herpsurn with Mr. Winey. 


Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Densy with Mr. Futon. 


Mr. GRoNNA with Mr. CRAVENS. 
Mr. BartHwoupr with Mr, Craia, 
For the session: 


May 15, 


papers in the case of Mrs. E. O. Rorke (H. R. 1722), Fifty-fitty 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 
HOUSE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, House bills with Senate amend. 
ments of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's 
table and referred to their appropriate committees as indicated 
below : 

H. R. 18930. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

H. R. 19737. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 
Same: 

H. R. 17056. An act for the relief of Capt. Charles E. Morton, 
Sixteenth United States Infantry; 

H.R. 13577. An act providing for resurvey of certain pub- 
lic lands in the State of Nebraska; and 

H. R. 16770. An act granting land to Anna Johnson. 

The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

8S. 4809. An act authorizing the construction of bridges across 
navigable waters, and to extend the time for the construction 
of bridges across navigable waters, and to legalize the construe- 
tion of bridges across navigable waters. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to 
their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 6796. An act to refund certain duties inequitably collected 
on anthracite coal by the collector of customs at Baltimore, 
Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 7113. An act making appropriations for repairs and recon- 
struction of buildings destroyed by cyclone at Fort Crook mili- 
tary post—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPRINT. 

Mr. FRENCH obtained unanimous consent for a reprint of 
Senate joint resolution 51, providing for additional lands for 
Idaho under the provisions of the Carey Act, 

RECESS, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
recess until 11.30 a. m. to-morrow. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 148, nays 74, 
answered “ present” 13, not voting 152, as follows: 


Mr. Cousins with Mr, Froop. 

Mr. BrapLey with Mr. GouLpeN, 

Mr. Watson with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RrorgpDAan, 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Smiru of California with Mr. RicHarpson, 

On this vote: 

Mr. Ovcorr (in favor of) with Mr. Harrison (against). 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye.” I find I am paired 
with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrin]. I desire to 
withdraw my vote and ask to be marked “ present.” 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye.” I 
desire to withdraw my vote and be marked “ present,” as I am 
paired with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson]. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following con- 
ferees: Mr. VreeLanp, Mr, Burton of Ohio, Mr. Weexs, Mr. 
Lewis, and Mr. Pugo. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the Chair has just announced 
certain conferees, among whom were two Democrats, one of 
whom, Mr. Lewis, is not here, and I-am informed can not be 
here. I request the Speaker, therefore, to appoint another Dem- 
ocrat in his stead. 

The SPEAKER. The conferees committee consists of five. 
The Chair will let the conferees stand, for the present at least. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. GOULDEN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 


Acheson 
Adair 
Alexander, N. Y, 
Allen 

Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 

Sede 
Bennett, Ky, 
Bonynge 
Boyd 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 


nary 

Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman “try 
Cocks, N.Y. ™“ 
Cole 

Conner 

Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 


YEAS—148. 


Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Draper 
Dwight 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 
yardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J, 
Gilhams 
Glass 
Graff 


all 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Higgins 


Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
— 

napp 
Knowland 
Lafean 
Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Lorimer 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McKinley, Il. 
McKinney 


Needham 
Norris 

Nye 

Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pray 
Rainey 
Reynold < 
Rodenberg 
Slemp 
Smith, lowa 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawne) 
Thistlew vl 
Tirrell 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 


McLaughlin, Mich. Washbura 


McMorran 
Madden 
Miller 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 


Watson 
Weems 
Wheeler Se 
Wilson, 
Wood 
Woodys rd 
Young 
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NAYS—74. CONFEREES ON CURRENCY BILL. 
, n Dixon Ha Moore, Tex, The SPEAKER. Pending the announcement of the vote, if 
‘4 Ellerbe —, Tex — there be no objection, the Chair will state that he is informed 
rT Fialey Hill. Miss. ” Pujo that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Lewis] will not return 
ex. Fitzgerald Housten J a Tex. during the session. The Chair therefore appoints the gentleman 
a m oh Teas. : i from Virginia [Mr. Grass] one of the conferres on the currency 
: Gaines, Tenn. James, OllieM. Rothermel bill in the place of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Lewis}. 
r ' Garner Johnson, Ky. Russell, Mo. a 
. d Garrett Johnson, 8. C. Russell, Tex. ad RECESS. 
Gillespie ener Shoriey The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
. Gordaa Kitchin, Claude Spight Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) _the House 
( Granger Lee Tou Velle took a recess until Saturday, May 16, 1908, at 11.30 o’clock a. m. 
at ve Mectiens Waliace —— 
4 canes Macon Williams EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
ca ee ee ae munientions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—13. a delice a 
eee — poe ee A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a 
C ( Kahn Sheppard letter from the Chief of Engineers, submitting an estimate of 
De A d Longworth Small appropriation for payment of certain expenses of advertising 
NOT VOTING—152. in connection with examination as to a bridge across the Dela- 
\ Gardner, Mass. Lever Rhinock ware River near Trenton, N. J. (H. R. Doc. 941)—to the Com- 
Baanon a are ae aga mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 
Reale, Pa. Goebel Lindsay Roberts A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
Bingham Goldfogle Hepeeee oe a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
Gaon = Sieaders survey of East Boothbay Harbor, Maine (H. R. Doc. 944)—to 
Gronna Lowden Scott the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
Hamill ree Shackleford with illustrations, 
—— per tong lowa MoDermett Shereced A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
| r Hardwick McGavin Sims a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of South 
1 en Mekininy, Cal. ele Cal. Fork of Forked River, Tennessee (H. R. Doc. 945) -to the Com- 
Heflin McLachlan, Cal, Smith; Mich. mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
Clark, Fla. Henry, Conn. McLain Smith, Mo. illustrations. 
ake re omen oe A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
Cook. P Hobson Malby Sperry papers in the claim of the Charleston, 8S. C., Light and Water 
Cooper, Pa. Howard Marshall Stafford Company (H, R. Doc. 943)—to the Committee on Claims and 
( ’ ‘Tex, Howell, N. J. Mondell Stanley ordered to be printed. 
( ns Hughes, W. Va. Moon, Pa, Steenerson : 
Craig Hull, lowa Mudd Stephens, Tex. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
Cravens a Miss. armey eenvens, Minn. copy of a letter from the Treasurer of the United States sub- 
ee Ll Senta ti iets Talbott mitting an estimate of appropriation for compensation of certain 
Denb. Kipp . _ Padgett. Taylor, Ala. employees of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing (H. R. Doc. 
Drise a. Wm. W. ern Dak, aries, Cole. 942)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
Durey Kilistermann Pearre Thomas, Ohio printed. 
Edw rd 3, Ga. Loman, a —— Seat ——— 
dwards r af ar, 5 > rte 2 
Favret Lamb : Pou Weeks REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
oo — — Wie RESOLUTIONS. 
Foss Leake Prince Willett Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
Fultot . reeare — La. wae Pa. erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
; "ek referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 
So the motion was agreed to. Mr. DENBY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
7 The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21922) to 
Until further notice: amend an act approved June 30, 1906, entitled “An act creating 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Sirs, a United States court for China and prescribing the jurisdic- 
On this vote: tion thereof,” reported the same without amendment, accom- 
Mr. Weeks with Mr. Smrru of Missouri. panied by a report (No. 1662), which said bill and report were 
Mr. TowNSEND with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. Suxzer. the Union. 
Mr. SreeNerRson with Mr. SHERWoop. Mr. LINDBERGH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
Mr. Srarrorp with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. which was referred the resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 152) 
Mr. Srerry with Mr. SAUNDERS. concerning the Navajo Indian Reservation in New Mexico, re- 
Mr. Smira of Michigan with Mr. RYAN, ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. STANLEY. {No. 1663), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Mr. Porter with Mr. Rucker. Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. Pearre with Mr. RaNspers of Louisiana. Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the 
Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Pov. District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the 
Mr. McLacHLan of California with Mr, Patrerson. Senate (S. 2295) to extend the time within which the Washing- 
Mr. McGavin with Mr. NICHOLLS. ton and Western Maryland Railroad Company shall be required 
Mr. McGurre with Mr. LEVER. to complete the road of said company under the provisions of 
Mr. McCatn with Mr. LAMR. an act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, as amended by an 
Mr. KUsTeERMANN with Mr. McLAIN. act of Congress approved June 28, 1906, reported the same with 
Mr. Gorret with Mr. Jones of Virginia. amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1664), which said 
Mr. McMinnan with Mr. Howarp. bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. Gitterr with Mr. Hirencock. Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Mr. Foutkrop with Mr, Harpy. lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4814) 
Mr. Davey of Louisiana with Mr. Hamiron of Iowa. to amend section 491n of the Code of Law for the District of 
Mr. Howern of New Jersey with Mr. HAmMIxt, Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
Mr. DuNwent with Mr. Favror. by a report (No. 1665), which said bill and report were referred 
= _niaCOLL with Mr. Cooper of Texas, to the House Calendar. : Pe: ' 
Mr See with Mr. CocKRAN, Mr. KAHN from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
- C —_ of Minnesota with Mr. CaRTER. to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 6358) to 
oe wey $ Pennsylvania with Mr, CARLIN, amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate the Masonic Mu- 
Mr of Pennsylvania with Mr, BRuNDIDGE. tual Relief Association of the District of Columbia,” reported 





'. BURKE with Mr. ASHBROOK, the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
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1666), which said bill and report were referred to the House | 
Calendar. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- | 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 21899) providing for the appointment of an 
Inland Waterways Commission with the view to the improvement | 
and development of the inland waterways of the United States, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1668), which said bill and report were referred to the | 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | 
21844) granting to certain employees of the United States the 
right to receive from it compensation for injuries sustained in 
the course of their employment, reported the same with amend- | 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1669) which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on | 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | 
18792) to further protect the public health, and imposing addi- 
tional duties upon the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Sery- 
ice, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- | 
port (No. 1670), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Militia, to which was | 
referred House bill 7545, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. | 
21926) for the organization of the militia in the District of | 
Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied | 
by a report (No. 1671), which said bill and report were re- | 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 21815) to amend the laws relating to navigation, and 
for other purposes, reported the same with amendments, accom- | 
panied by a report (No. 1672), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
20204) for the relief of Clara A. Carter, widow of Martin J. 
Carter, late consul of the United States to Yarmouth, Nova | 
Scotia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by | 





REPORTS OF AND | 


a report (No. 1667), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 21919) to establish a 
fish-cultural station in the western section of the State of Iowa 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 21920) transferring swamp 
lands to the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 
21921) to authorize the publication of a dictionary of the 
minerals and ores of the United States—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. DENBY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 21922) to amend an act approved June 30, 1906, | 
entitled “ An act creating a United States court for China, and 
prescribing the jurisdiction thereof ”—to the Union Calendar. 

Ry Mr. MANN: A bill (H. BR. 21923) relating to the trans- 
portation of habit-forming and poisonous drugs in interstate 
and foreign commerce, and for other purposes—to the Com- | 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 21924) for a survey of | 
South Bay, in Boston Harbor, Boston, Mass.—to the Committee | 
en Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. FORNES (by request): A bill (H. R. 21925) for 
improving national roadways and waterways—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Militia: A bill (H. R. 
9192 for the organization of the militia in the District of 
Cu vubia—-to the House Calendar. 

ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 21927) to reimburse ecer- 


oy 
79) 





Mr. 
tain Departments of the Government for expenses incurred in- 
cident to the recent fire In Chelsea, Mass., and for other pur- 
-peses—to the Committee on Appropriations, 


Ly 
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| entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankr 


| amended by an act approved February 5, 1903—to the Commit- 


| heirs or estate of Edward Théofile Broussard, deceased—to 1 
| Committee on War Claims. 


| granting an inerease of pension to Samuel D. 


an increase of pension to Moses McGinnis—to the Com! 


| crease of pension to Reuben C, Moulton 


~~ 


d, 


May 1 


By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (Hi. R. 21928) to provide for site ang 


| public building at Lewistown, Pa.—to the Committee on Public 


suildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 21929) to amend an act 


j tcy 


throughout the United States,’ appreved July 1, 189s, 


as 


tee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND- RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: Pp 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 21930) granting a pension to 
Lewis Bockoven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21981) 
granting an increase of pension to Martin V. Helton—to th 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 21982) for the relief of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21933) for the relief of Leonidas P. He- 
bert, administrator of estate of Hebert & Landry, of Louisiana— 


| to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 21934) to eorrect the mill- 
tary record of Henry J: Baker—to the Committee on Mi 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 21935) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Addie J. Curran—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 21936) granting an increase 
pension to Henry P. Heald—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 21987) for the reli 


tary 


¢ 
of 


f of 


| Jake T. Patriek—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21938) granting a pension to 
Jent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill 


Thomas 
(H. R. 21939) 
Hallock, alié 
Drake Haltoeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 2190) 
granting an inerease of pension to Frank Ringler—to tle Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O°CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 21941) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James O’Sullivan—te the Committee on In- 


is 


| valid Pensions. 


By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21942) grani 


ittee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Aliso a bill (H. R. 21948) granting an increase of pension to 
Acan Misplay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 21944) granting an in- 
to the Committee ou 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Towa: A bfll (H. R. 21945) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to P. B. West—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions | 


papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follo - 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of Grand Master P. I. Mor 


rissey, for the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, pray 


the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg-Hemenway-Graii sal 
ash-pan bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and | 
Commerce. 

sy Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for ™ 


| of Stephen Pittman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Julius Pickett— 
the Committee on War Claims. = 
Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John B. De Dor 
to the Committee on War Claims. d 
By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of Jones Company, ©! * 
Miss., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and fo: 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bi 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BROUSSARD: Paper to accompany bill for 
estate of Edward Theofile Broussard—to the Com! 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: Paper to accompany Dill for | 
George H. Crosman—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, petition of William A.’ Gray and other citizens © ay 
lyn, N. ¥., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law \“ ™ 
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ployers’ liability act, at for 





_ for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, 


. eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


‘ir 


| Mr. 


CALDWELL: Petition of citizens of Taylorville, I1., 
mption of labor unions from the operations of the Sher- 
titrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, 
employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to 
mittee «n the Judiciary. 


COOK of 


Pennsylvania: Petition 


of Journeymen 


R vers of Philadelphia, for the exemption of labor unions 
e operation of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 
! regulating iujunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and 


By Mr. 


posel hy 


Brat 

lowa, 

for the 
By 


ry 


eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of members of the 
> and Labor Council of Racine, Wis., for amendment pro- 
American Federation of Labor conference to the Sher- 
titrust law, and for the Pearre bill, the employers’ liability 


b | the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the 


By Mr. COUSINS: Petitions of citizens of Bainbridge, Ga.; 
ileboero, Vt.; Laurens, Iowa; New York, N. Y¥.; Emerson, 
and East St. Louis, IIL, favoring resolution of sympathy 


people of Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. DARRAGH: Memorial of International Longshore- 


men’s Association of Ford River, Mich., for the amendment to 
the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill” (H. R. 


“I5S4) 


. for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ liability 


bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petitions of Mrs. W. P. Andrews and 19 other residents 
of St. Louis, Gratiot County, Mich., and Sadie Messenger and 


4) other 


By 


residents of Alma, Gratiot County, Mich., favoring 
adoption of concurrent resolution 28—to the Committee on For- 


on Affairs, 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota : 


Petition of Trades League of 


Philadelphia, favoring the Fowler credit currency bill—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 


By 


Mr. 


DAWSON: Petition of Outlook Club, of Maquoketa, 


lowa, in favor of H. R. 18445, to investigate and develop meth- 
ods of treatment for tuberculosis—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petitions of citizens of Hollister, Ohio, in 


mass meeting, and Local No. 338, Journeymen Barbers’ Inter- 


national Union of America, of Chillicothe, Ohio, for legislation 


to amend the Sherman antitrust law, to regulate and limit the 
issuance of injunctions, to establish employers’ liability, and to 
extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of Troy, N. Y., for ex- 
emption of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman 


antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the 
employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petitions of Boot and Shoe Workers of 
Syracuse, N. Y.; Clothing Cutters and Trimmers’ Local Union 


128, United Garment Workers of America, and cigar makers, 


citizens, and organized labor of Syracuse, N. Y., for exemption | 
of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust 
for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the em- 
ployers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
inittee on the Judiciary. 

FOCHT: Petition of General Kane Post, 
nd Army of ‘the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, for | 
mendment of the MeCumber pension act so as to have maxi- 
e of $20 apply at age of 65 instead of 75 years, as at | 


law, 
By 
Gra 


mum 


present 


_By Mr. FORNES: Petition of United Harbor, American Asso- 
1 of Masters, Mates, and Pilots, for Senate joint resolution | 
itive to carrying Government supplies in American bot- 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Robert E. Jackson, for legislation to prevent 
President or Cabinet officers from taking active part in behalf of 
ndidate for the nomination for President by any political 


CiIATOI 
4) re 


tom 
‘ ms 


AY Ci 
party 
Also 


ropr 
prop 


Ways, 
ploye } 

Als 
Against 
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Also 


Inittee or 


rr 
Lal 


Also, 


‘ sity, , 


of labor 
law, for 


Mr. 


t 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


petition of national convention of unemployed, for ap- | 
m of $150,000,000 for deepening and improving water- 
| other public works, for the maintenance of the unem- 


» the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


the so-called 


“320-acre dry-land farming bill” 


‘o the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


petition of Merchants’ Marine League of the United 
States, of Cleveland, Ohio, for the ocean mail bill—to the Com- 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
petitions of Max Shubert and others, of Long Island 
i R. D. Doehlert, jr., of Rutherford, N. J., for exemption 
tnions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust 
the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the em- 


No. 292, 


, petition of National Irrigation Association of Chicago, 
(S. 
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the eight-hour law—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petitions of Building Trades Employers’ Association, 
John Williams (Incorporated), Hess Brothers, and Edgar P. 
Reynolds, against all anti-injunction legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of State of New 
York, relating to contingent expenses of the war of 1512—to 


the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Wilmer Atkinson, favoring the establishment 
of postal savings banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Merchants’ Marine League of 
the United States, favoring the ocean mail subsidy—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, for sur- 
vey of a canal between Toledo, Ohio, and Chicago, Ill., and 
for the deepening of the Miami and Erie Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of Dr. A. M. Harrison, of Rockford, Tl., for 
Senate bill 4432, for the betterment of the Dental Corps in 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Chicago, Ill., for the passage of 
the Wilson bill to amend the Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre 
Lill, the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mothers’ Study Club, of Rockford, for legis- 
lation along line of conversation of natural resources of the 
country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petitions of citizens of 
South Haven, Mich.; Casco Pomological Society ; Civic Improve- 
| ment League, and Scott Club, of South Haven, for legislation to 
secure conservation of natural resources—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES. Petitions of citizens of San Mateo, num- 
bering 217, and organized labor of San Francisco, Cal., for the 
amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wil- 
son bill” (H. R. 20584), and for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), 
the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of civic section of the History Club of Los 
Gatos, Cal., for legislation to conserve the natural resources 
of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of citizens of Terre Haute, for 
amendment ‘proposed by American Federation of Labor confer- 
ence to the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill, the 
employers’ liability bill, and the extension of the national 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. HOWELL: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
Catherena E. Dohm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., favoring H. R. 17979 (Esch bill), requiring common 
sarriers to make full reports of all accidents to the Interstate 


of 


Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
| Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Petition of Women’s Home Mis- 


sionary Society of the Capitol Park Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Des Moines, Iowa, for an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of Carpenters’ Union, Local No. 
1883, of Laredo, Tex., favoring eight-hour law, employers’ lia- 
bility bill, anti-injunction bill, and amendment to Sherman anti- 
trust law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of E. D. Stodder, of Atlantic 
| City, N. J., for legislation to conserve natural resources of the 
country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Robert E. Jackson and others, for legislation 
to prevent President or Cabinet officers from taking active part 
| in behalf of any candidate for the nomination of President by 
any political party—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George W. De Long Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, No. 45, Department of California and Nevada, fa- 
voring H. R. 220, to prevent desecration of the flag—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 





Also, petitions of Clement Capazzi, Joseph Capazzi, and 
Nicholas Capazzi; National Lodge, No. 556, International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists; Frank A, White, Alex. E. Squire, H. 


Jaussen, John Dasker, Silas M. White, William H. Murphy, 
A. Graham, Charles H. Forello, Frank L. Webb, James B. 
McGarvey, William C. Schwarz, William L. Walsh, A. W. 


Frances, William Hennig, Anthony Dietz, George Riple, George 
S. Bartram, George J. Zwicker, J. L. Nisbet, Charles Obert, 
Charles J. Carroll, John T. Keane, A. J. Spelker, P. J. McCarthy, 
H. H. Tadmon, Henry Krogman, William B. Cleary, George 
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1, W. B. Driscoll, W. E. 
\llione, and Frank O. Eaten, of Bronx, N. Y.; Edward 
er, of Wakefield, N. Y., and Robert McKechnie, George 
Coode, Anthony Lindenmyer, B. W. Lyman, Edward Schlueter, 
hkatward J. Casey, Morton B. Connelly, Emil Schoemmel, A. B. 
Burt, John J. Farrell, E. McCormick, and Charles Weiss, of 
New York City, for exemption of labor unions from the oper- 
ations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulat- 
ing injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petitions of citizens of Holyoke, Mass., 
a Le | Union No. 155, International Brotherhood of Sta- 
tionary lk iremen, of Lee, Mass., for amendment to Sherman anti- 
trust law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of Brotherhood of Railway 
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Robinson, Edward-S. Kellogg, | 


Trainmen, for the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill and the Hem- | 
enway-Graff safety ash-pan bill—to the Committee. on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of Anton Funk, John M. 
Taylor, and August Spengler, of Brainerd, Minn., for legislation 
to prevent President or Cabinet officers from taking active part 
in behalf of any candidate for the nomination for President by 
any political party—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of United Harbor, No. 1, Ameri- 
can Association of Masters, Mates, and Pilots of New York, fa 
voring Senate joint resolution 40, for carrying Government sup- 
plies in American bottoms—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, petition of Stephen E. A. Weinberg, on behalf of many 
persons, to secure the flag that was on Lawrence's ship in 1812— 
to the Committee on Naval. Affairs. 

Also, petition of Young Folks’ Hebrew Association, favoring 
the Littlefield original-package bill and kindred legislation—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ty Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of citizens of Wash- 
ington and Oregon, for exemption of labor unions from the op- 
erations of the Sherman antitrust law, for ‘the Pearre bill regu- 
lating injunctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of various labor organizations of Washington, 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, Wilson bill (H. R. 
20584), the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and | 


the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McHENRY: Petitions of Granges Nos. 570, 194, 990, 
1201, 1242, 1161, 899, 705, 131, and 1340, all of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring H. R. 12682, for financial legislation to se- 
cure depositors against bank failures (McHenry bill)—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petitions of East Benton Grange and Granges Nos. 516, 
1555, 1285, 1223, 1087, 1236, 1218, 1225, and 1042, all of the State 


MAy 16. 


Also, petition of Charles Hall Davis, favoring H. R. 21262— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of George S. Knapp and others, 
for a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of Oshkosh Chamber of Com- 
merce, for legislation along the line of conservation of the naty- 
ral resources of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of D. J. Swaner, of Trenton, N. J., 
for legislation to modify the Sherman antitrust law, to establish 
employers’ liability, to regulate the issuance of injunctions, and 
to extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Asa Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 


SENATE. 
Satrurpay, May 16, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. BRANDE&GEE and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


FOREST-SERVICE EMPLOYEES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of Agriculture transmitting, in re- 


| sponse to a resolution of the 24th ultimo, a statement of the at- 


of Pennsylvania favoring H. R. 12682, to safeguard people's | 
savings against- bank failures—to the Committee on Banking | 


and Currency. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Rachel Ringler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of citizens of Bangor, Me., for 
the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as the 
“ Wilson bill” (CH. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), 
the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

ty Mr. PRAY: Petitions of Trades and Labor Assembly of 
Helena, Mont.; E. R. Torrey and other citizens of Butte, Mont., 


tendance of members of the Forest Service at meetings and 

conventions during the year 1907, which, with the accompany- 

ing paper, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
SROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 
21871) to amend the national banking laws, agrees to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. VREELAND, Mr. 
Burton of Ohio, Mr. Wrrexs, Mr. Grass, and Mr, Puso man- 


| agers at the conference on the part of the House. 


The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 20120) to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad siding to the United States 
navy-yard, and for other purposes, asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania, Mr. Foster of [ndi- 
ana, and Mr. Murrry of Wisconsin managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17506) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection of the revenues,” approved June 10, 150, 25 
amended by the act entitled “An act to provide revenues for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States,” approved July 24, 1897, asks a conference with the 


| Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereo! and 


and Union No. 744, Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of | 


America, of Red Lodge, Mont., for the exemption of labor 
unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for 


ity act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 

By Mr.*RAINEY: Petition of Western Society of Engineers, 
for legislation conserving natural resources of the country—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Aliso, petition of Retail Merchants’ Association of Illinois, 


against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 


and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of BE. D. Stodder, of Atlantic City, 
for legislation to conserve the natural resources of the coun- 
try—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Robert E. Jackson and others, for legislation 
to prevent the President or Cabinet officers from taking active 
part in behalf of any candidate for the nomination for Presi- 
dent by any political party—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Alse, petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring the 
Fowler credit currency bill—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


had appointed Mr, Payne, Mr. Darzert, and Mr. Unprrwoon 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disacr 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21260) max 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Go’ 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for 
purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the disagr 


. : ik ; y ee 4 S : r ses reon, had appointed 
the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liabil- | votes of the two Houses thereon, and mi 


Tawney, Mr. Smirn of Iowa, and Mr. FirzGeraLp man: 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agr 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills, e2 
an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence 
Senate: 

H. R. 1062. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘ 
C. Weaver; and 

H. R. 1991. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Murphy. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of th 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint res 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

H. R.5297. An act to complete the naval record 0! 
Shaughnessy ; A aie 

H. R. 11560. An act relating to unpaid Hawaiian Posta! -* 
ings Bank deposits; 











rm. 17005. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
e patents in fee to the Board of Missions of the Prot- 
Episcopal Chureh for certain lands in the State of Idaho; 


Res. 178. Joint resolution for appointment of members 
rd of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
er Soldiers, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

ICE-PRESIDENT presented sundry petitions of citizens 
of Seattle, Wash., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to 

reanizations, which were referred to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 

PLATT presented the memorial of J. W. Wuppermann, 
of New York City, N. ¥., remonstrating against the enactment 
slation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicat- 
juors in the District of Columbia, which was ordered to 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Collar and Shirt Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Troy, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 
ant st law” relating to labor organizations, which was re 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Brick Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Corning, N. Y., and a memorial of the 
Horseheads Brick Company, of Horseheads, N. Y., remonstrat- 
ing against an appropriation being made for the development 
of the use of concrete as a building material, which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, 
N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s Associa- 
tion of Auburn, N. Y., praying for the ratification of a reciprocal 
trade treaty between the United States and France, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Loeal Lodge No. 99, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Rochester, N. Y., and peti- 
tion of the International Convention, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation requiring railroad companies to equip their locomo- 
tives with automatic self-dumping and self-cleaning ash pans, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. OWEN presented a concurrent resolution of the legisla- 
ture of Oklahoma, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 13. 


ing 
lie oF 


» 


Wher as the growth and spread of consumption or tuberculosis— 
commonly known as the “ white plague "’—in some parts of the United 
~— s becoming prevailingly prevalent; and 


eas it is now generally accepted as a fact that this dread disease 
communicated from one person to another, by the healthy person 
ailing the diseased breath of the consumptive and also by inhaling 
ed expectorations carried by the wind; and 
Whereas separation of the consumptively afflicted from the well and 
healthy is one of the best ways and means of preventing the spread of 
the disease, and to benefit the ailing: Therefore be it 

Kesolved by the senate and house of representatives of the legislative 
assembly of the State of Oklahoma, That the Government of the United 
States be requested, and the United States is hereby requested, to take 
ea ‘ction looking toward the procurement by purchase or cession 
re he State of Texas, in the arid regions thereof, or Territory of 
Arizo . tract of land at least 18 miles square, to be used for a con- 
Umptives’ home and sanitarium; that the United States is hereby re- 
quested to reclaim said tract of land by wells or otherwise, so as to 
make the same productive, thereby affording the unfortunate an oppor- 
pe y tor profitable outdoor employment in the way of gardening, rais- 
‘ig poultry, and engaging in other light enterprises to assist them in 
( “ompetency and as an aid to mind employment at the same 


can i 
in} 


ly 
al 





tim 
wae the United States be requested to cut said reserve into small 
naaeal ‘nd to improve the same, and to place the same in a cheerful, 
— ndition, as far as possible, in order that the unfortunate 
bertth rea relief that is awaiting him in the dry, recuperating, 
=v ng atmosphere of the dry regions abeve named. 
noon a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the President of the 
uited States, to the President of the United States Senate, and to the 
eaker of the House of Representatives. 

Wma. H. Murray, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Gro. W. BELLAMY, 
M me President of the Senate. 
‘ir. OWEN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ardmore 


and Shawnee, and of Local Union No. 302, International Hod 


eee ‘nd Brick Layers’ Union of America, of Tulsa, all in 

a = = * Of Oklahoma, praying for the adoption of certain 

rey b ments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law ” relating 

the Jr ,, eanizations, which were referred to the Committee on 
eudiciary, 

seen CLARK of Wyoming presented petitions of sundry citi- 


Hanna, Rock Springs, and Evanston, in the State of 


} 
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Wyoming, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi 
zations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Washington County, Miss., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion for the relief of Henry L. Blake and others, which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Owensboro, Ky., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law,” relating to 
labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of Local Union No. 
3, Bricklayers and Masons’ Union of America, of Ogden, Utah, 
and a petition of Local Union No. 184, United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Salt Lake City, Utah, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
“ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Anson 
and Madison, in the State of Maine, praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” 
relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PILES presented petitions of Journeymen Plumbers’ 
Union No. 32, of Seattle; of Local Union No. 300, Brotherhood 
of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers of America, of Se- 
attle; of Local Union No. 2610, United Mine Workers of 
Ameriea, of Ravensdale; of Pattern Makers’ Union, of Tacoma, 
and of Local Union No. 71, Journeymen Tailors’ Union of 
America, of Seattle, all in the State of Washington, praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called ‘‘ Sherman 
antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented petitions of the Ameri- 
can League of Independent Workmen, of Tacoma, Wash., and 
of sundry citizens of Bellingham and Seattle, Wash., praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sher- 
man antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. ANKENY) presented a memorial of the Vul- 
ean Iron Works, of Seattle, Wash., remonstrating against the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 
antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Local Union No. 86, 
International Typographical Union, of Reading, Pa., praying 
for the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, and the 
materials used in the manufacture thereof, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades Assembly of 
Washington, Pa., praying that at least one of the new battle 
ships be constructed at a Government navy-yard, which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of Ingham Post, No. 91, De- 
partment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Canton, Pa., remonstrating against placing a statue of Gen. 
Robert E. Lee, late of the Southern Confederacy, in Statuary 
Hall, in the National Capitol, Washington, D. C., which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Madison, 
Me., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented the memorial of J. D. Spreckels & 
Bros. Company of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation amending the laws relating to trans- 
portation between ports of the Territory of Hawaii and other 
ports of the United States, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. RICHARDSON presented a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Milton, Del., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens and 
labor organizations of Granite City, Chicago, Peoria, Centralia, 
and Edwardsville, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 
antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Afri- 
can Methodist Episcopal Church, of Normal, Ill, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to limit the effect of the regula- 
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tions of commerce between the several States and with foreign 


countries in certain cases, which was referred to the Committee | 


ou the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Granite 
City, DL, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to extend the right of naturalization, which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Civic Improvement Asso- 
ciation of Upper Alton, Ill, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the conservation of the natural resources of 
the country, which was referred to the Committee on Forest 
teservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 


Thornton and Woodstock, in the State of New Hampshire, pray- | 


ing for the passage of the so-called “rural parcels-post bill,” 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rochester, 


N. H., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to-the | 


so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of J. E. 


suppression of usury in the District of Columbia, which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


He also presented a memorial of the Surety Loan Company, | 


the Reliance Loan and Trust Company, and the Metropolitan 
Loan and Trust Company, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to amend the Code of Law 


for the District of Columbia with regard to the receipit of usuri- | 
ous interest, which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. ; 
Mr. DEPEW presented memorials of sundry citizens and 

business firms of New York City, Brooklyn, Rochester, Syracuse, 
suffalo, Watertown, Binghamton, Ogdensburg, Utica, Lockport, 


Troy, and Oneonta, all in the State of New York, remonstrating | 
the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called | 
relating to labor organizations, which | o , , 
| erection thereon of a public building at Defiance, in the State 
| of Ohio. 


against 
“ Sherman antitrust law’ 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He aiso presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or- 
ganizations of Yonkers, Albion, Elmira, Brooklyn, 


York, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 

so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” 

tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hrypurwn on the 7th 
instant, proposing to appropriate $1,500 to pay C, E, Alden for 
services rendered and assistance employed in preparing an 
index to the compilation of rules and regulations governing the 
various Executive Departments, etc., intended to be proposed 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed, which was agreed to. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from 


them severally 
thereon : 

\ bill (S. 6495) to provide for the incorporation of banks 
within the District of Columbia (Report No. 664); and 

A bill (S. 6413) to limit the period for refunding taxes and 
assessments erroneously paid (Report No. 665). 


without amendment and submitted reports 


Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom | 
to amend section 18 of an act, | 
approved April 26, 1906, entitled “An act to provide for the final | 
disposition of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the | 
reported adversely | 


was referred the bill (S, 4482) 


Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
thereon and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Select Committee on the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes, reported an amendment providing for the trans- 
mission by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of 
the Interior to the Public Printer either the original or a true 
and correct copy of the original of each and every roll of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians now in the possession and cus- 
tody of either of these Departments, eic., intended to be pro- 
posed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, and moved 


that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, which was agreed to. 


INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 
Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, reported the 


following resolution, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to: 


Kesolved, That the Committee on Finance are authorized, in connec- 
tion with investigations heretofore ordered by the Senate, with the 
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Irvine, of Washington, | 
I). C., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the | 





Hadley, | 
Utica, Albany, Syracuse, Salamanca, all in the State of New | 


relating to labor organiza- | - 
| for the relief of James W. 


| office at Kittanning, 


the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported | 





view of promptly securing the information necessary for an intel|izent 
revision of the customs laws of the United States, to call to th« 
sistance experts in the Executive Departments of the Government: anq 
to employ such other assistants as they shall require; and they are 
especially directed to report what further legislation is necessary ¢, 
secure equitable treatment for the agricultural and other products 
of the United States in foreign countries; and they shall also, the 
consideration of changes of rates, secure proof of the relative cost of 
production in this and in principal competing foreign countries of the 
various articles affected by the tariff upon which changes in rates 
of duty are desirable. 


as 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (8S. 7128) to give the 


| Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and determine claims for 


the payment of medical expenses of sick officers and ep- 
listed men of the Army while absent from duty with leave or on 
furlough, which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on the Judicidry. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 7129) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Thomas F. Norton, dece:sed, 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Mr. OWEN introduced the following bills, which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 7130) granting a pension to George Bond; and 

A bill (S. 7131) granting a pension to Thomas Miles. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM introduced a bill (S. 7132) granting a 
pension to John G. Schempp, which was read twice by its title 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland introduced a bill (S. 7133) for the 
relief of the estate of George Lloyd Raley, which was read twice 


1: 
1: 


| by its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. DICK introduced the following bills, which were several}, 
read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 7134) providing for the erection of a public building 
at Norwalk, Ohio; and 

A bill (8S. 7135) providing for the purchase of a site and the 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 7136) for the relief of the 
estate of Phereby R. Sheppard, deceased, which was read tw 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CURTIS (for Mr. McCumeer) introduced a bill (S. 7137) 
srown and others, which was read 
twice by its title and, with the accompanying papers, referred 


| to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. GARY introduced a bill (S. 7138) for the relief of Win- 
yah Lodge, No. 40, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of South 
Carolina, which was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7139) for the pu 
of a site for a Federal building for the United Stat 
’a., Which was read twice by its ti 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grou 

Mr. ALLISON introduced the following bills, which w: 
erally read twice by their titles and referred to the Co! 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7140) granting an increase of pension to \\ 


| N. Watson; 


A bill 
M. Ryan; 
A bill (S. 7142) granting a pension to Harriet B. Duncan: 

A bill (S. 7148) granting an increase of pension to Cliurles 
Moritz; and 

A bill (8. 7144) granting an increase of pension to \\ i!/iam 
A. York. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 7145) grantin:, 
crease of pension to John Smith, which was read twi 
title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced the following bills, whic! 
were severally read twice by their titles and referred 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (8S. 7146) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Barron: 

A bill (S. 7147) for the relief of Leonidas P. Hebai 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 7148) for the 
the estate of Calvin Tilley, which was read twice b) 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 7149) granting © | 
to Nannie M. Lowe, which was read twice by its title 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BIL! 

Mr. CURTIS submitted an amendment proposing to 
priate $1,000 to pay N. M. Wakefield for services re! 
preparing a tracer of legislation and notifying the mu 
the Senate of the movements of the Senate bills, int 


(S. 7141) granting an increase of pension to Jolin 


ippre 
red it 
nome of 


ded to 














posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ed to be printed. 
HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
¢150 to pay John K. White for extra services rendered 
- and stenographer to the Capitol police board, intended 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
ich was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
lered to be printed. 
SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
$300 to pay Charles M. Morris for extra clerical service 
ting and compiling the testimony taken before the Joint 


Co ttee on Patents, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to general deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred 
+> the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


\MENDMENTS TO OMNIBUS PUBLIC-BUILDINGS BILL. 

\lr. NIXON submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which were 
ref | to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

d ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BACON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and | 


ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PAYNTER submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. OWEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. CURTIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was referred 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered 
to be printed. 
Mi 


posed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr OF ERMAN (for Mr. Taytor) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the omnibus public-buildings bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

\ir. BULKELEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
und ordered to be printed. 
. Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was 
trerred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
(| to be printed, 


1 ml 


“al ore 





Mr. DICK e« : 
= wi K submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
J) Him to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which were 
abet the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
Mr ered to he printed. 
] \ wf . . 
aia aad /N submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
aa Y ‘im to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which was 
ahah nate oe the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
” My red to be printed. 
r. DEPEW « ' 
aliaee “EW submitted three amendments intended to be pro- 
vefeon i) to the omnibus public-buildings bill, which were 
Olen: . ve Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
es be printed. 
o _NTTHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—FRANCES BIGLOW. 
mc melon of Mr. Arison, it was 
the pa; iat there may be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
granti: ‘he case of 8. 3118, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, 


Feport the: pension to Francis Biglow, there having been no adverse 


a, 


PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | 
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directed to cause to be prepared and to transmit to the Senate a 
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DISBURSEMENT OF INDIAN FUNDS. 


Mr. OWEN submitted the following resolution, which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ad 
tailed statement showing all revenues of every kind and character 
collected and all funds from all sources received and credited to each 


of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole tribes since 


June 28, 1898, and the disbursements made from the funds of said 
tribes, severally, with the authority therefor since said date. 
EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 
Mr. FLINT submitted the following resolution, which was 


referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Irrigation be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as 
may be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on bills or 


other matters pending before said committee, and that such 
rapher be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


CHARLES C. WEAVER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1062) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles C. Weaver, which, on motion of Mr. Smoov, was 
with the bill referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


stenog 


JERRY 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 

ment of the House of Representatives to the amendments of 

the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1991) granting an increase of 

pension to Jerry Murphy, which, on motion of Mr. Smoor, was 
with the bill referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


MUBPHY.,. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21260) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 


; ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, and requesting a 


conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the insist upon 
amendments, agree to the conference asked for by the House 
of Representatives, and that the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. ALiison, Mr. Hare, and 
Mr. TELLER were appointed as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 


Senate its 


RAILROAD SIDING AT WASHINGTON NAVY-YARD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. 20120) to authorize the con- 


> 
at 


| struction of a railroad siding to the United States navy-yard, 


| revenues,” 





and for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment, agree to the conference asked for by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and that the conferees on the part of the Senate be 
appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Carrer, Mr. BurKetr, 
and Mr. MARTIN were appointed as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

COLLECTION OF REVENUE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17506) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of 
approved June 10, 1890, as amended by an act en- 
titled “An act to provide revenues for the Governmént and to 
encourage the industries of the United States,” approved July 
24, 1897, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate insist on its amend 
ment, agree to the conference asked for by the House of Repre 
sentatives, and that the conferees on the part of the Senate be 
appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Artpricu, Mr. ALison, 
and Mr. DANIEL were appointed as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. HALE submitted. the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


20345) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, having met, 
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after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and | 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
and &. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 11, and 12. 

And agree to same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an | 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said 
amendment and strike out the amended paragraph and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“Secretiey of legation to Salvador and consul-general to San 
Salvador, two thousand dollars; and the provision in the act 
of May 11, 1908, for a consul-general at San Salvador is hereby 
repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“For salaries of consuls-general and consuls, as provided in | 
the act approved May 11, 1908, entitled ‘An act to amend an 
act entitled “‘An act to provide for the reorganization of the cop- | 
sular service of the United States,” approved April 5, 1906, as 
follows: Consuls-general, three hundred and three thousand 
dollars; consuls, seven hundred and thirty-three thousand dol- 
lars; in all, one million and thirty-six thousand dollars. 

“For salaries of five consular inspectors, at five thousand | 
dollars each, twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 
S. M. CUuLLom, 
A. 8. Chay, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


3 





C. B. LANDIs, 

J. B. PERKINS, 

WILLIAM M, Howakrp, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 
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| the Senate any such contested measure as this and ¢ 





POSTAL 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 4825) for acquiring national! forests 


SAVINGS BANKS. 


in the Southern Appalachian Mountains and White Mountains. | 


I gave| of the Senator from Montana. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, yesterday evening 
notice that I would reserve the right to move to take up the 
bill (S. 6484) to establish postal savings banks for depositing 
savings at interest, with the security of the Government for 
repayment thereof, and for other purposes. I am very anxious 
that that bill shall be accorded consideration. 


with reference to the business of the Senate as to render it 


quite difficult if not impossible to prepare or to take the time to | 
address the Senate on the subject during the few remaining | 


days of the present session, 

I feel, 
of voting on this measure. According to my view, there is a 
distinct majority in the body in favor of it. I do not at the 
same time desire to work a hardship on any Senator nor seek | 
to violate a usage which has become sacred in the Chamber 
of allowing Senators a reasonable time to prepare for an ad- 
dress or speech on any bill. 

To the end that ample time may be allowed 
who desiré to study the bill and to address the Senate upon it, | 
and at the same time make some progress, I ask unanimous 
consent that the 11th day of January be fixed for a vote on all 
amendments then pending and on the bill, the final vote to be 
taken before adjournment on that day. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana 
the other day made a very clear explanation of the various 
provisions of the bill. The subject-matter of the bill has been 
before the public and before Congress for several sessions. | 
I sincerely hope that the Senator who has charge of the bill 
can make some arrangement with Senators who to 


to all Senators 


desire 


speak upon it to have those speeches made at the present 
session, so that a vote can be taken before Congress adjourns. | 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Mon- 
tana is proceeding in the right way to get a vote on his bill 
during the present Congress. Whatever may be the feeling of 


| day named. 


| a vote, it is the pride of the Senate that it can say it : 
a sag ; : | gets a vote. 
Since yesterday evening's session I have been advised by | raised by the Senator from Virginia. 
several Senators of their desire to be heard on the bill, and I | 

realize that at least two of the Senators desiring to address | 


the Senate on the bill during its consideration are so situated | 


however, that the Senate is entitled to the privilege | 


| Senate. 





a majority of the Senate, there are a good many Senators | 


May 16, 


who are opposed to the bill who desire to debate it, and wij) 
debate it to the best of their faculty whenever it comes 1; 

It is a literal impossibility to carry out the suggestion of 
the Senator from Illinois and get a vote upon this most jp. 
portant and contested measure at the present session. [f 
Congress is to adjourn, as I hope we may, on one of the later 
days of next week, we can not precipitate into the business of 
ive it 
anything like fair consideration. I do not speak for myself 
alone, but for other Senators who are opposed to the nx 
and who will debate it when it comes up. 

But the Senator is entitled to bring the matter before the 
Senate during this Congress, and I think his suggestion is , 
wise one. I shall not object for one to a day being fixe: 


usure 


the 


| day the Senator fixes or any day that suits him—when the jat- 


| ter shall be taken up and disposed of after discussion by the 
| Senate. 


But I think I am entitled to say, knowing something 


about the condition of the business and the desires of Sen- 


| ators to adjourn, that it would be impossible to give this 
measure any proper consideration in the remnant that is left 
ius of the present session. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I wish to make a pariia- 
mentary inquiry. I had made a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 4825, and doubtless that motion is not 
debatable. If the Senator from Montana will allow my motion 
to be put, I will then yield to him for the purpose of making 
his request. 

Mr. CARTER. 
bear in mind— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if there is to be any general 
agreement about the bill, I hope it will be so stated that we on 
this side of the Chamber may know what it is. I do not be 
lieve anyone on this side knows what the Senator from Montana 


I trust the Senator from Connecticut will 


is asking. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 


| object to the request of the Senator from Montana ? 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I will withhold my motion for the pres- 
ent and see if the request can be agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I think it requires very ex- 
ceptional circumstances to justify the Senate in fixing at one 
session what business it will take up at another session. This 
is a very important measure, and it is impossible for us to fore- 
see now whether it can have proper consideration and the Sen- 


| ate will be ready for a vote upon it at the time mentioned. | 


am constrained, under the circumstances, to object. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 


Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from Montana 
that he move that the bill shall be made a special order for the 
Then when that time comes the Senate can dea 
with it as it does with all matters, and when the Senate wats 
ways 
The Senator in that way will avoid the objection 


Mr. CARTER. I would prefer making the special order 4p- 
plicable to an earlier date. I, therefore, move that tlic 
savings-bank bill be made the special order for the seco! 
day in December. 

Mr. HALE. That does not interfere with the specia! 
already made? 

Mr. CARTER. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana 0 
that the bill (S. 6484) to establish postal savings ba 


postal 


| Mon- 


order 


| depositing savings at interest, with the security of the (ov 


ment for repayment thereof, and for other purposes, | 
a special order for the second Monday in December. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I ask what day of the month | 
be? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 14th of December. 
Mr. HALE. That is a week after Congress meets. _ 
Mr. OVERMAN. What is the effect of a special o! 


| means that the bill is to be taken up for consider: 
| no vote is to be had at that time, I understand. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That it is simply to be 
special order for that day, and then it is in the cont 
The question is on agreeing to the moti 
Senator from Montana. [Putting the question.] TT! 


| is agreed to, two-thirds of the Senators present ha‘ 


in favor thereof. 
NATIONAL FORESTS. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from © 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
(S. 4825) for acquiring national forests in the Sout! 
lachian Mountains and White Mountains. 
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« motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
BRANDEGEE. A reprint of the bill which was ordered 
rday has been made and there are copies here in the 
which may be distributed. I understand the Senator 
Colorado [Mr. Tetier] desires to speak this morning. 
H , stated yesterday. 
TELLER. Mr. President, the bill now under considera- 
= one of a good deal of importance, and I have no doubt 
( at has attracted considerable attention. I am going to 
) my objections to the bill, and make them as briefly as I 
sidering the importance of the subject. I know that 
\ in the last hours of the session, and the Senator who 
e bill in charge is anxious to dispose of it; but my sense 
of y requires me to make some objections to the bill and to 
t some length the reasons why I object to it. 
bill has attracted considerable attention, because it has 


! fathered and supported by certain interests here at Wash- 
ington as well as an interest in the vicinity where it is pro- 
posed that the forest reservations shall be established. If the 
] adopted, we shall enter upon a system heretofore not 


ed, and I think I may say heretofore supposed to be en- 


tirely outside of the business of the Government of the United 
States. 

In a few words, Mr. President, I will state the proposition. 
It is to buy a large tract of land in the New England section of 
the country and create a great forest reserve, and to buy in an- 


other section of the country, in thé South, another great forest 
reserve, one to be called the “‘ White Mountain Reserve” and the 
other to be called the “Appalachian Mountain Reserve.” The bill 

modest bill, considering what we are doing. It provides 
for an appropriation of only $5,000,000, but the plan laid out by 
the bill would indicate that it would cost probably from $50,- 
000,000 to $150,000,000 before we get through. 


It is said by those who are advocating the bill—and I refer 
more particularly to the forest-reserve people now than to any- 
body else—that there are 75,000,000 acres of land in these two 
sections that ought to be incorporated into forest reserves, that 


ought to be bought by the Government of the United States for 
that purpose and devoted to that purpose. The price fixed in 
the various hearings the committee has had for the last three 
or four years puts the price of the land at from $3.50 to $6 an 
acre. Five million dollars will not buy very much forest-re- 

land at that rate. But I am not concerned about the ex- 
pense so much as I am about the principle involved in this en- 
terpr I can not myself escape the conclusion that the Gov- 


serve 


se 


ernment of the United States is without authority to engage in | 


the business here suggested. 
Yesterday the Senator who has the bill in charge, I suppose 
‘ by direction of the committee, had an amendment made 
to the bill which was, I presume, proposed by the committee to 
remove some constitutional objection to this proceeding. It will 
be found on page 3, after the words “‘ United States,” in line 3. 
After the words “for national forest purposes ”’ the words “ for 
the purpose of preserving the navigability of navigable streams ” 


serted. In approaching that subject I do not want to 
be offensive to anybody, but it is certain that this is an after- 
thought, and it has been incorporated in the bill for the pur- 
pose of meeting a constitutional objection raised in another 


place. If I may’ say it without offense to the committee or to 
e el I will say it is a mere pretense that the bill is 
osed for the purpose of protecting navigation, when in fact 
s proposed for an entirely different purpose, and that is for 
the purchase of land and the incorporation of it by the Gov- 
of the United States into a forest not for the purpose 
ization, not to benefit navigable streams, but for the pur- 
pose of the preservation of timber and the preservation of the 
Soll on the mountain sides, and to create a summer resort for 
tie citizens of the section who would naturally avail them- 
Sei'ves of such a park. 

( might say I think there is another purpose in the bill, and 
that ) secure for the manufacturing people of a certain sec- 
— niore water power, if possible, for the purpose of manu- 
“ictring. None of these, in my opinion, are really propositions 
the st of the Federal Government, but in the interest 
: ; uals and possibly of States. 
; that the purpose is other than the bill declares I shall en- 
a to establish by the testimony of witnesses presented by 
we area , of this measure. The committee of another body 
sate = testimony on this subject. Practically every witness 
van 7 ~ ed before the committee stated the purpose of the 
other ware, Wa8 NO one who did not indicate that there are 

wt Purposes than that of navigation. The only possible rea- 


Se, 


t 


eTD ment 


nee 
i 


rt ould be given for this expenditure is that it would 
weve he navigation of certain rivers that are practically 
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nonnavigable now, or if they are navigable the commerce on 
them is so small and inconsequential that there is not any 
excuse for such an outlay of money for the purpose of protect- 
ing the waters. 

Mr. Andrew J. Peters, of Massachusetts, states: 

That the Massachusetts State Board of Trade gives its unqualified 


indorsement of bills now before Congress for the purpose of acquiring 
se reserves in the Appalachian Mountains and White Mountains, 
o be 
Forest Reserve,” to the end that these areas may be properly controlled 
and protected, 
tion of the sources of water supply of rivers which furnish the power 
for vast manufacturing interests. 


known as the “Appalachian Reserve” and “ White Mountain 


not only for their scenic value, but for the preserva- 


The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcre] appeared 


before the committee and said: 


The Senate last year passed the Appalachian forest bill, and it is 
considered by the people of my State—although no part of the reserva- 
tion lies in Massachusetts—of the most vital importance to our indus- 
tries, owing to the rivers and the water supply. 


There is not a word there about the navigability of the 
stream. 
Mr. C. J. H. Woodbury said: 


I am secretary of the National Association of Cotton Manufacturers, 
whose members represent about $750,000,000 in the cotton manufac- 
turing business, with about 20,000,000 spindles, and I wish to present 
their resolution, which I will file, and also a set of resolutions from 
the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. Without taking the time 
of the committee, I would say that we have four of our members here 
who are very large manufacturers; and if it is the pleasure of the com- 
mittee, I know they will add information of great value, 


I challenge anybody to find in Mr. Woodbury’s statement that 
there is any idea or any purpose of increasing the water in 
these rivers for navigable purposes. The Massachusetts In- 
stitute of Technology in the preamble to their resolution says: 

* 


* * * os u 
(2) The maintenance of these forest tracts tends to conserve the 
regulation of rainfall, and therefore to the raising of agricultural 


products and to the health of the people; 

(3) The forests are a great advantage to the States in which they 
are situated from their contribution to the scenic beauties of nature, 
and furnish conditions of salubrity and comfort during the summer, 
which form a means of attracting great numbers of summer tourists; 

(4) The educational effect of life in the open has been abundantly 
recognized by the establishment of summer camps for the training of 
boys in athletics and woodcraft, and permanent places for the encour- 
agement of this important movement would be provided by such re- 
serves as are contemplated; 

(5) A forest reserve would furnish opportunity for practical experi- 
ments in forestry and for demonstrating the value of the cultivation 
of trees, and would also serve 2s a place for the protection of the wild 
creatures of the woods, many of which are threatened with extinction ; 

(6) The conservation of the forests would tend to husband a portion 
of the national wealth, which had been grossly wasted by careless 
methods of cutting, and we believe that under the skilled supervision 
which such reservations would be expected to receive that the supply 
from the natural forest growth would be made a source of material 
income toward the expenses involved in the maintenance of the whole 
tract. 

Mr. President, is there anything anywhere in that resolution, 
coming from one of the most intelligent bodies in Massachusetts, 
that would indicate that this was for the purpose of conserving 
the water for commerce? I have gone through this entire 
hearing and I do not believe that there is 1 per cent of the 
statements made that have any reference whatever to com- 
merce or to preserving the water for commercial purposes. I 
will call attention to some of these, but not to all of them. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is there any method which the Senator from 
Colorado can suggest of preserving the commercial water of 
the streams other than by this method of preserving the forests? 

Mr.. TELLER. Mr. President, in the first place, I do not 
know whether there is or not; but I do know that if there is, 
it has not been suggested, and I know further this bill is not 
here for the purpose of protecting the water, but for another 
purpose entirely. It may be that incidentally they may protect 
some of the water of those rivers; but that was not the pur- 
pose of the bill when it was reported, and it has not been until 
within the last few days; and then only when a distinguished 
lawyer in the other House declared that, unless that was the 
primary and sole purpose, it was not within the provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States that we should engage in 
this business. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Let me ask the Senator if he does not 
think that the language in the original bill, before it was 
amended at all, which authorized the purchase of lands more 
valuable for the regulation of stream flow than for other pur- 
poses, situated on the watersheds of navigable streams in the 


from Colorado 


Senator from Colorado 
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Appalachian Mountains distinctly points to the conservation 
of water in the streams and the preservation of the navigation 
of the streams? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if it does point to it, the com- 
mittee did not think it was sufficient, and therefore they re- 
ported the amendment. But I understand—and the testimony 
will show it—that the bill referred to the use of water for water 
power and not for navigation. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield 
once more 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator froin Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield, of course. 

Mr. BRANDEGEEK. If that was so, there would have been 
no sense in using the word “ navigable,” because water can fur- 
nish power whether a river is navigable or not. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the people who have been ad- 
vocating this measure have been advocating it not in the in- 
terest of navigation, but in the interest of forest reserves as 
reserves, They have been interested in saving the water for 
water power and the timber for public use. 

Mr. Pinchot, who is supposed to know all about forests, and 
to whom, I understand, some people bow supinely and are ready 
to take anything he says as law and gospel on this subject—I 
heard him applauded here as the man who had come to save 
the forests of this country—Mr. Pinchot appeared before the 
committee, and I will show before I get through that that 
agency has been the active and moving cause which has pre- 
pared, provided, and sent out laws to be enacted and resolu- 
tions to be passed, and he is here now. He starts out by say- 
ing: 

In a statement which I had the honor of making before the Com- 
mittee on Agricuiture last week I said that the United States was in a 
dangerous condition in regard to the timber supply. We are on the 
verge of a timber famine, indicated by the high prices to which timber 
has risen In the last few years, and by the fact that the best estimates 
now available indicate a total supply in the country, neglecting growth, 


for only about twenty years, and that the most liberal allowances which 
could be made for that growth would not extend the supply more than 


an additional ten years. 

Then, Mr. President, he goes on to speak of the destruction 
and scarcity of timber, and all that, and says not a word about 
commerce. Then he proceeds to refer to the danger from fire 
and the destruction thereby of this timber, and he recommends 
the buying of these lands. He says that he thinks the CGov- 
ernment could make some money in that way. I will read what 
he says: 

With the rapid rise in the price of timber, there is no question what- 
ever but that we would find in the United States the same experience 
which other nations have had, so that our timber lands will pay a 
large net revenue over and above expenses, just as they do now in 
Germany, France, Austria-Hungary, and so on, ranging from $1 to $5 
and $6 per annum an acre, net. As a strictly business proposition, 


from a revenue point of view, there can be no doubt that these lands 
will pay. 


One word in conclusion, Mr. Chairman. In my judgment not oniy 
will it pay from a business point of view, because of the timber, to 
acquire these lands, but the prevention of floods, the protection of 
water power, the protection of the soil, and especially the maintenance 
ef navigable streams. 

That is the only suggestion of that character in this state- 
ment when he finally gets down to navigable streams. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. TELLER. I am reading from the hearings before the 
House comnittee. 

Mr. BRANDBEGEE. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I desire to remind the Senator from | 


Colorado that Mr. Pinchot stated that this reservation would 
especially benefit the navigability of streams. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I have read what he said. I did 
not intend to leave that out, Mr. President, but that was subor- 
dinafe to the other purposes. 

Now, if I do not delay the Senate too long, I wish to speak 
somewhat about the importance of the navigability of streams 
in the section of the United States embraced in the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
Colorado gets through, I wish to ask him a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the navigability of the streams is in- 
volved and this forest reserve conserves that purpose, does the 
Senator from Colorado see any objection to the plan merely be- 
cause, a8 incident to that larger matter, the Government shall 
sell the down timber and the dead timber and derive a revenue 
from it at the same time? 
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Mr. TELLER. I do not know what the Senator from Iniiang 
may think are the functions of the General Government but 
my education has led me to believe that it could not enter into 
the timber business, that it has no concern with the timber busi- 
ness, and that it is not to be the paramount business, and it js 
not what it is here declared to be. 

Mr. President, before I get through I am going to deny that 
there is any necessity of protecting the water for navigation, 
and that was not in the thought of anybody who inaugurated 
this scheme. It never has been. It has been for a forest ro. 
serve, that the Government of the United States might have q 
game reserve, might have a place where timber could be raised 
and where timber could be profitably sold. 

Mr. President, you can not by a pretense make lawfu! that 
which is unlawful; you can not by inserting in a bill that a 
certain thing is the primary object, when it is not the object, 
make a bill constitutional when it is not constitutional: and [| 
am going to cite the authority of Members of the House Comwit. 
tee on the Judiciary to that effect. But it is a common-law 
proposition that you can not do indirectly what you can not do 
directly—that is, you can not do a thing pretending it is for one 
purpose when really you are trying to do it for another purpose 
if the right to do the thing is denied or forbidden. 

Then Mr. Phillip W. Ayres appeared before the committee, 
He said he was a forester. I do not know whether he is one 
who is connected with the Forest Reserve Service of the United 
States; but he said he was qa forester. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that Mr. Phil- 
lip W. Ayres is connected with a yolunteer forestry association 
in the State of New Hampshfre. He is a cultivated, educated 
gentleman and, I think, a graduate of a forestry school. He has 
no connection with the United States Government. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. He says: 

I wish to speak especially of the method of removing the timber 
and its wastefulness, and incidentally I have some figures about the 
White Mountain region which I will not read to the committee, but 
which cover the forested area of the White Mountains and the yields 
and stands in the different rtions of them, the value of the stump 
age and of the timber on those several watersheds, and particularly 
some tables with regard to the extension of the cutting of spruce, 
which is limited in area, and upon which the supply of newspaper 
material throughout the entire United States depends. We fee! that 
the White Mountains in this respect differ from the southern moun 
tains, in that they produce a material which at present is limited in 


the area of its growth, and which is used universally through the 
country— 


That is, spruce, which is used for paper making— 


and that the White Mountains, with the areas immediately adjoining 
in the other States, ship their product, the spruce pulp, to al! parts 
of the United States; and if the waste of the spruce timber continues 
as it has in the last few years, the entire country must suffer in that 
respect. 

Mr. President, what has the Government of the United States 
to do with the waste of spruce timber in New Hampshire or 
anywhere else? Of course I know there has been here re 
cently a distinguished gathering to see about conserving the 
natural products of the country. It is the States that ought 
to ¢onserve those resources and not the General Government 
I am in favor of forest reserves, but I am not in favor of the 
Government of the United States going into the business for 
the purpose of preserving game or forests, because there !8 10 
such power given to it under the Constitution; and if ths bill 
had been taken up six months ago, the advocates of if woll l 
have based their arguments upon the necessity of the presen 
tion of the forests as forests and not upon their presery: _ 
for the purpose of conserving the water supply and promots 
the navigability of streams. They were educated by wt! \~ 
curred in another body to make the distinction betweet lure 
and water which they are now trying to make. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want to interrupt tic 
ator—— be 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. But I think I can point out a fact within 


Seti- 


| our own experience here—— 


Mr. TELLER. I am not going to yield to the Senator 
make a speech. I thought he wanted to ask a quest 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not rise to ask a question. 
wanted to call attention to what occurred here at the 
sion; but if it interrupts the Senator, I will not do s 
Mr. TELLER. I have told the Senator who has ' 
charge that, although I would vote against it, I woul! 0° - 
posely delay the vote on it. I am not talking agai’ | 
and I hope to be excused from any unnecessary interr!)" 
I will gladly answer questions. ‘estion. 
Mr. OVERMAN, I should like to ask the Senator au" 
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« VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
| to the Senator from North Carolina? 

TELLER. Certainly. 

» OVERMAN. I think the Senator from Colorado is mis- 
, in one statement he has made. As I understood him, he 
\ that the idea of preserving these forests to protect the 
- supply and the navigability of the streams has only been 
sted since the report of the Judiciary Committee of the 


1) 


| 


H of Representatives. As I understood him, previous to | 
t] time the idea was merely to preserve the forests without 
( lering their relation to the water supply. I see here a | 
ré t made on April 13, in which they go into the question of | 
the water supply very fully, and it seems devoted more to that 
tl to anything else. It is a supplemental report. 

\ir. TELLER. That arose from the fact that the chairman 
of the committee contended that this bill was not for the pur- | 
nose of increasing the water supply and promoting the naviga- | 
b of streams, and was not within the constitutional author- | 
ity and power of Congress. Of course he then went into the | 
whole subject. But that is what inspired the supporters of the 
hill to base their arguments upon the proposition that by pre- 
serving the forests navigation would be promoted. I am not 
sneaking of the Senatorial supporters of the bill, but I am 
sneaking of those outside, because it has been in season and out 


of season forced upon us for the last two years, and hundreds 
ef associations and individuals have been telegraphing and 
writing in its interest. 

Mr. Ayres is high up in forestry matters, as the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] says, and I again quote 
from him: 

The method of cutting timber on the mountain slopes is the most 


t 


destructive possible. The growth of the timber on the mountain sides 
is such that when a genre of the trees are removed the rest of 
them are likely to topple over with the heavy wind. The soil on the 


sides is thin, and the growth is slow, the summers are short 
the elevation being between 3,000 and 4,000 feet, and with 
spruce stands in that mountain region the growth is such 
! juires one hundred and twenty-five years for a spruce tree to 
become 6 inches in diameter, which is the smallest merchantable size. 
These trees are swept off in their entirety, and although the operators 
do not use the entire amount of the timber, sometimes using only one- | 
half or sometimes only one-fourth of it, the entire mountain side is | 
stripped in order that the trees which are of sufficient size may roll 
over their prostrate neighbors to get down to the logging slopes; so 
that one-fourth to three-quarters of the forest is needlessly destroyed | 


mountain 
and cold, 


the pure 


it it ree 


in order that the logs may be gotten out more easily. The Forest 
Set has prepared two albums, one of the Appalachian region and 
one of the White Mountain region, showing the methods of logging 
in these mountains. 


That was brought to my notice, I think, at least a couple of 
years 


fect, clean, razor-like cutting off of the mountains, and they are 


indicative, they are entirely typical of the Northern States and of the | 


Southern States, and the results are simply alarming. I believe I 
am not inclined to make extreme statements, but let me prove my 
point. In the first place, it is almost invariable that fire follows the 
débris which is left in such great quantities on the mountain side. 
Even if fire does not follow, the exposure to the sun of the roots of 
the trees that remain and of their stems kills them off, so the fact 
remains that there are no trees whatever over very large areas. 


Then the chairman asked this question : 

Has any State, to your knowledge, ever attempted to prevent by 
legislation such wasteful lumbering ? 

Mr. Ayres replied: 

I believe that it has not. There are many individuals that have 
done it. here are many of our States that now have forestry com- 
missions and State foresters which endeavor to get at their individual 
Owners and prevent this. There are States like New York, Pennsyl- 
Vania, and Michigan and other States which own forest tracts which 


- put in proper forest management. But I know of no legislation in 
any State which undertakes to prevent the individual from doing what 


he will with his own land, 

Mr. President, I do not wonder at that. There would be a 
good deal of trouble, I think, in saying to a man, “ You must 
- cut your timber unless you cut it under certain conditions.” 
“a through his testimony Mr. Ayres shows that he is not talk- 
nied et ee or commerce, and did not have it in his 
et 8 Perhaps if he were called back and read Mr. Jen- 
ae report, he might have some further ideas to advance. I 
“1 hot read all his statement, but later on he said: 


- ; 
he e ta ‘les I have here will show you facts with regard to the 
is done a hard woods of the White Mountains, on which the country 
sependent for its supply of paper. 
On 


il 


&pruce 


} 
£eolog 


. zist of West Virginia. 
“US proposition, bec 


speaks 


All the way through he is in favor 


“ause of the preservation of forests. 
about preserving— 


supply. at pet of timber and at the same time preserve the water 

th. he . Will keep up the navigation of these rivers and make 

iene ,Which cost so much money, and which are so vital to the 
vortation interests of the country, useful for all time. 


0 


this 
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These albums are here before you, and these pictures show the per- | 


the next page is the testimony of Mr. I. C. White, State | 


He | 
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To that extent he referred to the relation of forest preserva- 
tion to the navigability of streams. 

I now quote from the testimony of Mr. A. M. Schoen, on page 
736. He says: 

I regret that I am not able to say anything about the White Moun- 
tains, as I am not conversant with that section. Mr. Porter, of Boston, 
was to have been here to speak of them. But there are other gentle- 
In the South nearly all our 
streams from which we obtain power for cotton mills or other purposes 
take their rise in the Southern Appalachians, and the denudation of 
the forest growth on these slopes will necessarily affect the flow of these 
streams, and especially in its uniformity. 


Then he takes up the question of water power and the value 


| of water power on the James River, which I suppose is one of 


the most valuable water powers of the United States, at least I 
have always been led to suppose so from what I have learned 
of it. It has a fine fall, and there is a fair amount of water. 
I find here a statement of the value of the water power of the 
forest streams. It is quite incomprehensible that this bill is in 
the interest alone of commerce to preserve the navigability of 
the rivers when the main feature of this whole statement is 
either that the timber is valuable and we are to save the timber 
and make money out of the timber, or that the water power is 
valuable and we are to make money out of the water power. 
This gentleman gives an estimate as to the water power of 
several rivers. I take it from his testimony that he thinks the 


water power belongs to the United States, though I am not 
quite clear, after reading it, whether he believed that or 
whether he believed that it belonged to the State. He says: 


In going over that list I find that the Potomac River has 131,000 
horsepower available and undeveloped, the Rappahannock 30,000 horse- 
power, which is projected and to be developed very shortly; the James 
River 23,000 developed near Richmond, and the available but unde- 
veloped horsepower is very difficult to ascertain on account of the fact 
that the railroad runs very close to the bed of the river, that being a 
valley road, and a large development can not be effected without the 
consent of the railroad. The Appomattox River has 5,000 horsepower 
developed near Petersburg and 10,000 undeveloped, which will be de- 
veloped at no late date; the Roanoke River, with 2,000 horsepower 
developed and 75,000 available; the Yadkin, with 87,000 horsepower 
developed and 80,000 available but undeveloped— 


And so forth. 

So he proceeds, dealing entirely with the water power. He 
comes down to the number of spindles that are being run by 
water power and how many might be run by water power, and 
then he makes some calculations of what the value of the water 
power will be. He concludes that the water power of the 
rivers he has named has a value of $48,780,000 per annum. 
If that is so, Virginia is very rich in water power, and Vir- 
ginia ought to be able to take care of all her forests and all 


| the water that is necessary to keep up the water-power supply. 


Another man came in and testified, who also dealt with the 
question of water power. He proceeded in the same way—lI 
am not going to attempt to read all of this, because it would 
occupy too much time—but he goes on to speak about the rivers 
and the number of spindles, which is very great. Then comes 
the engineer of the Southern Power Company, who is a North 
Carolina man. 

Mr. OVERMAN. What is his name? 

Mr. TELLER. His name is W. F. Lee. His interest is 
shown by his testimony to be in the water power and not in 
the forests. He wants the forest to be preserved because it 
will create water power. Then he goes on to tell how cheaply 
water power can be used. He says: 

We have been selling that power at about half what it could be 
made for by steam. ‘This additional expense that we are going to in 
supplementing our water power with steam power is going to increase 
our rates. Our men who are financing this are going to ask for a fair 
return on their money, and it is going to mean that the advantages 
those people have had by reason of having that cheaper power wil! in 
part disappear. They have got to pay a fair return on these invest- 
ments that will guarantee them their power. 

I could read a good deal more of this, but will not do so. I 
only read enough to show that the primary purpose and the 
avowed object of this proposed legislation is not the preserva- 
tion of the water supply and the navigability of streams, but 
the preservation of the forests and timber. 

Mr, G. F. Swaine said, among other things: 

I should like to say that the engineers, so far as I can speak for them, 
are very apprehensive with reference to the question of the timber 
supply. They realize that, as Mr. Pinchot has said, a timber famine 
is in sight, and they are asking themselves what they shall do ten or 
fifteen years from now, when the price of timber rises still higher and 
timber is still more difficult to obtain. 

And all the way through is the same talk about timber. 
continues: 

Now, the regulation of the rivers affects the water powers, the pres 
ervation of the soil, and the navigation of the streams. 

That is his first reference to streams 


The destruction of the forests is a very serious element as affecting 
the regulation of the flow of the streams, etc. 


He 
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On 


the 
the manufactures of New 


England grew up because of the water 
i : ] ity of Lawrence, were built becaus 

were large water we here on the streams, and all along 

England ities like Lawrence and Lowell and 
Manchester and m and ideford and others, Holyoke, Turner: 
Malis, Bellows Fa i grown up largely on account of the presence 
there of these lare« 


Then 


pows 


vers. 

» estimate of the value of these 
ibtedly one of the reasons why 
want Oo preserve the water 


water 
pe 
in that country, not for navigation, 
purposes. He said, in answer to a ques- 
the manufacturers of New England 
Undoubtedly that is true, Mr. Presi- 


1 
hle 


: to this sche 
‘e is Mr. Edwin A, Start, who complains of fires, and 
ill attention to his testimony: 


Under New ziand fire laws, do you 
fires for burning up of brush on 


exercise 
private 


the 


your 

m over built 

START. Yes, sir 

liawiLey. And do you require permission to be issued before they 
brush on their preperty ? 

START. Yes, sir. 

Hawtey. To what extent are those fire laws In force along the 


Mr 
can wvurn 
Mr. 
Mr. 


region it is proposed that this White Mountain and Appalachian reser- | 


vation should include? 

Mr. Srarr. Very little. 
puch laws. 

Mr. President, it is apparent that the Government of the 
United States is to take upon itself under this system the 
enforcing of laws that the States themselves do not attempt to 
enforce. 

Before I get through I will come to the question whether the 
Government can enforce the laws there. When one of the 


It would be almost impossible to enforce 


witnesses was asked whether there would be reservoirs, he re- | 
plied he thought the power companies would build reservoirs. | 


This is Mr. Woodbury, secretary of the National Association of 
Cotton Manufacturers: 


The cotton manufacturers in New England have, from time to time, 
as opportunity afforded, exerted all of their interest toward these 
forest-preservation laws, which have been summarized by Mr. Start 
before. 
chusetts also gave me permission to represent the Commonwealth. 
have sent down four men, four large manufacturers, of whom Mr. 
Dumaine appeared before you this morning—he has under his charge 
very nearly twice as many spindles as any man in the world—and 
two other gentlemen, Hon. Arthur Low, of Pittsburg, who has 
at Pittsburg, at Clinton in Massachusetts, and at Huntsville, 
who was obliged to go back, as was also Mr. Joseph B. 
graphic expert of the Locks and Canal Company. 


These mills are large users of water. 
of water in bleaching and dyeing. 

I have a very large number of points marked here, but I aver 
now that an examination will show that the real purpose of 


those who appeared before the committee was either to secure | 
the forests as forests or the water power for manufacturing | 
purposes and not for commerce, and they had no thought of it | 


for that purpose, except incidentally. 

{[ am coming to another feature of this matter, which is not 
ns pleasing to me even as what I am going to skip. 
say that I have not read anything like the amount I might read 


to show that the whole purpose of this is not for commerce, | 
I find here this, to which I call atten- | 


but for another purpose. 
tion. It is from the statement of Harvey N, Shepard, of Boston, 
Mass. : 


There are 10,000,000 people within easy and accessible distance of | 


the White Mountains, who come there year after year 
people of small salaries—who can gain only a few days’ vacation, and 
they cet that exhilaration that comes to a man or a 
has climbed a high mountain and looks out upon the forests and all 
the beauties of nature. That is something that is worth more than 
any material consideration, 
im money. 


They want the Government of the United States to take upon 


clerks, teachers, 


itself the obligation to provide amusement of that kind for the | 


people. 
Then he goes on to tell about a club which has been organized 


there,"and it has provided the means of getting into the woods, | 
On another page the same gentleman | 


and so forth and so on, 
Says: 


The great manufacturing possibilities of the future of the country | 
I do not, gentlemen, urge at this time the | 
reservoir system presented by your Government expert who spoke a | 


depend upon your action. 


few moments ago. That may be a question of the future. 


The whole theory of this man was that it would help manu- 
facturing. 
Lawrence, Mass., says: 


The city of Lawrence has 80,000 people, and it is growing at the 
rate of three or four thousand a year. Within a mile and a half are 
20,000 more people, 80 we have in all about 100,000 people. We not 
only live by the stream, which turns the wheels, but we drink the 
water of that river; we live on it practically. We are obliged to filter 
this water at an expense of nearly $200,000 for filter galleries, the 
first in this country— 
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our | 


They authorized me to come here, and the governor of Massa- | 
They | 


mills | 
Ga., | 
Gray, hydro- | 


| 
They use a great deal | 


I wish to | 


woman when he | 


It is something that can not be reckoned 


Mr. Sullivan, president of the Board of Trade of | 


MAY 


| I suppose the Government will, when it gets into this 
| ness, provide the filters as well as the water 


the foré to be destroyed, you destroy the « 

| Lawrence. This is a peculiar position, but you know that if we 
to ask you to-day to protect our city against the approach of en 
to destroy it, Congress would appropriate millions of dollars. We 
you now in peace to preserve the means by which we exist. Ow 
tion is peculiar. Ve live on this river, we depend on it for drin 
for turning the machinery, and for other purposes. 


If you, allow sts 


It seems to me that if a city of that kind is in such danger, 
it ought to be able to control the State authorities and have the 
State protect the water. 

I am coming to the action of the several States, and I 

fess that I have been a good deal surprised of late years at 
the things done in high official circles, and I have had to 
reorganize somewhat my ideas of the powers of the General 
Government as now asserted, not only in the executive de- 
partment, but here in this branch of the Government. Py 
there are some things that I do not believe anybody will 
seriously contend for; that is to say, I do not believe Congress 
| can give to any State any authority which it did not possess 
the moment it became a State. I do not believe Congress cay 
take away from a State anything that belonged to it when j 
became a State. 

Mr. President, there are a number of bills which have been 
passed by different States, and every one of them, I venture to 
say, went out from the Forestry Service, with the request that 
it be enacted into law, because they all bear the imprint of 
that office and all are practically the same in their theory 

| of what the State might and ought to do. Let me read see- 
tion 184 of the Alabama act: 

Sec. 1834. That the consent of the State of Alabama be, and 
hereby, given to the acquisition by the United States, by purchase or 
gift, or by condemnation according to law, of such iand n Alabama 
as in the opinion of the Federal Government may be needed for the 
| establishment of such a national forest reserve in this region. 

Mind you, that has nothing to do with water. That 
forest reserve. 

Provided, That the State shall retain a concurrent jurisdiction with 
the United States in and over such lands so far that civil process in 
all cases, and such criminal process as may issue under the authority 
of the State against any person charged with a commission of any 
crime without or within said jurisdiction, may be executed thereon 
in like manner as if this act had not been passed. In all condemna- 
tion proceedings the right to the Federal Government shal! be limited 


to the specific objects set forth by the laws of the United States io 
regard to forest reserves. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). 
| Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from 
Nevada? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator from what page 
he reads? 

Mr. TELLER. 
| House committee. 
page 788, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Thanks. 

Mr. TELLER. Here is a most remarkable proposition, and 
it could not have emanated from any place except the Forestry 
Service. There is no other place in the public service where 
| Such a thing could have been thought of or invented. 
That power is hereby conferred upon Congress to pass such laws and 
to make or provide for the making of such rules and regulation 
both civil and criminal nature, and provide punishment for 
thereof as in its judgment may be necessary for the manage” ' 
trol, and protection of such lands as may from time to time be 4 ved 
by the United States under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. BORAH. Is that in the Alabama act? 

Mr. TELLER. That is in the Alabama het, and it is 
| tically repeated in the acts of several other States. 
The power is hereby conferred upon Congress. 

I do not believe any Senator will rise here and say Ua' ‘mh 
| act confers any power upon Congress. I do not think anydoe 
will assert that even for a moment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Was it a cession to the United States: ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. No, sir; not a cession. It does not cece. © 
says it is concurrent and not a cession. Story said the 
Government of the United States could not take a quale 
cession; it must take an absolute cession, He said that te 
jurisdiction of the United States means absolute jurisdict’" 
| and he repeated that two or three times in different op” 
That is more than fifty years old. It ought to be se!fevice™ 
to everybody that we can not as a nation divide our sove" enty 
with any other sovereignty or half sovereignty; and cert!) 
Congress can not confer upon the States any power Ui: 
States do not have. wee 

Mr. DANIEL, Will the Senator permit me to ask him § 
question ? 


is a 


I am reading from the hearings before the 
If the Senator has the document, it 38 


tion 


hat that 


t tue 
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- TELLER. I will. Department to the people of Virginia, and they were asked to 
‘DANIEL. I do this for the enlightenment of the medita- | put it through. This is a little different from the others. 
the Senator on the subject. Section 8 of this bill pro- Resolved by the senate of Virginia, the house of delegates concurring, 


That the general assembly of Virginia hereby expresses its approval 
: of the movement looking to the establishment by the Federal Govern- 
8 That the jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, over persons | ment of an extensive national forest in the Southern Appalachian Moun- 
lands acquired under this act shall not be affected or _o tain region— 
t / ———— pg ey a ge ny re United I want to call attention that in every movement of this kind 

, ncerned, the intent and meaning of this section being that | it is a forest. There is not a suggestion about streams in any 
e wherein such sr as Senetee —_ at by ao of such one of these acts— 

n and administration, lose its jurisdiction nor e inhabits ie ‘ ; =e 
ai aher aie ' “iwileves -itizens bsoly ‘om th as a wise and beneficent measure, such as many other nations have 
a is rigs ae ee ges as citizens or be absolved fro elr already adopted and which this country has already adopted in the 
is citizens o » . West— 


That is not true. We have never adopted any such propost- 
tion in the West. The Government has taken its own lands and 
. DANIEL. Certainly. put them in forests, but never has taken anybody’s else. I be- 
Mr. TELLER. Do you believe that Congress has any au- | jjeve it did exchange some acres and put them into forests. It 
to pass that provision and make it effective? made an exchange under the statute which we provided, but it 
Mr. DANIEL, I do not like to give an opinion on the sub- | js 9 very different thing for the Government to buy lands to make 
ject offhand. I have never studied it before, but I should | forest reserves and taking its own lands for that purpose— 
doubt the propriety of that section, I want to hear the Sen- | ang choula adopt in the East before it is too late, looking to the con- 
ator’s opinion. j tary yelactple of —— a forests and the protection of the sources of important 
Mr. TELLER. I regard it as an elemen le streams ; 
£0 ment that Congress can neither increase the power of a | caneaiana ‘coca che Se aieiae aoe nts 
State nor diminish the power of a State. I know at the close | this country and by both the general and technical press; and 
of the great war there was an attempt to diminish the powers | Whereas the general assembly of Virginia has already passed an act 


\r. TELLER, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


e ie tos hanavar : _ ‘our ‘ | granting the State’s consent to the acquisition of lands in Virginia by 
of the States, but whenever the Supreme Court has had an the Federal Government for incorporation in such a forest reserve, be- 
opportunity it has declared that it could not be done, no matter lieving the reserve to be one of great importance to the people of this 
how guilty the people might be of crimes against the United | State; and 


ir ne en eee 43 + . sehen -f Whereas a bill is now before the Federal Congress providing for the 
States. The State was still there and with the same rights it purchase of lands for this purpose : 


had before the war began. Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives tn Congress from 
I intended to come to that, but I will pass it and read some | this State are hereby requested to urge upon Congress the importance 


f the others. ¢ . we ‘ whe ton be : of prompt and favorable action in behalf of this measure, and that 
of the others, and then I want to say what I think about it. | Co,fes of this resolution be sent to the Senators and Representatives 


I will take Georgia. The act is as follows: | from Virginia. 
An t to give consent by the State of Georgia to the acquisition by | Then follows the act referred to: 


t United States of such lands as may be needed for the establish- 


f a national forest reserve in said State. | An act to give consent by the State of Virginia to acquisition by the 


| 
| 
‘+ | . : r United States of such lands as may be needed for the establishment 
Whereas it is proposed that the Federal Government establish in | : ‘ i aaa Fie . : Saeed , ao 
the Mak AR ia of Cesuntn and adfacent Staten @ naticoal ot pee forest reserve in the said State. Approved February 
f t veserve, which will perpetuate these forests and forever preserve | ale ret . ‘ = : - 
the headwaters of many important streams, and which will thus prove Ww hereas it is proposed that the Federal Government establish in 
d permanent benefit to the people of this State; and whereas | the high mountain regions of Virginia and adjacent States a national 
1 | has been introduced in the Federal Congress providing for the | forest reserve, which will perpetuate these forests forever aud pr erve 
| hase of such lands for said purpose, the general assembly of the headwaters of many important streams, and which will prove of 
Georgia do enact: great and permanent benefit to the people of this State; and 
8 . 1. That the consent of the State of Georgia be, and is |. Whereas a bill has been introduced in the Federal Congress provid- 
to the acquisition by the United States, by purchase or | ing for the purchase of such lands for said purpose: Therefore 
gift, ) idemnation according to the law, of such lands in the Be it enact d by the general assembly of Virginia, That the consent 
mountain region of Georgia as in the opinion of the Federal Govern of the State ‘of Virginia be, and is hereby, given to the acquisition by 


needed to the establishment of such a national forest | the United States, by purchase or gift, or by condemnation according 

that region: Provided, That the State shall retain a con- | to law, of such lands in Virginia as in the opinion of the Federal Gov 
diction with the United States in and over such lands so | ermment may be needed for the establishment of such a national 
civil process in all cases, and such criminal process as may | forest reserve in that region: Provided, That the State shall retain a 


ler the authority of the State against any person charged | concurrent jurisdiction with the United States in and over such lands 
with the commission of any crime without or within said jurisdiction, | 80 far as that civil process in all cases, and such criminal process : 
may be exe ed in like manner as if this act had not been passed: | May issue under the authority of the State against any person charged 
ind d, That in all condemnation proceedings the rights of the | With the commission of any crime without or within said jurisdiction, 
Federal Government shall be limited to the specific objects set forth | May be executed thereon in like manner as if this act had not been 
e laws of the United States in regard to forest reserves. passed: And provided, That in all condemnation proceedings the rights 
8 2. That power is hereby conferred upon Congress to pass such | Of the Federal Government shall be limited to the specific objects set 
laws as it may deem necessary to the acquisition as hereinbefore pro- | forth by the laws of the United States in regard to forest reserv 
vid orporation in said national forest reserves, of such moun- 2. That the power is hereby conferred upon Congress to pass such 
lying in Georgia as in the opinion of the Federal Govern- | laws as it may deem necessary to the acquisition, as hereinbefore pro- 
be needed for this purpose. vided, for incorporation in said national forest reserve such forest- 
See Power is hereby conferred upon Congress to pass such laws | © vered lands lying in Virginia as in the opinion of the Federal Govy- 
and to make or provide for the making of such rules and regulations, | eTmment may be needed for this purpose. 
th civil and criminal nature, and provide punishment therefor, as There is not a word about preserving the rivers. They might 
! lent may be necessary for the management, control, and : . s aria - - 
prot m of such land as may be from time to time acquired by the have taken the country where there was not any water at all, 
United States under the provisions of this act, if they saw fit, under this. 
this act shall be in force from its passage. 


es It is incomprehensible to me that any legislative body in this 
‘tis mighty kind on the part of the State of Georgia to | country would believe it could confer authority upon Congress. 
ow Congress to pass such laws as it wants to. I thought/ 3. Power is hereby conferred upon Congress to pass such laws and 

myself that the Constitution of the United States determined | to make oF provide for the making of such rules and regulations of 

wiat Congress could pass, and I did not know that all the both civil and criminal nat.are 

people of the United States voting or all the people of the! It is incomprehensible to me that any legislative body in this 

ng or all of the States combined could give Congress | country would believe it could confer such authority upon 
that did not exist the day the Constitution was | Congress, 


pled, or which was not created by the subsequent amend- And provide punishment for violation thereof, as in its judgment may 

Ments to the Constitution be necessary for the management, control, and protection of such lands 
There is bu alien Md : ‘ as may be from time to time acquired by the United States under the 
‘Here is but one way in which you can confer upon Congress | provisions of this act. eee " 

er which it has not got, and that is by an amendment of Then North Carolina came in: 

‘He Constitution; that is, by the verdic : ‘rican people 7 ? “ie . 

‘ c » by the verdict of the American peopl | An act to give consent by the State of North Carolina to the acquis!- 


I "> (1 in the way the Constitution provides it shall be. tion by the United States of such lands as may be needed for the 
ue Sal ; 


es did not make the Constitution. It is true, they establishment of a national forest reserve In said Stat 


had Ssomet 


Ling to do with it. The Supreme Court has said | Whereas it is proposed that the Federal Government purchase lands 
put aad again that the people of the United States made the | im the high mountain regions of western North Carolina and adjacent 
Const and it is the people’s Constituti : he | States for the purpose of establishing there a national forest reserve 
very } nal 3 € peoples Constitution, and in the | which will perpetuate these forests and forever preserve the head 





the 1 — it is declared that it is made by the people of | waters of many important streams, and which will thus prove of gre: 
- \ited States, and the courts have sustained that and permanent benefit to the people of this State; and whereas a 
( Mr. Presi rs : s 5 : as e . red i » Feder: ongress providing for the pur 
W, Mr. President, Virginia. I see before me the senior Sen- bill has been introduced in the Federal Congress providing for the pu 


ator fri Uinoint« ‘ . | chase of such lands for said purpose: Therefore, the general assembly 
0 thie ‘irginia [Mr. Danretj]. I want to call his attention | of North Carolina do enact : 

rie - | venture to say that the Senator from Virginia never | , yay BR ay ont of the genom a +m < a 
7 MALLS i) fore, , > —_. in 2, ANC 8 ereby, give 0 1 ACQUISILIO yy ne ited states, 
the I doubt whether any considerable number of | by purchase or by condemnation, with adequate compensation except 


people of Virginia ever heard of it. It went up from the as hereinafter provided, of such lands in western North Carolina as 
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in the opinion of the Federal Government may be needed for the es- 
tablishment of such a national forest reserve in that region: Provided, 


That the State of North Carolina shall retain a concurrent jurisdiction | 


with the United States in and over such lands so far that civil process 
in all cases and such criminal process as may issue under the authority 
of the State of North Carolina against auy person charged with the 
commission of any crime without or within said jurisdiction may be 
executed thereon in like manner as if this act had not been passed. 

Sec. 2. That power is hereby conferred upon Congress to pass such 
laws as it may deem necessary to the acquisition as hereinafter pro- 
vided for incorporation in said national forest reserve such forest- 
covered lands lying in western North Carolina as in the opinion of the 
Federal Government may be needed for this purpose: Provided, That 
as much as 200 acres of any tract of land occupied as a home by bona 
fide residents in this State at the date of the ratification of this act 
shall be exempt from the provisions of this section. 

Sec. 3. Power is hereby conferred upon Congress to pass such laws 
and to make or provide for the making of such rules and regulations 
of both civil and criminal nature, and provide punishment therefor, 
as in its judgment may be deemed necessary for the management, con- 
trol, and protection of such lands as may be from time to time ac- 
quired by the United States under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. This act shall be in force from and after its ratification. 

In the general assembly, read three times, and ratified this the 18th 
day of January, A. D. 1901. 

W. D. Turner, 
President of the Senate. 
WALTER E. Moore, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Then here is New Hampshire. 
have some interest in this matter: : 

That the consent of the State of New Hampshire be, and is hereby, 
given to the acquisition by the United States by purchase, or condemna- 


the Federal Government may be needed for the establishment of a 
national forest reserve in the White Mountain region. 


The Senator who has this bill in charge would incorporate | 
into that, if he had an opportunity, for the purpose of pro- quired by the United States under the provisions of this joint resolu 
tecting the waters of the country, but unfortunately the De- 


partment which inaugurated this and has supported it and | 


backed it did not then dream that the Government did not 
have the authority to take this land and do with it as it saw fit. 

Tennessee passed two acts providing practically the same 
thing. 
author, from the same place, and whoever it was, he had the 
same idea: 

TENNESSEE. 
A resolution favoring the establishment of a national forest reserve in 
the Southern Appalachian Mountain region. 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring): 


The general assembly of Tennessee hereby expresses its approval of the | 
movement looking to the establishment by the Federal Government of | 


an extensive national forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian Moun- 
tain region as a wise and beneficent measure, such as many other na- 
tions have already adopted, and which this country has already adopted 
in the West and should adopt in the East before it is too late, looking 


to the conservation of its forests and the protection of the sources of | suggestion ? 
Vhereas the proposal to establish this forest reserve has been ap- | 


a streams; and 


proved and urged by the leading scientific societies and forestry asso- 
ciations of this country and by the general press; and 

Whereas this general assembly Gas before it a bill granting the 
State's consent to the acquisition of lands in eastern Tennessee by the 
Federal Government for incorporation in such a forest reserve, believ- 


ing the reserve to be one of great importance to the people of this 
State; and : 


purchase of lands for this purpose: 


Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from | 


this State are hereby requested to urge upon Congress the importance 
of prompt and favorable action in behalf of this measure. 
An act to give consent by the State of Tennessee to the acquisition by 


the United States of such lands as may be needed for the establish- 
ment of a national forest reserve in the said State. 


Whereas it is proposed that the Federal Government establish in the 
high mountain regions of eastern Tennessee and adjacent States a na- 
tional forest reserve, which will perpetuate these forests.and forever 
preserve the headwaters of many important streams, and which will 
thus prove of great and permanent benefit to the people of this State; 
and 

Whereas a bill has been introduced in the Federal Congress provid- 
ing for the purchase of such lands for said purpose: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the general assembly of the State of Tennessee: 

Section 1. That the consent of the State of Tennesse be, 
hereby, given to the sicquisition by the United States, by purchase, gift, 
or tondemnation apietding to law, of such lands in this State as in 
the opinion of the Federal Government may be needed for the estab- 
lishment of such a national forest reserve in that region: 

Provided, That the State shall retain the concurrent jurisdiction 
with the United States in and over such lands, so far that civil process 
in all cases, and such criminal process as may issue under the au- 
thority of the State against any person charged with the commission 
of any crime without or within said jurisdiction, 
thereon in like manner as if this act had not been passed. 

Provided further, That this act shall apply to lands in Tennessee 
lying within 20 miles of the North Carolina State line; that all con- 
demnation proceedings herein provided shall be limited to lands now 
forest covered, and that in all such condemnation proceedings the right 
of the Federal Government shall be limited to the specific objects set 
forth in this act and in the laws of the United States in regard to for- 
est reserves. 

Sec. 2. Be it-further enacted, That power is hereby conferred upon 
Congress to pass such laws as it may deem necessary to the acquisition, 
as hereinbefore provided, for incorporation in said national forest re- 
serve such forest-covered lands lying in the State as in the opinion of 
the Federal Government may be needed for this purpose. 


Now, New Hampshire may | 





|; according to law, of such lands in th 


| mission 
| cuted therein in like manner as if this joint resolution had not been 
As I said, every one of these acts came from the same | 


| or make a brief suggestion. 
| a discussion that will last all day. 


| brief one. 
Whereas a bill is now before the Federal Congress providing for the | 


| two or three years. 


and is | 





may be executed | 


Sec. 3. Be it further enacted, That power is hereby conferred jpop 
Congress to pass such laws and to make or provide for the making of 
such rules and regulations of both civil and criminal nature, an( pro. 
vide punishment for violation thereof, as in its judgment may be necos. 
sary for the management, control, and protection of such lands as may 
be from time to time acquired by the United States under the provisions 
of this act. 

Sec. 4. Be it further enacted, That this act take effect from and after 
its passage, the public welfare requiring it. 

Passed April 16, 1901. 


Then, an astonishing thing is that here is the State of Maine 
doing the same thing. 


Whereas certain permanent and summer residents of this State hayo 
taken steps to memorialize Congress for the establishment of a nationa| 
forest reserve in the White Mountain region. 


That is for summer residences—summer homes. 


Whereas the establishment of such a reserve would perpetuate yal. 
uable forest growths and forever preserve the headwaters of several ip. 
portant streams and thus benefit the commerce, industry, and agricy!- 
ture of all the New England States save one; and 

Whereas the White Mountain region is of increasing importance as q 
pleasure resort to fully one-quarter of the entire population of the 
country who reside within easy reach of it: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatires in general court 


; convened, That the legislature of Maine hereby expresses its approval 


of the proposition to establish a White Mountain national forest re- 
serve. 

That the consent of the State of Maine be, and is hereby, given to 

the acquisition by the United States py purchase, gift, or condemnation 

s State as, in the opinion of the 

Federal Government, may be needed for the establishment of a national 


: oe s . a | forest reserve ir e White Mov egion. 
tion according to law of such lands in this State as in the opinion of | forest re ve in th t intain Pr & 


That power is hereby conferred upon Congress to pass such laws and 
make and provide for the making of such rules and regulations of both 
civil and criminal nature and —— punishment for the violation 
thereof as, in its judgment, may be necessary for the management, con- 
trol, and protection of such lands as may from time to time be ac- 


tion: Provided, That the State of Maine shall retain a concurrent juris 
diction with the United States in and over such lands so far as that 
civil process in all cases, and such criminal process as may issue under 
the authority of the State against any person charged with the com- 

of crime, without or within said jurisdiction, may be ex- 


passed. 

That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State 
are hereby requested to urge upon Congress the importance of prompt 
and favorable action on behalf of the proposition to establish a White 
Mountain national forest reserve. 

Every one of the provisions which I have read is indicative 
of the fact that this is a forest reserve and not a water pre 


| Serve, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator permit me to make a 


Mr. TELLER. I do not want the Senator to make a speech, 
because I want to get through. I will let him ask a question 
Otherwise I fear I shall get into 
Mr. NEWLANDS, ‘The suggestion I wish to make is a very 
Mr. TELLER. I promised to be as brief as I could. ak 


Mr. NEWLANDS. It seems apparent from the State legisia- 
tion to which the Senator has referred that the chief consideration 


| they had in view at that time was the preservation of the fr 


ests and the timber supply and as sources of power, 28 10 
creasing the water power, for the purpose of manufacturins, 
and so forth. But the Senator will observe that within the \* 
two or three years there has been a great movemet in this 
country toward the waterways for purposes of navyization 
That movement has taken a very intense form within the '* 
Does not the Senator realize that that's 
the uppermost idea in the minds of the people of this cou! try, 
that the waterways shall be developed to their highest use 
navigation and incidentally for the other purposes” i 
Mr. TELLER. The evidence before me justifies me in *)'" 
it is a second thought and not the first. I do not agree Ww 
the Senator that the people have gone wild about eres 
since the Inland Waterways Commission was organized * 
started on its trip down the Mississippi River. I am | 
anything against the Commission, te 
Mr. NEWLANDS. The Inland Waterways Commissio! © 
simply the outgrowth of this movement. There was * ee 
mand upon the part of all the people living within th: Te. , 
the waterways that there should be a development, anc that ¢ 4 
mand has been met, as I understand, by the President «pre! 
ing a commission for the purpose of recommending to ‘° 
a broad and comprehensive plan for the developme:' 
waterways. The appointment of the Commission w"* 
sult of the agitation and was not the cause of the a¢\' 
Mr. TELLER. I think I keep fairly in touch with ‘1° nd 
on these questions, I have been here a good many ye", * 


ing 
t saylls 


is 


ngress 
of the 
the re 


tion. . 
e public 












) 
> 
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en a waterways man myself. I have voted for all the| 
ment of rivers, because I thought it was a constitutional | 
1d constitutional duty. I deny that there is any more | 
+t in it teday than there was thirty years ago, when I | 
nto the Senate—not a bit more. It has been discussed | 
the last ten years than it was during the previous ten | 
r before that. It is true, I think, that the Inland Water- | 
mmission did stir up some interest in it. But it did | 
us a single thing—and I have read with care their re- 
at any ordinarily intelligent man did not know. I am 
wut it. There is nothing in that report of any benefit 
t body. Everybody knew that the Mississippi River was a 
river and that it ought to be protected and made navi- 
and be made navigable for vessels twice the size of the 
s that traverse it now. 
President, I have advocated on this floor for more than 
twenty years the making of a water canal from Lake Michigan 
» Mississippi River, and I took some part in getting a 
eanal from the Illinois River into the Mississippi River. 
It was too small to be of any real benefit, but it was the best 
ild do, hoping that it might be the progenitor of some- | 
thing better, as I have no doubt it will in time. But there has | 


fy } 


been no such feeling among the people generally. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

\r. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator whether the Con- 
the United States in its action upon the question of 
improving the waterways of the country for purposes of navi- | 
itv has met the expectations of the Senator himself? I | 
ask him further whether it is not possible that the people | 
. entire country are very much dissatisfied with the in- 
m, the inertia, the apathy, and the indifference of Congress | 
on this subject, as shown by its lack of appropriate lezislation? | 
I know that the Senator has been a foremost advocate of the | 

pment of our waterways, but certainly the action of Con- | 
rress has not kept pace with his desires or with his expectation, | 
| 

' 


eress of 


and it is possible that the whole country may be dissatisfied | 
the action of the Congress, as the Senator doubtless is 
self. 
Mr. TELLER. 
at all. 


W 
bir 
Mr. President, I am not complaining of Con- 
I did make complaint here some years ago about 


| 
the system by which we were expending our money, and we | 
changed that system. But, Mr. President, the party that is in | 
power how and has been in power all except eight years since | 
I have been in public life, now over thirty years, is the party | 
that has had the power to provide these waterways if they | 


wanted to do so. Yet the people have year after year sup- 
ported them and always in their national conventions declared | 
that their conduct had been entirely satisfactory to them up | 
to that time. Soe I do not believe the Senator from Nevada 
an bring any proof to show that there is any general rebellion 
ust the lack of attention to waterways. 


Mr. President, I am desirous not to take too much time, and 
[ want to skip some of this matter if I can, because I realize | 
iat it is supposed we are in the neighborhood of final adjourn- 
wn t. We have the resolutions of the board of directors of | 
the American Institute of Electrical Engineers, and their prin- | 


dea seems to be that we were deforesting the forests; | 
timber supply was disappearing; and therefore we | 
ught to have these lands put in a forest reserve. They say: 


the timber resources of this country are being rapidly di- 
ving to unscientific methods of forestry, to the prevalence | 

and to a wasteful use of timber, resulting In a steady 

cost of both hard and soft woods, and which may re- | 
. n the diminution of the natural storage capacity of our 
ree increasing irregularity in the flow, and consequent im- 
A 1 value of our water powers. 
Luese are the 


: 
engineers, Then they urge the passage of this | 
ail, ¢ hing like it. 
A i adopted by the National Board of Trade at its | 
7 : Washington, in 1908, contains the following: 
Suan cor tinuation and development of foreign trade in manu- 
= depends largely on our ability to produce at the mini- 
W S therefore of vital importance that the waterways and | 
s _the Southern Appalachian and White Mountain | 
' eds of millions of dollars are now invested in manu- 
‘s es, Shall be conserved and perpetuated by protect- | 
1 r of these regions. 
he S ose 1 
pi ~ ot a word, Mr. President, about commerce or ship- 
ing ! 
Now, I . , 
waenced © gone over that. I have gone over it for the pur- | 
cathe Qece ae that the primary object of this measure is not 
een ep out ests, timber, lumber, power, places of resort, not | 
the National 


Government, 
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Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives. 
committee seem to be divided somewhat upon the theory upon 
which they go, but I am going to show what they all, without 
exception, declared. 
within the provision that it is really and perfectly and honestly 
for the purpose of preserving the water and increasing the 


attention 


act of Congress by setting forth therein 
sions of jurisdiction by the State that would be required by the United 


quired. 
| gation. 


| committee published. 


can be claimed to bring it within the purview of | put into the Recorp. I want to put into the Recorp everything 
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Mr. President, I have here a report from the majority of the 
The 


Only one man said if you can bring it 


navigability of streams, he thought it might be done. All the 
others said it could not be done at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator notice that five mem- 
bers of that committee united in this statement? 

It is amply apparent from the foregoing statement that Congress 
has the constitutional power to acquire lands and forest reserves in a 
State by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, as an aid to naviga 
tion, if it be made to appear to Congress that such reserves would 


materially or substantially aid navigation. 


lle 
is 


Five members of the committee to which the Senator ca 
united in that statement. 
Mr. TELLER. The men who stood for that more than any- 


body else added the following: 


One of the purposes of the Constitution being to preserve and main- 


tain the use of our navigable rivers as aids to commerce, the State 
and the Federal Government may agree as they deem best to carry 
| out this great purpose. Such an agreement can be expressed in the 


in detail the particular 


States as a condition precedent to purchasing the reserves, and by also 
setting forth therein the purpose for which such jurisdiction is re- 
This purpose should plainly appear to be that of aiding nayvi- 
All other purposes should be eliminated. 

Mr. President, you knock the whole bottom out of this case 
if you eliminate everything except that, 

Mr. GALLINGER. But manifestly in the following para- 
graph they were not quite so emphatic on that point. They 
clearly state that if it is an aid to navigation it can be done. 

Mr. TELLER. The majority of the committee were absolute 
and unequivocal in declaring that there was no authority on 
the part of the Government to buy this land. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. The Senator understands, I suppose, that 
the report of the Judiciary Committee in the House was upon 
the bill that was pending in the House and not upon the bill 
under discussion here, 

Mr. TELLER. It was exactly the same bill, except the slight 
amendment you had made yesterday, which, in my opinion, cuts 
no figure in the case at all. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator would admit, I assume, 
that if Congress is satisfied that the purchase of the forests 
will promote the navigability of navigable streams it is a con- 
stitutional purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not admit anything of the kind. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Will the Senator admit that it 


Senator from Colorado 


is con- 


| Stitutional to improve the navigability of navigable streams? 


Mr. TELLER. I suppose I have voted a hundred times 
favorably on that proposition. It is begging the question when 
you say if Congress believes it. Nobody can believe that that 
is the purpose if he will read this testimony. Nobody can be- 
lieve it, because of the fact that it has been presented to us for 
the last five years not as an aid to commerce but simply as a 
forest reserve and a timber-protecting scheme. You can not 
change that purpose by suddenly putting in some provision for 
a purpose that does not exist. 

Mr. President, I desire to have this report 
That by Mr. JENKINS 
Then I will request that the entire re- 


of the House 

Mr. GALLINGER, 
port be published. 

Mr. TELLER. I mean the whole of it, all of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think we might well question the 
propriety of discussing the action of the House on this question 
under the rules of the Senate, but I will not raise that point. 

Mr. TELLER. No; Mr. President, that is not objectionable, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is, under our rules. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not, Mr. President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. All right. 

Mr. TELLER. This is past. There has been a lapse. Some- 
thing has been done. Whenever the House of Representatives 
has completed its action, then it is subject to discussion, as I 
ean show by the authorities, both in England and in the United 
States. I believe, Mr. President, I have always kept within 
the rules on these matters, and I believe I know what they are 
quite as well as anybody else. 

But if I can not discuss it, then surely it ought not 


To be 


that was said by the committee unless there is some objection, 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I will say I have no objection if the 
Senator puts in the entire report. 

Mr. TELLER, There are three reports here and they are 
all in one pamphlet. I pass it up and I ask that it may go 
in as an appendix to what I have been saying. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection? 
jection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
[House of Representatives. Report No. 1514, 

session. ] 
POWER OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TO ACQUIRE LANDS FOR NATIONAL FOREST 
PURPOSES. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
foliowing report, to accompany H. Res. No. 365. 

; The Committee on the Judiciary received from the House the fol- 
owing: 

Whereas the President in his message to the Congress at its present 
session, on December 3, 1907, makes the following recommendation : 

“We should acquire in the Appalachian and White Mountain regions 
all the forest lands that it is possible to acquire for the use of the 
nation. These lands, because they form a national asset, are as em- 
phatiecally national as the rivers which they feed, and which flow 
through so many States before they reach the ocean ;”’ and 

Whereas there have been introduced into the House of Representa- 
tives bills for the acquirement of national forests in the Southern Appa- 
lachian Mountains and the White Mountains, the same being H. R. 
10456 and H. R. 10457, which provide as follows: 

“That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed, 
in his discretion, to acquire for national forest purposes, by pur- 
chase or gift, lands more valuable for the regulation of stream flow 
than for other purposes, and situated on the watersheds of navigable 
streams in the Southern Appalachian Mountains within the States of 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, Kentucky, and Tennessee, and in the White Moun- 
tains within the States of New Hampshire and Maine. * * * 

“That the Secretary of Agriculture may do all things necessary to 
secure the safe title in the United States to the lands to be acquired 
under this act; but no payment shall be made for any such lands until 
the title shall be satisfactory to the Attorney-General and shall be 
vested in the United States. 

“That the sum of $5,000,000 is hereby appropriated to carry out 
the provisions of this act, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and said sum shall be available immediately and 
until expended for said purpose: Provided, That the Secretary o1 
Agriculture shall each year make a detailed report to Congress of the 
lands purchased under this act, and the cost thereof:” Therefore be it 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s message, above referred to, 
which relates to the acquisition of lands in the South Appalachian and 
White Mountains “for the use of the nation” be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives, together with 
the questions involved in the bills referred to, directing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to acquire for national forest purposes lands in the 
Southern Appalachian and White Mountains, within the States named, 
with instructions to said committee to report fully at an early date 
their views as to the power of the Federal Government by legislation 
to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, the lands referred 
to in said bills, situated in the States mentioned, and to a »propriate 
money therefor, and also what power and authority the Federal Gov- 
ernment has by legislation to acquire for the purpose of forest reserves 
lands within a State wherein the Government of the United States has 
no gaits domain, and to make appropriation therefor. 

We respectfully report that the committee has obeyed the instruc- 
tions of the House and had under consideration the aforesaid communi- 
cation. The instructions are to report the views of the committee as to 
the power of the Federal Government, by legislation, to acquire by 
yurchase, condemnation, or otherwise, the lands referred to, situated 
n the States mentioned in the preamble, and to appropriate money 
therefor; and also what power and authority the Federal Government 
has by legislation to acquire for the purpose of national forest pur- 
poses lands within a State wherein the Government of the United 
States has no = domain, and to make appropriation therefor. 

To restate the question, in other words to be gathered from the en- 
tire communication, Has Congress the power to enter a State and take 
from the owner thereof lands for forest purposes more valuable for 
the regulation of stream flow than for other purposes? The commit- 
tee have been aided in their research by arguments made on behalf of 
the constitutionality of the measure and also in favor of the unconsti- 
tutionality of the same. The committee is not unmindful of the inter- 
est taken by many people in this matter, many believing that if Con- 
gress has the power and would exercise it, it would be beneficial, but 
it is purely a question of power. In this matter the committee is lim- 
ited to answering a constitutional question, which must be gathered 
from the communication sent by the House to this committee, and can 
not consider any question of policy. It is said on behalf of the con- 
gstitutionality of the proposed measure that the object is the regulation 
of stream flow in navigable rivers, while the instrument sent by the 
Liouse to this committee says, in part: “To acquire for national Sorest 
purposes: lands more valuable for the regulation of stream flow than 
or,any other purposes.” 

In order to determine the quant. reference will have to be made 
to the Constitution. It is universally agreed that the Government of 
the United States is one of limited power; that the power of the United 
States is to be found in the Constitution of the United States; that the 
Government of the United States is not only one of limited power, but 
the powers are enumerated. After stating what powers are. conferred 
on Congress by enumeration, follows a provision for carrying the ex- 
press powers into effect, authorizing Congress to make all laws neces- 
sary and proper for carrying into execution the enumerated powers in 
the Constitution. The construction of this paragraph was very aptly 
and wisely stated in McCulloch v. Maryland (4 Wheat., 316), by Mar- 
shall, Chief Justice, who said: 

“ But we think the sound construction of the Constitution must allow 
to the National Legislature that discretion, with respect to the means 
by which the powers it confers are to be carried into execution, which 
will enable that body to perform the high duties assigned to it, in the 
manner most beneficial to the people. Let the end be legitimate, let it 
be within the scope of the Constitution, and all means which are appro- 

riate, which are plainly adapted to that end, which are not prohibited, 
= ee with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, are constitu- 
tional.’ 


Without ob- 


Sixtieth Congress, first 
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The express enumerated power so strongly relied upon is the on 
confers upon Congress the power to regulate commerce between the 
States. The question addressed to this committee is much more impor. 
tant than the average person may think. It is very easy for those jn 
favor of a proposition to lose sight of any constitutional question jp. 
volved. As the nation grows and expands many appeals for re\icef aro 
made for Federal power by the people, apparently of the belief ; 
National Government is capable o 
the general welfare of the ple. n sym. 
pathy with the exercise of Federal power, they are extremely scnsitiy, 
and the best and only ew is to pursue the pathway so clearly defipins 
the line of demarcation between State and Federal power. . 
nothing more dangerous to the peace, prosperity, and perpetuity of thi, 
nation than for Congress to execute powers not conferred. The people 
will always be loyal to the States, and the nation will always be jp 
need of the assistance and support of the people; and the besi way t,) 
obtain the sympathy and support of the peope for the National ¢ 
ernment is for the Congress of the United 
limitations conferred by the Constitution. 

It was said by Taney, Chief Justice, in Martin v. Waddel! 
(16 Pet. (U. 8.), 410), that “when the Revolution took place the peo 
of each State became themselves sovereign, and in that character |yojq 
the absolute right to all their navigable waters and the soils under 
them for their own common use, subject only to the rights sinc 
rendered by the Constitution to the General Government.” 

This language was repeated by McKinley, J., in Pollard v. Magay 
(1845) (3 How. (U. 8.), 229). he Constitution of the United States 
confers no power of eminent domain or of legislation over State tery 
tory, except that contained in the seventeenth clause, eighth section, 
first article, relating to the seat of government and places purchased 
with the consent of the State for forts, magazines, etc. Hence it was 
said by the court, in the case last cited,- that, even if Georgia had jy 
her compact of cession to the United States of the territory of Aly 
bama granted the municipal right of sovereignty and eminent domain, 
“such stipulation would have been void and inoperative, because the 
United States have no constitutional capacity to exercise municipa! 
jurisdiction, sovereignty, or eminent domain within the limits of a 
State or elsewhere except in the cases in which it is expressly eranted 

Hence it was held in that case that the shores of navigalhle waters 
and the soils under them were not granted by the Constitution of the 
United States, but were reserved to the States, respectively, and that 
Alabama, though a new State, had after admission the same rights 
sovereignty, and jurisdiction over the subject as the original States 
This was reaffirmed in Gilman v. Philadelphia (1865) (3 Wall. (U. 8), 
713). 

These authorities invite attention to two important matters bearing 
on the question, one the extent of ownership by the people and the 
States of the navigable waters and the soils under them, and | 
riparian rights of the people and States: All of which are involved, 


® that 


it the 
immense powers of legislation a 
When the people are not s 


ihere js 


ov 


tates to keep within the 


(1842) 


sur 


| when the United States seeks to acquire lands for forest purposes, and 


affected by the constitutional question. 

The other not constitutional but extremely important, as to whether 
the States or National Government shall exercise jurisdiction over 
lands so acquired. The United States can only exercise authority when 
lands are purchased by the consent of the legislatures of the States, | 
which the same shall be for the erection of forts, magazines, and ars: 
nals, dock yards, and other needful buildings; therefore, it seems plain 
that the United States can not, even with the consent of the States 
exercise jurisdiction, and if the United States purchases lands as cou 
templated, the same will forever remain subject to State power. 

The National Government can not acquire land for national forest 
purposes unless that power is conferred upon Congress by the Const 
tution. Congress can not exercise this right unless it is necessary | 
accomplish some object within the authority of Congress. A gover 
ment of limited power can not afford to exercise a power it does 
enjoy when the exercise of the power is at the expense of the creat 
of the government of the limited power. The people created 
National Government by adopting the Constitution, giving it ! 
power only, and defined the powers by enumeration. So je:lo 
the States of the new sovereign, and so determined to enj.) 
not delegated, that, notwithstanding it was universally « 
the framers of the new government that no power could |! 
unless conferred by the Constitution, the tenth amendmen 
Constitution was adopted: 

“ Powers not delegated to the United States by the Constit 
prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States \ 
or to the people.” 

In speaking of this amendment, the Supreme Court of tlie 
States, in Kansas v. Colorado (206 U. S., 46), said in part 

“This amendment, which was seemingly adopted with 
of just such contention as the present, disclosed the wide 
that the National Government might, under the pressure of 
general welfare, attempt to exercise powers which had not |x 
With equal determination the framers intended that no suc!) 4- 
should ever find justification in the organic act, and that 
future further powers seemed necessary they should be gra! 
people in the manner they had provided for amending that 

All power is vested in the United States, the several St: 

yple of the United States. What power is not enjo) 

Inited States*is with the States or the people. The Sta! 

yeople have some constitutional rights, even if there is n 

nvolved than some mountainous country and forests of t'! 

great commercial value. If the Federal Government lacks 

and the States give their consent to the legislation, it w! 

power on the United States, as the States can not enlarge t! 

the Federal Government in that way. The National Gov 

not afford to invade a State and take from the people, in | 

their reserved rights, the navigable waters and the soils unde 

riparian rights of the people and the States, and private (10 
lands of a State, for any purpose unless the power exists, @"0 
power exists and is legitimate and within the scope of ¢! r 
tion, its exercise can not be questioned by the courts and oust! 
acquiesced in by the people; but if the power does not exis’. 1)" 
how necessary, proper, and beneficial to the pean, its © fone in 
and in time will be questioned, and the people will lose cl’’™ |... 
the National Government if attempts are made to violate ()"'' ‘© 
and exercise powers not conferred by the Constitution. 

The National Government can never be maintained and | 
unless it keeps within its just powers. An unwarranted se rlooke’ 
power when not conferred by the Constitution may be °' 
when necessary to save the life of the nation. It will ne\: 
looked or forgotten if there be unwarranted Federal ac 
rights of the people or the States are involved, even if t! 


rpetuated 


reise o 


m or th 
oct asion 
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It may look like a small and unimportant mat- 
nd meet the approval of public opinion for the Federal Govern- 
to invade a State and condemn lands for forest purposes. But 
power is lacking the principle is great, and it is the duty of 
ss to jealously guard the rights of the States and not attempt 
reise powers not conferred. There is no dispute but what the 
.al Government has authority to take land by right of eminent 
, whenever the use of the land is necessary in furtherance of 
<eeution of any power given the National Government by the 
i ution. 
ne questions but what the United States can acquire lands for 
y purposes; for the erection of public buildings, such as post- 
and court-houses; in the interest of coast survey; for the pur- 
erecting light-houses, under the powers conferred by the Con- 
n. But in each such case the controlling question is as to 
or not the use te which the land is to be put is a public one. 
in other words, the power to act must be found in the Consti- 
and after the power is ascertained it must be found that the 
public. It is unnecessary to determine whether the use is 
when the power is wanting. In other words, as more directly 
e to this matter, Congress having power to regulate commerce 
n the States has an unquestioned right to improve navigable 
{ and may, for that purpose and to that end, take land when- 
é n the judgment of Congress it is necessary to the proper exercise 
of t power. But an entirely different question is presented when 
t (nited States attempts to acquire forest lands because it is claimed 
1 _ not by all, that it will cause it to rain and thereby increase 
t . of the stream. If the use of the land is to assist in the execu- 
{ f some power of government a different question is presented. 
important question arises: Has the National Government the 


i*mand is great. 


I nder the Constitution to acquire lands for the purpose of 
national forestry purposes, according to the words of the resolution? 
If unquestionably Congress has power to make all laws necessary 
and proper to carry that power into execution. There is no difference 
as f is the question herein is concerned between the right to pur- 
‘ and the right to condemn. For the — of answering the 
H the acquisition by purchase and condemnation may be treated 
tog . and acquisition by the words “or otherwise"’ may be treated 
as ling gifts or excluded as immaterial. A careful reading of all 
t! imerated powers contained in the Constitution fails to disclose 
an uthority on the part of Congress to acquire lands in a State by 
condemnation or purchase for national forestry purposes. Not that 
express power to acquire lands for national forestry purposes must be 





found in the Constitution in so many words among the enumerated 
powers, but an express power must be first found that can be executed 
by t acyujsition of lands for forestry purposes. The express power 
is ed in the Constitution to authorize Congress to act. Then the 
question arises: Is the proposed act to acquire lands within the mean- 
ing ie Constitution necessary and proper to carry the express 
power into execution ? 

Marshall, Chief Justice, has told Congress how legislation can be 
constitutional within that power. Congress must have discretion to 


exercise the power in a manner most beneficial to the people. The end 
must be legitimate and within the seope of the Constitution, then all 
appropriate means plainly adapted to that end, not prohibited, but con- 
sistent with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, are constitutional 


As ustrated, by the power given Congress “to raise and support 
armies It is supposed that Congress will exercise the power most 
beneficial to the people as to the size of the Army, pay of the Army, 
and how cared for, ete. And all power of Congress to provide for the 
particular thing named is not to be found in express words in the Con- 
stitution. The same might be said of the familiar power to establish 
post-offices and post-roads that will secure transportation and deliv- 
ery of the mails, and appropriate buildings. As applied to the matter 
before the committee, up/ess an aid and betterment of navigation, it is 
clea unconstitutional, 


then the further question arises: Is the acquisition of lands for for- 


est reserves a necessary and proper act to carry into execution the 
power to regulate commerce? Still further: Is Congress exercising a 
constitutional diseretion most beneficial to the people when it seeks to 


acquire mountains and forests, unless it appears the best, cheapest, and 
most legitimate means to control the flow of streams and improvement 
of navigation? An express power must be found in the Constitution. 
It was impossible for the Constitution to call by name or state all Con- 
gress could do. For to mention any specific act under any one express 
power would exclude things not mentioned and limit unmecessarily the 
power of Congress; therefore much is left to the wise and just discre- 
tion of Congress in legislating pursuant to the express power granted. 
And the limitation of that power, so aptly stated by Marshall, Chief 
Justice, can not be improved upon. But it is plain to be seen that legis- 


lation pursuant to an express power is mnbject to the limitations cited. 

Would it be constitutional for Congress in the exercise of its discre- 
tion to buy a site for a small public building, to condemn 40 acres of 
land and interfere with as many people when 1 acre of land would be 
suffix When an express power is found that will justify legisla- 
tion to carry that power into execution, it is still subjeet to constitu- 
tiona mitations. Is the power sought to be exercised by Congress 
Tal deducible from the express power granted? Is the power to 
acqu and for forestry purposes fairly deducible from the power to 
regulate commerce? Would it be an honest exercise of discretion for 
| ‘nifest interests of the people? This feature must be closely 
—s or everything popular and demanded by the people will soon 
th . t the panes and constitutional law will soon be a 

ie I He past. 
fs ~4 areful reading of the resolution discloses that the object sought 
land Oe egulation of commerce; that the object of the acquisition of 
aid a for national forest purposes, though incidentally it may be an 
Gett ( merce. And it has been suggested that the United States v. 
1890 : Electric Railway Company (160 U. 8., 668), decided in 
te i authority for the constitutionality of the proposed measure. 
oe nen the United States sought to condemn lands for the pur- 
fe > with. eserving the lines of battle at Gettysburg, Pa., and for mark- 
caleien : lets the position occupied by the various commands of the 
= he Potomac and of northern Virginia on that field. The 
ale rt held that the right of condemnation existed; that the 
fo quire and condemn existed, having been conferred by the 
oone and that the use to which the lands were to be put 
decla wic one. The Constitution gives Congress the power to 
ae r » raise and support armies; to provide and maintain a 
that none 2’, veld by the court that the end to be attained was within 
shall cn rhe facts brought the case within the doctrine of Mar- 


“Phot sn UStice. and the court in part said : 
“at the battle of Gettysburg was one of the great battles of the 


world. The numbers contained in the opposing armies were great; 
the sacrifice of life was dreadful, while the bravery and, indeed, hero- 
ism displayed by both the contending forces ranked with the highest 
exhibition of those qualities ever made by man. The importance of 
the issue involved in the contest of which this great battle was a part 
can not be overestimated. The existence of the Government itself 
and the perpetuity of our institutions depended upon the result. Valu- 
able lessons in the art of war can now be learned from the examination 
of this great battlefield in connection with the history of the events 
which there took place. Can it be that the Government without 


is 


power to preserve the land and properly mark out the various sites 
upon which this struggle took place? Can it not erect monuments 


provided for by those acts of Congress or even take possession of the 
field of battle in the name and for the benefit of all the citizens of the 
country for the present and for the future? Such a use seems neces- 
sarily not only a public use, but one so closely connected with the wel- 
fare of the Republic itself as to be within the powers granted Congress 
by the Constitution for the purpose of protecting and preserving the 
whole country.” 

This case certainly must be regarded as an extreme application of 


the doctrine of Marshall, Chief Justice. If there is any doubt in the 
mind of any person after reading the Constitution, that doubt will be 
readily dispelled by the foregoing doubt7ul case and the further case 


of Kansas v. Coloardo (206 U. S., 46). The United States intervened. 
From the statement of the case it appears that the United States was 
seeking to reclaim about 60,000,000 acres of land belonging to the 
United States within the arid region, and in the opinion of the court, 
speaking of the claim of the United States, it is said, on page 86: 

“It rests its petition of intervention upon its alleged duty of legis- 
lating for the reclamation of arid lands.” 

And on page 87 the court further says: 


i Turning to the enumeration of the powers granted to Congress 
by the eighth section of the first article of the Constitution, it is 
enough to say that no one of them by any implication refers to the 


reclamation of arid lands.” 

Section 8 contains the power of Congress to regulate interstate com- 
merce, yet the court says, on page 88: 

“We must look beyond section 8 for Congressional authority over 
arid lands.” 


And on page 91 the court further says: 

“But, as our national territory has been enlarged, we have within 
our borders extensive tracts of arid lands which ought to be reclaimed, 
and it may well be that no power is adequate for their reclamation 
other than that of the National Government. But if no such power 
has been granted none can be exercised.” 

And the ‘court reached the conclusion that the United States 
the Constitution could not for want of power reclaim arid lands 
the commerce clause of the Constitution or any other express power. 
There is practically no difference between reclaiming arid tands for 
agricultural purposes and acquiring lands for forestry purposes. The 
facts in the case, the conclusions reached by the court, and the views 
of those insisting upon the constitutionality of the proposed legisla- 
tion can profitably be restated by an extract taken from an argument 
made and brief filed on behalf of the constitutionality of the proposed 
measure : . 

“The United States of America filed its petition of intervention, 
and alleged that within the watershed of the Arkansas River are 1,000.- 
000 acres of public lands, uninhabitable and unsalable unless rendered 
so by the en of waters in this watershed to reclaim this land, 
that legislation of Congress has sanctioned the use of these waters 
in this arid region, and that under the reclamation act of June 17, 
1902, $1,000,000 have been expended in procuring sites for reservoirs 
and dams. 

“This contention brought directly to the court the question whether 
the amount of the flow of the waters of the Arkansas River is subject 
to the authority and control of the United States. The United States 
claimed that in and near the river, as it runs through Kansas and 
Colorado, are large tracts of arid lands; that the National Government 


under 
under 


itself is the owner of many thousands of acres, and that it has the 
right to make such legislative provision as in its judgment is needed 
for the reclamation of all these arid lands and for that purpose to 


appropriate the accessible waters. 
“This claim, says the Supreme Court, involves the question whether 


the reclamation of arid lands is one of the powers granted to the Gen 
eral Government. Certainly it is not, for in the enumeration of the 
powers granted to Congress by the eighth section of the first article 
of the Constitution we can not find one which by any implication 
refers to the reclamation of arid lands. * * * 


“That clause only decides that the reclamation of arid lands is not 
one of the powers granted to the General Government, and it was 
not claimed to be a means by which an express power was to be car- 


ried into execution.” 

A concession that the reclamation of arid lands is not within any 
power of Congress. : 

Assuming and conceding that Congress has plenary power oyer all 
navigable streams under the commerce clause of the Constitution, the 
important question is, Is the pending measure needed to improve navi 
gation? Would it be the consensus of opinion on the part of a larg 
number of men, competent to speak upon the subject, that the acqui 
sition of lands for forestry purposes is needed within the constit 


tional discretion of Congress to improve navigation? The 
simply includes the ordinary means of executing the power with 
erence to the power and dignity of the nation, the rights of the St 
and of the people, the object, purpose, and end sought without attempt 





ites 


to exercise powers not conferred. If not expressed, is it properly 
incident to an express power necessary to its execution? But it is 
argued that the end sought is the control of stream flow to improve 
navigation. No ‘one questions the right and power of Congress, under 
its power to regulate commerce between the States, to make all laws 
necessary and proper to carry that power into execution, which will 


include the improvement of navigation. Unquestionably Congress has 
the power to improve navigation under its power to regulate commerce, 


for commerce includes navigation and intercourse, transportation by 
water as well as by land, and control of all accessible waters. The 
main proposition is to acquire lands for forestry purposes—just how 


that will regulate stream flow or improve navigation is, for the present, 
rather specuiative. 

It is very clear that the only end sought is the retention and preser 
vation of forests—that is, an increase of the flow of the stream—and 
improvement of navigation is not the end sought, not the principal 
matter. Unquestionably Congress has power to increase the flow of 
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streams and improve navigation under its power to regulate commerce. 
Hence it is argued that the retention and preservation of forests will 
incr 
the commerce clause of the Constitution, and, under that power, 
acquire lands for forestry purposes without any reference to the effect 
upon the flow of streams or improvement of navigation. If the end 
sought is the increase of the flow of streams and improvement of navi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| people avoid both extremes. Congress should never shrink 


» the flow of streams and improve navigation so as to invoke | 
| constitutionality of the 


| the nation. 


gation, and that is the principal matter, why not apply to Congress | 


for the improvement of the rivers involved; and, if Congress in its 
wisdom decides upon the improvement, no person will risk his reputa- 
tion by insisting that it is necessary and proper to acquire the moun- 
tains 2nd forests involved in order to improve the navigation. 

What is the primary question? In common fairness it must be said, 
the acquisition of lands for forestry purposes, and that the improve- 
ment of navigation is but an incidental matter. This is not said to 
beg the question but to better develop the constitutional question in- 
volved. joes any person believe for a moment that if a proposition 
was made to Congress to appropriate $5,000,000 for the improvement of 
the navigation of the rivers involved it would command one vote? Has 
it not been determined by Congress at the present time not to make 
any appropriation for the improvements of rivers and harbors this year? 
It is a very important question and should be rightly determined. We 
should not enter upon such an unknown sea of difficulties, unless the 
power is clear, for no one can tell when this expenditure of public 
money will end. 

The United States is the moving party, not the States. That is, the 
States are not taking any action whatever against the United States; 
are not interfering with the flow of any stream or assuming any right 
or control over navigation or commerce. On the contrary, it is the 
United States asserting the right to enter States and take by purchase, 
gift, or condemnation lands for national forestry purposes. he inter- 
ested States may be willing, the people of these States may be willing, 
that Congress should in this manner exceed its powers for their benefit, 
but this does not justify unconstitutional action upon the part of Con- 
gress, and will sooner or later be cited as a precedent—as a usurpation 
of power on the part of Congress. 

The lands to be selected may be more valuable for the regulation of 
stream flow than for any other purpose and yet might not be an aid 
to navigation or even increase the flow of the stream, and not be valu- 
able for either. How will the transfer of the title to these mountains 
and forests to the United States increase the flow of the stream or 
improve navigation? The argument on behalf of the measure seems to 
establish several propositions: That the reclamation of the forests is 
a public one for the benefit of the people; that the removal of the 
forests permits the rainfall to run at once over the land into the 
streams and soon disappear; that the retention of the forests increases 


the quantity of leaves and other vegetable matter, so that the rainfall | 


percolates into the ground. It must be conceded that the flow of the 
stream depends upon the quantity of rainfall and its velocity. Good 
sense discloses that in times of great and continuous drought it takes 
an immense amount of rain to affect the flow of a stream. If rain 
falls slowly, it percolates into the ground—swamp and low places—and 
not until the ground is well soaked is there an appreciable effect upon 
stream flow. 


No person will want to risk his reputation by saying that commerce | 


by water ‘transportation can be successfully carried on by means of 
rainfall, or that the acquisition of lands by the United States will in- 
crease rainfall or improve navigation. When there are large quanti- 
ties of snow passing away and rainfalls producing floods, the flow of 
the stream will necessarily be increased, but practically as soon as the 


flood ceases the stream flow will recede to normal depths, and the | 


water in the ground can not be depended upon to provide for naviga- 
tion. In order to follow and accurately determine the matter, the 
nature of the transaction must be considered. It is either to acquire 
lands for forestry purposes, or to improve navigation of streams. If 
the former, it can not be done, for there is no express power. If the 
latter, it can not be done under the construction given by Marshall, 
Chief Justice. 


The end would not be legitimate; not within the sco 
tion; it would not be an appropriate means adapted to that end, and 
would not consist with the Vetter or spirit of the Constitution. 

In Kansas v. Colorado the Supreme Court of the United States denied 
the right of the United States to reclaim arid lands, while the case 


concedes it would be a great public benefit and have a tendency to im- | many acres of the land sought for forest purposes will not be needed 
| or considered in connection with either navigation or commerce, 


prove navigation. It is not a question of strict construction of the 
Constitution on the one hand and of a broad and liberal construction on 
the other, but an ascertainment of the line of demarcation between 
State and Federal power, with justice to both. 

Where in the Constitution is to be found the power in the National 
Government to reclaim its own arid lands or to acquire arid lands for 
the purpose of reclamation? Nowhere, not even under the power to 
regulate commerce. 
rainfal!, thereby increasing the flow of the stream, answers the Su- 
preme Court in Kansas v. Colorado. Where in the Constitution is to 


be found any power in the National Goverfiment to acquire lands for | 


national forestry purposes? Nowhere, answers the Constitution and 
the Supreme Court of the United States in Kansas v. Colorado, for thé 
case in Kansas v. Colorado and the question before your committee are 
absolutely identical. 


The action of Congress to be constitutional must depend upon the | 
To justify action one at least | 


powers enumerated in the Constitution. 
of the enumerated powers must expressly provide for the legislation, 
or it must bé@ justified by that power tn the constitutional manner 
indicated, as in case of power to declare war. Here is an express 
power, and Congress can for any reason make a declaration of war 
against any nation, and its action can not be questioned by the courts. 


But haying declared war many questions may arise as to necessary and | 


proper action to make the declaration of war effective, and this must 
be determined by construction, as to its being necessary and proper ; 
whether an appropriate means to carry the war power into execution 
in a manner most beneficial to the ple. Is the end legitimate and 
within the sco of the Constitution? For these matters are not 
expressly provided for—such as the size of the Army, how raised, by 
enlistment or draft; as to discipline; whether re 
as to the arm of service, the term of service. All of this and many 
more show what legislation is a necessary and proper execution of 
the power. 

The doctrine as to what can be done pursuant to an express power 
go as to make it operative and effective presents a most interesting 
question in our constitutional history. There is great danger of the 
powerful influence of two extremes, one for anything within the will 
of Congréss, the other to so limit power as to we legislation when 
wise, necessary, and constitutional. We should in the interest of the 


When the reclaimed lands will likely increase the | for discussion that the sole pur 


lars or volunteers; | 


| States.” 
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ercising all of its full wer, when beneficial to the pe “ 


yy 


always be careful to evel am unconstitutional exercise of pow. ne 
roposed measure is worthy of carefy| . 
the proposed legislation upon the f, 


> 
eration for the effect of 


If Congress has power to acquire the lands in question. 
nothing to prevent the national power from acquiring any and 
of a State and all the worthless lands of ali the States the p 
sire to sell, and it will increase friction between the State and | 
Government over the question of jurisdiction. Forests and w 
lands will be for sale all over the nation, and the power of th 
will be subordinate to the desire of the people to unload on { 
lands that the poorest emigrants will not locate upon. So 
that the power to reguiate commerce is expressly provided 
according to the broad definition given that term by the courts 
commercial world much can be constitutionally done, and the 
wants of the people will call for full exercise of all the power « 
enjoys. But this will not justify Congress assuming the re 
of forests under the remote and speculative claim that it wil! ; 
navigation. 

It does not change the constitutional aspect, because the 1a: 
be purchased by agreement with the owners; but if the pow 
cised and the owners refuse to sell they will have to submi 
land being taken from them, and this raises a very important «) 
whether the Government would be discharging its constitutio: 
in taking from private owners their property. Even assuming 
Government can go and take property, it certainly must be : 
needed for the use of the Government, for, as the Supreme « 
the United States said in Van Brocklin and Another v. State « 
nessee and Others, 117 U. S., 151, page 158: 

“The United States did not and can not hold property, as a n 
may, for private or personal purposes. All the property and \* 
of the United States must be held and applied, as all taxes, ; 
imposts, and excises must be laid and collected, to pay the « 
provide for the common defense and general welfare of the | 

It does not satisfy the Constitution that it would be beneficial! ¢ 
people or popular ‘with them, or that the Government can use t! 
or that the Government needs it. The power to acquire it musi 
be ascertained independent of all these considerations, and then 
power is ascertained, the question arises as to whether or not the e: 
is legitimate, whether it is fairly and honestly exercised in a mann 
beneficial to the people. It must absolutely be needed for the use of 
the Government, in the furtherance of some one of the enu ated 
powers. 

It can not be doubted that the original idea is the acquisition of 
lands for ae purposes. This is easily ascertained from what has 
been said in various ways in advocacy of the measure. The improve 
ment of navigation to those supporting the proposition is a matter of 
secondary, if of any importance, suggested so as to bring it under the 
commerce clause. 

There is another feature of the case to be considered, tending to 
show that the primary object is the acquisition of lands for forest pu: 
poses, and uot for the improvement of navigation. Congress will not 
be following constitutional lines if it attempts, under the circumstances 
of the case, to impreve navigation by acquiring lands, for Congress has 
no constitutional authority to act when there is no commerce. That 
is, it would be exceeding its power, within the definition of Mar- 
shail, C. J. 

Every person interested knows that Congress does not intend by the 
purchase or by the acquisition of the lands to take any steps aflirma- 
tively toward the improvement of the rivers affected; that the in 


| provement of navigation will go on just the same with or without the 


acquisition of the lands, and the talk of improvement of navig n 
and the regulation of commerce is to secure the lands for forest pur 


For to purchase mountains and forests to improve navi- | POS¢S, without reference to the effect upon navigation or comm 


gation would not be exercising a discretion most beneficial to the people. | 
of the Constitu- | 


It is a matter of common knowledge that the purchase of the | 
will not bring commerce; that the increase of the flow of streams 
not called for in the interest of commerce; that many of the st: 
have never been used and can not be made navigable as instrument 


| ties of commerce. 


In other words, the demand for the acquisition of the lands i t in 


the interest of either navigation or commerce. It is well known tha 


and 
under any theory can not be made very favorable for either. As 
showing at least how necessary it is that the question be thoroush! 
examined and carefully understood several of the earnest advocat: 
the measure insist that it is not necessary to take the land. Tlie ‘ 
object can be accomplished by the Federal Government prevent(in 
cutting of the timber, and thereby improve navigation. It is too D 
and object is the acquisition | 
lands for forest purposes; that the thought of improving nay 

or regulating commerce is not to be seriously considered; th: 
purchase of the lands will not improve navigation; that there | 
commerce to be subserved. It is a well-known fact that much \ 
land in question is so remote that, while it would be considered 


| of the forest reserve, it could under no circumstances be considere 


valuable for increase of the flow of streams or for the purposes 0° 
navigation. So the whole proposition must be considered as a0 
sition of lands for forest purposes. : 

It does not require any evidence of the situation outside 
record for Congress to act preety. That is, the communicatio 
to the committee by the House is full enough. Congress ‘ 
shirk its constitutional duty, for the proposition is plainly auc *| 
ciently — to Congress. Can Congress acquire lands for 
reserves Can Congress acquire lands for forest purposes 


| the increase of the flow of the stream and consequent regu!s' 


commerce ? 


If this can be constitutionally done, under the commerce ©’ 
the Constitution, the doors will be opened wide enough to @'s!"" 
with all State power and rights and do anything that = po 
the people or quite generally demanded. If the constitutiona! i‘: 
measure is to be determined by the amount of an appropris’ 
shall have no guide for future action except the amount 0! 
involved. Some of the States of the Union have been very © 
about excessive Federal power, but raise no voice against its , 
when the benefits accrue to them. Forever hereafter they shou 
their peace. _ 

Restating the proposition briefly: Congress has express P« 
reguiate commerce between the States; but a great question Pp 
itself when it is asked what can be done under and pursuan 
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rhe Constitution says Cengress shall hive power to make all 
essary and proper to carry that power iyto execution. The 
Congress has express power to make all laws necessary and 
carry the enumerated powers into execution does not en- 
power of Congress, for without it, unquestionably, Congress 
, same thing—that is, exercise all powers to the same extent 
Still, we have but a limited idea as to what can be done, even 
keep in mind the rule laid down by Marshall, C. J., and 
consider the many things the Supreme Court has said Con- 
s power to do. The great growth of the nation in popula- 
ness, and commerce, makes many demands upon Congress for 
under that power, and no narrow construction should be 
adopted that will prevent proper Congressional action. No statement 
ade that will include all Congress can do under that power. 
rhe ndaries can not be marked or limits to its exercise of legisla- 





tive power prescribed. . 4 
rhe framework of the Constitution shews how thoroughly the 
fathers understood what they were doing. ‘che best way to reach a 
cort ynclusion is to consider what is pro »osed, what is the matter 
s0 to be done, the end contemplated. With that ascertained, the 
quest is, Can it be constitutionally accomplished within the con- | 
sti , stated by Marshall, C. J., the proposition being for Con- 
eas to acquire for national forest purposes lands more valuable 
fi e regulation of stream flow than for any other purpose, does it 
Inder what power, we ask? The answer is, the power to regulate 
commerce. Assuming the fact to be that the land is more valuable 


or the regulation of stream flow than for any other purpose, does it 
prove, Within the meaning of the Constitution, that its purchase will 
improve navigation ? 

We fully appreciate the width and depth of the power that must be 
‘ined by construction, and readily concede that the power is so 
at that Congress has the right to improve navigable streams, and 
for tl purpose may take lands. But are we, when we acquire lands 
for national forest purposes, regulating commerce or improving avi- 
treams? If we acquire all of the lands in the United States 
for national forest purposes, will it improve navigable streams or in 
any manner operate as a regulation of commerce? Assuming that 
under its power to regulate commerce Congress has power to improve 
navigable streams, would anyone say Congress was exercising that 
discretion with respect to the means employed, most beneficial to the 
people, when, in attempting to improve the navigation of streams, it 
acquires for national forest purposes lands more valuable for stream 

n for any other purposes? 

It does not change the constitutional character of the matter when 
the selection is limited to lands more valuable for stream flow than for 
any other purposes. ‘That is, the fact that it is so valuable, will not 
it constitutional to take the lands for national forest purposes. 
Is the taking of lands ‘or national forest purposes a substantial and 
pract way of improving navigation? Would the end be legitimate? 
Would the means employed be appropriate and plainly adapted to that 
end? How much will navigable streams be improved by the United 
States purchasing lands for national forest purposes, even if more 
valuable for stream flow than for any other purposes? Has Congress 
exercised that discretion with respest to the means employed in the 
manner most beneficial to the people when it undertakes to improve 
navigable streams by acquiring lands for forest purposes more valuable 
for the regulation for stream flow than for any other purpose? Could 
it fairly be said that by so doing Congress has kept itself within the 
scope of the Constitution? Are these means that can be employed 
under the Constitution, or would the same be employed even as a busi- 
ness proposition? 

If the purchase of the lands will not improve navigable streams, 
notwithstanding the same are taken for national forest purposes, it is 
not constitutional. There is no constitutional means for the United 
States to acquire lands unless it is necessary and proper to carry into 
execution some one of the enumerated express powers of government, 
and then strictly within the construction given by Marshall, C. J. Can 
it be said that the United States can enter any State and acquire lands 
for public parks? If not, the United States can not enter a State and 


flow th 








take lands for forest purposes. 

If the primary purpose is to improve navigation, Congress can de- 
clare to what extent the improvement shall be made, and, having exer- 
cised its discretion, the courts can not go behind it. But when Con- 
= continues the exercise of its powers, improving navigation to 

M 


extent of declaring that there shall be taken for national forest 
purposes lands more valuable for the regulation of stream flow than 
for any other purpose, this discretion can be questioned in the courts. 
At the outset, therefore, it becomes the duty of Congress to consider 
whether such action is constitutional; whether this high duty as- 


ois: d to it is being executed in a manner most beneficial to the peo- 


vhether the acquisition of the land is legitimate. Is it an honest, 
fair, and constitutional exercise of power? Is the acquisition of the 
lands necessary for the improvement of navigation? 

As suggested in Kansas v. Colorado, if this is necessary for the wel- 
fare of the people, let us amend the Constitution, but do not violate 
great principles of constitutional law under the guise of regulating 
commerce. ‘The power of Congress is ample to satisfy the wants of 


the people, as far as regulating commerce is concerned, but not broad 
er to acquire lands for forestry purposes. 
mit th fellas foregoing resolution of inquiry, the committee sub- 
- ollowing : 
olved, That the committee is of the opinion that the Federal 
rovernment has no power to acquire lands within a State solely for 
Orest reserves ; but under its constitutional power over navigation the 
“ucral Government may appropriate for the purchase of lands and 
“st reserves in a State, provided it is made clearly to appear that 
dands and forest reserves have a direct and substantial connec- 
a Ww th the conservation and improvement of the navigability of a 
' tually navigable in whole or in part, and that any appropriation 
erefor is limited to that purpose. 
solved, That the bills referred to in the resolutions of the House 
10496 and H. R. 10457) are not confined to such last-mentioned 
and are therefore unconstitutional.” 


neur in the foregoing views of Mr. JexKins and I dissent from 





ae i ‘tion of the resolution adopted by the committee reading as 
G But under its constitutional wer over navigation the Federal 
— urn nt may appropriate for the purchase of lands and forest re- 

; nh a State, provided it is made clearly to appear that such 


tL. uta forest reserves have a direct and substantial connection with 


‘servation and improvement of the navigability of a river actuall 
‘sable In whole or in part.” ; ; : 


Greorce R. MALBY. 
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VIEWS OF RICHARD WAYNE PARKER. 
The resolution adopted by the committee is as follows: 
“ Resolved, That the committee is of the opinion that the Federal 
Government has no power to acquire lands within a State solely for 


| forest reserves; but under its constitutional power over navigation the 


Federal Government may appropriate for the purchase of lands and 
forest reserves in a State, provided it is made clearly to appear that 
such lands and forest reserves have a direct and substantial connection 
with the conservation and improvement of the navigability of a river 
actually navigable in whole or in part, and that any appropriation 
made therefor is limited to that purpose. 

“* Resolved, That the bills referred to in the resolutions of the House 
(H. R. 10456 and H. R. 10457) are not confined to such last-mentioned 
purpose and are therefore unconstitutional.” 

I agree with the resolution adopted by the committee that the bills 
submitted are unconstitutional, that the important duty of establish- 
ing and maintaining forest reserves within each State is for that State, 
and that the United States has no interest even in the flow of streams, 
except for the regulation of commerce, including the maintenance, 
improvement, and construction of navigable channels, whether natural 
or artificial, which may be used in interstate and foreign commerce ; 
but I find myself unable to agree that in the interests of navigation 
the United States can purchase and control thousands of square miles 
of dry land and take that land out of the control and taxable jurisdic 
tion of the several States. It is not to my mind at all clear that such 


power was given by the Constitution or can be included within the 
power to regulate commerce; nor is it at all clear that any State 
legislature has the right to convey away part of the State for pur- 


poses not within the United States Constitution and to bar all future 
legislatures and the people of the State from the benefits resulting from 
improvement and taxation of those lands. 

No one can exaggerate the importance of the establishment and 
maintenance of forest reserves, especially upon the headwaters of our 
various rivers: Their necessity is being realized by all the States. 
In New York and New Jersey the mountain area is fast being segre- 
gated for the water supply of great cities. The roots of the monarchs 
of the forest hold back rainfall, regulate and even the flow of streams, 
moderate freshets, protect the slopes from wash and waste and the 
river bottoms and channels from deposits of sand and gravel, and pre- 
serve a flow for the dry season. Forests even seem to temper 
climate, and they constantly lay by stores of lumber that is becoming 
more and more valuable every day. These are great public considera 
tions, but, like many other public matters, they seem to belong to the 
several States. It is true that, directly or indirectly, floods and freshets 
from the headwaters will affect the channel and navigation of a stream 
and may have to be provided against. Such provision by engineering 
works on the streams, as by dams, ponds, etc., is certainly within the 
ower of the United States, whose rights over navigable channels used 
n interstate and foreign commerce are paramount for the construction, 
improvement, and maintenance of such channels. 

There seems, however, to be a recognized legal distinction 
rights in the stream and rights on the land whose surface sheds 
rainfall into that stream. We may note examples. 

No action lies by any person against his nei®hbor for flow of surface 
water. 

No action lies for changes in the amount or character of stream flow 
by ordinary use of the land higher up, such as clearing, tillage, etc., 
even if the stream be muddied so as, for instance, to damage a paper 
mill. These principles are established in a host of cases, wherein it 
was held that every man’s right is subject to the right of his neighbor 
to use his own property in the ordinary way. In like manner it may 
well be held that the rights of the United States in the waters are sub- 
ject to the rights of the people of the various States to use the dry land 
in ordinary ways, as they may deem proper, and that a grant of power 
to construct navigable waterways may not be used to divest them of 
that land except so far as it is necessary to engineering work con- 
nected with such waterways. By the act of April 28, 1888 (25 Stat. 
L., 94), any land may be acquired needed to maintain, operate, or 
prosecute work for the improvement of rivers and harbors for which 
provision has been made by law. This statute is quoted in Mr. Branr- 
LEY’S views, page 30, and seems to cover the entire jurisdiction of the 
United States. If it be true that headwater forests are land that is so 
needed, the claim can be made under this statute in court. To my 
mind it is certainly doubtful, and I can not concur in the opinion of 
the committee on this point. 

It seems still more a question whether any State can be divested by 
the legislature of its control over its territory. The importance of 
mountain land to every State is growing day by day if only for aque- 
ducts. The State holds the rainfall and streams as a sacred trust for 
its own citizens, whose life depends upon a daily supply of water. This 
principle has just been laid down by the Supreme Court in the case of 
the State of New Jersey against the Hudson County Water Company. 
It can never be foreseen what value may lie in territory which the 
State is asked to grant away and put out of the march of improvement. 

For these reasons I am unable to concur in so much of the resolu 
tion adopted by the committee as declares the power of the United 
States to acquire forests within the States in aid of navigation. The 
question is at least doubtful. 

To restate the matter briefly : 

The United States have no interest in the rivers, except for purposes 
of navigation, and it may fairly be said that the rivers of the Atlantic 
slope are not navigable above the tidal flow. 

It is very hard to see how buying the whole surface of the ground 
is a question of navigation. There has to be some distinction between 
land and water. Of course the building of banks and dams, the dredg 
ing or digging of the bottom, new channels, or even dams for water 
supply to a canal are all matters which require the purchase of land, 
but this is for works on the stream. It is going beyond anything which 
has ever been hinted to suggest that because the water that falls from 
the skies runs off the surface into navigable streams that therefore this 
surface becomes a mere incident of navigation. The United States is 
a Government of limited powers. In this particular respect it stands 
in precisely the same position as if it had been authorized by the State 
to control, maintain, improve, and build navigable waterways any- 
where within the State. If these powers were given to a corporation, 
together with the great governmental power of eminent domain, it 
could take whatever land should be found necessary for channels or 


the 


between 
the 


works of navigation, including dams, ponds, feeders, banks, new chan- 
nels, or cut-offs, but such a company would certainly not have the 


power to condemn and take dry ground not needed for these works on 
the theory that the rainfall ran off this ground into their canals. Such 
a power would mean that they could shut up whole sections of that 
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State against 


settlement, improvements, and increased taxable value. 
Such powers would not be implied in such a grant, nor should they 
be implied in the grant to the United States by the Constitution. 
it is truly sald that clearing the ground increases freshets and 
encourages the formation of bars to the injury of navigation. Tillage 
does the same, perhaps to a greater extent. So does building a city, 
paving streets, roofing the houses, and all the devices by which we 
turn the whole rainfall into the streams as soon as engineering can 
send it there. The influence upon navigation in these cases is “‘ direct 
and substantial,” but it can hardly be asserted that therefore the 
United States could acquire the farm or the city, although the com- 
mittee resolution holds that the Federal Government may appropriate 
“for the purchase of lands * * * in a State, provided it is made 
clearly to appear that such lands have a direct and substantial con- 
nection with the maintenance and improvement of the navigability of 
actually navigable in whole or in part.” It has been held that 
the United States can have no title in docks, wharves, and piers, or in 
the soil under the river, except for engineering works to aid navi- 
gatior rhe same principle applies, and “ control stops with the shore.” 


RICHARD WAYNE PARKER. 


a rive 


VIEWS OF MESSRS, LITTLEFIELD, DIEKEMA, AND BANNON. 


» money can be constitutionally appropriated from the Federal 
Treasury except for the accomplishment of a Federal purpose, the 
proper discharge or exercise of a Federal function. It has long been 
settied that the Federal Government is a Government of granted, 
enumerated powers, under which only such undefined powers can be 
exercised as are “appropriate and plainly adapted” to the effective 
practical exercise of the granted, enumerated powers. (Kansas v. 
(oi ado, 206 U. S., 88.) 

When a project is suggested as the subject-matter of a Federal ap- 
propriation the only question to be determined is, Does the project 
cou fairly within the scope of these granted, enumerated powers or 
the undefined powers “appropriate and plainly adapted to” their ef 
fective practical exercise. If it does not, then the Federal Government 
has no couastitutional power to appropriate the public money to ac- 
complish such a purpose. The mere size of a project, the fact that it 
involves immense values, affects millions of people, is distributed 
throughout the whole geographical area of the United States, leading 
the unintelligent and uninformed for those reasons to describe it as na- 
tional, does not even remotely tend to establish the fact that it is in- 
cluded within any granted enumerated power or an undefined power 
“appropriate and plainly ” its effective and practical 
exercise, 

Bigness no doubt appeals to the imagination and engenders desire for 
Federal control, but this consideration has no place in determining a 
result which depends upon the exercise of the reasoning faculties. The 
fact that the project is large or small, unimportant or important, does 
not reach the threshhold of the discussion in determining whether it is 
included in a granted power. Nor is it a question as to whether certain 
powers could be more advantageously anc 
Federal Government, and therefore ought to have been granted. It is 
not a question as to what ought or might have been granted; the only 
question is what is the power that was granted. It is claimed, and it 
is true, that the preservation of the forests by the application of scien- 
tifie methods of conservation is essential to the maintenance of 
adequate supply of timber, lumber, and fuel, etc., and means the preser- 
vation of natural resources of almost incalculable value. It is also 
claimed, and we think correctly, that the preservation of the forests is 


* 


adapted to 


of very great importance in the development, maintenance, and conser- | 


vation of water powers along the streams that have their rise in the 
watersheds covered by these forests. Our attention has not been called 
to, and we have not been able to find, any power granted to the Federal 
Government to which, either directly or by reasonable implication or 
necessary inference, either of these purposes may with any propriety be 
referred. 

Moreover, it seems clear that the Government can only constitution- 
ally. acquire property for a constitutional Federal purpose, which clearly 
constitutes a public use, and therefore what it can constitutionally ac- 
guire by 
eminent domain. Certainly eminent domain can not be exercised except 
for a public use. Measured by this standard the purpose disclosed in 
the bills referred to in the resolution (H. R. 10456, H. R. 10457—they 
are identical in terms) is clearly not a Federal purpose and would not 
justify any appropriation. The purpose upon which they are predicated 
section 1, “To acquire for national forest purposes,’ and in sec- 
tion 3, “Shall have consented to the acquisition of such land by the 
United States for national forest purposes.” We are unable to find, 
and our attention has not been called to, any grant of power to the 
Federal Government which includes, even indirectly, these purposes. 
(206 U. 8., 46.) It is, however, claimed that although these bills do 
not proceed upon that hypothesis, that the appropriation can be justi- 


is, 


fied on the ground of the relation of the forests on the watershed, to the | 


navigability of the streams that have their sources in such watersheds. 

It is sald that the deforesting of the watersheds precipitates into 
the streams soil and silt that is carried downstream until it accumu- 
lates in such quantities as to substantially obstruct navigation, and 
make it necessary to remove such obstruction in order to preserve 
their navigability ; and that the watershed when properly covered with 
forest retains the rainfall, so that it is gradually distributed through- 
out the year, and thus increases the flow in navigable portions of the 
river, so as.to preserve their navigability, when otherwise they would be 
unnavigable during the dry portions of the year, and that for the pur- 
pose of thus protecting and preserving the navigability of the navigable 
portions of the river Congress can make these appropriations for the 
acquisition and control of the forests on_the watersheds. 
of the navigable waters of the United States has been recognized as 
within the Federal jurisdiction and subject to all necessary appropriate 
legislation in a long line of decisions from (not to go farther back) 
Gilman v. Philadelphia (3 Wall., 724), in which the court said: 

“Commerce includes navigation. The power to regulate commerce 
comprehends the control for that purpose, and to the extent necessary 
of all the navigable rivers of the United States which are accessible 
from a State other than those in which they lie. For this purpose 
they are the public property of the nation and subject to all the requi- 
site legislation by Congress. 
keep these open and free from any obstruction to their navigation in- 
terposed by the States or otherwise, to remove such obstructions where 
they exist, and to provide, by such sanctions as they deem proper, 
azainst the occurrence of the evil and for the punishment of the 
offenders.” 


to Kansas v. Colorado (supra), where the court denied the petition of | 


thé United States to intervene to protect its alleged interests in the 
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effectively exercised by the | 


an | 


purchase it also has the right to acquire by the exercise of | 


The control | 


This necessarily includes the power to | 


May 


irrigation of arid lands, holding that the United States h 
stitutional power to provide for the irrigation of lands oth 
own, the court expressly statin 
| dice to the rights of the Unite 


16, 


ee 


ad no con- 
er than its 
that such denial was “ without preju- 
States to take such action as it shalj 
deem necessary to preserve or improve the navigability of the Arkanan« 
River.” (117:) _— 
The power of the Federal Government to remove obstructions 
navigable rivers, either by dredging, removal of rocks and ledvc« 
compelling necessary changes in the construction of bridges. 
peatedly exercised and universally conceded. 


from 

» and 

That the exercise of this 

power is not confined to the portion of the stream that is within tho 
navigable limits, but extends to obstructions in existence or conten. 
plated, above the point of navigability, is settled by the case of United 

States v. Rio Grande Irrigation Company. (174 U. 8., 690.) This wac 
|} a case where the United States, by the Attorney-General, filed a bill 

in equity to restrain the defendants fron. constructing a dam acrocs 
the Rio Grande River in the Territory of New Mexico, and it was eo 
ceded that the Rio Grande River in the limits of New Mexico was not 
navigable. 

The court below denied the prayer and dismissed the bill, and this 
decision was reversed and the case sent back, with instructions to the 
court below “to order an inquiry into the question as to whether the 
intended acts of the defendants in the construction of a dam and in 
appropriating the waters of the Rio Grande will substantially dimip- 
ish the navigability of that stream within the limits of present naviga- 
bility ; and if so, to issue a decree restraining these acts to the extent 

that they will so diminish.” ; 

In the course of the opinion by Mr. Justice Brewer (which was 
unanimous) the court, after referring to the fact that the city of New 
York had appropriated the waters of the Croton River, a nonnavigable 
river and a tributary of the Hudson River, and stating that it could 
| do so without question “unless thereby the navigability of the Hudson 

should be disturbed,” used as a significant illustration of the power of 
| Congress the following language: “On the other hand, if the State of 

New York should, even at a place above the limits of navigability, by 
appropriation for any domestic purposes, diminish the volume of water 
which, flowing into the Hudson, make it a navigable stream, to such an 
extent as to destroy its navigability, undoubtedly the jurisdiction of th: 
National Government would arise and its power to restrain such 
priation be unquestioned.” (709.) 

In United States wv. Lynah (188 U. S., 445), it appeared that the 

United States for the yarree of improving the navigability of the 
Savannah River construct “certain dams, training walls, and other 
obstructions” which it was claimed flooded the lands belonging to 
Lynah so “as to substantially destroy their value.” The question in 
the case was whether “the Government in the exercise of its powers 
of eminent domain and regulation of commerce” had taken the prop- 
erty of the plaintif€ below and should make compensation therefor. 
| It is obvious that if the Congress had no constitutional power to 
improve the navigability of the river by holding back its flow by the 
dam, its acts would have been tortious and not the legai basis for 
the exercise of the right of eminent domain. The case was elabo- 
rately argued, and there was a vigorous dissenting opinion by some 
of the ablest members of the court, the majority holding, however, 
“that there has been a taking of the lands for public uses, and that 
the Government is under an fmplied eontract to make just compensa- 
| tion therefor.” There is no intimation in either the arguments or 
the opinions that there was any question as to the right of the Gov- 
ernment to erect and maintain the dam for the purposes indicated, 
and the case must have proceeded upon the theory that exercise of 
such a right was a constitutional exercise of power. Indeed, th 
minority opinion in substance declares that the damage was “ caused 
by the lawful exercise of the United States of its power to improve 
navigation,” but insists that it was “‘damnum absque injuria.” 

We may therefore consider it settled that the United States may 
constitutionally expend money in damming the waters of a river to 
improve its naviga wal: As the Government has the right to take the 
land of a private individual at one point in a river by the exercise 
of the right of eminent domain, for the purpose of improving its navi 
gability, it is difficult to see why it can not acquire the land of other 
individuals, at any other point on the river from its source to its 
mouth, by purchase or eminent domain (involuntary sale by the owner), 
for the same purpose to accomplish the same result, especially in 
view of the fact that it is held that the construction of a dam may 
be restrained, if it impairs the navigability of the river, though it 
may be located above the navigable int fn a nonnavigable part ot 
| the river. The particular means u can not determine the constitu 

tionality of the exercise of the power. If the means are appropriate. 
the result accomplished is the test. If an artificial reservoir may %¢ 
created and maintained at one point, no reason is perceived why 
natural reservoir may not be restored and maintained at another poi? 
if the purpose and result be the same. ‘The Government has undoubt 
power to remove obstructions from the navigable part of the r\v 
prevent obstructions from being placed therein or over the same, ' 
prevent obstructions in the nonnavigable portions that impair |'s "8v" 
gability. It would seem to follow that if reforesting the waters f 
its source was an appropriate means “ plainly adapted to that en 
preventing the depositing in the river of aceumulations that “ 
obstruct its navigable portion, that Congress would have the re! 
| acquire and control them for that purpose. ; 

The foresting of the watershed at the source of a river and the pie 
vention of the accumulation of obstruction within its navigeble |i 
or the improvement of its navigability by increasing the flow of \ 
water therein during the dry season must, in our judgment, ee 
thing more than theoretical, technical, fanciful, or negligible. '' ™! 
be physical, tangible, actual, and substantial, demonstrable »y 54 
factory competent testimony, in order to justify an er 
that purpose. The protection or the improvement of the na' 
of the river must also be the real, effective, sole, and not 
dental, purpose of the appropriation. It would not justify © 
priation when the real purpose is the conservation of the supp! 
raw material for forestry products, or the development of water |" 
and the protection or improvement of the navigability of the aa 
| only theoretical or incidental thereto. The improvement ©! 

tion of the navigability of the river must be the —“ purpose 
the appropriation is made. In such case the fact, if it be a 
other useful purposes are also served, does not militate agains’ 
cise of the power to accomplish the real purpose of the app 
as a matter of law. As a matter of law, such purposes can. 
part of the purpose, although as a matter of fact they may ' 
the necessary incidentals of the result. In this connection 
| stitutes navigability should be stated. This is well settled. 


appro- 
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Daniel Ball (10 Wall, 463) the court said: “ Those rivers 
rded as public navigable rivers In law which are navigable 
and they are nayigable in fact when they are used or are 
» of being used in their ordinary condition for highways of 
over which trade and travel are or may be conducted in the 
medes of trade and travel on water, and they constitute 
waters of the United States within the meaning of the acts 
in contradistinction of the navigable waters of the State, 

y form in their ordinary conditions by themselves or by unit- 
ther waters a continued highway over which commerce fs 
rried on with other States or foreign countries In the cus- 

; in which such commerce is conducted by water.” * * * 
would be a narrow rule to hold that in this country unless 

; capable of being navigated by steam or sail vessels it could 
ted as a public highway. The capability of use by the public 
s of transportation and commerce affords the true criterion 
vigability of a river, rather than the extent and manner of 


th If it be capable in fits natural state of being used for pur- 
pos ¢ commerce, no matter in what mode the commerce may be con- 
‘neted, it is navigable In fact and becomes in law a public river or 


’ the court sald in The Montello (20 Wall., 441). These cases 
! en cited and approved in numerous cases, which are collected 
n notes to United States Re orts, volume 7, page 366, and volume 8, page 
po'“vhether the deforesting of the land described in the bill has any 
ical and tangible connection with the navigability of the rivers 
have their sources in the respective watersheds was a subject of 


wntroversy before our committee, and upon that question of fact we 
ex! no opinion, but upon the hypothesis above set forth we are 
of t inion that for that specific pu se, and that purpose only, 
an appropriation can lawfully be made, an that the legislation therefor 
i in terms be confined to that purpose. It also follows that no 


land can lawfully be acquired in excess of what is necessary for the 
rrying out of that purpose, and the bills before us are not properly 
limited as to the amount that can be lawfully acquired for the one con- 
stitutional purpose for which the appropriation can be made. 
Cc. E. LItTTLerieLp, 
G. J. DI®KEMA, 
HENRY BANNON. 
We concur in the foregoing views of Messrs. LITTLEFrigeLD, DiekeMA, 
nd BANNON, 
D. 8. ALEXANDER, 
R. O. Moon. 
I concur with the foregoing views except that I regard it as at least 
very doubtful whether the United States can im any event acquire land 
j several States for forest purposes. I file separate views on that 





RICHARD WAYNE PARKER. 


VIEWS OF MR. BRANTLEY. 


The Committee on the Judiciary has before it House resolution No. 
208, which reads as follows: 

“ Whereas the President, in his message to the Congress at its present 
session, on December 3, 1907, makes the following recommendation : 

‘*We should acquire in the Appalachian and White Mountain regions 
all the forest lands that it is possible to acquire for the use of the 
nation. These lands, because they form a national asset, are as em- 
phatically national as the rivers which they feed, and which flow 
through so many States before they reach the ocean;’ and 


Whereas there have been introduced into the House of Representa- | i544 the report of the Secretary of Agriculture made in pursuance of 


tives bills for the acquirement of national forests in the Southern Appa- 
lachian Mountains and the White Mountains, the same being H. R. 
10456 and H. R. 10457, which provide as follows: 


‘That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed, 


in his discretion, to acquire for national forest ei mmy by purchase | 


or gift, lands more valuable for the regulation of stream flow than for 
other purposes, and situated on the watersheds of navigable streams in 
the Southern Appalachian Mountains within the States of Maryland, 
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
\labama, Kentucky, and Tennessee, and in the White Mountains within 
the States of New Hampshire and Maine. * * * 

“* That the Secretary of Agriculture may do all things necessary to 
secure the safe title in the United States to the lands to be acquired 








| and navigation.” 





The power of the General Government to acquire Iand in a State by 


purchase, condemnation, or otherwise being unquestioned, where the 
same is mecessary to some governmental use, authorized by the Con- 
stitution, it becomes necessary in the very outset of the inve ation 
directed to be made to inquire as to the uses for which it is proposed 
to acquire the land and the forest reserves referred 1 said lu- 








“ Let the end be legitimate, let it be wit! ope of the Consti- 
tution, and all means which are appropriate, which are plainly ade 
quate to that end, which are not prohibited, but consistent wiih the 
letter and spirit of the Constitution, are constitutional.” 

Our inquiry must be, first, as to whether the owning of lands and 
forest reserves in a State by the General Government is itself the end 
sought to be attained by acquiring them or whether such acquiring is 


tion. In McCulloch v. Maryland (4 Wheaton, 421) it is said 
} 


designed as a means to some other end. ‘This inquiry must be deter- 
mined before we can pass on the question of whether the end is legiti- 
mate and within the seope of the Constitution. The importance of 


this inquiry is further apparent in the light of the statement of the 
Supreme Court in 117 U. 8S., 158, in the case of Van Brocklin v. Ten- 
nessee, to wit: 

“The United States do not and can not hold property as a monarch 
may for private or personal purposes. All the property and revenues 
of the United States must be held and applied as ail taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises must be laid and collected ‘to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare of .the United 
States.’ ”’ 

Unless, therefore, it shall appear that said lands and forest reserves 
are proposed to be held and used in some way for the general welfare, 
under some power delegated to Congress by the Constitution, it requires 
no argument to demonstrate that Congress has no power to acquire 
or to hold them. 

THE PROPOSED USE OF FOREST RESERVES. 

Directing our inquiry, therefore, in the first place, to the proposed 
uses of the said land and forest reserves, it is essential to carefully 
scrutinize all the language of the said House bills 10456 and 10457, 
and as well the history of said bills in so far as the same is shown in 
the proceedings of the previous Congress and in the results of the act 
of the previous Congress. Proceeding with the investigation in this 
way, we find that the agricultural bill approved March 4, 1907, required 
the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the watersheds of the South- 
ern Appalachian and White Mountains “ and to report to Congress the 
area and natural conditions of said watersheds, the price at which the 
same can be purchased by the Government, and the advisability of the 
Government purchasing and setting apart the same as national forest 
reserves for the purpose of conserving and regulating the water supply 
and flow of said stream in the interest of agriculture, water power, and 
navigation.” 

The important thing here to be observed is that the Fifty-ninth Con- 
gress in ordering said survey distinctly directed that information be 
furnished as to the advisability of acquiring the proposed forest re- 
serves, not as an end in itself, but as a means to other specified ends, 
to wit, “for the purpose of conserving and regulating the water supply 
and flow of said streams in the interest of agriculture, water power, 

It is a just assumption that the Fifty-ninth Congress felt authorized 
in appropriating money for this survey, and it is to be noted that one 
of the ends sought to be achieved by the survey, whatever may be 
said of the others, was clearly within the constitutional power of 
Congress, and that end is the conserving and regulating the water 
supply of certain streams in the interest of navigation. I have exam- 


| said direction of the Fifty-ninth Congress. The same is embraced in 


under this act; but no payment shall be made for any such lands until | 
the title shall be satisfactory to the Attorney-General and shall be | 


vested in the United States. 

. shat the sum of $5,000,000 is hereby appropriated to carry 
ut the provisions ofthis act, out of any moneys in the spennuas not 
otherwise appropriated, and said sum shall be available immediately 
and until expended for said purpose: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall each year make a detailed report to Congress of the 
‘ands purchased under this act, and the cost thereof ;’ Therefore be it 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s message, above referred 
be which relates to the acquisition of lands in the Southern Appala- 
to teat White Mountains ‘for the use of the nation’ be referred 
on the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives, 
_eether with the questions involved in the bills referred to, directing 
as a ecretary of Agriculture to acquire for national forest purposes 
he ee the Southern Appalachian and White Mountains, within 

, tates named, with instructions to said committee to report fully 
ment putty date their views as to the power of the Federal Govern- 
en oy legis ation to acquire, by urchase, condemnation, or other- 
tioned. lands referred to in sald bills, situated in the States men- 

wa, wae to sppropetate money therefor, and also what power and 
+, vority the Federal Government has by legislation to acquire for 
oni co of forest reserves lands within a State wherein the Gov- 

P= wat Ae : e United States has no public domain, and to make ap- 
, as i neretor, 
tain ‘to be noted that said resolution refers to the committee a cer- 

Pertion of the President’s message, together with certain ques- 
lved in two House bills, to wit, H. R. 10456 and 10457; that 


the Sex 





{ 


eens iene ¥ r national forest purposes lands in the Southern Appala- 
then instructs « Mountains within the States named.” The resolution 
ehenan aaa the committee to report fully at an early date their 


, 48 to the power of the Federal Government by legisla- 


ch 


n 


to in said hi 


oriate on Is, situated in the States mentioned, and to appro- 
tiate money therefor: ; “ 

Federal Coco eter; and, second, “ what power and authority the 
fopent ; ees has by legisiation to acquire for the purpose of 
United st ‘ands within a State wherein the Government of the 


s has no public domain, and to make appropriation therefor.” 


Senate Document No. 91, Sixtieth Congress, first session. In this re- 
port the Secretary states, among other things, that “all the waters 
gathered by the Southern Appalachian and White Mountains flow 
to the sea through navigable rivers,” and he submits an argument sup- 
ported by facts presented by him that the preservation of the forests 
in these mountains would equalize the flow of these rivers, tending to 
the avoidance of floods and freshets and to a greater volume of water 
in time of drought. His argument is that forest reserves In these 
mountains would aid navigation in all streams having their source in 
these mountains. The committee does not undertake to pass jude- 
ment on this argument, but refers to it in order to determine whether 
or not there fs any constitutional purpose sowght to be accomplished 
by the proposed forest reserves. Gentlemen presumably competent to 
advise on such matters have appeared before the committee and urged 
that the preservation of the forests on the Southern Appalachian and 
White Mountains would materially aid the navigability of certain navi 
gable rivers, but, as just stated, the committee does not feel that it has 


| Jurisdiction or is called upon to report a conclusion on the facts in- 


volved in this argument. 

We next take notice of H. R. 10456 and H. R. 10457, the language 
in each being the same. The description of the lands to be acquired 
under these bills is, first, “lands more valuable for the stream flow 
than for other purposes,” and, second, lands “ situated on the water- 
sheds of aaviguble streams.” This Janguage clearly indicates a rela- 
tion of some kind between these lalis and the streams having their 
origin in them and a purpose to utilize that relation In the interest 
of such streams. Provision is made in the Dill for allowing private 
parties to control any minerals that may be on the lands acquired, and 
as well that merchantable timber may be removed by such parties 
under regulations to be prescribed by the Government. Provision is 
also made for private parties to obtain lands “chiefly valuable for 
agriculture” that the Government may chance to acquire in its pur- 
chases of forest lands. All these provisions point directly to the con- 
clusion that one of the purposes of these bills, if not the primary 
purpose, is to control the watersheds of the streams rising in these 


| mountains in the direct interest of these streams. The exclusion of 


uestions involved In “directing the Secretary of Agriculture | 


| minerals, merchantable timber, and ; 


igricuitural lands from the reserves 


leaves no other conclusion to be fairly reached. That this conclusion 
is correct, is shown, I think, In the language of section 10 of the bills, 
to wit: “ That the Secretary of Agriculture may, for further protec- 








| tion of the watersheds of said navigable streams,” do certain other 


referred qeqore , bY purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, the lands | 





things. In other words, all that precedes tn the bills is for the purpose 
of protecting the watersheds of navigable rivers, and what follows in 
section 10 is for the further protection of such watersheds. 
THE REAL LNQUIR' 
Assuming that this conclusion as to the purpose of these bills is cor- 
@ct, the real inquiry that is presented to the committee relates | 





net of Congress under the Constitution to acquire lands and estab 
ish forest reserves in a State wiiere no public domain now exi for 


the purpose of improving or adding to the navigability of certain nav- 
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igable rivers. The committee is not called upon to determine whether, 
as a matter of fact, the growth of forests or the preservation of forests 
on mountains would aid the navigability of navigable rivers having 
their source In such mountains. That question, presumably, the House 
has reserved for its own decision. The committee is called upon to 
report simply on the question of power, assuming the existence of the 
facts necessary to the exercise of the power. The power of Congress 
over navigation and to appropriate money for the improvement of riv- 
ers and harbors has been so universally acquiesced in for so long a 
period of time as to be now unquestioned. This power is derived from 
the commerce clause of the Constitution. As far back as 3 Wallace, 
724, in the case of Gilman v. Philadelphia, the Supreme Court said: 

“Commerce includes navigation. The power to regulate commerce 
comprehends the control for that purpose and to the extent necessary 
of all the navigable waters of the United States which are accessible 
from a State other than that in which they lie. For this purpose they 
are the public property of the nation and subject to all the requisite 
legislation by Congress. This necessarily includes the power to keep 
them open and free from any obstruction to their navigation, inter- 
posed by the State or otherwise ; to remove such obstructions when they 
exist, and to provide by such sanctions as on may deem proper 
against the occurrence of the evil and for the punishment of offenders. 
For these purposes Congress possesses all the power which existed in 
the States before the adoption of the National Constitution and which 
have always existed in the Parliament of England. It is for Congress 
to determine when its full power shall be brought into activity and as 
to the regulation and sanction which shall be provided.” 

The Secretary of Agriculture has informed us that all the navigable 
rivers having their source in the mountains referred to, and that it is 
claimed would be benefited by the proposed forest reserves, “flow to 
the sea.” They are all therefore “ accessible from a State other than 
those in which they lie” and are “subject to all the requisite legisla 
tion by Congress”’ for their control in the regulation of commerce. 
Congress having the power “to keep them open and free from any ob- 
structions’ and “to remove such obstructions,” and having the power 
“to provide by such sanctions as they may deem proper against the oc- 
currence of the evil,” and aiso “ to determine when its full power shall 
be brought into activity,” and also to determine “as to the regulation 
and sanctions which shall be provided,” it would seem to be incon- 
trovertible under this authority that Congress has the power to acquire 
and own the proposed forest reserves if in its judgment such forest re- 
serves would aid navigation. The question, it seems to me, is one o1 
discretion, not one of power. 

The Savannah River is one of the rivers that it is claimed would be 
directly benefited by the proposed forest reserves. In the case of South 
Carolina v. Georgia et al. (94 U. 8S., 4), the second headnote reads: 
“Congress has the same power over the Savannah River that it has 
over the other navigable waters of the United States.” 

In the opinion the court says, page 9: 

“That the power to regulate interstate commerce and commerce with 
foreign nations, conferred upon Congress by the Constitution, extends 
to the control of navigable rivers between States—rivers that are ac- 
cessibie from other States at least to the extent of improving their 
navigability—has not been questioned during the argument nor could 
it be with any show of reason. From an early period in the history of 
the Government it has been so understood and determined.” 

The court quotes the extract from Gilman v. Philadelphia (3 Wal- 
lace, 724) just above and says: 

“Such has uniformly been the construction given to that clause of 
the Constitution which confers upon Congress the power to regulate 
commerce.” 

In a Wisconsin case, reported in 96 U. 8., 387, the same involving 
certain river and harbor improvements and the laws of Congress in 
reference to them, the court, in speaking of these laws, says: 

“They amount to the declaration of the Federal Government that 
we here interpose and assert our power. We take upon ourselves the 
burden of this improvement which property belongs to us and that 
hereafter this work for the public good is in our hands and subject 
to our control. Nor can there be any doubt that such action is within 
the constitutional power of Congress. It is a power which has been 
—_ew ever since the Government was organized under the Consti- 
tution.” 

In the celebrated case of Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheaton) the court 
said, page 190: 

“The power over commerce, including navigation, was one of the 
primary objects for which the people of America adopted their Govy- 
ernment, and must have been contemplated in forming it.” 

Again, on page 195, the court says: 

“'The deep streams which penetrate our country in every direction 
pass through the interior of aseneat every State in the Union, and fur- 
nish the means of exercising this right. If Congress has the power 
to regulate it, that power must be exercised wherever the subject 
exists. 


CONGRESS HAS POWER BEYOND NAVIGABLE PORTIONS OF STREAMS. 


The power of Congress over navigation extends beyond that portion 
of a navigable stream that is actually navigable, and it covers every 
navigable river in the United States. Congress long ago exercised its 
power over a navigable river beygnd the point of its navigability, and 
the Supreme Court has upheld it#™Act in so doing. 

in ‘the act of September 19, 1890 (26 Stat., 454, par. 10), it is pro- 
vider 

“That the creation of any obstruction, not affirmatively authorized 
by law. to the navigable capacity of any waters, in respect of which the 
United States has jurisdiction, is hereby prohibited, etc.” 

; —— Z - river and harbor act of March 3, 1899, in section 10, 
t is provided 

“That the creation of any obstruction not affirmatively authorized 
by Congress to the navigable capacity of any of the waters of the 
United States is hereby prohibited.” 

Note must be given to the broader language used in the later act and 
to the substitution of “authorized by Congress” for “ authorized by 
law."’ Both these laws are construed in a case reported in 174 U. &., 
600. Here a dam was proposed to be erected in the waters of a navi- 
gable river, but at a point far above where the river was actually 
navigable. The United States Government sought to enjoin the build- 
ing of the dam, on the ground that it would interfere with the navigable 
portion of the river by decreasing the suply of water. The lower 
court's decision was adverse to the Government. A reversal was had 
in the Supreme Court and the case remanded with directions in which 
there is ordered an.“ inquiry into the question whether the intended 
act of the defendants in the construction of a dam and in appropriat- 
ing the waters of the Rio Grande will substantially diminish the nayi- 
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gability of that stream within the limits of present navigability, ang 
if so, to enter a decree restraining these acts to the extent tha they 
will so diminish.” — 

In the opinion, page 703, the court, in speaking of the power o 
State to permit the appropriation of flowing waters for such Purposes 
as it deems wise, said there were two limitations to this power. {hp 
first, that a State can not in the absence of authority from Congross 
so legislate as to destroy the right of the United States, as the ownor 
of lands bordering on a stream, to the continued flow of the waters: 
the second—*“ that it is limited by the superior power of the General 
Government to secure the uninterrupted navigability of all navigabje 
streams within the limits of the United States. In other words, the 
jurisdiction of the General Government over interstate commerce anq 
its natural highways vests in that Government the right to take qj) 
needed measures to preserve the navigability of the navigable water 
courses of the country, even against any State action.” 

The court further discussed the act of September 19, 1890, as 
amended and reenacted July 13, 1892, 27 Stat., 110 (quoted above), ang 
said, page 708: 

“It was an exercise by Congress of the power oftentimes declared py 
the court to belong to it of national control over navigapbje 
streams. * * # 

“It is urged that the true construction of this act limits its appli. 
cability to obstructions in the navigable portion of a navigable stream, 
and that as it appears that although the Rio Grande may be navyivapbje 
for a certain distance above its mouth, it is not navigable in the Ter 
ritory of New Mexico, the statute has no a: The language 
is general and must be given full scope. t is not a prohibition of 
any obstruction to the navigation, but any obstruction to the 
navigable capacity, and anything, wherever done, or however done, 
within the limits of the jurisdiction of the United States which tends 
to destroy the navigable capacity of one of the navigable waters of 
the United States is within the terms of the prohibition. Evidently 
Congress, perceiving that the time had come when the growing in 
terests of commerce required that the navigable waters of the United 
States should be subjected to the direct control of the National Goy- 
ernment, and that nothing should be done by any State tending to 
destroy that navigability without the explicit assent of the National 
Government, enacted the statute in question, and it would be to im- 
properly ignore the scope of this language to limit it to the acts done 
within the very limits of navigation of a navigable stream.” 

If Congress has the power, as this opinion declares, to legislate 
against obstructions that interfere with the “navigable capacity” of 
navigable streams “‘ wherever done or however done within the limits 
of the United States,” and regardless of whether done in the navigable 
»ortions of such streams, why has not Congress an equal power to 
egislate in the same way to increase the “navigable capacity” of 
such streams? If it be a fact that denuding the mountains of their 
forest results in filling up the navigable streams in their navigable por- 
tions with silt, dirt, or débris, causing obstructions therein, why has 
not Congress the same power to prevent the formation of such obstru 
tions that it has to remove such obstruction after they have been 
formed? If Congress has the power to remove a dam, placed far above 
the navigable portion of a navigable stream, because it is an obstruc- 
tion to the navigable portion of the stream, in that it decreases the 
flow of water, why has not Congress equal power to remove any other 
obstructions in the stream at any point between the ending of naviga 
tion and the source of the stream, if such obstruction decreases the 
flow of water in the navigable portion of such stream? If it be a fact 
that destroying the forests on the mountain side results in a greatly 
reduced flow of water during periods of drought in all streams having 
their origin in such mountains, why has not Congress the same pow 
where such streams are navigable to prevent the destruction of such 
forests that it has to prevent a dam at some other point on the non- 
navigable portion of the stream? Why is not one thing just as im 
portant to be done as the other in the interest of navigation? Is not 
prevention more important than cure, and particularly so when in all 
the experience of our Government cure by dredging has never been 
anything but a temporary cure? In the light of the authority just 
quoted, there appears to be involved in the resolutions referred to the 
committee only questions of fact and matters of policy. The existence 
of the power inquired about appears to be amply assured. 

The case of Kansas v. Colorado, reported in 206 U. 8., 46, is not an 
authority against the existence in Congress of such power, but, on the 
contrary, in so far as it touches this particular question of power, the 
opinion clearly indicates its existence. In this case the Supreme Court 
denied the power of the United States to control the waters of a river 
in a State for the purpose of reclamation of arid lands, the court hold 
ing that the reclamation of arid lands within a State is not within th 
constitutional power of Congress. But the court said, page 86: . 

“It follows from this that if in the present case the National Gov 
ernment was asserting as against either Kansas or Colorado that the 
appropriation for the purposes of irrigation of the waters of the Ar 
kansas was a the navigability of the stream, it would becom 
our duty to determine the truth of the charge. But the Governmen' 
makes no such contention. On the contrary, it distinctly asserts tha 
the Arkansas River is not now and never was practically naviga)' 
beyond Fort Gibson, in the Indian Territory, and nowhere claims tha 
any appropriation of the waters by Kansas or Colorado affects i's " 
gability.” : 

In the syllabus the existence of the specific power being discusse? 
is clearly recognized, to wit: ‘st 

“ While Congress has general legislative jurisdiction over tiie pert’ 
tories and may control the flow of waters ix their streams, \t has ' 
power to control a like flow within the limits of a State, ercep! ‘0 P” 
serve or improve the navigability of the stream.” iat 

Here is express recognition of the power of Congress, W'' pe 
State, to control the flow of a stream for the purpose of preseryits © 
improving its navigability. sical dhe 

f it be a fact that a forest on the mountain side will contro! '" 
flow of a stream having its origin in the mountain, and that s ich = 
trol will preserve or will improve the navigability of the stream, ©" 
is not the language quoted direct authority for Congress ‘ | 
the forests on such mountain side? : ae 

The syllabus gut quoted from Kansas v. Colorado, amply Supro' 
as it is by the full text of the opinion, furnishes authority for '»° © 
tention that Congress has no constitutional power to contro! (0° 
of a stream within a State for the purpose of aiding agricult’ | 
improving water power, which are two other alleged purposes °°" 
reserves, as shown in the order for survey contained in ¢! © uthor 
March 4, 1907, but at the same time it furnishes equally strons *' 
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sition that Congress may control such stream flow 
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= 2 preserving or improving the navigability of such 
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be seriously argued that because Congress in aiding navi- 
at the same time produce other beneficent results, that | 
no power to aid navigation. The control and regulation 
water in a stream would undoubtedly improve the value 
nower on such stream, but it would to a greater extent | 
navigability of the stream. If such stream was navigable, 
be no use made of its water power by a State or individu- 
iid interfere with its “navigable capacity,” and its water 
ntrollied as it would be by the State, whatever might be its 
subservient to the preservation of its navigability. If 
stream flow freshets and floods could he avoided or 
reduced in volume or in frequency, agriculture would 
benefited, because agricultural lands would be saved 
s destroying their fertility and left on them by overflows; 
not this be a mere incident? Must Congress be denied its 
ower to improve and preserve the navigability of navigable 
ause in so doing there will be other beneficial results? 
1s never made an appropriation for any public improvement 
mmunity, whether for harbor improvements or buildings, 
not resulted in benefiting the community in many ways, and 
ppropriation has always been justified because intended for a 
stitutional purpose. 
idental benefits in other directions that have followed have 
od in the way of an appropriation for a legitimate end. 


PREVIOUS ACTS OF CONGRESS. 


The direct question as to the power of Congress to aid navigation 
( og land within a State to be used as forest reserves has never 
far as I am advised, but both Congress and the Supreme 

t have repeatedly recognized the power of Congress to acquire, by 

or condemnation, lands within a State for the purpose gen- 
silly of alding navigation. 
I am not prepared to advise that this power is limited to any specific 
area of land short of what is actually necessary for the particular con- 
stitutional purpose of aiding navigation. 

The act of April 28, 1888 (25 Stat., 94), reads: 

“The Secretary of War may cause proceedings to be instituted in 
name of the United States in any court having jurisdiction of such 
proceedings for the acquirement by condemnation of any land, right of 
way, or material needed to enable him to maintain, operate, or prose- 
cute work for the improvement of rivers and harbors for which pro- 
vision has been made by law, such proceedings to be prosecuted in ac- 
cordance with the laws relating to suits for the condemnation of prop- 
erty of the States wherein the proceedings may be instituted: Provided, 
however, That when the owner of such land, right of way, or material 
shall fix a price for the same, which in the opinion of the Secretary 
of War shall be reasonable, he may purchase the same at such price 
without further delay: And orovided further, That the Secretary of 
War is hereby authorized to accept donations of lands or material re- 
quired for the maintenance or prosecution of such works.” 

In 188 U. 8., 445, is reported a case for damages against the United 
States, caused by overflowing lands as the result of putting in dams 
and training walls in the Savannah River. The damages were allowed. 

In the syllabus, the court says: 

“ Notwithstanding that the work causing the injury was done in 
improving the navigability of a navigable river, and by the Constitution 
Congress is given full control over such improvements, the injuries can 
not be regarded as purely consequential, and the Government can not 
appropriate property without being liable to the obligation created by 
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the fifth amendment of paying just compensation.” 

Mr. Justice Brewer said, page 464: 

‘It is earnestly contended in argument that the Government had a 
right to appropriate this property. This may be conceded, but there is 
a vast diference between a proprietary and a governmental right. 
. * 


Very different from this proprietary right of the Government 
in respect to property which it owns is its governmental right to ap- 
propriate the property of dndividuals. 
\ll private property is held subject to the necessities of government. 
right of eminent domain underlies all such rights of property. The 
ronment may take personal or real property, whenever its necessities 
» exigencies of the occasion demand.’ 
s has extended its power to nonnavigable waters adjacent to 
waters, and for the express purpose of preventing the navi- 
aters from being filled up with earth and other material, the 
lentical purpose that it is claimed forest reserves would serve. In 33 
utes, Law 1147, Congress has empowered the Secretary of War “ to 
rescribe regulations to govern the transportation and dumping into any 
sable waters or waters adjacent thereto, of dredgings, earth, gar- 
and other refuse materials of every kind or description, whenever 














‘n his Judgment such regulations are required in the interest of navi- 
pm n } 
Congress has extended its jurisdiction to prevent floods in a navi- 
~ river, another purpose that it is claimed forest reserves would 
serve. In 21 Statutes, Law 88, Congress conferred the power upon 
and mad the duty of the Mississippi River Commission to mature, 

among « rs, plans “to prevent destructive floods.” 
THE POWER GENERALLY TO ACQUIRE LAND. 
| Stated in the outset that the power of Congress to acquire land in 
cae purchase or condemnation was unquestioned, provided a 


‘quire it for some legitimate governmental use existed. 
ties for this proposition are ample. 

‘ction 8, of the Constitution reads: 

hall have power to exercise exclusive legislation in all 
ver over such district (not exceeding 10 miles square) 


‘ssion of particular States and the acceptance of Congress | 


eat of the Government of the United States, and to exercise 
: over all places purchased by consent of the legislature 
ee 'n which the same shall be for the erection of forts, maga- 
a , dock yards, and other needful buildings.” 

» however, is not in any respect a limitation on the power 
\o acquire lands in a State, but is a limitation on the power 
to “exercise exclusive legislation.” 

» reported in 91 I. S., 367, 871, the court says: 


U. 8 
ested by the Constitution in the General Government 


V 
heeded for forts, 
for 


a 


exercise the acquisition of lands in all the States. | 
armories, and arsenals, for navy-yards and | 
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custom-houses, post-oflices, and court-houses, and for | 
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Also- 

“No one doubts the existence in the State covernments of the right 
of eminent domain—a right distinct from and paramount to the right 
of ultimate ownership. But it is no more necessary for the ex ise 
of the powers of a State government than it is for the exercise of the 
conceded powers of the Federal Government. That Government is as 
sovereign within its sphere as the States are within theirs rrue, its 
sphere is limited. Certain subjects only are committed to it; t its 
power over those subjects is as full and complete as is the power of the 
States over the subjects to which their sovereignty extends. The power 
is not changed by its transfer to another holder. But if the right of 
eminent domain exists in the Federal Government, it is a right which 


may be exercised within the States, so far as is necessary to the enjoy- 
ment of the powers conferred upon it by the Constitution.” 


In 109 U. 3S., 518, the court says: 


“The power to take private property for public uses, generally 
termed the right of eminent domain, belongs to every independent gov- 
ernment. It is an incident of sovereignty and, as said in Boom v. 
Patterson (98 U. 8., 106), requires no constitutional recognition.” 

In Fort Leavenworth Railroad Company v. Lowe (114 U. 8., 527) 


the syllabus states: 

“In the act admitting Kansas as a State, there was no reservation 
of Federal jurisdiction over the Fort Leavenworth Military Reserva 
tion. The State of Kansas subsequently ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, ‘saving further to said State the 
right to tax railroad, bridge, or other corporations, their franchises and 
property, on said reservation.’ Held, that the property and franchises 
of a railroad company within the reservation was liable to pay taxes 
in the State of Kansas, imposed according to its laws.” 

On page 530 the court, after quoting Article I, section 8 of the Con- 
stitution, says: 

“This power of exclusive legislation is to be exercised, as thus seen, 
over places purchased by consent of the legislatures of the States in 
which they are situated, for the specific purposes enumerated. * * * 
Purchase with such consent was the only mode then thought of for the 
acquisition by the General Government of title to lands in the States. 
Since the adoption of the Constitution this view has not generally pre- 
vailed. Such consent has not always been obtained nor supposed nec- 
essary for the purchase by the General Government of lands within 
the States. * * * The consent of the States to the purchase of 
lands within them fer the special purposes named is, however, essential 
under the Constitution to the transfer to the General Government, with 
the title of political jurisdiction and dominion. When lands are ac- 
quired without such consent, the possession of the United States, unless 
political jurisdiction be ceded to them in some other way, is simply 
that of an ordinary proprietor. The property in that case, unless used 
as a@ means to carry out the purposes of the Government, is subject to 
the legislative authority and control of the States equally with the 
property of private individuals. But not only by direct purchase have 
the United States been able to acquire lands they needed without the 
consent of the States, but it has been held that they possess the right 
of eminent domain within the States, using those terms, not as ex- 
pressing ultimate dominion or title to property, but as indicating the 
right to take private property for public uses, when needed to erecute 
the powers conferred by the Constitution; and that the General Govern 
ment is not dependent upon the caprice of individuals or the will of 
State legislatures in the acquisition of such lands as may be required 
for the full and effective exercise of its powers. This doctrine was 
authoritatively declared in Kohl v. United States.” (91 U. 8., 367.) 

The court, after quoting from various opinions of other courts and 
of Attorneys-General of the United States, concludes, page 539 

“Where, therefore, lands are acquired in any other way by the 
United States within the limits of a State than by purchase with her 
consent, they will hold the lands subject to this qualification ; i 
upon them forts, arsenals, or other public buildings are erected for t) 
uses of the General Government, such buildings with thelr appur 
tenances, as instrumentalities for the execution of its powers, will be 
free from any such interference and jurisdiction of the State as would 
destroy or impair their effective use for the purposes designed. Such 
is the law with reference to all instrumentalities created by the Genera! 


‘ 


that 


|} Government. Their exemption from State control is essential to the 
independence of and sovereign authority of the United States within 
the sphere of their delegated powers. But when not used as instru 


mentalities, the iegislative power of the State over the places acquired 
will be as full and complete as over any other places within her limits.” 
a In reference to the particular case before it, the court said, 
539: 

“It not being a case where exclusive legislative authority is vested 
by the Constitution in the United States, that cession could be accom- 
panied with such conditions as the State might see fit to annex, not 
inconsistent with the free and effective use of the fort as a military 
post.” 

In answer to the objection that a State has no power to cede away 
her jurisdiction and legislative power over any portion of her territory, 
except as such cession follows under the Constitution from her consent 


page 


to a Pa by the United States for some one of the purposes men- 
tioned in the Constitution, the court says, page 540: 
“It is undoubtedly true that the State, whether represented by her 


legislature or through a convention specially called for that | 


irr 





is incompetent to cede her political jurisdiction and legislative authority 
over any part of her territory to a foreign country without the con 
currence of the General Government.” 

But the court says, page 541: 

“In their relation to the General Government the States the 
Union stand in a very different position from that which they hold to 
foreign governments. Though the jurisdiction and 10f the 
General Government are essentially different from those of the State, 
they are not those of a different country; and the tw tl State and 
the General Government, may deal with each other in any 1 they 
may decm best to carry out the purposes of the Constitution.” 

The question presented in Van [Brocklin v. State of Tennessee (117 
U. S., 151) was whether lands in the State of Tennessee sold for taxes 
by the United States and bought in by the United States could be taxed 
by the State while they were owned by the United States In a most 
elaborate opinion the court held they could not be so taxed ri 
syllabus is: 

* Property of the United States is exempt by the Constitution of the 
United States from taxation under the authority of a State.” 

In the opinion this summing up of the power of the United States to 
acquire and own lands within a State is made, page 154 

“ So the United States, at the discretion of Congress, may acqi nd 
hold real property in any State, whenever such property is needed for 
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of the Government, in the execution of any of its powers, 
for arsenals, fortifications, light-houses, custom-houses, court- 
barracks, or hospitals, or for any other of the many public pur- 
for which such property is used; and when the property can not 
be acquired by voluntary arrangement with its owners it may be taken 
against their will by the United States, in the exercise of the power of 
eminent domain, upon making just compensation, with or without a con- 
current act of the State in which the land is situated (10 Peter, 91 
U. 8., 367; 94 U. 8., 315, 320; 109 U. 8., 513; 114 
, 


U. 8 
641) 


On. 
2) 5 


112 U. 8., 645; 


In Nation v. Kansas Railway Company (135 U. 8., 
the court denied the right of the Cherokee Nation, as the owner of land 
in the Indian Territory, to prevent a railroad company, under power 
vested in it by Congress, from condemning such land for right of way. 
The court said, page 656 

“The fact that the Cherokee Nation holds these lands in fee simple 
under patents from the United States is of no consequence in the present 
discussion, for the United States may exercise the right of eminent do- 
main, even within the limits of the several States, for purposes neces- 
sary to the execution of the powers granted to the General Government 
by the Constitution.” 

The court quotes with approval the opinion of Mr. Justice Bradley, in 
35 Vederal Reporter, 9, 19, page 656, as follows: 

“The argument based upon the doctrine that the States have the 
eminent domain or highest dominion in the lands comprised within 
their limits, and that the United States have no dominion in such 
lands, can not avail to frustrate the supremacy given by the Constitu- 
tlon to the Government of the United States in all matters within the 
scope of its sovereignty. * * * Whatever may be the necessities or 
conclusions of theoretical law as to eminent domain or anything else, 
it must be received as a postulate of the Constitution that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is invested with full and complete power to 
execute and carry out its purposes.” : 

The court further, page 657, said: 

“The lands in the Cherokee territory, like the lands held by private 
owners everywhere within the geographical limits of the United States, 
are held subject to the authority of the General Government to take 
them for such objects as are germane to the execution of the powers 
granted to it, provided only that they are not taken without just com- 
pensation being made to the owner.” 

In United States v. Gettysburg Electric Railway (160 U. 8., 668) it 
ie held not only that the United States has power to hold lands in a 
State for the purpose of “ preserving the lines of battle at Gettysburg, 
Pa., and for properly marking with tablets the positions occupied by 
the various commands of the armies of the Potomac and of northern 
Virginia on that field, and for opening and improving avenues along 
the positions occupied by troops upon those lines, and for fencing the 


same, and for determining the leading tactical positions of batteries, | 


regiments, brigades, divisions, corps, 
reference to the study and correct understanding of the battle and to 
mark the same with suitable tablets, each bearing a brief historical 
legend compiled without praise and without censure,” but that the 
United States has power to condemn lands within a State for such 
purpose. ‘The court below held that 
not that kind of a public use fer which the United States has the con- 
stitutional power to condemn land,” and this holding was reversed by 
the unanimous opinion of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. Justice Peckham, for the court, page 679, said the important 
question to be determined was whether the use proposed was of that 


and other organizations, with 


kind of public use for which the Government of the United States is | 


authorized to condemn land. He said: 
“It has authority to do so whenever it is necessary or appropriate 


to use the land in the execution of any of the powers granted to it | 


by the Constitution.” 

Ile said, page 680: 

“Upon the question whether the proposed use of this land is a public 
one, we think there can be no well-founded doubt. And also, in our 
judgment, the Government has the constitutional power to condemn the 
land for the proposed use. It is, of course, not necessary that the 
power of condemnation for such purpose be expressly given by the Con 
stitution. The right to condemn at all is not so given. It 
from the powers that are given, and it is implied, because of its neces- 
sity or because it is appropriate in exercising these powers. 
has the power to declare war and to create and equip armies and 
navies. It has the great power of taxation to be exercised for the 
common defense and general welfare. Having such powers, it has such 
other and implied ones as are necessary and appropriate for the pur- 
pose of carrying the powers expressly given into effect. Any act of 
Congress which plainly and directly tends to enhance the respect and 
love of the citizen for the institutions of his country, and to quicken 


and strengthen his motives to defend them, and which is germane to | 
and intimately connected with and appropriate to the exercise of some | 


one or all of the powers granted by Congress, must be valid. 
posed use comes within such description.” 

lie further said: 

“ The end to be attained by this proposed use, as provided for by the 
act of Congress, is legitimate and lies within the scope of the Con- 
stitution.” 

He further said, page 683: 

“Its national character and importance, we think, are ce The 
power to condemn for this purpose need not be plainly and unmistak- 
ably deduced from any one of the particularly specified powers. 
number of ‘these powers may be grouped together, and an inference 
ee eee all may be drawn that the power claimed has been 
ferred.” 

These authorities fully sustain the proposition that Congress has the 
power to acquire lands in any State for any legitimate governmental 
use, and that Article I, section 8, of the Constitution does not limit 
this power. The limitation of this power that is fixed by the Consti- 
tution is that such lands can be acquired only in execution of some 
power that is delegated to Congress. 


This pro- 


POLITICAL POWER AND LEGISLATIVE CONTROL. 


If the United States should acquire a forest reserve in a State, a 
most interesting and important question would arise as to where the 
political power and legislative control over such forest reserve would 
vest, and this is a question separate and apart from the question of 
power in the United States to acquire such reserve. H. R. 10456 and 
10457 provide that such reserves shall not be acquired in a State with- 
out the consent of such State. The language of section 2 is: 

“That no deed or other instrument of conveyance shall be accepted 
or approved by the Secretary of Agriculture under this act until the 
legislature of the State in which the land lies shall have consented to 
- the acquisition of such land by the United States for national forest 
purposes,” 


“the intended use of the land is | 


results | 


Congress | 
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Section 4 prohibits any payment for the lands “ until the ti: 
be satisfactory to the Attorney-General and shall be vested 
United States. If the State consents to the passing of the { 
national forest purposes and the title is actually approved and issed 
nothing further will be required by the United States. Seciion ¢ 
gives to the United States jurisdiction to punish offenses only, | yin, 
all other jurisdiction in the State. Section 7, however, provides th; 
“The lands acquired under this act shall be permanently + rved 
held, and administered as national forest lands under the provision 
of section 24 of the act approved March 3, 1891, volume 26, s tutes 
1103, and acts supplemental to and amendatory thereof.” ° 

This section confers more jurisdiction on the United States ¢} 
simple one of punishing offenses. 

In my opinion, should the United States acquire forest reser: 
State for the purpose of navigation, which it has the consti 
power to do, and no more appeared than the mere fact of » 
title by the United States, whether by purchase or condemnai 
United States would hold such land as any other proprietor 
State, subject to the complete jurisdiction of the State, say 
particulars. The State could not tax the lands, nor could it interfore 
with the governmental uses for which the United States a quired 
them. This, I think, is made perfectly clear by the Fort Leayenwort) 
case (114 U. 8., 527) and the Van Brocklin case (117 U. §S., 151) 
well as in some of the other cases already cited. In order for 
United States to exercise any other jurisdiction over such lands 
State would haye to expressly cede such other jurisdiction hese 
bills require no cession of jurisdiction by the States. They simply 
require the consent of the State that the title shall pass for nationa| 
forest purposes. The consent to the passing of title would not ad 
anything to the two rights or privileges already referred to, for t}y 
the United States would enjoy, even though the State had not con- 
sented to the passing of the title. 

In the absence of a cession of jurisdiction for that purpose by the 
State, the United States would have no jurisdiction to set apart such 
lands as “permanent national forest lands” and control them as such 
for a purpose wholly unrelated to navigation, nor could the State cede 
jurisdiction for such purpose, for the power of the State and the power 
of the United States is each limited to ceding jurisdiction and accept 
ing jurisdiction over land within a State for a constitutional use, and 
such use, as we have already seen, is not a constitutional use. Avgain, 
forest reserves as an aid to navigation not being “ needful buildings.” 
nor in any sense related to the properties or purposes described in 
Article I, section 8, of the Constitution, it is much to be doubted if the 
United States, even with the express grant of the State, cou!d exercise 
“exclusive ’’ legislative power over them. There is some force in the 
suggestion that Article I, section 8, of the Constitution limits the power 
of the United States to exercise “exclusive” legislative power in a 
State to the particular properties and purposes enumerated. Le that 
as it may, however, it is quite evident that a simple consent of the 
State that the United States might purchase lands within its domain 
would confer no legislative power, exclusive or otherwise, on the 
United States that would not attach without such consent. 

Where land is acquired in a State by the United States for one of 
the purposes enumerated in Article I, section 8, of the Constitution, 
and the State consents thereto, the Constitution immediately confers 
exclusive legislative power over such land upon the United States. In 
the case of Fort Leavenworth (114 U. S., 527) the court quotes with 
approval, on page 533, from Mr. Justice Story, in United States v. 
Cornell (2 Mason, 60), as follows: 

“For it may well be doubted whether Congress is by the terms of 
the Constitution at liberty to purchase lands, property, dockyards 
with the consent of the State legislature, where such consent is so 
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| qualified that it will not justify exclusive legislation of Congress there. 


It may well be doubted if such consent be not utterly void.” 

This rule has no application to lands acquired in a State for some 
constitutional purpose other than those enumerated in Article |, sec: 
tion 8, and in all such other cases where a State cedes jurisdiction it 
may limit or qualify such cession as it sees proper to do. 

In Cooley’s Constitutional Law, third edition, page 103, the 
matter is summed up as follows: , 

“The Constitution, as we have seen, provides for the exclusive juris 
diction in the United States not only over the seat of govern: 
laces purchased with the consent of the legisiatu 
State for the erection of needful buildings. This power of ©» 
legislation carries with it exclusive juriediction ; the full sovers 
thority over such places passes under such circumstances int 
hands of the National Government. The State, therefore, can no! 
cognizance of acts committed there, and the inhabitants of those | 
cease to be inhabitants of the State and can no longer exe! 
civil or political rights under the laws of the State. But land 
the limits of a State can be acquired for governmental purposes 


entire 


| other ways than by purchase with the consent of the legislatur 


acquired in any other way exclusive jurisdiction and legislati 
do not pass to the United States. The property may be pu! 


| without the consent of the legislature, may be taken under tle po’ 


of eminent domain, or may be part of territory originally be! 
the United States and not exempted from the jurisdiction o/ 
at the time of the admission of the State wherein the pro) 
In these cases the interest of the United States is that of an 
proprietor, but doubtless, under any circumstances, the lec: 
erty, however acquired, would be free from any such intert: 
jurisdiction of the State as would destroy its effective use |! 
purposes. The State may also cede jurisdiction to the iede: 
so may make such ' 


or conditions as it may see fit, provided they are not incons!s 


| the effective use of the property for the purposes for wh 
| acquired.” 


| man (71 Fed. Rep., 545) is to the point. 


discussed the decision of J 


The syllabus is: 
“The purchase of lands in a State by the General Govern: 


Jpon the question now bein 


| legislative consent does not ipso facto confer upon the Gene) 


| some other purpose distinctly named in 


| ease of People v. Godfrey (17 Johns, 


urchase is for a for! 
rticle I, section 8, © 
stitution; and in order that exclusive jurisdiction may |» 
over land taken for any other purpose, the act providing tl : 
calling for the consent must unequivocally declare that exciusiv® o 
diction is intended and necessary, or such necessity must be mar 
from the purpose of the act.” 

Judge Seaman, in his opinion, page 552, says: i 

“It was declared by Chief Justice Spencer, in the great an 
225), as a fundament:! 
‘that the rights of sovereignty are never to be taken away '! 
cation,’ and the rule thus stated is an accepted canon in ihe - 
tion of powers between the nations and State. Reading the \\'® 


ment exclusive jurisdiction unless the 
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‘he light of this rule, and in the view that the purpose was 
for which exclusive legislation was prescribed, either by the 
mm or by Congressional enactments, the omission of the word 

or some equivocal term, is material, and in my opinion 

ist be interpreted as ceding—that is, yielding or surrender- 

e United States such jurisdiction as Congress may find neces- 

the object of the cession and for the exercise of which there 
ar enactments to that end within its powers.” 

sconsin act reads: 

irisdiction over the several tracts of land hereinafter men- 
ind hereby is, ceded to the United States of America.” 

i U.S. 545, Chicago and Pacific Railway Co. v. McGlinn, the 
rred to the point made in the argument of Fort Leaven- 
we et al., same volume, that the act of cession by the State 
conferred “ exclusive” jurisdiction over the territory to the 
tes and that any limitations in the act were void. The 
in speaking of Fort Leavenworth v. Lowe et al.: 


e held that a building on a tract of land owned by the | 


s used as a fort or for other public purposes of the Fed 
ment is exempted as an instrumentality of the Government 
ueh eontrel or interference by the State as will defeat or 
ts effective use for these purposes. But in order that the 

States may possess exclusive legislative power over the tract, 
iy be necessary to the use of the building thereon as such 
ity, they must have acquired the tract by purchase, with 
of the State. This is the only mode prescribed by the 

Constitution for their acquisition of exclusive legislative power 

We also held that it is competent for the legislature of a 

S ede exclusive jurisdiction over places needed by the General 
( nt in the execution of its powers.” * * * 

se involved a suit against a railroad company on the reser- 

killing a cow, brought in the State court of Kansas, under 

statute. The railroad company contended that the Kansas 

is void, because the United States had exclusive legislative 

the reservation and that the limitation in the act of ces 

s void. The court said, page 546: 

e clear that this contention can not be maintained. It is a 
e of public law, recognized and acted upon by the United 





Stat it whenever political jurisdiction and legislative power over | 


y are transferred from one nation or sovereign to another, 
pal laws of the country—that is, laws which are intended 
tection of private rights—continue in force until abrogated 
<d by the new government or sovereign. By the cession public 
passes from one government to the other, but private prop 
ains as before, and with it those municipal laws which are de- 


gned to secure its peaceful use and enjoyment.” 
In 146 U. S., 325, Benson v. United States, the Kansas military res- 
vation and the jurisdiction of the United States thereover was again 


Supreme Court, this time in a_ prosecution before the 
rt of the United States for murder committed on the reser- 
vat rhe court, on page 331, said: 
ontended by appellant’s counsel that within the scope of 
sions (114 U. 8., 525, and 114 U. 8S., 542) jurisdiction passed 


neral Government only over such portions of the reserve as | 


y used for military purposes, and that the particular part 

eserve on which the crime charged was committed was used 

vy f farming purposes. But in matters of that kind the courts 
ow the action of the political department of the Government. (2 


lly and legally established by that branch of the Govern- 


ment w h has control over such matters, is not open to the courts, 
na < stion of jurisdiction, to inquire what may be the actual uses 
which any portion of the reserve is temporarily put. There was 
refore jurisdiction in the circuit court.” 
In 162 U. S&S, 8399, Palmer v. Barrett, a case from New York, the 


irose as to the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States over 

nds adjacent to the navy-yard and hospital in Brooklyn that 

| been ceded with certain limitations to the United States by the 
t w York. The case involved a lease. The court said: 

absence of any proof to the contrary it is to be considered 

hat t ise was valid and that both parties to it received the bene- 

fits st d in the contract. This being true, the case then presents 

niingency contemplated by the act of cession—that is, the 

from the jurisdiction of the United States of such portion 


of the ceded land not used for the governmental purposes of the United 
Sta therein specified. Assuming, without deciding, that if the cession 
oF jurisdiction to the United States had been free from condition or 
itati the land should be treated and considered as within the sole 
isdiction of the United States,” etc.. 
rhis last clause suggests the doubt heretofore expressed of the exist 
f Nf imited power in the United States to exercise “ exclusive ” 


e power In a State with the consent of the State. This doubt 
s strengthened by the following case: 
in Pollard’s lessee ». Hagan et al. (3 Howard, 212, 223), the court 
Says, In speaking of the act admitting Alabama into the Union: 
Notul remained in the United States, according to the terms of 


;, Agreement, but the public lands. And if an express stipulation | 
ad bet _ in erted in the agreement granting the municipal right of | 


and eminent domain to the United States such stipulation 
Have been void and inoperative, because the United States have 
n mal capacity to exercise municipal jurisdiction, sover 


\ oo, ninent domain within the limits of a State or elsewhere, 

<pe 8 e cases in which it is expressly granted.” 

, ia here quotes Article I, section 8, of the Constitution, and 
wk - eal District of Columbia and the other places purchased 
howe yg Ot the purposes above mentioned the national and municipal! 

vers vernment of every description are united in the Govern- | 
' oe e Union. And these are the only cases within the United | 


h all the powers of government. are united in a single 
Ae except in the cases already mentioned in the temporary 
Frito vernments, and there a local government exists.” ' 

opi further, page 224, recites : 
‘re think the United States hold the public lands within 
by force of the deeds of cession and the statutes con- 
hem, and not by any municipal sovereignty which it may 





State . they possess, or have reserved by compact with the new 
ea oo particular purpose. The provision of the Constitution 
Up ted. 2 to shows that no such power can be exercised by the 
the Conat — a State. Such a power is not only repugnant to 
the deeds of ; a is inconsistent with the spirit and intention of 
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37.) The character and purposes of its occupation having | 
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It should be said of this opinion that the right of “ eminent domain,” 
referred to in it, has reference to ultimate ownership and dominion of 
property rather than to the right to take private property for public 
uses. It is in the latter sense that the right of “ eminent domain ” has 
been so frequently held by the Supreme Court to exist in the United 
States. 

Whatever may be the power of the United States to exercise exclu- 
sive legislative power w:thin a State it is not necessary now to deter- 
mine, nor is it necessary to determine what jurisdiction should be ceded 
by a State in case the United States purchase forest reserves within its 
domain. It is quite evident that H. R. 10456 and 10457 do not con 
template that such reserves shall be acquired in any State without the 
consent of such State, and it is equally evident that these bills do not 
contemplate that the United States shall exercise exclusive legislative 
power over such reserves when purchased These questions therefore 
are not submitted to the committee. Considering the questions that are 





presented, there ought to be no difficulty in adjusting the question of 
power over such reserves between the State and the United States 
The Supreme Court said in the Fort Leavenworth v. Lowe case (114 
U. S., 541) that “ the State and the General Government may deal with 
each other in any way they may deem best to carry out the purposes of 
the Constitution.” 2 
One of the purposes of the Constitution being to preserve and m 

tain the use of our navigable rivers as aids to commerce, the State and 
the Federal Government may agree as they deem best to carry out 
this great purpose Such agreement can be expressed in tl ct of 
Congress by setting forth therein in detail the particular cessior ) 
jurisdiction by the State that would be required by the United States 
as a condition precedent to purchasing the reserves, and by also settii 
forth therein the purpose for which such jurisdiction is required rhis 
purpose should plainly appear to be that of aiding navigation All 
other purposes should be eliminated. Such an act of Congress, fol 
lowed by cession from the State of the required jurisdiction for the 
purpose stated, would constitute the agreement between the United 


States and the State and would be clearly within the scope of the 
Constitution. 
IN CONCLUSION 


It is amply apparent from the foregoing statement that Congress 
has the constitutional power to acquire lands and forest reserves in a 
State by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, as an aid to navign 
tion, if it be made to appear to Congress that such reserves would 
materially or substantially aid navigation. 

WILLIAM G. BRANTLEY 

We concur in the conclusion of Mr. BRANTLEY 


Joun H. Foster 

EK. Y. Weep 

CHARLES 4. TIRRELL. 
HeNkY S. CAULFIELD 


I coneur with Mr. Brant Ley in his conclusion that Congress has the 
constitutional power to acquire lands strictly in the interest of navi 
gation, but as the bills vending before the committec are, in my 
opinion, not based primarily upon this proposition, I desire to guard 
against committing myself to the policy which I believe to be involved. 


CuHAs. C. REID 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I know very well that this 
scheme will eventually be adopted. I have no doubt about it. 
Whether it will be at this particular time I have some doubt, 
| because I do not believe the other House will pass it. That 
| remark may be out of order—I think it is—and if so I will with- 
draw that part of it. 

But, Mr. President, I have discovered that whenever there is 
| difficulty anywhere, a matter that ought to be rectified, Congress 
is the body that is applied to. I have an idea that it was 
| the theory of the Government that the National Government 
| should deal with things the States could not properly do. 
| There are plenty of court decisions to that effect. We have 
| had repeated declarations of that kind by public men for many 
| years; and that is the law, Mr. President, which ought to 
| govern us here. 

It is not any answer to me to say timber is being destroyed. 
| It is not any answer to say the soil of the New Hampshire 
| hills is being washed into the valleys. If anybody can protect 
that timber, it is the State of New Hampshire; if anybody can 
protect the soil, it is the State of New Hampshire; and when 
| you take away from the State the opportunity to do that you 
minimize and destroy the right of the State. 

Now, Mr. President, I am going to let this matter rest where it 
is. I do not believe I will make any further discussion of it; | 
will yield to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. New.anps], if 
he wants to proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
| commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 
| Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
| business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have very little familiar- 
ity with the pending bill. I understand that it provides for the 
acquisition by the General Government of the White Mountain 
forests, which are the source of the Merrimac and Connecticut 
and other rivers in New England, and of the Appalachian 
Mountains, which are the source of most of the rivers of Vir 
ginia; all of the rivers, I believe, of North Carolina. South 
| Carolina, and Georgia, and most of the rivers of Alabama and 
Tennessee, 
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The Senator from Colorado {Mr. Tetter] objects to the bill, 
and he states that the national purpose for which these forests 
are to be acquired, namely, the promotion of navigation as 
part of interstate and foreign commerce, is a mere pretense ; 
that the real purpose of their acquisition is to use them 
timber supply, for pleasure resorts, and fer the development 
of water power in manufacture, and he refers in confirmation 
of this 
citizens appeared, testifying to the uses to which these forests 
could be put. He also refers in terms of criticism to the legis- 
lation of the various States affected, South as well 

ranting to the National Government a certain jurisdiction over 
these forests in case they should be acquired, 

Mr. Presideut, xo far as the statutes of the States are con- 
cerned in which these various cessions are made, it does not 
seem to me that they are properly before us now. 
as the Senator says, that these various States had not the 
power to grant anything to the National Government; that they 


had no power to give it a power where none existed or to make | 


cessions of jurisdiction. 

That may all be true, but I suggest that the question before 
whether the National Government has the power 
the Constitution to acquire these forests, not whether the States 
can cede to the National Government such power or can cede 
it jurisdiction over the lands acquired. 

So the question is not whether the people of these various 
States wish to promote other interests, such as pleasure resorts, 
timber supply, and manufactures. All those may be inciden- 
tally promoted by the preservation of a forest, whether that 
forest be preserved by the States or by the nation. The ques 
tion simply before us is, whether the nation has the power to 
acguire these forests in the interest of interstate and foreign 
commerce and of the navigation of the rivers which 
important a part of this commerce. 

if the power exists, I imagine that Congress is the judge as to 
when and to what extent it will exercise the power, ¢1d the 
mere failure in discretion will not invalidate the act. Birt is it 
possible that there is any failure of discretion in this contem 
plated act? 


us 18 


Are there any considerations which should be addressed to | 


us as legislators regarding the policy of this act, the power of | yield to the Senator from Oregon? 


acquisition being conceded? 


| contend there can be no question that wise public policy re- | 


quires that the nation should move in this matter, and not leave 
the action entirely to the individual States. 


the cooperation of the States in this great movement. I trust 


that in this great scheme of internal improvement the energies | 


of the States will be aroused as well as the energies of the 
National Government. 

Lut a State can only act within its own boundaries, and na- 
ture has had no regard whatever for the artificial boundaries of 
States in its distribution of our rivers. ‘These rivers are rarely, 
almost never, within the boundaries of a single State, and 
sometimes they constitute the boundaries between great States. 


So it is utterly impossible for any individual State to take up | 


the problem in any comprehensive way, and if the States are to 
act at all they must act in unison and in cooperation with each 
other. 
ized for the purpose of bringing about cooperative action within 
the powers granted, and if we can find a power granted that will 
cover this case the best method of accomplishing cooperation 
between the States is through thé action of the National Con 
gress under the power granted in the Constitution. 

Now, that power is the power to regulate interstate and for- 
eign commerce, and under that power, according to the state- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado, the National Government 
has an easement upon every river in the country that is either 
navigable or capable of being made navigable. 
to say we can go further than that; that it has an easement and 
contro? over every river that is not navigable, provided such 
river is tributary to a navigable river and the treatment of that 
river by scientific methods will promote the navigability of the 
main river into which it empties. 

So the power of the National Government not only extends 


ble of being made navigable, but it is carried to the remote 
sources of the streams themselves and the very springs from 
which they arise, if it can be proved that the control of those 
sources is essential to the control of the main river itself for 
the purposes of navigation, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the pending measure had the considera- 
tion of the Inland-Waterways Commission, and do they approve 
of this legislation? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, we have not had either of 
‘these specific propositions before us. The Commission has sim- 
ply taken up the general problems relating to forest preserva- 
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for | 
to the hearings in the House committee, where various | 


as North, | 
| made navigable in 


It may be, | 


under | 


form so | 


I would welcome | 


| on which to plant the constitutionality. 
| that it should be planted on the right of the Genera! Gove! 
| ment to maintain post-roads. 
| mountain sides make gulleys in the roads, undermine thie roacs, 


It does seem to me that the Union of States was organ- | 


I will venture | 


| to the White Mountains of New Hampshire he will fit 
| there as good as there are in the world, and he wil! 


| facts. 
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tion as a part of the development of our waterways, a 
opinion is, I think, unanimous that one of the most ess 
parts of stream treatment and control is the conservation 
waters in these great forests, holding the flood waters a: 
venting them from being precipitated rapidly into the si, 
thus increasing the floods and impeding commerce. 

Mr. President, so far as the Appalachian Mountains are eo) 
cerned, we have the States of Virginia, North Carolina, Sout 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Pe 
sylvania interested. These mountains are the sources of 
all the rivers that are either navigable or capable of 
those States, some of the rivers flowing 
toward the west into the Gulf of Mexico and the others floy 
ing east into the Atlantic Ocean. 

Now, how have we treated those rivers thus far? 
scientifically. 


( the 
tia! 
Of the 
ul pre 


Calas 


nos 


vey 


Most m 
The bulk of the expenditure of the nation iy 


| the promotion of navigation has been on the rivers which have 


their sources in the Appalachian Mountains, and the trest 
has consisted in what? In flood prevention? No. In the pre 
vention of the erosion of the soil? In a very slight degree. 
The treatment has consisted in taking out of the rivers by the 
process of dredging the sand and silt deposited in the | 
during the periods of flood. 

What has scientific experience demonstrated as the best 
method of treating these rivers? The prevention of the floods 
themselves, the prevention of the erosion of the soil, the pre- 
vention of the destruction of the banks, so that the sand and 
silt may not be deposited in the rivers to be afterwards taken 
out by the process of dredging. 

I'lood control, then, is absolutely essential. It is familiar to 
us all that these forest areas when denuded of their trees rap- 
idly precipitate the waters that fall upon the lands into the 
tributaries of these great rivers, and the waters are thus forced 
into the main rivers and create the destructive floods; and they 
deposit the sand and silt and alluvial soil in the channels of 
the rivers, whence they are gradually carried into the bays, 
gulfs, and sounds of the coasts, where they are obstructive to 
navigation. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—-— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 


en 


vers 


Senator from Nevada 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I understand the Senator, for the reasons 
which he has just stated, contends that this is constitutiona 
legislation under the commerce clause. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. FULTON. I suggest to the Senator a stronger ground 
It has been suggested 
The floods washing down the 
and make it dangerous for the stage drivers to drive along Li 
roads at night. Clearly it is within the constitutional col- 
petency of Congress to protect the stage drivers on a post-read, 
and | should think that that was a better ground upon which 
to base the constitutionality of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think I can give— 
Senator from Nevada a much stronger reason for the consul! 
tionality of the bill than the Senator from Oregon has 0 his 
suggestion about the stage drivers and the bad roads of his par! 
of the country. 

Mr. FULTON. No, Mr. President, not in my part o! th 
country, but in the particular part of the country to which 
bill applies and to which it is addressed. Besides, these pos 


the 


| roads extend over the mountains, and unquestionably the floods 


are approximately the cause of any injury that results & the 
roads. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


If the Senator will honor us with a visi 
roads 
find up 


inquiry that the State of New Hampshire has constructed those 
roads. 


Mr. President, I want the attention of the Senator '' 


: | vada [Mr. New.anps], because he is going to discuss 
to those parts that are navigable and those parts that are capa- | 


stitutionality of this measure, and I want him to 
More than a year ago in the agricultural ap)" 
bill this provision was put in the bill: 


And to report to Congress the area and natural condit! 
watersheds—- 


That is, the watersheds of the Appalachian and W!)''' 
tain regions - ; 
an 


the price at which the same can be purchased by the Gove! + the 
the advisability of the Government purchasing and settin SS ane 
same as national forest reserves for the tee ef con et of 
regulating the water supply and flow of said streams in the t 
agriculture, water power, and navigation. 


Moun- 














ess took that action more than a year ago, and acting 
the investigation has been made, out of which investi- 
s grown the bill that is now before Congress. 


ment longer, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tet- 
alled attention to the opinion of the chairman of the 


H sumittee on the Judiciary, I want to read a few sen- 
te t were concurred in by several members of that 


In commenting upon this provision in the agri- 
this gentleman says: 


) ll, 
rtant thing here to be observed is that the Fifty-ninth Con- 
iering said survey distinctly directed that information 


io the advisability of acquiring the proposed forest re- 


: an end in itself, but as a means to other specified ends, | 


the purpose of conserving and regulating the water supply 
said streams in 
yn 
st assumption that the Fifty-ninth Congress felt authorized 
ting money for this survey, and it is to be noted that one of 
wht to be achieved by the survey, whatever may be said 
was clearly within the constitutional power of Con- 
that end is the conserving and regulating the water supply 
eams in the interest of navigation. I have examined the 
Secretary of Agriculture made in pursuance of said direc 
tion t Fifty-ninth Congress. The same is embraced in Senate 
No. 91, Sixtieth Concress, first session. In this report 
states, among other things, that 
ern Appalachian and White Mountains 
vigable rivers,”” and he submits an argument supported by 
nted by him that the preservation of the forests in these 
would equalize the flow of these rivers, tending to the avoid- 
wds and freshets and to a greater volume of water in time 


flows to the sea 


| owe an apology to the Senator from Nevada for taking so 


uch of his time, but as the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Fut- | 


ron| raised the question, rather jocularly, as to the constitu- | 
tional right of this proposed legislation, I wanted to call the 
Senator's attention to the fact that Congress more than a year 
ago, in the provision which I have read, provided for this inves- 
tigation along constitutional lines. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada is en- 
titled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Rhode 
Island 

Mr. NEWLANDS., I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
vada if he can tell us about how long it will be before this 
Inland Waterways Commission will be able to furnish Congress 
any solution of these difficult problems? The country is await- 
ing, with more or less expectancy, a report from that Commis- | 


sion. I should like to know whether such a report is likely 
to reach Congress in time to act upon this bill intelligently at 
this session or will it be received later on? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state that before the Inland Water- 
ways Commission made its report and at the very commence- 
nent of its deliberations after its investigation of the last sum- 
tier | introduced in the Senate a bill, No. 500, which I pre- 
sented tentatively, as representing my individual views upon 
the subject. In that bill I provided for an inland waterway 
fund of $50,000,000, which is to be reenforced whenever reduced 
below $20,000,000 by a bond issue. I also provided in that bill 
for the coordination of the various scientific surveys of the 
vovernment in the development of this work, and also for the 
ippolnthent of a commission of experts—a board of experts— 
by the President with full power not only to make plans, but 
to act and to commence immediately the construction of the 
virlous projects which they recommended after their approval 
by the President of the United States. 


( 


rhe bill also provided for cooperation with the various States 
i these matters, So that where there were any questions re- 
“iting to development of rivers that could not be, as a mat- 
ter of n nal power, undertaken by the National Government 
(self, they could be undertaken by the State governments and 
by corporations and by individuals, so that we would have 
*verybody—the National Government, the State governments, 


orporatior 
st in the 
Of these 

nh civilized 


and individuals, whoever had any right or inter- 
stream—at work in the matter of the development 
vers for every purpose to which they could be put 
society, including, of course, navigation, which is 
er under which the nation could act. 


the only 


4 1 Won (l prefer not to go into that question at any length, 
to, — derstand that the chairman of the committee is 
aa “ having a vote upon the bill this afternoon, and I 

an - ae absorb too much time. I shall present my 
Senate to ae the inland-waterways bill when I move the 
me 'the - hon the modified bill which was introduced by 
Commissi 2 a a vas provides for the continuance of this 
SY heen id & small fund for expenses. I simply wish to 

Mr CLAT re upon this matter. 
* CLAS of Wyoming, 


Mr, President—— 


Senator from Nevada |Mr. Newianps] will bear with | 


be | 


the interest of agriculture, water power, | 


the | 
“all the waters gathered by | 
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Nevada 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the from 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
the Senator from Nevada. I 
plates an expenditure of something over $20,000,000 
in this bill and looking to fifteen or twenty million dollars 
later on—in order to carry out the project under the report 
that was made by the Commission which has investigated it. I 
understand further that the Senator from Nevada is very much 
in earnest in his desire to get a permanent inland waterways 
commission, which shall investigate and pass upon the necessi- 


Senator 


I want to get the judgment of 
understand this measure contem- 


$5,000, 000 


| ties of the Government in regard to water transportation. I 
understand further that that Commission, which has been 


working for some time, has not yet made any report upon this 
project. 

Now, I want to ask the Senator from Nevada if, in his judg- 
ment, it is not the wiser course, before entering upon this ex 
penditure of $20,000,000, to wait until we shall have a favorable 
report, if it be favorable, of the expert Commission upon this 
project. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, 
Nevada yield to me for a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. the 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I want to suggest to the Senator from 
Nevada that, so far as I know, there is no proposition to spend 
$20,000,000 ; but there is a proposition to buy what land we can 
in the White Mountains and in the Appalachian Mountain coun- 
try for $5,000,000. After that has been administered under the 
provisions of this bill, if the Department suggests that further 
action be taken and more money appropriated, then it will be 
a matter for some future Congress to determine. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, if the Senator will 
bear with me there 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am ready to answer the Senator's ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, if the Senator will 
pardon me a moment, in that view of the case I can not see any 
reason for this appropriation of $5,000,000, because, if this bill 
is justified, it is justified in view of the report which has been 
made by the Commission appointed to examine this project. If 
anything is justified to be done under this project, it is to ex- 
pend the twenty or twenty-odd million dollars which will be re- 
quired to make it successful. I understand perfectly well, as 
the Senator states, that it is not a proposition 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to suggest to the Senator that I 
think the proposition of acquiring the territory as described 
in this bill is one that antedates the Commission of which he 
speaks, by which so large an amount of money is to be ulti- 
mately expended. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is true, and nobody was able 
to form any idea of what the cost of the proposition was. One 
of the purposes of the appointment of this Commission was to 
ascertain the cost of the project and whether it can be prop- 
erly carried out. We have the report of this Commission, in 
which they say that they have not been able to get an estimate 
of the amounts for which the land can be bought, but from what 
they have ascertained as to the value placed upon the lands and 
what they can be obtained for by condemnation proceedings, 
they believe, [ think, that it would amount to $20,000,000. 


will the Senator from 


Does Senator from Nevada 


Senator from Nevada 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, it seems to me, with the 
permission of the Senator from Nevada 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 


yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE., It seems that the Senator from Wyoming 


has put an entirely erroneous construction upon the proposi- 
tion. He seems to want the Senate to infer that unless Con- 
gress shall decide in future to spend $15,000,000 more this 


$5,000,000 that we shall probably to-day authorize to be spent 
will have been wasted. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is just exactly it. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. There is nothing to that, in my opinion; 
for if they spend, say, $5,000,000 for certain portions of the 
land at the head of certain streams, and it does protect and 
preseve the navigability of those streams, I do not see any 
waste about it; but if the experiment is proven to be successful 
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and future Congresses want to go further, they can do so, but 


if the experiment should be a failure, then, of course, the money | 


would be lost, though it would not be $20,000,000; it would be 
$5,000,000, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut, 
in view of his explanation, if it would not be wiser for us to 
embark upon the expenditure of the $5,000,000 proposed in this 
bill than 
expenditure of 
the hay 
not appropriating the additional $15,000,000? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Precisely. The grievance of the Senator 
from Wyoming is that we are not wasting enough money, as I 
understand. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
rupted further. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from Wyoming has 
no grievance. He simply rose to ask the judgment of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS]}. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Furron] put a question to me, which I assume was face- 
tious, and to which he hardly expects a serious reply. So far 
as the Senator 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President——- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I must decline to yield further. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada declines 
to yield. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state to the Senator from Oregon 
that I assured the Senator from Connecticut a short time ago 
that I would not exhaust much time. I know he is anxious to 
get on with his bill, and I want to proceed with my remarks. 
So I must decline to yield. 

Mr. FULTON. I must express the hope that the Senator 
will reform his judgment touching my purpose in asking the 
question. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, as to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CrarK]. I understood the Senator to ask 
whether it would not be better to postpone action upon this bill 
until after the Inland Waterways Commission, of which I am a 
member, can consider this project and report upon it. I wish 
to say to him that I think he misconceives the purpose and func- 
tion of the Inland Waterways Commission. It has no founda- 
tion in statute at all. It is not a body of experts authorized by 
statute to pass upon these questions. 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator refers to some kind of a commis- 
sion, which he terms the “Inland Waterways Commission.” 
What legally constituted commission is that? What real tribu- 
nal is it? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state to the Senator from Maine 
that that Commission has not the authority of any statute 
passed by the Congress of the United States. It exists simply 
by the personal selection of the President as advisory to him in 
recommending to Congress a plan of legislation, his power being 
derived from that provision of the Constitution which gives him 
the right to make recommendations to Congress. Of course 
included in that right is the right to seek information any- 
where, to call upon individuals or call upon -the people col- 
lectively, or to appoint a committee or a commission for that 
purpose purely advisory to himself. He selected as members of 
that Commission the Chief of the Corps of Engineers of the 
Army, the Chief of the Reclamation Service, the Chief of the 
Forestry Service, a member of the Bureau of Soils, the Chief of 
the Bureau of Corporations, the chairman of the House Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. Burton of Ohio], the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], who had been the leading 
minority member of that committee in the House, the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. WaRNER], and myself. 

Of that Commission Mr. Burton was made chairman. I will 
state that I was quite surprised when I received a letter from 
the President requesting me to serve upon this Commission, as 
I represented a State that had no navigable waters. I assumed, 
however, that the reason for my selection was that in formu- 
lating this plan the President desired to avail himself of the 
experience of one who was interested in irrigation and who had 
had something to do with the legislation upon that subject, 
and that the consideration of irrigation was necessary in the 
study of stream control, the purpose of the inquiry being to co- 
ordinate the action of all the scientific branches of the Govern- 


Mr. President-——— 
Mr. President, I must decline to be inter- 


Senator from Nevada 


Senator from Nevada 
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to appropriate the entire $20,000,000, because if the | 
the $5,000,000 does not conserve the interest of 
igability of these streams it would be an argument for | 
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— 


ment relating to water under one plan of legislation, so they 
could all work harmoniously for the development of tho 


| rivers. 


Mr. HALE. What I am waiting for is for the Sena; 
tell me—he refers to this as the Inland Waterways ( 
sion—how it became constituted a commission, because . 
mission is always understood, and ought to be understood. a¢ mM 
real, legally constituted body, with defined powers, which make 
it an active, operative commission, and I was asking the Seng. 
tor, who knows a great deal more about it than I do. what 
created this a commission? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Simply the personal selection by tho 
President of certain men whom he thought qualified to aid hin 
in the preparation of a plan of legislation upon this great sy). 
ject which, if he approved, he could recommend to Congress, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, did the members of this body re. 
ceive a commission, a certificated appointment, something that 
carried with it legal powers? It was something more than ay 
invitation to appear, I suppose, at a certain time and confer 
together. It being called a Commission—I am not disposed to 
belittle it, for it is an extremely important subject-matter—my 
theory, with some experience in Congress, is that a commission 
is something more than a meeting of certain gentlemen together 
to talk things over. A commission is, or should be, a legally 
constituted body, and I was only asking the Senator what it 
was that made this a legally constituted body. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGEH. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will let me make my 
answer, I will state that if it is necessary that a commission 
should have the authority of a statute passed by Congress, then 
he is entirely right in the assumption that it is a misnomer to 
call this a commission, but I do not understand that that is the 
definition of a commission. It has been the custom, as I under- 
stand, of the President to appoint an advisory committee or 
commission of this kind to consider questions that he has in 
view regarding legislation, with a view to aiding him in the 
preparation of a plan and recommendation to Congress. He 
might call it a committee, he might call it a commission, he 
might call it a board, but it has never been contended, of 
course, that this has the sanction of Congressional action. I 
will state—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit me one moment, 
I will state that, as a member of this Commission to which the 
Senator refers, I received no commission, as I understand. | 
received a personal letter from the President, stating his pur- 
pose, and asking me whether I would act upon this Comiiission, 
with a view to preparing this plan of legislation. 

At first I had some doubt as to whether I, as a member of a 
legislative body, could with propriety serve upon such a com- 
mission. I felt satisfied, of course, that I could not serve upon 
an executive commission or a commission organized by Congress 
for the purpose of discharging executive duties, such as a boat 
of ¢xperts for the purpose of considering and executing projec's 
would be; and so I was in some doubt; but I came fo tlie co 
clusion that under the power granted by the Constitution | 
the President of making recommendations to Congress It ' 
entirely within his province to ask for aid and seck aid 0 
formation anywhere, with a view to facilitating his labors, ane 
that it would be entirely appropriate for me to act upou ' 
commission in this advisory way. 

Mr, BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ne 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. y 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me Jus . 
moment with reference to the question asked by tle Senatot 
from Maine [Mr. Hate]. The Senator from Maine, of course, © 
technically correct, and yet such a commission, in the tt 
meaning of the term, not the technical meaning of ‘he ter, 
although without any Congressional sanction, might atterwat 
be ratified and accon.glish a very great public go 
example, the Commission that settled the questions | 
the anthracite coal strike, which, if I remember correc”) 
if I do not some Senator will correct me—was 2p inted © 
precisely the way the Inland Waterways Comm: ae 
They not only were appointed, but they sat and had |arls® 
they examined all the testimony involved; they mac finding, 
and they settled the strike and cleared up the entire ae 
which was too grave and far-reaching and serious ‘ chat 
awaited Congressional action, because it was on |) | at chat 
moment. So wise were the conclusions of the Comm'ss!0" ited 
afterwards when Congress met, as I remember, t'. — 
the action of that Commission by voting a compensation | 
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ce sioners. That is an illustration of the substantial nature 
mission after all, although it might not technically be 
d by law. I am much obliged to the Senator from 
\ for yielding to me. 


NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I ask the pardon of the | 


S from Connecticut [Mr. Branpecee] for allowing this 
a . to be injected into this debate, because I know that 
he consideration of his bill, but 
LDRICH. Mr. President, will the Senator bear with 

me a moment to ask him a question? 





Wr. NEWLANDS (continuing). I will be very brief and will | 


a few remarks on the bill before the Senate, 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 





VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 


he Senator from Rhode Island? 
_NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
ir. ALDRICH. If the Senator will bear with me for an- 


“Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 


any definite statement made anywhere of the functions of this 
mportant Commission to which the Senator has referred? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is a statement made in the mes- 
save of the President in which he said that he had appointed 
this committee or commission to consider this plan of legisla- 
tion: that they had made a partial report; that it was highly 





they have organized water associations on the Pacific coast: 
they have organized the Mississippi River Association, the U) 


per Mississippi River Association, the Missouri River Association, 
the Deepwater to the Gulf Association, the Atlantic Coast Water- 
ways Association, and all of these conventions, i ling the 


Rivers and Harbors Congress, have been meeting during the 
past year and have been giving expression to a public senti- 
ment upon the subject which is intense. The country at large 
is not satisfied with the action of Congress in the past. We 
have spent nearly $500,000,000 in the development of our water- 
ways, and have done it ineffectively, simply because we have 
had no bread and comprehensive plan into which everything 
relating to the development of these rivers for every beneficial 
purpose could be dovetailed. 

It will not be until we adopt such a plan, involving the co- 


| ordination of all the scientific services and bureaus of the 


Government that have any relation to water, and involving the 


“ 


| cooperation of the States and municipalities, so far as their 


| powers and their interests lie, that we can hope to have the 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask whether there has been | 


complete development of our waterways for every purpose to 
which civilization can put them, one of the most important, of 
course, being navigation as a part of interstate and foreign 
commerce. 

I do not contend for one moment that the nation has any 


| power in this matter outside of the interstate-commerce clause, 


desirable that the work of the Commission should continue, and | 


that it should receive the sanction of law in order, I imagine, 
the expenses of the Commission might be paid. I will 
state that, so far as I am individually concerned, I would never 
receive compensation for my services in connection with this 
york, but there are other members of the Commission who are 
not members of the legislative body, who, I think, ought to re- 
ceive sonre compensation. ; 
Mr. ALDRICH, They are evidently acting in cooperation 


with the governors. There are no governors on the commission, | 


as I understand. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. There are no governors on the Commission. 
Now, Mr. President, regarding this particular bill, I wish to 
say that the control of the stream flow is of the highest im- 


portance to navigation. It is important that a full and equal | 
flow should be maintained, not a spasmodic flow, not a flow of | 


floods at certain seasons and of a stream reduced to a mere 
thread at other seasons. It is of the highest importance that 
there should be an equal flow, and for this reason it is essential 
that storage should be accomplished in some way. Storage can 
be accomplished by artificial reservoirs or it can be accom- 


plished by the acquisition of natural reservoirs. The forest is | 
such a natural reservoir, for when the lands are stripped of | 
their forests, waters falling upon them rush into the streams | 


and increase their flow, destroy the banks, deposit sand and 
silt in the rivers, which constitute obstructions to navigation. 
So that a proper stream control involves not only the preserva- 
tion and the conservation of the forests, but the prevention of 
soil erosion, the prevention of the destruction of banks by a 
system of bank revetments and levees, and the reclamation of 
swamp lands themselves in a measure; for the construction of 
‘evees with a view to stream control necessarily involves the 


reclamation of swamp lands adjoining. So all these problems 
are involved. 


sut the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CrarK] asked me why | 


Tam willing to support this project when evidently this entire 
a of legislation involves full and comprehensive plans 
that will involve the irrigation of arid lands at the sources of 
these rivers, the preservation of forests, the protection of banks, 
the development of water power through the construction of 
dais and the reclamation of swamp lands. My answer is that 
| prefer a comprehensive plan, but thus far I have been unable 
to get a bill out of the Committee on Commerce; and I there- 
—_ deem it advisable, whenever an individual project comes 
Up a8 meritorious as this is, te support it and to help put it 
through, for there can be no question whatever but that the 
purchase and preservation and conserving of these forests will 
tee essential to any scheme of waterway develop- 
ae e entered upon in the future, however comprehensive 
ahaa ae So I am heartily in favor of this bill as an 
oa aa ‘se in this comprehensive scheme of waterway de- 
The Senator f 
aiways bee 
no 


rom Colorado [Mr. Texter] says that we have 
n attending to waterways heretofore, and that there is 
movement in this direction now than there hasbeen. I 
Senator is oblivious to the signs of the times. I am sure 
i a { have been during the last summer I have 
have b. opie in every section alive wpon this question. They 

een holding local conventions in every part of the Union; 


more 
think the 
that 
fou 





but in that way it has the greatest interest in these rivers. 
Whatever we may say about the jurisdiction of the States and 
the rights of the States, whatever we may say about the powers 
and rights of riparian owners, it is apparent that the nation, 
having an easement in every navigable stream and in every 
river capable of being made navigable and in the tributary 
streams to those rivers which can be made navigable as a part 
of the stream control, has a larger interest in these rivers than 
any of the States or all of the States combined, or any of the 
municipalities or all of the bank owners, or all of them com- 
bined. It is essential, therefore, that the nation should enter 
into cooperation with all in this great work. 

Mr. President, the people have evidenced in every way their 
intense feeling on this subject. Senators will find in the plat- 
forms of both parties during the next campaign the most em- 
phatic expressions upon this subject. There is a feeling that 
Congress has been lagging upon this question; that Congress 
is guilty of inertia and apathy and indifference; and the only 
answer that can be made to the charge is that Congress rarely 
creates public opinion, but always responds to public opinion, 
and when public opinion becomes sufficiently definite and demon- 
strated Congress always acts. The time for action has now 
come, because public opinion has been formed. ‘There is no 
question about it. I would have been glad if the comprehensive 
plan which I presented to Congress early in the session, and 
which has been debated upon this floor and which has been 
presented to the Committee on Commerce, and which has in 
its main and essential features the approval of the Secretary 
of War and of the Inland Waterways Commission and of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Commerce, could have been 
put upon the statute books at this session. But with the pres- 
sure of business, realizing it would be impossible to get this 
great and comprehensive plan fully before Congress, I intro- 
duced a lesser measure, providing simply for a continuance of 
the Commission and for its expenses not exceeding $20,000. 
I have endeavored to secure consideration of this lesser bill 
by unanimous consent, but objection has been made. I shall 
at the earliest moment move the Senate for the present con- 
sideration of this bill, in order that the sanction of Congress 
may be given to the investigation already inaugurated by the 
action of the President. 

Mr. NEWLANDS appended to his remarks the following 
remarks of Mr. Bryan at the Conference on the Conservation 
of Natural Resources, May 15, 1908: 

REMARKS OF MR. BRYAN. 


I acknowledge my obligation to President Roosevelt for the oppor- 
tunity which he has given me to participate in this meeting. The con- 
ference marks the beginning of a new era, during which increasing at- 
tention will be given to the far-reaching problems involved—in the con- 
servation of the nation’s resources. The epoch-making speech with 
which the Chief Executive opened the first session must exert a power- 
ful influence upon the country at large, as it has upon those who were 
forunate enough to hear him. 

The assembling of the governors of nearly all the forty-six States 
is in itself an historic event of the first magnitude, for this meeting, 
and the future meetings which this one assures, will facilitate coopera- 
tion between the States. make easier the doing of those things which 
should be done by the National Government, and stimulate the several 
States to act more speedily and with better information upon the things 
which should be done by the States independently. There has been some 
difference of opinion as to the relative spheres of the nation and the 
State, but such discussions as we have had here wil! help to define these 
spheres and to harmonize conflicting opinions. 

I am a strict constructionist if that means to believe that the 
Federal Government is one of delegated powers and that constitutional 
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limitations should be carefully observed. I am jealous of any encroach- Lastly, I come to our interior waterways. I shall not defend the 
ment upon the rights of the States believing that the States are as | improvement of these waterways on the ground that such improvement 
indestructible as the Union is indissoluble. It is, however, entirely | would help to regulate the railroad rates, although it would aid 

consistent with this theory to believe, as I do believe, that it is just | lation, for regulation can be secured by legislation whenever the poopie 
as imperative that the General Government shall discharge the duties | are ready to exercise the power which they have. But water trattic js 
delegated to it, as it is that the States shall exercise the powers reserved | less expensive than traffic by rail, and there are —_ Commodities 
to them. which can be transported much more cheaply by water than they 

There is no twilight zone between the nation and the State, | could possibly be carried on land. I believe it has been estimatey 
in which exploiting interests can take refuge from both, and my | that an expenditure of $500,000,000 on interior waterways would re. 
observation is that most—not all, but most—of the contentions over | sult in a saving of nearly $200,000,000 annually. 
the line between nation and State are traceable to predatory corpo- If this saving were equally divided between the producers and tho 
rations which are trying to shield themselves from deserved punish- | consumers it would be an enormous profit to both, and Mr. Carnegie 
ment, or endeavoring to prevent needed restraining legislation. The | has pointed out that water transportation, by requiring less iron anq 
first point which I desire to make is that earnest men, with an un- | less coal in proportion to the freight carried, would @nable us to post- 
selfish purpose, and concerned only for the public good, will be able | pone the exhaustion of our iron mines and our coal beds. 
to agree upon legislation which will not only preserve for the future The development of water transportation is essentially a national 
the inheritance which we have received from a bountiful Providence, | project, because the water courses run by and through many States 
but preserve it In such a way as to avoid the dangers of centraliza- | And yet, as has been pointed out, it would be possible for the States 
tion. Nothing that is necessary is impossible; and it would be a | to do a certain amount of developing along this line if they were pe, 
reflection upon the intelligence, as well as upon the patriotism of our | mitted to avail themselves of the use of the water power that could jhe 
people, to doubt the value of gatherings of this kind. developed. B 

The time allotted to each speaker is so short that instead of at- Just a word in conclusion about an investment in permanent im. 
tempting to discuss the various questions presented I shall content ayptinme Money spent in care for the life and health of the peop\ 
myself with a few suggestions in line with the very able papers that n protecting the soil from erosion and from exhaustion, in preventing 
have been presented by the specialists who have appeared before us. | waste in the use of minerals of a limited supply, in the reclamation of 
I begin with the proposition that it should be our purpose not only te | deserts and of swamps, and in the preservation of forests still remaining 
preserve the nation’s resources for future generations by reducing | and the replanting of denuded tracts—money invested in these and jn 
waste to a minimum, but that we should see to it that a few of the | the development of waterways and in the deepening of harbors, is ay 
people do not monopolize that which is in equity the property of all | investment yielding an annual return. If any of these expenditures 
the people. The earth belongs to each generation, and it is as crimi- | fail to bring a return at once, the money expended is like a bequest to 
nal to fetter future generations with perpetual franchises, making the | those who come after it. And as the parent lives for his child, as wel! 
multitude servants to a favored fraction of the population, as it would | a8 for himself, so the citizen provides for the future as well as for the 
be to unnecessarily impair the common store. I am glad that Secretary | present. This gathering will be remembered > future generations 
Garfield emphasizes this point. It is one that must always be kept in | because they, as well as ourselves, will be the recipients of the benefits 
mind by the nation and by the several States. which will flow from this conference. We have all been strengthened 

The first national asset is to be found in the life of the people, and | by communion together; our vision has been enlarged, and the en 
Mr. Mitchell very properly and with great force pointed out the im- | thusiasm here aroused will permeate every State and 
portance of safeguarding the life, the limbs, and the health of those | munity. 
who are engaged in converting the nation’s natural resources into mate- . ANT > » » —— 
rial wealth. I would go a step further and say that we could well Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, I expect to vote for this bill, 
afford to include in the appropriations made by Congress a sum suf- | 4nd I will preface my remarks by reading a few words from a 
ficient to carry on necessary investigations into the cause of diseases | recent writer on this subject: 

atte , scope, an { ate » are reme > j . 
matt nal in their & pe, and to stimulate the search for re modi S which In fifty years we shall have whole States as bare as China. The 
would add to the life, health, and usefulness of the whole population. A lack , : 

I was surprised at the statistics given in regard to our coal and | APpalac iians will be stripped to bed rock. The Rockies wil! send 
our fron ore. While it is possible that new coal measures and new down vast floods, which can not be controlled. The Canadian forests 
ore beds may be discovered, we can not afford to base our conduct upon | 2Orth of the Great Lakes will be swept away. Our Middle West will 
speculations as to what may yet be discovered. We should begin an | P¢ bare. The Yazoo Delta will be ripped apart, because no levee will 
intelligent supervision and conservation of that which is known to ex- | 5¢ able to stand the floods of those days. We shall be living in 
ist, and I respectfully submit that it is worth while to ask ourselves crowded concrete houses and at double the rent we now pay. We shall 
whether we can afford to offer a bounty to those who are engaged in make vehicles of steel; use no wood on our farms. We shall pay 
exhausting the supply of raw materials, which when gone can not be | 10 cents for a newspaper; 50 cents for a magazine; as much for a 
replaced. Surely if there is any importation which we can properly | !¢@4_ pencil. Cotton will be immensely higher. Beef will be the 
encourage by a free list, it is the importation of those raw materials | Ptivilege of the few. Clothing will cost twice what it costs to-day. 
of which our own supply is limited. And what I say in regard to coal | Like Chinamen, our children will rake the soll for fuel or forage or 
and iron ore is equally applicable to timber. It is hardly consistent to | f00d. We shall shiver in a cold and burn in a heat never before felt 
discourage the importation of lumber, while we worry about the dev- in this temperate zone, meant by God as a comfortable growing place 
astation of our forests. for splendid human beings, unless we wake up. 

, Mr. Hill bas rendered the conference a, real service in presenting the This, Mr. President, is the grewsome prophecy of Emerson 
acts anc Stics se orta 118 ess on ( “ x ¢ » 2 slur aetatoa 
tion. Few of us, probably, were conscious of the impairment of the Hough in a magazine article in which he sententiously states 
crop value of our soil. I'am sure that a clear understanding of this | what is the foreshadowing as to the condition of our country 
subject will lead to a still further enlargement of the work of the | jf we allow it to be dried up by the denudation of its forests. 
Department of Agriculture and to still closer cooperation between the 


Department of Agriculture and the States in teaching economical There are some facts related in his article which tend to 


methods ot agriculture. Already the rapid growth of the agricuitural | support his views, amongst them that 100,000 acres of timber 
college offers encouragement, anc am giad to express my appreciation O° 7e -ery ys 4 sed a ilroads: 
of the valuable work done by Secretary Wilson and his associates in cary a oe np day ; — one-half is u by the railr 
bringing to our country fruits, plants, and grasses suited to the differ- | that last year 40,000,000 feet B. M. of lumber were consumed; 


ent parts of our country. As the farmer pays more than his share of | that 100,000,000 ties a year are under contribution from the 
the taxes and receives less than his share of the direct benefits which 


» > = > Ara I 
flow from national appropriations, it is only justice to him that we woods; that 70,000,000,000 feet of telegraph poles were sub 


shall be liberal in the support of every effort put forth for the improve- | tracted, and so on as to other drafts upon our resources of 
ment of agriculture. 


3 timber which are daily, hourly, consuming this portion of our 
Irrigation bas justified the arguments which led to the inaugura- heritage 

tion of the work. No one who has witnessed the transformation of ge. ‘ half 

the desert into field and garden can doubt the wisdom of the steps that It is said that at the foundation of the Government one-lit!! 


have been taken. Here, as elsewhere, both the nation and the State | of the country was in forests, and that half of that half has 
can find a field for legitimate activity, and I am sure that there will 


be a continuation of this work until all of the waters which can be —— As the pace of our consumption has rapidly broadevel 
utilized for that purpose have been appropriated. and increased, it may be instantly recognized that if we hav 


The same principle which was invoked in support of irrigation can | consumed a half of our forests in a little over a hundred years 
be invoked in support of drainage. The question is not whether the 


re * j entvions, 
water should be brought upon the land or taken off the land; it is the great multiplication of our population, of our in <t Atty 
whether the land shall be made tillable and its wealth-producing qual- | and of the articles which we consume, will make the next 0!) 


itles utilized. Drainage of the swamps is, therefore, as legitimate a| years as great a source of devastation as the one hundred 
work as the reclamation of arid wastes. 


7 y st 
No subject has been brought out more prominently at this conference years past. “1 is 
than the subject of forestry, and it justifies the time devoted to it, for Mr. President, this is the primary fact that underlies this 


our timber lands touch our national interests at several points. Our | bill. It is true that many of the reports and essays on this 
use of lumber is enormous, but immense as would be the inconvenience 


. > thing aimed 
and loss caused by the absence of lumber the consequence of the de- subject speak of timber as if timber were the main thing in the 
struction of our forests would be still more disastrous to the nation. | at in the bill, It concerns the forests, but the forests in © 


As has been shown, the timber on our mountain ranges protects our | particular relation which they have to water and the water /1 
wate? supply. Not to speak of changes in climate which might follow 


> . ; t concerms 
the denuding of our mountains, the loss to the irrigated country could the particular relation that it has to navigation ; end is 
not be remedied and the damage to the streams could not be calculated, | & Subject which is a necessary means to an end. he 


And if this Is not enough to arouse the interest of all, I may add that | navigation; the means, the preservation of the waters that we 
the destruction of the forests on the mountain ranges would in time 


. 7 » forests that 
impair the underflow upon which we rely for our well water. may have navigation, and the preservation of the for 
The good effects of this conference are already apparent in the de- | We May get water, 


termination expressed by several governors to at once, appoint forestry Out West we are turning water into the deserts, and the ~ 
commissions and begin such work as the State can do. In this case d is grow ) > rdens and increasing 
action is so urgent and the fleld to be covered so large that both the na- land is growing up in fields and in gard 


. 7 re must 
tion and the several States can exercise themselves to the full without.| Products for the use of man. Here, as in the West, Ww: 


danger of doing too much. ‘The national venervations already made in | commence with the forests in order to get the water, and th 
the West and the new reservations that ought to be made and are ris SOI s bill as constitutional. 
likely to be made in the White Mountains and in the Appalachian for this reason that I regard this bi . 


senator from 
Range can doubtless be so administered as to protect national interests I always listen with the greatest respect to the Senato 


~~ ¢ ‘ or 
without unduly burdening the States in which the reservations are | Colorado [Mr, TeLieRr] for his learning, his intellect, and le 
located, or needlessly interfering with the development of the States. | the steadiness with which he pursues a sincere conviction, A 
No national policy need retard the development of the Western States, 


; amen is occasion 
and their own interests would restrain them from sacrificing future | We Can not always agree with anybody, and on = 1 I 
wealth and protection for temporary advantage. I find myself, with all deference, disagreeing with 4!) 


egu 


every com- 














































































7 rood from a case with which he is familiar. 





' 
It is the case | 
United States v. The Rio Grande Irrigation Company, | 
by the United States Supreme Court. The opinion in 
- delivered by Judge Brewer, was unanimously con- 
| in. and it reviews briefly, but clearly, the relations of 
e and the Federal Government to its navigable streams. | 
‘olorado the legislature had changed the common-law | 
to streams within the dominion of that State, and the | 
. Court recognized its authority to do so, but said these 
limitation : 


mitations must be recognized: First, that in the absence of 
ithority from Congress a State can not by its legislation de- 
right of the United States, as the owner of lands bordering 
im. to the eontinued flow of its waters; so far at least as 
cessary for the beneficial uses of the Government property. 


s 


nT: 


hat it tis limited by the superior power of the General Gov- 
o secure the uninterrupted navigability of all navigable 
thin the limits of the United States. 


\nd then this sentence : 


words, the jurisdiction of the General Government over 

nt rate commeree and its natural highways vests in that Govern- 
right te take all needed measures to preserve the naviga- 
navigable water courses of the country even against any 





is a necessary corollary to the sole power that exists in 
Government of the United States to regulate commerce. | 
rhat 1 complete power. There is no rival in its exercise. 
It is simply impossible for the States to do it, and it is conferred 
in specifie words by the fundamental law of the United States. 
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Under that power this Government has dug many a canal. It | 
« daily building harbors and docks. It is turning the courses | 


rs into canals. It may make a highway on land or it 


» a highway of water. The highways of water dry up 


nay mak 


constantly fed by the vital sources that supply them. | 


When they dry up, they then fill up and nothing but the dry 
parched earth remains where once flowed a stream bearing 
‘commerce. 

\s the United States Government may build a railroad be- 
twer States—and it 
United States Supreme Court in a thorough analysis and com- 

ent on that subject—so it can not be denied by a legislative 
body which at almost every session of Congress provides for 
opening the channels of rivers, for building levees on rivers, for 
protecting our water courses as the cheapest and best of all 
the media of our interstate commerce and travel. 

Nt then, I ask the Senator from Colorado how else could 
he suggest that the United States might preserve these natural 
water courses and keep water in them if not by pursuing the 


course which the scientists of our country, none dissenting, 
| 


have urged, by preserving the natural storehouses which supply 
the water to the water courses? 
Mr. President, while I have very briefly stated these views, 
[ think I have touched the very center of this question. It is 
suggested by another gentleman that we may build lakes in the 
mountains, sterage houses for the waters that fall from the 
skies—artificial ones. Is it not a simpler method to preserve 
the natural ones? There are thousands of places where you 
can not make the arrangements to store the water and where 
the water does not exist to be stored. If it is a more natural 
way, if it is am easier way, if it is more practicable to preserve 
the forests which are nature’s storehouses of water, certainly 
they can not be interdieted by those who recommend us to build 
those that are purely artificial. 
Plenty makes waste. By nature this country was stored with 
the ihest boundless supply of natural resources of any land 
man has tenanted. But our growth has been rapid. 
rlenty has made waste. When a field along the eastern shores 
» our country was exhausted the inhabitant and cultivator 
thereof often could find a better one a few miles west, and a 
stream of population has gone into the land from 
to California, until we have reached a period when we 
ee the beginning of the end of our boundless resources. 


VW 


; 


her 
ere 


ed fr necessity that economy is born, and the whole na- 
1 w to turn its attention to economizing the resources 
at re ' to us and to bring into play the unused powers of 
a tution, that the publie means and energies may be 
‘ a to that end. 
I am not 


one of those who recommend the searching of the 
m in order to avoid what is its plain and obvious 
ng. It should be construed naturally, as men construe 
.) vlemige of life in their ordinary affairs, and should be 
ao administered in the true sense in which its authors 

red it. But I do not think that this is a straining of the 
; I know that when Jefferson was pondering the 
of the es of Louisiana he was a very strict constructionist 


bowers of the Federal Government under the Federal 


Conetitnt 


‘ onstitution 


acquis) 





| States for the purpose of preserving the forests. 


has been so expressly decided by the | the prime purpose of the act; they are not the immediate effect 
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Constitution. He gravely doubted whether this country had 
the power. But the exigency was so great, the opportunity 
was so tempting, that as great a mind as his and as conscien- 
tious a statesman as he was yielded to the obvious arguments 
that appealed to the whole country. That mighty domain in 
the West, which has become the homes of millions of people, 
is a sufficient vindication of the action of the United States, 
without attempting to strain the meaning of the Constitution 


| to bar the people from its obvious destiny. 


We have to save our forests if we can do so honestly and in 
the line of thought of our Constitution; unless all the great 
jurists who have occupied seats on the Supreme Court of the 
United States have erred from the foundation in asserting the 
rights of this country to control the navigable streams and to 
make streams navigable that were not naturally so, to turn the 
courses of streams, to dig canals and pour the waters into dry 
and empty fields where they find it convenient and wise to 
make streams—uniess all that body of juridical philosophy 
was a profound error from its inception, this proposed act is 
in strict line and purview of its principles. It proclaims so 
upon its face: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture, for the purpose of preserving the 
navigability of navigable streams, is hereby authorized and directed, 
in his discretion, to aequire by purchase or gift lands more valuable for 
the regulation of stream flow than for other purposes. 

This proposed act is careful not to trench upon what are the 
rights of the States. It says: 

Sec. 3. That no deed or other instrument of conveyance shall be 
accepted or approved by the Secretary of Agriculture under this act 
until the legislature of the State in which the land lies shall have 
consented to the acquisition of such land by the United States for 
national forest purposes for the purpose of preserving the navigability 
of navigable streams. 

It is true, as a matter of fact, what has been adverted to by 
th: Senator from Colorado [Mr. Treiier], that there are other 
things which will be affected by the very fact that these great 
tracts of land are bought up and cared for by the United 
They are not 


of the act. They are simply incidental things which flow as 
a consequence from one main thing. 

You can do no act in life, you can pass no statute that does 
not have collateral effects, sometimes good and sometimes evil, 
albeit its own purpose may be perfectly pure. This is inherent 
in the nature of all things mundane and of all things human. 
Things have a direct effect. Their collateral ones no human 
being can count, because they affect many other things cognate 
and many things even remote. 

The primary object of this bill is to preserve our forests that 
we may preserve our water; and when gentlemen are asked how 
else “ will you do it,” they can suggest no other way, at least 
no other obvious way, and none that they would recommend. 

For these reasons, sir, I expect to support this bill. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I do not desire to make 
a speech. I want to have the bill passed. I simply ask the 
privilege of inserting in the Recorp the statement of Mr. Charles 
©. Goodrich, an experienced navigator of the Connecticut River, 
made before the House Committee on Agriculture. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

STATEMENT OF CHARLES C. GOODRICH, OF HARTFORD, CONN., GENERAL 


MANAGER OF THE HARTFORD AND NEW YORK TRANSPORTATION COM- 
PANY. 


objection, permission is 


Mr. Goopricn. Two years ago I had occasion, by appointment of the 
governor, to come before this committee and say a few words in re rd 
to the whole matter of the Appalachian and White Mountain forest re- 
serves. This season I was again asked by the governor’s executiv C- 
retary if I would come here I wish to say but very little this year, and 
that to apply entirely to the effect of the cutting of the forests in the 
White Mountains upon the navigation in the Connecticut River I would 
say that for thirty years I have been manager of some thirty-five United 


States vessels engaged in coastwise trade between the yarious ports 





upon the Connecticut River, and in this term I have had ample oppor- 
| tunity to realize the effect upon our river of the denudine of the forests 
in the White Mountains. I would say that, especially of late years and 
since the cutting has extended to the minor timber, the spruce of 6 or 
8 and even 5 inches, which was formerly left to grow, is now g 
| taken by the pulp. mills. I have been in that vicinity for forty years, 
|} although only thirty years in this particula ipacity, and from the 
beginning of my experience our floods have commenced about from 1e 
ist to the 10th of April, and they came for the next two mont! p V 
steadily, and for two months longer there was still a idy feed from 
those mountains. In the last twenty years the freshet has come ! v 
one month earlier, the snows have st 1 to melt fully one month 
earlier, the continuation has been more than one month longer, and the 
total supply of water has been reduced at least 50 per cent, coming 


rapidly in the spring, when it was of no use to the mill man or the 
man engaged in navigation, and escaping and going by without bein 
made valuable in any way, and has been followed, at the present t e 
by an almost total lack of flow, beginning with about the 10th of May 
and extending through until the fall rains come again, nearly to the 
ist of October, 
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In the lower river, speaking now of Hartford, and below that to the | 


mouth of the river, there is about 1,000,000 tons of marine com- 
merce, and with the aid of nature, so far as Long Island Sound is con- 
cerned, 15 miles away, and the ald of the Government to the extent 
of $10,000 a year, devoted to the yearly removal of deposits that come 
from the north, the navigation has been steady and uninterrupted, and 
we have had that for quite a number of years. Not a trip has been 
lost by the daily steamers running from Hartford to New York; but, 
as I say, that has been made possible mainly by Government aid. 

As to the effect upon the whole nation and its being more than a 
local questton, I rather appear in the interests of navigation as a whole 
than as to any local matter. 1 would say that if at any time a cargo 
of lumber from Mobile or from Brunswick, Ga., or fertilizers from 
Georgia, or any cargo in the coastwise trade coming to that river, the 
very first thing you do is to call up and find out what depth of water 
you can actually get in the river It will be from 3 to 5 feet, accord- 
ing to the varying degrees of water. We have from 15 to 30 or 40 
feet in the spring, tapering off by May or June and until these alluvial 
deposits have been cut, it can be reduced to 94 or 10 feet, and prices 
will go up correspondingly. In the last twenty years the bar at the 
mouth of the river, which now extends off to a distance of 3 miles off- 
shore and into the 15-fathom line of water, and has extended to the sea- 
ward from 3% to 4 miles, to the same depth of water, has so confined 
the flow of the sound that the outer end of the bar has ceased to build, 
and it is adding constantly to the long sand shoal, now 10 miles to the 
west of the mouth and in mid sound, 

Of course, gentlemen, I know that as long as rivers run these bars 
will build and they will go on building, as they will to a certain ex- 
tent in the Connecticut River; with the wash of the unprotected moun- 


tains and the clearing away of these forests and the burning and de- | 


nuding and washing, we are getting far more than our share of New 
Hampshire and Vermont and Massachusetts—more than we wish to 
have planted at that point, for it is certainly a source of very great 
danger and annoyance to us. [Applause.] 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I also ask permission to insert in the 
Recorp a section of the report of the committee as to the effect 
upon the stream flow of washing down silt from the hills and 
the cutting down of forests. I ask to have inserted such por- 
tions as I have marked in lead pencil. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Removal of forest has increased floods.—The balance of conditions 

was not seriously disturbed until within the past few decades, during 
which the forest has been rapidly destroyed, not only in the valleys 
and foothills, but on the steep slopes of the high mountains. During 
this time, in the streams which take their rise in the Appalachians, 
there has been an enormous increase in the number and duration of 
floods. The increases are directly proportionate to the rate at which 
the forest has been removed. They are greatest in such streams as 
the Ohio, Cumberland, Wateree, and Santee, where the most timber 
has been removed, and least in the streams on the watersheds of 
which forest conditions have been least changed. Except in the 
change of forest conditions there have been no factors that could have 
intensified flood conditions. In the Ohio River, in seventy years, the 
number of floods at Wheeling has increased 62 per cent, and their 
aggregate duration 116 per cent. In the Cumberland River, at Burn- 
side, Ky., the number of floods increased 330 per cent in the fifteen 
years between 1891 and 1905, and the duration in the same proportion. 
During the same period, in the Wateree River, at Camden, 8. C., the 
number of floods increased 65 per cent, and the duration 82 per cent. 
In the Congeree River the increase during the same time has been 94 
per cent in number and 113 per cent in duration. In the Savannah 
River, at Augusta, Ga., between the years 1876 and 1905, the increase 
in the number of floods has been 94 per cent, and in duration 266 per 
cent. Between 1891 and 1905 the Alabama River, at Selma, Ala., had 
an increase in number of floods of 83 per cent, and in duration of 31 
er cent. 
; Low-water conditions intensified.—This great increase, both in num- 
ber of floods and the period during which they lasted, has been accom- 
maanied by a corresponding decrease in low-water stage, as is shown by 
Poth actual measurements and common observation. As an instance, 
the Tennessee River, at Chattanooga, shows a low-water period of 499 
days for the decade of 1895-1904, as against 399 days for the decade 
of 1875-1884. 

How important is the effect of forest upon the dry season flow of 
streams is apparent from the following table, which gives during the 
last eight months of the driest year the flow in gallons per square mile 
of streams from similar watersheds in New Jersey, some forested, others 
barren. 


permission is 


Month, 


| Forested Barren 
watershed. | watershed. 


April... 
items 
June.... 
July 
August 
Sepfember.. 
October 
November 


631,000 
145,000 
139,000 
22,000 
22,000 
23,000 
22,000 
23,000 


597,000 | 
297 .000 
272,000 
207 ,000 
140,000 
139,000 
129,000 
127 ,000 | 


- perenne 


If the nine months are divided into seasons of three months each, the 
previous figures expressed in percentages show, approximately, the flow 
as given below: 


| Forested Barren 
watershed. |watershed. 


| Per cent. 


First three months... . 53 
Second three months 4 retained 5 20 


Per cent. 


25 


Third three months..... 29 ll 


Throughout the Appalachian region it is common observation that 
the streams whose watersheds have been deforested carry less water at 
their low stages and are low through longer aggregate periods than 
when their watersheds were forested. 
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Navigable streams filled with silt.—The floods which result from jar. 
ren watersheds in the Southern Appalachians and in the White Mop 
tains are carrying down into the streams vast quantities of sand, xj); 
and gravel, thereby filling the channels and interfering with navig: ion’ 
Natural conditions in both regions are such as to intensify erosion 
Precipitation is heavy and at times torrential. Slopes are long and : 
steep. The soils, especially in the South, on account of their character, 
erode with intense rapidity. Testimony of local engineers, Govern nent 
experts, and actual usgrs of the rivers is available from many sources, 
and it is unanimous that extensive and ill-advised cutting of timber 
from the high watersheds results in scouring the soil from the bared 
slopes and in removing it to the lower stretches of the streams. Since 
all the rivers which drain the Southern Appalachian Mountains ani the 
White Mountains are to some extent navigable, the direct relatio; 


tween forests on the mountains and navigation in the rivers which 
from them is clear. 


The Government has expended on the rivers that flow from the White 
Mountains over $2,500,000. Over $41,000,000 have been spent upon 
the rivers that flow from the Southern Appalachians, and because of 
the continued inrush of sand and silt from the denuded mountain 
watersheds they are less navigable now than ever before. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wish to call the attention of th: 
ator in charge of the bill to section 3, which provides: 

Sec. 3. That no deed or other instrument of conveyance shal! be 
accepted or approved by the Secretary of Agriculture under this act 
until the legislature of the State in which the land lies shal! have 
consented to the acquisition of such land by the United States. 

I call attention to the fact that there is no provision in that 
section for a cession of jurisdiction on the part of the Siate, 
Under the Constitution 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If the Senator will allow me for « mo- 
ment, whether the section requires it or not, the States have al- 
ready ceded jurisdiction to the United States, and the Senator 
will find those acts of cession of jurisdiction in the hearings be- 
fore the House Committee on Agriculture—every one of them, 
I will listen to the Senator, however, if he desires to proceed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think the provision ought to go into 
the bill. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. 
bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, 
ment? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will; but I want, first of all, to call 
attention to why I think it is necessary. 

The Constitution gives Congress authority, 
things— 


To exercise exclusive jurisdiction in all cases whatsoever over such 
district— 


Describing it, and— 
to exercise like authority over all places purchased by the consent of 
the legislature of the State of which the same shall be— 

Now, I invite the Senator’s particular attention to this 
for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyards, and other 
needful buildings. 

The property described in this bill does not come within any 
one of those descriptions. It is something entirely outside ol 
that provision of the Constitution. 

So my point is that this provision of the Constitution which 
giyes Congress exclusive jurisdiction over property of that 
character when purchased with the consent of the State w! 
not apply to this matter, but something more will be necessary, 
namely, cession of jurisdiction on the part of the State. 

I think that has been held in two or three cases. It was hell 
in effect in the Fort Leavenworth case; it was held in cflect !! 
the recent case decided by the district court in Kentucky, wher 
property had been acquired for the purpose of making |0ck 
upon the banks of the stream. ‘ 

So I offer the amendment I send to the desk, to come in at the 
end of the section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah propos 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 
8 the following: 


And has ceded pertesieiion to the United States over offenses com 
mited therein in violation of the laws of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readil® 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I want to treat the Senator fro 
rado [Mr. Tecter] fairly. He suggested to me that he wour 
like to have the yeas and nays upon the passage of the )'''. ° 
do not care to call for them. I do not want to be accused . 
him of taking any unfair advantage of tim, but he w: ted f 
be recorded against the bill. I will state that if the ee 
would be content to let it go that way, perhaps my stat! ent 
that effect would be satisfactory to him, However, he wantet 
to be recorded as voting against the bill. 

Mr, TELLER entered the Chamber, 


very 


be 


flow 


Sen- 


I have no objection to its going into the 


There is no reason why it should not. 
Will the Senator offer such an amend: 


among other 


d the 


} Colo 
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\ (LLOM. Here is the Senator from Colorado. 
iM LTON. Mr. President 
,ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado is 





M »\NDEGER. The bill has been passed? 
iCE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been passed. 

M LOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 

i of executive business. 

\i NLLER. Mr. President—— 


| \CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from L[llinois 
‘ the Senator from Colorado? 

M ('LLOM. Yes; if the Senator wants the floor. 

\ir. (ELLER. I merely wish to say that I am against this 


| if a roll call had been had, I should have voted 


‘ir. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from [Illinois 
eld the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to say that I was called by some 


f my stituents from the Senate Chamber for the moment. 
Had I been here I should have felt very much inclined to de- 
mand a roll call on the bill, so that I might have recorded my 
voto against it. I do not do that, and I make this statement 


to go in the Recorp. 
THE OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 


Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator from Lllinois to yield to 
me for a moment just to make a statement. 


Mr. CULLOM, AI! right; I will yield to the Senator. 

‘ir. FULTON. Mr. President, I feel that I ought to make a 
statement in regard to House bill 21572, the omnibus claims 
bill. I had addressed the Chair for the purpose of moving to 


ke up that bill. 
| have no disposition to be insistent about the bill being 
taken up, but I am chairman of the Committee on Claims, 
from which the bill has come. A great many States are deeply 
interested in the items. I feel it my duty to make a reasonable 
effort to bring the bill before the Senate, but if there is no 
disposition to take it up, we are now late in the session, and 
so far as I am concerned, I will drop the matter and not annoy 
the Senate by a motion to take it up. 

Mr. McCREARY, Mr. President— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MeCREARY. Mr. President, I wish to say that it is 
1 i quarter after 3, and the omnibus claims bill is a very 
iportant measure. It contains claims of citizens of various 
Siutes—North, South, East, and West. We could pass the bill 

an hour. I do not think any Senator desires to offer an 
amendment to it. The bill has passed the House, and it is a 
very important bill. Many of the claims are old, and those 
who hold them have been waiting anxiously for some time 
to get their money. I would be glad if my distinguished friend 
from Illinois would be willing to withdraw his motion that 
we may take up that bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I must insist on my motion. 


moment 1 


r to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran]., 





I yield for a 


REID V, THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BORAH. I present the opinion by Judge Hough, in the 
United States district court for the southern district of New 
York, in the case of Oscar W. Reid v. The United States. I 


ve that 1,000 copies be printed as a document. It bears upon | 


the Brownsville matter. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
Siceration of executive business. 

rhe 1 on was agreed to and the Senate proceeded to the 
tion of executive business. After five minutes spent 
ve session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 

ites p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 





lS, Is, 12 o'clock meridian. 
NOMINATIONS. 
“recut nominations received by the Senate, May 16, 1908. 
: COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
tobert S. 


a S. Burlingame, of Rhode Island, to be collector of 

Is “us Tor the district of Newport, in the State of Rhode 
One m | ace of Clarence A. Hammett, deceased. 

he Mee O'Keefe, of Arizona, to be collector of customs for 

eee rict of Arizona, in the Territory of Arizona, in place of 
yroo H. MeCord, deceased, 


6409 


SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Fletcher Maddox, of Montana, to be solicitor of internal reve- 

nue, in place of Arthur B. Hayes, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM, 

Capt. Daniel B. Devore, Twenty-third Infantry, to be major 
from May 15, 1908, vice Travis, Eleventh Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

CAVALRY ARM. 
To be first lieutenants, 

Second Lieut. Robert W. Lesher, Third Cavalry, from April 
14, 1908, vice Moore, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George Grunert, Eleventh Cavalry, from April 
16, 1908, vice Raysor, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William R. Pope, Second Cavalry, from April 
30, 1908, vice Fonda, Tenth Cavalry, detailed in the Signal 
Corps. 

Second Lieut. Olney Place, Sixth Cavalry, from May 6, 1908, 
vice Read, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas H. Cunningham, Eighth Cavalry, from 
May 10, 1908, vice Schultz, Fourteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Riward D. Taussig to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from the 15th day of May, 1908, vice Rear-Admiral George A, 
Bicknell, retired. 

Ensign George J. Meyers to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 2d day of May, 1907, upon the completion of 
three years’ service. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George J. Meyers to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 2d day of May, 1907, to fill a vacancy ex- 
isting in that grade on that date. 

Asst. Paymaster William L. F. Simonpietri to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy from the Ist day of October, 
1907, vice P. A. Paymaster Arthur S. Peters, resigned, and to 
take rank from the 3d day of August, 1907. 

*aymaster Francis J. Painter, who was confirmed by the 
Senate on the 2d day of March, 1907, for advancement from the 
grade of passed assistant paymaster with the rank of lieutenant 
to the grade of paymaster with the rank of lieutenant, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
June 29, 1906, to be a paymaster with the rank of lieutenant- 
commander on the retired list of the Navy from the date of his 
advancement, in accordance with an opinion of the Attorney- 
General dated January 13, 1908, 

Midshipman Hugh K. Aiken to be an ensign in the Navy from 
the 13th day of May, 1908, to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade on that date. 

Gunner Herbert A. Nevins to be a chief gunner in the Navy, 
to rank with, but after, ensign, from the 15th day of May, 1907, 
upon the completion of six years’ service, in accordance with the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, as 
amended by the act of April 27, 1904. 

Brig. Gen. George F. Elliott, United States Marine Corps, to 
be Major-General Commandant of the Marine Corps, from the 
13th day of May, 1908. 

Capt. David D. Porter to be assistant adjutant and inspector 
in the United States Marine Corps, with the rank of major, 
from the 14th day of May, 1908, to fill a vacancy existing on 
that date. 

Capt. Harold C. Reisinger to be assistant paymaster in the 
United States Marine Corps, with the rank of captain, from the 
14th day of May, 1908, to fill a vacancy existing on that date. 

First Lieut. Davis B. Wills to be assistant paymaster in the 
United States Marine Corps, with the rank of captain, from the 
14th day of May, 1908, to fill a vacancy existing on that date. 

The following-named officers of the United States Marine 
Corps to be assistant quartermasters in the Marine Corps, with 
the rank of captain, from the 14th day of May, 1908, to fill 
vacancies existing on that date: 

First Lieut. Frank Halford, 

First Lieut. Walter E. Noa, 

First Lieut. Seth Willams, 

First Lieut. Edward W. Banker, and 

First Lieut. Charles R. Sanderson. 

POSTMASTERS, 
IOWA, 

Hiram FE. Morrison to be postmaster at Seymour, Wayne 

County, Iowa, in place of James H. Morrison, deceased. 
KENTUCKY. 

George W. Hutcheson to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, 
Anderson County, Ky., in place of George W. Hutcheson. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1907. 

NEW MEXICO. 

James T. Fay to be postmaster at Farmington, San Juan 

County, N. Mex., in place of James A, Duff, resigned. 






















6410— CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 16, 


PENNSYLVANIA, 

Delos A. Wright to be postmaster at Union City, Erie County, 
Pa., in place of Delos A. Wright. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 27, 1908. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

William F. Caswell to be postmaster at Jamestown, Newport 

County, R. I., in place of John B. Landers, deceased. 
VERMONT. 

Heman I. Spafford to be postmaster at North Bennington, 
sennington County, Vt., in place of Walter G. Shaw. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired April 5, 1908. 

WISCONSIN. 

George E. Bogrand to be postmaster at Wausaukee, Marinette 
County, Wis., in place of Henry G. Laun. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired January 14, 1908. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 16, 1908. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Oscar R. Hundley, of Alabama, to be United States district 
judge for the northern district of Alabama, who was appointed 


during the last recess of the Senate, as provided for by the act: 


approved February 25, 1907, entitled “An act providing for a 
United States judge for the northern judicial district of Ala- 
bama.” 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Gunners Thomas J. Hurd and Joseph Mitchell to be chief 
gunners in the Navy from the 11th day of March, 1908, upon 
the completion of six years’ service in present grade. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Frederick Jules Haake to be captain in the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such from 
January 22, 1908. 

First Lieut. Francis Saltus Van Boskerck to be captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from April 22, 1908. 

First Lieut. George Creighton Carmine to be captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from January 1, 1908. 

First Lieut. Detlef Frederick Argentino de Otte to be captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from April 7, 1908. 

First Lieut. George Metcalf Danieis to be captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from March 9, 1908. 

POSTMASTERS. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 

Frank B. Benbow to be postmaster at Franklin, 
County, N. C. 

Samuel M. 
County, N. C. 

Mattie S. Martin to be postmaster at Leakesville, Rocking- 
ham County, N. C. 

Richard M. Norment to be postmaster at Lumberton, Robeson 
County, N. C. 


Macon 


Jones to be postmaster at Sandford, Moore 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 16, 1908. 
[Continuation of the legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.) 


The recess having expired, at 11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. 
the House was called to order by the Speaker. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The*Speaker laid before the House, from the Speaker’s table, 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House disagree 
to the Senate amendments en bloc, and ask a conference with 
the Senate? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 240, nays 7, 
answered “ present” 8, not voting 132, as follows: 

YEAS—240. 
Bede 
Bell, Ga. 
sennett, Ky. 
Lonynge 
Booher 
Bowers 
Boyd 


Andrus 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Rarelay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Beall, Tex. 


Acheson 

Adair 

Adamson 

Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 


Sradley 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burgess 
Burleigh 


Burleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Ohio 
Candler 
Capron 
Carter 

Cary 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 
Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cooper, Wis, 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denver 
Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Ellerbe 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 


3artlett, Nev. 
Cushman 


Bennet, N. ¥, 
Brundidge 


Ames 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
Broussard 
Burke 
Burton, Del, 
Byrd 

Calder 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Carlin 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Clark, Fla. 
Cook, Colo, 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 
Denby 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillett 

Glass 

Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 

Graff 

Graham 
Granger 
Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 


Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich, 


Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 


Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 


Kitchin, Claude 


Knapp 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Lamb 
Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Leake 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Longworth 


u 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McDermott 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMorran 
Macon 
Madden 
Mann 
Maynard 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 


ye 
O'Connell 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 


NAYS—7. 


Davenport 
Hitchcock 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—8, 


Butler 
Flood 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Jones, Wash, 


Hagzott 
Legare 


NOT VOTING—1382, 


Fassett 
Fornes 
Foss 
Foster, Ind. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Goebe 
Greene 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Hamill 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Haugen 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howland 
Huff 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Hull, lowa 


Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Landis 
Law 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
McCreary 
McGavin 
MeGuire 
McHenry 


McLachian, Cal. 


McMillan 
Madison 
Malbyv 
Marshall 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa, 
Mudd 


Humphreys, Miss. Murphy 


Jackson 
James, Ollie M. 
Jones, Va. 
Kipp 


I 
Kitchin, Wm. W, 


Knopf 


Olcott 

Olmsted 
Parker, S. Dak. 
Peters 

Porter 

Pou 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


For the session: 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RIorDAN. 


Mr. Butter with Mr. Bartrerr of Georgia. 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. Froop. 


Pujo 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rotherme| 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo, 
Russell, Tex, 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Seott 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohlo 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watkins 
Watson 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, Lil, 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


| pectane- igen cuealamaalaa 


Lee 


Lowden 
Small 


Powers 
Pratt 
Pray 
Prince 
Randell, Ter. 
Randsell, La. 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex 
Southwick 
Stanley 
Stephens 
Stevens, 
Talbott 
Taylor, A! 
Thomas, > 
Thomas, 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Webb 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weiss 
Wiley 
Wiliett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 


Mr. Lorrmer with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippl. 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. SHEPPARD, 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 


FRONNA with Mr. Kipp. 


Mr. Ettis of Missouri with Mr. Howarp. 


Mr. BANNoN with Mr. Byrp. 
Havecen with Mr. WALLACE. 
Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. WOoLr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 













































S S\irH of Michigan with Mr. WILEY. 

\ir. OtmsTeD with Mr. WEISSE. 

Orcorr with Mr. Wess. 
"Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. THomas of North Caro- 

‘Tr Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 
\lr. Monpett with Mr. SterHens of Texas. 
Mr. Mutter with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. MAtsy with Mr. Smrru of Texas. 

Mr. McMintan with Mr. SMALL, 

Mr. McLacnian of California with Mr. RaINock, 
\r. Foster of Indiana with Mr. Rerp. 

Mr. LANDIS with Mr. RaNspett of Louisiana, 
Mr. Hurz of Iowa with Mr. RANbDELL of Texas, 
Mr. Hugues of West Virginia with Mr. Pou. 
Mir. GREENE with Mr. McHenry, 

Mr. Gorre, with Mr. LINDSay. 

Mr. Foutkrop with Mr. LEwIs, 

Mr. Foss with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. Fassett with Mr. LENAHAN., 

ir. Ecuis of Oregon with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 
Mr. Dwieut with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. Otire M. JAMEs, 

Mr. CuaNney with Mr. Hackett. 

Mr. CAULFIELD with Mr. GREGG. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. GILLESPIE, 

Mr. CALDER with Mr. GILL, 

Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. Fornes. 

Mr. BaArCHFELD with Mr. CRAVENS. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. Crark of Florida. 

Mr. AMes with Mr. CARLIN, 

Mr. Knorr with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. BrapsaLt with Mr. Lamar of Missouri. 

Mr. Boutett with Mr. Griecs. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
Mr. Rosperts with Mr. Broussarpb. 

Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. Hopson, 

Mr. Harpine with Mr. PETERs. 

Mr. MarRSHALL with Mr. Murpuy. 

Mr. Dawes with Mr, HARDWICK. 

Mr. BrineHaM with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. Lowpen with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. WILLettT, 
Mr. Burke with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. Haccotr with Mr. Wirn1amM W. KITCHIN, 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Pratt. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. TALBortT. 


1908. 


souTHWICcK with Mr. Wrtson of Pennsylvania. 
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S. 1526. An act to correct the military record of Edward T, 
Lewis; 

S. 1577. An act for the relief of Sergt. James W. Kingon; 

S. 1750. An act to reimburse Ella M. Collins, late postmaster 
at Goldfield, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance 
and supplies; 

S. 2487. An act to amend section 5278 of the Revised Statutes; 

S. 2963. An act for the survey and allotment of lands now 
embraced within the limits of the Crow Indian Reservation, in 
the State of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all surplus 
lands after allotment; 

S. 3723. An act for the relief of the Farmers and Merchants’ 
Bank of Mandan, N. Dak.; 

S. 3764. An act to apply a portion of the sales of public lands 
to the endowment of schools or department of mines an& min- 
ing, and to regulate the expenditure thereof; 

S. 6246. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
set aside a certain tract of land for town-site purposes; 

8S. 6373. An act waiving the statute of limitations as to the 
claim of the Nestler Brewing Company, and authorizing the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to adjudicate the same: 

S. 6506. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a Code of Law for the District of Columbia; 

S. 6523. An act granting a patent for land to “The Sisters 
of the Blessed Sacrament for Indians and Colored People,” a 
charitable corporation organized under the laws of the State 
of Pennsylvania; 

S. 6529. An act for the relief of Mary S. Fergusson: 

S. 6544. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 

record of William H. Atkins; 
S. 6640. An act authorizing appropriations for South Pass of 
the Mississippi River, or surveys thereon, to be used in dredg- 
ing said river above the pass to secure 35 feet and suitable 
width; 

S. 6641. An act to incorporate the American National Insti- 
tute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France; 

S. 6665. An act for the relief of Charles H. Dickson: 

S. 6682. An act to reimburse W. B. Graham, late postmaster 
at Ely, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance; 

S. 6764. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make an examination of certain claims of the State of Missouri: 

S. 6775. An act construing certain provisions of an act of 
Congress entitled “An act to divide a portion of the reservation 
of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reser- 
vations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to 
the remainder, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 
1889, relating to Indian allotments, and for other purposes; 

S. 6783. An act to establish a fish-cultural station in the 


”, 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. State of Nevada: 
The Chair announced the following conferees on the part of | §. 6788. An act to amend sections 2586 and 2587 of the Re- 
the House: Mr. Tawney, Mr. Smira of Iowa, Mr. FiTzGeraLp, | yised Statutes of the United States, as amended by the acts of 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. April 25, 1882, and August 28, 1890, relating to collection dis- 
Mr. TAWNEY, by direction of the Committee on Appropria- tricts in Oregon ; , 
tions, reported the bill (H. R. 21946) making appropriations to| 5.6923. An act for the relief of John M. Kelly; 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year S. 6980. An act to pay to certain Cherokee citizens moneys 
ending June 30, 1908, and for prior years, and for other pur- | to which they have been found entitled by the Supreme Court; 
poses, which was read a first and second time and, with the| 8.3808. An act to refund certain excess duties paid upon im- 
accompanying report, referred to the Committee of the Whole | portations of absinthe and kirschwasser from Switzerland be- 
llouse on the state of the Union and ordered printed. tween June 1, 1898, and December 5, 1898; 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of S. 4288. An act to empower the Court of Claims to hear and 
order, determine the claims of Robert V. Belt and Joseph P. Mullen 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York reserves all for services and expenses for the Choctaw and Chickasaw freed- 
points of order, men; 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. S. 4691. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crocxert, its reading erection of a public building thereon at Marshall, in the State 
—- ‘nnounced that the Senate had passed with amendments | of rt for tt ief rr tii ta : 
i! of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House | , 8: 4726. An act for the relief of certain purchasers of lots in 
of Representatives was requested. = a Crawford military tract at Prairie du Chien, State of 
-R. 16743. An ae . y isconsin ; 
alienation of lands ‘ee niitiess ot tae eet ner thn, S. 7023. An act to amend section 3 of the act of August 1S, 
and the sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, or other | 1894, entitled “ An act making appropriations for the construc- 
buildings on any of the reservations within the jurisdiction of | tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
= agency, <= for other purposes. ian ane = — other purposes,” so as to provide safeguards 
uf iessage also announced that the Senate had passed bills | to life on boats and scows; 
and joint resolutions of the following titles, in which the con- 8.7110. An act to aid in building a memorial to Abraham 
— ¢ the House of Representatives was requested : Lincoln on the site of the Lincoln birthplace in Kentucky; 
cian - An act providing for the deposit of a model of any S. 5163. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
State of : ar of the United States Navy bearing the name of a | segregate for town sites certain lands belonging to the Chicka- 
g ar ys t nited States in the capitol building of said State; | saw tribes, and for other purposes; 
in the eles ef Hla ea the erection of a public building a a cea oe for the ee oe a moneys 
sien » W. Va.; advan y the States of Virginia and Maryland to the United 
S. 6 d : 7 ; oS ; 
tne: S. An act relating to proof of signatures and handwrit- | States Government to be applied toward erecting public build- 
: ings for the Federal Government in the District of Columbia; 


































6412 


§. 5648. An act to establish the Glacier 
summit of the Rocky Mountains and south of the interna- 
tional boundary line in Montana, and for other purposes; 
An act for the relief of the estate of Julius Jacobs; 

§. 5905. An act for the relief of the executors of the estate 
of Harold Brown, deceased; 

§. 5044. An act for the relief of John F. Wingfield; 

§. 5997. An act for the relief of Paul Butler; 

S.6101. An act to 
and Hospital Service; 

S. act to further protect the public health, and im- 
ial duties upon the Public Health and Marine- 


of the 


BS. 0185. 


Marine 
102, A 
ndditio 
| 


posing 
lo Lal Service, 
S$. 6161. An act for the relief of Rufus Neal; 
S.6242. An act for the establishment of a probation and 
parole system for the District of Columbia ; 

S. it. G7. Joint resolution empowering the Court of Claims to 


ertain the amount of the “civilization fund” paid by the | 
s and applied to the benefit of other Indians, and for other 


sa 
Purposes 5 
Ss. R. 87. Joint resolution to amend an act entitled “An act to 
nuthorize the cutting of timber, the manufacture and sale of 
lumber, and the preservation of the forests on the Menominee 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin,” approved March 
1908; and i 


On 
eH, 


S. R. 90. Joint resolution to amend an act authorizing the con- | 


struction of bridges across navigable waters, etc. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to | 


the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 

(S. 4809) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 

Merrimac River at Syngs Island, Massachusetts. 

COMPENSATING GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES FOR INJURIES SUSTAINED 
IN EMPLOYMENT. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. 
pend the rules and pass the bill (H, R. 21844) granting to cer- 
tain employees of the United States the right to receive from it 
compensation for injuries sustained in the course of their em- 


ployment, as amended, which I send to the desk and ask to have | 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That when, after the passage of this act, any per- 
son employed by the United States as an artisan or laborer in any of 
its manufacturing establishments, arsenals, or navy-yards, or in the 
construction of river and harbor work or the management and control 
of the same, or in hazardous employment under the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, is injured in the course of such employment, he shall be 
entitled to receive for one year thereafter, unless sooner able to resume 
work, the same pay as if he continued to be employed, such payment to 
be made under such regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
may prescribe: Provided, That no compensation shall be paid under this 
act where the injury is due to the negligence or misconduct of the em- 
ployee injured. All questions of negligence or misconduct shall be de- 
termined by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

Sec. 2. That if any artisan or laborer so employed shall die during 
the said year by reason of such injury received in the course of such 
employment, leaving a widow, or a child or children under 16 years 
of age, or a dependent parent, such widow and child or children 
and dependent parent shall be entitled to receive, in equal portions, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may 
prescribe, the same amount, for the remainder of the sald year, that the 
1usband, or father, or son would be entitled to receive as pay if he 
were alive and continued to be employed: Provided, That if the widow 
shall die at any time during the said year her portion of said amount 
shall be added to the amount to be paid to the remaining beneficiaries 
under the provisions of this section, if there be any; and if any child 
shall arrive at the age of 16 years during the said year, the portion 
of such child shall cease to be paid to such child from the date on 
which such age shall be attained, but shall be added to the amount to 
be paid to the remaining beneficiaries, if there be any. 

Sec. 3. That whenever an accident occurs to any employee embraced 
within the terms of the first section of this act, and which results in 
death or a probable Incapacity for work, it shall be the duty of the 
official superior of such employee to at once report such accident to 
the head of his bureau or independent office, and his report shall be 
immediately communicated through regular official channels to the Sec- 
retary of Commerce and Labor. Such report shall state, first, the 
origin and nature of the accident and the probable duration of the iIn- 
jury resulting therefrom; second, whether the accident arose out of or 
in the course of the injured person’s employment; third, whether the 
accident was due to negligence or misconduct on the part of the em- 
ployee injured; fourth, any other matters required by such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may prescribe. 
The head of each Department or independent office shall have power, 
however, to charge a special official with the duty of making such 
reports, 

Sec, 4, That in the case of any accident which shall result in death, 
the persons entitled to compensation under this act or their legal rep- 
resentatives shall, within ninety days after such death, file with the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor an affidavit setting forth their rela- 
tionship to the deceased and the ground of their claim for compensa- 
tion under the provisions of this act. ‘This shall be accompanied by 
the certificate of the attending physician setting forth the fact and 
cause of death, or the nonproduction of the certificate satisfactorily 
accounted for. In the case of incapacity for work lasting more than 
thirty days, the injured party or his legal representatives desiring 
to take the benefit of this act shall, within a reasonable period after 
the expiration of such time, file with his official superior, to be for- 
warded through regular official channels to the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, an affidavit setting forth the grounds of his claim for 
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National Park west | 


| of the incapacity, or the nonproduction of the certificate satisfa: 


promote the efficiency of the Public Health | by the Seeretary of Commerce and Labor, submit himself to meq} 


| beneficiaries or 








May 16, 


compensation, to be accompanied by a certificate of his attending 


nhe 
: poy- 
sician as to the cause and nature of the injury and probable dy 


ition 
accounted for. If the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall fing ¢ 
the report and affidavit or other evidence produced by the clain 


his legal Degen E te or from such additional investigation 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor may direct, that a claim fo 


| pensation is established under this act, the compensation to | 
| Shall be determined as provided under this act and approved for p 


ment by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. e 
Sec. 5. That the employee shall, whenever and as often ag require 
examination, to be provided and paid for under the direction 
Secretary, and if he refuses to submit to or obstriicts such exam 
his right to compensation shall be lost for the period covered 


| continuance of such refusal or obstruction. 


Sec. 6. That to seek to obtain by fraudulent means or to accept ben 


| fits under this act to which the person is not entitled shall be 
| a misdemeanor on his part and punishable by a fine of not mo: 


$1,000 or by imprisonment for not more than two years, or both. 

Sec. 7. That payments under this act are only to be made to 
their legal representatives other than assignees, 
shall not be subject to the claims of creditors. 

Sec. 8. That the United States shall not exempt itself from }iahili 
under this act by any contract, agreement, rule, or regulation, a 
such contract, agreement, rule, or regulation shall be pro tanto 

Sec. 9. That this act shall only take effect as to the right to 
compensation for any damages from accidents as to those occurring 


|} and after July 1, 1908, 


_Sec. 10. That ail acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith or pr 
viding a different scale of compensation or otherwise regulating its pay- 


| ment are hereby repealed. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from New York is entitled to twenty minutes and the 


| gentleman from Alabama to twenty minutes. 


Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the 
gentleman from Alabama how much time he wants. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have been asked by several gentlemen on 
this side of the House for time, I suppose I shall want all of 


: | the twenty minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- | 


Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, this bil! 
practically covers all Government employees engaged in haz- 
ardous occupations. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, 
I would like to state that this is an important bill, and I would 
ask unanimous consent that there be forty minutes’ debate on 
a side. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I wil! say to 
the gentleman from Kentucky that I can yield him some time, 
if he can not get it from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CLAYTON]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have no desire to ask time for myself, but 
I assume that the House would want more time in which to 
debate the matter. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I will say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that I shall ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks, and then parcel out the balance of the time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. To that I shall object. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that 
all Members be allowed to extend their remarks in the Record 
on this bill 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, to that request I make ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection to the extension of de- 
bate on the floor, but I shall object to printing and extending in 
the Recorp. There has been too much abuse of that. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. As I was saying, Mr. 
Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to compensate Government 
employees engaged in hazardous occupations. Such 
ment is practically confined to arsenals, navy-yards, manufactur 
ing establishments (such as armories, clothing depots, shipyards 
proving grounds, powder factories, and so forth), to constructio" 
of river and harbor work, and to work upon the Isthmian (ava). 
The bill provides that the wages of such an employee w»0 » 
injured in the course of such employment, without contri! itory 
negligence or misconduct, shall be continued for one year uni 
he is sooner able to resume work, If such an one is killed, 0° 
subsequently dies during fhe year, an amount equal to a yelr® 
wages or the remainder thereof is paid in equal portions " 
his widow, children under 16 years of age, and dependent P\’ 
ent, or to the survivor or survivors, - 

All payments are made under the direction of the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor, who is authorized to pass upon au 
tions of negligence and misconduct and to make such r' 
regulations as may be necessary to safeguard the int res © 
the Government and of the beneficiaries. From his decisi®® 
no appeal is allowed. Sections 3 to 9, inclusive, make 
provision for the protection of the Government, requirins 
of accident, investigations, medical examinations from (me to 
time, and so forth. Section 10 repeals all acts in con! 


employ- 


les ane 


ample 
notice 
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he principle of this measure is not new to our Government. than to wait the result of a slow lawsuit, even though it may, 





] e years railway postal clerks have been thus compen- if he succeeds, bring him two or three times as much, 
and since May 4, 1882, members of the Life-Saving Serv-| Several of the governments of Europe have adopted this 


e enjoyed similar benefits. In case of injury a postal | system of compensation. Under the provisions of the English 
s paid his wages for one year, unless sooner able to re- | workmen’s compensation act of 1897, an employee of the Goy- 
rk, ranging from $800 to $1,600. If he is killed or dies | ernment, if injured, receives for a period not exceeding six 
one year, his family receives a lump sum of $1,000. A | months one-half his average weekly earnings during the pre 
in the Life-Saving Service, if injured, may receive his | vious twelve months; if killed, his family receives an amount 
for two years, unless sooner able to resume work, ranging ranging from $730 to $1,460. 


f s650 to $1,560 for the two years. If killed, his family In France certain Government employees in state, depart- 
s a like amount. Under the provisions of this bill a | mental, and communal establishments are paid two-thirds of 
G nent artisan or laborer, if injured, receives one year’s their annual wages for permanent total disablement and one 
. <« whnless sooner able to resume work, ranging from $300} half for temporary disability, besides medica! and surgical 
(I , to $1,600 (foremen and experts), being an average of | benefits. When death occurs, those dependent upon him re- 





:300. If killed, his family receives a like amount. ceive 60 per cent of his annual wages until the widow remar- 
. is insufficient data as to the number and character of | ries and until the children reach the age of 16. 
occurring to Government employees upon which to) In Germany employees of the Government in the industrial 
; n accurate estimate of the cost under this bill. In the , establishments of the army and navy, and in the postal, tele 
1 vay mail service there are 14,347 postal clerks, and last | graph, and railway service, receive for total disability from 
we t cost the Government $98,143.95 because of accidents. | one-half to two-thirds of their daily wages and a less amount 
The Life-Saving Service employs 1,898 surfmen, and the Govern- | for partial disability. In case of death dependents receive 60 
ment during the last year paid for accidents and deaths $41,- | Per cent of their wages until widow remarries, etc. 
70.51. This amount also includes sums paid for sickness con- Similar compensation is provided in Austria and other Euro- 


tracted in the service. | pean countries. The money so paid seems to be derived for 
Phere are approximately 6,600 artisans and laborers employed | the most part from accident insurance for which the govern- 
in arsenals, armories, and other manufacturing establishments | ments pay in whole or in part. In Austria, for illustration, 


War Department, and during the past ten years 8 were | 28 employee receives 60 per cent of his wages for the first 
ind 41 more or less seriously injured. The average ab- four weeks from the required sick benefit insurance, for which 
rom work because of these injuries was about two and the employee pays two-thirds and the Government one-third; 
( f months. Under this bill the Government would have | thereafter during disability he receives the same amount from 
paid during the ten years a total of about $20,000, or an average | the required accident insurance fund, of which the employee 
of $2,000 a year. It ought to be added that the fewness of the | Pays 10 per cent and the Government 90 per cent. In Belgium 
its arising in the workshops of the War Department is employees of the Government are compensated under the com- 


rgely due to the excellent condition of the machinery and the | Pulsory accident insurance law, the Government paying the 
discipline exercised by the officers in charge. whole premium. The entire cost under the workmen's compen- 
The thirty-one navy-yards, naval stations, training stations, | *ation act of France is borne by the Government. In Germany 
and naval magazines under the Navy Department employ ap sickness and accident insurance is compulsory except in the 
proximately 25,000 men, but no statistics are available showing | Case of soldiers and other excepted classes, which are other- 
the number of accidents. Under the Isthmian Cana) Commis- | Wise provided for. 
roximately 11,000 men are engaged in hazardous oc Mr. JONES of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
cupations, their wages ranging from $500 (unskilled laborers) | Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Yes. 
$2200 (locomotive engineers). During the calendar year | Mr. JONES of Washington. I notice here that the employees 
7 there were 142 accidents resulting in death and approxi-| in the Reclamation Service are not covered by this bill. A 


y 1,300 treated in the hospitals. As no statistics are avail- , Sreat many of these employees are engaged in very hazardous 
lowing the wages received by those killed or injured, no | Work, where there is blasting going on, and they are liable to 


es te can be made of the probable cost of compensation injury. Will the gentleman state why they are not included 
under this bill. The number of injured in proportion to those | im this bill? 
el ved is very large, although it is likely that many accidents Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Because, I may say to the 
vere slight and many due to the contributory negligence of the gentleman from Washington, that although it may be hazardous 
employees. employment, it is usually done under contract and not directly 
The Government in its river and harbor work employs ap- by the Government. This was my information after the gentle- 
proximately 12,800 artisans and laborers, their wages ranging | ™@n spoke to me of the matter during the preparation of the 
from $400 to $3,600, with an approximate average of $1,200. bill. 
‘I perfect machinery and the discipline exercised over the Mr. JONES of Washington. I came with reference to the 
employees have resulted in a very few accidents, 75 approxi- | matter as soon as I learned of the preparation of the bi 
mately having occurred since and including the year 1894. Of Mr. STERLING. May I ask the gentleman from Washing- 
t] ed only 2 were killed and 1 died. ton if nearly all of that work is not done under contract, and 
| covers approximately 55,400 employees out of a total | are not those men employed by contract? 
of 337,751 connected with the classified and unclassified civil Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, not entirely. Some of it 
service of the United States. If to this amount be added the | the Government does, , 
{ ks and members of the LifeSaving Service, the ag Mr. STERLING. Does the gentleman have any idea how 
érecate who may be cared for, if injured, will be increased to | much of it is done by the Government? 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I can not say; but I know there 
isure is not as comprehensive or as liberal as many | is a great deal of it. For instance, in my own county the 
have been introduced extending relief to all em- | work is being done by the Government now and not by contract. 


s 7 


pioyees of the Government. Some of these bills exclude negli- Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
seice; others allow actions to be brought in Federal courts, | man a question. 

whi ind without limitation as to the amount recoverable; Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I yield to the gentleman 
others following the rule of compensation adopted in this | from Ohio. 

fasire, double and treble the amount to be paid in case of Mr. KEIFER. I am in sympathy with this matter. I do 


or death. Nevertheless, it has seemed wise to the com- | not see any reason why the word “ hazardous” should be used 


onfine compensation so far as possible to hazardous | in line 7, page 1. Suppose one of the employees of the Isthmian 

: and to adhere not only _to the system already | Canal was engaged in work that could not be classed as hazard 
aon us Treasury and Post-Office Departments, but to | ous and yet through the blasting and other hazardous oj 

tively about the same amount of relief. tions that were going on along the line of the Panama Canal 
Al uniformly advocated by such employees of the | he was injured; he could not recover anything, could he, under 
as as appeared before the committee, seems to be | this bill? 
7 satisfa lory because it gives food to the family at| Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I will say to the gentle- 
eal the employee can not earn wages. Indeed, a | man that this covers, or is supposed to cover, all employees und 
om k was evidenced at the hearings that some less | the Isthmian Canal Commission who work in dangerous places 
than oo ol compensating accidents should be adopted | or are likely to be hurt by blasting. 
withhola oa a involves delay, precuces uncertainty, Mr. KEIFER. Sut if the gentleman will pardon me, I am 
ships. What the ine - most needed, and works other hard speaking now of the bill and not what somebody said. This 
hie fe, : ired employee seems to desire is to have | is the language: 
Se Me ¢ D orted while he 1s unable to earn wages, and he | Any person employed by the United States as an artisan or laborer 


r to take a less amount, to be used at such a time, | in any of its manufacturing establishments, arsenals, or navy-yards, 
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in the construction of river and harbor work, or the management and 
control of the same, or in hazardous employment under the Isthmian 


Canal Commission— 

Now, the employees must be actually employed in hazardous 
employment to be entitled to any relief under the bill should 
it become a law, and if they are not so employed and yet get 
injured through hazardous work of others, they could not re- 
cover under this bill. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I will say to the gentle- 
man that the bill covers all persons who could by any possi- 
bility be injured through hazardous work. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not know. You use the word “ hazard- 
ous” relating to employees of the Isthmian Canal Commission 
and do not use it as to artisans and laborers in manufacturing 
establishments or arsenals or navy-yards or in the construction 
of river and barbor work. Why this discrimination? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Because men so employed 
are engaged in hazardous occupations, while not all on the 
Isthmus are engaged in hazardous occupations. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think they are not all engaged in actual 
hazardous occupations, but they are all in hazardous relation 
to hazardous work, and that is my observation, having been 
there twice and somewhat carefully examined or observed the 
work in progress all the way across the Isthmus. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. 
visedly so as to exclude those not engaged in hazardous employ- 
ment. All those engaged in navy-yards, arsenals, proving 
grounds, and other establishments indicated are likely to be 
hurt. 

Mr. SULZER. Will my colleague permit an inquiry? 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me make this inquiry, and then I have 
finished. Suppose one of these men not engaged in hazardous 
employment at all is traveling upon the Isthmian railroad that 
is engaged in carrying back and forth material in making the 
cut at Culebra and other places and he is injured through 
some means or other through no fault of his. He could not 
recover under this, while the man engaged in the hazardous 
work on the train could had he been injured. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I think the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor would find that when an employee is 
traveling on the railroad he is engaged in hazardous employ- 
ment. 

Mr. 


SULZER. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 
Mr. 


ALEXANDER of New York. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. In my opinion this is a most meritorious bill, 
and I am very much in favor of it as a step in the right direc- 
tion, but what I wish to know is this: Why does not this bill 
eover all the employees of the Government, such as the letter 
carriers, the railway mail clerks, the elevator men in the public 
buildings of the Government, and so forth. These men are all 
engaged in hazardous employment and just as likely to be hurt 
as anybody else, and they should have this protection as well 
as those now provided for in the bill. I would like to amend 
the bill to include all the toilers and workers. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I will say to my colleague 
from New York postal clerks are already provided for. They 
get their year’s wages if injured, and if killed, their families re- 
ceive a thousand dollars in a lump sum. The Life-Saving Serv- 
ice men are likewise protected. The purpose of the bill is to 
protect those who are engaged in hazardous employment. 

Mr. SULZER. That is exactly what I am in favor of doing. 
But I want the bill to go further and include all the employees 
of the Government. The bill is good so far as it goes, but it 
does not go far enough to suit me. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I must 
decline to yield further. I reserve the balance of my time. I 


yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GILLETT }. 


Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa. 
questiofi. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not yield. Mr. Speaker, this legisla- 
tion illustrates to my mind the harmful effect of the Demo- 
eratic attempt to usurp the functions of the majority and force 
upon it its programme of legislation by filibuster. Of course I 


I desire to ask the gentleman a 


do not suppose they expect to accomplish their object, perhaps | 


they do not want to do so, but whether they accomplish that 
or not, there is one thing they do accomplish and inevitably 
accomplish. They force the majority to bring its legislation 
under stress with a limit of time like this under suspension 
of the rules, so that we have no opportunity to amend or de- 
bate it as we should, and, consequently, the Democratic fili- 
buster and consuniption of time is directly responsible for limit- 
ing this House in expressing its opinions upon legislation. 


The bill was worded ad-. 
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This bill is an illustration. Ordinarily, as it is on the Union 
Calendar, it would have to go to the Committee of the Whole 
and be subject to amendment, and I believe would be infinitely 
improved by the votes of the majority of the House. I think 
that a great majority of this House believe that the employees 
of the Government throughout the country should at least haye 
the same rights that every employee of any private individual] 
or corporation has; that he should at least have the right, when 
injured in employment, to sue the person or the corporation by 
whose negligence the injury occurs. That is a privilege that 
every other individual in the United States has. That is the 
least which I think every Government employee should hive, 
and if this bill was subject to amendment I have no doubt that 
this House would at least go as far as that. But I recoenize 
that under the conditions forced upon us we can not have that 
right. Therefore, although I think this bill does not go nearly 
far enough, yet it does accomplish a little something; it does 
give to the Government employees, who have absolutely no 
remedy, some slight remedy, and therefore I hope that this bill, 
as a mere stop-gap, a gift of a small part of what the em. 
ployees ought to receive, will become a law. My attention was 
drawn to this subject many years ago, and although I know 
it is unpopular and tactless to say “I told you so,” I can not 
refrain from saying that before this subject was generally agi- 
tated, nearly ten years ago, I introduced a bill, it being called 


| to my attention by employees in my district, allowing a Goy- 


ernment employee to sue the Government the same as he could 
any other person. Since then the subject has been discussed, 
the President of the United States has taken up the subject, 
labor itself has gone further and public opinion has gone fur- 
ther, and bills have been introduced which practically amount 
to an insurance of the Government employees against any acci- 
dent. Whether the House would adopt that principle if it had 
the opportunity, I do not know. It seems to me the least that 
the House would give would be that when they are injured 
without negligence of their own, and by the negligence of their 
employer, they should have the same right as all of the rest of 
us have—to resort to the courts for their legal remedy. But 
inasmuch as there is no opportunity for amendment, I hope that 
this bill in its present form will be adopted. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa. I desire to ask the gentleman this 
question: It speaks of the employees having the right to sue 
the Government for injuries the same as suing a private cor- 
poration, for instance. Under the terms of this bill would 
they have any right, if the bill became a law, to sue the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. GILLETT. I am afraid I must have been very obscure 
in what I said. That was the very criticism I was applying 
to this bill, because it does not give any right to sue the Gov- 
ernment. All this bill does is to give the right to a person who 
is injured to go to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor and 
get, at the most, one year’s wages. Now, what I think he ought 
to have is a right, at least, to go and sue for a fair compen- 
sation. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa. I agree with the gentleman en- 
tirely, but under this bill they would have no such right, and 
the decision of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor would lhe 
a final decision on all these propositions? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. That was the very criticism I was 
bringing against the bill. I hope I make myself clear now. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa. Then, does the gentleman think 
that the bill ought to be voted down? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not. I think it is better to have t's 
bill than nothing. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to renew !Y 
request that twenty minutes of additional time be given for 
debate on this bill. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the refusal of co 
sent to extend remarks upon the bill by the leader of the miner 
ity, I shall object. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I want to ask the gentleman a quest!0!. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I reserve the ba! ro 
my time until the gentleman from Alabama consumes svle © 
his. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how mucl) mre 
time the gentleman from New York has? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes from tlic 
mittee on the Judiciary with a unanimous report. |! 
perfect in all particulars, but it was the best that © 
done to harmonize the divergent views of the member: 


Com- 
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The bill does net present an entirely new legislative 
s An examination of the report will show that laws 
< to this obtain in respect te railway mail clerks and 
R her employees of the Government engaged in some other | 


is work. 


-entieman from Massachusetts [Mr. Grtierr] goes out of | 

} » to indulge a very boyish complaint against the minority 
He undertakes to tell to the country 
‘ s bill is net perfect and will net be perfect as it passes 
because, he says, the minority will not allow you 
of the majority to amend this bill as it ought te be amended. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want 
; ke this proposition, this request, right now: I ask unani- 
onsent that five hours be given to the consideration of 
allowed 
s. lask unanimous consent that this may be done. 
se on the Democratic side.] 


M s of this House. 
this House, 
use on the Democratic side.] 


and that amendments be 


Mr. STERLING. I object. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
The SPEAKER. 


nen, Wwe 


much that the gentleman from Massachusetts saw fit to en- 
deavor to obtain some partisan advantage out of the considera- | 
tion of this measure. He ealled the attention of the House to 
the fact that time is flying and that little or none is left to con- 


sider measures of this kind. 


prior to next December. 


nos, 
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Who objected, Mr. Speaker? 
The gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman from 
ind that objection to amendment 
eomes from the Republican side, by a gentleman from the State 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, it has not been the purpose of the minority 
members of the Committee on the Judiciary to bring partisan 
politics into such a matter as this, and I deplore the fact that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts saw fit to inject into this 
great question a lot of puny, peanut politics. 

ratiec side] 
from New Jersey. 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 


Illinois objects. 
of this measure | 


[Applause on the 
I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 


Mr. Speaker, I regret very 


| —— a 





Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman from New York 
if he desires to consume his five minutes now. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I prefer that the gentleman 
consume the remainder of his time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Wrur1aMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is one of the bills upon the Demo- 
eratic minority programme, and it is a bill upon which I am 
not going to demand the yeas and nays, in accordance with 
the Democratic programme first asserted by me. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gitterr] has said 
that “the minority was trying to usurp the rights of the ma- 
jority.” You Republicans have gotten so arrogant and dog- 
| matic that you think when a man elected by the people to 
| Serve a constituency on this fioor happens to be a Democrat, he 
has no right to express opinions about what the legislative 
programme of the Congress of the United States ought to be. 
nor any number of them to combine to express that opinion. 
We are simply asserting the right to awaken the public con- 
| science, and it is better to pass good legislation such as this is, 
and into which you have been whipped under a twenty-minute 
debate on each side, than not to pass any good legislation at 
all. That is as far as that goes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to prove your bad faith in connectien with 
this matter, the gentleman from Massachusetts has said that I 
have forced you to act under this special rule. Why, I have 
net. You adopted the special rule. We on this side voted 
against the special rule, and you are not even by that rule 
compelled to operate in every case under that rule. You 
could have made an exception in this particular case. You 
could have given the right of amendment by simply resorting to 
| the ordinary procedure, and you need not have shackled your 
men on that side to vote “up or down” without any power of 
amendment. However, you of your own will, possessing power 
| to grant right to amend, or yourselves to amend, in the very 
motion to suspend, have purposely denied it. Now, as I 





am 


I call his attention, and that of the | not going to call the roll, and as that takes thirty-five minutes, 
mutry, to the fact that there is nothing which compels this | I ask, in order to demonstrate the hypocrisy of the pretense 
House to adjourn on the 23d day of May, or any other day 

If the majority on this floor is in the 
mood, if the majority in this House is sincere in its oft-repeated 


that the right to amend is cut off by me, unanimous consent 
that thirty-five minutes may be given to Members to offer 
amendments to this bill. 


cle ations in favor of labor, this House need not adjourn on}; Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

the 23d of May, but can go on any length of time it desires in| Mr. WILLIAMS. Ah, I knew the objection would come. and 

order to pass legislation that the people want. I am voting for I hoped, so that it might be a Republican party move, it would 

this measure now because I can get nothing better. | come from the floor leader of the Republican party. It has 
But we can, if the majority chooses, stay here and pass an | come. {Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, the gentle- 

anti-injunction bill, a bill which you can put up to us under a | man from Massachusetts [Mr. GiLtettr], so fair, so honest. will 

rule. 1 ‘it by number and by title, introduced by a gentle- | 2° back to the people of Massachusetts and say: 

! your side of the House, and we will stay here with The speech that I made, though I thought at the time I was doing 

you after the 23d day of May and vote upon that anti-injunc- | sincere work for the public, turned out afterwards to be pure, un 

tion proposition. We will stay here until the Commission that | and the objection that the bill could not be amended by me must He 

was appointed to inquire into the constitutionality of the eight- | upon my own side, the Republican side of the House. 

hour act has reported. That law has been in effect, so far | [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


} 


ative enactment is concerned, since 1868 in this country, 


Mr. Speaker, I should like to amend this bill in at least two 


but the heads of the Departments have consistently and con- | respects. I have read it very carefully ; I agree to it very much 
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I have served. 
how in regard to itt 
Bill 


House 


suite rfuge 


ries the 


( » | 
‘ it 


It is j 


Uhderst 1 


them for 


Step in + 
PLey i 


I yield a 


7 vou 


over the Presidential election. 
aracter of legislation should not be disposed of. 
go to the country and say that you can not pass | and that claim was overruled by the Department, the 
ecause you had to go to Chicago, perhaps, to pre- 


I first came into this 


stantly ignored it, and are now ignoring it, and it has been | indeed. I heartily indorse it as an improvement on present 
he subject of legislation in each of the Congresses in which | wrongs. I think, however, that the ninety days’ time given in 

Yet we are in precisely the same position 
as we were when 
is are introduced here, hearings are had, and some | tion 6 that anybody who undertakes to ‘ 
is adopted in the closing days of the session that | this act to which he is not entitled shall be guilty of a misde- 
There is no reason | meanor” ought to be stricken out, because under a 


section 4 for a claim for compensation to be made is too short. 
I should like to see it extended. I think the provision in sec- 
accept benefits under 


possible 


construction of the act, if a man made a claim for damages 


sole 


judge and final arbiter under the act, it might possibly subject 





mination of some man who will act in the interests | him to punishment for a misdemeanor for having attempted to 
This bill is not much. There is nobody who de- | get compensation. 
' greatly except for this fact: That it recognizes the prin-| The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
means that this great Government is not lagging too Mr. CLAYTON. I yield one minute more. 

(| the other great nations of the earth, practically Mr. WILLIAMS. But, Mr. Speaker, this bill will go to an- 
of which has adopted the principle in its entirety. | other branch of the National Legislature, and I have a hope that 
sive a man a right of action; we do not give him the | these two defects and other defects will be cured there. and I 
st the Government which he has against any other | hope there will not be a yote cast, upon this side of the Cham- 
We simply say to him that if he is injured and can | ber at any rate, against this bill, and I hope that that side of 
head of some Department that he has not violated | the Chamber will also be unanimous, either from conviction or 

“l regulations by him prescribed, and that he is | because of fear in supporting it and in giving to the laboring 
t, then after filing affidavits to show that he has! men in the employ of the Government their just rights. If the 
ag proper for him to do under the circumstances, ‘| bill be not perfect, it can be perfected on the other side of the 
vill get his wages for a year, if his injuries are | Capitol.. If the bill be not perfect now, it might have been per 
vere. fected by the majority here during this long session or by 
ssible, of course, for the Members of this House to | unanimous consent now granted to consider amendments; but 
he bill in the limited time that it will be before | this majority is so anxious to show that it is helpless in the 
scussion, but this much can be said of it, that it is a | face of a minority which itself is vaunted to be really helpless 


right direction. I sincerely hope that it will pass. | and so anxious to indulge in demagogic nonsense about being 


the balance of my time, 


“forced to do what it does not want to do by a minority” that 
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is powerless to force anything, that you will not perfect it 
here, though I hope the Senate, composed of a majority of Re- 
publicaus and some White House Democrats, will. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this bill goes a short 
way in the right direction. It should go much further. The 
Democrats are ready to go further, but the Republican party 
in this House, under their tyrannical rules, will not permit it. 
You think that you will throw this little “sop” to the laboring 
people of the country and thereby accomplish your purpose of 
hoodwinking them. Gentlemen, if I had my way, instead of saying 
to the laboring man, the artisan, the mechanic, “ You may have 
compensation for the time you lose from your work on account of 
injury, or your family may have one year’s pay on account of 
your death,” I would throw open wide the doors of the courts 
of the country to them, and say, “ Come into the temples of jus- 


tice and stand upon the same footing as any other citizen in | 


this broad Republic, and contend for every right and every dol- 
lar to which your cases entitle you.” Ah, it accords but little 
justice to the laboring man. Why are you not willing to go 
further? Why are you not willing to take up the anti-injunc- 
tion measure and the other meritorious legislation demanded by 
those engaged in laborious pursuits? If you are willing to do 
it, the Democratic party will remain here with you all the 
summer to consummate their just demands. We challenge you 
to that field of legislation. [Applause-on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman from Texas will permit 
an interruption, I would say that there is nothing in the Con- 
stitution or the rules forcing this House to adjourn until next 
December, and they can stay here and perfect legislation if 
they will. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Concurring with the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Witt1aMs], I will go further, and say if you 
will accord this justice, the Democrats will remain in session 
until the Ist day of December in order to secure the legislation. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CLAYTON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a good 
step in the right direction, and I shall vote for it. I listened 
with some surprise to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GILLETTE] who complained about the majority being controlled 
by the minority of the House. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that the minority, the Democrats, of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, control the majority, the Republicans, of that commit- 
tee? 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman does not quote me correctly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman stated that the 
minority of the House was controlling the majority of the 
House. 

Mr. GILLETT. I said that you took up so much time in 
roll calls that we were obliged to adopt rules which necessarily 
cut off debate. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But the rules did not apply to 
the work of the committee which framed this bill, and the 
gentleman knows that since the leader of the minority has been 
whipping the majority into action and compelling a quorum to 
come here every day, that the majority has been working every 
day, and has done more of the ordinary routine and legisla- 
tion since he begun his so-called “ filibustering” than in any 
day previous thereto in this Congress or in the memory of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

I ask the gentleman, and I ask the majority, why can you 
not have night sessions, as in previous Congresses? Why can 
you not labor here at night, if you want to help along the 
laboring people of this country? Why can you not remain in 
session until December and perfect legislation which you say 
is impaired by the action of the minority? You have the 
majority, the majority makes the rules, and you make the laws, 
and the minority has served as a cat-o’-nine tails on your legis- 
lative backs to put you to work and keep you at it. If we 
had not whipped you into action, this Congress would have 
gone down into history as a “do-nothing Congress,” and you 
know it. Mr. Speaker, the majority did nothing in December, 
and practically nothing in January, and you know the people 
of this country know that fact; and now Members of the ma- 
jority are whining here because the minority, the Democrats, 
are making the majority do a little something for the relief 
of the people of this country, which could have been and should 
have been done long since. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHEerLey]. 





Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the 
man from New York will yield me two minutes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I yield two minutes 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey], Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SHERLEY. So that I have four minutes. Mr. Speaker, 
in that four minutes it is impossible to make a full statement as 
to what this bill does and does not contain, and before at(enpt. 
ing to make even a Jimited statement as to some of its prov isions 
I wish to state that there have always been two theories as ty 
the position the Government should take in regard to compep- 
sation for employees. One view partially embodied in this )jj 
is that there should be fixed rates of compensation. The other 
view is to give to the citizen the same right against the Govern. 
ment that he would have against an ordinary employer, to gi) 
him access to the courts that he may there establish his rights, 
In my judgment there is a middle ground which could be sye- 
cessfully invoked. That would be to make provision that cer. 
tain compensation should be given in case of injury, but it 
should be optional with the employee to accept that or to assert 
his right in a court, his election to assert his right in court de 
priving him of any right under the compensation provisions of 
the bill. 

Coming to the provisions of this bill, and as an evidence of 
its crudity, I desire to call attention to one fact. There is certain 
compensation fixed in the case of death, and that compen 
provides that the widow or minor children shall receive the same 
sum for the remainder of the year that the employee would have 
received if alive and he had continued to be employed. | 
other words, if he dies two days prior to the expiration of his 
year his widow would be entitled, under the ordinary consirw 
tion of this bill, to compensation for two days, whereas if he 
died at the beginning of the fiscal year the compensation would 
extend over the remainder of the year—a proposition that surely 
was not intended by the authors of the bill. Doubtless what was 
intended was that in case of death resulting from injuries r 
ceived in the Government's employ the beneficiaries of the «& 
ceased employee should receive a sum equal to the yearly con 
pensation that would have been paid such employee had he lived 
and continued in the Government employ less such amount as 
shall equal the sum, if any, that might have been paid him ( 
ing his illness after his injury. But this is not what is provided, 
by any means. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
to make a suggestion? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Just a suggestion. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If a laboring man in my Stat 
was killed by a railroad accident, his family would get $5.00") 
while under this bill his family would simply get the bala 
of his salary for the year. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; the amount the family would rece 
would depend upon the time in the year’s employment he was 
killed. Now, if the House was permitted to amend the ! 
that could be remedied by putting in a few werds ani sirk 
ing out seven. On page 2, if you struck out in lines 14 and | 
the words “ for the remainder of the said year,” and in line |! 
after the word “ pay,” insert “for the year,” the law wow 
read that these beneficiaries shall receive the same amouut | 
the husband, or father, or son, would be entitled to receive as 
pay for a year if he were alive and continued in that emp) 
ment that long, and then add just prior to the word * provided 
in line 17, the words “less such amount as equals the sun, 
any, paid such employee, in accordance with the provisions 0! 
section 1 herein.” 

Now, this would make the bill accord with what, as | ! 
said, was the evident intention of the bill. 

If I had the time, I might urge other objections to | 
but realizing the legislative situation I shall not 
nonpassage of the act. I realize that it is this or nothing, | 
I realize that this bill will probably be perfected bei! 
comes a law, and that in any event the moment it goers 0 
statute books and real judicial attention is directed | 
will then be enacted a real law that will do substanti 
to the employees of the Government. What I hope | 
bill providing for certain definite compensation if the en 
chooses to accept it, with the option of refusing to « 
compensation and then have the right to seek his |! 
court as he would seek it against any other emp! 
effect of that will be twofold. It will not only be t #! 
the employees just compensation, but it will be to 
Government conduct its business properly. The er 
straint that has been upon the railroads, and the gr 
in the protection of life, has been the right of the 
citizen to go into court and recover damages for nes!se'" 
Way beyond your safety-appliance laws in effecti\<ses* > 
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t of the citizen to make the railroad pay for its negli- 
Applause. ] 
‘AKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 


¢ ed. 
M LAYTON. Mr. Speaker I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tlk from New York [Mr. Sutzer]. 

\ir. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill. Its purpose 


nensate Government employees engaged in hazardous 
ns in ease they are injured. It is a step in the right 


dit and I hope the bill will pass unanimously. It has 
he ionpted in European countries, and it should be the law 
in ¢ intry. In many things along these lines we are behind 
the The only criticism that I can make in regard to the 


; ns of the bill is that it does not go far enough to suit 
( [ had my way, I would provide that every employee 
of the Government engaged in hazardous pursuits should have 


the ts of the terms of this bill. Why only include those 
engas certain departments of the Government? Why not 
melude those engaged in hazardous employment in every de- 
nartment of the Government? They should all be included. It 
+ fair and just and proper. I will go as far as any man in 
( ngress in enacting legislation to protect Government em- 
ployees. The honest, the industrious, and the faithful em- 
D vees of the Government are entitled to this consideration. 
The bill should be amended to include all the employees of 


e Sam engaged in dangerous occupations. If the House had 
the opportunity to consider this bill as it ought to be consid- 
red, on its merits, I know there are enough Members in the 
House to vote to amend the bill so that it wil! provide some pro- 


tection for all the employees of the Government. However, 
that can not be done under the rule. This is the best we can 
cet now, and I shall vote for the bill, and hope it will pass and 
become 2a law before we adjourn. [Applause.] 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. NICHOLLS]. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Speaker, I am very happy to be a 
Member of the House of Representatives at a time when a bill 
of this character is about to be passed. I shall vote for it 
heartily. I want to say that we are extending a principle which 
is in effect and has worked admirably in Great Britain. They 
also have in Great Britain a liability bill, which allows them to 
sue for damages in case the damage is greater than the com- 
pensation provided for by the compensation act. I believe that 
this principle ought to become an established fact in the vari- 
ous States of the Union, in order that the people who are 
engaged in mines and factories who are unable to employ 
lawyers and sue for damages and whose children suffer for 
want while such lawsuits are going on may be at once com- 
pensated and properly taken care of. In the anthracite region, 

part of which I represent, there are approximately 600 people 
killed every year. If a tax of 2 cents per ton were placed 
upon the coal mined, it would provide $900,000 for the 600 men, 
or $1,500 each, and leave a half million dollars to relieve those 
who are injured. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER,- One minute. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Then, Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SaBaTH]. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, for about six months I have 
worked to prepare a similar bill to the bill that is under dis- 
ussion now. I introduced my bill February 10, which not only 
provides for compensation—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. What is the number? 

Mr, SABATH. The number is H. R. 16739. It not only pro- 
Vides for compensation for Government employees, but it pro- 
vides for compensation for injuries to employees engaged in 
‘hterstate and foreign commerce, which would include thou- 
sands and thousands of laboring men who are employed in haz- 
‘Tdous and dangerous occupations. I notice that that bill has 
‘ot received any consideration. If the gentlemen who reported 
4s Dill that is before us now would have been sincere, fair, 
and honest with the laboring men, they would have reported my 
= in place of this one. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
» Sessions ago a bill similar to the one now under considera- 
roduced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. May- 





Uon was in 


‘ ' 
NARD] 





», and 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


\ » . sare ; 
Ir, SABATH. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the REcorpD, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Sapatu] 
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asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, how much 
more time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKINNeEyY]. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am strongly in favor of the 
Government being made liable for compensation on account of 
injuries received by its employees in the course of their employ- 
ment. I can see no good reason why such liability should not 
be established by law. I shall vote for this bill, not because I 
consider it the best measure that was before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, but because it is a step in the right direction, and for 
that reason only. And I shall trust that in future sessions Con- 
gress will provide more adequate and more just compensation. 

The Government is a competitor in the field of labor with pri- 
vate employers. As yet there has been no satisfactory reason 
advanced as to why the same liability attached to private em- 
ployment of labor should not extend to the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield one 
minute to my colleague from New York [Mr. Driscorr |]. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, this is perhaps as good a bill 
as could get the unanimous support of the Judiciary Committee. 
However, I am disappointed in it. It is not, in my judgment, as 
fair or as equitable a bill as shéuld come before us. Every em- 
ployment, every relation in life is somewhat hazardous and dan- 
gerous, and I know of no reason why every employee who is 
injured through no fault or negligence on his own part should 
not have the right to full compensation, as he would have 
against a corporation or against a private individual on the 
same facts. He can not recover at all under this bill unless he 
proves he is entirely free from negligence or carelessness which 
caused or contributed to the accident. Therefore there is no 
reason why he should not recover all the damages to which he 
is entitled and all the damages which he or his family has suf- 
fered by reason of his injury or by reason of his death. I will 
support this bill, and I hope that in the next Congress we will 
have the opportunity of voting for a more comprehensive, fair, 
and equitable measure. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
balance of my time to my colleague from New York [Mr. 
PARSONS]. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, after the objections made by 
the minority that no opportunity was given to amend, I lis- 
tened with interest to the speech made by the leader of the 
minority, for in that speech he mentioned the amendments that 
he would like to offer. They were to the ninety-day provision 
and to section 6, but those are not the sections which I think 
most would like to have amended. I suspected if they were 
given a chance for amendment they might vote “present,” as 
they did the other day. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Try us. 

Mr. PARSONS. The section which really ought to be 
amended here and which I would like to see amended, is the 
first section of the bill, which describes the classes of employees 
who are to be benefited by the legislation. I wish I could offer 
an amendment, and if I could it would be to strike out all the 
language from line 4, after the word “ States,’ down to the 
word “is,” in line 9. 

Mr. SULZER. We will give you unanimous consent to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. All 
time has expired. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill with the amendment. 

The question was taken, and a majority having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill as 
amended was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20345) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 21260) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALttison, Mr. HAs, 
and Mr, TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate, 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House | 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 5989. An act authorizing the Department of State to de- | 
liver to Maj. C. De W. Wilcox decoration and diploma presented 
by Government of France; and 

S. 3940. An act for the proper observance of Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, and move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
suspend the rules and agree to the conference report on the 
following bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 20345) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20345) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3 





and &. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 11, and 12, and 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said 
amendment and strike out the amended paragraph and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

“Secretary of legation to Salvador and consul-general to San 
Salvador, two thousand dollars; and the provision in the act 
of May eleventh, nineteen hundred and eight, for a consul-gen- 
eral at San Salvador is hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“ For salaries of consuls-general and consuls, as provided in the 
act approved May eleventh, nineteen hundred and eight, en- 
titled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the reorganization of the consular service of the United States,” 
approved April fifth, nimeteen hundred and six,’ as follows: 
Consuls-general, three hundred and three thousand dollars; 
consuls, seven hundred and thirty-three thousand dollars; in 
all, one million and thirty-six thousand dollars, 

“ For salaries of five consular inspectors, at five thousand dol- 
lars each, twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

C. B. LANpIs, 

J. R. PERKINS, 

Wm. M. Howarp, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 

S. M. CuLLom, 

A. §S. Chay, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr, WILLIAMS. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, a second is ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think this report needs 
any discussion. I would, however, be glad to answer any ques- 
tions anyone would like to ask. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We can not get hold of any printed copy 
of what the Senate amendments are, and I would like to see 
them from the Clerk’s desk, if possible, and know what we are 
acting upon. The gentleman gives no explanation, and every- 
body knows that with the disorder that is kept in the House 
we can not hear what is read from the desk. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state very briefly what the Senate 
amendments are. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I have asked. 

Mr. PERKINS. Two amendments were made by the Senate, 
ene authorizing the Secretary of State to expend $10,000 in 
connection with the proceedings in reference to the boundary 
treaty betwen this country and Canada; one authorizing the 
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Secretary of State to expend, if required, $15,000 in prot tine 
the rights of American citizens who are using lumber a at. 
ing lumber on the St. John River, the boundary between 

and Canada. Both of these questions present inter 
questions, in which it is proper, as we thought, that the G 
ment should protect the rights of our own citizens, In 

two amendments, recommended by the Secretary of 
adopted by the Senate, the House committee concur. 
Senate had also added an item of $15,000 for three ad 
inspectors of consuls. There are now five inspectors of 

who receive a salary of $5,000 each per annum. The 
increased them by making it eight, increasing the appro; 

for their allowance from $25,000 to $40,000. In the opi 

the House conferees that increase was not at present 1 | 

in that the Senate concurred and receded from their am 

These are the only amendments, except amendments 

purely verbal in reference to the phraseology of the bill. 

There are two other small amendments that for the 
I overlooked. The Senate added in reference to San 
an increase of salary of the secretary and consul-gener 
$2,000 to $3,500. To that we objected, and the Senate 1 
The Senate added an appropriation of $3,300 for the ex; 
of a building erected on land owned by the Government 
Tokyo, Japan. Some years ago the interpreter, a very 
man, I am glad to say, in the employ of the Government, 1 
upon land owned by the Government a building which he 
since used. That cost about $3,300 or $3,400. He now 
have allowed the expense of that building which he erect 
and which stands upon Government ground. That was al- 
lowed by the Senate, but the House conferees thought that 
that would be a dangerous precedent, for anyone under those 
circumstances who could find ground in any of those orienta! 
countries owned by the Government might erect a buildi 
on Government land that he required to use, and, having use 
during service, would then ask the Government to pay for i 
In view of that fact, the House conferees declined to agr 
and the Senate receded. 

I will say to the House that the only amendments allov 
creasing the appropriations in the bill as it passed this 
were the two items amounting to in all $25,000, not n 
to be used, but to protect the rights of our own Govern: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One moment. Is it true, as I ha 
stated in the papers, that the Senate has placed in thi 
item for an appropriation of $500,000 for the purchase 
bassadorial homes in Berlin and Paris? 

Mr. PERKINS. That did not come on the bill. That was an 
amendment offered in the Senate, but ruled out in the Senate on 
a point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They did not come in on the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. They are not on the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, then, the gentleman moves that we 
accept the conference report? 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the conference report be ac- 
cepted by the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think the gentleman has mace : 
clear and lucid explanation of the matter, and has not 
the time of the House or the country in an endeavor to eX! 
what he is doing. His explanation has been so well m: 
it has removed certain objections which I had to the a 
of the conference report, and I suggest that his exa! 


| imitated upon that side of the Chamber in the interes 


intelligent transaction of business, 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. The gentleman wi!!! * 
will he not, that praise from Sir Hubert is praise indeed: 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, certainly; I admit that. [La 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from New \ 
for a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to ask the gentleman a 9g 
regard to the item of $15,000 which the Secretary ©! 
authorized to expend in the settlement of seme q! 
reference to citizens of the United States in the State 
using the St. John River in the transportation of | 
How does that question arise? I will say that my U 
ing is that under the existing law citizens of the Stat 
floating logs down the St. John River float them into ' 
and then back into the United States, and under t! 
tariff law there is a special provision that admits 
free of duty. Now, has the Canadian Government 
with the rights of the citizens of the United States 10 
the river for that purpose. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘The statement is made to the com! 
the Canadian Government threatens to interfere In 
There are American citizens who own timber alo! 
John River, who have constructed booms to be used in 
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eir logs, and the Canadian Government alleges that 


ts of our citizens are contrary to treaty rights. 


The 


it of the province of New Brunswick has authorized 


ging 


of litigation to restrain these American citizens 


use of these booms, and has even threatened to in- 


force, to destroy certain booms on the river. 


Now, 


\WNEY. Are these booms located in Canadian water; 
i the Canadian side, or in that part of the river that 
ough Canadian territory? 

PERKINS. They are located.in the river, and are 
by our Government, as well as by the lumbermen, to 


\ 
I 


agre 
Mr 


9 
as 


"oTecT ¢ 


tory. 


ir. PE 


the Webster-Ashburton treaty. 


the rights which were guaranteed to American citi- 


Negotiations are now 


hetween the Secretary of State and the representative 
British Government to have these questions adjusted. 
t that probably those negotiations will be brought to a 
ion satisfactory alike to Canada and to our citizens; 
; possible that litigation may arise, and that the pro- 
government of New Brunswick may take steps which 
it necessary that our citizens be protected, and the 


It 


ret ry of State thought, and our committee thought, that the 


s were such that it was proper that our Government should 


will never be required. 


he SP 


R 
i 


TAWNEY. 


KINS. 
AKER. 


ur own citizens in the enforcement or protection of 
rights if litigation arises. 


It is hoped that this expendi- 


eing to the conference report. 


WILLIAMS. 
: for the yeas and nays. 


rhe yeas and nays were ordered. 


Ll 
answered “ present” 7, 


= 


YEAS—214. 


1c question was taken, and there were—yeas 214, nays 7 
not voting 159, as follows: 


The explanation of the gentleman is satis- 
I wanted to know what the provision was for. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The question is on suspending the rules and 


Mr. Speaker, upon that proposition I will 


, 


Acheson Draper Howland Parker, N. J. 
Adair Driscoll Hubbard, Iowa Parker, S. Dak. 
Adamson Durey Hubbard, W. Va. Parsons 
Aiken Dwight Huff Patterson 
Alexander, Mo Ellerbe Hughes, N. J. Payne 
Alexander, N. Y. Ellis, Mo. Humphrey, Wash. Pearre 
Andrus Ellis, Oreg. James, Addison D. Perkins 
Bat Englebright Jenkins Pollard 
Ba t Esch Johnson, Ky. Porter 
Bar Ney. Fairchild Jones, Va. Pou 
Bat Favrot Jones, Wash. Pray 
Be Tex. Ferris Kahn Prince 
Bed Finley Keliher Pujo 
Bell, G Floyd Kennedy, Iowa Rauch 
Be Focht Kimball Reeder 
Bowers Foster, Ill. Kinkaid Richardson 
Brodhead Foster, Ind. Kitchin, Claude Robinson 
B low Foster, Vt. Knapp Rodenberg 
Brumm French Knowland Rothermel 
Burges Fuller Lafean Russell, Mo. 
b gh Fulton Landis Shackleford 
Burleson Gaines, Tenn, Langley Sherley 
Burton, Del, Gaines, W. Va. Laning Sims 
Burton, Ohio Garner Lassiter Slayden 
Cald i Gilhams Lawrence Slemp 
Camp Gillett Leake Small 
Candler Godwin Legare Smith, Cal. 
( ym Goebel Lindbergh Smith, lowa 
( ! Gordon Lloyd Smith, Mich. 
‘ r Goulden Longworth Stafford 
( Graft Loud Steenerson 
( 1 Granger Lovering Stephens, Tex. 
Hackney Lowden Sterling 
ur Hall McGavin Stevens, Minn, 
{ Mo Hamill McKinley, Ill, Sturgiss 
' t Hamilton, lowa McKinney Sulloway 
ockran Hamlin McLain Sulzer 
N. X, Hammond McMorran Tawney 
er Hardy Macon Taylor, Ohio 
I Harrison Mondell Thistlewood 
Coope .Pa Haskins Moon, Tenn, Tou Velle 
pty Hawley Moore, Tex. Townsend 
; ind Hayes Morse Underwood 
: r Heflin Mouser Volstead 
en , Henry, Tex, Murdock Waldo 
fon Hiegins Needham Wanger 
oo a Hill, Conn, Nelson Washburn 
Dat Mir Hill, Miss. Nicholls Watkins 
aes l Hinshaw Norris Weeks 
Ne A Hitchcock Nye Williams 
; Holliday O'Connell Wilson, Ill, 
; Houston Olcott Wood 
Howell, N. J. Olmsted 
Howell, Utah Padgett 
Bur NAYS—7. 
Ha. t Hull, Tenn. Rucker Saunders 
Johnson, 8. C. Russell, Tex. 
, , ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—7. 
aetee Knopf Roberts Thomas, Ohio 
es Lorimer Sabath 











NOT VOTING—159. 
Allen Dunwell Kennedy, Ohio Powers 
Ames Edwards, Ga. Kipp Pratt 
Ansberry Edwards, Ky. Kitchin, Wm. W. Rainey 
Anthony Fassett Kiistermann Randell, Tex. 
Ashbrook Fitzgerald Lamar, Fla. Ransdell, La, 
Bannon Flood Lamar, Mo. Reid 
sarchfeld Fordney Lamb Reynolds 
sartlett, Ga. Fornes Law Rhinock 
Beale, Pa. Foss Lee Riordan 
Bennet, N. Y, Foulkrod Lenahan Ryan 
Bennett, Ky. Fowler Lever Scott 
Bingham Gardner, Mass. Lewis Sheppard 
Birdsall Gardner, Mich. Lilley Sherman 
Bonynge Gardner, N. J. Lindsay Sherwood 
Boutell Garrett Littlefield Smith, Mo. 
Boyd Gill Livingston Smith, Tex. 
Bradley Glass Loudenslager Snapp 
Brantley Goldtogle McCall Southwick 
Broussard Graham McCreary Sparkman 
Brundidge Greene McDermott Sperry 


Burke 


Gregg McGuire Spight 


Butler Griggs McHenry Stanley 
Byrd Gronna McKinlay, Cal. Talbott 
Calder Hackett McLachlan, Cal. Taylor, Ala. 
Caldwell Hale McLaughlin, Mich.Thomas, N. C. 
Clark, Fla. Hamilton, Mich. McMillan Tirrell 

Cole Harding Madden Vreeland 
Cook, Colo. Hardwick Madison Wallace 
Cooper, Tex. Haugen Malby Watson 
Cooper, Wis. Helm Mann Webb 
Cousins Henry, Conn, Marshall Weems 
Craig Hepburn Maynard Weisse 
Cravens Hobson Miller Wheeler 
Crawford Howard Moon, Pa, Wiley 
Crumpacker Hughes, W. Va. Moore, Pa. Willett 
Davenport Hull, Iowa Mudd Wilson, Pa, 
Davey, La. Humphreys, Miss. Murphy Wolf 
Dawes Jackson Overstreet Woodyard 
Diekema James, Ollie M. Page Young 
Douglas Keifer Peters 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


ANTHONY with Mr. ANSBERRY. 

BONYNGE with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

BEALE of Pennsylvania with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
CoLe with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

CRUMPACKER with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 
DIEKEMA with Mr. Cratca. 

Dovuetas with Mr. CRAWForD. 

ForDNEY with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

GARDNER Of Michigan with Mr. GoLpFrocLe. 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. FirzcEerap, 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. GLass. 

Mr. HAmILton of Michigan with Mr. Heim, 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Lams, 
Mr. Heprsurn with Mr. RArney. 

Mr. Kerrer with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Law with Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. McMILLAN with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

Mr. MANN with Mr. SHERWooD. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. WILEy. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


TIRRELL with Mr. Smiru of Missouri. 
VREELAND with Mr. PAGE. 
WoopYARD with Mr. Spicur. 


On this vote: 


Mr. 


McKIntaAy of California with Mr. GARRETT. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


Mr. 


INLAND WATERWAYS COMMISSION, 
STEVENS of Minnesota. 


the 


land waterways of the United States. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to continue until the Ist day of July, 
the members of the 
President by letter of March 
No. 
powers, and duties prescribed in this act. 
occur in the membership thereof the President is authorized to make 


ment 


Inland Waterways Commission designated 
14, 1907, as set forth in Senate 
Congress, first session, with the 
In case any vacancy 


by 


Sixtieth 


oO™ 
oa, 


appointments to fill such vacancies. 


2. That such Commission shall make to the 





























































Mr. Speaker, I move to sus 
pend the rules and pass the bill H. R. 21899 as amended, pro- 
viding for the appointment of an Inland Waterways Commission 
with the view to the improvement and development of 


1909, 


Docu- 
authority, 
shall 


Sec, Congress reports 
and recommendations in the month of December of the year 1908 and 
a final report, and shall make reports to the President or to the Con 
gress at such other dates as may be directed, either by order of the 
President or of Congress. Such reports shall contain a full and com 
plete account of all the acts, recommendations, and transactions of 
the Commission and of all moneys received and expended. 

Sec. 3. That said Commission shall continue the investigation of all 
questions relating to the development, improvement, and utilization of 
the waterways of the country, and the conservation of its natural re- 
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with a view to 
mg the States: 


rwavs 


navigation and the promotion of commerce 
and shall further investigate the relations between 
and railways as connected with the effective promotion of 

, including the facilities and sites for the transfer of traffic; 

d shall make examination of the work of the respective bureaus and 
agencies of the Federal Government which now make reports upon 
inland waters and water supply, or upon the uses and effects of water 
courses, and shall prepare recommedations with a view to avoiding 
duplication of duties, authority, or work, and to the organization of 
an efficient and economical system for the making of such investiga- 
tion and reports. 

Sec. 4. That such Commission may occupy such quarters belonging 
to the Government as may be available and as may be conveniently 
utilized for the purposes of the Commission, whether in the District 
of Columbia or and on failure to obtain such quarters, it 
may rent other quarters; and it may provide such equipmen~ and 
facilities as may be nece 
and the expenses thereof shall be a proper charge against the fund 
hereinafter provided 

SE 5. That said Ce 


eisewhere, 


mmission may expend money for necessary 
stenogray and clerical assistamce and for the traveling expenses 
of the m and necessary employees while engaged in the per- 
forman of their duties, and alse for the traveling expenses of such 
ex! 
7 
i 


- 
ners 


ibers 


as may be requested by a vote of the Commission to appear 

efore then 

S ‘6. That to carry out the purposes of this act there is hereby 

orized to be appropriated, out of the funds of the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, not to exceed the sum of $20,000, to be ex- 
pended by said Commission. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Datzenr). Under the 
rules, a second is ordered. The gentlemam from Minnesota ‘is 
entitled to twenty minutes and the gentlemam from Georgia to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this is the bill 
known as the “Inland Waterways Commission Dill,” which 
establishes a temporary Commission, to expire on the ist day 
of July, 1909. It continues the personnel of the present Com- 
mission for the reason that the committee thought it better that 


the former Commission should carry on its work, which, as | 


shown by its reports, has been well under way for a year and 
has been satisfactory in its results. The powers, duties, and 
authority of the Commission are defined by this bill. 

In section 3 it is shown that four different subjects are de- 
fined to the Commission for investigation. First, matters re- 
lating to the development and improvement and utilization of 
the waterways of the country relating to navigation and the 
promotion of commerce among the States; second, the conserva- 
tion of the natural resources, with a view to navigation and the 
promotion of commerce among the States; third, to investigate 
the relations between waterways and railways as connected 
with the effective promotion of commerce, including the facili- 
ties and sites for the transfer of traffic; fourth, the examination 
of the work of the respective bureaus and agencies of the Fed- 
eral Government which now make reports upon inland waters 
and water supply or upon the uses and effeets of water courses, 
with a yiew to avoiding duplication of duties, authority, or work, 


and to the organization of an efficient and economical system | 


of the making of such investigations and reports. 


These are the four different classes of investigations that are | 


authorized by the act. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
Commission have any jurisdiction or cognizance of the question 
of waterways and navigable streams? 

Mr, STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; it has, in conmection with 
the development, improvement, and utilization of the waterways 
of the country so far as they relate to the navigation and com- 
merce among the States. That matter cam be thoroughly inves- 
tigated and the facts brought to the attention of Congress. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I will yield to the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. FINLEY. Without the passage of this bill, would the 
PreSident of the United States have any power to perpetuate the 
Waterways Commission? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. He would only have this au- 
thority which he exercised before. He could designate certain 
officers of the Government to do certain work somewhat out- 
side of their present scope of authority. 

Mr. FINLEY. I believe it is a fact that the President has 
promised that if Congress does net perpetuate the Commission 
that he will perpetuate it. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
any official way. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will 
yield, the President also appointed on this Commission civilians, 
persons not connected in any way with the Government service, 
did he not? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. They may have been originally, 
but as I understand now, all of the nine members to be con- 


That has not reached us in 


ssary for the proper discharge of its duties, | 


| tleeman from Ohio [Mr. Burton} asked that this bill be 1: 


Wnder the provisions of this bill does the | 





tinued are in the Government service somewhere, so {! 
salaries will be paid to members of the Commission 
law strictly complied with. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The point I had in mind was this: 
in the appointment or designation of persons not connect. 
the Government to-day in the service, unless the Preside; 
specifically authorized by law to do it, he has violated t| 
which prohibits acceptanee of voluntary service for an: 
pose, 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 


The Committee on Int 


| and Foreign Commerce examined the law in the prepara 


this bill and report, and we could find no violation of |, 
the part of the President. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Did the gentleman from Minneso 
read that act? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I think the « 
tee examined the act. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that | 
think the House should know that the criticism which has heey 
visited upon this House, upon Congress, and upon the eoyit- 
tee for not preparing the bill speedily is not justified by the 
facts, and I think it is best that the facts appear of record as 
to what has been done with the Inland Waterways Comm 
bill. It was introduced first into this House by the ¢! 
of that Commission, Mr. Burton of Ohio, on the 20th of April 
last. It was referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. Nothing was brought to the attention of 
any member of that committee for several days, wien the gen- 

ferred 
to the subcommittee of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, which had charge of dams amd waterways. A few 
days later than that the Secretary of the Interior visited the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in connection 
with another matter and also asked for that reference. 

At the very next meeting of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commeree, I think it was a week ago, that bil! was re- 
ferred to a subcommittee. That subcommittee had hearings 
on the very day that the governors met at the White House. 
The very first time that any application was made for a hear- 
ing, within an hour that hearing was granted. The whole 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce never delayed 
this measure for one single moment. The first hearing was 
asked for and the first hearing was given on last Wednesday 
afternoon. A new bill was prepared and substituted, which is 
now laid before the House, and that substitute was adopted by 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce on yes 
terday at its first meeting after the report of the subcommittee, 
so that the House can see that there never has been a delay of 
one single minute in the investigation and examination and 
report on this measure. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I notice that 
this bill provides an appropriation of $20,000 to pay the ex- 
penses of the Commission. Is not that unnecessary, in view of 
the faet that the sundry civil appropriation bill carries an ay- 
propriation for the Inland Waterways Commission of $20,000? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is 
mistaken. ‘There is nothing im the sundry eivil appropriati 
bill for the Inland Waterways Commission. There is an appro- 
priation for the International Waterways Commission, w! 
is an entirely different proposition. I reserve the balance 
time. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minne 
sota [Mr. Srevens] is eminently correct in his statemen! 
the history and treatment of this subject by the Committee | 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. I am aware of tli 
that several times humorous gentlemen have attem)! 
make that committee the butt of their jokes, by alluding ¢ 
as various forms of graveyards and sepulehers; but it \ 
tirely unjustified. That committee works all of the t 
when its attention is called to matters of importance 
to them immediate consideration. This subject, it see! 
is important. I do not expect to resist the bill. I an 
in favor of it. I expect to yield my time to gentlen 
wish to resist its passage. I say it ought to pass for 
many reasons: First, the inherent and prospective } 
the country; second, we have been informed that th: 
sion is going to be perpetuated anyway. That being tr 
should provide that it be done by operation of law ° 
operation of the Executive. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ‘ 
five minutes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not support 
and that is the reasom why I shall: indulge in a fe 
tions at this time. One of the reasons that I shall | 
it is because it would be yielding to the swish of the “ 
in the White House. During the meeting of the co! 


We have. 


ssion 


rman 
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lot of useless expense upon the Government. It is unnecessary 
to pass it. We have a committee now just for this business, 
1 from the New York Sun, dated May 14, 1908. Re-/ and I assume the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] knows 
this conference, it says: | just as much about this matter as chairman of the Committee 
he most striking thing that happened during the opening | 0n Rivers and Harbors as he will know as a member of this 
morning was the applause which greeted a characteristic Inland Waterways Commission, and he has been a member of 
se Leh olut in his format address. to whe sorecnors | Doth. It is an unnecessary burden; it is a useless thing; it is 
spoke of the work of the Inland Waterways Commission, | nothing in the world but a knuckling to the man in the White 
him last year and still existing without any direct author-| House. You have repudiated this proposition once; you have 
es oe departed from the text of his speech, | turned down his recommendation, but now you dare not stand 
Congress fails to perpetuate this Commission as a permanent | UP and vote like you did about twelve months ago. Stand up 
again and rote as you did before. The recommendation ought 
not to have any more force of reason behind it now than it had 


t myself anyhow. I will see that it is continued.” 
to eall the attention of this House and the attention 

then. You have yielded to the threat that he made the other 
day at the White House conference 


untry to the fact that here the President of the United 
as forced some Member on that side to introduce this 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
from Alabama has again expired. 


irposes of which he says he would carry out without 
Mr. ADAMSON. I understand, Mr. Speaker, it is true, as 


the bill or any law authorizing the same. 
what Member of Congress, what Senator_and what Rep- 

stated by the gentleman from Minnesota, that the members of 
this commission are all officials and therefore will not entail! 


in the whole Republic charged with lawmaking, 
any expense by their salaries. I also understand that was true 








of governors now being held in this city, the Presi- 
» a certain remark, and I desire to read an account } 


time of the gentleman 


i 


slating, ever conceived the idea of such a Commission? 
irely an invention on the part of the President. 



















rAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? | before, with the single exception of Senator BANKHEAD, who 
LAYTON. I surely will. | was at that time a private citizen and has never been paid. I 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will say te the gentleman that on the last | hope that this Government will vindicate its supposed character 
night of the session, in the closing hours of the last Congress, | 28S an honest and upright business institution by providing, at 
l mous consent was asked for the passage of the resolution some time, in some way, for the payment of Senator Banx- 
authorizing the creation of this Commission, and it was denied. | HEAD for his work done at that time. : 
Mr. CLAYTON. But that came after the President had first Mr. CLAYTON. Look in section 2 and in section 3, and you 
suggested the idea. | will see that this bill provides for expenses other than salaries 
) WILLIAMS. And it was denied. | What those expenses are we do not knoay. 
ir. TAWNEY. It was denied. | Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gentleman 
Ir. WILLIAMS, And the President created this Commission from Alabama [Mr. CLayToN] more time than I could spare him 
without authority of law—— | with due regard to my promises to other Members, and I ean 
Mr. TAWNEY. I simply wanted to call attention to that fact. | not take time myself to look at the sections indicated nor to 
Mr. CLAYTON. After this House had expressly refused to | answer his question. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
pass t law, which was originally the idea of the President, | from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 
é proposition, as the gentleman from Minnesota must Mr. SLAYDEN, Mr. Speaker, about two weeks ago, pending 
‘ ne originally from the President. The idea that I | the consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
Ww: ng to impress was this, that the idea originated with the | bill, 1 submitted some observations on a sale of articles of 
Pres it is now pursued by — and he — he will keep | virtu, I believe they call it, that had bee n sold or were bei 
it in operation with or without the sanction of the law. } sold at auction in New York. The advertisements described 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? | as loot, and —~ history of - articles on sale indicated it was 
Mr. CLAYTON, Yes, | loot. I published as a part of my remarks an editorial from a 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it not true very much good legislation | New York paper reflecting somewhat upon the character of the 
] bee acted by this Congress at the suggestion of the | people who had been in the diplomatic service of the Govern- 
President of the United States? | ment and who were the owners of those objects of art and who 
Mr. CLAYTON, Some has; perhaps other very good legisla- | were selling them at auction. Incidentally there was mentioned 
t | have been enacted at his suggestion if the majority | in the editorial Licut. Col. Littleton W. T. Waller, of t! 
had cooperated with the minority. [Applause on the Demo- | pose ap Marine —— He was not tl e game I was af 
cratic side, |} and I failed totally to observe the mention of his name. I have 
Mr. CAMPBELL, Is not this good legislation? | received a letter from Colonel Waller saying that the artic] 
Mr. CLAYTON. I doubt whether it is or not, and if the gen- | did him injustice and asking me to correct it as to him so far 
1 W possess his soul in peace I will give him some rea- | as I could. I therefore ask the permission of the House to have 
sons why I do not think it is good legislation. this letter read by the Clerk, so that it may be inserted in the 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I will listen. Recorp, unless Members are willing to have it inserted without 
Mr. CLAYTON. This body and the other body at the other | being read, which is just as agreeable to me 
¢ f the Capitol are charged with the legislation of the coun-| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 
rhis idea was expressly repudiated by this House, and The Clerk read as follows: 
al the express repudiation on the part of the House the Marine Barracks, Navy-Yarp, 
i eat takes 1t up again, without authority of law, and car- Norfolk, Va., April 27, 1908. 
! S ide of an Inland Waterways Con mission into effect by My Drar Mr. SLAYDEN: The ConcresstonaL Recorp of the 18th 
t ; ig of one without the authority of law. instant contains an extract from the Evening Post, New York, int 
\KER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman | a 7, ow Sr Sees ee eey reflects upon my conduct, both in 
1! } as exrnir nina, iv , and Samar, 1JUL-o. 
, a has expired. . . As to the latter accusation, the record of the court-martial 
\MSON. Mr. Speaker, before yielding to the next | which I was tried contains the facts, and it does not in iny way s 
' ge | want to say one thing which I omitted—— | port the alcestione.. _As te the insim ations or alk zation gs in relatic n 
| M LYTTON rt Se . * to my conduc in hina, ca say tha ney are entirely false, am 
l \ Y Tt rentlems , } ) ; : ; # 
} TON. Will the gentleman give me one minute | this will be verified by the officers ing with me, some of whom 
; have written expressing a desire to answer the article. 
ISON, I yield one minute more to the gentleman I was provost-marshal of the Tartar city of Peking all during my 
f Al i , > | stay and provost-marshal of the Forbidden or Imperial City part of 
FON . : s | the time. I performed all duties connected with my office to the ex 
- 4 TON. Mr. Speaker, I was interrupted in the course | pressed satisfaction of the commanding general One, and perhaps tl 
0 I rks and I did not have time to complete what I | most arduous, duty wee _ suppress and prevent looting. So well wa 
V 0 , 9 alc j , . lote , | this duty performed that the ¢ residents came to my quarter 
; I would ask for the time now to complete MY | the night before I marched from ing and in speeches thanked n 
; S | I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in | for the great services I had done for them At this time they presented 
os for the purpose of completing my criticism on this} me with an enormous white silk umbrella inseri d with the rvices 
Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from South | ren _. a ene aoe Se ne aot a 
. = : eh . | he hinese CGovernn asked fo the ames o 1¢ officers ho had so 
t ds me his two minutes. Mr. Speaker, this bill | faithfully guarded the Imperial City, in order that they might 
j a necessary Commission. It is not necessary. We | thanked for their services. The paper was sent to me for the names 
ant ers and Harbors Committee here that are as well | of Tiana ee Whe anered Geers 
i thac +t an * ‘ . a : ¢ fas the provost-! rsnai. 
we a oe questions and can inform themselves Just as | : After six months of heavy work in China, the first month of which 
aaa ae Inland Waterways Commission. It is an unneces- | we were fighting for existence almost every hour in the day, for my 
sary Db and expense. Here authority is given to expend | part in the campaign I was vetted and I omoted numbers by our 
' 1 renee ot pains a : “ : . own Government, receiving letters of thanks and commendation from 
ke rease expenses, and if I had the time I would the representatives of England and Japan. I returned to the Philiy 


| the provisions of the bill, and it will entail a whole | pines and remained there two years longer in active service. 
a 
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All the officers with me and all the persons knowing me will assert 
that the charges made are absolutely false. Thinking that you might 
have, perhaps, failed to notice my name in the article referred to, I 
write to ask that you will do what you can to remedy the injury. 

Very respectfully, 


LITTLETON W. T. WALLER, 
Colonel, United States Marine Corps. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield two 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy]. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I favor this bill. It is not a 
party matter, and for my part I do not care where it comes 
from. It deals with a subject second to none in importance 
before the American people and its legislative bodies. All of 
us who are here, and who are seeking to do so, are every day 
learning many things with reference to the great question of 
water transportation, and everything that can tend to system- 
atize and forward the matter of water transportation ought 
to be encouraged. I believe that no money was ever expended 
for public improvements, if expended within the purview of the 
Constitution and judiciously expended, but that was a wise ex- 
penditure by the Government. The small amount that will be 
added by this Commission will be one of the wisest expenditures 
that this Government incurs. Every session of Congress is 
teaching us that the important issue before the people is the 
regulation of freight transportation, and the greatest means for 
regulation of railway freight will be the establishment of canal 
and water transportation. [Applause.] And if we can but 
supplement those transportation facilities with proper regula- 
tion of the coordinate system of railway transportation, this 
country will soon find no more need of discussing the question 
of discriminations between place and place. The water trans- 
portation of this country will destroy the capacity or the oppor- 
tunity for discrimination if it becomes an established fact in 
this country, as it has in the great countries of Europe. [Ap- 
plause.|] I take it that this Commission will go far toward 
throwing light upon the means and method of establishing actual 
water transportation in this country. All over this land the 
crying want now is that our rivers, our waterways, our inland 
water transportation, be not a thing of memory or of romance 


or of fancy or of paper and pretense, but that it become’ a | 


reality, and this bill will help to accomplish that purpose. 
[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. ADAMSON, 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
utes remaining. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I yield them to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
things were in such an attitude that I could consider the 
subject-matter upon its own merits, of the purposes of this bill. 
Some time ago I said upon the floor of the House that I was 
in favor of a board of public works and of Congress making a 
certain appropriation each year—an absolutely nonpartisan 
board of public works, actuated by no sectional or district 
interests, able to act without logrolling, and expending that 
money for the best interests of interstate commerce, navi- 
gability, public buildings, national parks, and other Federal 
purposes. But it is not possible this morning to consider this 
matter upon its own merits. A breach of the privileges of the 
House of Representatives has been committed. If an utterance 


The time of the gentleman has 
Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 


The gentleman has seven min- 


such as that which fell from the President of the United States | 
the other day had fallen from the lips of King Edward VII, or | 


from the lips of Kaiser Wilhelm, there would have been a revo- 
lution almost in England or in Germany. 

A long, long time ago, after Julius Cesar had crossed the 
Rubicon, after he had brought the Gallic legions with him and 
had made senators of some of the Gauls; after he had come 
from ‘another pursuit of Pompey and Pompey’s legions, and 
had finally had the head of Pompey presented to him in Egypt; 
after he had given himself up to the soft inducements of the 
Queen of Egypt for a while, and, satiated, had returned to 
Rome, he finally said, in substance, to the tribune of the people 
upon an important occasion, “ Oh, it is unnecessary for you to 
act or to appear unless you feel like it;” and he also said, in 
substance, to the senate of Rome, “ Meet and deliberate if you 
choose; but if you do not chose to meet and deliberate it is all 
right; I can accomplish my purpose without you; ” and he pro- 
ceeded to found, if not in name still in fact, the Roman Empire. 

Do not understand me as indulging in melodramatics. The 
President of the United States is not Julius Cwsar, because 
Julius Cesar was one of the greatest men and one of the 
greatest constructive geniuses that the world ever knew, and 
the President of the United States is neither. I do not, there- 
fore, mean to say that the President of the United States can 
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Mr. Speaker, I am very much in favor, if | 





May 16, 
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revolutionize American institutions. He can not. One reason 
why Senators and Representatives and public opinion of the 
country permit him such latitude of wild and lawless utter. 
ance is because Senators and Representatives and the public 
have measured him up about properly and have concluded that 
he has no power much except the power of verbal exercise, 
That power has been illustrated in this House lately—lamely 
impotently, and inconclusively, as all of us know. . 

In a bushel of message chaff he presented five grains of 
wheat. The minority Members of this House took up those fiye 
grains of wheat, after much sifting, and said, “* Let us utilize 
these five grains.” 

This great power that the President has asserted—to sot 
aside the Congress itself by ukase, or Cesarean decree, by the 
formation of commissions without express authority, and to 
continue them without appropriation—will alarm none, as. he 
has illustrated his inability by being unable to make thirty 
Republican Members of this House sign an agreement to sup- 
port him in planting, with the hope of germination, the five 
grains of wheat that are found in all the immeasurable bushels 
of chaff that he has presented by message to the American 
people. With thirty from him, the Democracy had and has yet 


| the balance needful. 


Mr. Speaker, I am perhaps excused from voting for the 
bill upon the ground that it is most meritorious in itself as 
legislation and ought to be passed, and upon the further 
ground that the President’s ukase or attempted ukase is not 
really a ukase at all, but is mere verbal exercise. But, upon 
the other hand, it seems to me that Congress ought to assert 
itself somehow. 

The legislative body ought to make it known to the American 
people that it has existence and that it has certain duties, and 
that it does not recognize the right of the President of the 
United States to legislate. However much the Federal major- 
ity may indulge in Federal usurpation, when the Federa! usur- 
pation is agreed to by both branches of the political Republican 
party—executive and legislative—the hope might perhaps be 
indulged in that the legislative part of the Republican party is 
not willing to recognize executive usurpation without at least 
legislative support upon the part of the Republican party. 

Mr. Speaker, the President has in several of his great ad- 
dresses in reference to the military and naval power of the 
United States said that nothing was more foolish than to make 
a “bluff” unless “ you had a hand behind your bluff.” Now, 
I am a little bit disposed 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am a little bit inclined to “call his 
bluff” and vote “no,” and see if he dares to continue this Com- 
mission in power and appropriate for it regardless of legislative 
authority. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. How much time have I re 


The time of the gentleman has 


‘maining, Mr. Speaker? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I agreed to yield all the rest 
of my time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], chair- 
man of the Commission; but I would say to my colleague from 
Georgia I would like to yield a minute to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Henry], with the permission of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] and the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Ravxs- 
DELL] also would like to have a minute. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will yield the gentleman my time. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I would like to give it, but [ 
can only yield one minute to the gentleman from Tex«s (Mr. 
Henry]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized for one minute. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, ordinarily the 
ment of commissions is not a good thing; but in this i 
having examined the proposition and believing in the | 
it, I desire to record myself in favor of extending t! 
ways Commission. It comes with a unanimous repo! 
committee. I can not see any possible objection to it. 
tinguished chairman of the Rivers and Harbors ‘ 
[Mr. Burton] of Ohio, who always does his work we!) 
or any other committee, who is patriotic, looking to ' 
ests of the whole country, believes the Commission is 
and entirely proper; therefore, no matter from what 
comes, believing it meritorious, I shall cast my vote 
of this legislation, meaning so much to the people of t'« 
country. [Applause.] on 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I yield the balance of y \™ 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Burton]. 


The gentleman has twelve 


The gentleman from ‘lexas | 


appoint: 
stance, 
erits of 
Water- 
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SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ane! The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four min- 
utes and a half. 


\ir, BURTON of Ohfo. Mr. Speaker, it is with some hesi- Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Oh, well, that is time enough. 
at I speak in favor of this measure, because I am a Mr. WILLIAMS. Without any reference to the President’s 


- of the Commission to which it relates. If the passage 
bill depended upon my vote alone, I should probably 
. yote. But I regard it as most salutary in its intent. 


utterances at all and referring now to his deeds, the gentleman, 


a Representative of a district in the State of Ohio and the 
American people, gives his approval - 


j t Roosevelt’s conception in forming this Commission| Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Ob, Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield to 
was lendid one. He saw the necessity for coordination | the gentleman from Mississippi for a speech. 

+ +ho different uses of water. He recognized that the great} Mr. WILLIAMS. I am not making a speech; I am asking 
e vurses and the water supply of the country are not | a question—whether the act of the Executive establishing a 
for navigation, but for power and for irrigation, commission without the authority of Congress—— 

forest preservation is necessary to maintain the water | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
_ He thought it desirable that the question be treated | sippi is out of order. The gentleman from Ohio declines to 
entirety and that the clarification and quality of water | yield. 
so be considered. Another object which should as | Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Ohio had yielded. 
1 attained is the prevention of eresion of soils and the Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I yielded for a question, but not for 
' ‘umulation of silt in navigable and nonnavigable | a four minutes’ speech. 
streams. | Mr. WILLIAMS. I asked a question—— 
I to correct one slight error in a statement which has Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I ask that the Speaker enforce the 
le. At the very close of the last Congress a bill was | rules. 
i for a commission, but that bill was not so compre- The gentleman from Mississippi says that the President has 
hensive as this. After the expiration of the Fifty-ninth Con- | only the power of verbal expression. It would appear that the 





s the President chose this Commission of nine members, | gentleman from Mississippi has only the power of verbal ex- 
including four who were regarded as having given special at- | pression, and you are welcome to compare the two in their 
tention to the subject of navigation, and with them the Chief | achievements. [Applause on the Republican side.] And yet, 
of Engineers, a member of the Bureau of Soils, the head of | what was there in the President's remark after all? This 
the Irrigation Service, the head of the Forest Service, and | Commission had been appointed. The members had been per- 
the head of the Bureau of Corporations. It will readily be | forming their work without pay, meeting their own expenses, 
. that a commission of this kind could do far more effective | and it was perfectly proper for the President of the United 

rk than any single committee of the House. ‘The jurisdic- | States to say that if the Congress omitted to make an appro- 

, of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors is very much | priation, to give a legislative status to this body, then and in 

1. limited in fact to the mere subject of the improvement | that case he would continue their work as it had been carried 


of rivers and harbors. So I think there is reason for the ex- | on before. [Applause on the Republican side.] He had a 

istence of this Commission. | right to ask information or advice for his own assistance. 
But it is said that President Roosevelt has said something | There is no occasion for any sensitiveness about it. 

in regard to his continuing this Commission, and it is main- I should not favor an Executive usurpation; but the Prest- 

tained that we must oppose a salutary measure because of | dent believed that this Commission had work as yet unfinished, 


some remarks of his. Now, I want to say for Theodore Roose- | believed that this work might properly be finished with benefit 





velt | to the country through the information that would be obtained, 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman | and that its continuance would promote the general welfare. 
a question before he leaves the subject that he was on. He| And, as one member of the Commission, I want to say that as 


talks about the limited jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers | we have volunteered our services in the past, we are willing to 
nd Harbors. Has not your committee full power to have | volunteer those services in the future if the Congress does not 

hearings covering every phase of the question of the improve- | see fit to make appropriation for us. 

ment or the navigability of our rivers and the improvement of Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield? 

our harbors, and do you not have elaborate hearings, and do; Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Very briefly. 

you not take testimony, and do you not publish great volumes? Mr. BARTHOLDT. We of the Mississippi Valley were 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I must decline to yield further. I | largely comforted by the act of the President in appointing that 

desire to say something more in my brief time. The Committee | Commission, believing, as we did, that it was due to our work 

on Rivers and Harbors has ample authority to grant hearings | in the last session, and we approve heartily of the President's 

relating to the navigability of streams; but if the gentleman | ®ct because we believe it has led to the action of Congress in 


} 


had listened to what I have said, he would have realized that | the matter. 


its work has to do with only a fraction of the subjects contem- Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I do not want the gentleman from 
plated in the work of this Commission. Missouri to claim all the credit for the creation of this Com- 
Now, as regards what the President said, the witty and profli- | Mission, for there are several other localities which desire some 
gate Buckingham once wrote a mock epitaph upon King Charles | credit, and which deserve it. But there is credit enough for 
II in these words: you all. It is evident you are all for it and that you all want 
Here lies our mutton-eating king, | it. While we may disappoint the gentleman from Mississippi 

Who never said a foolish thing, and the gentleman from Missouri; while we may disappoint the 


And never did a wise one. Mississippi Valley and other localities, we hope to accomplish 


Theodore Roosevelt has not lain awake nights or suffered | a work which shall be of value to the nation and shall bring 
anxiety in order that the last two lines of this epitaph might be | more of order where now a degree of chaos exists. Mr. Speaker, 





ppropriate to him, He has relied upon action rather than upon | I yield back the balance of my time. 

speech. He has, in fact, said some things impulsively, but he| Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
stands by the record of what he has done. [Applause on the | have I remaining? 

Republican side.] I am perfectly willing to have the gentleman The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute. 
from Mississippi compare him with Julius Cmsar as regards Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this bill was 


constructive ability. He found a eountry in which, along with | carefully re-formed by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


& whirling era of industry and great growth of wealth, there | Commerce to bring it within the constitutional power of Con- 
sad developed unfortunate beginnings of dishonesty and fraud, | gress, because we realized that there are some limits upon our 
— he set out—— authority. This bill carefully regards these limitations, gives 

— WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker—— | this Commission all the work that is possible within these 


t. BURTON of Ohio. He set out to bring back the old days | limits, requires a report to Congress, and then it will be our 


“ Honesty in which the proud and strong, as well as the weak, | duty to pass upon that work. This is a Congressional commi 

“ail be punished for wrongdoing. [Applause on the Repub- | sion as well as an Executive commission. It can give us most 

. =o | valuable information; it can make most valuable suggestions 
Mr ‘LLIAMS. Mr. Speaker—— | its work does not go to one committee alone, but to half a 


et URTN »N of Ohio. The people love him because he does | dozen or more committees of this House, whenever that report 
press himself sometimes impulsively. They trust him for his | shall come in next December, as we hope it may. 

1 +5 and when you come to analyze—— Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. [Applause on the Republican 

‘i WILLIAMS, Mr. Speaker—— side.] 

“t. BURTON of Ohio. How much more time have I, Mr. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is to suspend the 


Speaker 7 : 
: rules and pass the bill as amended. 


her ‘ 
SONESTY : 































































Mr. ADAMSON, 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 226, nays 2, 
answered “ present” 9, not voting 150, as follows: 


Acheson 
Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Allen 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
sartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Booher 

Soutell 
Bowers 

Boyd 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
srumm 
Brundidge 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carlin 
Carter 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. Y, 
Cole 
Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind, 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 


tennet, N. Y. 
Broussard 
Sutler 


Alexander, N. 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
sates 

Beale, Pa. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
jradley 
surgess 
Shurke 
Burleson 
surnett 

tyrd 


aye 
Caiderhead 
Caldwell 
Cary 
Clark, Fla. 
Conner 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 

Denby 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga, 
Edwards, Ky. 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 
Fordney 


So the motion was agreed to, 


YEAS- 


De Armond 
Denver 
Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 
Ellis, Mo. 
Iellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 

Ferris 
Finley 
Floyd 
Focht 
Foster, Til. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, W. Va, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillesple 
Gillett 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
llawley 
Hay 

Hayes 
Heflin 
Helm 
Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex, 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn, 
Hill, Miss, 
Hinshaw 


226. 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howell, Utah. 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Lafean 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCall 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MecMorran 
Macon 
Madison 
Maynard 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. ~ 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Nye 
O'Connell 


NAYS—2. 


Clayton 


Stephens, Tex. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—9, 


Goulden 
Haggott 


NOT VOTING 


Fornes 

Foss 

Foulkred 
Fowler 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gill 

Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Greene 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Hamill 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Haugen 
Hepburn 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Huff 

Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 

James, Ollie M, 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kipp 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kiistermann 
Lamar, Fila, 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 

Landis 


Knopf 
Lorimer 


150, 


Langley 
Laning 
Law 

Lee 

Legare 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lloyd 

Loud 
McCreary 
McDermott 
MecGavin 
McHenry 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McMillan 
Madden 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa, 
Moon, Tenn, 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J, 
Peters 
l’owers 
Pratt 
Prince 
Rauch 
Reid 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


Olcott 
Padgett 
Parker, 8S. Dak. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 

Pou 

Pray 

Pujo 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio. 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Page 
Small 


Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rucker 
Ryan 

Scott 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Sins 

Slem 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Tex. 
aneEp 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Sturgiss 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C, 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Watson 

Webb 

Weems 
Weisse 

Wiley 

Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa, 
Wolf 


May 16, 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs; 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. BURLESON, 

Mr. ANpbRus with Mr. BurNetTrt. 

Mr. Bares with Mr, Favror. 

Mr. Cary with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. 

Mr. ConNER with Mr. Gorpon, 

Mr. ForpNry with Mr. Greaa, 

Mr. Fow.er with Mr. Gricas. 

Mr. GarpNEerR of Massachusetts with Mr. JoHNSoN of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. HepPsurn with Mr. LAMB, 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Lee. 

Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. LEGARE, 

Mr. Loup with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. MappEN with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. Ravucu, 

Mr. Prince with Mr, Rucker. 

Mr. Sitemp with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. Stureiss with Mr. WILry. 

Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. UNpDERWooD. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr, WILLIAMS. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Sirs. 

Mr. Farrcnicp with Mr. SMALL. 

For the session: 

Mr. Brapiey with Mr. GouLDEN. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr, Burcess. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R, 20120) to authorize the construction of 
a railroad siding to the United States navy-yard, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, haa 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cartes, 
Mr. Burkett, and Mr. MArtiIn as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 17506) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenues,” approved June 10, 1890, as amended 
by the act entitled “‘An act to provide revenues for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United Stites,” 
approved July 24, 1897, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALtpricu, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr, 
DANIEL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


CREATING IN MINNESOTA A NATIONAL FOREST RESERVE. 


Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 4186) with House amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves t0 
suspend the rules and pass the following Senate bill with House 
amendment. The Clerk will report the bill as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 4186) creating in the State of Minnesota a nati 
reserve consisting of certain described lands, and for other | 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby created in the State of Min 
nesota a national forest reserve, consisting of lands and terrilory “ 
scribed as follows, to wit: 

Beginning at a point where the north line of section 31 in tow ns ‘ 
148 north, range 28 west, fifth Ce meridian, intersects the 10" 
water mark of the lake formed by the waters of Third River; (en 
easterly along the north line of sections 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 50 0 
township 148 north, ranges 28 and 27 west, continuing easterly lone 
north line of section 31 in township 148 north, range 26 west, to © po'= 
where said line intersects the low-water mark of Bow String Lake ¢ 
the west shore ; thence southerly along the west side of said lake at '0' 
water mark to a point where it crosses the section line between sectioh 
16 and 17 in township 147 north, range 26 west; thence southerly 
along the section line on the east side of sections 17, 20, 29, ant v- 
in township 147 north, range 26 west, and continuing southerly &0> 
the east side of sections 5, 8, 17, 20, 29, and 32, township 14% no! 
range 26 west, continuing southerly along the east line of sect! 4 ’ 
8, 17, 20, and 29, township 145 north, range 26 west, to a point « ™ 
low-water mark on the right bank of the Mississippi River op ‘he © 
tion line between sections 28 to 29 In said township; thence theas' 
erly along the right bank of the Mississippi River at low-water mars 
its confluence with Leech Lake River in section 12 in township 14! 50" 
range 26 west; thence southwesterly along the right bank 
Lake River along the low-water mark to Mud Lake; thenc 
line of low-water mark of Mud Lake on its northern and wes! 
to the point where Leech Lake River empties into the sai 
tional section 32, township 144 north, range 26 west; then 
river along the low-water mark on the right bank thereof to 
fractional section 29 where the line intersects the low-wa' 
Leech Lake; thence in a northwesterly and southwesterly d ae 
lowing the contours of said lake at low-water mark to the po.s' *')., 
water mark on the shore of said lake on the northeast bou! y stone A 
ceded Leech Lake Indian Reservation on section line between vc iis 
and 8, township 143 north, range 29 west; thence in a south"™ 


nal forest 


r . 
poses 














1908. 





; n following the contours of said lake at low-water mark to the 
said lake at the southwestern extremity of Ottertail Point; 
suthwesterly in a direct line to the southern extremity of sec- 
in township 143 north, range 31 west; thence in a westerly 

, along the contour of said lake to the southwestern extremity 
, 26 in said township; thence in a northerly and westerly 

. along the contour of said lake at low-water mark to a point 
» center line through section 2, running in a north and south 
in township 143 north, range 31 west, intersects the low-water 
Leech Lake; thence northerly through the middle of said sec- 
the shore of a small lake at low-water mark; thence along the 
e of said lake at low-water line to a point where the section 
een sections 35 and 36, township 144 north, range 31 west, 

ter low-water mark of said lake on north shore; thence north- 

‘ ection line between sections 35, 36, 25, and 26 to the low-water 

ma the shore of a small lake; thence northerly along the east side 

of ke to a point where the section line between sections 25 and 

6 iT ects the low-water mark of said lake In said township; thence 

nort along the east line of sections 26, 23, and 14 to a point on 

the east line of section 14, 20 chains north of the southeast corner of 

s 14; thence west 20 chains; thence north 20 chains; thence west 
4) ns: thence northerly along the east side of a small lake to a 
point ere the center line running in a north and south direction 
thr : 


——ae ae Oe 


a“ 


tion 14 intersects the north side of said lake at low-water 
k nee northerly along the center line of said section through 
a n 11 to the quarter corner between sections 2 and 11 of said town- 


ship nee westerly to a point 20 chains west of the northwest corner 
of section 11; thence north 40 chains; thence west 20 chains; thence 
north to a point where the center line running in a north and south 
direct in section 3 intersects the township line between townships 144 
and 145 north, range 31 west; thence westerly to the quarter quarter 
corner on the township line in the southeast quarter of section 34 in 
township 145 north, range 31 west; thence north 20 chains; thence 
west 40 iins; thence north 20 chains; thence west 20 chains to the 
‘ ner between sections 33 and 34 in said township and range; 
t » northerly along the east line of sections 33, 28, 21, and 16 in 
said vnship to a point where it intersects the right of way of the 
Great Northern Railway as at present located; thence easterly along 
said right of way to a point where it intersects the shore of Cass Lake 
f W ter mark in section 15, township 145 north, range 31 west; 


ther therly along the west shore of Cass Lake and the south, 
west 1 north shore of Allens Bay and the northwest shore of Cass 
Lake a point along the contour of said lake at low-water mark at 
the head of the Mississippi River, approximately in section 21, town- 
§ north, range 30 west; thence easterly along the right bank 
‘ * to a point where the range line between ranges 29 and 30 
‘ intersects said river; thence northerly along the range line to the 
northwest corner of section 19 in township 147 north, range 29 west; 
thence easterly along the north line of sections 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 
2 said township and along the north side of sections 19 and 20 in 
t p 147 north, range 28 west, to a point where said line intersects 
t eft bank of Third River at low-water mark; thence northerly along 
the right bank of Third River to the counter line at low-water mark of 
the lake formed by the waters of Third River; thénce southeasterly 
and northerly along the contour line of said like to the point of begin- 
ning; and it is the intent of this act to include in said national forest 
and make a part thereof all that certain territory and land which has 


heretof been selected by the Forester of the Department of Agricul- 
ture as the ten sections situated in townships 144, 145, and 146 north, 
ranges 30 and 31 west of the fifth meridian in Minnesota, and designated 
as being the ten sections referred to and authorized to be selected by 
section 2 of the act approved June 27, 1902, being chapter 1157, United 
States Statutes at Large, volume 32, entitled “An act to amend an 


t entitled ‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota,’” approved January 14, 1889; and 
also all the islands in Cass Lake in the State of Minnesota. 
\nd in addition to the lands and territory above described, the lands 
scribed by section 2 of said act of June 27, 1902, as follows: “ One 
ndred and sixty acres at the extremity of Sugar Point, on Leech 
ike, and the peninsula known as ‘ Pine Point,’ on which the new 
Agency is now located,” shall be included in and are 
a part of said national forest: Provided, That this act 
1 any manner abridge the right of citizens to the use of the 
iorthwesterly shores of Cass Lake. 


» sale of the merchantable pine timber upon the above- 
id outside of said ten sections and said islands and 
conformity with the provisions of said act above enti- 
. eserving 10 per cent of such timber from sale, said 10 
*r cent to be designated. by the Forester of the United States Depart- 





islands and points, the said Forester is authorized, under 


e of so much of the standing timber thereon as he may 
> and advisable in the conduct of a national forest: Provided, 








. | & commission of three persons shail at once be appointed, con- 
a of one person to be designated by the President, one by the 
Hecretary . 


of wh y of the Interior, and one by a general council of the Indians 
he Winibigoshish, Cass Lake, Chippewas of the Mississippi Reserva- 








rent at L ch Lake Reservation, to be held under the direction of the | 
proceed f eech Lake Indian Agency; and said commissioners shall 
ie aoe ith to appraise the value of the 5 r cent of timber 
“An act t re served from sale by the provisions of said act entitled 
tion of the amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief and civiliza- 
January 1 “ippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,’” approved 
provision ‘s 1889, and the 10 ee cent hereafter reserved under the 
the un AN _B his act, and the timber upon said ten sections and upon 
tain the or lated lands on said islands and points, and shall ascer- 
act and ¢ reage of actual land included under the provisions of this 
under the the estimated value of said 5 per cent of timber reserved 
for the ‘ : d act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
Minne te and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
under thig a approved January 14, 1889, and the 10 per cent reserved 
tions ar - and the estimated value of timber upon said ten sec- 
to the sum ~ the ae a lands on said islands and points, 
equal to @tone values of the timber so estimated shall add an amount 
priated which, tor each and every acre of land not otherwise appro- 
certify the they find covered by the provisions of this act, and shall 
nated in t} te to the Secretary of the Interior. The Indians desig- 
without on * Section, acting through a representative who shall serve 


nsation, to be named by them at the time of their ap- 
* commissioner herein, shall have sixty days in which 
President of the United States from the findings of 
hers, as certified to the Secretary of the Interior. At 


Polttment of 1 
) appeal t 


1 
tld comm} 


Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to pro- | 


\griculture; and as to the timber upon said ten sections | 


and regulations as he may prescribe from time to time to | 
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| vations. 


| of this land was disposed of under the Nelson Act. 


6425 


the end of said sixty days, if no appeal has been taken or if an appeal 
has been taken, then, upon the determination thereof by the Presi- 
dent, the Secretary of the Interior shall certify the amount found by 
said commissioners, or if modified by the President the amount deter- 
mined by him, to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall thereupon 
place such amount to the credit of all the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota as a part of the permanent fund of said “All of 
the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota” provided for in an 
act of Congress entitled “An act for the relief and civilization of the 
Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,’ approved January 14, 
1889, and the acts supplementary thereto, and the amounts so certi- 
fied to the Secretary of the Treasury shall draw interest at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, pursuant to the terms of said acts. 


Sec. 3. That any Indian having an allotment within the limits of 
the national forest created by this act is hereby authorized to relin- 


quish such allotment and permitted to take another allotment in lieu 
thereof outside such national forest, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior; and the allotments of any deceased Indians 
located within the boundaries of said national forest shall not here- 
after be disposed of under section 7 of the act of June 27, 1902 (vol. 
82, Stat. L., p. 245); but the heirs of said deceased Indians shall have 


the right, with the consent of the Secretary of the Interior and 
under such rules as he may prescribe, to relinquish to the United 
States the lands covered by such allotments and to select surveyed, 


unappropriated, unreserved l@nd within the limits of any of the ceded 
Indian lands in the State of Minnesota and outside of the national 
forest hereby created in lieu of the land covered by such allotments; 
and the lands so relinquished by the Indians or their heirs shall 
thereupon become part of the said national forest. And the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized on request of the Forester 
of the Department of Agriculture to purchase such relinquishments 
from said Indians or their heirs and to pay for the same from any 
moneys received, after the appraisal of timber herein provided for, 
on account of the sale of timber from the national forest hereby 
created, or from the sale of any other products or the use of any 
lands or resources thereof. 

Sec. 4. That all land in any of said reservations, the Winibigo- 
shish Indian Reservation, Cass Lake Indian Reservation, Chippewas of 
the Mississippi Reservation, or Leech Lake Indian Reservation, not in 
cluded in the national forest hereby created as above described, here- 
tofore classified or designated as agricultural lands, is hereby declared 


to be open to homestead settlement; and any of said land which 
has been classified as timber land shall be open to homestead settle 
ment as soon and as fast as the timber is removed therefrom, in con- 


formity with the homestead law, except that none of said lands shall 
be disposed of except on payment of $1.25 per acre. 

Sec. 5. That all moneys received from the sale of timber from any 
of the lands set aside by this act for a national forest, prior to the 
appraisal herein provided for, including all moneys received for timber 
under sales made by the Secretary of the Interior as authorized by 
existing laws and section 2 of this act. shall be placed to the credit 


of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, as provided for in 


an act of Congress entitled “An act for the relief and civilization of 
the Cotpoews Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved January 
14, 1889, and the acts supplementary thereto, and shall draw interest 


at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, pursuant to the terms of said 
acts; and after said appraisal the national forest hereby created, as 
above described, shall be subject to all general laws and regulations 
from time to time governing national forests, so far as said laws and 
reguiations may be applicable thereto. 

Sec. 6. That the commissioners provided for herein shall receive 
a compensation of $10 per day each for each and every day actually 
spent upon the work herein provided for, which shall be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, 
and no commissioner shall be paid for more than ten days’ service. 

Sec. 7. None of the Indian graves now upon any of the islands or 
points referred to in this act shall be disturbed and the Indians shall 
continue to have the right to bury their dead at such places as they 
have heretofore used for that purpose, under the rules and regulations 
to be prescribed by the Forest Service. 


Sec. 8 That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind 
the United States to purchase any of the land in said reservations 
excluded from the reserve created by this act, or to dispose of said 


land, except as provided by the act of January 14, 1889, entitled “An 
act for the reliet and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State 
of Minnesota,” and an act of June 27, 1902, entitled “An act 
au act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota,” or the provisions of this act: or to guarantee to 
find purchasers for said lands or any portion thereof, it being the 
intention of this act that the United States shall act as trustee for 
said Indians to dispose of the said lands and the timber thereon, and 
to dispose of the proceeds thereof, as provided in said acts, only when 
received from the sale of the timber and the lands, as therein provided. 
Amend the title so as to read: “An act amending the act of Janu- 
ary 14, 1889, and acts amendatory thereof, and for other purposes.” 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


to amend 





Is a second demanded? 
A second is demanded, Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Linpseren] is entitled to 


iwenty minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wur- 
LIAMS] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, in 1889 Congress passed 
what was known as the “Nelson Act,” which authorized the 
appointment of a commission of three by the President of the 
United States to confer with the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota for the relinquishment of all their reserva- 
tions except certain parts of White Earth and Red Lake reser- 
The Commission was appointed under that act by 
the President, and in 1890, after many conferences with the 
Indians, they ceded all of the lands to the United States, and 
those lands were thrown open to settlement where they were 
agricultural lands, and timber lands were subject to the sale 
of the timber on the land and after the timber should be 
removed the land should be open to settlement, to be paid 
for by the homesteaders at the rate of $1.25 an acre. A part 
In 1902 
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there 
Act.” That act provides that there should be a forest reserve 
amounting to approximately 235,000 acres carved out of the 
lands remaining at that time. 

Under the Nelson Act the village of Cass Lake was estab- 
lished on the shores of Cass Lake. A land office was there 
established and the village grew to have about 1,500 people. 
When -this Morris Act was passed the Forestry Commission se- 


leeted the 235,000 acres immediately adjoiming the village, so as | 
sidents of that village from the advantages of | 


to cut out the re 
the settlement of the country adjacent. There was no provision 
.made in the Morris Act for a settlement with the Indians for 
the lands which were taken for this forest reserve. The object 
of the present bill is to reduce that forest reserve by something 
like 70,000 acres 
that is, the agricultural lands therein. 
there may be that have pine on them the timber is to be sold 
off the land at public auction, after it is appraised, at not less 
than $5 a thousand. As a matter of fact the timber on other 
parts of the reservation under the auction sales, I think, have 
sold as high as $11 a thousand. 

There is to be retained in this reservation 10 per cent of the 
timber, which, I think, are known as “mother” trees, for re- 
seeding the ground, and that will conserve the forest. These 
lands are at the head of the Mississippi River and are sufted 
for that purpose. There are many lakes there that the forest 
will conserve the waters in. This act of 1902 stopped all prog- 
ress of the settlement of that country and appropriated this 


land without making any provision for settlement with the | 


Indians. if this act passes it authorizes a credit to the Indians 
for these lands at the rate which was established to be paid by 
the settlers, $1.25, after they have lived upon the land and 
proved up under the homestead laws. The Indians have been 
dissatisfied all the time since the Morris Act was passed on ac- 
count of the holding up of this land without any provision 
whatever being made for them. The Government will have to 
pay for the 10 per cent reserve of timber at the appraised 
value, and after that, of course, what remains will be a part of 
the reserve, and as the timber may be disposed of on that, 
under the Forestry Commission, whatever that brings will be 
credited to the Forestry Department. This is a plain state- 
ment of the facts that are covered in this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, in a general way I doubt the early effectiveness 
of acquiring forest reserves and placing them under the abso- 


lute exclusive supervision of the Government to the exclusion | 
I believe the policy should be | 


of everything and everybody. 
materially changed so as to look forward to a broad policy of 
general supervision of all forests, public and private, by a regu- 
lation of the curting of the timber and the prevention of destruc- 
tion by fires, something along the lines established in the Scan- 
dinavian, German, and in some of the other progressive coun- 
tries. 

I know the question will be raised as to the right of the Gen- 
eral Government to interfere with the individual ownership of 
private property. The discussion of the legal question is im- 
material with this bill; but in passing I can not refrain from 


saying that it is everywhere conceded that the preservation of | 


the forests is material to the general good, not only for a 
uniform and permanent supply of timber, but also to attract 
moisture and thereby in a measure regulate the water fall. 
that is admitted, and it seems that it must be, it follows that 
he preservation of the timber is of such general importance 
that the regulation of its cutting is within the constitutional 
control of the Government. 

If the private ownership has divested the Government of 
the immediate right to directly interfere in the regulation of the 


removal of timber from the forests, it still has the right of | 


eminent domain to accomplish that which is universally re 
quited. The Government has the power to do anything essen- 
tial to the general public. If it ean not now fix rules and regu- 
lations for the cutting and general care of timber on private 
lands, it may acquire that right through condemnation proceed- 
ings, and as it would not be the policy to appropriate the 
ownership, but merely to regulate the manner of its use, and 
that fer the purpose of conserving the timber, the measure of 
damages for Such control would not be so great as to seriously 
threaten the Government Treasury. On the contrary, such a 
system would be far less expensive than that which is now in 
contemplation by the Forestry Department. 


The Government can not in the present condition of things | 


take the exclusive ownership of sufficient forests to serve the 
needs of the country with such effectiveness as may be done by 
regulating the removal of timber from all forests. 

It is one thing to conserve timber already growing in the 
diversity of stages from the first germination of the seed 


was passed by Congress what is known as the “ Morris 


and open those 70,000 acres for settliement— | 
Whatever timber lands | 


If | 


May 
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through to the matured tree, and quite another to plant and cy). 
tivate forests or preserve an ample supply by acquiring the 
exclusive ownership of special forests. Under the latter cys. 
tem there must be carved out selected districts to the determent 
| of adjacent communities, and these districts of necessity are far 
removed from the people in general, while under the forier 
system the forests will continue interspersed as nature origi. 
nally contributed to us. 

I dv not consider that we are justified in levying a tax upon 
the general public to conserve forests in ordinary places for 
park purposes, to cater to the enjoyment of a comparative few 
who can afford to make long trips to visit these reserves. I do 
net of course complain of, but prefer, to approve the mainte. 
| nance by the nation of the great natural, beautiful scenery spots 
of our country, like the Yellowstone, Yosemite, and several other 
places, some of much lesser note and magnificence. But I do 
not believe in creating at general expense park systems, except 
under exceptional conditions, where they are not practically 
available to the general public. 

I now yield five minutes 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAMMOND. How many acres are there in the forest 
reserve now? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Two hundred and thirty-five thousand. 

Mr. HAMMOND. How many acres are supposed to be opened 
| for settlement under this bill? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Approximately 70,000 acres. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The balance will remain in the forest re 
serve? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. ‘The balance will remain in the forest re 
serve as originally provided. 

Mr. HAMMOND. And what is the character of the 70.0% 
acres of land which is now proposed to be opened for settle 
ment? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. That is partly agricultural land and 
partly timber, pine of the various kinds that grow out there. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Do you know what proportion of it is 
covered with pine? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I do not, but a considerable portion of it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Why is there any pine land included in 
the land to be opened for settlement? Why is more than agri- 
cultural land included? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Because they have selected out one con- 
pact body that includes more or less pine land. This compact 
body is around the village of Cass Lake. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Is all the land near Cass Lake? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Cass Lake village. There are ten set: 
tions that are already made reserve around Cass Lake. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Can the gentleman state the number of 
acres of the pine land ineluded in the 70,000 acres to be opened 
for settlement? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I ean not. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I will. . 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I understand that this land at this 
time belongs to the Government. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. At this time it belongs to the Goverl- 
| ment under the treaty-——— 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. This land is situated at the heat: 
waters of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. This land is situated at the headwaters 
of the Mississippi; yes. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. And under the bill that you have 
called up you make provision for the cutting of the greater par 
of the timber upon these 70,000 acres? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. That has mostly been cut already. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Now, how can you reconcile 
proposition with the general effort that is being mace. 
through this country to try to conserve or preserve these 1 
ests? . 

Mr. LINDBERGH. The legal rights in this case were Sx 
by the Morris Act, and we are simply increasing by this ac' bs 
amount of timber that the forest reserve people can ! a 
Under the Morris Act it was 5 per cent, which was estab!isseé, 
and in this act it is 10 per cent. ae 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Yet you are providing for the cutting 
of the greater part of this timber. The gentleman is aware © 
the fact that bills are pending here before Congress now *" 
ing the United States Government to buy millions of acres ® 
land in order that the forests may be preserved, and looks 
the protection of navigable streams? st) say 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, ! W! the 
that the timber authorized to be cut does not belong % 
United States, 
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\re REALL of Texas. To whom does it belong? 

‘1 TAWNEY. To the Indians. 

\{, STEPHENS of Texas. I will state further that it is 
mer ntable timber, as I understand it. 

\ rAWNEY. It is what the expert foresters call ripe 
i LINDBERGH. A large part of this land is in the dis- 
tri t my colleague [Mr. Steenerson], and I yield five min- 
ites TO Hin. 
wat S *EENERSON. Mr. Speaker, this is a very meritorious 
bil ‘and I think the gentlemen who have asked these questions 
oot familiar with its provisions and with the history of 


ao cislation concerning these lands. In 1889 all of these 
ionds were ceded by the Indians to the United States in trust 


for the Indians. The act provided that they should be examined 
and classified into two arbitrary classes, namely, all lands con- 
taining any pine trees were classified as pine lands. If there 
y one tree on any subdivision of a section, it would be 


wert ‘ee 
The other lands were classified as 


classified as “ pine land.” 
“egricultural land.” 
land should be opened to homestead at $1.25 an acre, and the 
indians should get the $1.25. As to the pine trees, they were to 
be appraised and sold at a minimum price, in the original bill, 


of $3 per thousand, but in the amended bill of 1902 at the 
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The bill provided that all agricultural | 


minimum price of $4 and $5 a thousand, according to whether it | 


was Norway or white pine. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
to ask a question? 
Mr. STEENERSON. Certainly. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
timber, it was only the matured timber that was to be cut? 
Am I correct in that? 
Mr. STEENERSON. 


Will the gentleman permit me 


I think so. I will explain further. 


The timber was originally sold with the land, but in the Morris | 
Act of 1902, these lands not having been disposed of, having | 


been held back for the reason that the Government desired to 
have them disposed of under another plan, which plan was 


provided for in the act of 1902, by which the Secretary of the | 


Interior was to sell the pine on a bank scale. That bill was 


the first law that contemplated a separation of the trees from | 


timber at an estimate, and then when the, 
were scaled by Government scalers and paid #or according to 
the number of feet in the bank scale. The Indians got all the 
Then, when the timber was all cut off, the lands 
were subject to homestead at $1.25 an acre, and the Indians 
were to get that. 

But the Morris Act provided, in the spirit that now is popular, 
to conserve the forests by reserving 200,000 acres of the finest 
pine lands up there as a forest reserve, although, as you have 
seen from my statement, the Indians owned both the land and 
the pine, which was simply held in trust for them by the Gov- 
ernment, to be disposed of as above indicated. On this forest 
reserve 5 per cent of the pine trees were to be left for reforesta- 
tion, and also all the pine on the islands in Cass Lake, which 
ire timbered with beautiful trees, and also on ten sections of 
land surrounding the lake, also timbered with pine. ‘The boun- 
daries of the reserve were not fixed in the law, but were to be 
marked out by the Forestry Service. Then all the other pine— 
that is, 95 per cent of the trees outside of the islands and the 
ten sections—were to be sold at auction and at bank scale, as I 
have stated, and that has largely been done and the timber re- 


proceeds. 


loved, except the ten sections and the islands and another sec- | 


“on where the agency is located. On these not a pine tree has 
been touched. 

Now, then, the question arose, Who shall compensate the 
Indians for their property? Of course after the Indians had 
ceded these lands to the United States, to be disposed of as 
indicated and the proceeds placed to their credit, the United 
States should not, contrary to the treaty, appropriate their 
Property permanently as a forest reserve. The Government 


could not equitably establish a permanent forest reserve out of | 


Somebody else’s property. So this bill comes in here and says 
that the 5 per cent left standing shall belong to the Govern- 


lhent and be a part of the permanent forest reserve and the | 


uncut timber shall be preserved for the future and only used 
under the administration of the Forest Service. 

oe 'S 2 Commission appointed by this bill, one representa- 
“ve to be selected by the Indians interested in this property 
and the ¢ ther two by the Secretary of the Interior, who are to 
—s the value of the remnant of the pine—that is, the 
trist fm ons—and the Indians are to be credited in their 
forest unds with the amount of that appraisement. Now, the 
ished reser" e, which was originally 220,000 acres, is dimin- 
“ted by this bill, as has been shown, about 60,000 or 70,000 


the land, so that the Secretary of the ‘the A was to sell the | 


were cut they | 5 
| tlement after allotment to the Indians. 
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acres. Those 60,000 or 70,000 acres are in the immediate vicin- 
ity of Cass Lake. Now, I want to make myself clear on the 
question asked by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Ham- 
MOND], who is familiar with the whole matter, being a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Public Lands; and I will state to him 
that the 70,000 acres that are thrown open to settlement by this 
act—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do you want a minute or two? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I would like to have a minute or two 
more. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I desire to say in the time allotted to 
me by the gentleman from Mississippi that these 70,000 acres 
that are open to settlement are perhaps some of them pine 
Jands, but under the original act that pine will be sold, and will 
be sold at auction, and then will be measured by bank scale, 
and the Indians will get every dollar that they will bring at a 
correct measurement. Then the land, after the pine is re- 
moved, is subject to homestead at $1.25 an agre. So that there 
is no pine to be disposed of on the land under the homestead 
law. That comes in the other provision, and I think it answers 
the question of the gentleman from Minnesota {[Mr. HAMMoNpD]. 
I will say, in conclusion, that this is a very meritorious meas- 





| ure, which will preserve the forest at the headwaters of the 
With reference to cutting that | : he 


Mississippi, and the interests of the Government are very care- 
fully guarded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Hackney]. 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, being on the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs which investigated this bill 
when it came before that committee, I took occasion to famil- 
iarize myself somewhat with the situation. 

The title of this bill is a little misleading. It is not an act 
creating a national forest. The national forest was created 
under the act of June 27, 1902. 

In 1889 Congress provided for opening this reservation to set- 
Then before the lands 


| were disposed of under that act the other act was passed, which 
| set apart as a4 national forest reserve substantially all the lands 
| mentioned in this bill, making in the aggregate about 235,000 





acres of land. Provision was made for cutting timber, as has 
been stated by the gentleman from Minnesota, leaving a suffi- 
cient quantity to cover the timber lands. Now, as has been 
stated, there has been considerable difference of opinion and 
considerable conflict, you might say, in the matter of adjusting 
the national forests with the settlements there. 

For instance, on the west side of the reservation towns have 
grown up, and by reason of the existence of the forest reserve 
they have been shut out entirely from any source of income or 
trade, and this condition is sought to be remedied by this legis- 
lation. There is an ample quantity left after reducing the limits 
of the forest reserve, and Mr. Pinchot, the Forester, after a 
thorough examination of the matter, suggested that change. 
Therefore the bill throws open to settlement about 70,000 acres 
on the west side. The lines marked in red on this map which 
I have here indicated the boundaries as they were, but they 
have been changed somewhat. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Almost all of that 70,000 acres is agricul- 
tural land, is it not? 
Mr. HACKNEY. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not forest? 

Mr. HACKNEY. It is not land proper for a forest reserve. 
Now, if it were an original proposition to buy land for a forest 
reserve, there might be a difference of opinion as to the consti- 
tutional power of the Government; but here are the Indian 
lands which were opened to settlement in 1SS9, and then Con- 
gress passed the act of 1902, stopping the settlement and set- 
ting apart those lands for forest-reserve purposes. The simple 
proposition comes up to us now, Shall we pay for what we have 
got? We have this national forest; it is a forest reserve cre- 
ated by that act; the land is in the possession of the Govern- 
ment, as the act of 1902 provides that from the time of taking 
over it should thenceforth be a national forest reserve, the 
same as though created by any other act of Congress or by 
proclamation. This is a simple process of getting out of a 
somewhat complicated and unpleasant situation there with re- 
spect to the Indian rights, on the one hand, and the rights of 
settlers on the other, and the question of good faith of thea Gov- 
ernment as well, 


Yes: that fact was shown to the committee. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. 





It is true, is it not, that the question of the 


boundary of this reserve has been in dispute between the citi- | 
| shall rise and respectfully address the C 
| Sires to 
| from 


zens of that part of the State of Minnesota and the forest- 
reserve officials ever since the act was passed or the forest 
reserve selected under it? 

Mr. HACKNEY. 
that dispute entirely. 
metes and bounds, so that there will be no further question 
in the future. 
growth has been thoroughly safeguarded along lines wholly 
suggested by the Forester himself, so that the friends of na- 
tional forests ought not to feel any apprehension about passing 
this bill. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Has this proposition been entirely ap- 
proved by the Forest Service? 

Mr. HACKNEY. Yes. 

Mr. STEENERSON. And the boundary fixed by them? 

Mr. HACKNEY. Fixed by Mr. Pinchot and Senator CLapp. 
That proof was submitted to the Indian Affairs Committee. I 
believe that the bill is in every respect meritorious and ought 
to pass, and therefore I favor it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 
of the questions asked about this bill there is some misappre- 
hension in regard to its provisions on the part of a portion of 
the Members of this House. 


by this bill. 
there are different timber cuts provided for. 


As to different portions of the forest reserve, 
On the largest 


proportion of the tract the timber cut is 95 per cent, leaving | 
On another por- | 
tion of the tract the timber cut is 90 per cent, leaving 10 per | 


5 per cent to be paid for by the Government. 


cent to be paid for by the Government. On another portion, a 


much smaller proportion of the whole, all the timber is reserved | 


by the Government for forest purposes, and all of this timber 
will be paid for by the Government. 
There is, then, carried on the part of this measure two lia- 


bilities—the liability of the Government for the land and the | 
liability of the Government for the timber—and the terms under | 


which the timber and the lands are to be paid for are all pro- 
vided in the bill. 


the timber is concerned for which the Government assumes 


liability to the Indians, the value of that is to be fixed by a | 


commission to be appointed according to the terms of this 
Imeasure, 


This reserve lies at the headwaters of the Mississippi River, | 


and if there is any portion of the United States where a forest 
reserve ought to be established, it is in the land about the 
sources of this mighty stream. 


This is not an original proposition, as has been stated by the | 
gentleman from Missouri, for the purchase of land for a forest | 


reserve, but it is a sequestration of an’ Indian reservation for 
this purpose, and as the Government takes the Indian reserva- 


tion, as a matter of course, the Government will pay the In- | 


dians for the land taken. 
Now, as to the original designation of the land for a forest 
reserve, 


by the act that we are now considering. 


As to that portion of the land on which all of the timber is | 
reserved by the Government, the bill provides that the cutting | 
on this land shall be conducted under the direction of the For- | 


ester of the Government, so that the whole purposes of the bill 
are entirely meritorious, 
parties—that is, of the Indians and of the United States—are 
ampl¥ conserved, and as to the remainder of the lands thrown 
open for settlement, the Government acts as trustee for the In- 
dians for the purpose of making a sale, but in no sense will it 
assume any liability to purchase any of the land directed to be 
sold. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, upon the statement of the facts 


of the case, that the misapprehensions indicated by some of the | 


questions propounded should be removed, and that this bill, 
which in all respects perfectly safeguards the rights of both 
the Indians and of the United States, and which merely carries 
out a contract heretofore made between the Government and 
these Indians, ought to be passed by this House. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the other day the Chair ruled 
that under the peculiar special rule under which we are oper- 
ating a motion to suspend the rules “suspended all rules.” 
But for that ruling I should not have presumed that a motion 
to suspend the rules suspended the rules of courtesy and de- 
cency prevailing between Members of Congress and gentlemen 
on the floor. 
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That statement is correct, and this settles | 
This bill establishes the boundary by | 


Every matter relating to the timber and its | 


| upon the gentleman from Mississippi for the third time aq 


Mr. Speaker, I think from the character 


The land that will be included in | 
the forest reserve has, in large measure, been selected hereto- | 
fore, but the formal establishment of the forest reserve is made | 





So far as the land is concerned, the Govern- | 
ment pays for that at the rate of $1.25 per acre, and so far as | 





that was under the acts heretofore passed by this | 
House, but the formal establishment of the forest reserve is | 


and the rights of the contracting | 





May 16, 


There is a rule of the House which in substance is: 
When a gentleman desires to interrupt another who is speaking, he 
4 hair and announce that he , 
interrupt, and the Chair shall say, “Does the gent 
yield to the gentleman from a 
A moment ago, upon page 335 of the reporter’s notes, as < nt 
from the House stenographer’s room to me, the gentleman froy 
Mississippi [Mr. Witt1aMs] rose and turning himself to ho 
gentleman in the chair, temporarily taking the Speaker's pl 08 
Mr. Daze.1, of Pennsylvania, said, “ Mr. Speaker.” The con, 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] continued to speak, and the 
Speaker in the chair paid no attention to the gentleman f m 
Mississippi. Whereupon the gentleman from Mississippi 
further along after more remarks from the gentleman from ( dhio, 
said, for the second timé, obeying the rule, “Mr. Speaker.” 
The gentleman in the chair still ignored the gentleman from 
Mississippi and disobeyed the rule of the House, which made 
it his duty to ask whether the gentleman from Ohio consented 
to the interruption of the gentleman from Mississippi, wh 


in 


m 


Y, 
O- 


| dressed the Chair, respectfully claiming attention, and said: 


“Mr. Speaker.” 

The Speaker pro tempore, the gentleman from Pennsylyania 
[Mr. DALzELL], paid no attention to that, whereupon the ¢ 
tleman from Ohio said: 

How much more time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

This was after the third respectful attempt to get the atten- 
tion of the Speaker pro tempore, without any notice by the 
Chair, although the Speaker pro tempore had each time heard. 
The Speaker pro tempore replied: 

The gentleman has four minutes and a half. 

Whereupon the gentleman from Ohio replied: 

Oh, well, that is time enough. 

Time enough for what? I presume, if he meant anything, to 


| hear and answer the question which the gentleman from Missis- 
| sippi 


[Mr. Witi1AMs] desired to propound. Whereupon the 
gentleman from Mississippi, according to the Recorp, said: 


Without any reference to the President’s utterances at all and refer- 
ring now to his deeds, does the gentleman, a Representative of the 
people of a district in the State of Ohio—the American people—give 


his approval— 
And there ee interrupted by the gentleman from Ohio, 
who said: 


Oh, Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield to the gentleman from Mississipp! 
for a speech. 


Whereupon the gentleman from Mississippi said: 
I am not making a speech. I am asking a question—whether the 


| act of the Executive establishing a commission without the autlx 
| of Congress— 


And there he was again interrupted by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore, not by the gentleman from Ohio, the gentleman from O10 
having consented to an interruption publicly. The Speaker pro 
tempore says: 

The gentleman from Mississippi is out of order. 
from; Ohio declines to yield. 


The gentleman from Mississippi replied, as was the trut, 


The gentleman 


| proven by the Recorp read: 


The gentleman from Ohio has yielded. 

Whereupon the gentleman from Ohio replied: 

I yielded for a question, but not for a four-minute speech. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this statement of the gentleman from 0 
[Mr. Burron] conveyed in it two absolutely—I want ‘0! 
altogether parliamentary and not use language whicl t 
true, might be insulting—incorrect statements. The trst \ 
that I was trying to make a speech, when I was no! 
making a brief and simply inquiry, as the Recorp dis 
the second incorrect statement was that I was four ™ 
doing so. 

I have since read over aloud to myself, timing 
my watch, all of my remarks made, including the last one, 
ing that “the gentleman from Ohio had yielded,” \ 
more time than the obviously plain language necessar} 
my question, and it was one-eighth of a minute less | 
minute. In other words, the gentleman, after yield 
question, when the question was sufficiently completed | 
known to him, shut me off so that he could evade a 
the pretense that I was taking four minutes when | \ 
seven-eighths of one minute, and under the prete 
was trying to interpret a speech, which was obvic 
fact. Now, if there is a Member of this House w’ 
that the President of the United States, as the Exe 
the right to establish a commission without any aut 
dependently of his utterances in subsequently sayins °° 
continue it in existence whether Congress consented «' %° I 
who denies that he did thus illegally establish a col» ission, 


wold 
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) sstablcaaieesttalcam 
. that gentleman to arise upon his feet at this or any | necessarily no dispute.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
| go to the people of his district in indorsement of that That is dog translation. but it is, for this case, tolerably good. 
Executive usurpation or in denial of the fact. | Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, there being no opposition 
ot, however, now so much dwelling upon the fact that | to the bill, I shall now yield the rest of my time to the ge ntle- 
eman from Ohio evaded a reply and, after yielding, | man from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. 
) answer, nor upon the action of the gentleman tem-| Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield two or three 
in the chair, who took the bit into his own mouth and | minutes to me? 
that the gentleman had not yielded, after he had| Mr. TAWNEY. How much time does the gentleman desire? 
s I am upon a grave and important question of cour- | Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Two or three minutes. ' 
veen Members upon this floor. Mr. Speaker, I never| Mr. TAWNEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
to yield upon the floor except by replying courteously | Ohio. 
ly to the request that I either did not have time or did | Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the gentle- 
* to yield; but after I have yielded I have always | man from Mississippi should be suffering from so discontented 
. good faith and have answered, or attempted to answer, |a spirit to-day. I trust he will regain his equanimity and his 
the stion. The statement that I was either taking “four | temper, and then we shall proceed with the orderly and rational 
- “making a speech” is absolutely incorrect, as the | transaction of business. When I had four minutes remaining, 
ws, and was imcorrect, as the gentleman from Ohio | 2nd desired to explain a bill before the House, of importance to 
BuRTON] knew, and was imeorrect as the gentleman oceu- | the country, I yielded to the gentleman from Mississippi for a 
| - the Speaker’s seat at the time also did know, or else | question. According to his own admission he had proceeded 
\ ve known if he had been watching the proceedings of | for one mimute, lacking one-eighth, and the indications were 
the House. | that, like the brook, he would go on forever. [Applause and 
Mr. Speaker, I submit that however partisan we may be | laughter on the Republican side. | Ae’ 5 
n this floor, we de not by any special rule suspend the} Mr- WILLIAMS. There was no indication of that sort. 
rules of courtesy and decency between Members in connection Mr. BURTON of Ohio. On those indications it seemed to 
with rruptions. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Br RTON] | me I was not under any obligation to yield any longer time. 
had desired not to submit to an interruption, his method of | What may have happened at the beginning with reference to 
procedure was plain. He could have said, “On account of the | the failure of the Speaker pro tempore to recognize him for 
vity of time allotted me,” or on account of anything or | ® question I do not recall, or did not notice, but, as regards the 





he need not have given any reason—*“I decline to be 
interrupted.” But in way of bravado and insolent challenge 
he asked, “ How much time have I left?” and, the Speaker pro 


ore having replied “ Four minutes and a half,” he replied | 
Whereupon | 
. ‘ . . . . s . | 
eman from Mississippi, being informed that it was | 


ontemptuously, “ Oh, well, that is time enough.” 
the gent 
time enough, made his interrogatory, or proeeeded to try to 
it, and was substantially at the end of it when the gen- 
tleman from Ohio said that he declined to yield “for a speech.” 


Mr. Speaker, upon the merits of this particular bill, for fear 


my position in demanding a second may be misunderstood, I | 
understand from the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sreprens], | 
who has had long serviee upon the Indian Affairs Committee, | 


who is thoroughly honest and absolutely careful and very indus- 
trious in the investigation of all bills before the committee, that 
the bill owght to pass, and I shall vote for it. I have merely 

en this much of my time for the purpose of dwelling upon the 
incident which happened and calling the attention of the House to 


it. Mr. Speaker, I will not be aceused by any Member upon the | ., ; 
| tion now? 


Repub! 


can side of this House even, no matter how bitter parti- 
fee] 


I have read the Recorp. 


SAT 


Those are the reporter’s notes. 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] made a few 


ir} 


. | suppose, intended an arrog 
ment, or at least of superior achievement, upon his own part, 
because he is not the sort of a man, as EF take it, who would 
in violating the old axiom that “the pot ought not to 
call the kettle black.” 
‘am willing to stand before the country in some degree of 
ris with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burtron] as 
hievements.” Neither one of us has ever achieved 
it | knew of, but I, at any rate, never achieved defeat 
lacy for mayor of my own village with the Federal 
tion behind me as he did. 
And if I had ever run for the place of mayor of the 
ich I live, I believe the people of my town might 
e elected me to that office. 

‘cre the hammer fell.} 
LLIAMS. Did the Speaker strike for the purpose of 
= some gentleman to interrupt me or because my time 


ence < 


indulge 


regards ‘ 


, ste SPEAKER. The Chair was in error. The gentleman 
we Ohe Ininute remaining. 
ILLIAMS. Mr. 


\r 


-_ © Speaker, I heard several remarks, 


sent or groans, I am not certain which, upon the | 


‘ aisle about the time the hammer fell. Is there 


> who has a bona fide interrogatory or courteous | 


fest tO make of me? 
. DOUGLAS, Mr, Speaker, I will make one inquiry of the 
ee. “man. He quoted one well-known metaphor. Does not he 
ited «wet one that is equally as well known and usually 
i = . . Li tin, - de gustibus non est disputandum.” 
a \MS. Yes; and I knew the English, free dog- 


‘ation of it, given by a man who knew no classics, 
disgusting and discourteous things there need be 


ng may have become, of ever having been discourteous. | 
Subse- | 


s about my “lack of achievement,” and in that refer- | 
ition of very much achieve- | 


| 


[Groans on the Repub- | 


latter part of the interruption, I take the full responsibility 
myself [applause on the Republican side], because I declined 
to yield further. 

I am unwilling to enter into any discussion with the gentle- 
man from Mississippi about our achievements. Whatever we 
may have done, whatever modest results may have come from 
our work, are for the House and the country to determine. 
We are all equals here, and I must suggest to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that it is not in accordanee with orderly and 
fair proceeding, when a colleague of his in this House has but 
four minutes remaining, to exhaust one-fourth of that time in 
a question and then to go on with no sign that there would ever 
be any termination of what he has to state. In conclusion, I 
want to say that I trust the gentleman from Mississippi will 
consider this incident dispassionately. J assure him that it shall 
cause no ill will on my part toward Him, but I am convinced 
that I was justified in insisting upon my right not to be further 
interrupted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman submit to an interrup- 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Ido, but I want to make the reserva- 
tion again that it must be a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is a question, but do not take it for 
granted it is not beforehand. Does not the gentleman remem- 
ber that less than two minutes ago that with one minute at my 
disposal I yielded to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveras] 
for a question which involved three-fourths of that one minute? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The gentleman from Mississippi may 
have had nothing to say, or nothing of importance, so that he 
could yield. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the personal. incident between 
the gentleman from Mississippi and the gentleman from Ohio 
| having been now closed, I simply want to recall to the minds 

of the Members of the House the fact that there is a bill be- 
| fore us, upon which we are about to vote, for the permanent 
| establishment of the boundaries of a forest reserve in the State 
of Minnesota. This reserve was created under the act of 1902, 
which boundaries at that time were indefinite and left largely 





to the discretion of the Department. The bill has been unani- 
|} mously reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs. It 
opens to settlement about 70,000 acres of agricultural lands 


heretofore claimed by the Forestry Bureau, and the present 
boundary is fixed in this bill as a result of an agreement be- 
tween the citizens residing in the vicinity of this forest reserve 
and the Forestry Bureau of the Agricultural Department. I 
trust there will be no opposition to the passage of the bill, as 
there was no opposition against the report of the bill from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill as amended. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, in order to save the time of 
the House and encourage the House to further legislation, I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken, and there were—yeas 234, nays 2, 
answered “present” 6, not voting 145, as follows: 


Acheson 
Adair 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Sartholdt 
jartlett, Nev. 
Bates 
Beall, Tex. 
Bed 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Sowers 
Boyd 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
srundidge 
turleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 
Conner 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Dawson 
De Armond 
Denby 
Denver 
Diekema 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Butler 


Adamson 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barclay 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beale. Pa. 
Bell, Ga. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burleson 
Burnett 
syrd 
Cald¢ 
Caldérhead 
Caldwell 
Clark, Fla. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Pa. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Fassett 
Favrot 


YEAS 


Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
wight 
llerbe 
] Mo. 
s, Ores: 


ebright 


il 

nei 

scn 
re hild 

erris 

inley 

itzgerald 

loyd 

ocht 

oster, Ill. 

Foster, Ind. 

Foster, Vt. 

French 

Fuller 

Fulton 

Gaines, Tenn. 

Gaines, W. Va. 

Gardner, N. J. 

Garner 

Garrett 

Gilhams 

Gillespie 

Gillett 

Godwin 

Goebel 

Gordon 

Goulden 

Graft 

Graham 

Granger 

Hackett 

Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 

Hamilton, Iowa 

Hamilton, Mich. 

Hammond 

Harrison 

Haskins 

Haugen 

Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Comin. 

Henry, Tex. 

Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 

Hill, Miss. 

Hinshaw 


1 
LD 
I 
Di 
> 
Ie 
rh 
I 
F 
I 
Ik 
a 


NAY 


Hamlin 


234. 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Huff 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 
Keifer 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lee 
Legare 
Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCall 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLain 
McMorran 
Macon 
Madison 
Maynard 
Mille: 

Moon, ‘Tenn, 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 


S—2. 


Hardy 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. 


Knopf 
Lorimer 


Roberts 


NOT VOTING—145. 


Ilood 

Fordney 
Fornes 

Foss 

Foulkrod 
Fowler 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gill 

Glass 
Goldfogle 
Greene 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Haggott 
Hamill 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hepburn 
Hobson 
Howard 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 

James, Ollie M. 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 

Lassiter 


Law 
Lawrence 
Leake 
Lenahen 
Lewis 

Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McGuire 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
McMillan 
Madden 
Malby 

Mann 
Marshall 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Pearre 
Peters 
Pollard 
Porter 
Powers 
Pratt 
Ransdell, La, 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 


Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Perkins 

Pou 

Pray 

Prince 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mo, 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Weeks 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wood 
Young 


Small 


Rucker 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Sims 

Slemp 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Watson 
Webb 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Woodyard 


So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For this session: 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 


| Hon. Joserpn G. CANNON, 


May 16, 


Until further notice: 

Mr. AMEs with Mr. Betr of Georgia. 

Mr. KINKAID with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. WEBB. 

Mr. WHEELER with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. WEEMS with Mr. Tay tor of Alabama, 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Smita of Michigan with Mr. SHERLEY, 

Mr. PEearreE with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. McGavin with Mr. Rucker. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. Hutz of Iowa with Mr. Ranspety of Louisiana, 

Mr. Hupparp of West Virginia with Mr. LASsITER, 

Mr. Fow ter with Mr. Favror. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. CRAWForRD. 

Mr. Coox of Pennsylvania with Mr. CocKRAN, 

Mr. Coox of Colorado with Mr. CLAYTON, 

Mr. Bovutrett with Mr. Griacs. 

Mr. SmitH of Iowa with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Aprus with Mr. BurLeson. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 

COMMITTEE CHANGES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing letter, which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1908. 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I hereby resign as a member of the Ways and Means 


Committee, and request that my successor be appointed at onc 


Very respectfully, 
JAMES E. Warsoy. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson ]—— 
| Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I think that this is one of 
the mere routine matters of procedure, to which no objection 
should be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The Chair 
announces the following committee appointment: Mr. Cruw- 
PACKER, to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


BROWNSVILLE AND GULF RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
| the present consideration of Senate joint resolution No. %), 
on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] 
asks unanimous consent to take Senate joint resolution No. % 
from the Speaker’s table and pass the same. The Clerk will re 
port the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 90) to amend an act authorizing the « 
tion of bridges across navigable waters, etc. 

Resolved, etc., That the bill (S. 4809) entitled “An act 
the construction of bridges across navigable waters, and to extend 
the time for the construction of bridges across navigable waters, and 
to legalize the construction of bridges across navigable waters,” be, and 
the same is hereby, corrected so that the name St. Louis, Browns 
ville and Mexico Railway Company, as used therein, be changed t 
the Brownsville and Gulf Railway Company. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? fe 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. GaRNeR] a question. I understand that this is_ s 
where a mere clerical error was made in the name of tle ral 
road? 

Mr. GARNER. That is it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I, of course, shall not object to that. 

he joint resolution was agreed to. 


TARIFF HEARINGS. . 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, ‘ 
charge the Committee on Rules from the further considerate! 
of House resolution 392, and pass the same. ' ae 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to suspend tle rule 
and discharge the Committee on Rules from the further col 
sideration of the following resolution and agree to tl 
The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution 392. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means is aut 
sit during the recess of Congress and to gather such in 
through Government agents or otherwise, as to it may seem oa oa d 
toward the preparation of a bill for the revision of the tarifi; ane ©") 
committee is authorized to purchase such books and to lave sv 
printing and binding done as it shall negative, and in additi 1 
quiring the attendance of the committee stenographers is aut een 
employ an additional stenographer, and to incur such other ©x) —— 
as may be deemed necessary by said committee; and all the a an 
of said committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of | ons 
on the usual vouchers approved as now provided by law. 
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PEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
\RK of Missouri. I demand a second. 
‘KAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
d to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Missouri 
<] is entitled to twenty minutes. 


\YNE. Mr. Speaker, this resolution explains itself. 
December I introduced a resolution authorizing the 


to have such printing and binding done as was neces- 
transaction of its business, and also authorizing 
ttee to sit not only during sessions of the House, but 
cess of Congress. I had in mind then, in offering 
, that we might be engaged, and probably would 
l,in preparation for the revision of the tariff during 
s of Congress. I only introduced this resolution to 
the one that was passed last December and to give 
ee an opportunity to employ more aid in prosecuting 

lar work. The main object in passing the resolu- 

; time is to gather such information from the dif- 

f irtments of the Government as will be useful in the 
tariff. I can not speak for the committee, but 
I do not propose to go into a general inquiry or 
n this summer involving the rates in the schedules. 

I 1 he industries of the country and the labor of the 
» entitled to peace, or to all the peace they can get, 

i ‘ til after the Presidential election. After that is 

I e the committee will go into the subject of rates in 
revision of the tariff, but that is something for 
the c ee to decide. My own intention is, so far as I can 
e committee, and I believe that I can safely speak 
ority, that this will be the purpose of the committee 
this 


re 


stig 
110n 





+] 
( Lilie 
¢ 


ie 


ceedings under resolution. I do not care to 

ay { ¢ more at the present time, and will reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I 

W ce to ask him a question. The question now coming 

! “et House is new to me, and I think new to the minority 


the committee. I would like to ask the chairman 
Committee on Ways and Means if it is his purpose, if 


he sul and go into general hearings upon the tariff? 
Mr. PAYNE. It not. The gentleman evidently did not 
I said. 


1 


mer 


1S 


the laborers of the country during the progress 
campaign. After that over, the com- 
be very apt to hear all people who desire to be 
ave any information to give in respect to a revision 


+ . 
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question? 


n passes, to call that committee together during | 


I said I did not prepose to do anything to | 
disquiet among the industrial interests of the coun- | 


in the meantime, we hope to gather up from ofli- | 


such information as will be useful, coming from 

in regard to the revision of the tariff. I do not 

merate them now. I do not know that I would if I 
time. 

t to say one word further. 
ms to be a “direct cut ”’—I think my friend from 
would denominate it that way—at the Committee 
10 have failed heretofore to report this resolution. 

in extenuation of that committee that one mem- 
obliged to be out of town on account of sickness in 
and it was impossible to get a meeting of the com- 
h’ this resolution could probably be reported, and 
have it passed this afternoon, so that when the 
eets Monday morning the preliminary arrangements 
taken in regard to this investigation. I reserve the 
> Ol my time, 
LARK of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
\labama [Mr. Unperwoop], who is upon the com- 


eS 


Ul 


Say 


i ¥ 1 to 


DERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the resolution that 
s just offered comes as a surprise to this sid 

id to the minority members of the Ways and 
has demanded a revision of the tariff for years. 
embers of the Ways and Means Committee and 
bers of this House have been earnest for 

years in demanding a revision of the tariff laws; 
ution that is presented by the chairman of the 
evening shows the usual tactics of the Repub- 
they bring it here undoubtedly as a mere subter- 
se the country with one hand that they are going 


, 


the 


e of 


al 


t when they get ready. 
: - the committee just 


@ . es 


The 1ouncement of the 
made proves the statement. 
rnestly in favor of a revision of the tariff, why 
the resolution pending here for months? Why 
iring to adjourn next week and not consider the 


will 


The House will see | 


and yet holding it back with the other hand | 


and Means, said that this bill “explains itself.” The gentle- 
man was exactly right. The fool who runs can read what this 
bill means. A child under 14 years of age who knew the at- 
titude of parties in the country could understand fully what 
the arriére pensée of this bill is. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have been told for a long time by 
the gentleman from New York and others that they did not 
want to interfere with the tariff before an election, because 
they did not want to “disquiet the business interests.” They 
did not want “to disturb American industr j *- to an elee- 
tion. Now, Mr. Speaker, if hearings upon a tariff and prop 
tions to revise a tariff will disquiet American business inter- 
ests and will disturb American industries, they will dis t 

| them and disturb them just as much after an election as be 

fore an election. The real object is not to “ disturb R b- 
lican campaign-fund contributors. As long as they do Ww 
just what is going to happen to them they w contrib for 
fear if they do not it may happen. 

This bill ought to be entitled “A bill to enable the Re} can 
party to ‘save its face’ and pretend that it wants a revis f 
the tariff and still run no risk by any specific bill of the « p 
proval of the people who desire a real revision of the ff. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, next November there is going to be a new Hous¢ 
elected, either Republican or Democratic. If a Repub n 
House shall be elected the Republican members of the W 
and Means Committee will proceed in their usual wa | 
will call themselves together—not the full Committee on W + 
and Means, except for nominal hearing id will l 
to revise the tariff upward wherever it satis Le 
interests and reduce it downward whet *. by the f ad 
mission of raw material here and there, and iving the fin- 
ished product with the duty which it now bears for some gs] l 
interests, those interests may be benefited. 

If, on the other hand, the country shall go I ratic, or at 
any rate, the Members elected to the Ho 1 } 
jority Democratic, this being the body in wl h irl leg 1 
tion must originate, then, speaking for th vy, we do not 
want any moribund, derelict committee of a id-over poli 
| cal party to present partisan hear 3 at a short session for 
| the consideration of the House prior to the action of the real 
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If you are really and honestly in favor of a revi- 
sion of the tariff, why are you going to wait all summer be- 
fore you consider the question, before you take the testi nony 
and the facts that are necessary for the committee to have 


before they write another tariff bill? Why, Mr. Speaker, it 
seems to me as plain as the noonday sun that you are merely 
passing this resolution to try and hold out to those portions of 


the country that are demanding a tariff revision, to those mem- 
bers of your own party who are demanding a tariff revision, 
that you are going to do something in the future. How 
before have you told this tale? Why, there has been hardly a 
time when it was necessary for you to face that 
you have not held out to the country promises of a rev 


ision Of 


an election 


the tariff, that you have never kept and never will keep. 

It is very clear to my mind what you intend by this resolu 
tion. If you believed that you were going to win the next 
election you would put it off, beyond any doubt, until the next 
Congress and then find excuses for not passing it. Or, if you 
wanted to revise the tariff, you would not revise it by an old 


Congress that was elected two years ago and put it through by 
whip and spur in the short session. You would do as you did 
when you enacted the Dingley bill. You would take your testi 
mony next winter and turn that testimony to the new 
Congress to enact a tariff bill after the next President of the 
United States inaugurated. 

But it is evident, Mr. Speaker, that you fear the results of 
another election. You merely want to say that you are going 
to the tariff. You want to be prepared, if the election 
goes against you next fall, to call the committee together at 
once, take evidence, and drive an ill-considered and ill-prepared 
tariff bill through this House, and then say to the country that 
it is not necessary for the Democratic party to revise the tariff, 
that you have already done it. That is all this resolution can 
accomplish and all that can be carried out by it. If you are 
honestly in favor of the revision of the tariff that the country 
is demanding, authorize the Ways and Means Committee to go 
to work to-day to take its testimony, stay here, pass your bill 
and write it on the statute books before the 
let the people of the United States pass on it. 
Democratic side. } 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Wriui1aMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne], the Chairman of the Committee on- Ways 


over 


is 


revise 


election, and 
| Applause on the 


hext 


I yield five minutes to the 


rent le- 
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representatives of the people elected by the Democratic people 
in the United States in November. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, all this pretense of not “disturbing the public 
mind” in connection with the slightest interference with the 
sacred schedules of the tariff is buncombe. The gentleman does 
not mean that it will disturb the public mind at all in any 
industrial or business sense; he means that it might disturb the 
public mind in a political sense. 

He dares not, the majority of this House dare not, bring out 
prior to election a proposition for the revision of the tariff, be- 
cause the people of the United States are desiring a revision 
downward in the direction of untaxing the consumer as far as 
possible, and the Republican party will revise the tariff, if at 
all, as it always has done, in the interest of the robber barons, 
for protection. It may now and then find a robber baron who 
will say “I do not need protection any longer,” and it may go 
through the form of revising downward upon his particular 
product. But wherever these men, whose counsel has hitherto 
been heeded nearly altogether by the Republican Committees on 
Ways and Means, shall come before it and say, “ We need for 
our greater profit a higher duty,” it will be given to them, and 
wherever they say, “ We need for our profit a continuance of 
the present duty,” it will be given to them. Those few who 
can say, “The duty has become obsolete and inoperative, and 
can no longer do good to us, because it puts no sheckels in our 
pocket,” for them the Committee on Ways and Means will 
agree that the duty shall be reduced. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that a Speaker pro tempore is 
in the chair instead of the real Speaker, because I have an- 
other objection to the passage of this resolution. It is an ex- 
pression of distrust on the part of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the great Committee on Rules, of which I am a 
humble and inefficient member. The motion by inuendo charges 
that this resolution which has been before the Committee on 
Rules, subject to the judgment of the Speaker of this House, 
the great leader of the Republican party—although under the 
law he is supposed to be a nonpartisan Speaker of the House— 
the great leader of the Republican party as chairman of the 
Committee on Rules, on which sits the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DatzeLi], with a fine Italian hand that can write 
rules that nobody can understand except himself until after 
he has explained them and then only by construction his way, 
in the interest of their partisan operation in the House, upon 
which committee also sits the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN], the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ARMonp], 
and upon which I sit also, is by this motion to discharge it to 
be discredited before the country; an inuendo is going to the 
country involved in the very motion to discharge that the Com- 
mittee on Rules has not done its duty. This proposition has 
been pending before them I do not know how long, and they 
have not reported it out. 

The Republican Speaker of this House does not want to in- 
dulge in any hypocritical pretense of reforming the tariff; he is 
a true stand-patter, a Sadducee of the Sadducees, and stands on 
his own two feet, and would not report the resolution out of the 
Rules Committee, as is proven by the fact that he did not report 
it out; and the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
has to come in here and attempt to discredit the Speaker of the 
House, 

I told you, a week ago, that there were motions—symptoms— 
premonitions of weakening on the part of the Republican floor 
leader |Mr. Payne]; and here he is in revolt, flagrant revolt, 
led by him against the Committee on Rules. He, by this mo- 
tion, expresses a lack of confidence in that great Committee on 
Rules, of which the Speaker is chairman and Deus ex machina. 
I ,prefer the Speaker’s courage, even when wrong-headed, to 
Ways and Means pretense, even when seemingly compliant. 

You are going, if you pass this motion, to treat the Speaker 
and the Committee on Rules with the same contempt that you 
treated your own Committee on Banking and Currency the other 
day, and I daresay that when you appoint conferees you will 
appoint them from the Ways and Means Committee and not 
from the Committee on Rules. I plead with you, gentlemen 
upon that side, to remember the honored years of long service, 
tc remember the gray hairs, to remember the sincerity as a 
stand-patter of the Speaker of this House, and let us, us Demo- 
crats, revise the tariff in our time; but do not let the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE], as a mere “stray and loose 
knight errant” of protection revision, attack the Speaker of 
this House and express the opinion of the House to the effect 
that the Speaker and the Committee on Rules have lost the con- 
fidence of the Republican majority. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 
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Mr. CLARK of Misscuri. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman 
from New York will use part of his time now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have had no requests for 
and I do not know as there will be any more than one ; 
upon this side. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I know, but I do not want q 
fifteen-minute speech to close this matter. 

Mr. PAYNE. You would not have the speech cut in two jp 
the middle for the purpose of getting into it, would you? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly, I would. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I would not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is the gentleman going to haye 
more than one speech? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; and I do not think it will take any fifteen 
minutes; it will not take more than five minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, then I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. RANDELL]. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary 
for me to say anything on this resolution, and I would not ad- 
dress myself to the proposition were it not that I wish to enter 
my protest against it as a Member of this House and as a men- 
ber of the Committee on Ways and Means. It does not mean 
anything good for the people. The hypocricy of this politica] 
trick is apparent to all who are acquainted with the situation, 
If the desire of the chairman of the committee and those in 
power was to reorganize the tariff legislation of the country, 
and in furtherance of such intention they expected to have 
hearings to gain information on which to revise the tariff, no 


ime, 


vech 


resolution like this would be offered authorizing the Committee 
on Ways and Means to sit during the summer recess of (Con- 
gress, with the declaration made by the chairman of that com- 


mittee here on this floor that “no meeting of the committee 
would be had until after the election.” Mr. Speaker, why pass 
the resolution when it is admitted by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] that no hearings will be had until after the 
election? This would leave only three weeks until the next 
regular session of Congress. 

Does anyone think for a moment that his purpose is to use 
those three weeks in looking up the facts, in getting figures, in 
acquiring the information necessary to draw a tariff bill? Why 
has all the time been wasted during this term—during the last 
Congress? Why has it been that the Committee on Ways and 
Means has not investigated these facts heretofore? Why get 
authority now which will not be used until after the election? 
I will tell you what this resolution is for. It is a frying pan 
to fry the fat out of “the interests” for your campaign fund. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] You know that this action 
means that the Republican managers can trade with the in- 
terests, can hold the power to have tariff “ hearings” 
club over the heads of those corporations now plundering tli 
people. The committee can sit during the summer if it will. 
The purpose, however, as announced by the chairman of tle 
committee, is not to sit during the summer. 

But if any “interest” does not come to time, does not suj- 
port the present Administration, does not contribute to the call 
paign fund of the Republican party, this committee can \ 
called together at any time during the recess, and facts can be 
elicited that would not be very favorable, perhaps, to the part 
not contributing the funds required. It would be a great per 
suader and is evidently intended for that purpose. | 
not mean to unjustly charge any man or set of men, but I do 
say that the intention to deceive the people and to force te 
moneyed powers to obedience is clearly apparent. ; 

Mr. LOVERING. May I ask the gentleman a question’ 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I have only three minutes, ane 
the gentleman from New York will give me some time | Ww! 
answer the question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield the gentleman one minute in whic 
to answer the question. 

Mr. LOVERING. I should like to ask the gentle! 
Texas or the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. \ 
whether he thinks it would be wise for the commit! 
time to enter upon the work of revising the schedules 
he thinks the industries of this country in their |) 
pressed state can stand any agitation of that sort’ 
do not. I would say also that I am in favor of a |! 
the tariff. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I will try to answer | 
man’s question with perfect candor. I do not believe ' 
business interests of the country would be injured 
more than they would be later on by gathering |"! 
to revise the tariff, but I do believe that the “busi! 
ests” of the Republican party could not stand the 
plause on the Democratic side.] 
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SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
‘ir. RANDELL of Texas. The four minutes? 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The three minutes granted by 
eman from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] and the one minute 

by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 
CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remain- 
five minutes, to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ir. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this action on the part of 
eman from New York [Mr. Payne] marks the com- 
oralization of the Republican machine. It has been 
successive stages. It commenced when the Speaker 


troduced a resolution to appoint a special committee to in- 
‘ a matter that was clearly within the jurisdiction of 
( ittee on Ways and Means. He introduced a resolution 


' nt a special committee to investigate whether the tariff 
should be removed from wood pulp and print paper, and when that 
resolution was adopted he did not appoint a single member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means upon the special committee. 

I have heard that committee referred to in a facetious man- 
ner as the “committee on subterfuge.” I am surprised that 
the gentleman from New York did not consider it proper to 
send this investigation to that committee. The next step in 
this movement, or this demoralization, of the Republican ma- 
in the House was marked when several Members on the 

Republican side were permitted to move to suspend the rules 
and adopt special orders instead of having the Committee on 
Rules perform that function. The next step was recently wit- 

ssed when a Republican caucus took from the Committee 

1 Banking and Currency the responsibility of preparing a 
financial bill and referred it to a special committee, which was 
selected in advance, with the knowledge that the result of its 
work would be satisfactory to the Speaker and to the men 

wut him who control this House and control legislation. 

{nd now the gentleman from New York, awaiting long and 


patiently an opportunity to revenge himself upon the Speaker 
d upon the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Datzett], 


has moved to discharge the Committee on Rules from the con- 
sideration of this resolution and to pass it under a suspension 
f the rules. This resolution was referred to the Committee on 
Rules on the 30th of April. It slumbered there for sixteen days. 
| hold in my hand a copy of the resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], and reported by him 
he Committee on Ways and Means and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on 
the Ist of April. This resolution purports to distribute among 
e yarious committees of the House the various portions of the 


ge transmitted March 31 to the Congress by the President | 


United States. Even if the Republican majority did not 

| to adopt the President’s suggestions, a decent respect for 

ms of the President of the United States should have 

pelled the gentleman from New York at least to have buried 
he message among the various committees instead of permit- 
slumber in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. But, alas, they have been so busy attending 
to the heeds of the people that they have overlooked this resolu- 
i sending to the proper committees the message of the Presi- 
Is my colleague afraid that some of those committees 

ht break from the control of the Speaker and his associates 

‘ report some legislation recommended by the President? If 
why has he not, as has been from the beginning of the 


manner the messages of the President of the United 
‘lates? This, I say, Mr. Speaker, marks the complete demor- 
ition of the machine in this House, and it is but a forerun- 
r of the complete demoralization and rout of the Republican 
tty. {Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
the SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
‘ir, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I promised there would be only 
es h on this side, but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


SOUTELI me in later and wanted to submit the Illinois plat- 
Of If he desires to do so I will be pleased to offer it in my 
irks on behalf of the gentleman. 


Mr. BOUTELL, 


Mir] It will only take a few minutes. 
t. PAYNE, 


[I will ask the Clerk to read it 
Mr. BOW ELL. 


on Ne v rk, as this is so in harmony with the spirit of this 


\s I had the honor to draft it, I am very glad to 


Je tt appear in this manner. 
The ( erk read as follows: 
eet IN THE PLATFORM OF THE ILLINOIS REPUBLICAN STATE 
Th. a _ ADOPTED AT SPRINGFIELD, ILL., MARCH 26, 1908. 
Fif “Atth ; iriff law, which was passed at the special session of the 


ress convened by President McKinley, and which was 


XLII——403 


wvernment until this Congress, treated in a respectful and | 


I am very grateful, indeed, to the gentleman | 


signed July 24, 1897, by that illustrious protectionist, has amply justi- 
fied all the promises and hopes of its advocates and supporters. It has 
proven the most scientifically adjusted, and, therefore, the best tariff 
that was ever placed on the statute books. Under its beneficent influ 
ence, abundant revenues have flowed into the National ‘Treasury; our 
domestic commerce has expanded beyond all expectations; the volume 
of our export trade has constantly increased until within the past six 
months it has reached high-water mark; the ratio of our manufactured 
exports has steadily advanced; our farmers have received the highest 
prices and our mechanics and other workmen the highest wages that 
have ever been paid, and our citizens of all classes have enjoyed a 
greater degree of prosperity than has ever prevailed during a like 
period in any other country. 

The broadening of the home market and the increased foreign demand 
for our products have stimulated competition, and this competition 
has brought out manifold new discoveries and inventions which have 
materially altered the cost of production, both at home and abroad, of 
almost every article of commerce. The long continuance of the bene 
fits conferred by the present tariff has produced an industrial situation 
that suggests the possibility of securing by the revision of tbe tariff 
additional benefits for the people of the United States through a wise 
continuance of the policy of protection. It is now apparent that in 
order to maintain the scientific accuracy of the tariff, remove inequali 
ties, and prevent injustice’some new schedules must be added to the 
law, some of the present rates must be lowered, while some must be 
repealed altogether. The very success of the present tariff demonstrates 
the wisdom of revising it to conform to the improved conditions which 
it has produced. 

We believe that the people of the United States will profit by a new 
tariff, but it must be a Republican tariff, a protective tariff, a tariff 
which recognizes in all its parts the difference between American and 
foreign wages, the difference between the high scale of living of Ameri 
can wage-earners and the scale imposed by insufficient wages upon for 
eign workmen, 

We therefore recommend to our delegates to the Republican national 
convention that they urge upon that convention the wisdom of deciat 
ing for a revision of the tariff to be made at the next session of Con 
gress or at a special session of the Sixty-first Congress to be convened 
immediately after the inauguration of the next President, March 4, 
1909. 

We believe that our tariff should contain a provision for minimum 
and maximum rates, the minimum rates giving full protection, the 
maximum rates to be invoked for retaliating upon foreign countries 
that discriminate against American products. 

We believe that two main ideas should pervade all the provisions of 
the tariff: 

First. That the protective principle shall so prevail in all the sched 
ules that American farmers, workmen, and producers shall be given the 
first call on the home market; and 

Secondly. ‘That no illegal or unjust combination, trust, or monopoly 
shall find encouragement or shelter in any of its provisions. 

To the end that the revision of the tarif!’ may be accomplished with 
the greatest possible gain and the least possible loss, we suggest to 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress that they seek to secure 
} at once the passage in their respective Houses of resolutions directing 
the proper committees to proceed immediately to collect the preliminary 
information necessary for a revision of the tariff, so that when the 
work is entered upon all parties in interest may be heard and the law 
framed, discussed, and passed without delay and without any disturb 
ance of the financial and industrial interests of the country. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not mind stating confiden- 
tially to the other side the Republican programme, as I under 
stand it. Just now the country is recovering from a panic and 
business is more or less demoralized. It needs rest and quiet. 
It will have the agitation of a campaign for the Presidency 
and the next House during the few months that are to come. 
We do not deem it the part of wisdom to add anything to that 
excitement or disquict by considering during that time the 
schedules of the tariff. We propose first to elect a Republican 
House. [Applause on the Republican side.] We propose to 
eall the whole committee together immediately after the elec 
tion, both the Republican and the Democratic end of it, and in- 
vite people to ceme in here who have knowledge upon the sub- 
ject to impart such information as they are able to give to the 
whole committee, Republicans and Democrats. 

After those hearings are closed we propose to do just what 
has been done by every Ways and Means Committee since I 
commenced this business with the McKinley committee—call 
| together the majority members of the committee, as was don 
with the Wilson bill, and to ask our Democratic friends, or rather 
to excuse them from attendance upon the sessions of the major 
ity of the committee while we are framing a tariff bill. When 
we have framed it we will call them in again and submit our 
work to them, and, finally, we will submit our work to the Cor 
It will be a revision of the tariff, Mr. Speaker. It will 
be a protective tariff; it will be a maximum and minimum tariff, 
I believe, putting us on an equality with France, Germany, and 
Russia in that respect, and we will go out with that tariff, as 
we did with the Dingley tariff, in the firm belief that we will 
bring renewed prosperity to the people of the United States; 
that we will not only continue to broaden our markets with the 
nations of the earth but we will bring blessings to all the peo- 
ple. That is the Republican programme. [Great applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on suspending 
the rules and agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 
and nays, 
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he yeas and nays were ordered. 
The gu was taken, and there were—yeas 154, nays 92, 


answered “ present” 8, not voting 133, as follows: 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


STEENERSON with Mr. GoLproGLe. 
SmitTu of Michigan with Mr. Grass. 
LITTLEFIELD with Mr. CRAWFORD. 


tion 


Adair 
Aiexander, N. Y. 
Allen 

Barchfeld 

Ba! Ly 

Bart! dt 


pman 
, le Be 

ole 
onner 
‘ook, Colo. 
Pa, 
oe j { r, * | ex, 
oper, Wis, 
‘oudrey 
packer 
urrier 
‘ushman 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 


Denby 


ooper 


run 


Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ansberry 
Beall, Tex, 
bell, Ga, 
Booher 
Bowers 
Ibrantiey 
Lrodhead 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Candler 
Clark, Mo, 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Davenport 
De Armond 
Denver 
Dixon 
Icller be 
Ferris 


Adamson 
Flood 


Acheson 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Beale, Pa. 
Kennet, N. Y. 
Bingham 
Bird all 

ley 

sard 

ididge 


‘avens 

rawford 
Darragh 
Davey, La, 
Dawes 
Dunwell 
Kdwards, Ga. 


So the resolution was 


Diekema 


inglebright 
Hach 

Focht 
Fordney 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
French 

Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Gillett 


Goebel 
Graff 
Graham 


lale 


ll 
milton, Iowa 


ilton, Mich. 


md 
cins 
} v 
y 
y, Conn, 
Conn. 
LW 
Hiday 
owell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 


NAYS 


Vinley 
Vitzgerald 
Floyd 
foster, Ill. 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Godwin 

prion 


Hitchcock 
Houston 


154. 
wland 


2 ybard, Iowa 
ibbard, W. Va. 


Humphrey, Was! 
James, Addison D 
Jenkin 

Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Kennedy, Iowa 
Kinkaid 

Knapp 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 


Langle 
Laning 
Lawrence 
ware 
indbergh 
vorugworth 


Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCall 
McKinley, Il. 
McKinney 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
Madden 
Medison 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moore, Pa, 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 

92. 
Huhes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lamb 
Lassiter 
Lioyd 
Mclienry 
McLain 
Macon 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex, 
Nicholis 
O'Connell 
Padgett 
Page 
Patterson 
Pou 
Rainey 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—8., 


Goulden 
Haggott 


Lorimer 
Pujo 


NOT VOTING—133. 


Edwards, Ky. 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
lavrot 
acs 

oulkrod 
rdner, Mass. 

irrett 

ilhams 
Gia 
Goldfogle 
Greene 
Gregg 
(_rices 
(ronna 
Hamill 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Haugen 
Hepburn 
Hobson 
Howard 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Ilumphreys, Migs. 


Jackson 
James, Ollie M. 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kipp 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knopf 
Knowland 


Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo. 
Law 

Jeake 

Lee 
Lenahan 
Lever 

Lew is 

TAlley 
Lindsay 
LAittiefield 
Livingston 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McGulre 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McMillan 
McMorran 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Moon, Pa. 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Peters 
Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 


Reid 


agreed to. 


Nelson 
Norris 

Ny 

Olcott 
Olmsted 
d)verstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Varker, 8S. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 

Pray 

Reeder 
Rodenberg 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 


Steriing 
Sulloway 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 


. fnlor 
Wilson, Il. 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


tandell, Tex. 
Richardson 
Robinson 
tothermel 
Kucker 
Russeli, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Smith, Mo. 
Sparkman 
Spighi 
Stanicy 
Stephens, Tex, 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Williams 


Sims 
Small 


teynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
‘Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C, 
Thomas, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Watson 
Webb 

Weeks 
Weems 
Weilsse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


Until further 


Mr. TAWNEY 


with 


notice: 


Mr. 


RAUCH, 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
For 


Knorr with Mr. Carrer. 
KENNEDY of Ohio with Mr. CARLIN. 
HAUGEN with Mr. BruNpDInGE. 
McKIntay of California with Mr. GARRETT. 
DarRRaGH with Mr. Barrierr of Nevada. 
CAULFIELD with Mr. ASHBROOK. 
ACHESON with Mr. MAYNARD, 
the balance of the day: 
GILHAMS with Mr. LEvER, 
session: 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Pvgo. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Illinols 
MANN] voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. SIMS. I voted “ nay.” 
vote “ present.” 

The name of Mr. Stms was called, and he answered “ pres- 
ent,” as above recorded. 

Mr. PUJO. Did the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. McMox- 
RAN] vote on this question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He did not vote. 

Mr. PUJO. I am paired with him. I voted “nay,” and I ask 
that my name be called. 

The name of Mr. Puso was called and he answered “ present, 
as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


{Mr, 


He has not. 
I wish to withdraw that vote and 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
change of reference of the bill H. R. 7603, and similar Senate 
bill 8S. 890, from the Committee on Claims to the Comumittee on 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. SHACKLEFORD] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UnNpDeERWwoopD] object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I did not object. 
to inquire what the resolution was. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman from Missouri 
SHACKLEFORD] reserve his objection for a minute? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think I know what the resolution is. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would rather not do 
Speaker. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think I know what the 
and, if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHaAckLer: 
withdrawn his objection, I would have objected, any! 


I wan 


that, 


resolution 


SENATE BILLS BEFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's t 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated bh 

§. 6529. An act for the relief of Mary 8. Fergusson 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 6523. An act granting a patent for land to “ The ‘ 
the Blessed Sacrament for Indians and Colored I 
charitable corporation organized under the laws of the 
Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

§. 6506. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to « 
a Code of Law for the District of Columbia ”—to the C 


| on the District of Columbia. 


An act waiving the statute of limitations 
claim of the Nestler Brewing Company, and autho! 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to adjudicate the 
the Committee on Claims. 

S. 6246. An act authorizing the Secretary of the I 
set aside a certain tract of land for town-site purpos 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 3940. An act for the proper observance of Sunda; 
of rest in the District of Columbia—to the Commi! 
District of Columbia. 

§. 5989. An act authorizing the Department of Stal 
liver to Maj. C. De W. Wilcox decoration and dip! 
sented by Government of France—to the Committee « 
Affairs. 

S$. 6775. An act construing certain provisions of a0 
Congress entitled “An act to divide a portion of the 
tion of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota int 
reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of | 
title to the remainder, and for other purposes,” appro 
2,. 1889, relating to Indian allotments, and for other purr" 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


@ fO7e 
S. 6375. 


act of 
eserva- 


Marea 


2c 
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i) 

S t. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
' | examination of certain claims of the State of Mis- 
: to the Committee on War Claims. 

S “2. An act to reimburse W. B. Graham, late postmaster 

Ney., for money expended for clerical assistance—to the 
tee on Claims 

S ,, An act for the relief of Charles H. Dickson—to the 
C ee on Claims. 

S 11. An act to incorporate the American National Insti- 
f ‘rix de Paris) at Paris, France—to the Committee on | 
{ ry. 

S ». An act to aid in building a memorial to Abraham Lin- 


( he site of the Lincoln birthplace in Kentucky 
Cor ee on the Library. 
; An act to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 





to the | 








@ G76 
ef Nevada—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
} « esx 

s. suo. An act for the relief of William Boldenweck, assistant 
treas - of the United States at Chicago—to the Committee 
on ¢ Se 

s 1577. An act for the relief of Sergt. James W. Kingon—to 
the ¢ mittee on Military Affairs. 

s. 6161. An act for the relief of Rufus Neal—to the Committee | 

W Claims, 

s.5252. An act to provide for the payment of certain moneys 
advanced by the States of Virginia and Maryland to the United 
States Government to be applied toward erecting public build- 

es for the Federal Government in the District of Columbia 

the Committee on Claims, 


157. An act providing for the erection of a public building 


in the city of Hinton, W. Va.—to the Committee on Public | 
Buildings and Grounds. 

8.1933. An act to provide for the erection of a public building | 
at tl y of Plattsmouth, Nebr.—to the Committee an Public | 
Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 24 An act to amend section 5278 of the Revised Stat- 

es—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S.5788. An act for the relief of the estate of Julius Jacobs— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Ss. 6242. An act for the establishment of a probation and parole | 
system for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary 

8.5905. An act for the relief of the executors of the estate of 
Harold Brown, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

S.5907. An act for the relief of Paul Butler—to the Commit- | 

eon Claims, } 

S.SSUS. An act to refund certain excess duties paid upon im- 

tations of absinthe and kirschwasser from Switzerland be- 

een June 1, 1898, and December 5, 1898—to the Committee on 
{ ms 

Ss. 142. An act providing for the deposit of a model of any ves- 

of war of the United States Navy bearing the name of a 
State of the United States in the capitol building of said 
State—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

_S. 0648. An act to establish the Glacier National Park west of 
the summit of the Rocky Mountains and south of the interna- 
tional boundary line in Montana, and for other purposes—to | 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

8.2963. An act for the survey and allotment of lands now em- 


‘aced within thé limits of the Crow Indian Reservation, in the 

‘tate of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all surplus lands 

Iter a ient—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S.3764. An act to apply a portion of the proceeds of the sales 

' public lands to the endowment of schools or departments of 
es and mining, and to regulate the expenditure thereof—to 

the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


S. 6640. An act authorizing appropriations for South Pass of 
the Mississippi River, or surveys thereon, to be used in dredg- 
Mg said er above the pass to secure 35 feet and suitable 
width—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


“" 726. An act for the relief of certain purchasers of lots in 
the Fort Crawford military tract at Prairie du Chien, State of 
Sconsin--to the Committee on Private Land Clainis. 
| S. 6102. An act to further protect the public health, and im- 
posing additional duties upon the Public Health and Marine- 
| ospital Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
VInMmerce 
8.6101. An act to promote the efficiency of the Public Health 
d Mau Hospital Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
‘ . oe Lu Commerce, 
‘i023. An aet to amend section 3 of the act of August 1S, 


IN) , +. . . 
4, entitled “An aet making appropriations for the construc- 


<< tie » ind preservation of certain public works on rivers 
ind har ” 

7 —_—e and for other purposes,” so as to provide safe- 
} 8 life on boats and scows—to the Committee on the 


\ . . ‘ . 
lerchant Marine and Fisheries, 


| bills 


S. 6788. An act to amend sections 2586 and 2587 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States as amended by the acts of 
April 25, 1882, and August 28, 1890, relating to collection dis- 
tricts in Oregon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

. 608. An act relating to proof of signatures and handwrit- 
ing—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 4288S. An act to empower the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine the claims of Robert V. Belt and Joseph P. Mullen for 
services and expenses for the Choctaw and Chickasaw freed- 
men—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

8.51638. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
segregate for town sites certain lands belonging to the Chicka- 
saw tribes, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

S. R. 67. Joint resolution empowering the Court of Claims 
to ascertain the amount of the “ civilization fund” paid by the 
Osages and applied to the benefit of other Indians, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 5944. An act for the relief of John F. Wingfield 
mittee on War Claims. 

S. 6923. An act for the relief of John M. Kelly 
mittee on Claims, 

S. 4691. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Marshall, in the State 
of Missouri—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 6544. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of William H. Atkins—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 1750. An act to reimburse Ella M. Collins, late postmaster at 
Goldfield, Nev., for money expended for clerical assistance and 
supplies—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 1526. An act to correct the military record of Edward 


TR 


to the Com- 


to the Com- 


T. 


| Lewis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


S. 3723. An act for the relief of the Farmers and Merchants’ 
Bank of Mandan, N. Dak.—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. R. 87. Joint resolution to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the cutting of timber, the manufacture and of 
lumber, and the preservation of the forests on the Menominee 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin,” approved March 


sale 


28, 190S—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 


Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
and joint resolution of the following titles, when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

H. R.11560. An act relating 
Bank deposits; 

H. R. 17005. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue patents in fee to the Board of Missions of the Prot- 


to unpaid Hawaiian Savings 


estant Episcopal Church for certain lands in the State of 
Idaho; 
H. R. 5297. An act to complete the naval record of John 


Shaughnessy; and 

H. J. Res. 178. Joint resolution for appointment of members 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, for his approval, the following bills 
and joint resolution : 

H. R. 17296. An act providing for the restoration of the motto 
“In God we trust” on certain denominations of the gold and 
silver coins of the United States; 

H. R. 19541. An act to authorize the drainage of certain lands 
the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 17056. An act for the relief of Capt. Charles E. Morton, 
Sixteenth United States Infantry; 


FOR HIS 


in 


H. R. 16770. An act granting land to Anna Johnson; 
H. R. 13577. An act providing for resurvey of certain lands in 


the State of Nebraska; 
H. R, 17005. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 





rior to issue patents in fee to the Board of Missions of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church for certain lands in the State of 
Idaho; 

H. R. 5297. An 
Shaughnessy ; 

H. R. 11560. An act relating to unpaid Hawaiian Postal Sav- 
ings Bank; and 

H. J. Res. 178. Joint resolution for appointment of members 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 


act to complete the naval record of John 


unteer Soldiers. 
GRANTING ADDITIONAL LANDS TO IDAHO UNDER THE CAREY ACT. 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I make the motion which I 


send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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Clerk 
10ve to BU 
Whole 
tion of S. R. 

Amend by 


read as follows: | 
spend the rules of the House, discharge the Committee 
House on the S.ate of the Union from further considera- | 
51, and pass the same with the following amendment. 
striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting: 

‘That an additional 1,000,000 acres of arid lands within the State of 
Idaho be made available and subject to the terms of section 4 of an 
act of Congress entitled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for other purposes,’ approved August 18, 1894, and by amend- 
ments thereto, and that the State cf Idaho be allowed, under the pro- 
visions of said acts, said additional area, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary for the purposes and under the provisions of said acts.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). Is a second 
demanded ? 

Mr. REEDER. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules, a second is 
considered as ordered, 

Mr. REEDER. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
There considerable wording about an appropriation. Does 
that change the law, or is it simply a grant of this million acres 
under this Carey bill? 

Mr, FRENCH. That is 

Mr. REEDER. I do 

given in there. 
Mr. FRENCH. 
that bill. 
Mr. REEDER. Oh, yes; I remember that, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho is 
entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Kansas is 
entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I believe it would be well for 
me to say that the substitute that I have offered for Senate 
joint resolution 51 is embodied in House joint resolution 150 
verbatim. The report upon the House resolution 150 covers the 
ground so far as pertains to the pending motion I have made. | 

The proposition simply this: To pass this resolution 
will grant to the State of Idaho an additional 1,000,000 acres 
to be reclaimed under the terms of the Carey Act, which was 
passed in 1894. The reason for offering this resolution is this: 
The State of Idaho has practically exhausted the million acres | 
granted under that act. Some,of this land has already passed 
to patent; some of it has been settled and patents are pending 
in the Department. Something like half a million acres 
more - 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. FRENCH. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
State has practically used up the million acres heretofore given? | 

Mr. FRENCH. That is my statement. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The State, 
its part in so doing? 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
in the Department here? 

Mr. FRENCH. The Department has approved, according to 
their last statement upon this question, for segregation to the 
State for reclamation over 700,000 of the million acres. Besides 
that, the State land board has approved applications covering | 
practically all of the other fraction of the 1,000,000 acres of 
land. 

Mr. GAINES 
acres? 


Mr. FRENCH. 


The 
I t 
f the 


is 





all in the bill. 
not understand why that wording is | 


Because the original Carey Act is section 4 


of 
now. 


is 


or | 


Will the gentleman allow me to 
I understood you to say that your | 


then, has about done 


How much is still hanging fire 


of Tennessee. Now you want another million 
We want to have the State authorized to 
continue the reclamation of land to the extent of another | 
million acres. I would state that there is pending before the | 
State land board applications for 700,000 acres of land in ex- 
cess of the original grant. If this resolution can pass and be- 
come effective this year it would probably enable the State to 
go ahead with the reclamation of 700,000 acres more of land | 
prior to the convening of Congress next winter. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How is this reclamation actually 
done? 

Mr. PRENCH. The reclamation under the Carey Act is done 
in this manner: The whole body of the million acres is not 
given en bloc to the State, but rather when individuals or when 
a company makes application to the State for the purpose of 
developing an irrigation project—the location of the irrigation 
canal, reservoir sites, or dams—they submit to the State a 
proposition with their bid, setting forth the number of acres 
that they propose to reclaim, the total amount of money that 
they wili ask for putting in the irrigation work, and the amount 
per acre which they will charge to the individual settlers, 

The State land board then passes upon this application. If 
the State land board grants it, it indorses the application and 
applies to the Department of the Interior. The Department 
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| the State to be issued to the settlers. 


| ing up the irrigation system. 
| the land and acquire 


| that was voted down on Monday is this: That solution ‘ 
| to both the States, Idaho and Wyoming, 2,000,000 acres of 


| Wyoming, and Colorado. 


| tained in that bill. 
| from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] would like to strike | 
| cause I believe he voted with us in opposition to yo 

| bill the other day. 


May 16. 


of the Interior then passes upon the question, the feasibility of 
it, the reliability of the company, the character of the wo; 


| and the land that will come under the irrigation canal. 
| Department approves the project, 


it so notifies the State, a, 
the State is authorized to enter into a contract with th 
viduals or company for the reclamation of the land by th: 

ing of the approved system of irrigation works. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
tion. 

Mr. FRENCH. Allow me first to finish this statement, an, 
then I will yield. When the works have been completed 
individuals or company they report to the State; the 
then, through its land department, examines the works to coo 
whether or not they.come up to the stipulations of the ep) 
tract—and by the way I will say this, that a sufficient | 


| exacted of the parties building the irrigation work to 


the liabilities assumed. 

Admitting, then, that the work shall be approved by the 
State, the matter is taken up again with the Interior Depart. 
ment, and if the Department is satisfied that a sufficient irric 


| tion system has been put in, the Department authori 


State to issue patents to the settlers, or rather issues patent | 
The settlers pay for the 
water right in ten annual payments. At the end of th 

years they have paid for the water, for the irrigation works, 
and they assume control, under the irrigation laws of the State, 


| managing the whole system by means of the irrigation ¢ 
| which are organized under the laws of the State, 


levying as- 
sessments, and so forth, for the purpose of maintaining and keep- 
They pay 50 cents per acre for 
title to the same in not to exceed three 


years’ time after filing and after cultivating not less than one- 


| eighth of the land acquired. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FRENCH. I will yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to ask the gentleman what is the 
difference between this bill and the bill which we voted doy 


| the other day? 


Mr. FRENCH. The difference between this bill and the bill 


land 

each. This limits the grant to Idaho alone and cuts the grant 
in two, making it a grant of 1,000,000 acres, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One question more. In the sundry civil 


| bill as it comes from the Senate, 3,000,000 acres are provid 


or a certain number of acres, at any 
Now, 


£0 


rate, to go to Idaho, 
I have heard it intimated that 


| if we will agree to pass this bill, that provision will be stri 
| out of the sundry civil bill. 


What information can you | 
me upon that? 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course I can not give definite informa 
upon a question that is to be taken up in conference. | do 


| really think I ought. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Have you any assurances from tle | 


| ferees or anybody that that will be done? 


Mr. PAYNE. Let me answer that question. I will say thal 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] told me ts 
afternoon that he was getting information from the De 


| on that subject, and expected to eliminate those items 
| Sundry civil bill. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


I understood as much. Now, as 


| am concerned, I am willing to vote for this bill if there 's & 


surance that this 3,000,000-acre project will be stri 
the sundry civil bill. I am not willing to do it if tl 
acres might possibly be added to another 3,000,000 : 
I understand, of course, that the gen 


[re 


But have you any reason to bel! 
dentially (you need not communicate its source), U 
pass your bill that provision will be stricken from | 
civil bill? 

Mr. FRENCH. I have heard the same statement 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] that the 
from New York [Mr. Payne] has repeated. s 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Simply that the gentleman from -' 
[Mr. TAwNey] will do his best to have it stricken ou‘. 

Mr. FRENCH. I presume so, and I will say I w! 
that it may be done, so far as Idaho is concerned. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You do not know that the con 
strike it out? 

Mr. FRENCH. No; but I say, so far as I am © 
will concede that Idaho shall go out. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, I should like to submit th 
tion to the gentleman: I should like to ask him if be 








CONGRE 





hold up his bill until we find out what they do concern- 
and if they do strike it out, I do not think the gentle- 
have any trouble whatsoever in passing his bill. He 
will have none so far as I am concerned; but I do not 
run the risk of voting the 3,000,000 acres to these three 
nd an additional 1,000,000 acres to Idaho. 
PAYNE. I do not think the gentleman from Mississippi 
statement of the gentleman from Idaho that he would 
nd ask to have the item go out of the sundry civil bill. 
ILLIAMS. Yes, I understand; but would the item con- 
Colorado and Wyoming go out, too? 
\YNE. I certainly hope so. 
\ VILLIAMS. Will the gentleman help to get them out? 
\YNE. I will. 
RENCH. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the balance of 
intil the opposition have used some of theirs. 
\YNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to mislead the 
I in from Mississippi. I want to say that of course the 
eonference report on the sundry civil may be called up under a 
to suspend the rules. 
-EEDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tle from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
laho a question. Can we have any assurance that if 
is passed that it will not come out of the conference 
riginal proposition that was presented in the House the 
other we 

Mr. FRENCH. Why, Mr. Speaker, I can not give any such 
nee. I personally do not believe so. I 
is any danger of that at all. 

r. MANN. This is a House resolution, as I understand? 

FRENCH. This is House resolution 150, and I offer it 
; q substitute resolution for the Senate resolution. 

‘ir. MANN. I yield back to the gentleman from Kansas the 

. of my time. 

\ir. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
t n from Tennessee [Mr. GAINEs]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there is this marked 
difference in favor of this bill. I voted against the Wyoming- 
Idaho preposition which we had up here a few days ago, but 
s this to be said in favor of this Idaho bill. The State 
f Wyoming has practically reclaimed little or none of her mil- 
m acres of Jand. She has had a right to a million of acres, 
nd has had an opportunity of reclaiming it, but has done but 
little of that work. In this case the State of Idaho has 
a great deal of work toward reclamation. The State, so 
r as it is concerned, has practically reclaimed, as we are in- 
formed, or will have done her part in reclaiming her million, 

e are a large number of claims now to be passed upon 


ere 


nd ther 
y the Secretary of the Interior approving or disapproving 
what is being done. 
I myself feel very much like voting for this bill be- 
State as a State and her people as a people have 
well-nigh up to every requirement of the law, while 
ng, upon the showing made here a few days ago, has not, 
( | think that is the criticism I made of the proposition at 


eause the 


} + 
> CILTLit 


Now, if the gentleman from Idaho will permit me to ask him 
I am done. This report states that in Idaho the 
i has worked remarkably well, that the Secretary of the 
terior, with.the approval of the President, has approved for 
esregation 643,452 acres, and the State has selected 909,104 
res of the million acres. 
hen, will the gentleman from Idaho tell the committee, 
we can have the whole facts, why the Secretary of the 


juestion, 


ie Secretary to approve? 
t. FRENCH. ‘The reason is this: We have a national recla- 
v under which lands are being reclaimed: we have the 
ervation law; we have lands that have passed into 
uership under the desert-land act and other laws. 
it happens that an application for segregation under 
\ct overlaps one or more of these propositions or 
und. The Department sometimes finds it necessary 
veral months inquiring of the engineers in the field 
land-office officials to ascertain whether or not the 
overlaps. 
NES of Tennessee. 
as done her part? 
“NCH. Yes; and more, because others are not in- 
is report. 
= EDER. Mr. Speaker, I think that I know the situa- 
Hon Ny ‘o this bill, and yet I am not quite sure of it. 
wit NO appropriated, as I understood, 1,000,000 acres for 


the State of Idaho and nothing else, Is that right? 
Mr, FRENCH. Yes, y : : 


Mr. GAI To the extent of 909,104 acres 


do not believe | 





as not approved all of the work that the State has | 
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Resolu- | 


| of the irrigation projects. 





Mr. REEDER. That was amended by the Committee-on the 
Public Lands so as to make it two million for Idaho and two 
million for Wyoming. Now, this has been 
that we can depend upon it that this bill does nothing more 
than grant 1,000,000 acres to the State of Idaho. Is that all? 

Mr. FRENCH. That is the purpose of the resol 


stricken out so 


ition. 


Mr. REEDER. Now, I wish to talk to you, gentlemen, a few 
moments in regard to this matter, because I took quite an 
active part in trying to prevent this bill passing before. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This bill? 

Mr. REEDER. This same resolution, as amended to carry 
4,000,000 acres. I wish to say, however, before going further, 
that I am not intending to oppose this bill, because I have it 
from the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], with the 


understanding that I can depend upon it, that the conferees 
have agreed that if this resolution pass, the 3,000,000 acres will 
be stricken out of the sundry civil bill. I understand that I am 
permitted to say as much to this House, that it is agreed in the 
conference that if we pass this bill, the 3,000,000 acres will be 


| stricken out, and it is upon that agreement that I am basing my 


lack of objection to this resolution. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Kansas will pardon 
me, I will state that the gentleman has not quite correctly 
stated what I said. There has been no conference as yet on the 
sundry civil bill, and therefore there could be no agreement. I 
said to the gentleman from Kansas that if this bill in relation 
to Idaho were passed, there would be no question about the atti- 
tude of the conferees in regard to the entire provision—that the 
whole provision would go out if the House conferees had the 
power to put it out. 

Mr. REEDER. I am perfectly free to say that if I thought 
there was any chance of its staying in, I would oppose this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I do not think it will stay in there. 

Mr. REEDER. I wish to talk a little further on this propo- 
sition—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will further to the gentleman from 
Kansas that it is a legislative provision, and the uniform rule 
in conference is that the House proposing new legislation must 
yield if the other House insists. 

Mr. REEDER. Then I feel that I am still safe in saying 
that we can depend upon it that this provision of 3,000,000 
acres that has been hidden away in the sundry civil bil! will 
not become a law. I wish now to say something about the rea- 
son that has caused me to be against this bill. I do not think 
any man in the House is more in favor of irrigation than I am, 
and I do not think there is any man in the House more in favor 
of the Carey law than Iam. I have seen quite a lot of its work; 
and if I had the time I would like to describe to you some of 
the successful work that has been done under this law. 

But the fact that I knew so well what could be done made 
me dislike very much to permit any amount of land, especially 
4,000,000 acres, to go out of the Government’s possession into 
the possession of anyone if there is danger that instead of 
being put under irrigation it will go into the hands of specu- 
lators. There was some question, and there is some question 
on this subject, but I think there is little doubt in regard to 
the law being complied with in the State of Idaho, and I have 
seen some of their projects. But I wish to say further that 
the resolution which I spoke of when this resolution was up be- 
fore for consideration, that I had introduced and that was 
turned down by the Committee on Public Lands, and the in- 
quiry that it has brought about, considerable inquiry has al- 
ready been made and more is to be undertaken as to the dis- 
position of these lands. Some things have been discovered 
that are not very favorable to passing large amounts of land into 
the hands of the States under this law. But this investigation 


say 


| will be conducted further during the summer, and the chances 


are that the investigation will have the effect of discovering 
any place where the law is being violated, and it will also have 
a further effect of making the people a good deal more careful 
to see that the law is fulfilled as to these lands. 

I desired to make something of a talk on the land question, 
but I do not believe I will at this time of the day on a Saturday 
evening. I would also like to occupy some time describing some 
I shall take some time as soon as | 
can secure time and discuss these matters more fully. But | 
shall refrain now because of the hour. I know I can appeal to 
anyone in this House who has not been here for ten years 
attest to the fact that I do not often talk, and I will not permit 
myself to talk now, when I know you would rather be voting. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. If it is a good thing to give a million acres 
to Idaho, why is it not a good thing also to give a million a 
to Wyoming and to Colorado? 

Mr. REEDER. I will tell the gentleman. They do not need 
it now. I do not know but that Wyoming is doing just as well 
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by her projects as Idaho is. I do not know anything to the 
contrary, but they have not gone so far as to need this until 
further investigation is made. Then I shall favor giving Wyo- 
ming a million acres more and also Colorado a million acres 
more. Colorado has only used about 70,000 acres out of her 
imillion. There are more than 930,000 acres left, and the result 
is they do not need it. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I will ask the gentleman if it 
is not true that all the Government money that is available for 
reclamation work is practically set aside—appropriated for 
their projects now in course of construction? If that is not the 
case, and if Idaho wants to carry on this work of reclamation, 
it will be necessary for her to get this additional land through 
the means of the Carey Act, as we now propose. 

Mr. REEDER. The question the gentleman has asked I 
would answer affirmatively. I wish to say one thing further: 
There is great danger that these works are not being put in 
sufliciently substantial. I see that they are selling these lands 
so cheap that 1 believe it is well worth inquiring to know if 
these great companies that are building these works should not 
spend about, say, $2, or even more, per acre, or on a project of 
250,000 acres spend $500,000 more, and charge the settlers $2 
more an acre, and not subject this Western country to the lia- 
bility of a Johnstown flood in the future. But this investiga- 
tion will now be made on account of this agitation. Now 1 am 
ready for any questions that any may desire to ask. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. What does the Govern- 
ment of the United States get out of this? 

Mr. REEDER. The Government does not get anything out 
of these lands, except it gets a class of settlers who make the 
very best citizens in the world, where nobody could settle or 
live but for this irrigation. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that the Government gets the same out of this that 
it gets out of any other lands which are reclaimed. There is 
no difference. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
lands. 

Mr. REEDER. Yes; the land is not worth anything as it is, 
I give this as a reason why I am not opposing the bill. My 
judgment is that this land will be used for the purpose of mak- 
ing settlement, and I would like, if I had the time, to describe 
some of these settlements. I will now yield to Mr. Mann two or 
three minutes. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. MANN. Two minutes. 

Mr. REEDER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


They will reclaim a lot of waste 


Illinois. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to detain the 
House. It is very evident that the bill will be passed in the 


House, and yet I doubt very much the propriety of the meas- 


ure. The Government has instituted this system of irrigating 
plants. It constructs its irrigation works at cost and the peo- 


ple who occupy the land subsequently are taxed practically only, 
or will be in the future, upon the actual cost of the plants. We 
have no means of knowing, or at least we do not know, what 
supervision is had by a State over these plants constructed by 
private contractors; we do not know how long these plants 
will continue in existence; we do not know how much profit the 
contractor obtains for himself; we do not know how much profit 
the cultivator of the soil may be compelled to pay to a private 
contractor; we do not know how far these grants will interfere 
with the Government’s irrigation scheme; in short we have no 
knowledge whatever upon the subject before us to-day except 
that the Carey Act, passed some years ago, before the Govern- 
ment entered upon the scheme of irrigation, has been considered 
desirable, and because then considered desirable certain con- 
tractors now in the business of constructing these irrigation 
plgnts still consider it desirable, desirable not from the point of 
view of the public or the cultivator of the soil, but desirable 
from the point of view of the contractor who makes a profit out 
of it; and it seems to me that without knowledge upon the sub- 
ject, without investigation by the Government officials, without 
a report from the Interior Department, we might well await 
such an investigation and report before action upon the bill. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I just want to say a word in 
regard to the matter brought to our attention by Mr. Mann, I 
have looked into this matter and I find that these lands are sold 
fully as cheaply as those under the irrigation projects of the 
Government. This fact brought the question to my mind as to 
the quality of work being done on the Carey Act lands. The 
price charged is the only reason I have to question the quality 
of the work done, and I believe that the matter should be looked 
into. It is a clear case, proving that private capital can do work 
cheaper than the Government can do it. 

Mr. MANN, And that they can do cheaper work, you mean. 


teecrmarantiatemeeciemeniial tl naaagaaimemameattaaieataeaies 
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Mr. REEDER. 
what I have seen and learned of their prices for furni 
water to these lands, that we had better let this 1,000,000 
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I must say that is true; and I do believe, fro 
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go to Idaho, but the matter of the class of work done ougiit to 


be investigated, and I am going to assure you that the In‘ 
Department intends to investigate the matter fully. 
Mr. FRENCH. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
[Mr. Reeper] has four minutes remaining and the gent 


rior 
LAppla se. | 


Mr. Speaker, how much time remains? 


The gentleman from K:nsas 


Inan 


from Idaho [Mr. Frencu] has ten minutes remaining. 


Mr. FRENCH. 


unless somebody wants to ask a question. 
The question is on suspending 
the rules and passing the resolution as amended. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, 


Mr. Speaker, I believe I am ready for a vote. 


Mr. Speaker, in order to encourage levis|,- 


tion upon other subjects I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. Speaker, pending that I move that the 
House now take a recess until Monday at 11.30 a. m. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


Mr. 


WILLIAMS. 


mand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 131, nays 71, 
answered “ present” 6, not voting 179, as follows: 


YEAS—131. 


Acheson 
Adair 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
Andrus 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bonynge 
Boyd 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burleigh 
Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 


Aiken 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Ga, 
Booher 
Bowers 
Brodhead 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Candler 
Clark, Mo, 
Craig 
Denver 
Dixon 
Ellerbe 
Ferris 
Finley 


Bede 
Bennet, N. Y. 


Adamson 
Ames 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barclay 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bates 

Beale, Pa. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Brantle 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burton, Del, 
Butler 

Byrd 

Calder 
Caldwell 


Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davenport 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Denby 
Douglas 
Driscoll 
Dwight 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 


Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Hollida 

Howar 

Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jones, Wash. 


Englebright Kahn 
isch Kennedy, Iowa 
Floyd Kinkaic 
Focht Kiistermann 
Fordney Lafean 
Foster, Ind. Lamb 
French Landis 
Fuller Langley 
Gaines, W. Va. Lawrence 
Gardner, N. J. Lindbergh 
Goulden Longworth 
Graft Lorimer 
Graham Lowden 
Hale McKinney 
Hall Madden 
Hamilton, Mich. Madison 
Hammond Mann 
Haskins Miller 
Hawley Mondell 
Hayes Morse 
Henry, Conn. Mouser 
Higgins Murdock 
NAYS—71. 
Fitzgerald Hughes, N. J. 
Foster, Ill, Hull, Tenn. 
Fulton Johnson, Ky. 
Gaines, Tenn. Johnson, 8. C, 
Garner Keliher 
Gillespie Kimball 
Gordon Kitchin, Claude 
Granger Lord 
Gregg McHenry 
Hackett Macon 
Hackney Moon, Tenn. 
Hamlin Moore, Tex, 
Hardy Nicholls 
ey O'Connell 
Helm Padgett 
Henry, Tex, Page 
Hill, Miss. Patterson 
Houston Pou 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—6. 
Broussard De Armond 
Carlin 
NOT VOTING—179, 
Carter Foulkrod 
Clark, Fla, Fowler 
Clayton Gardner, Mass. 
Cockran Gardner, Mich. 
Cook, Da, Garrett 
Cousins Gilhams 
Cravens Gill 
Darragh Gillett 
Davey, La. Glass 
Davidson Godwin 
Davis, Minn, Goebel 
Diekema Goldfogle 
Draper Greene 
Dunwell Griggs 
Durey Gronna 
Edwards, Ga, Haggott 
Edwards, Ky. Hamill 
Fairchild Hamilton, Iowa 
Fassett Harding 
Favrot Hardwick 
Fornes Harrison 
Foss Haugen 
Foster, Vt. Heflin 


Mr. Speaker, upon that proposition I de- 


Needham 
aye 
Olcott 
Olmsted 


Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 


Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohlo 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Wheeler 
Wilson, I'l. 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Rainey 
Rande!!, Tex. 
Robinson 
Rotherme! 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, ‘Tex, 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Sherwood 
Smith, Mo. 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stanley 

Tou Velle 
Watkins 
Williams 


Flood 


Hepburn 
Hitcheo 
Hobson 
Howell, N. J 
Hubbard va 
Hughes. \ Va. 
Hull, | _ 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackso! 

James, ©) » M. 
Jenkins 

Jones, Va 
Keifer 
Kenned) 
Kipp 
Kitchin 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Know!a 
Lamar, | |4. 
Lamar, 
Laning 
Lassiter 


Ohlo 


Wa. W. 











McLain Pujo Stevens, Minn. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


resolution of the Senate (S. R. 66) providing for additional 
lands for Wyoming under the provisions of the Carey Act, re 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1680), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4441) to acquire 
certain land in the District of Columbia as an addition to 
Rock Creek Park, reported the same without amendment, ac 
companied by a report (No. 1681), which said bill and repo. 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6190) authorizing 
a resurvey of certain townships in the State of Wyoming, r 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1682), which said bill and report were referred to 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILLETT, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, to which was referred the bill of the House (Hi. R. 
17870) providing for the payment of salaries or wages to all 
Government employees who may be injured in the line of duty 
or may be required to absent themselves from duty as ut 
of quarantine measures, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1683), which said bill and r 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
state of the Union. 


thea 


+} 


rn 


ic port 


on the 


Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 


(H. R. 19607) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
to cooperate, through the Bureau of the Coast and Geodetie 
Survey and the Bureau of Iisheries, with the fish commissioner 
of the State of North Carolina in making surveys of the waters 
of North Carolina where fishing is prohibited by law, reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1685), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on the Public 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 443) granting 
certain lands belonging to the United States and situated in 
the State of Alabama to the State of Alabama for the use and 
benefit of the common schools of that State, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1686), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Lands, to 


> 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21884) grant- 
ing an annuity to Jennie Carroll and to Mabel H. Lazear, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1676), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21927) to re- 
imburse certain Departments of the Government for expenses 
incurred incident to the recent fire in Chelsea, Mass., and for 


other purposes, reported the same with amendments, accompa- 





nied by a report (No. 1677), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
ADVERSE REPORT. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the resolution of the House(H. J. Res. 167) 
to prevent settlement upon and speculation ertain lands 

| affected by contemplated suits on behalf of the United State 

reported the same adversely accompanied by a report (No. 

1678), which said resolution and report were laid on the table 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were i duced and sg l re 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations 
A bill (H. R. 21946) making appropriations to sup d 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending dune 
80, 1908, and for prior years, and for other purpose -to the 


McLaughlin, Mich.Ramsdell, La. Sturgiss 
McMillan Rauch Sulzer 
McMorran Reid Talbott 
Malby Reynolds Taylor, Ala. 
Marshall Rhinock Thistlewood 
Maynard Richardson Thomas, N. C. 
Moon, Pa. Riordan Thomas, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. Roberts Underwood 
1 Mudd Rodenberg Wallace 
n Murphy Rucker Wanger 
Nelson Scott Watson 
er Norris Shackleford Webb 
i Overstreet Sheppard Weeks 
M Parker, 8. Dak. Sherley Weems 
Pearre Sherman Weisse 
tt Peters Sims Wiley 
Pollard Slayden Willett 
‘ Porter Slemp Wilson, Pa. 
i Cal. Powers Small Wolt 
; ! Pratt Smith, Tex. Young 
. } Cal. Prince Stephens, Tex. 
S motion was agreed to. 
erk announced the fellowing additional pairs: 
I further notice : 
M up with Mr. LEE. 
CALL with Mr. McLaIn. 
’ LL of Iowa with Mr. Ranspexx of Louisiana. 
Mr. McKrntey of Illinois with Mr. RucKER, 
Mr. Morris with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Mr. Suemp with Mr. Suara of Texas, 
Mr. Youne with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. KNowWLAND with Mr. LAssITER. 
Mr. Kerrer with Mr. CocKRAN, 
Mr. Huprarp of Iowa with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
For balance of this day: 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. HEr.in, 
Mr. Beve with Mr. RiIcHaRDSON. 
Mr. Jenkins with Mr. CLAYTON. . 
For this vote: 
Mr. Weeks with Mr. Harpwick. 
Mr. Dearer with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi. 
Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. Necson with Mr. LEGARE. 
Mr. RopenserG with Mr. Hamriton of Iowa. 
Mr. GarpNner of Michigan with Mr. SuLzer. 
Mr. Howein of New Jersey with Mr. SrerHens of Texas. 
Mr. Loneworts with Mr. SHERLEY, 
Mr. Knarp with Mr, LEAKE. 
Mr. Barciay with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. Diekema with Mr. GI, 
Mr. Durgey with Mr. GopwiIn. 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. HagrIson. 
Mr. Griierr with Mr. Hrrcencock. 
‘I result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. HACKETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask if there is a quorum? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask if 
there is a quorum? 
Mr. HACKETT. Yes. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce that | 
ther splendid quorum. 
\ccordingly (at 6 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the House | 
ss until Monday, May 18, 1908, at 11.30 o'clock a. m. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
I tions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
Ak from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
U ‘ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
Grand Marais Harbor, Minnesota (H. R. Doc. 939)—to 
‘ ittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
h illustrations. 
\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
es letters from the Auditor for the Navy Department 
J ; an estimate of appropriation for additional em- 
re i. R. Doc. 988)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
d to be printed. 
Miss. = Se 
M. ORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
{ se 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever 
lo | from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
n. W. Mr x several Calendars therein named, as follows: 
‘ONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
v referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21807) to au- 
. Secretary of the Interior to certify certain lands to 
of Kansas, and for other purposes, reported the same 
sod oa iments, accompanied by a report (No. 1679), which 
Whole Hons. report were referred to the Committee of the 


Se on the state of the Union, 





Union Calendar, 
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By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 21947) providing for the 
holding of a term of the United States circuit and district 
courts annually at Keene, N. H.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 21948) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Newport, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21949) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Elizabethton, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21950) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Rogersville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21951) to amend 
the laws of the United States relating to patents in the interest 
of the originators of horticultural products—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

3y Mr. COCKS of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 
21952) to amend the national banking laws—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 21953) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building at Lewistown, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21954) to provide for site and public build- 
ing at Lewistown, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. IR. 21955) to provide for enlarg- 
ing and improving the United States building at Abingdon, 
Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21956) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Pulaski, Va.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grouads. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 21957) re- 
lating to affairs in the Territories—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 21958) to fix the requirements 
governing the receipt and preservation of messages of inter- 
state telegraph and telephone companies—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. KAHN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 184) to allow the 
city and county of San Francisco to exchange land in the 
Yosemite National Park and adjacent national forest for por- 
tions of the Hetch Hetchy and Lake Eleanor reservoir sites, in 
said Yosemite National Park, for the purposes of a municipal 
water supply—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MANN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 185) concerning 
the granting of space for the International Congress on Tuber- 
culosis—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Resolution (H. Res. 417) amending the 
rules of the House of Representatives—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. McCALL: 
compensation for the resolution and petition 
House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 419) providing for the rearrange- 
ment of the seating capacity of the House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on the Library. 


Resolution (H. Res. 418) providing extra 


clerk of the 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 21959) granting an increase of 
pension to John C. Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 21960) for the relief of 
B. D. Hutchinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, » bill (H. R. 21961) granting a pension to Martha Dal- 
rymple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 21962) granting a pen- 
sion to James H. Arwood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 21963) to correct the military 
record of John Chapin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21964) 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin P. Bussom—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 21965) granting an increase 
of pension to K. Shannon Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 21966) granting a pension 
to Adalaide L. Curry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21967) granting an increase of pension to 
Jebn C. Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 21968) granting an jp. 
crease of pension to Thomas J. Bennett—to the Committec 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. LAFEAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 21969) ¢ 
vide for increase of pensions in certain cases—to the (Co: 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21970) to correct the military rec: 
T. Abram Hetrick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21971) granting a pension to R 
Wavell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H.R. 21972) for the relict of 
the heirs at law of George Boone, deceased—to the Com: 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 21973) for the relief of tho 
University of South Carolina—to the Committee on War Clainis, 

By Mr. McKINLEY of ‘lllinos: A bill (H. R. 21974) erant- 
ing an increase of pension to C. W. Brown—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 21975) for the relief of 
the Jegal representatives of W. B. Long, deeeased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 21976) granting an increase 
of pension to George R. Belcher—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21977) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 21978) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank Chase—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 


on 


) pro- 
mit- 


rd of 


sana 


nittee 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of M. B. Steczynski, favoring 
the Bates resolution of sympathy for the Prussian Poles—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brownsville, Pa., for amendment 
to Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating in- 
junctions, employers’ liability bill, and national eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. C. Strange, delegate of Division No. 464, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the Rodenberg- 
Hemenway-Graff ash-pan bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of New York Board 
of Trade and Transportation, favoring legislation to secure 
proper regulation for length of tows and length of hawsers 
between towing vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of International Brotherhoou of 
Stationary Firemen, of Pittsburg, favoring H. R. 16366, to regu- 
late wages of stationary firemen in public buildings—to the 
Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings. 

Also, petition of Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Union, 
of Pittsburg, for amendment to the Sherman antitrust law, and 
for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ' 

Also, petition of Master Builders’ Exchange of Philadelphia, 
against H. R. 15651, the Hepburn amendment to the Sherman 
antitrust bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George W. Eberhardt & Co., favoring Senate 
bill 6367 and H. R. 20311—to the Committee on Ways aud 
Means. 

Also, petition of Wilmer Atkinson, for a postal savings bank 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Craft & Allen Company, of Philadelphia, and 
Wilson Snyder Manufacturing Company, against anti-injunctiot 
legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of I. Ollendorff Company, favoring fi! 
legislation that will create more confidence in our finan 
stitutions—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania Association of Retail 
ware Merchants, against a parcels-post law—to the Com! 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. a 

Also, petition of Thomas Carlin’s Sons Company, of Alle 
Pa., against the Sterling bill (H. R. 21358) and the Pay) 
(H. R. 21359)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Bison Society, favoring Seo"'? 
Dixon’s bill for a national bison range and herd on the //4° 
head Reservation—to the Committee on Agriculture. a 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of the Seventh !onl 
sylvania District, for concurrent resolution 28, against 2''0 
ities of the Russian Government—to the Committee on Forest 
Affairs, 


tor 
or 
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B CALDERHEAD: Petition of Goldsmith Silver Com- 
, oring the Tawney anticoupon bill—to the Committee 
\ and Means. 

\ tition of the United Bohemian Building and Loan As- 
for amendment of H. R. 18525 so as to exempt build- 
loan associations that make loans to their members 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

netition of Galena Commercial Club, of Galena, Kans., 
the Huff bill establishing a Bureau of Mines—to the 


Si 


Ces ee on Mines and Mining. 

\ petition of Pleasant View quarterly meeting of Friends’ 
Church. against bill before Congress providing for rifle practice 
and nst extension of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 

ff ! 
a «>. petition of General Federation of Women’s Clubs of En- 
terprise, Kans., favoring bill to investigate and develop method 
of treatment of tuberculosis (S. 5117 and H. R. 18445)—to the 
Col tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Ry Mr. CALDWELL: Petitions of Local Union No. 90, Broth- 
erhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, 


and Local Union No. 693, United Mine Workers of America, 
favoring bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust 


law. the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Br Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petitions of J. W. Lee, of Port 
Arthur: citizens of Laredo; H. A. Muedeking, of Beaumont; 
Gust Berting and other citizens of Port Arthur; citizens of San 
Antonio; W. S. Tyner and citizens of Port Arthur; citizens of 


Marshall, and Robert Ramey and others, of Beaumont, all in the 
State of Texas, favoring eight-hour law, employers’ liability 
bill, anti-injunection bill, and amendment to Sherman antitrust 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. COX of Indiana: Petition of Union Grange, of Valley 
City, Ind., favoring a national highways commission and ap- 
propriation for Federal aid in construction and improvement of 
highways (H. R. 15837)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of members of the bar of Wind- 
ham County, Vt., and Cheshire County, N. H., for enactment of 
a law providing for holding of United States circuit and dis- 
trict courts at Keene, N. H.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWES: Petition of citizens of Cambridge, Ohio, 
favoring eight-hour law, employers’ liability bill, anti-injunction 


bill, and amendment to Sherman antitrust law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of citizens of Fifteenth Ohio District, for concur- 


rent resolution 28, against Russian atrocities—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON: Petition of City Club of Chicago, for forest 
reservations in White Mountains and Southern Appalachian 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of Cincinnati Clearing House, against the Al- 
drich currency bill—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Thomas 8S. Wolfe and others, of Madison; 
C. P. Myers, of North Vernon, and Richard Geilker and others, 
of Columbus, all in the State of Indiana, favoring bills affect- 
ing labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Madison (Ind.) Knights of Columbus, for leg- 
islation making October 12 a legal holiday—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Collar and Shirt Manufac- 
turers’ Association, against anti-injunction legislation—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

_By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Painters’ Union and Local 
No. 143, United Garment Workers, of Syracuse, N. Y., for the 
enactment of the bill (H. R. 20584) amending the Sherman anti- 
trust law; H. R. 94, to define the injunction power and re- 
Strain its abuse; for the enactment of an employers’ liability 
| for the extension of the provisions of the eight-hour 
) the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Memorial of Oklahoma legislature, for con- 
= tonal amendment (H. J. Res. 177)—to the Committee on 

le Judiciary. 

\lso, petitions of citizens of Woodland County and Shawnee, 
ind Norman, Kans., for amendments to the Constitu- 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of United Mine Work- 

\merica, favoring H. R. 20584 amendment to Sherman 


aDdtitrust 


ist law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and 


law, ar 
law 


Ok 
tion 


“sn ‘our law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
, by Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Genoa, IIll., against 


Rens ar law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
st-i.0ads, 





Also, petition of citizens of Rockford, Ill., for exemption of 
labor unions from the operation of the Sherman antitrust law, 
| for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ 
liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
| the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Illinois Audubon Society, for legislation 
conserving national resources—to the Committee on <Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Dr. T. F. Henry, of Streator, Il., for S. 4432, 
for betterment of the Dental Corps of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Utica (Ill.) Hydraulic Cement Company, 
against anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of City Club of Chicago, for forest reservations 
in White Mountains and Southern Appalachian Mountains—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

$y Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of working 
people of Manchester, Mass., favoring eight-hour law, employers’ 
liability law, anti-injunction bill, and amendment to Sherman 
antitrust law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Civic League of Salem, for forest reserva- 
tions in White Mountains and Southern Appalachian Moun- 
tains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petitions of laboring men and Local No. 707, 
United Mine Workers of America, of Peoria, Il., for legislation 
to modify the antitrust law, to regulate and limit the issuance 
of injunctions, for employers’ liability, and for the extension 
of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of many citizens of Pittsburg: 
John Rieger, of Brackenridge; Henry Kunkel, of Sharpsburg, 
and Gebhart Sahner, of Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law and for the 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Bison Society, favoring Senator 
Dixon’s bill for a national bison range and herd on the Flat- 
head Reservation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania retail hardware merchants, 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Wilmer Atkinson, favoring postal savings 
bank—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Croft & Allen, of Philadelphia, against any 
anti-injunction law—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petitions of O’Connell & Cashman and F. C. Morrill, of 
New York, for relief for heirs of victims of the General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Master Builders’ Exchange of Philadelphia, 
against H. R. 15651 (Hepburn amendment to the Sherman anti- 
trust act)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas Carlin’s Sons’ Company, against 
H. R. 213858 (Sterling bill) and H. R. 21359 (Payre bill), 
anti-injunction bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of A. M. Urqughart, of Huron, §. 
Dak., for the Rodenburg anti-injunction bill and Graff ash-pan 
bill (H. R, 171387 and H. R. 19795)—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petitions of citizens of 
Hartford and Bristol, Conn., for the enactment of the bill 
(H. R. 20584) amending the Sherman antitrust law; H. R. 
94, to define the injunction power and restrain its abuse; for 
the enactment of an employers’ liability law, and for the ex- 
tension of the provisions of the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition for S. 5117 and H. R. 18445, rela- 
tive to methods of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of New 
Brunswick, N. J., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and 
for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ty Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: -Petitions of many citi- 
zens and labor unions of Seattle and other cities and towns of 
Washington, fer exemption of labor unions from the operations 
of the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating in- 
junctions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petitions of Union No. 119, United Gar- 
ment Workers of America, and employees of New York, New 
Haven and Hartford Railway, for exefiption of labor unions 
from the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the 
Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability 
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act, and for the eight-hour law 
diciary. 

By Mr. LANING: Petitions of John Fulmer and others, of 
Mansfield, Ohio, and T. H. Nash and others, of Norwalk, Ohio, 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Ira F. France and others and J. E. Brown 
and others, of Mansfield, Ohio, in favor of H. R. 15837, for a 
national highways commission and appropriation giving Fed- 
eral aid to construction and maintenance of public highways— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Emil Alderman and Arthur Baylau, of 
Mansfield, Ohio, against any amendment or treaty provision 
to extend right of naturalization, and for a more stringent im- 
migration law, etc.—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petitions of William Baumgarten, Val 
Faust, Henry Anderson, William Baumgarten, and EF. E. Kins- 
miller, of Brainerd, Minn., for amendment to Sherman antitrust 
law, and for the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the 
eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petitions of W. E. Stockton, delegate, Di- 
vision No. 294, of Chicago; William Arnold, Division No. 60,. of 
Rock Island; C. M. Smith, delegate, Division No. 241, and W. H. 
Muloey, representative of Division No. 253, of Chicago, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the Rodenberg-Hemen- 
way-Graff safety ash-pan bill (H. R. 17187 and 19795)—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Local Union No. 25, International 
Longshoremen’s Association, of Bay City, for legislation and 
modification of the Sherman antitrust law, for employers’ lia- 
bility law, for limitation on injunction, and for the extension 
of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of M. E. Wiles and others, of 
Brewster, Mass., in favor of H. R. 15837, for a national high- 
ways commission and appropriation giving Federal aid to con- 
struction and maintenance of public highways—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, 


to the Committee on the Ju- 


favoring the Fowler currency-commission bill—to the Committee | 


on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petitions of citizens of La Salle and Chicago, I1., favor- 
ing bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, 
the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Petition of citizens of Scranton, Pa., for 
amendment to the Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, 
employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petitions of E. A. Maddacks and others 
and Charles V. Cullen and others, of Boston, Mass., for leg‘s- 
lation to modify the Sherman antitrust law, to establish em- 
ployers’ liability, to regulate the issuance of injunctions, and 
to extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judi- 
eciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petitions of labor organizations of 
Council Bluffs and Missouri Valley, Iowa, for the amendment 
to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill” 
(H. R, 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ 
liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petitions of Carpenters’ Union, 
sundry citizens, and Iron Molders’ Union, all of Columbus, Ohio, 
for the exemption of labor unions from the operations of the 
Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunc- 
tions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. W. McGuire, vice-master Brotherhood of 
Railway Trainmen, for the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill ‘and 
Hemenway-Graff safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of Twin City Foundrymen’s 
Association, against anti-injunction legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Boston Branch, 
No. 2, National League of Navy-Yards and Naval Stations. 
Arsenals and Gun Factories, for S. 5555 and H. R. 16734, relat- 
ing to compensation of civilian Government employees for in- 
jury in line of service—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Lumber City Lodge, No. 524, Brotherhood of 
Railway Trainmen, of Galeton, Pa., for amendment to Sherman 
antitrust law and for the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, 
and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE. 
Monpay, May 18, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Prerce, of the city of 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed. 
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Keay. ; 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved, 

ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a con 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
from the Acting Secretary of the Navy submitting a iple- 
mental estimate of deficiency in the appropriation for pay of the 
Navy for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1908, to meet certain jp. 
creases in the pay of officers and enlisted men of the Navy. 
etc., $457,363.50, which, with the accompanying pay. as 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered { 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from assist. 
ant treasurer of the United States at St. Louis, relative to 
the urgent need in his office of one additional day watchinan and 
coin counter at $900 and one night watchman at $720, and 
recommending that the provision be included in the gener 
deficiency appropriation bill, etc., which, with the acc y- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
inclusion in the general deficiency appropriation bill for prizes 
for economy in the expenditure for coal, to be awarded by th 
Secretary of the Navy, $2,500, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriati 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Act- 
ing Surgeon-General, Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice, submitting the claim of the Southern Pacific Company for 
damages amounting to $1,517.08 inflicted upon the ferry steamer 
Encinal, at San Francisco, Cal., by the quarantine st 
Argonaut, in collision September 10, 1907, etc., which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, presenting certain estimates of a) 
propriations and requesting that they be included in an appre 
priation bill and that the money provided therein may ) 
available during the coming fiscal year, contingent expetses, 
Treasury Department, rent of buildings, 1909, $13,000; shelving 
and transferring records, etc., $10,500, etc., which was refer! 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be prin 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from 
Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that an increase be mace 
in the estimate of appropriations for the coming fiscal! 
for the purchase of horses and wagons for office and 
service, Treasury Department, to be used only for ofli 
poses, etc., from $3,500 to $5,000, which was referred 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Ho 
passed the joint resolution (S. R. 90) to amend an act 
ing the construction of bridges across navigable wat 

The message also announced that the House had Pp: 
bill (S. 4186) creating in the State of Minnesota a na' 
est consisting of certain described lands, and for othe! 
with amendments, in which it requested the concurre 
Senate. 

The message further announced that the House | 
the following bills, in which it requested the conc 
the Senate: 

H. R. 21844. An act granting to certain employees 
United States the right to receive from it compensali 
juries sustained in the course of their employment; anc 

H. R. 21899. An .act providing for the appointmen' 
Inland Waterways Commission with the view to the | 
ment of the inland waterways of the United States. i 

The message also announced that the House had acre’. 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeits 
yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the } 
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(H.R. 20345) making appropriations for the diplo- 
d consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


PROPOSED FINANCIAL 


\YLOR. Mr. President, I give notice that I shall 
the Senate to-morrow after the close of the morning 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
NEWLANDS] instructing the Finance Committee 
amendments to House bill No. 21871, the 


LEGISLATION, 


on 
Mr. 
certain 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


VICE-PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
of t islature of Oklahoma, which was referred to the Com- 
mitt 1 the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 39. 


I lved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring 
the That the proposed amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, as proposed and proclaimed by the Hon. C. N. Haskell as 


ck 1 of the senatorial direct-election committee, be, and the 
sal hereby, heartily indorsed. 
R | further, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress 


be, and they are hereby, requested to use their best endeavors to secure 
ssion of the proposed amendments to the legislatures of the 
| States of the Union for their ratification. 
WILLIAM H. Murray, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Geo. W. BELLAMY, 
President of the Senate. 





“IN UNITY THERE IS STRENGTH.” 
State of Oklahoma—Evecutive proclamation: 


Government is the source from which must spring protection to life, 
liberty, and the acquisition and enjoyment of property. 
‘nment must be made and executed by man. 

nment that does not protect honest capital and enterprise and 
t alike fails of its proper purpose. 
r form of Government, with its distinct legislative, executive, and 
icial branches, should owe the tenure of office direct to the people. 
‘ficial position should never be found on the bargain counter, where 
selfish interest, greedy for riches at the expense of the comfort of the 
toiling masses, or the morals and happiness of humanity, can buy power 
with the gold unjustly wrung from Lomest hands and needy homes. 

Government ao Peon spontaneous nor automatic. 
hor operate itself. 
honest people or the special interest will rule. 
Which shall it be? 

Shall the creatures of God or the creatures of the legislature rule the 


untry : 


The past and the present warn us—the General Government must be 
t nearer the people. 


Gove 





{ 


It will not create 








may be given us. 
Such as to define the duties and render wholesome the administration 
of the executive and judiciary. 


PARTY PLATFORMS AND POLITICAL SPEECH. 


All pledges of future action are stale with age and the path of the 
past is strewn with wrecks of the people’s fondest hopes. 
Loud acclaim and fierce denunciation still leave the people with empty 


hands 
The people must act! 


When? Now! 
mune the Federal Constitution. 
ow? 


(a) Elect United States Senators by direct vote. 

(b) Legalize an income tax. 

(c) Make constitutional an employers’ liability law. 

d) Cease to — the States in regulation of carrying charges 
within the State and the prohibition of merging of competing common 


Carriers 
Leave 





e) to every State the right of its own 
morality and protection to honest labor, without Federal aid being 
en the enemy of both. 
The preamble and resolutions below tell the story in detail. 
pledge of legislation along any of these lines is an uncer- 
riuge 


hem all in the Constitution and you then have certainty, but 


given 


> party 





of Oklahoma, in the Senate, and Representative 
in the House, introduced these five proposed amendments on 
m9 1908. Congress will soon adjourn. 


the pe ple are all powerful in action, but graft, greed, and monopoly 
. by een the people are silent. 
the ‘fee oe the power vested in me, I, C. N. Haskell, governor of 


Oklahoma, and inthe interest of government rendering 


{exact justice to both the rich and the poor, do proclaim Thurs- 





y, May 1908, a legal holiday throughout our State. 
sunken with the Suspension of all legal business our people may as- 
=e confer together I urge that all advocates of good govern- 
a rs in their lodge rooms. 
~ e commercial clubs in their halls. 
The rers in their unions. 


s for the promotion of morals and intelligence. 
) believe that the laborer is worthy of his hire, that the 
sacred, and domestic happiness should be promoted— 

emble and adopt resolutions demanding your Congressmen 
S Support of these five amendments to the Constitution, and 
rest mail your resolution to Washington. 





dis reforms in a practical manner—all promise and no results 
we , sour sincerity. 

me LS 'y done, let us pray that beyond our own small State (weak 

out the 7 fight for good government) that our sister States through- 
Let ne 200 may add their power. 

tembled e that from ocean to ocean the voice of such people as- 


‘a every community, in every State, may add its command. 


g the United States Senate nearer the people, that just laws | the people of the States by their own voice (the majority controlling) 


people to enforce | 








| the United States; 





= ‘ 
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DO IT NOW! ACTION DEFERRED IS OPPORTUNITY LOST. 
Done at the city of Guthrie this 29th day of April, in the year of 
Our Lord 1908, :nd of the Independence of the United States the one 
hundred and thirty-second. 


Attest: 
BiLt Cross, Secretary of State. 


C. N. HASKELL, Governor. 


To the Siztieth Congress of the United States: 

Whereas in the Constitution of the United States it was contemplated 
that lapse of time and changing conditions would necessitate amend 
ments of and additions to the original document, and therefore the mak 
ing of amendments and additions thereto were provided for. 

Time has demonstrated that government®by the people, of the pe 
ple, and for the people can not be obtained by the present method of 
electing the upper house of the legislative branch of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, therefore an overwhelming majority of the people of the 
entire United States have in various conclusive ways given evidence of 
their desire that the Constitution should be amended, to the end that 
United States Senators may be elected by direct vote of the people 
of the respective States, to the end that our Government in practice, 
as well as in theory, may justify the motto: 

“LET THE PEOPLE RULE.” 

Whereas government devised for the protection of life, liberty, and 

the right of property necessarily incurs the burden of taxation, direct 


| and indirect; and 


Whereas indirect taxation is far too often made an excuse for special 
privileges to a aeees class and a burden upon the toiling masses of 
an 

Whereas great estates and accumulations of property necessitate a 
greater share of supervision and expense to government, therefore it is 
fair and just that an income tax be authorized by the Constitution of 
the United States, affording a source from which a portion of the ex- 
pense of Government may be obtained, and to this end the Constitution 
of the United States should be so amended as to make the assessment 
and collection of an income tax constitutional. 

Whereas it should be the policy of our Government to protect the 
toiling masses to the fullest degree of justice in case of disability or 
death while in the service of interstate carriers and free from re- 
sponsibility on account of the negligence of his fellow-servant or co- 
employee, it is therefore essential that the laws of Congress upon this 
subject should not be hampered or their validity endangered by the nar- 
row provisions of the Constitution as at present. Distinct power should 
be given Congress to legislate as in its wisdom may fully protect the 
employee. 

Whereas the conditions and necessities of the different States render 
it indispensable that each State have unrestricted the right to regulate 
the charges of common carriers and the conduct of transportation busi- 
ness and the right to prohibit the consolidation or combination or 
merber of competing carriers to the end that reasonable competition 
shall not be destroyed; and 

Whereas time has demonstrated that Federal control of this vast 
subject is inadequate to the needs of the States, and it being within 
the power and province of the State to regulate its internal affairs, 
this subject should have the emphasis of a direct provision of the 
Federal Constitution—not that the States have ever surrendered this 
right, but that judicial legislation may not further encroach upon the 
just rights and powers of the State. 

Whereas it has always been the policy of free government to permit 





to formulate and execute the laws for their local regulation, and 
where a State, by its people, have elected to prohibit the importation 
or use of any products affecting the morals and health of the com 
munity or the protection of its honest labor, by the exclusion of con- 
vict-made goods, the Federal Government should never aid or connive 
at the violation of such as has been declared to be the expressed will 
of the people of such State, to the end that doubt on this subject 
may be cleared away and a definite limit put upon legislation by our 
Federal judiciary, an amendment of the Constitution is essential. 
AMEND THE CONSTITUTION. 

There are two methods of securing the submission 
to the Constitution of the United States: 

(a) The Congress of the United States may formulate and submit 
amendments on its own motion to the several States for their ratifi- 
cation; but as to this method the people of our country have waited 
long, weary years in vain, but with a last appeal to that method the 
five articles proposed herewith are submitted for the voluntary action 
of our Congress. 


of amendments 


were those who framed the 


(b) Wise, indeed, Constitution of our 
country in the provision of another method for its amendment. In 
Article V it is provided that the several States, the source of all 


Federal power, may, by resolution of the legislative body, two-thirds 
of the States joining therein and addressing such request to the Con- 
gress, make it mandatory upon the Congress of the United States to 
convene a convention of the States of the Union for the purpose of 
formulating any and all such amendments to the Federal Constitution 
as said convention, when assembled, may deem wise and proper, and 
the Congress shall also provide that all amendments proposed by such 
convention shall be submitted to the several States for ratification. It 
is to be hoped that Congress will not, by their failure to act, make 
necessary the delay and expense incident to such convention by refus- 
ing to submit the attached five articles and such additional articles 
as the people may demand by a reasonable representation of the people. 

The action of twenty-seven States of the Union, in requesting a con- 
vention of the States, must impress the Congress that patience has 
almost ceased to be a virtue and that Congress has not listened with 
even diligence and justice to the source of all power—the people of 
our country. ; 

Can there be any better evidence of the demand for a constitutional 
convention of the States than that expressed in the resolutions filed 
herewith, adopted by the twenty-seven of our grand and glorious States 

owing: 
5 Indiana, Texas, California, Nevada, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Arkansas, Wyoming, North Carolina, Illinois, Colorado, Louisiana, Kan- 
sas. Montana, Wisconsin, Oregon, Michigan, Tennessee, Idaho, South 
Dakota, Washington, Utah, Kentucky, Minnesota, lowa, and Oklahoma. 

Of the nineteen remaining States, more than two-thirds of them stand 
ready to join with their sister States in this demand, awaiting only 
the convening of their legislative bodies. | 

Shall Congress defer longer the submission of these needed amend- 
ments to the Constitution, when, by the States above named, substan- 
tially two-thirds of the population of the United States have united 
in a call for such convention? 




















































































6444 


| the people have the opportunity to pass upon these questions 
t further hindrance or delay, or must a campaign be waged to 
8 that it is the servant of a free and independent people? 
Oklahoma has created its commission and directed the 
Congress of the ! and things herewith, and 
justice of demands may appeal to the 

United 


without 
remind ¢ 
The 


inne 

“I ite ot 

latters 

these 

States. 
C. N. HASKELL, 

Governor of the State of Oklahoma. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENTS. 
Reaolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of both Houses 
concurring), That the folloWing articles be proposed to the legislatures 
of the several States as amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, all or any of which articles, when ratified by three-fourths of 
the State legislatures, to be valid to all intents and purposes as part of 
the said Constitution, viz.: 

ArT. 16 


Ntate 
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| 


| burg, 


The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two 


Senators from each State, chosen by the electors thereof for six years, | 


ich Senator 
il b 


House 


shall have one yote, and the electors in each 
ive the qualifications requisite for election of Members of the 
of Representatives. They shall be divided as equally as may 


and « 


State | 


May 1 


He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ A 
tion of Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of 
tion to increase the efficiency of the Patent Office, which 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Peoria, Glenanee, Kewanee, Edwardsville, Spr 
Taylorville, and Chicago Heights, all in the State of | 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the ; 
“ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Local Union } 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Pro 
R. I. praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor o1 
tions, which was referred to the Committee on the Judic 

He also presented a petition of Woman’s Home Mi 


| Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Woo: 


be into three classes, so that one-third may be chosen every second year ; | 


and 
make temporary appointments until the next 


State 


regular election in such 
No person shall be a Senator who shall not have attained the 


age of 30 years, and been nine years a citizen of the United States, | 
which | 
Vice-President of the United States shall be | 


and who shall not when elected 
he shall be chosen. The 
l'resident of the Senate, but shall have no vote unless they be equally 
divided. The Senate shall choose their own officers, and also a Presi- 
dent pro tempore, in the absence of the Vice-President or when he shall 
exercise the office of the President of the United States. 
17. The Congress shall have power to provide for the collec- 
n uniform tax upon the gains, profits, and income received by 
citizen or person of the United States, including every corpora- 
tion, association, or company doing business for profit in the United 
States, subject to such exemptions as it may deem proper. 

Art. 18. The Congress shall have power to define and regulate the 
liability of common carriers engaged in interstate or foreign commerce 


be an elector of the State for 


ART 
tion of 
every 


if vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, the governor may | jurisdiction, which was referred to the Committee on the J 
Id b ’ ar ; ; 1@ Ju 


Rt. I., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohi}it | 


lygamy in the United States or in any territory subject to its 


| diciary. 


| adoption 


| adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman anti- 
| trust law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred 


to their servants or employees for injuries resulting from the negli- 


gence of fellow-servants or coemployees. 

Art. 19. No State shal] be denied the right to regulate the charges 
of common carriers for the carriage of freight or passengers wholly 
within the State, or to regulate or prohibit the consolidation or com- 
bination of competing carriers. 

Art. 20. No State shall be denied the right to regulate or prohibit 
the shipment into the State of any article or articles of commerce in- 


jurlous to public health or morals, or the product in whole or in part 
of convict labor. 

Senatorial direct election commission of the State of Oklahoma: 

Hon. C. N. HASKELL, 
Governor, Ez-Officio, Guthrie. 
Hon. WM. H. Murray, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Tishomingo. 
Hon. CLARENCE B. Dovuc Las, 
Muskogee. 
Hon. THos. H. Doyrez, 
Ez-Membcr of Sirth Legislative Assembly 
of Oklahoma Territory, Perry. 
Hon. JOHN THREADGILL, 
Ea-Member of Seventh and Highth Legislative Assemblies 
of Oklahoma Territory, Oklahoma City. 
Hon. Gro. H. Evans, 
Chickasha. 
Hon. T. B. Ferauson, 
Ea-Governor of Oklahoma Territory, Watonga. 
lion. Jessep J. DuNN, 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court, Guthrie. 
Hon. D. L. SLEEPER, 
Ea-Speaker of Ohio House of Representatives, Tulsa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Madison, Me., and a petition of sundry citizens of Ber- 
lin, N. H., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Society, Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution, praying that an appropriation 
of $50,000 be made to mark the Oregon trail, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the South Carolina Bankers’ 
Association, adopted at a meeting held in Spartansburg, S. C., 
praying for the appointment of a currency commission, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Ms. NELSON presented a memorial of the Association of 
tuilders’ Exchange of the State of Minnesota, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “anti-injunction bill,” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of the Mississippi River 


Mound Association, of Greenville, Miss., praying for the enact- | 


ment of legislation for the relief of Henry L. Blake and others, 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Madison 
and Lewiston, in the State of Maine, praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust 
law ” relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Norwich, Hartford, and Bristol, all in the State of Connecticut, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
“Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 











| certain amendment to the present interstate-commerce 


Mr. NIXON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tono- 
pah, Goldfield, and Ely, in the State of Nevada, praying for the 
of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 
antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented petitions of sundry citi 
zens and labor organizations of Baltimore, Md., praying for th 


i 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Hanna, Wyo., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of sundry citizens and 
labor organizations of Berlin, Franklin, Lebanon, Manchester, 
and Cascade, all in the State of New Hampshire, and of Kit- 
tery, Me., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a petition of the New Hampshire Ret 
Grocers and General Merchants’ Association of Laconia, N. lH, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for a reduc 
tion of the postage on first-class mail matter, which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Improvement Associ: 
of Wilton, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislati: 
establish a national forest reserve in the Southern Appalachia 
and White Mountains, which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented the petition of BE. Dwight Sanderson, 
rector of the New Hampshire Agricultural Experiment 
of Durham, N. H., praying for the enactment of legis 
prdhibit the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adult 
or misbranded fungicides, Paris greens, etc., and for regu 
traffic therein, which was referred to the Committee 0! 
factures. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 31, 
national Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Pulp, Su!p! 
Paper Mill Workers, of Franklin, N. H., remonstratii 


Stat 


| the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, and 


terials used in the manufacture thereof, which was ! 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Contoocook Val! 
dist Episcopal Social Union, of Hillsboro, N. H., pray! 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate t! 
tion of intoxicating liquors, which was ordered io 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central La! 
American Federation of Labor, of Nashua, N. H., re: 
against the enactment of legislation to extend tl 
naturalization, which was referred to the Committe 
gration. 

Mr. ANKENY presented sundry petitions of citizens 
Wash., praying for the adoption of certain amendme 


| so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 


tions, which were referred to the Committee on the J 
He also presented a petition of Mountain Valley Gr 
79, Patrons of Husbandry, of Amboy, Wash., pray! 
enactment of legislation to establish postal savings ba! 
was ordered to lie on the table. a a 
He also presented a petition of the Lumbermens ¢*"" 
Committee of Seattle, Wash., praying for the ado] % 


WW | ro 











for an investigation of advances in freight rates by rail- 
fore they become effective, which was referred to the 


( ee on Interstate Commerce. 


SCOTT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Clarks- 
i Charleston, in the State of West Virginia, praying 
loption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sher- 

titrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

KNOX presenied a petition of the Society of Survivors 

Mississippi River Ram Fleet and Marine Brigade, of 


A v, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation apply- 


i provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, to the men of the 
M ippi River Ram Fleet and Marine Brigade and to their 
ys and minor children, which was referred to the Com- 
1 Pensions. 

| so presented a petition of Union No. 947, United Brother- 
he if Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Ridgway; sun- 
di ens of St. Marys; Osear Van Cookenberger, of Dunlo; 
Hichhorn, of Erie; George A. Cook, of Erie; Union 


ry citizens of Philadelphia; C. W. Swanson, of Warren; John 
Rieger, of Brackenridge; sundry citizens of McCance; sundry 
cit is of Allentown; William Wakefield, of Rochester; 63 

3s of Pittsburg; 13 citizens of New Castle; Nail Mill Lodge, 
No. 65, Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel, and Tin Work- 
ers, of Danville; Iron Molders’ Union No. 77, of Allegheny City; 


| 
No, 280, United Mine Workers of America, of New Castle; sun- | 
j 
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| Bend, J. A. Drake and sundry other citizens of Centerville, 8. F. 
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sundry other citizens of Edinboro, all in the State of Pennsy 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation providing addi- 
tional protection to the dairy interest of the country, which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Council No. 425, Knights of 
Columbus, of Corry; Council No. 875, Knights of Columbus, of 


Moyer and sundry other citizens of Alexandria, B, T. Hills and 


| Crafton; Council No. 385, Knights of Columbus, of Oil City; 





Union No. 327, of Monaca; Branch No, 102, Glass Bottle Blowers’ | 


As tion, of Parkers Landing; Tin City Lodge, No. 2, Inter- 


“> 


national Protective Association, of New Castle; Union No. 35, | 
, 


Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Allentown; Local No. 
58, Wood, Wire, and Metal Lathers’ International Union, of 
Philadelphia ; Central Trades Council of Pittsburg; Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, of Philadelphia; Division No. 477, Amalga- 


mated Association of Street and Electric Railway Employees of | 


America, of Philadelphia; Retail Clerks’ International Pro- 
tective Association of Lebanon; Cigar Makers’ Union No. 232, 


of Sellersville; Central Labor Union of Erie; Branch No. 108, 
Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association, of St. Marys; Central Labor 


Union of Lebanon; Central Trades Council of Connellsville; | 


Cigar Makers’ Union of Easton; Carpenters’ Union No. 206, of | 


New Castle; sundry citizens of Allentown; Spring City and Roy- 
ersford Trades Council; Branch No. 115, Glass Bottle Blowers’ 


Association, of Port Marion; Branch No. 76, Glass Bottle Blow- | 


ers’ Association, of Sharpsburg; Branch No. 112, Glass Bottle 
Blowers’ Association of Hazelhurst; Branch No. 72, Glass Bottle 


Blowers’ Association, of Smithport; Central Labor Union of | 
Honesdale; Central Labor Union of Carbondale; sundry citi- | 


zens of New Castle; sundry citizens of Hamburg; sundry citi- 
zeus of Lancaster; William A. Paterson, of Tarentum; Local 
Union No. 1339, United Mine Workers, of Castle Shannon: J. V. 
Long, of Royersford; Irwin Shelly, of Royersford; sundry citi- 


zeus Of Spring City and vicinity, and 28 citizens of Smithport, all 
In the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” 
relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the | 


(tee on the Judiciary. 
He so presented memorials of the Standard Underground 
C ble Company, of Pittsburg; W. O. Hickok Manufacturing 
Company, of Harrisburg; Hughes & Muller, of Philadelphia; 
Merchant Tailors’ Local Protective Association of Philadelphia ; 
u Master Builders’ Association of Allegheny County; the 
B ui ders’ Exchange League of Allegheny County ; United Engine 
aud Foundry Company, of Pittsburg; Monongahela Tube Com- 
pany, of Pittsburg, and Lockhart Iron and Steel Company, of 
Allin the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
of an anti-injunction measure and also against the 
certain amendments to the Sherman antitrust law 
labor organizations, which were referred to the 
> on the Judiciary. 
presented petitions of the Trades League of Phila- 
| the Scranton Board of Trade, in the State of Penn- 
m praying for the enactment of legislation to establish 
ie , forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian and 
nitains, which were ordered to lie on the table. 
_ © Hiso presented petitions of H. I. Rice and sundry citizens 
d, H. 8. Burt and sundry other citizens of Ulysses, 
i¢ and sundry other citizens of Lawrenceville, F, E 


de 


aN ot 


sundry other citizens of Wilcox, M. A. Setzer and 


citizens 


ee Hop Bottom, John G. Foster and sundry other citi- 
of W : “herry Ridge, A. B. Wheeler and sundry other citizens 


sundry other citizens of Conneautville, W. H. Dev- | 


‘citizens of Cressona, E. E. Johnson and sundry other | 


Council No, 911, Knights of Columbus, of Braddock; Council No. 
972, Knights of Columbus, of Sharpsburg; Council No. 491, 
Knights of Columbus, of Pittsburg; Council No. 956, Knights of 
Columbus, of Charleroi; Council No. 285, Knights of Columbus, 
of Allegheny, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 


| enactment of legislation providing that October 12 be declared 
} a national holiday in honor of the anniversary of the discovery 


of America by Columbus, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of Master Lodge No. 101, 
srotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Norfolk, Nebr., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injuction bill,” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
South Omaha, Nebr., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 


| ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 


| labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Iron Molders’ Union No. 150, of New Castle; Sheet Metal Work- 


ers’ Union No. 166, of New Castle; International Molders’ | 


Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Gothenburg, 
Cortland, Lincoln, Hartington, College View, and Hastings, all 
in the State of Nebraska; of the faculty and students of Walla 
Walla College, of Walla Walla, Wash., and of the Religious Lib- 
erty Bureau, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of the Lumbermen’s freight- 
rate committee of Seattle, Wash., praying for the adoption of 
a certain amendment to the interstate-commerce law, which 
vas referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4062) to amend section 
5481 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report (No. 669) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
proposing to appropriate $10,000 for salaries of district attor- 
neys and marshals for Oklahoma, from November 16, 1907, to 
June 30, 1908, at the rate of $4,000 per annum each, intended to 
be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, and 
moved that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, which was agreed to. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 21844) granting to certain em- 
ployees of the United States the right to receive from it com- 
pensation for injuries sustained in the course of their employ- 
ment, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 670) thereon. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 138649) providing for the hearing 
of cases upon appeal from the district court for the district of 
Alaska in the circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 672) 
thereon. 

CALVIN P. LYNN. 

Mr. CURTIS. I report back favorably from the Committee 
on Pensions, without amendment, the bill (S. 4341) grant 
an increase of pension to Calvin P. Lynn, and I submit a re 
port (No. 667) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for its imn 
diate consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in € . 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Calvin P. Lynn, late of Company G, One hundred 
and fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pa 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tiny 
and passed. 


> is 


BYRON C. MITCHELL, 

Mr. CURTIS. I report back from the Committee on Pen- 
sions favorably with an amendment the bill (S, 5412) granting 
| an increase of pension to Byron C. Mitchell, and I submit a re 
port (No. 666) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for its imme- 


ro, A. L. Brant and sundry other citizens of Great | diate consideration. 
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There being no objection, 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was, 
strike out “ thirty ” 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, 





the bill was considered as in Com- 


in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to 
and insert “ twenty-four,” so as to make the 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Byron 
C. Mitchell, late of Company F, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendment was concurred in. 

The 
the third time, 


and the 


and passed. 
EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. FLint on the 16th instant, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Irrigation be, and the 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, 
be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on bills or 
matters pending before said committee, and that such 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


HARRY 8S. LEE. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
Committee on Pensions with an amendment the bill (S. 7123) 
granting an increase of pension to Harry 8S. Lee, and I submit 
an report (No. 668) thereon. I ask for 
tion. 

There being no objection, 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was, in line 6, after the name 
Lee,” to insert “ formerly Albert Lee Alleman,” 
the bill read: 

te it enacted, 


same is 


other 


the bill was considered as in Com- 


“Harry S. 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
Ss. Lee, formerly Albert Lee Alleman, late of Company E, One hundred 
and twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendment was concurred in. 


and the 


the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Harry S. Lee, 
man,” 


formerly Albert Lee Alle- 


CHARLES C. WEAVER. 


am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
to whom was referred the amendment of the House of 


Mr. BURNHAM., I 
sions, 


Representatives to the amendments of the Senate to the bill | 


(H. R. 1062) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Weaver, to move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House to the amendments of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed tc. 


JERRY MURPHY. 
Mr. BURNHAM. 


sions, to whom was referred the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 1991) granting an increase of pension to Jerry Murphy, 
to move that the Senate disagree to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the amendment of the Senate and 
reqfest a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, the conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed 
by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. BuRNHAM, Mr. Smoot, and Mr. TEerier as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I ask that both bills be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

EXTENSION OF STREET RAILWAYS TO UNION STATION. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
902) “authorizing certain extensions to be made of the lines 
of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company, the 
Washington Railway and Electric Company, the City and Sub- 
urban Railway of Washington, and the Capital Traction Com- 
pany in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” hay- 
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subject to | 


bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
| with a double-track Joop located as near as may 





as may | 
| corner of Stanton square. 
stenographer | 


| ington be, and it is hereby, 


I report back favorably from the | 


so as to make | 
| to Pennsylvanis 


the name of Harry | 


| with Massachusetts avenue and First street west, 
| said Massachusetts avenue southeastwardly to the said plaza, and 
| with such northerly deviations as may be necessary to bring the 
| tracks immediately in front of and adjacent to the main en 

| trance of the Union Station, 
rn : : | determined by the Commissioners of the District of ( 
rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read /to the corner of Second 
| F street north to Eighth street east, to connect with the tracks 


sé j ¢ ; , ¢ ol * re ‘ ; ‘ } 
A bill granting an in- | of the Capital Traction Company hereinbefore authorized; als 


|a double-track loop passing in front of the station on said 


I am directed by the Committee on Pen- | 





May 


ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom. 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses, as fo! |ows.- 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the a 
ment of the House and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the language proposed by the Hoiise jp. 
sert the following: 
“That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Cov) any 
be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to construct 
double-track connection with its tracks on E street 
thence northwardly along First street east to East ( 
street, there to connect with the tracks of the Washingto 
way and Electric Company; also a double-track extension from 
Delaware avenue and C street northeastwardly along [elg. 
ware avenue to the plaza in front of the Union Station, tovether 
be to the 
exterior circumference of said plaza and passing in front of 
and near to the Union Station; also a double-track conection 
with existing tracks on G street near New Jersey avenue 
NW. and thence eastwardly to and along Massacli 
avenue, with such northerly deviations as may be ne 


end. 


a 
south, 
ipitol 

Rail- 


setts 


CSSary 


| to bring the tracks immediately in front of and adjacent to 


the main entrance of the Union Station, 
existing track at Third and D streets NE. 


to junctions with ap 
and at the northwest 
“Sec. 2. That the City and Suburban Railway of Wash- 
authorized and directed to extend 
its double tracks on North Capitol street southwardly from the 
intersection of G street to Massachusetts avenue, there to con- 
nect with the tracks hereinbefore authorized on Massa: 


husetts 


| avenue. 
its present considera- | 
| Columbia be, 
| struct and extend, by double tracks, the lines of its underground 


“Sec. 3. That the Capital Traction Company of the District of 
and it is hereby, authorized and directed to co 


electric railroad from Florida avenue and Seventh street 
NW. southeastwardly along Florida avenue to its intersection 
with Eighth street east, thence southwardly along Eigiith street 
avenue, there to connect with existing tracks 
of the Capital Traction Company ; also a double-track extension 
from the tracks hereinbefore authorized on Florida 
southeastwardly along New Jersey avenue to its intersection 
thence along 


navel 


thence by such route as may be 
‘olumbia 
thence east on 


and F streets NE., 


a double-track extension of its lines from Seventh and ‘I streets 
NW. eastwardly along T street to Florida avenue to 

nect with the tracks of the Capital Traction Company here! 
before authorized; also a double-track extension of its lines 
from C street and Delaware avenue NE. along Delaware ave 
nue to the plaza in front of the Union Station, together \ o 
plaza; also a double-track connection from First and |} streets 
SE. northwardly along First street east to B street north. 


“Sec. 4. That the companies hereinbefore named be, aud 


| they are hereby, permitted to lay duct lines on such sireets &s 


ines, the 
sioners 


may be necessary for the proper operation of their 
location of such duct lines to be approved by the Commis 
of the District of Columbia, and the cost thereof ani : 
other costs and expenses of construction, removal of tracks, T 
pairs, and restoration in this act mentioned shall be born 
paid solely by said street railway companies, and they siia!! be 
solely liable for all damages to persons and property 0c asioned 
by any construction or work authorized by this act. 
“ Sec. 5: That the said street railway companies met ion | 
this act be, and they are hereby, authorized and require! 
within eighteen months from the date of the passage of t's 
act, and it shall be the duty of each of them, to remove thett 
respective railway tracks and appurtenances from th [0!" 
ing streets, and at the time of their removal to repair, reste 
and make good in all respects the space now occupied by “" 
railway tracks and appurtenances to the satisfaction «0! W" 
ten approval of the Commissioners of the District of ‘ jumbia 
namely, G street NW., from North Capitol street to - 
sey avenue; C street north, from First street east 
street east; D street north, from First street east to Mossachl 
setts avenue; First street west, from C street north t) | sire’ 
north; Sixth street west, from Louisiana avenue to |! er 
north, and Louisiana avenue, from Fifth street west (9 5)" 
street west; and upon neglect or. refusal of said co! _ . 
remove their respective tracks and to repave, repa!' restore 


1 


ow Jer- 


Fourth 





















e good said space to the satisfaction of the said Com- 


s within the time above limited, any said street rail- | 


inv so neglecting or refusing shall be deemed guilty 
meanor and shall be subject to the penalty provided 
710 of the Code of Laws for the District of Columbia 
the removal of abandoned tracks, and said Commis- 
re authorized without notice to remove said tracks and 
the space occupied by same and charge the cost 
to such railroad company, whatever may be the manner 
doing said work, and to collect the cost thereof in the 
in section 5 of an act of Congress entitled ‘An 
a permanent form of government for the District 
( bia,’ approved June 11, 1878. 
6. That the construction of the 


provided 


vide 


underground electric 


way lines in this act hereinbefore mentioned shall be | 


d within thirty days and completed on or before May 


and in default of such commencement or completion | 
said time or within the extension of time by this section | 


SIM |, all corporate rights, franchises, and privileges of any | 
street railway company so in default shall immediately cease 
determine: Provided, That the Commissioners of the Dis- 


+ tof Col 


mbia may, for good cause shown in writing, extend 
for completion; but the said Commissioners shall in no 


such extension for a longer period than six months. | 


s 7. That where the route or routes provided for in this 
ide with each other or with the route or routes of ex- 
t railways or street railways hereafter authorized 


he operated or constructed, one set of double tracks only shall | 


onstructed and shall be used in common, upon terms mu- 


tually agreed upon, or, in case of disagreement, upon terms de- 
i by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
which is authorized and directed to give notice and hearings to 


( ie joint trackage: Provided, That there shall be two sets of 

d e tracks immediately in front of the main entrance to the 

l 1 Station, facing Massachusetts avenue, the most northerly | 
rail being not less than 70 feet from the axis of the south por- 

tico of said station. 


No. 77 as may in their judgment be necessary for sidewalks and 
roadways and for street railway use. And authority is hereby 


(lemn, in accordance with existing law, for street purposes, so 
No. 626, lying north of the north building line 
of square No. 567, extended, as they may deem necessary, and 


of square 


cost of acquiring said property as above shall be paid by 
the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company: Provided, 
That where a portion of any lot is authorized to be acquired as 
bove the said Commissioners may, in their discretion, acquire 
entire lot; the portion thereof, when so acquired, lying 


outh of 


the north building line of square No. 567, extended, to 

become the property of said Anacostia and Potomac River Rail- 

road Company as soon as the entire cost of acquisition as above 
1 shall be paid by it. 


Sec. 9. That whenever, in the construction of the new tracks 
herein authorized, the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
nbia deem it necessary, in order to reasonably accommodate 
ve lar traffic, to widen the roadway of any street or streets 
‘n which said track or tracks are to be laid, such widening 
Shall be done by said Commissioners, the cost and expense of 


ae 


lening, ineluding the laying of new sidewalks, the ad- 
Wwstment of « 


f all underground construction, and of every public 
urtenance, Shall be borne by the railway company con- 


ructing such tracks, and the said railway company shall de- 
i with the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia 
‘i advance the estimated cost of changing or widening the 
ald street or streets, the work to be done by said Commis 
= 8; and whenever, at any future time, the Commissioners 
“eem it necessary to widen the roadway of any street or streets 
| ’ the extensions herein authorized, said railway com- 

Y Stall bear one-half the cost of widening and improving 

! Street or streets, to be collected in the same manner as 


laying or repairing pavement lying between the 
ails of the tracks of said street railroad and for a 
2 feet exterior to such track or tracks is collectible, 
rovia S eee isions of section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act to 
, ue &@ permanent form of government for the District of 


Volumbi * approved June 11, 1878. 

tracey, 2hat whenever in the construction of any of the 
Conte authorized it is necessary, in the opinion of the 
ae of the District of Columbia, to improve, by 
cosh Otherwise, the roadway of any street occupied by 
its trac ‘ or tracks, said company ‘shall adjust. the grade of 


“8 to the new grade of the street or streets, the cost 
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e interested parties and to fix and finally determine the terms | 


said Commissioners to acquire by purchase or to con- | 


thereof to be borne by the said company in the same manner 
as the cost of paving between the exterior of the t 
| of the street railroad companies, as referred to in the preceding 
| section, 

“Sec. 11. That the arrangement of all tracks herein author- 


ized within the lines of the plaza in front of the 
shall be in accordance with the plans approved 


Union Station 


missioners of the District of Columbia, and all work of « 
struction and extension herein authorized shall be executed 
in accordance with plans to be approved by the Commis 
sioners of fhe District of Columbia and under a permit or 
permits from said Commissioners. 

“Sec. 12. That existing transfer arrangements between the 


Washington Railway and Electric Company and the Metropol! 
tan Coach Company, a corporation of the District of Colum! 

shall not be terminated, except by authority of Congress; and 
unless said Metropolitan Coach Company shall, within one year 
after the passage of this act, substitute motor vehicles to be ap- 
proved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, for 
the herdics now used by it, its right to operate its ll 








line shall 


cease aud determine: Provided furth That all transfers is 
sued by the Metropolitan Coach Company shall be proper 
dated and punched as to time limit as provided by rule l 
reguiations to be made, altered, and amended from time to 
time by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and that unk 
said transfers are so dated and punched the Washington R 
way and Electric Company shall not be required to receive 
them. 

“Sec. 18. That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 


Company and the Capital Traction Company be, and they are 


hereby, authorized and required, jointly to construct, maintain, 


nd operate, by overhead trolley, temporary railway tracks for 
passenger service from the Union Station to the intersection 


of Delaware avenue and C street north, said tracks to be con- 
structed within sixty days from the date of the approval of 
this act, in accordance with plans approved by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, said tracks to be main- 


| tained by said companies to the satisfaction of said Commis- 
Sec. 8. That authority is hereby given the Commissioners | 
of the District of Columbia to use such portions of reservation | 


sioners, and to be removed by said companies after the con- 
struction of the permanent street railway tracks herein pro- 
vided for within thirty days after notice from said Commis- 
sioners so to do: Provided, That the companies herein named 
may, at their option, substitute permanent underground for 
temporary overhead construction on Delaware ave from C 
street the southern edge of the plaza, and thence by tem 
porary underground construction to the north line of Massa- 
chusetts avenue; such temporary construction to be removed 
within thirty days from the date of operation of cars over the 
permanent construction provided for in section 1 of this act. 
14. That the railway anies affected by act 
shall have, over and respecting the routes herein provided for, 
t] rights, powers, and privileges as they respectively 
have or hereafter may have by law over and respecting their 


} 








ie 


Lo 


¢ 


‘Sere. com} this 


ie same 


other routes, and shall be subject in respect thereto to all the 
other provisions of their charters and of law. 

15. That no transfer ticket or written or printed in- 
stri nt giving or purporting to give the right of transfer to 
any person or persons from a public conveyance operated upon 
one line or route of a street railroad, or from one car to another 


car upon the line of any street railroad, shall be issued, sold, 
or given except to a passenger lawfully entitled thereto. Any 
nerson who shall issue, sell, or give away such a transfer ticket 
r instrument as aforesaid to a person or p 
ntitled thereto, and any person or 
titled thereto who shall receive and 
any such transfer ticket or instrument to 


rsons not lawfully 
persons not lawfully 

ffer for ] ssn ce 
ther with inte 


use or 





to have such transfer ticket used or offered for passage sh 
| be punished by a fine not exceeding twenty-five dollar 
“Src. 16. That every street railroad company or corpora- 

tion owning, controlling, leasing, or operating one or 1 
street railroads within the District of ¢ mmbia shall on each 
and all of its railroads supply and operate a sufficic number 
of cars, clean, sanitary, in good repair, with proper and safe 
power, equipment, appliances, and service, comfortal dl ¢ 
venient, and so operate the same as to give expeditious passage 
not to exceed fifteen miles per hour within the city limits or 


twenty miles per hour in the suburbs, to all persons desirous of 
the use of said cars, without crowding said car 
state Commerce Commission is hereby power to req! 
and compel obedience to all of the provisions of this ; 
and to make, alter, amend, and enforce all needful rules and 
regulations to secure said obedience: and said Commis i 
given power to make ail such orders and regulations ne 
to the exercise of the powers herein granted to it as may 
reasonable and proper; and such railroad companies or cor- 


Ss. The | er 


gviven 





















porations, their officers and employees, are hereby required to 
obey all the provisions of this section, and such regulations 
and orders as may be made by said Commission. Any such 
company or corporation, or its officers or employees, violating 
any provision of this section, or any of the said orders or regu- 
lations made by said Commission, or permitting such viola- 
tion, shall be punished by a fine of not more than one thousand 
dollars. And each day of failure or neglect on the part of such 
company or corporation, its officers or employees, to obey each 


the orders and regulations of the Commission made thereunder, 
shall be regarded as a separate offense. 

“ Sec. 17. That prosecutions for violations of any of the pro- 
visions of this act shall be on information of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission filed in the police court by or on behalf 
of the Commission. 

“Sec. 18. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, 
or repeal this act.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment to the title of 
the bill, 

Jacosp H,. GALLINGER, 

CHESTER I. LONG, 

Tuos. S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

S. W. SMITH, 

P. P. CAMPBELL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


bill that was before the Senate and passed the Senate, except 
that one section has been added from the House. I think it 
would be scarcely necessary to read the long bill, and I ask 
unanimous consent that action be taken upon the report without 
reading the bill. 















have read. I should like to have the part that is new read. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will call the attention of the Secretary 
to it. It is section 16. 












quested. 

The Secretary read section 16. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
report. 

The report was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 7150) to authorize a pat- 
ent to be issued to Hannah Ulvestad, for certain lands therein 
described, which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 7151) granting an increase of 
pension to George Russell, which was read twice by its title 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 7152) ratifying 
bonds of road district No. 1, Maricopa County, Ariz., which was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7153) for the relief of the 
widow and family of Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at law 
of others, which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 7154) granting an increase 
of pension to Caleb A, Barton, which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 7155) granting an in- 



























by its title and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CRANE (for Mr. Lopce) introduced the following bills, 
which were severally read twice by their titles and referred to 
the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7156) for the relief of Parsey O. Burrough (with 
an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 7157) for the relief of Hilaire Raymond (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7158) granting an increase of pension to Melzar E. 
Beard ; 

A bill (8S. 7159) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Doying}; 




















and all of the provisions and requirements of this section, or | 


Mr. GALLINGER. The bill as reported is substantially the | 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re-| 
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ade bill (S. 7160) granting an increase of pension to Johy 
lies; 
‘ A bill (S. 7161) granting an increase of pension to Sedley 4. 
wow ; 

A bill (S. 7162) granting an increase of pension to () 
W. Perley; 

A bill (S. 7163) granting an increase of pension to Benj: 
FE. Pettengill ; 

A bill (S. 7164) granting an increase of pension to Horace Ff, 
Russell ; 

A bill (S. 7165) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Wyman; and 

A bill (S. 7166) granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
Wyman. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by’ their titles and referred to the Commit. 


ries 


min 


tee on Claims: 


A bill (S. 7167) for the relief of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Pungoteague, Va.; and 
A bill (S. 7168) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 


! Church of Hartwood, Va. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 7169) granting a 
pension to Martha A, Harvey, which was read twice by its 


| title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (S. 7170) for the relief of the 
Tennessee School for the Blind, at Nashville, Tenn., which was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CRANE (for Mr. Lopce) submitted an amendment pro- 

posing to appropriate $5,999.22, heretofore appropriated to be 


| paid to H. Hollis Hunnewell, administrator of Samuel Welles, 


etce., be now paid to Walter Hunnewell as administrator of 
Samuel Welles, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the gen- 


| eral deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the 


| Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BURKETT. There is one section that I should like to} pre! i ' 


Mr. FLINT submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 


| ate $930 to be paid to James H. Owen, of Los Angeles, Cal. 


being the balance due him under contract for the erection o 
buildings and construction of irrigation works for the Truxton 
Canyon Indian School, Arizona, etc., intended to be proposed by 


| him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, which was 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr. WARNER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 


| priate $250 to pay William B. Turner for preparing the index 


to the final report of the Board of Lady Managers to the St 
Louis Exposition, intended to be proposed by him to the genera 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 





AMENDMENTS TO OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted three amendments intended to | 
proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bil!, whi 


were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be pr 


posed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which w 

referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
Mr. GUGGENHEIM submitted an amendment intended to be 

proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which 


was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
Mr. HOPKINS submitted an amendment intended to be [fo 
posed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which was 


| referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intende| 
proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, w 


/ , | referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Growics 
crease*of pension to Charles H. Bartlett, which was read twice | 


Mr. PENROSE submitted four amendments intended te 
proposed by him to the omnibus public buildings ) 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings @h 
Grounds. 

Mr. LONG submitted an amendment intended to be ))!°! 
by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which was tv’ 
to the Committee on the Census 

He also, subsequently, from the Committee on tl 
to whom was referred the foregoing amendment submit | 
himself on this day, intended to be proposed to th: 
public buildings bill, reported it without amendment, « aw 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public Build:nss “’ 
Grounds, which was agreed to. ' 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be I 
posed by him to the omnibus public buildings bill, which "™ 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
and ordered to be printed, 


(ensius, 





DISBURSEMENT OF INDIAN FUNDS. 


\r. OWEN submitted the following resolution, which was 
ed by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


1. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
to transmit to the Senate a statement showing the amounts 
asury of the United States to the credit of the Choctaw, 
‘ _ Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole tribes of Indians on June 
ind what amounts, if any, have been added to and disbursed 
aid funds severally since said date. 


LISTS OF CLAIMS, JUDGMENTS, AND AWARDS. 


HALE submitted the following resolution, which was 
cons ed by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


1. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
» transmit to the Senate the following schedule and lists of 
dgments, and awards requiring appropriations by Congress 
fore reported to Congress at the present session, namely : 
Schedule of claims allowed by the accounting officers of the 
inder appropriations the balances of which have been ex- 
- carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 

t of June 20, 1874. 

List of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims against 
{ 1 States. 
List of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in favor 
ts and against the United States under the act to provide 
f idication and payment of claims arising from Indian depre- 
datior yproved March 3, 1891. 

i} List of judgments rendered against the United States by 
the t and district courts of the United States under the act to 
r bringing suits against the Government of the United States, 
1 March 3, 1887. 

| List of awards made by the Spanish Treaty Claims Commis- 
the act to carry into effect the stipulations of Article VII 
ity between the United States and Spain, concluded on the 
“December, 1898, approved March 2, 1901. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 
Mr. BAILEY submitted the following resolution, which was 
‘ed by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

R ! That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the 
Ss st of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of 
in Indian depredation cases requiring an appropriation by 

Congress not heretofore reported. 

THE HAGUE CONFERENCE, 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that Senate document No. 444, Six‘sieth 


ss, first session, being the report of the Second Inter- 

nal Peace Conference held at The Hague from June 15 
ber 18, 1907, be reprinted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

NATIONAL FOREST IN MINNESOTA, 


VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
its of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4186) 
creating in the State of Minnesota a national forest consisting 
of certain described lands, and for other purposes. 
ndments were, on page 5, line 7, after “ quarter,” to 
“quarter; ” page 8, line 2, after “ the,” to insert “said; ” 
re 8, line 6, after “ commission,” to insert “of three per- 
page 9, line 12, strike out “an agent” and insert “a 
representative who shall serve without compensation;” page 
10, line 16, to strike out “ May” and insert “June;” page 12, 
ie I, after “sales,” to insert “made by the Secretary of the 
ras;” page 12, line 19, after “appropriated,” to insert 
(1 no commissioner shall be paid for more than ten days’ 
” to strike out all of section 8 and insert: 


5. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner 
nited States to purchase any of the land in said reservations 
1 from the reserve created by this act, or to dispose of said 
is provided by the act of January 14, 1889, entitled “An 

e relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State 
and an act of June 27, 1902, entitled “An act to amend 
r the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the 
Minnesota,” or the provisions of this act; or to guarantee 
‘hasers for said lands or any portion thereof, it being the 
of this act that the United States shall act as trustee for 
ns to dispose of the said lands and the timber thereon, and 
f the proceeds thereof, as provided in said acts, only when 
1 the sale of the timber and the lands, as herein provided. 


., J to amend the title so as to read: “An act amending the 
a S January 14, 1889, and acts amendatory thereof, and for 


Mr. CLAPP, I 


its 


Concre 


~ 


And t 


move that the Senate concur in the House 


tion was agreed to, 
FINANCIAL COMMISSION, 
YY "rr 2 s 
J ONT. Mr. President, I give notice that on Thurs- 
ng next, after the conclusion of the routine morning 
,....» + Will address the Senate on Senate bill 6465, to cre- 
- al commission, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
An act granting to certain employees of the 
es the right to receive from it compensation for 
stuined in the course of their employment, which 


XLII——404 


Mr. du 


H.R. 21844 
United S 4. 
injuries gs 
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was read twice by its title and, on motion of Mr. Depew, was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 21899. An act providing for the appointment of an 
Inland Waterways Commission, with the view to the improve- 
ment and development of the inland waterways of the United 
States, which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President, several days ago I gave 
notice that at the close of the morning business to-day I would 
ask the Senate to take up for consideration Senate bill 6206, 
and if it is proper to do so, I will ask that it be laid before the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senate. It will be read by title. 

The Secretary. Under Rule IX, a bill (S. 6206) for the 
relief of certain former members of the Twenty-fifth Regiment 
of United States Infantry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. WARREN. I have no objection to file at this time. 
reserve the privilege. 

Mr. McLAURIN. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is that the bill may 
be now considered. 

Mr. BULKELEY. I will say to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi that I am not expecting to have any particular consider- 
ation of the bill to-day. I want to make some remarks in ex- 
planation of the notice I gave that I would call it up to-day 
for consideration. 

Mr. McLAURIN. So it is called up for the purpose of en- 
abling the Senator to make some remarks on it? 

Mr. BULKELEY. That is the purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President, on the 13th of May I gave 
notice that I would this morning, after the conclusion of the 
morning business, ask the Senate to give consideration to 
this bill, which was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs adversely, there being another bill in regard to the 
same subject reported adversely from the committee. Senators 
will recall that a few days since by a very large vote the con- 
sideration of one of these bills was postponed until December 
next. I am embarrassed somewhat this morning by the fact 
that the Senator on whose motion one of the bills was postponed, 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraxer], is still absent 
from the Chamber through indisposition, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], who I understand desires to speak 
on this question, is still detained from the Chamber by reasons 
well known to almost every Senator. 

I contented myself the other day by simply voting against the 
postponement of the bill then under consideration, Senate bill 
5729. It seemed to me that the course suggested and taken was 


The Chair lays the bill before the 


I 


Dla 
one that would not commend itself to the people of the country, 
and the more I have given it consideration and it com- 
mented upon in the press of the country the more I have become 
convinced, in view of all the circumstances and the investiga- 
tions that have gone on for the past twelve or eighteen months 
in regard to this matter, that, without criticising the action of 
the Senate, the proper course for this body to pursue was to 
take some action at the present session. 

I would call to the attention of the Senate one or two facts. 
The Committee on Military Affairs of this body have had this 
subject under investigation for about eighteen months. They 
have given the matter most careful consideration, and on some 
things in making their report they entirely agree. The entire 
committee agree on at least one point, which I will call to the 
attention of the Senate. On page 24 of the report nine mem- 
bers of the committee found as follows: 

That the testimony fails to identify the particular soldier or soldiers 
who participated in the shooting affray at Brownsville, Tex., on the 
night of August 13-14, 1906. 

And on page 29 of the report the other four members of the 
committee found the same condition, as follows: 

1. The testimony wholly fails to identify the particular individuals, 
or any of them, who participated in the shooting affray that occurred 
at Brownsville, Tex., on the night of August 13-14, 1906. 

So on this fact of an absolute inability to identify any in- 
dividual connected with the affray the entire Committee on 
Military Affairs are agreed, as found in this report. 

Eight members of the committee agree on another finding, 
which I will also read. The finding by four members of the 
committee is found on page 26, as follows: 

In the present case, however, it would seem but justice to restore to 
all the innocent men of these companies the rights and privileges which 


seen 
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had accrued to them by reason of their previous service In the Army, 
and of which they will be permanently deprived unless their former 
status shall be restored by legislation, for the reason that under exist- 
ing statutes the time has already expired in which they could have re- 
enlisted and secured the benefits of their prior service had they been 
— ly discharged because of the expiration of their several terms 
ot enlistment, 

And on page 29 four other members of the committee found 
the same condition, in the following language: 

Whereas the testimony shows beyond a reasonable doubt that what- 
ever may be the fact as to who did the shooting, many of the men so 
discharged were innocent of any offense in connection therewith; there- 
fore it is, in our opinion, the duty of Congress to provide by appro- 
priate legislation for the correction of their record and for their re- 
enlistment and reinstatement in the Army, and for the restoration to 
them of all the rights of which they have been deprived, and we so 
recommend. 

The President, who issued the original order discharging the 
troops, or by whose order the troops were discharged by their 
commanding officer, states in his message to Congress under 
date of March 11: 

The Senate committee intrusted with the work has now completed its 
investigation, and finds that the facts upon which my order of dis- 
charge of November 9, 1906, was based are substantiated by the evi- 
dence. The testimony secured by the committee is therefore now avail- 
able, and I desire to revive the order of December 12, 1906, and to 
have it carried out in whatever shape may be necessary to achieve the 
purpose therein set forth; any additional evidence being taken which 
may be of aid in the ascertainment of the truth. The time limit during 
which it was possible to reinstate any individual soldier in accordance 
with the terms of this order has, however, expired. I therefore recom- 
niend the passage of a law extending this time limit, so far as the sol- 
diers concerned are affected, until a year after the passage of the law. 

So Senators will see that even the President, who issued the 
original order of discharge, has perhaps become convinced that 
there are men in the battalion who were dismissed by his order 
who are entitled to some consideration, for I can see no other 
reason why the President in his message to Congress should 
recommend the extension for a year of the consideration of the 
restoration of any of the men. 

Eight members of the committee, after hearing all the evi- 
dence produced in this matter, have practically joined with the 
President in recommending legislation of the character indi- 
cated, and, if I am correctly informed, the other members of 
the Committee on Military Affairs were not in favor of any leg- 
islation whatever. If I am incorrect in that, I should like to 
be corrected, but that is my understanding. 

Mr. President, it seems to me there is every reason why Con- 
gress at this session ought to have taken up and disposed of 
this matter. Justice delayed unnecessarily long loses all its 
efficiency and vindication postponed loses all its charms. After 
all the investigations, which have been thorough and have 
probed the matter to the deepest extent, it seems to me that the 
Senate is as well prepared to-day as it ever will be to pass upon 
this matter and to finally dispose of it. I can see myself no 
question even of expediency, or whatever you may call it, that 
stands in the way of justice to many innocent men being ren- 
dered without further delay. 

[ do not like to ask at this time, and I shall not this morning 
ask that the bill be taken up for consideration. If the session 
should be prolonged to another week and the Senator from 
Ohio, on whose motion the matter was put over, should return 
to the Senate, and if the Senator from Massachusetts should 
be here in time to discuss the measure as he proposes, I shall 
take the liberty at a later day to ask the Senate to give the 
matter further consideration, 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NELSON. I think the Senator from Kentucky can 
bring up his motion after we go to the Calendar, and I suggest 
thAt he will defer it until that time. 

Mr. PAYNTER, The Senator suggests that I wait until the 
Calendar is called before moving to take up the bill from the 
Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. NELSON, When we are on the Calendar the Senator 
can make the motion then. I suggest to him that he postpone 
it until the bill is reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I would prefer to make the motion now, 
but I will wait. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will announce the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIEI. 

Mr. McCRBARY. I did not hear the motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota. Was it that we should proceed to the consid- 
eration of bills under Rule VIII? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes; under Rule VITI. 

Mr. McCREARY. That embraces bills not objected to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It embraces bills not objected to, 
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BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (H. R. 15372) for the allowance cf certain c)ajms 
reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and con . 
known as the “ Bowman and Tucker acts,” was announced ag 
first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON. Let the bill go over. 
cussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over at | 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 98) relating to the reorganiz; tio, 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was announced ag 
next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the joint resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go over at the requ 
the Senator from New Jersey. 

The bill (S. 915) to prevent the sale of intoxicating 
in buildings, ships, navy-yards, and parks and other p: 
owned or used by the United States Government was ann 
as next in order. 

Mr. NELSON. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over at the r 
of the Senator from Minnesota. 


COURTS IN KENTUCKY. 


The bill (H. R. 14882) to establish a United States court at 
Jackson, in the eastern district of Kentucky, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I object to the consideration of the bill 
I ask that it may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Kentucky 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNTER. The bill has been called on the Calendar 
regularly, and I desire to have it considered. I ask tl 
be considered nothwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
suggest that he can move to take it up? 

Mr. PAYNTER. I move to take up the.bill for consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Kentucly 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the b 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, this is an important bill 
I ask the junior Senator from Kentucky te please state to tle 
Senate what he relies on to justify the passage of thie |! 
am opposed to action upon it now, and I have been requc 
the United States circuit judge and the United States district 
attorney to say that there is no necessity for another co 
the eastern district of Kentucky. Perhaps the junior § 

I would be glad to have 
state to the Senate what he relies upon to justify the | 
of the bill. ial 

Mr. PAYNTER. I understand the motion to take up tle bu 
for consideration is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not debatable. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I will take pleasure in giving the Senate 
the reasons why the bill ought to become a law when it re: 
the stage where it can be debated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agre 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Paynrrn'. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in ‘ 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I could not exa 
the meaning of the bill by hearing it read, and I should 
much like to have the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. |’aY\ 
who has moved its consideration, explain the bill. 

Mr. PAYNTER. It is a bill proposing to establish : 
States court at Jackson, Ky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, I should like to ! 
Senator from Kentucky give his reasons for wanting | 
lish another United States circuit court in Kentucky. We 
nine places now where United States courts are ! 

United States circuit judge for the eastern district of 
has written me that he does not think another United 
court is necessary in the eastern district of that Stat: 
United States district attorney for the same disti 
written me that he does not think another court is 

in that district. I should like, therefore, to have 
Senator from Kentucky show that the establishmen' 
court is necessary. I should like to hear from 
point. I desire to do what is right regarding thes 
Kentucky, and that is the reason I desire to hea! 
colleague on that subject. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President, I am very glad, 
have the opportunity to give the senior Senator fro! 
{[Mr. McCreary] and also the Senate the reasons w!) ‘i 
should become a Jaw. Jackson is the county seat of Pret 


e 


It would lead to dis 
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_ Jt is situated 86 miles from the city of Richmond, 
{ vy in which my colleague resides, at which place there 
leral court. It is situated 185 miles from the city of 
on, where a Federal court is held; it is situated about 


es from the city of Catlettsburg, in which a Federal | 


held, and it is situated by rail about 125 miles from 

I _ where the Federal court is held in the eastern district 

of ucky. 

M league says that there are nine courts in the State 

of Kentucky. That may be true, but there are five courts in 
ern district, ii which the town of Jackson is situated. 

situated in the mountains of Kentucky. It is 


} Is 
: i by two railroads; it is a point at which a great deal 
Oo ess is transacted; it is a growing town; it has an 
el light plant; it has waterworks in the course of con- 
st! mn, and it is building fine streets. In fact, the town is 


» as much or more than any other town in the mountains 
of Ine uk ky. 

rhere are people living in that section of the country who 
( mall farms. Unfortunately, owing to the system of land 
titles in Kentucky, their titles are clouded by the old Virginia 
ind by grants from the State of Kentucky. Those lands 
oming valuable. They are bought by people who live 
the State of Kentucky, who go to the Federal court 
and seek to recover from those people their little homes. Al- 
though the people there may be successful in the litigation, it 
exhausts their means to successfully oppose such actions. I 
y, Mr. President, it is not right to compel those people to 
travel long distances with their attorneys and witnesses in 
order to have their causes tried. That is true, notwithstanding 
the geographical situation of Richmond. 
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Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator that when we took 
up the matter of an additional judge for the State in which I 
live—the State of Nebraska—we created several additional 
places for holding court. I am with him on the proposition that 
he makes that the closer one can get the Federal court to the 
people, within proper limits of course, the better it is. Under- 
standing his bill from his explanation, which I could not from 
the reading of it, because of the noise that was in the Chamber, 
I am in hearty accord with his idea. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President, if I thought I had been so 
fortunate as to convince other Senators as I have the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. Burkett], I would stop at this point, but 
my colleague [Mr. McCreary] has stated that the judge in this 
district is opposed to the bill. I do not know whether his mind 
has undergone a change or not, but I take it for granted that 
the judge, like all of us, prefers ease and comfort, and that he 
would very much prefer to hold court at the other places now 


| prescribed by law and transact business there, if possible, with- 
| out this journey. 


But that is not the purpose of this bill. Its 
purpose is to afford easy access to those people who, unfortu- 
nately, are brought into court, whether under criminal process 


| of the Federal Government or brought there by reason of civil 


| the draft of 


It has been suggested that it would take business away from | 


Richmond to establish this court at Jackson. If it does—and 
that is given as a reason for the opposition to this bill—it is | 
the greatest reason I could give why this bill should become | 
a law, because if Jackson is situated so that a court there would 


serve twelve or fifteen counties, then it is a proper location for 
a Federal court. 

Although a court at Jackson might reduce the business of 
the court at Richmond or at other courts that is not a good 
reason for forcing the people of that section of the State who 
have business in a Federal court to travel, at great expense, to 
distant points to have their cases tried. Courts should be as 
convenient as possible for the trial of causes. Litigants should 
be afforded an opportunity to get their cases disposed 
promptly and at a reasonable cost. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, will the Senator from Kentucky 
pardon an interruption ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. PAYNTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. As I understand, this bill does not create a 
new district, but simply changes the place of holding court? 

Mr. PAYNTER. It does not change the place of holding 
court, but creates an additional court. That is all. 

Mr. CLAPP. An additional court? 
hension here that possibly it created an additional district. 


Mr. PAYNTER. No; that is not true. In that section of 


of | 


There was some appre- | 


Kentucky there are many prosecutions for violations of the | 


internal-revenue laws. 


correctness of which I do not vouch, but it is made by a Mem- 
} . ' - : 
ver of Congress from Kentucky who has given the matter some 


attent 


I hold in my hand a statement, for the | 


Hie says the bill will be a benefit to the Govern- 
ment, viewing it from the point of expense, I quote from his 
letter as follows: 

,, Jne of the chief classes of Federal business that would be done at | 


Ss court would be the trial of persons for violation of the internal- 
ver laws. The counties of Magoffin, Knott, Letcher, Perry, and 


this character, who now travel from 150 to 200 miles to 
urts. This would involve an average traveling expense of 
ut $12 for each person, or something like $30,000 per annum for 
tis Trem alone, The remaining counties named above would average 
i -00 to 500 prisoners and witnesses a year, who would travel an 
g f about 100 miles, making from $12,000 to $14,000 for trav- 


wit nses from these counties, or a total from the territory that 


Der 
penses, 


InASM 


ti ich as I asked him to explain the bill, that his explana- 
ton hs 8 zone far enough to entirely satisfy me in regard to it, 
~e So Tar as I am concerned he does not need to occupy more 
7 the time of the Senate. 
ea I think the plan, as I learn it now to be, is a good one. 
Several of us had the impression, not being able to hear the 
of the bill, that it created an additional district, 
PAYNTER, No, 


reading 


Mr, 


would average at least 500 prisoners and witnesses annually | . : il 
| the Government annually almost enough to erect a Government building 


accommodated of about $44,000 per annum for traveling ex- | 


I want to say to the Senator also 


Mr. RR ew = 3 | is in any one court within the eastern district of Kentucky, 
: lr. BURKETT. I want to say to the Senator from Kentucky, | 


action. I know Judge Cochran is not only an able, but an in- 
dustrious judge, and he will cheerfully hold the court at 

Jackson. 
Judge Cochran, in a letter to Mr. LANoctry, the Representa- 
tive in the other House from that district, 
MAYSVILLE, Ky., December 


Says: 
25, 1907. 
Hon. JoHn W. LANGLEY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: I am in receipt of yours of the 16th instant, inclosing 
a bill providing for the establishment of a United States 
court at Jackson, in my district. I have no objections to its passage 
nor any changes in its provisions to suggest. 

Very truly, yours, A. M. J. 

I should like in this connection, and then I shall conclude my 
remarks, to read part of a statement made by a circuit judge 
in that district—not the Federal judge, but the State judge, 
one of his predecessors—and of a number of other citizens who 
live at Jackson. The statement is as follows: 

This is the terminus of the Lexington and Eastern Railroad and the 
distributing point for the counties of Breathitt, Perry, Knott, and a 
portion of Leslie and a portion of Letcher. It is also the junction of 


COCHRAN. 


the Lexington and Eastern and the Ohio and Kentucky Railway Com- 
pany. It is situated just below the confluence of the north fork of the 


Kentucky River and Quicksand Creek and South Quicksand Creek. 
All the coal and timber on these creeks and other tributaries, includ 


ing Troublesome Creek and Lost Creek and embracing several 
thousand acres of the very finest coal and timber lands in 


hundred 
Kentucky. 


We have also an electric-light plant, built and in operation, and 
also waterworks now in course of preparation, together with an ice 
plant. We have good macadamized streets in a large portion of 


the town, costing in the neighborhood of $10,000, and stone and con- 
crete sidewalks in a large part of the town and the remaining pa 


of the town will be required to put down this kind of sidewalks 
in the near future. It is a live, energetic town, and real estate is 
increasing rapidly in prices and within the last five years has more 


than doubled in prices. It is also the county seat of Breathitt County, 
which is one of the largest counties in area and contains perhaps more 
undeveloped wealth than any county in Kentucky, and is situated in 
the heart of the coal and timber region in Kentucky. 


We know that large numbers of people from this county and the 
counties surrounding it and immediately adjoining it go to attend the 
Federal courts at Kichmond and at Frankfort and at Covington and 
at even Catlettsburg and at London almost every term. We believe 
that at least 90 per cent of the criminal business at Richmond comes 
from this immediate section of the country, and at least 60 per cent 
of the civil business at Richmesd and a large per cent of the other 


cases come from this immediate section of the country, and the nearest 
one of these courts to us by rail is a distance of 8S miles— 


I think I ought to correct that; it is only 86 miles— 


being that of Richmond. Frankfort is a distance of 133 miles, 
ington 185 miles, Catlettsburg 165 miles, and London, by rail, 
125 miles. We notice that your report stated that it is only 52 miles 
to Richmond. This is a mistake. We do not believe you can reach 
Richmond in that distance by an air course. All the business above 
mentioned as coming from this section would be accommodated by a 
court at Jackson and would, in our judgment, save the litigants and 


Cov- 


about 


here at this point. The defendants in most of these cases from this 
part of the country are poor people and mountaineers who in a large 
number of instances are unable to attend court and travel the distance 
and pay the necessary expense to make their legitimate defense, while 
this would be obviated with a court at Jackson and would enable our 
people to meet the foreign corporations and nonresidents on an equal 
footing. We verily believe that there is more business for the Federal 
court coming from Breathitt and the counties adjacent thereto than 
and believe 
there would be at least twice the business here in court as at London 
or at Richmond. 


Mr. President, I think I have given sufficient reasons why 
this bill should become a law. It passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives unanimously and was unanimously reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate. I believe that it is 
a meritorious measure and that the Senate should pass it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, when the bill to establish 
a United States court at Jackson, in Breathitt County, Ky., was 
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introduced in the House of Representatives, I wrote to nie eames Senator says that no petitions have been presented. J wi) 
T ted States circuit judge of the eastern district of Kentucky | ask the Senator to speak about the people who do favor i 
and to the United States district attorney, and asked them if} he any doubt that people of the counties of Perry, 
nother court was necessary in that district. I have the reply | Letcher, Leslie, Owsley, Wolfe, Johnson, Magoflin, Menif, 
both those gentlemen. ‘The junior Senator from Kentucky | gan, and perhaps of some other counties, would like to h 
r. PAYNTER] read a statement from the United States cir- | court? ° 
’ ted December 24, 1907. I have here his state- Mr. McCREARY. This bill has been pending for 
ile, Ky., February 80, 1908, which is as | months; it has been discussed a good deal, and I have 
number of letters and two petitions protesting agains! 
UNITED Eratas Courts FOR THE tablishment of the court, but I have never received a |, 
- "cclia te. beat 13, 1908. petition outside of the county of Breathitt or outside 
town of Jackson saying that this court was needed. 
Your telegram just received. You ask whether Now, Mr. President, it is proper, in order that we : 
’ , ee eee ee Py ee eee ie 7? derstand exactly the situation, that I should state hoy 
r, mention that Mr. LANGLEY, before he introduced his | the eastern district of Kentucky has been established. 
roviding for Jackson as an additional place, inquired of me | one hundred years we only had one district in Kentu 
hether I would oppose it, and I told him that I would not, and in | jn 1901 the State was divided into two districts, known ; 
ponse to a letter inclosed a copy of his bill I wrote him that I | «,, aa OS Cunantinnen 9 Miatadotu lon ¢ ‘ 
ad no objection and no suggestions to make in regard thereto. As | astern” and “western” districts. I live in the eastern ¢ 
view it I do not think I should inject my personality into the matter, | trict. I live almost in the center of it. I live within 50 » 


at mare it f ' con = - de oe a ee aaa. of Jackson, where it is proposed now to establish this « 
ar V 1Sies, eel, iowever, ha when q a o y ongzress or | - wn . ine a. a de slain are ; 
any Member thereof as to any particular facts affecting the question | .. Mr. PAYNTER, I should like to ask my colleague a ques. 
er my opinion in regard thereto I should give a candid answer. Hence | tion. 
a" panes \. MJ. Cocunax, |, 2b¢ VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from Ki 
ss PC Uy, a. DM. ° rik \. o ‘ > - ‘ 
a . ik. ie ES tucky yield to the junior Senator from Kentucky? 
I have here also a telegram from the United States district Mr. McCREARY. Certainly 
attorney on the same subject, in which he says: Mr. PAYNTER. Does the Senator mean by rail, when 
Senator J, B. McCasaay Covinaton, Ky., February 17, 1908. | says he lives within 50 miles of Jackson? 
; "Washington, D. 0.: | Mr. McCREARY. I have here the report that wa 
With five places to hold court in this district, no necessity for court | the House of Representatives, which says it is 52 miles 
at Jackson. Jackson to Richmond. 


TINSLEY, United States Attorney. cea : 
ee oo walkers coe sie age Mr. PAYNTER. But has not the Senator an accurate 
Now, Mr. President, it does seem that the United States dis- | .ace himself with reference to that matter? Is it not 6% 


trict judge and the United States district attorney should | ¢.om Richmond to Beattyville and 23 miles from that p 
know whether another court is necessary in that district, and | Jackson “making 86 miles from Richmond to Jackson? . 
both of them say that they do not think it is needed. | Mr. McOREARY. It is only 50 miles from Richmond 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. President—— | Beattyville. That is not the route, however. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky | Mr, PAYNTER. How would you go? 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? Mr. McCREARY. The Senator has the wrong route. 
Mr. McOREARY. Yes, sir. ae proper route is not from Jackson to Beattyville and thence 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Does the judge or the district at- tichmond, but is from Jackson to Winchester, thence to 
torney say anything about the expense that will be saved to the | mona. 
Government? Mr. PAYNTER. I will ask the Senator if it is not S861 
Mr. McCREARY. I am coming to that. | fron Jacke ‘to Wi ae an: ates 
; d rom Jacks« ste tii » dist: 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I understood from the junior Sena- om Jackson to Winchester Junction, and the di! 


; | there to Richmond should be adde scertain distanc 
tor from Kentucky |Mr. PAYNTER] that the expense saved to . , uld b dded to ase oe 


Sr : 7 A ? ; ~, ., | Jackson to Richmond via Winchester, 
Se  aeon would be about $50,000 a year. If so, that is | Mr. McCREARY. What junction? 

Mr. McCREARY. There will be but little expense saved and scenes <Be FUNG WHE Be ralizend th 
if this bill is passed an appropriation of $100,000 to erect &| mr. McCREARY. Not nearly that. If you will exan 
public building at Jackson will be asked. Here is also a letter | report filed with the bill in the House of Representativ: 
from the United States district attorney : will see that the distance from Jackson to Richmond | 

_ DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, | at 52 miles. 
OFFICE or UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
EASTERN District or KENTUCKY, Mr, PAYNTER. I will ask the Senator if it is not nea! 
ten 3; Weta, Covington, February 17, 1908. from Jackson to Richmond by way of Beattyville than it is by 
Washington, D. 0.: | way, of Winchester? , 

Dear Sin: Following my telegram of to-day and in answer to yours|, Mr. McCREARY. There is not much difference in the } 
of February 15, will say that we already have as many terms and | tance in the routes named. What I was about to say v 
places for holding court In the eastern district of Kentucky as are neces- | for one hundred years in Kentucky we had just one dist! 
sary to transact the public business. ‘There is no public necessity for * ‘ Raia § cot cot : 

a term of court to be held at Jackson, Ky., or anywhere else in the dis- | whole State formed one distr act, and we Bad five « 
trict. We now have five places for holding court, and there is no pub- 1901 the State was divided into two districts. I helped 
Me etn tient aa | the bill which passed and became a law in 1901 and 
Respectfully, : : J. H. Tixsizy | each of the districts four courts. In the western distr 
United States Attorney. | were established at Louisville, Paducah, Owensboro, a 

The Attorney-General was called upon for a statement, and | ing Green. In the eastern districts courts were esta! 
in his answer he said that “the opinion of the United States | Covington, Frankfort, Richmond, and London—to 
district judge should have much weight,” and that opinion is | They were deemed sufficient. London is in the mour 
against she court being established at Jackson. than 40 miles on a direct line from Jackson, where t 

Mr. President, the junior Senator from Kentucky has not | 2©W Proposes to establish a court. 
presented to you a solitary petition asking for this court. This Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President—— 
matter has been under consideration nearly three months, and The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senstor ! 

I have never received a letter or a petition asking for the estab- | tucky yield to the junior Senator from Kentucky? 
lishment of this court at Jackson, in Breathitt County, Ky. No Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 

lawyer and no citizen has ever asked me to support this meas- Mr. PAYNTER. I will say it is about 125 miles by 
ure. At the bottom of this measure is simply a desire to get Mr. McCREARY. I have here the report that 
$100,000 to erect a United States public building at Jackson. | the House of Representatives, showing that the dis' 
That is the secret of the introduction of this bill. Jackson to Richmond is only 52 miles. At preset 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President, I should like to ask my col- | a court at Frankfort. My colleague lives at Frank 
league a question. lives 100 miles or more from Jackson. I live wit! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from Ken- | of Jackson. It is not difficult for men at Jackson, 
tucky yield to the junior Senator from Kentucky? County, to go to court at Richmond. If we are to lv 

Mr. McCREARY, Certainly. in every county and then appropriate $100,000 to « 

Mr. PAYNTER. The Senator has stated the position of the | public building in each county, this bill might be pro) 
judge and the United States district attorney as to this matter, | am not in favor of that, 


V 
I 
h 
I 
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I am trying here to represent those who have written to me 
‘telegraphed me and protested against the establishment of 
{ urt. I do not believe it is necessary to establish a United 
C -ourt at Jackson. There is a court already 38 miles from 
‘ ot London, and another at Richmond, which, as I have 
cai. is 50 miles away. In my opinion, the subject of this bill is 
ty prepare the way to ask for $100,000 to construct a public 
! ng at Jackson. 
. President, there is not only a court at Richmond, where I 
eastern Kentucky, and 30 miles from Richmond a 
at London, but the public buildings bill that just passed 
House of Representatives contains an item of $40,000 to 
ruct a public building there. There is a court also pro- 
vided for in the eastern district of Kentucky at Catlettsburg, 
. public buildings bill, now before the Senate Committee 
I : Buildings and Grounds, contains an item of $100,000 
pre ng for the erection of a public building at that point. I 
am not opposed to these appropriations, but I refer to them to 
show that an appropriation will be asked if a court is established 
at Jacl Civil and criminal business do not require the 
tablishment of a court at Jackson. 
The Representative that drafted the bill we are now consid- 
mly made provision in the bill for one week of court in 


Son. 


Mareh and one week in September at Jackson—two weeks in 
the whole year. He knew there would be but little business at 
Jackson, for he only provided for one week in the spring and 


one week in the fall, I have here a telegram from London, 
stating court is never held over four days in London. Court 
y held four or five days in Catlettsburg, where there is 
already a court established. Court is only held one week at 
Richmond each term. 

I have here the statement of the Attorney-General as to the 
business in the eastern district of Kentucky, and I hope Sena- 
tors will listen to it. I wrote to the Attorney-General to fur- 
nish me with a statement showing the business. He says in 
the eastern district of Kentucky there are 16 criminal and 3 
civil cases pending at Catlettsburg; 26 criminal and 13 civil at 
Covington; 66 criminal and 1 civil at Frankfort; 25 criminal 
and 18 civil at Richmond, and 1138 criminal and 2 civil at 
London. 

Mr. President, does that statement of the Attorney-General 
show that another place for holding court is needed? Here is a 
telegram I received from the clerk of the court at London: 


Answering your telegram of this date, there are only thirty-three 
minal cases in the United States court at London and one civil 


is o1 


There is another matter in this bill to which I wish to call 
attention. In my opinion there has never been a bill drafted, 
although many have been drafted to establish courts at certain 
places, that contains such a provision as this bill contains in 
section 2. I will read that section: 

Sr . That suitable rooms and accommodations are to be furnished 


for holding the courts at Jackson, free of expense to the Government of 
the United States, until such time as a Federal building shall be 


ed there, 
s { have examined a number of bills establishing courts, but 
i have never found in any bill a provision of that kind. The 
man who drafted this bill had in his mind so strong the erec- 
tion of a public building that it found its way into the bill, and 


he provided : 

, That suitable rooms and accommodation are to be farnished for | 
Joiding the courts at Jackson, free of expense to the Government of 
= - nited States, until such time as a Federal building should be 


I know the people of Jackson, Breathitt County. They are 
good people, worthy people, and if a court is established there, 
Mey ought not to be required to pay the expense of it. The 
United States Government should pay the expense. 
I t! the pending bill should be amended by striking that 
ie 1 out. I have examined the first bill establishing a 
vite States court in the State of Kentucky. There is no 
“veh provision in that bill, I have examined the bill passed in 
wi bh it before me—dividing Kentucky into two dis- 
- _ + here is no such provision in that bill. I have exam- 
med the bill establishing the court at Catlettsburg two years 
“s0, and there is no such provision in that, and I have never 
Seen it in any other bill. 
a President, I do not think my colleague, the junior Sen- 
—_ ‘rom Kentucky, who lives more than 100 miles from Jack- 
tte ‘sibly know as much about the necessity for courts 
a a e at rn district as the United States judge, the United 
~ a strict attorney, and myself and other lawyers who 
“ye peCHoned me to resist and oppose the establishment of a 


Seman ' Jackson. He says that this bili was reported by the 


Ke 


ave 
7 ¥ 
tricts 


TY 


Committee, 








I was before the Judiciary Committee when the bill first 
came over from the House, and I presented the facts I have 
here presented, and I did not believe the bill would be favor- 
ably reported. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Paynrer] 
and the Representative from that district [Mr. LANciey] then 
went before the committee without notifying me, and the bill 
was reported. 

Mr. President, I have occupied more time than I intended. 
trust I have shown that the bill should not pass. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President, just one word. I hold in 
my hand a letter from lawyers of Jackson, which shows that 
ten or fifteen cases brought in the Breathitt cireuit court have 
been removed to the Federal courts. As to London, I never 
heard the Senator object to the establishment of a court there. 

Mr. McCREARY,. I never did. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I take it for granted Congress is able to 
take care of the interests of the people, and never will under- 
take to erect a public building unless it is necessary. 

Mr. McCREARY. If my colleague will allow me to correct 
him, he speaks of London. I helped to prepare the bill which 
established a court at Londdén. London is less than 40 miles 
from Jackson, and the people in that section ride on horseback 
or in vehicles, mostly on horseback. I am in favor of a public 
building at London, where a court has been established, and am 
going to vote for it, but I do not believe we ought to erect 
another public building less than 40 miles from there. 

Mr. PAYNTER. We will cross that river when we come to 
it at some subsequent session of Congress. 

The Senator says he has received letters and telegrams from 
certain persons, but I venture to assert that he has never re- 
ceived a single letter or telegram from any of the people of the 
counties, ten to fifteen, which will be served by the establish- 
ment of a court at Jackson, protesting against the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to strike out section 2 of the bill. 
I have never seen such a provision in any other bill. It was 


I 


not in the bill that established the court at Catletts»urg. It 
was not in the bill that divided the State into two parts. I 


move to strike out section 2 of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2, commencing in line 24, it is pro- 
posed to strike out section 2. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Let the language proposed to be stricken 
out be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That suitable rooms and accommodations are to be furnished 
for holding the courts at Jackson, free of expense to the Government 
of the United States, until such time as a Federal building shall be 
erected there. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to say 
that to attempt to amend the bill now at this stage of the ses- 
sion and send it back to the House with the conditions prevail- 
ing there would work the defeat of the bill. Therefore I can 
see no reason why the amendment should be agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I want to ask the Senator from Kentucky if 
there can be any possible objection, because it provides that 
people other than the Government shall pay the expense of 
holding the court. I have been informed since the Senator's 


| statement that he never saw such a provision in any bill be- 


fore, that bills have passed the House containing such provi- 
sions, and one passed before this bill did; and this was re- 
quired by the Judiciary Committee of the House. My attention 
has been called to the fact by another Senator that bills have 
contained such provisions. I have not 

Mr. McCREARY. I have the act establishing a court at Cat- 
lettsburg, passed three years ago, and it contains no such pro- 
vision, and I have here also the act dividing the State into two 
judicial districts and naming four places where courts shal! be 
held in each district, and there is no such provision in either 
one of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
MoCreary |}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the further consideration of 
this bill be postponed until the fourth day of the session in 
December. I shall not make any objection to it at that time, 
if it appears upon investigation to be necessary. I have not 
had time to investigate it, and I have received a telegram 
showing that the sessions of the court as provided in this bill 
interfere with our circuit courts in some places. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Kentucky 
restate his motion? 
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Mr. McCREARY,. I move that the further consideration of 
this bill be postponed until the fourth day of the next session. 
That will be Thursday after the first Monday in December. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the further consideration of this bill be postponed until 
the fourth day of the next session of Congress, the 10th day 
of December. 

The motion was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be 
ordered to a third reading? 

Mr. McCREARY. I make the point that no quorum is 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky sug- 
gests the absence of a quorum. ‘The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 

Ankeny 
sailey 
tankhead 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Curtis 
Daniel 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Flint 
Foster 
Ilrazier 
Frye 
Fulton 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Gary 
Guggenheim 
Cullom liemenway 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-seven Senators 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


Piles 
Richardson 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stewart 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Teller 
Warner 
Warren 


Heyburn 
Hopkins 
Johnston 
Kean 
Long 
McCreary 
McLaurin 
Money 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Owen 
Overman 
Peynter 
Penrose 
Perkins 


have an- 


LILLA MAY PAVY. 


Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6231) restoring to the pen- 
sion roll the name of Lilla Stone Pavy to report it favorably 
with an amendment, and I submit a report (No. 671) thereon. 
As we have only a limited time remaining, I ask for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions, with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to ~ on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lilla May Pavy, widow 
of Octave P. Pavy, late acting assistant surgeon, U. 8. 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Lilla May Pavy.” 


ENLARGED HOMESTEADS. 
Mr. SMOOT submitted the following report: 


Army, and 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8. 
6155) to provide for an enlarged homestead, having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to House 
amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, and agree to 
the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment 
numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert: 

“ Sec. 6. That whenever the Secretary of the Interior shall 
find that any tracts of land subject to entry under this act do 
not have upon them such a sufficient supply of water suitable 
for domestic purposes as would make continuous residence upon 
the lands possible, he may, in his discretion, designate such 
tracts of land, and thereafter they shall be subject to entry 
under this act without the necessity of residence: Provided, 
That in such event the entryman on any such entry shall in 
good faith cultivate not less than one-eighth of the entire area 
of the entry during the second year, one-fourth during the third 
year, and one-half during the fourth and fifth years after the 
date of such entry, and that after entry and until final proof 
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the entryman shall reside within such distance of said lang 
as will enable him successfully to farm the same as required 
by this act,” 
And that the House agree to the same. 
REED SMoor, 
C. D. CrarkK, 
A. J. McLaurin, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
F.. W. Monvett, 
A. J. VoLsTeap, 
JNO. W. GAINEs, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HEYBURN. [ ask that the report be printed and Jie 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks that 
the report be printed and lie over. Rule XXVII provides: 

The presentation of reports of committees of conference shal! always 
be in order, except when the Journal is being read or a question of 
order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or while the Senate is dividing: 
and when received, the a of proceeding to the consideration of 


the report, if raised, shall be immediately put, and shall be determined 
without debate. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I raise it by the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the report? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then the report is the order before the 
Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I merely serve notice that, so far as re 
sistance will prevent it, this conference report wil! not be 
adopted, because it undertakes to take possession of a State 
against its will and apply to it a law that should not be applied 
to it; and I may say on behalf of Idaho, and I think I may say 
on behalf of California also, because the Senator from (Cali- 
fornia joins me in this matter, that if the Senate has any busi- 
ness it desires to attend to the consideration of this report may 
be deferred. 

Mr, CULLOM. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
indefinitely. 

Mr. FULTON. I should be glad to know—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I should be glad to know what change has 
been made in this bill by the conferees, I understand that it 
now provides for a homestead of 320 acres, regardless of the 
character of the land; that is, as to whether or not it is arid, 
semiarid, or otherwise. 

Mr. HEYBURN. They have struck out “arid and semiarid.” 

Mr. FULTON. If that be true—— 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, that is not true. 
I was on the conference committee. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator from Wyoming says it is not 
true. I was going to say that if it were true I should certainly 
be opposed to the utmost of my ability to adopting this report 
But the Senator from Wyoming says it is not true. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like at this time to submit a con 
ference report, if this discussion is to be protracted. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not object. The pending report Wi! 
be debated. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If it is a conference report on 22 
appropriation bill, I shall not object. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


Will the Senator allow the report to go over? 
I am perfectly willing that it shall go over 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the })i!! (Il. & 
16882) making appropriations for the legislative, ©\“ utive 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fisea! year e™ 
ing June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, having met. afte’ 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend ai! do re 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbe! 
41, 42, 46, 49, 60, 62, 63, 65, 68, 71, 74, 75, 76, 79, 80, 55. >> 
94, 97, 98, 99, 100, 102, 105, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 11° 
127, 128, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 138, 189, 141, 148, 15!. + 
159, 167, 168, 169, 172, 173, 176, 177, 196, 205, 206, 20>, - 10, 


1 38, oY, 























996, 232, 233, 234, 237, 238, 246, 247, 260, 261, 268, 275, 

) 208, 314, 315, 316, 317, 322, 323, 325, 326, 327, 343, 344, 

» 255. 356, 357, 361, and 362. 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 


5. 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 


34. 35, 36, 37, 40, 43, 44, 45, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 
| 67. 72, 77, 78, Sl, 82, 87, 91, 92, 96, 106, 108, 116, 119, 
129, 12%, 124, 129, 135, 136, 137, 140, 142, 143, 144, 145, 


150, 153, 154, 155, 156, 160, 161, 163, 164, 166, 170, 174, 
» 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 
194. 195, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 207, 211, 212, 213, 
917, 219, 220, 222, 227, 228, 220, 230, 231, 236, 239, 240, 
944, 248, 249, 250, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 259, 
266. 267, 269, 270, 271, 272, 274, 277, 279, 280, 281, 282, 
285, 286, 287, 288, 290, 295, 300, 301, 302, 303, 304, 305, 
7 209, $11, 312, 313, 319, 320, 321, 324, 329, 330, 331, 332, 
1 295 336, 337, 338, 339, 340, 341, 345, 346, 350, 351, 352, 

. 360, 368, 364, and 365; and agree to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
me f the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an 
nent as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
seventy-seven thousand eight hundred dollars ;” 

ree to the same. 


the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


mie f the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an 
iment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said amend- 

1d on page 32 of the bill, in lines 20 and 21, omit the 

two telephone operators, at six hundred dollars each,” 


t in lieu thereof the following: “ one telephone switch- | 


board operator; one assistant telephone switchboard operator ; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the Tlouse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 

iment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
nty-six thousand nine hundred and five dollars;”’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“eighty-three thousand five hundred and ten dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“forty-six thousand nine hundred dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said | 
amendment, and on page 39 of the bill, in line 25, strike out 


the word “three;” and on page 40 of the bill, in lines 1 and 2, 
strike out the words “assistant secretaries of the Treasury, at 
four thousand five hundred dollars each,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “ three assistant secretaries of the Treas- 


ury, at five thousand dollars each; ” and the Senate agree to the | 


fame 


(hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with 
in amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


* fifty-fi 


the Senate agree to the same. 
rel 


ment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with 
in amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
one hundred and ninety-five thousand eight hundred and 
ninety dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
t of the Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with 
dment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed 
~ twenty-three;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
of the Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with 
ndment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed 
eventeen;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
t the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with 
a ent as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
_ © Sundred and forty-six thousand three hundred and forty 
ind the Senate agree to the same. 


Theat 


‘ue Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with 
Batt ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 

' ‘dred and seventy thousand three hundred and eighty 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


and the Sen- | 


the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
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7 | an amendment as follows: 
ean e House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, and on page 52 of the bill, in line 14, strike out the word 
“ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 101, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“four hundred and fifty thousand dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert 
“twenty-seven; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ thirty-three thousand eight hundred and forty dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“twenty-eight thousand nine hundred and twenty dollars; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“three hundred and twenty-eight thousand two hundred and 
ten dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: “ two clerks, at nine hun- 
dred dollars each;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“forty-eight thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 146, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said 
amendment and on page 82 of the bill, in lines 4 and 5, strike 
out the words “ chief clerk, three thousand dollars,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “assistant and chief clerk, four thou- 
sand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 152, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
*‘one hundred and forty-six thousand nine hundred and ten dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 162, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert 
“forty,” and on page 85 of the bill, in line 13, after the word 
“each,” insert “ fourteen clerks, at nine hundred dollars each ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


” 


| ment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with 
ve thousand nine hundred and seventy dollars;” and | 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“two hundred and seventy-four thousand three hundred and 
twenty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 171, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“seventy-four thousand three hundred and forty dollars;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 178, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“one hundred and sixty-six thousand one hundred and sixty- 
eight dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 197, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in- 
sert “ five;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 198, and agree to the same with 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ seventy-five thousand five hundred dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 209, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
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“forty-three thousand two hundred and forty dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 218, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“twenty-six thousand three hundred and eighty dolars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 221, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in- 
sert “ seven;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 223, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“one hundred thousand eight hundred. and twenty dollars; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 235, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ two 
hundred and eighty-six thousand five hundred and forty dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 241, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 1 of said amendment, after 
the word “ division,’ insert the words “of surveys;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 245, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“For continuing the work authorized by the act approved 
March third, eighteen hundred and ninety-one, and for the pro- 
tection of the lives of miners in the Territories and in the dis- 
trict of Alaska, and for conducting investigations as to the 
causes of mine explosions with a view to increasing safety in 
mining, to be immediately available, one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, of which sum not more than fifty thousand 
dollars may be used for salaries.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 251, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said 
amendment, and on page 119 of the bill, in line 7, strike out the 
words “chief clerk, two thousand five hundred dollars,’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “ Chief clerk, who shall 
be qualified to act as a principal examiner, three thousand dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 263, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in- 
sert “ eighty-five; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 264, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“one million one hundred and eighty-five thousand six hundred 
and ten dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 273, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“For rent of rooms in the Union Building for Patent Office 
model exhibit during so much of the fiscal year nineteen hun- 
dred and nine as may be necessary, and for necessary expenses 
of removal and storage of said exhibit, nineteen thousand five 
hundred dollars: Provided, That a commission, which is hereby 
created, to consist of the Secretary of the Interior, the Commis- 
sioner of Patents, and the Secretary of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution,*shall determine which of the models of the Patent Office 
may be of possible benefit to patentees or of historical value, 
such models thus selected to be cared for in the new National 
Museum building; the remainder of said models shall, before 
January first, nineteen hundred and nine, be disposed of by 
sale, gift, or otherwise, as the Commissioner of Patents, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, shall determine.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 276, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“two thousand five hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 278, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as foliows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ten thousand five hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to 
the same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenq. 
ment of the Senate numbered 289, and agree to the same wit) 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“two thousand five hundred dollars;” and the Senate acree ty 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend. 
ment of the Senate numbered 291, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ingert 
“seven thousand nine hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend. 
ment of the Senate numbered 292, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“two thousand five hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. F 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 293, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ten thousand five hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 294, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“thirteen thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 296, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“eight thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 297, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“eleven thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 310, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed inser 
“one hundred and seventy-one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 318, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“two hundred and twenty-six thousand four hundred and 
ninety dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 328, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ forty-seven thousand eight hundred and forty dollars;” aud 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend: 
ment of the Senate numbered 342, and agree to the same wit! 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“forty thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the sale. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 348, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“thirty-two thousand eight hundred dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen 
ment of the Senate numbered 353, and agree to the same wil! 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed 
insert “ three hundred and forty;” and the Senate agree to te 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to tle 4! vend: 
ment of the. Senate numbered 354, and agree to the same W!! 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number pr 
sert “one hundred and forty-two; ” and on page 152 : 
in line 8, strike out the word “ six” and insert in |i: 
the word “ four; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

8S. M. CuLLom, 

F, E. WaARRES 

H, M. TELLe&, 
Managers on the part. of th 


F. H. GItui 

J. A. TAWN! 

A. 8S. Burt! 
Managers on the part of t/ 


yposed it 
f the bill, 
1 thereot 


The report was agreed to. 
ENLARGED HOMESTEADS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the re) 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes | 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bil! 
to provide for an enlarged homestead. 
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\lr. HEYBURN. There has been some controversy as to 
her or not the words “arid and semiarid” have been 
ken out of the bill as reported. I have not had access to 
report, permission having been denied to print it. I will 
r have to use the original 

CLARK of Wyoming. Whether or not the words “arid 
semiarid ” have been stricken out, the description in the 
s such that it would fit no land except arid and semiarid 





HEYBURN. 
id apply to arid and semiarid lands was stricken out. 
now before me the bill as it comes from the committee. 
- President, I with great reluctance enter again upon the 
deration of public-land matters in this body, and I had 
( that I would not be interested in the provisions of this | 
when it came back from the House, we having omitted 
, from its provisions. I shall not shirk my duty because 
» time it will take to consider this matter. It is, if I may 

term that would seem, perhaps, a little harsh, a land- 
ing proposition. It is an attempt to double the area of 
steads. I say that without any reflection upon the mo- 
or intent of the Members of the House or the members of 


I stated that the provision that this bill 
I 


this body who may differ with me. 

[am giving my judgment in the matter. I had perhaps more 
accurately expressed it if I had said it was in the interest of | 
] “rabbing. The wisdom of a half century has limited home- | 
steads to 160 acres. This is an attempt to double them. 


\When the bill was before the Senate and as it passed the 





Senate it provided that it should apply only to arid and semi- | 
arid lands, in effect, and it exempted the State of Idaho from | 
its provisions, because in that State we have no need of this | 
class of legislation; and while it may be, and I am willing to 
accede that it will be, true of Wyoming and of Colorado and | 
€ such States that this bill woukl not have the effect that 
it would have in the State of Idaho, I shall not, so far as I can 
prevent it, permit it to apply to the State of Idaho. 

supported a dry-farming bill in committee and in the Sen- 
ate. We passed it and sent it to the House, It has not passed | 
that body. I am not open to the charge that I am not in favor 
of appropriate legislation in the interest of dry farming. This | 
is not a bill in the interest of dry farming. Under its provisions | 
the lands upon great mountains, the lands upon the high plains of | 


Nez Perces and Idaho counties, that yield 30 or 40 or 50 bushels 
of wheat to the acre, could be taken up in tracts of 320 acres. 
Nonirrigable land! That is the limitation that they have at- 
tempted to apply. Nonirrigable land may be land that can not 
be irrigated. That would be true of that kind. But there is an 
additional condition that it does not need irrigation. 

The natural rainfall is sufficient throughout that country to 


| 


raise perfect crops without irrigation. That is nonirrigable 
land. If it is not, why did they strike out the words that | 
would have made it sure—the words “arid and semiarid?” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


a7 


64 


Nature has provided in that State to an unusual degree for 
overcoming the conditions that this bill professes to overcome. 
We need no such legislation, and to sit here and allow it would 
be a crime upon the part of anyone charged with the repre- 
sentation of the interests of that State. It means doubling the 
area of a homestead. That means cutting in two the number of 
citizens to be represented by settlement upon those lands. They 
have withdrawn a third of the State from settlement. A third 
of it is settled. Now they would cut the other third in two, so 
that it would mean that that area should comprise only one- 
sixth of the population of the State. 

As I said, I had hoped that the discussion of public-land ques- 
tions had ended for this session of Congress, and I have no 
doubt that that wish on my part met a hearty response in the 
breast of every member of this body. But I am not going to 
shirk a duty, however much the surfeit of the consideration of 
this kind of questions. I can not understand how Senators can 
sit here and vote for the destruction of the best interests of 
the State of Idaho at the request of a Senator from some other 
State. I have adopted and pursued the policy since I have been 
in this body of deferring to the judgment of the Senators from 
the States where the questions were applicable, and 1 believe 
that is the proper policy. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Idaho whether the representation of Idaho in the Senate is not 
divided upon this question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; they were not when they voted on this 
question, and I have no reason to suspect that they are now. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My understanding is that the junior Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] favors this bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the Senator from Nevada where he 
got his understanding? My colleague voted as I did on the bill 
before, and I have not heard of any change on his part. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I stand corrected, then. I also 
stand that the delegation in the House favor it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will say, with all deference to the Senator 
from Nevada, that that is not a proper suggestion in this body. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand the Senator was protesting 
against the Senate forcing a measure upon the State of Idaho 
against the judgment of the Idaho delegation. 

Mr. HBYBURN. Mr. President, that is not a proper sugges- 
tion in this body. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So it seemed to me that that made it a 
| matter of proper information to give the Senate, as to whether 
the delegation from Idaho is unanimous on this proposition 
or not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
| der the rules. 


under- 


I object to the suggestion in the Senate, un- 





Dry farming is supposed to be a method for the taking ad- 


vantage of conditions where lands are arid or semiarid in order | 
. by cultivation of the soil, the scarcity of rainfall may be | 


that 
overcome, 


[ suspected when this bill first came up for consideration 


that the words “arid and semiarid” would be objectionable. 
The first time I proposed them I was told, with a show 
of candor and earnestness, that they were not necessary. They 
are hecessary to quiet my objections to this measure. The 
very fact that they are objected to gives away this bill. Dry 


farming is supposed to be carried on only upon that class of 


lat d. This is said to be a bill in the interest of dry farming. 
Then, if it is, confine it to the class of Jand on which dry farm- 
- § can be carried on. Refuse to so confine it, and I suspect | 

Other Senators are the best judges of conditions in their | 
State I am told that in Wyoming the conditions are entirely 
different. Then apply the bill te Wyoming. But I know of 
no reason why the State that is so magnificently supplied with 
water for the purposes of irrigation as Idaho is should be sub- 
Jected to such a bill, however wise it may be in its provisions as | 
applied to Wyoming. 

\re we to have nothing left of the heritage of lands that 
be - to our State? Is every fad and fancy that reaches out 
for t m to take a part of them? No, Mr. President, it is a 
host unfortunate attempt on the part of those outside the 
State to dictate the policy of the Government in our State. 
They either know nothing of the conditions, or they care noth- 
— ‘or them—one or the other. They either know nothing 
ares ‘tis best for the State of Idaho, or they care nothing for 
‘a’ Z i be who represent Idaho on this floor are not disposed 





Mr. NEWLANDS. I will not press the suggestion. I simply 
asked for information as to whether there was any division of 
opinion amongst the Senators, and also as to what was the 
sentiment of the entire delegation of Idaho, understanding 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
further to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I decline to yield to the Senator for fur- 
ther consideration of such questions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator 
to yield further. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think that we may safely 
leave it to the Senators representing States upon this floor to 
determine not only their own policy, but the policy of the States 
| they represent, where the application of the policy does not 
extend beyond the borders of the State. It seems to me highly 
improper that Senators from some other States should come in 
as though they had either superior wisdom or superior exptti- 
ence or superior rights in this body to criticise and attempt 
to correct the representatives of any State in matters purely 
economical belonging to the State. I think I know whereof I 
speak when I say that a bill of this kind would be destructive 
of the best interests of the State. Senators are going to vote 
upon this question. I will submit a few queries to them on 
some phases of this case. The bill under consideration pro- 
vides— 


That any 
laws of the 


Idaho declines 


from 


ree who is a qualified entryman under the homestead 
Inited States may enter, by legal subdivisions, under the 


peoceens of this act, in the States of Colorado, California, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, and the 
Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, 320 acres or less nonmineral, 





nonirrigable, unreserved, and unappropriated 
which do not contain merchantable timber 
compact body and not over 14 miles in length. 


surveyed 
located in 


public lands 
a reagonably 
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Mr. President, there is no occasion for enlarging the present 
unit of the homestead except under exceptional circumstances, 
in States where some provision may be necessary in order to 
promote and encourage dry farming. Dry farming is a new 
process, only partially exploited, whereby the farmer uses the 
land only every other year for the production of crops. He 
plows it once or twice this year and next year he plows it 
again and sows his crop. Then, if he raises a crop, he reaps it, 
and he allows the land to lie idle for another year. The pre- 
text upon which the dry-farming legislation is being urged is 
based upon the supposition that in farming other than dry 
farming a man plows all of his land every year and raises a 
crop on all of it. Of course that is not true, but it does as well 
as anything else for a pretext for this class of legislation. No 
farmer ever does, except in the rarest instances, put all of his 
land in crop in one year. 

It is said that we must give them more than 160 acres, be- 
cause 160 acres have been accepted as a proper unit for farm- 
ing other than dry farming, and that therefore, based upon the 
supposition that a man can crop only half of his land one year, 
he must have twice as much land as he has under other con- 
ditions. Those conditions are said to exist in Wyoming, Utah, 
Colorado, and in some other sections. They do not exist in 
Idaho except in the rarest cases, and not to a sufficient extent 
to either justify or authorize or require any legislation what- 
ever on the subject. 

Idaho has large rivers rising high in the mountains. The 
elevations in that State rise from about 400 feet above sea 
level to nine or ten thousand feet above sea level. All the 
farming lands in that State, I may safely say, lie under 6,000 
feet above sea level. There is not any of this land in Idaho 
that can not be conveniently covered by water for irrigation 
purposes. It is a question of distance, and that question has 
become one of slight importance. 

Mr. President, the purpose of statehood and of Government 
is to bring together the individual units that the life which 
flows from a community will build up a prosperous State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELK1Nns] 
is very anxious to have a vote on the joint resolution, but he is 
unavoidably detained from the Chamber to-day. 

Mr. DICK. 
before the Senate for the unfinished business. He is unavoid- 
ably detained by illness and makes the request that the unfin- 
ished business be laid aside until he may be present. 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator from Ohio asks that-it be laid 
aside, I think the Senator from West Virginia would consent 
if he were here, and I therefore ask that the unfinished business 
be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished 
business will be temporarily laid aside. The Senator from 
Idaho will proceed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it is with great reluctance 
that I feel constrained to continue the consideration of this 
question, and I ask the Senator in charge of the measure if he 
will not consent to have it go over? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Members of the House are 
very anxious, indeed, that this conference report shall get to 
the House as soon as possible, and I do feel that it ought to 
be voted upon to-day, because the session is drawing to a close. 
I should like very much to have the conference report passed 
upon as soon as possible. 

Mr. FLENT. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FLINT. I desire to ask the Senator from Utah a ques- 
tion. I ask him whether he would be willing to have the con- 
ference report rejected by the Senate and make an effort to 
have California and Idaho eliminated from the provisions of 
the bill as it originally passed the Senate? All the Senator 
from Idaho and myself are contending for is that our States 
should be omitted from the bill. So far as I am concerned, I 
am not objecting to the terms for any other States, but as 
far aa my State is concerned (and the Senator from Idaho 
feels the same with regard to his State) I think it is a great 
injustice to have the homestead entry increased to 320 acres. 

Mr. SMOOT. In answer to the Senator from California, I 
will state that the question was discussed in conference as to 
_ whether the Senate should agree to the amendment of the House 
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as to Idaho and California, and the conferees understood t)i9 
as far as Idaho was concerned the Members of the House were 
very anxious that Idaho be included in the Dill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I will not yield a mo: 
further if the Senator insists on violating the rule. It is 
proper in this body to discuss or to refer to the attitud 
Members of the other House. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was answering the question of the Se 
from California, but I do not particularly care to proceed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator is answering a question 

Mr. SMOOT. I may say that I understood also in the con- 
ference that there is a division of opinion between the Sena- 
tors from Idaho. Now, if the Senator from Idaho does not 
wish me to go any further in explanation, I certainly will n 
do so, but will withhold any other remark that I was going 
to make. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I certainly do not intend to submit to a 
violation of the rules with reference to a discussion of the at- 
titude and vote of the Members in the other body. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from Idaho 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. As the bill was originally reported to this 
Chamber I should have been glad to have seen Idaho included 
in the bill, but as the words “arid and semiarid” have been 
stricken from the bill I should not disagree with my colleague 
as to the measure, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I thought I knew the posi- 
tion of my colleague when I answered the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. NeEwLanpDs]. We have conferred in regard to this matter, 
So far as the question is under consideration in this body, those 
who here are entitled to be heard, directly or indirectly, upon 
this matter are in accord. If Members of Congress desire that 
they shall have the benefit of this legislation for their States, 
let them agree to eliminate the States of Idaho and California 
from the bill, because the Senator from California, I think, is as 
firmly of the opinion that it would be an injury to his State 
as we are that it would be injurious to Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
further to his colleague? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. I think it is proper for me to say in justice 
to the statement which was made by the Senator from Utah 
that he undoubtedly understood I was in favor of the bill, but 
I did not know at that time that the words “arid and semi 
arid” had been stricken from the bill. I am compelled to agree 
with my colleague on the proposition for the reason that we 
have a vast amount of territory in the northern part of the 
State, which, in my judgment, would be subject to entry, not- 
withstanding the fact that it is not arid nor semiarid. [lor 
that reason, as I said, I agree with my colleague, although | 
think this statement should be made in justice to the Senator 
from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. This question was discussed very thor 
by the conferees before an agreement was reached striking 0! 
the words “arid and semiarid” fom the bill. The coniere 
thought, and so decided, that the words “arid and semiarid — 
were absolutely unnecessary when the word “nonirriga)! 
was used, and that that covered it absolutely. So thought 
every member of the conference on the part of the Senate 4! 
House, and it was not done for any other purpose than to ma 
The conferees do feel tha 
words “arid and semiarid” are absolutely unnecessar; 
taken in connection with the requirements of the bil! 
land must be nonirrigable. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it was never claimed oD 
behalf of the dry-farming adherents that any lands other tt 
arid or semiarid were within the contemplation of that 
of farming. When we passed a dry-farming bill some 0! 
ago in this body we felt that we had made every possi.e “™ 
cession to the experiment of dry farming. Dry farming 's * 
experiment. I think it will be successful. I have s«" 
stances of its application to the arid Jands where it was Su 
cessful. I am willing to concede to it the benefit of tlie doubt 
and concede that it will be successful. But this is not @ ©") 
farming bill, because it is made applicable to other t: arid 
and semiarid lands. 

Nonirrigable has but one meaning, and that is that ' 


can not be irrigated or is not irrigated. Had you su: Nitted 



































question to the Geological Bureau of the Government or 
“the experts you could bring together five or ten years 
they would have said that the millions of acres now 
irrigation were nonirrigable, and the lands would have 
taken up in‘areas of 320 acres instead of within the limi- 
of the homestead. That is the situation. Every acre 
ne Twin Falls reclamation scheme would have been liable 
eeation under the provisions of this bill as nonirrigable 
|. The water was brought 80 miles to irrigate those lands. 
1: is being carried far beyond that distance to irrigate other 
Those lands would be held nonirrigable and subject to 
ioeation in 320-acre tracts under the provisions of this act. 
SMOOT. Mr. President—— 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
\r. SMOOT. ‘The bill also provides that before title can be 


passed to the entryman there must be one-quarter of it under | 


cultivation. If the lands are nonirrigable it would be impos- 
« to cultivate them until, through some engineering feat, 
ter is brought upon the land. Therefore the land the Sen- 
ator speaks of could not be settled under the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the provision that at least 
quarter or ahy other proportion of the lands should be 
under cultivation at a given time would be much more easily 
applied to our Jands within the humid region than to those 
within the arid region. 
appeals to me as an answer to the suggestion which I have 
made. I have the bill before me. They have cut out the 
words “arid and semiarid,” and the only word of limitation is 
“nonirrigable.’” What would be meant by nonirrigable? Lands 
that were not subject to irrigation because of the condi- 
tions that surrounded them. I think that would perhaps be a 
‘rect answer to that. 
the way of irrigation of arid lands and the reclamation of arid 
lands within the last two years, the probabilities are that within 
the next five years we will have learned much more than we 
have learned within all of the past. 

Four years ago next August and September I was over lands 
that are now amongst the most beautiful and fertile and pro- 
ductive in Idaho, and they were a sagebrush plain upon which 
nothing grew except sagebrush and the meager grass that 
grows with sagebrush. Yet that whole country to-day is un- 
der water through a system of irrigation that was not contem- 
plated five years ago—not thought possible or practical at all. 
It was not dreamed that those lands, lying so high above the 
river—say 1,000 feet above the gorge within which the river 
flows—could possibly be irrigated. Yet, through the genius 
and generosity of some inhabitants of the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, those lands have: been brought under cultivation within 
that period, and on that particular tract of land, that con- 
tributed not one dollar of taxation at that time to the expense of 


co 


So there is nothing in that point that | 


While we have learned very much in | 
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government, not one citizen to the citizenship account of the | 


country, the last assessment—that of this year—was over 


$3,000,000 on real estate, with a corresponding assessment of | 


values of personal property and with a citizenship that will be 
represented on the next election day by about 5,000 voters. 
That is all new, and it could not have been anticipated under 
any known rule for estimating the future of the country. 
how come in with a provision of this kind that would allow 
that land to be taken up in tracts of 320 acres, which would 
enable ten men to take up 3,200 acres in front of some irriga- 
tion scheme, and thus defeat it. 
“7 heard some eloquent words here in regard to the preserva- 
tion of the natural resources of the country, and I heard elo- 
quent words about the forests that were to hold the waters and 
irrigate the lands. What becomes of that eloquence and the 
reasoning that was within it if you are going to give the lands 
to the land grabber? What is the use in conserving the waters 
“an country to irrigate the lands under those conditions? 

if 
the country than the lands themselves? What more accurately 
‘oustitute natural resources than the public lands of the United 
States ? Yet you would cast them to the winds on a theory that 
it Some arid section of the country some one might want to 
ehgage in the experiment of dry farming; and you would com- 
pel a great State to discount its resources, to anticipate its 
future, by doubling the area of the homesteads. Why, if such 
a law had been in effect, it is safe to say that there is not one 


of the kreat water projects out there which could have been 
“arried to suecessful completion. Men knowing, as they always 
know months ahead—they know it through the records—that it 
peter contemplated to bring water upon that land, would go in 
ao it up under this act. They would have said it is 


sable because there is no irrigation in sight for it. They 





They | 


are more correctly speaking the natural resources of | 








would have said, the water 220 miles up at the head of the 
Snake River could not possibly be brought upon this land. They 
would have said that the waters of the Snake River could not 
have been taken upon the Twin Falls tract; and they would 
get in there in a little body and locate two or three or four 
or five thousand acres. 

Mr. President, these rights, if they are ever given, will be 
used for just the purposes that I have pictured. They will be 
used to either defeat or hold up irrigation enterprises in that 
section of the country upon which the entire future of south 
Idaho rests. Are we to sit idly by and see that kind of legisla- 
tion merely because somebody wants that kind of legislation 
in some other State? Are you going to strangle Idaho here 
against the protest of both Senators in this body from that 
State? Is your wisdom, is your wish based upon the experience 
that would justify you in that action when we are not trying 
to regulate the matter in your States? 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Knox in the chair). 


T oes 


| the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


Mr. HEYBURN. I do. : 

Mr. CLAPP. I have been out of the Chamber for a short 
time, and I would inquire the status of this conference report. 
Did the bill contain an amendment in either House excepting 
Idaho? 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
Idaho. 

Mr. CLAPP. And did it come back including Idaho? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. We sent it out excepting Idaho and 
California, and we sent it out with the words of limitation 
“arid and semiarid lands” in it, and it has gone somewhere, 
and a spirit of recklessness—— 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon another question as 
to the words “arid and semiarid lands?” Are they applicable 
only to Idaho, or generally? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Oh, they make it applicable generally; 
but I would say to the Senator from Minnesota that lands that 
might be classified under somebody’s judgment as arid or semi- 
arid in one®State could have no counterpart in another. 

Mr. CLAPP. I appreciate that; but I was inquiring more 
with reference to how far they had interfered in legislation 
with particular States against the wishes of the delegations 
from such States. 

Mr. HHYBURN. No, Mr. President; the 
was in those words “arid and semiarid.” I was not the only 
Senator who discovered that fact. The dry-farming bill, which 
we sent out of this body early in the session, provided that the 
parties need not live upon this land if it were arid or semi- 
arid land and had no water for domestic purposes upon it. If 
they could raise crops by this double and treble plowing and 
cultivating, they would be excused from living upon it, provided 
they lived in the State. That was as far as Congress should 
go in regard to dry-farming legislation; but it did not meet the 
approval of those who want the door opened so that they can 
reach out and get a double quantity of the public domain. 

We have counties in our State to which this law would be 
applicable that have large areas of magnificent land that would 
be subject to location and homesteading under it. It is pro- 
posed to throw open the door. What is the purpose of those 
who advocate the bill? Do they not believe the statement, or 
are they willing to believe it and disregard it? I should like 
to know, and I should like to hear from them. Are they will- 
ing to do an injustice to that State merely to carry out a fad? 
The idea of standing up here and boasting their zeal to pre- 
serve the public land against the spoiler; the idea of standing 
up here and boasting their zeal to preserve the natural re- 
sources of the country, and then giving their support to a land- 
grabbing measure of this kind, is beyond my comprehension. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President 


Yes. We sent it out of this body excepting 


test of the faith 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DIXON. I should like to know of the Senator from 


Idaho if he would still oppose the bill if the word “ semiarid” 
was put back into it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will not oppose the bill if Idaho is ex- 
empted from its provisions. It has no proper application to 
Idaho whatever, under any circumstances. If you want it for 
Montana or if you want it for Colorado, take it, and God bless 
you until the day that you find out the mistake you have made. 

I think I know something of those conditions. There are 
very few men who have lived longer under public-land condi- 
tions or on the frontier than I have, and I have not lived there 
with my eyes shut. I have seen this kind of thing going on 


under just such lax legislation, and I am determined that in 
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this hour I shall take advantage of the opportunity, not only 
to express my views against it, but, if I can, to defeat this 
measure if my strength will hold out. I should like to know 
upou what grounds Senators would vote to compel Idaho to 
submit to this outrage, when both Idaho Senators stand here 
opposing it? 

’ Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
States? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have asked the Senator from 
Idaho to yield in order that the conference committee may not 
be misunderstood, and to put upon record the fact that all 
Idaho is not unanimous on this proposition, but that the 
House—I will not say the “ House,” but in another body is 
the Representative of Idaho who insists upon Idaho being in- 
cluded, I make that statement simply to make the record 
straight so far as the conference committee is concerned. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, is it the rule of conferees or 
the rule of this body that conferees or any others who are to 
settle a controversy of this kind will go outside of the Senate 
and go past the Senators representing a State in order to find 
out what is best for that State? In that case the State had 
better withdraw its representatives here and select those ele- 
gant gentlemen who have been consulted in this matter. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My view of a conference commit- 
tee and their duties has always been to secure, if possible, in 
legislation the views of the particular body which the conferees 
represent; but my further view of the duty of a conference 
committee is not arbitrarily to defeat needed legislation be- 
cause the entire views of the body can not be met. But the 
very idea of a conference committee is to confer and agree 
upon those things that seem reasonable to both Ffouses. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I have not been in the Chamber during the 
entire course of the discussion, and the point I have in mind 
may have been covered and an explanation given regarding it; 
but I would be glad to know on what grounds and for what 
reason the words “arid” and “semiarid” have been eliminated 
from the bill? Has that been explained? I would ask the 
Senator from Idaho to explain it. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to bis colleague? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. That is the precise question which I rose to 
ask the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CrarK], or the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Smoor]. I wish to ask why the words “arid” 
and “semiarid” were stricken out, because, in my judgment, 
that is a very important matter, notwithstanding the views of 
some others. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, it seems to me a very im- 
portant matter, and it seems to me those are essential words in 
the bill. It may be that an explanation can be offered which 
will satisfy me; but I am frank to say that unless one shall be 
offered, I shall oppose the adoption of this measure. I had 
rather see it defeated than to see it fail to meet what to my 
mind, was the purpose of the bill originally, if it does not apply 
and is not intended to apply to arid and semiarid lands. — 

Then I shall be opposed to another feature of the bill that 
does not commend itself to me, and that is, that it does not 
require actual residence on the land. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, that question will remain 
unanswered, I presume, as to why they eliminated the words 
“arid” and “semiarid.” Let me call your attention—and I 
ask the Senator from Oregon to give attention to this, for it 
will be interesting to that Senator 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

Mr. HEYBURN. I read from the conference report, section 6, 
which the conferees have substituted for section 6 in the orig- 
inal bill as it went to the other House. It reads as follows—— 

Mr. FULTON. That is, you are about reading the section as 
it went to the House of Representatives? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I am going to read it as it comes back 
from the conference committee. 


Mr. President——— 
Are we to be made the plaything of other 
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Sec. 6. That whenever the Secretary of the Interior shall find thot 
any tracts of land subject to gatey under this act do not have , 
them such a sufficient supply of water suitable for domestic purposes as 
would make continuous residence upon the lands possible, he may, in bis 
discretion, designate such tracts of land— 

It does not say what he shall designate them as, but jus; 
“designate them ”— 
and thereafter they shall be subject to entry under this act without the 
necessity of residence: Provided, That in such event the entryman oy 
any such entry shall in good faith cultivate not less than one-eighth of 
the entire area of the entry during the second year, one-fourth during 
the third year, and one-half during the fourth and fifth years after th» 
date of such entry, and that after entry and until final proof the entry 
man shall reside within such distance of said land as will enable hin 
successfully to farm the same as required by this act. 

Now, that is, or is intended to be, a complete substitute for 
section 6 of the bill-as it left the Senate. 

Mr. FULTON. I call attention to the fact that that estab. 
lishes no rule, no standard, whereby this character of land is to 
be taken in quantities of 320 acres. It simply leaves it at the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior to designate lands of 
this character whenever he sees fit, to be subject to entry of 
320 acres, If you retain the words “arid or semiarid,” you 
would have a standard, some rule by which it might be deter. 
mined, Here it is left absolutely open to the ipse dixit of the 
Secretary of the Interior, wholly in his discretion, without any 
standard or rule by which he is to be governed. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HBYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply want to call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that it provides that the lands must not 
have upon them a sufficient supply of water to use for domestic 
purposes—that is, they must be devoid of water sufficient for 
domestic purposes, such as drinking water for the family and 
for the stock. 

Mr. FULTON, 
semiarid?” 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I heretofore made an explana- 
tion in the Senate about that and will do so again if necessary. 

Mr, FULTON, We know what that means, 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. I will inquire of the Senator from 
Oregon what it means as a legal proposition? 

Mr. FULTON. It means land upon which there is not a cer- 
tain amount of precipitation or moisture. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. How much? 

Mr. FULTON. I do not remember just what it is, but! 
think it is 9 inches. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator that one 
reason why the conference committee agreed to the House prop- 
osition to cut out these words was that they are entirely wucer- 
tain. There is no legal determination as to what is arid iand 
and as to what is semiarid land, 

Mr. FULTON, Does the Senator think that he has fixed th 
certainty now? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think we have eliminated a 
uncertainty. 

Mr. FULTON. 
a far greater one. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the condition of arid © 
semiarid land is a question of fact, and it varies with varylls 


pon 


Why, then, strike out the words “ arid and 


Yes, and jumped from one uncertainty into 


and changing seasons, There is no man who is familiar w'!! 
the West who does not know that sometimes for severs! yet! 
the country will have a sufficient rainfall to render any ‘ris 
tion unnecessary, and there is also no one acquainted wit! 


who does not know that there will come periods of one, ''": 
or three years, sometimes successively, when the land 
irrigated to raise a crop. That was the condition upon ts 
coast in the early days. I remember, and I presume tha! maty 
other Senators remember, when the remnants of the 0)! irr's 
tion ditches were still in this country. I have seen in (Chester, 
Delaware County, Pa., irrigation ditches that were construc'™ 
by our ancestors in order to be prepared to meet the emerseh 
of a dry season; but for some reason in more recent times te! 
have taken chances, and sometimes they have paid for (4s! 
chances, 

The arid and semiarid lands can not be classified. | , 
I saw as good a corn crop growing within a close dis\4! a 
Burley, in Cassia County, Idaho—which is considered |) '° ' 
arid of arid lands—as you would see anywhere in this (oul 
and during the last season I have seen wheat fields in (1! 
tion of the country that yielded 82 or 33 bushels «' 
to the acre, and yet other years will come when ticy *" 
produce nothing without irrigation. Is that irrigable ot »’ 
irrigahle land? Is that arid or semiarid land? 
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the joker in this section—if I may use such a term—ts | 
nd here, and I want the attention of the Senator from | yy, 

, this consideration of the amendment—— ere 

NELSON. Mr. President— 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 

senator from Minnesota? 

HEYBURN. Certainly. 

NELSON. I would suggest to the Senator from Utah 

woot] that the conference report be withdrawn, in order 
and the Senator from Idaho may confer about this | 


LANDS AT CORDOVA BAY, ALASKA, 


NELSON. I ask for the present c ! l an- 
other bill relating to Alaska, being the bill | riz- 


of lands at the head of Cordova Bay, in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, and for other purpose 
Mr. KEAN. I shall have to object to that bill 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made 


4 1 
ing the sale 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOt 
A message from the House of Repres 


if that is satisfactory. Brow Nine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
HEYBURN. I do not care what becomes of it, so that | House had appointed Mr. Srms of Tennessee a conferee on 
adopted. | the part of the House on the disagreeing yotes of the two 
NELSON. It may be that the State of Idaho could be Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
( ted, and I presume if that is the case | 20120) to authorize the construction of a railroad siding to the 
HEYBURN. That will terminate the discussion so far |} United States navy-yard, and for other purposes, in place of 

{ concerned. Mr. Murpay, relieved. 


_NELSON. I suggest that proposition to the Senator from The message also announced that the House had passed the 

] bill (8S. 5617) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to accept 

SMOOT. I move that the report be withdrawn tem- | and care for gifts presented to vessels of the Navy of the United 

States, 

The report can only be withdrawn by unani The message further announced that the House had dis- 

agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 

HEYRURN. It takes unanimous consent. 15641) for the removal of restrictions from part of the lands 

r. SMOOT. Well, I ask unanimous consent, Mr. President, | of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other pur- 

{ the report be withdrawn temporarily. poses; asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah asks unani- | yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Surr- 

mous consent that the conference report be temporarily with- | man, Mr. Knapp, and Mr. Srepurens of Texas managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. ht. 21884. An act granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll 
and to Mabel H. Lazear; 

H. R. 21927. An act to reimburse certain Departments of the 
Government for expenses incurred incident to the recent fire 

| in Chelsea, Mass., and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 
the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R. 21884. An act granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll and 
to Mabel H. Lazear was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

H. R. 21927. An act to reimburse certain Departments of the 
Government for expenses incurred incident to the recent fire 
in Chelsea, Mass., and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Crane] is very much interested in that bill, and I should 
like to have it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

I withdraw the motion for that purpose. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Mr. NELSON, I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


sideration of the bill (S. 6805) to encourage the development of 
coal deposits in the Territory of Alaska. I wish to say that 
that bill has been prepared by the Department of the Interior 


KEAN. 
n s consent. 


Mr. HEYBURN. With the understanding that it will not be 
ed up again to-day. 

Mr. SMOOT. With the understanding that it will not be 
ed up again to-day, unless that course is satisfactory to the 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The report is temporarily with- 


COAL LANDS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate adjourn, 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to have the Senator withhold 
that motion for a moment in order that I may ask for the con- 
sideration of a bill which will not occasion debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Minnesota says he has 

| he desires to have considered which will not give rise to 
any debate, and I therefore withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. KEAN, It will not be objected to? 

Mr. NELSON, I do not think so. It is a bill relating to the | 
coal deposits in Alaska. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
withdraws his motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH, 


Committee on Appropriations. 
H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 
the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle was read twice by 


1m 1 of the & ; * the Interi its title and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
and meets with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. ee iat in ace ee 
‘i eae aor ore. Bie. President, that I think the 2 . ; LANDS OF ‘THE I IN E CIVILIZED TRIBES. 
third section of that bill should have no place in any law en- The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 
acted by Congress. of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
The VIC k-PRESIDENT., of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15641) for the removal of re- 
leration of the bill? strictions from part of the lands of allottees of the Five 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | & ivilized Tribes, and for other purposes, and requesting a con- 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. ference with the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The pending question is on the Houses thereon. : = ; 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands in the Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend 
nature of a substitute, which has heretofore been read. ment 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the present 


Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


, agree to the conference asked for by the House of Rep 


resentatives, and that the conferees on the part of the Senate 


oe . be appoi i by the Chair 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the | © &ppointed by the Chair. 

amendment was concurred in The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Owen, Mr CrLapp, and Mr. 
rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, | CURTIS were appointed as the conferees on the part of the 


and read the third time Senate, 


Mr. TELLER. I will inquire if that is the bill which passed pes tig ea snag ecg iammnmmae 


the other day and was reconsidered ? Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the question has been raised 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill was passed and recon- | as to the power of Congress to abrogate treaties by an act in- 
sidered on a previous occasion. consistent with the treaty. I would like to submit a _ brief 

Mr. TELLER. I want to know whether the bill is satis- | containing some extracts of decisions on that subject, and ask 
factory to the Senator from California [Mr. Frint], who | to have it printed as a document, and also that it be printed 
mo t the vote by which it passed be reconsidered? | in the Recorp. 

~p NELSON, The bill is as reported by the Senator with- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
on 


ume ndment. | 
Mr. TELLER. Then it is all right. 
the VICE-PRESIDENT, 


| The matter referred to is as follows: 
That Congress can repeal a treaty with a foreign power by an act 


The question is, Shall the bill can not be questioned, considering the many decisions of cases to tl 


pass | effect. Such Saw on the part of the courts in also e d 
The hil] wae fended upon the theory that a treaty is the supreme law of the land 
lll was passed, no more than that of a statute. 
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In case of a conflict between the treaty and the statute the same 
rule of interpretation is adopted that would be between statutes appar- 
ently in conflict. The courts have no discretion and will not consider 
whether the statute ought to have been enacted or not. The question 
simply for the court is, 
with the treaty? 


A court will not inquire what Congress intended by the act if the | 


words plainly import a conflict between the statute and the treaty. 
Of ce 
statute and the treaty if that is consistent with the plain words 

of the statute and treaty. 
Repeals of statutes and 
implication, but where the 
tion or interpretation the 
In the 
page 549, 


abrogation of treaties are 
language of the statute needs no explana- 
court must enforce its meaning. 

Heong v. United States, in 112 United States, 
speaking of a repeal by statute, the court says: 


case of Chew 


new laws and those of the old, and even then the old law is repealed 

by implication only pro tanto, to the extent of the repugnancy.” 
Again the court says: 
“It must appear that 

in hostility to the former.” 


In this case there was no controversy in the court as to the power | 


of Congress to repeal the treaty, but the question was whether Congress 
had by its act repealed certain features of the treaty. 

In the case of Ropes et al. v. 
labus reads: ; 

“Congress may pass any law, otherwise constitutional, notwithstand- 
ing it conflicts with an existing treaty with a foreign nation. 

“If an act of Congress is plainly in such conflict, a court can not 
inquire whether, in passing such act, Congress had or had not an 
intention to pass a law inconsistent with the provisions of the treaty. 

““ Modes specified in which Congress may destroy the operative effect 


of a treaty,” etc. 

In the case of Lee Yen Tai (185 U. 
court quotes Robertson (124 U. &., 
follows: 


United States v. 


§., 221), 
from Whitney v. 


190, 


the 
194), as 


the Constitution a treaty is placed on the same footing and 
made of the like obligation with an act of legislation. Both 
clared by that instrument to be the supreme law of the land, and no 
superior efficacy is given to either over the other.” 

In the case of Ward v. Race Horse (163 U. S., 511), Mr. Justice 
White, in delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

“That ‘a treaty may supersede a prior act of Congress and an act 
of Congress supersede a prior treaty,’ is elementary.” (Fong Yue 
Ting v. United States, 149 U. 8., 698; The Cherokee Tobacco, 11 Wall., 
616.) 

In the cases of Thomas v. Gay and Gay v. Thomas (169 U. §&., 
p. 271) Mr. Justice Shiras, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

“It is well settled that an act of Congress may supersede a prior 
treaty and that any questions that may arise are beyond the sphere of 
judicial cognizance and must be met by the political department of the 
Government. 

“*It need hardly be said that a treaty can not change the Consti- 
tution or be held valid if it be in violation of that instrument. This 
results from the nature and fundamental principles of our Government. 
The effect of treaties and acts of Congress when in conflict is not set- 
tled by the Constitution. But the question is not involved in any 
doubt as to its proper solution. A treaty may supersede a prior act of 
Congress, and an act of Congress may supersede a prior treaty. 
ter v. Neilson, 2 Pet., 253, 314; Taylor v. Morton, 2 Curtis, 454.) 

““*TIn the cases referred to these principles were applied to treaties 
with foreign nations. Treaties within Indian nations within the juris- 
diction of the United States, whatever considerations of humanity and 
good faith may be involved and require their faithful observance, can 
not be more obligatory. * * * In the case under consideration the 
act of Congress must prevail as if the treaty were not an element to 
be considered.’ (The Cherokee Tobacco, 11 Wall., 616.) 

“The President and two-thirds of the Senate assenting may make a 
valid treaty, and it becomes the supreme law of the land, always pro- 
vided that it is within the limit of the Constitution, but, although the 
supreme law of the land, it is subject to be abrogated by an act of 
Congress directly or by the enactment of a statute utterly inconsistent 
with the treaty. (Note from Story.) 

“Although a treaty is the supreme law of the land, it is as much sub 
ject to repeal as any legislative act, and a subsequent act of Con- 
gress conflicting with it has the effect to repeal it pro tanto. (Taylor 
v. Martin, 2 Curtis C. C., 454; Ropes v. Clinch, 8 Blatchford, 304; 
Gray v. Clinton Bridge Co., 1 Woolworth, 150; United States v. To- 
bacco Factory, 11 Wall. 264.) 

“A treaty expires with the death of the king who made it. (Vattell, 
pp. 203 to 216.) 

In the Chinese Exclusion case (130 U. 8., 589) Justice Field, deliver- 
ing the opinion of the court, says: 

“The validity of the act is assailed as being in effect an expulsion 
from the country of Chinese laborers, in violation of existing treaties 
between the United States and the Government of China, and of rights 
vested in them under the laws of Congress.” 

* +. : * © z= o 


On page 600 the court says: 

“Here the objection made is that the act of 1888 impairs a right 
vested under the treaty of 1880, as a law of the United States and the 
statutes of 1882 and of 1884 passed in execution of it. It must be 
conceded that the act of 1888 is in contravention of express stipulations 
of the treaty of 1868 and of the supplemental treaty of 1880, but it is 
not on that account invalid or to be restricted in its enforcement. The 
treaties were of no greater obligation that the act of Congress. By the 
Constitution, laws made in pursuance thereof and treaties made under 
the authority of the United States are both declared to be the supreme 
law of the land, and no paramount authority is given to one over the 
other. A treaty, it is true, is in its nature a contract between nations 
and is often merely promissory in its character, requiring legislation to 
carry its stipulations into effect. Such legislation will be open to future 
repeal or amendment. If the treaty operates by its own force and 
relates to a subject within the power of Congress, it can be deemed 
in that particular only the equivalent of a legislative act, to be re- 
pealed or modified at the pleasure of Congress. In either case the last 
expression of the sovereign will must control.” 

In the case of J. Ribas y Hijo v. United States (vol. 194, p. 324) 
the court (by Justice Harlan) says: 

“We may add that even if the act of March, 1887, standing alone, 
could be construed as authorizing a suit of this kind, the plaintiff must 
fail; for, it is well settled that in case of a conflict between an act 
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Does a fair construction of the statute conflict 


| not be overlooked. 
urse it is the duty of the court to reconcile a difference between 


| magistrate of the Russian Empire, it is within the power of Cong 
not favored by | 


e 
“There must be a positive repugnancy between the provisions of the | 





the later provision is certainly and clearly | 


Clinch (Sth Blatchford, 304), the syl- | 


| Clinch, 8 Blatchf., 304, 309.) 


ie | tion can not apply to the Cherokee Nation because it is in confli 
are de- | 


| nancy is clear and they can not stand together. 


| United States declares that : 
| United States which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and al! trea- 


(Fos- | 
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of Congress and a treaty—each being equally the supreme law of the 
land—the one last in date must prevail in the courts.’ (The Cherokee 
Tobacco, 11 Wall., 616, 621; Whitney v. Robertson, 124, U. S., 199 
194; United States v. Lee Yen Tai, 185 U. 8S., 213, 221.) , 
_ In the case of Grin v. Shine (vol. 187, p. 191) Justice Brown, deliver. 
ing the opinion of the court, says: 

“But there is another consideration in this connection which should 

While the treaty contemplates the production of g 

copy of a warrant of arrest or other equivalent document, issued a 
to dispense with this requirement, and we think it has done 
Revised Statutes, section 5270, hereinbefore cited. The treaty is wn- 
doubtedly obligatory upon both powers, and, if Congress should pre. 
scribe additional formalities than those required by the treaty, it might 
become the subject of complaint by the Russian Government and of 
further negotiations. But, notwithstanding such treaty, Congress has q 
perfect right to provide for the extradition of criminals in its own . 
with or without a treaty to that effect, and to declare that { mn 
criminals shall be surrendered upon such proofs of criminality as it 
may judge sufficient.” (Castro v. De Uriarte, 16 Fed. Rep., 93.) 

(Quotations from court's opinion in Castro v. De Uriarte cited aboye, 
16 Fed. Rep., 97.) 

“Treaties duly ratified under the Constitution (Article VI) are doubt 


by 


| less a part of the supreme law of the land, and their stipulations and 


obligations will not be deemed annulled by acts of mere general legisla 
tion which can be reasonably construed otherwise. (The (|! kee 
Tobacco, 11 Wall., 616, 623; Taylor v. Morton, 2 Curt., 454; Ropes 


“But the mere fact that a treaty provides a mode of carrying out its 
provisions in the absence of legislation can not make it incompetent for 
Congress to pass laws in aid of the treaty, and, in order to facilitate 


| the extradition of criminals, to dispense with a pers of those p elim 
| naries which otherwise it might be necessary for t 
| to resort to.” 


e foreign government 


In the case of the Cherokee Tobacco (11 Wallace, 616) Mr. Justice 
Swayne, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

“But conceding these views to be correct, it is insisted that the sec- 
t with 


The repug- 


“The second section of the fourth article of the Constitution of the 
‘this Constitution and the laws of thé 


the treaty. Undoubtedly one or the other must yield. 


ties which shall be made under the authority of the United Stat 
be the supreme law of the land.’ 

“It need hardly be said that a treaty can not change the Constitu- 
tion or be held valid if it be in violation of that instrument. This re- 
sults from the nature and fundamental principles of our Government. 
The effect of treaties and acts of Congress, when in conflict, is not set- 
tled by the Constitution. But the question is not involved in any 
doubt as to its proper solution. <A treaty may supersede a prior act of 
Congress (Foster & Elam v. Neilson, 2 Peters, 314) and an act of Con- 
gress may supersede a prior treaty (Taylor v. Morton, 2 Curtis, 454; 
The Clinton Bridge, 1 Wolworth, 155). In the cases referred to these 
principles were applied to treaties with foreign nations. Treaties with 
Indian nations within the jurisdiction of the United States, whatever 
considerations of humanity and good faith may be involved and require 
their faithful observance, can not be more obligatory, etc.” 


United States Statutes at Large, volume 1, page 578. Chapter LXVII. 
An act to declare the treaties heretofore concluded with France, no 
longer obligatory on the United States. 


Whereas the treaties concluded between the United States and Fr 
have been repeatedly violated on the part of the French Governn 
and the just claims of the United States for reparation of 
juries so committed have been refused, and their attempts to negotia 
an amicable adjustment of all complaints between the two nations hav 
been repelled with indignity; and 

Whereas, under authority of the French Government, there 
pursued against the United States a system of predatory violence, in 
fracting the said treaties and hostile to the rights of a free and in- 
dependent nation: ra 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the United States 
are of right freed and exonerated from the stipulations of the treaties 
and of the consular convention heretofore concluded between | 
United States and France, and that the same shall not hen rth | 
regarded as legally obligatory on the Government or citizens of te 
United States. 

Approved, July 7, 1798. ee Samra 

In the case of Taylor v. Morton, reported in Curtis’s Circuit Court 
Reports, volume 2, pages 454 to 464, Mr. Justice Curtis, delivering te 
opinion of the court, said: ; a 

“se * * Several questions involved in this position require exam: 
ination. One of them, when stated abstractly, is this: If an act © 
Congress should levy a duty upon imports, which an existing \ 
cial treaty declares shall not be levied, so that the treaty is in 
with the act, does the former or the latter give the rule of dec! 
judicial tribunal of the United States in a case to which one © 
other must be applied. 

“The second section of the Fourth Article of the Const 
‘This Constitution, and the laws of the United States whic 
made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made or which 
made, under the authority of the United States, shall be t! 
law of the land.’ There is nothing in the language of this 
enables us to say that in the case supposed the treaty and 1 
of Congress is to afford the rule. Ordinarily treaties are not 
scribed by sovereigns for the conduct of their subjects, buat 
by which they agree to regulate their own conduct. This p! 
our Constitution has made treaties part of our municipal law 
has not assigned to them any particular degree of author 
municipal law, nor declared whether laws so enacted shall or s 
paramount to laws otherwise enacted. No such declaration ts! 

n respect to the Constitution itself. It is named in conjun 
treaties and acts of Congress as one of the supreme laws, 
premacy is in terms assigned to one over the other. And whe! 
necessary to determine whether an act of Congress repush 
Constitution could be deemed by the judicial power an op: 

the solution of the question was found by considering the 
objects of each species of law, the authority from which | 
and the consequences of allowing or denying the paramount ee! . 
Constitution. It is only by a similar course of inquiry that 
determine the question now under consideration. 


shall 


is yet 
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mencing this inquiry I think {t material to observe that it On page 463, the court, continuing, said: 
question of municipal as distinguished from public law. “Mr. Chief Justice Marshall, delivering the opinion of the cou said 
on sovereign between whom and the United States a treaty | (Foster v. Neilson, 2 Pet., 314): 







ide has a right to expect and require its stipulations to be | “*Qur Constitution declares a treaty to be a law of the land it Is 
scrupulous good faith; but through what internal arrange- | consequently to be regarded in courts of justice as equivalent t 

shall be done is, exclusively, for the consideration of the | of the legislature, whenever it operates of itself, v , the aid y 
tes. Whether the treaty shall itself be the rule of action of legislative provision. But when the terms of the st 1 ) u 
as well as the Government, whether the power to enforce | contract, when either of the parties engages to pet i C 
it shall reside in one department or another, neither the | act, the treaty addresses itself to the political, not t) rt. 









nor any implication drawn from it gives him any right to | ment, and the legislature must execute the contract be! 















vpelore t Cal t 2 
If the people of the United States were to repeal so much } a rule for the court.’ 
nstitution as makes treaties part of their municipal law, no “ After commenting on the lancuage of the article, he proce 
eign with whom a treaty exists could jr istly complain, for “* This seems to be the language of contracts; and if it is, the ratt- 
a matter with which he has any concern. * fication and confirmation which are promised must be the act of the 
* That the act now in question is within the legislative | legislature. Until such act shall be passed, the court is not at liberty 
Congress, unless that power is controlled by the treaty, is not | to 2 gard the existing laws on the subject 
It must be admitted, also, that in general power to legislate “I desire to add, what perhaps is not necessary, that the vari sup- 
ilar subject includes power to modify and repeal existing | positions of violation or departure from treaties by foreign so ons, 
at subject, and either substitute new laws in their place or | or by our country, which are put by way of argument in the e e of 
ibject without regulation in those particulars to which the | this opinion, have no reference whatever to the treaty now in q ion 


ws applied. There is therefore nothing in the mere fact | or to any actual case; that I have not formed, or intended to intimate 






































































































ty is a law which would prevent Congress from repealing | any opinion upon the question whether the duty levied upon hemp, t e 
t is for some reason distinguishable from other laws, the | product of Russia, is or is not higher than a just interpretation and 
it gives may be displaced by the legislative power at its | application of the treaty with the sovereign of that country would 
rhe first and most obvious distinction between a treaty and | allow; as, in my judgment, it belongs to the political department of the 
Congress is that the former is made by the President and | Government of the United States to determine this question.” 
two-thirds of the Senators present; the latter by majorities 
ses of Congress and the President, or by the Houses only, | NEW YORK CASE. 
nal maj yrities, if the President refuses his assent. Ordi- In the case of State of New York v. Dibble. reported in 21 Howard 
I is certainly true that the powers of enacting and repealing | 3¢6-371, in which Justice Grier delivered the opinion of the court, the 
in the same persons. But there is no reason, in the | syllabus is as follows: : - ; : > eX , 


things, why it may not be otherwise. In the country from | “A statute of 
have derived many politic al principles, the King, by force of 
tive, makes laws for the colonies, which Parliament repeals 
t its discretion.” (Campbell v. Cowp., 204.) 
it is impossible to maintain that, under our Constitution, 


the State of New York, making it unlawful for any 
persons other than Indians to settle or reside upon any lands I 
ing to or occupied by any nation or tribe of Indians within that State, 
and providing for the summary ejectment of such persons, rot 
conflict with the Constitution of the United States, or any treaty, or 


the P ient and Senate exclusively possess the power to modify or | act of Congress, and the proceedings under it did not deprive the per 
found in a treaty. If this were so, inasmuch as they can | sons thus removed of pr perty or richts onan ‘ed t >t n by an treaty 
abrogate one treaty only by making another inconsistent | opr act of Congress.” , ’ - - oe : : 

t, the Government of the United States could not act at In the opinion of the court, delivered by Justice Grier, page 370 
ffect without the consent of some foreign government; for) the court said: . : , , 

y, affecting in any manner one already in existence, can “The only question which this court can be called on to decide i 
yut the concurrence of two parties, one of whom must be | whether this law is in conflict with the Constitution of the United 
vereign. That the Constitution was designed to place our | States, or any treaty or act of Congress, and whether this proceeding 
1 this helpless condition is a supposition wholly inadmissible. | under it has deprived the relators of property or rights secured to them 
not only ineonsistent with the necessities of a nation, but nega-| py any treaty or act of Congress. _— 

1 by the express words of the Constitution that gives to Congress, “The statute in question is a police regulation for the protection 


words, power to declare war, an act which ipso jure re- | of the Indians from intrusion of the white people and to preserve the 


provisions < all existing treaties with the hostile nation | peace. It is the dictate of a prudent and just polic: Noteithetand- 

with a state of war. ; ing the peculiar relation which these Indian nations hold to the Gov- 

this particular power to repeal laws found in treaties is | ernment of the United States, the State of New York had the power 
given, and is applicable only to a case of war; but, in the | of q sovereign over their persons and property, so far as it was n 


sufficient to prove the position stated above, that there sary to preserve the peace of the Commonwealth and protect these 





1 the nature of things which requires that the same persons | feeble and helpless bands from imposition and intrusion. The pov 
law by a treaty should alone have power to repeal it. | of a State to make such regulations to preserve the peace of | : 
place, it is also true that the powers to regulate commerce | munity is absolute and has never been surrendered. ‘The act is, ther 
lt duties are as expressly given as the power to declare war, | fore. not contrary to the Constitution of the United States 
11 er are as absolute and unrestrained as the latter. “Nor is this statute in conflict with any act of Congress, as no law 
It be said that a declaration of war, being necessarily incon- | of Congress can be found which authorizes white men to in d n 
nt existing treaties with the hostile nation, the power to de- | the possessions of Indians.” 
necessarily a power to repeal such treaties; but that power 
y commerce and impose duties might be and was expected to EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
xel 1 in conformi with existing treaties. To a certain extent . . 
1 a tthe Met it can aot be admitted that these powers Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


ere expected to be exerted under all circumstances which | sideration of executive business. 

ly occur in the life of a nation in subordination to an ex- The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
nor that the only modes of escape from the effect of an : : : : a 

ity were the consent of the other party to it or a declaration | Consideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty- 


five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
2o os . chic zalvag : = : ‘ 
se to execute a treaty for reasons which approve themselves | ang (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned 
ntious judgment of the nation is a matter of the utmost ' mr ; nape ’ ee a 

d delicacy, but the power to do so is prerogative of which | until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 19, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian, 

1 can be deprived without deeply affecting its independence. 
That the people of the United States have deprived their Government ee 

t pe in any case I do not believe. That it must reside some 








; ind be applicable to all cases I am convinced. I feel no doubt NOMINATIONS 
that it belongs to Congress. That inasmuch as treaties must continue nite ot : cone 7 Seng 1 0 Senate Maw 12 1908 
t erate as part of our municipal law and be obeyed by the people, Exccutive nominations received by the Sena fay 18, J 
the judiciary and executed by the President while they PENSION AGENT. 
pealed, and inasmuch as the power of repealing these aa - . , : 
ws must reside somewhere, and nobody other than Con- Andrew T. Wood, of Kentucky, to be pension agent at Louis- 
s esses it, then legislative power is applicable to such laws | yille, Ky., his term having expired February 10, 1908, (Reap- 
lever relate to subjects which the Constitution has placed | ointment.) 
slative power. In conformity with these views was the | P . 
Congress in passing the act of July 7, 1798 (1 Stat. L., 578), | PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
oe treaties with France no longer obligatory on the United Medical Corps. 
. . . . * . * | Maj. Henry P. Birmingham, Medical Corps, to be lieutet 
__“Is it a judicial question whether a treaty with a foreign sovereign | Colonel from May 1, 1908, vice Powell, retired from active 
“aS been violated by him; whether the consideration of a particular | service. 
puiat n a treaty has been voluntarily withdrawn by one party | * + TS. =" = Snes ie — a) 
no longer obligatory on the other; whether the views and | Capt. Albert E. Truby, Medical Corps, to be major f1 fay 
zn Ss overeign manifested through his representative have | > 1908, vice Birmingham, promoted. 
6 ; sion to the political departments of our Government to | Maj. W. Fitzhugh Carter, Medical Corps, to be lie ant- 
execution of a promise contained in a treaty or to the 7 ie 7 92 10 : ioe ii aint i ites etal 
h t contravention of such promise? I apprehend not. These colonel from April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required 
. not been confided by the people to the judiciary, which | by law, to fill an original vacancy. 
a means to exercise them, but to the executive and the | Maj. Rudolph.G. Ebert, Medical Corps, to be tenan nel 
' irtments of our Government. They belong to diplomacy | 37099 10ne « ia ieee Stine, einen y - 
and not to the administration of existing laws. And it from April _— 1908, subject to the examination required by law, 
ws that if they are denied to Congress and the Execu- | to fill an original vacancy. 
c am of their eenewe Dowel, ay conte — | Maj. Robert J. Gibson, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel 
System of government. On the other hand, it be | ¢. “$192 1908 snhiect ti : animating: waccnined® ther tao 
Congress has these powers, it is wholly immaterial to from April 23, 1908, subject to the exami ion required by law, 
they have, by the act in question, departed from the | to fill an original vacancy. 
- - ee have, whether such departure were accidental Maj. William H. Arthur, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- 
id if the latter, whether the reasons therefor were good | ,, 22 1908 ae it meta caeinaaii ian z ' 
the act in question they have not departed from the | colonel from April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required 
inti? has no case. If they have, their act is the by law, vice Torney, promoted. 
"' Mey aol. the country, and any complaint, either by the citi- | Maj. George E. Bushnell, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant 


er, must be made to those who alone are e npowered | 7199 101 ‘ 1 : +7 . 
re. ition to judge of its grounds and act as may be suitable | Colonel from April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required 
1 just. ‘by law, vice Crampton, promoted, 
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Capt. Henry Page, Medical Corps, to be major from April 
1905, subject to the examination required by law, to fill 
original vacancy. 

Capt. Bailey K. Ashford, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Henry A. Webber, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 28, 19G8, subject to the examination required by law, to 
fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Jere B. Clayton, Medical Corps, to be major from April 
1908, subject to the examination required by law, to fill an 
vacancy, 

Weston TP. Chamberlain, Medical Corps, to be major 
from April 23, 1908, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Edward R. Shreiner, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 23, 1908, to fill an orginal vacancy. 

Capt. Ira A, Shimer, Medical Corps, to be major from April 
23, 1908, vice Carter, promoted. 

Capt. Frederick M. Hartsock, Medical Corps, to be 
from April 23, 1908, subject to the examination 
law, vice Ebert, promoted. 


23, 
an 


"Oo 
oa, 


original 
Capt. 


required by 


Capt. Douglas F. Duval, Medical Corps, to be major from 
| of Geauga and State of Ohio. 


April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required by law, vice 
Gibson, promoted. 
Capt. Clarence J, 
April 23, 
Arthur, promoted. 
Capt. David Baker, Medical Corps, to be major from April 


23, 1908, subject to the examination required by law, vice Bush- 
nell, promoted. 

To be captains after three years’ service: 

First Lieut. William A. Duncan, Medical Corps. 

First Lieut. Earl H. Bruns, Medical Corps. 

First Lieut. Herbert C. Gibner, Medical Corps. 

First Lieut. Clarence Le R. Cole, Medical Corps. 


Manly, Medical Corps, to be major from 


Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. George P. Howell, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
May 8, 1508, vice Zinn, promoted. 
lrirst Lieut, Ernest D. Peek, Corps of Engineers, to be captain 
from May 8, 1908, vice Howell, promoted, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Maj. Asst. Q. M. Charles L. McCawley to be assistant quarter- 


master in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of | 


lieutenant-colonel from the 13th day of May, 1908, to fill a 
yacincy existing in that grade on that date. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the Navy, 
to rank with, but after, ensign, from the 11th day of March. 
1908, upon the completion of six years’ service in their present 
grade: 

Charles F. Ulrich, 

David B. Vassie, and 

William H. Walker. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1908. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 

James J. Crossley, of Iowa, to be United States attorney for 

the third division of the district of Alaska, 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Edward T. Sanford, of Tennessee, to be United States district 
judge for the eastern and middle districts of Tennessee, 
INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Kletcher Maddox, of Montana, to be solicitor of internal rey- 
enue, 


SOLICITOR OF 


POSTM ASTERS, 


NEW YORK. 


Seth Allen to be postmaster at Dannemora, Clinton County, | 


Ds ae 
William ©. Collins to be postmaster 
County, N. Y. 


at Homer, Cortland 


OHIO, 

Samuel Bailey to be postmaster at 
County, Ohio. 

Clayton H. Bishop to be postmaster 
County, Ohio. 

Chandler W. Carroll to be postmaster at St. Clairsville, Bel- 
mont County, Ohio. 

William Me. Crozier 
Guernsey County, Ohio. 

Jonn C. Douglass to be postmaster at College Corner, Butler 
Connty, Ohio, 


Beverly, Washington 


at Centerburg, Knox 


to be postmaster at Cumberland, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


————— 


major | 





1908, subject to the examination required by law, vice | 


| standing by Representatives and 
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William W. Dowdell to be postmaster at Quaker City, Guerp. 
sey County, Ohio. 

George E. Flora to be postmaster at Mount Healthy, H 
ton County, Ohio. 

William P. Gillam to be postmaster at Nevada, Wya 
County, Ohio. 

Elmer L. Godwin to be postmaster at West Mansfield, in 
county of Logan and State of Ohio, 

Pearl W. Hickman to be postmaster at Nelsonville, A{! 
County, Ohio. 

Charles H. Huffman to be postmaster at Richwood, i) 
county of Union and State of Ohio. 

William C. Hughes to be postmaster at New 
Perry County, Ohio. 

Charles A, McKim to be postmaster at Celina, Mercer Co 
Ohio. 

Thomas G. Moore to be postmaster at Barnesville, Beln 
County, Ohio. 

Lewis Nikolaus to be postmaster at New Matamoras, Wash- 
ington County, Ohio. 

Clifford N. Quirk to be postmaster at Chardon, in the county 


Strait 
inty, 


ont 


Robert H. Wiley to be postmaster at Flushing, Belmont 


| County, Ohio. 


Henry B. 
County, Ohio. 


Yisner to be postmaster at Berea, Cuyahoga 
WISCONSIN. 
George E. Bogrand to be postmaster at Wausaukee, Marinette 


| County, Wis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 18, 1908. 


| [Continuation of the legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.) 


The recess having expired, at 11 o'clock and 30 minutes a. m, 
the House was called to order by the Speaker. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 


| privilege. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. On Saturday evening last I had occa- 
sion to make an address before the Young Men's Republican 
Club at the Union League Club House in Brooklyn. When I 
returned to the city my attention was called to a report in the 
newspapers in which I am charged with making what seemed 
to me a very uncalled for and unjustifiable criticism upon the 
Members of the House. I do not go so far as to say that tlie 
gentleman making the report deliberately misrepresented the ad- 
dress which I made, because I discussed the subject, and lie 


| may have received an impression that I did not intend to give, 


but the language, in my opinion, as reported, was and is 2 mis 
representation of the address, and under the circumstances | fee! 


| that I ought to at least put my understanding of the matter on 


record, and in order to do that I will read what I have prepare 
as a statement to be used by the newspapers in relation thereto 
“My attention has just been called to the report of tlie 
dress that I delivered at Brooklyn last Saturday evening, !! 
which I am reported as having made an unjustifiable «ssa 
upon Congress. The speech was entirely extemporancous 
I am unable to see how it could have been so misunders(ov 
“In alluding to some references which had been made 
political corruption, I said that during an experience of 1! 
years as a Member I had seen no sign or indication of iti! 
corruption on the part of any Member; that, in my judemen' 
the membership represented the flower of the communi' 
which they came, I referred to the fact that a Membe! 
began to serve in the term for which he was elected |: 
was practically involved in a contest for his reelect 
that the action of Members was necessarily largely 
by considerations inyolved in their reelection. I 
situation for the purpose of emphasizing the nece: 
protecting them |! 
attacks of those who were demanding with threats 
legislation. It was an incident and by no means the mail ll 
of the address. 7 
“In illustrating the point I did use the remark said to !\" 
been made by Mr. CANNON, It was received, as I uniders' 
it, in the spirit in which it was originally made, and «s ! ' 


tended it—as a piece of jocose hyperbole—and it wis not 
intended by me, nor was anything else that I said int ided, ‘ 
a reflection upon the Members of either branch, and un! 
saw the report it never entered my mind that anyone would 8 


understand or construe it. 
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have had frequent occasion, but have seldom taken occa- 


» correct newspaper reports. I feel justified in doing so 
s instance because of the high regard that I entertain 
e membership of both branches and the uniformly kind, 
ierate, and appreciative treatment that I have received 
ir hands.” [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


essage from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the follow- 
tle. in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
is requested : 
: 4se5, An act for acquiring national forests in the Southern 
\ hian Mountains and White Mountains. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
- clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro- 
ouuittee as indicated below: 
2. An act for acquiring national forests in the Southern 
\ inn Mountains and White Mountains—to the Com- 
on Agriculture, 
JENNIE CARROLL AND MABEL H. LAZEAR. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 


‘he Clerk read as follows: 


A Hi. R. 21884) granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll and to 
Mabel H. Lazear. 


nacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
ed and directed to place on the rolls of the War Department 
name of Jennie Carroll, widow of James Carroll, major and 
I'nited States Army, and pay her for and during the time 
tural life, in Meu of all pensions, the sum of $125 per month, 
recognition of the eminent services of said James Carroll 
i i vering the means of preventing, as well as the cause and 
method of transmission and propagation of, yellow fever, and demon 
n his own person the truth of the theory of the transmis- 
ropagation of yellow fever infection by mosquitoes, and 


! name of Mabel H. Lazear, widow of Dr. Jesse W. Lazear, late 
t sistant contract surgeon, United States Army, and pay her 
f ind during the time of her natural life, in lieu of all pensions, 


$125 per month, in special recognition of the eminent services 


d Jesse W. Lazear in discovering the means of preventing, as 
he cause and method of transmission and propagation of, 
and demonstrating on his own person the truth of the 

f the transmission and 


ee of yellow fever infection 
iitoes, and the sacrifice of h 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, is this a motion to 


s life in proving the same. 


suspend the rules? 
Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill, and I will ask the gentleman to withhold - 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
im not going to object. 


I want to ask you a question; I 
What was the rank of those men? 


Mr. DALZELL. Carroll was a major and Lazear was a con- 
tract surgeon. Let me say, Carroll was of the same rank as 


At 
rinning of the Cuban war a commission was appointed, 


Major Reed, for whose widow we have already provided. 
the he 


composed of three members, Major Reed, Major Carroll, and 
lr. Lazear, to seek discovery of the causes of yellow fever. 


They did discover the cause of yellow fever, but they all per- 
ished in consequence of the exposure they submitted themselves 
to in making the discovery. Major Reed died some time after 
the experiment, and Congress passed a bill giving his widow 
$125 a month pension. Major Carroll survived the experiment. 
They all submitted themselves to be bitten by mosquitoes. 
Major Carroll lived for some considerable time after, but finally 
(lied of the poison in his system as a consequence of the experi- 
veut. Doctor Lazear died at the time the experiment was made, 

Mr. KEIFER. Died of yellow fever. 

Mr. DALZELL. He died of yellow fever. Every medical 
society of the United States and’ every chamber of commerce 
has come down here appealing that we put these two widows 
lipon the same basis that we put Mrs. Reed, upon the ground, 

‘far as the medical societies are concerned, of the great con- 
tribution to science that these men rendered, and upon the 
so far as commercial bodies are concerned, of the im- 
imounts of money saved in our Southern cities and else- 
where by the removal of the yellow-fever scourge—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not objecting, and I am not 
s0ing to call the roll on it, either. [Loud applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

T he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 


passed 


ground, 


Inense 


GRANTING 
The 
agreeiny 


whic h ul 


ADDITIONAL LANDS TO IDAHO UNDER THE CAREY ACT. 

‘PEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules, 
to the amendment, and passing the joint resolution of 
* Clerk will report the title, 


XLII——405 








The Clerk read 4s follows: 


Senate joint resolution 


No. 51, 


providing for additional 


Idaho under the provisions of the Carey Act. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 197, nays 26, 
answered “ present” 16, not voting 148, as follows: 


Acheson 
Adair 
Aiken 


Alexander, Mo. 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 

Ames 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bates 
Beale, Ta. 
Bede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
sonynge 
Boyd 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Drundidge 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burnett 
Burton, 
Campbell 
Capron 
Carter 
Cary 
Caulfield 
(Chaney 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockran 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


Del. 


‘ooper, Pa. 
‘ox, Ind. 
‘raig 
‘rumpacker 
‘urrier 
‘ushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 
Denver 


Beall, Tex. 
Booher 
Bowers 
Candler 
Garrett 
Ifarrison 
Hlelm 


Adamson 
Boutell 
sutler 
Cooper, Wis. 


Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Burleson 
Burton, 
tyrd 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Clark, Fla. 
( 

( 

( 

( 


Ohio 


‘layton 
‘ocks, N. ¥. 
‘ole 

‘onner 

Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Coudrey 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Dawes 

De Armond 
Denby 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga. 
Kdwards, Ky. 


So the rules 


YEAS 
Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Dwight 
“llerbe 
Sllis, Oreg. 
“nglebright 
isch 
‘airchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Finley 
Floyd 
Focht 
‘oster, 
‘oster, 
“oster, 
‘rench 
Tuller 
Tulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Godwin 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graff 
Granger 
Greene 
Ilackney 
Ilale 
Hall 
Hamilton, 
Hamilton, 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hawley 


Ill. 
Ind. 
ve 


Iowa 
Mich. 


197. 


Hinshaw 
Houston 

Howell, N. J. 
lowland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Humphrey, Wash 
James, Addison ID 
Jenkins 
Johnson, 8S. C. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 

Knapp 

Knopf 

Lafean 

Landis 

Langley 

Laning 

Law 

Lawrence 
Legare 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 

Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinney 
Macon 
Madison 


Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 


Murdock 
Murphy 


Hay Needham 
Hlayes Nelson 
Heflin Nicholls 
Henry, Conn. Norris 
Henry, ‘Tex. O'Connell 
Liiggins Olcott 
NAYS—26. 
Hepburn Kitchin, Claude 
Hill, Miss. Leake 
Hughes, N. J. Lee 
Hull, Tenn. MeLain 
James, Ollie M, Moon, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky. Overstreet 
Jones, Va. Page 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—16. 
Flood MecMorran 
Goldfogle Roberts 
Hardy Sherman 
Lassiter Sims 
NOT VOTING—148. 
Ellis, Mo. Kitchin, Wm. W 
litzgerald Knowland 
Frordney Kiistermgnn 
Fornes Lamar, Fla, 
Foss Lamar, Mo 
Foulkrod Lamb 
Fowler Lenuhan 
Gaines, W. Va. Lever 
Gardner, Mass. Lewis 
Gardner, Mich. Lilley 


Gill 

Glass 

Gochel 
Graham 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
Ifaskins 
Haugen 

Hill, Conn. 
Hitchcock 
liobson 
Holliday 
Howard 
llowel!, Utah 
Hubbard, lowa 
Huff 

Huches, W. Va. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 


Lindsay 
Livingston 
Lorimer 

Loud 

Lowden 

MeCall 
McCreary 
McHenry 
McKinley, Ill 
McLachlan, Cal. 
Mel 





Madde 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Mondel 
Moon, 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Nye 
Parker, 8. 
Pearre 
Deters 
Pollard 


| 
Pa. 


Dak. 


aughlin, Mich. 
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lands for 


Olmsted 
Padgett 
Darker, 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Perkins 
Porter 
Pray 
Prince 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 


N. J. 


Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 


Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slemp 


Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mo, 


Sparkman 
Sperry 
Steenerson 


Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 


Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
‘Townsend 
Unde rwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Webb 
Weeks 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Randell, Tex. 
Rhinock 
Rucker 
Spight 


Taylor, Ala, 


Slayden 
Small 
Talbott 
Watkins 


Pou 

l’owers 

Vratt 

Pujo 
Ransdell, La. 
heid 
Reynolds 
Riordan 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sheppard 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Sturgiss 
Tawney 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C, 
rhomas, Ohio 
Vreeland 


Wallace 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weems 
Weilsse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Young 


were suspended and the bill passed. 


6466 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
lor the remainder of this session: 
\ir. SHERMAN with Mr. RIoRDAN, 
Mr. Butter with Mr. Bartiert of Georgia, 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. FLoop. 
Mr. Watson with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 
Mr. McMorran with Mr. PvuJo. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. WALLA‘ 
Mr. Siri Iowa with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
with Mr. THomas of North Carolina, 


ot 
Mr. PEARRI 
Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. STANLEY, 
Minter with Mr. Smita of Texas. 

MARSHALL with Mr. SMALL. 

Marry with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

MADDEN with Mr. Retp. 

McMILLAN with Mr. Ranspexzt of Louisiana. 
McLAUGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. Pov. 
McLACHLAN of California with Mr. MAYNARD, 
McKIntey of Illinois with Mr. McHENRY. 
LOWDEN with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Loup with Mr. Lewis. 

Huceues of West Virginia with Mr. LEVER. 

Hurr with Mr. LENAHAN, 

Hupparp of Iowa with Mr. LASSITER. 

HoninipaAy with Mr. LAMp. 

LorgIMeR with Mr. Humpnureys of Mississippi. 
Hint of Connecticut with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 
HAUGEN with Mr. Howarp. 

HASKINS with Mr. Hircucock. 

GRAHAM with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Gorret with Mr. Harpy. 

GARDNER Of Michigan with Mr. HAMMOND. 
fouLtkrRop with Mr. HAMILL. 

with Mr. HACKETT. 

Mr. ForpNEY with Mr. Greeca. 

Mr. Ex.rs of Missouri with Mr. GoLDFoGLEe. 

Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. GLass. 

Mr. Denpy with Mr. Gr. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. FrrzGERap. 

Mr. Couprey with Mr. I*t ARMOND. 

Mr. Cook of Pennsylvania with Mr, Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. Coox of Colorado with Mr. CrRawrorp. 

Mr. McCari with Mr. CRAVENs. 

Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. CARLIN, 

Mr. Brum™M with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. BURLESON, 

Mr. ANDRUS with Mr. ANSBERRY. 

Mr. Youne with Mr. Worr. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Winson of Pennsylvania, 

Mr, TAWNEY with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. SoutwHwick with Mr. WILLETT. 

Mr. SNAPP with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Smitu of Michigan with Mr. WEerIsse, 

Mr. CALpER with Mr. Criarxk of Florida, 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Srms. 

Mr. ReyNnoitps with Mr. WATKINS, 

Mr. Brapiey with Mr. ForNes. 

Mr. Gronna with Mr. Kipp. 

Mr. SmerMAN with Mr. RIorRDAN. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. TALport. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. Pratt. 

Mr. Haecorr with Mr. Wir1t1aAm W. KITCHIN, 

Mr. Bryneuwam with Mr. LIVEINGsToN. 

Mr. HarpiIne with Mr. PETERs. 

Mr. Tomas of Ohio with Mr. Hopson. 

Mr. Roperts with Mr. Brovussarp. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 

Mr. Bovurerzt with Mr. Griaces. 

Mir. BrrpsaLtt with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 

Mr. BANNOoN with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye,” but I am 
paired with the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Poso], and I 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. McMorran, and he an- 
swered “ present,” as above recorded. 

Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HASKINS. I .wish to be recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and - listening 
when bis name should have been called and failed to hear it? 

Mr. HASKINS. No, sir; I just came into the Chamber. 


My 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
\ir. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Foss 
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| gentleman can explain the bill. 


May i8 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman 
within the rule. 
Mr. HASKINS. 
Mr. McHENRY., 
The SPEAKER. 


does not bring himse) 
I thought it was a call of the House. 
Mr. Speaker——— 
For what purpose does the gentleman rise® 
Mr. McCHENRY. I wish to be recorded. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and in his 
when his name should have been called and failed to hear it? 
Mr. McHENRY. I was not. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
within the rule. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above record 


does not bring bi) 


RELIEF ON ACCOUNT OF FIRE IN CHELSEA, MASS. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration and passage of the bill (H. R. 21927) 
to reimburse certain Departments of the Government for ex- 
penses incurred incident to the recent fire in Chelsea, Muss, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the accounting officers of the Treasury 
hereby authorized and directed to allow in the accounts of 1 
director at the naval station at Boston, Mass., all expenditures n 
him on account of the recent fire at Chelsea, Mass., in the agg 
sum not exceeding $600. And that the accounting officers of the 1 
ury are also authorized and directed to allow in the accounts 
Marine-Hospital Service located at Chelsea, Mass., the sum of not ¢ 
ceeding $150, expended in taking care of accident, emergency, and 
ternity cases caused by the recent fire at said Chelsea. And the 
hospital authorities are hereby authorized to expend in future c: 
like character, out of their appropriation, an additional sum 
exceeding $3,600; such authority to be in force until such patient 
be cared for in local hospitals, and not for a longer period than 
the close of the fiscal year 1909. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a ) 
of order or demand a second, whichever is necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The request is for unanimous consent for 
consideration and for passing the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the gentleman asked unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the bill, I want to re 
serve the right to object until the bill is explained. I want 
know something about it before I agree to it. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent for a short time the 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, recently a bill appropriating 
$250,000 for the relief of the sufferers by the great calamil 
in the Southern States passed through the House without objec- 
tion from any quarter. Here is a little bill calling for less than 
$5,000 to relieve the sufferers by the fire at Chelsea, Mass. 
where from 15,000 to 17,000 people were rendered homeless 
inside of six hours, and the gentleman from Tennessee waits 
an explanation. I will give it to him. 

Immediately following the fire, acting under Executive ordei 
the authorities at the navy-yard at Boston furnished the suf- 
ferers from that fire mattresses, blankets, drugs, and so forth, 
to the amount of about $600, and the Marine Hospital located 
in Chelsea, the city hospital being destroyed by the fire, was 
thrown open under Executive order to women about to be con 
fined, and to accident and emergency cases, and they expended 
about $150 for subsistence and drugs for those patients. It i: 
desired to reimburse the accounting officers of the Marine Hi 
pital and the navy-yard, and it is desired to make it possibl 
for the citizens of Chelsea to have the use of the Marine 
pital for accident and emergency cases during the next fiscal 
year, or until that stricken city can reestablish a hospital. Does 
that explain to the gentleman the cause and reason for this |! 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That explains it ver) 
oughly, and I have no objection. As to the relief of the M 
tinique sufferers, I went down into my own pocket and sen! 
them $50 and voted against the Congressional appropriation 
relieve them. I have no objection to this bill, although I had 4 
right to ask the gentleman for an explanation of it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third tn 
was read the third time, and passed. 


SPECIAL REPORT ON THE DISEASES OF CATTLE. 


Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cons: 
the present consideration and passage of House joint 
tion 176, providing for the printing of the Special Report 
Diseases of Cattle. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed and bound 100,000 ( 
the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle, the same to be 
vised and brought to date under the supervision of the ser 
Agriculture ; 30,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 60,000 cv 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 10,000 copies f 
bution by the Department of Agriculture. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 


to 


| 
i 
t 
I S 


Hos 
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re was no objection. 
ioint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 


rANCE 


PADGETT. 


AND 


CARE OF 


NAVY. 


GIFTS PRESENTED TO VESSELS OF 


THE 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


resent consideration and passage of the bill (S. 5617) au- 
i¢ the Secretary of the Navy to accept and care for gifts 

sented to vessels of the Navy of the United States, 
e Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy 


is hereby au- 


to accept and care for such gifts in the form of silver, colors, 


other articles of equipment 
istom, may be presented to vessels of the 
The necessary expense incident to the care 
of gifts of this character i 
e accepted shall be defrayed from the appropriation “ Equip- 


jes, or 
servation 
vessels.” 


rhe 


Th 


otherwise. 


SPEAKER. 
e was no objection. 
bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
i time, and passed. 


or 


which 


Is there objection? 


furniture 
Navy by States, mu- 


as, i 


n accordance 


have been or 


REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS, FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Mr. 


lisngree 


COs 


SHERMAN. 


ask for a conference thereon with the Senate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


ate amendments, 
The Senate amendments were read. 


th 


‘ 


The 
iference, 
Mi 
cus 
The 
The 


nd nays. 


CLARK of Missouri. 


SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Clerk will report the Sen- 


The question is on suspending 
rules, disagreeing to the Senate amendments, and asking for 


yeas and nays were ordered. 
question was taken, and there were—yeas 


“present ’ 9, not voting 120, as follows: 
YEAS—258. 


Darragh 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denby 
Denver 
Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Durey 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
lavrot 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Focht 
Fordney 
Foster, Il. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va, 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Graff 
Granger 
Greene 
Gregg 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, lowa 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hardy 


Harrison 
Haskins 

Ilay 

Ilayes 

Heflin 

Iielm 

Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Hubbard, W. Va, 


Hughes, N. J. 
Hiutl, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, 
to the Senate amendments to the bill 
for the removal of restrictions from part of the lands of allot- 
of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes, and 


Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the 


MctHlenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
MeLain 
MeMillan 
Macon 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, l’a. 
Moore, Tex, 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Oleott 
Overstreet 
Padgett 


James, Addison D. Page 


James, Ollie M, 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Keliher 
Kennedy, lowa 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
enepp 

Knop 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Langley 
Lassiter 

Law 
Lawrence 

Lee 

Legare 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McDermott 
McGuire 


Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
lerkins 
Pollard 

Pou 

Pray 

Prince 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenber 
Rotherme 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Slem 
Smith, Cal, 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stephens, Tex. 
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Sterling Taylor, Ohio Waldo Wilson, Pa. 
Sturgiss Tirrell Washburn Wood 
Sulloway Tou Velle Watkins Woodyard 
Sulzer Townsend Webb Young 
Tawney Underwood Weeks 
Taylor, Ala. Volstead Wheeler 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—9. 
Adamson Flood Sherman Small 
Bennet, N. Y. McMorran Sims Talbott 
Butler 

NOT VOTING—120. 

Andrus Foulkrod Lever Reid 
Bannon Fowler Lewis Reynolds 
Bartlett, Ga. Gardner, Mass. Lilley Riordan 
Bennett, Ky. Gill Lindsay Roberts 
Bingham Gordon Littlefield Saunders 
Birdsall Graham Livingston Scott 
Boutell Griggs Lorimer Sheppard 


Srantley 


Gronna Lowden Smith, lowa 




















Broussard 
Brumm 
Byrd 


Hackett 
Haggott 
Hamill 


McCreary 
MecGavin 
McLachlan, Cal. 


Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 







Harding 
Haugen 


Calder 
Caldwell 


McLaughlin, Mich 
Madden 


Sparkman 
Stafford 


Carlin Hawley Madison Stanley 
Clark, Fla. Hobson Malby Steenerson 
Cocks, N. Y. Holliday Mann Stevens, Minn, 
Cole Howell, Utah Marshall Thistlewood 
Cook, Pa. Huff Maynard Thomas, N. C. 
Cousins Hughes, W. Va. Mondell Thomas, Ohio 
Cravens Humphreys, Miss. Moon, Pa, Vreeland 
Davey, La, Jackson Mudd Wallace 
Davidson Jenkins Olmsted Wanger 
Dawes Kennedy, Ohio Parker, 8. Dak. Watson 
Driscoll Kipp l’earre Weems 
Dunwell Kitchin, Wm. W. Peters Weisse 
Edwards, Ga. Lamar, Fla. Porter Wiley 
Edwards, Ky, Lamar, Mo. Powers Willett 

Ellis, Mo, Laning Pratt Williams 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


Leake 

Lenahan 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Strurciss with Mr. RANpeLL of Texas. 

Mr. VreeLANp with Mr. WoLr. 


Fornes 
Foss 


Wilson, Ill, 
Wolf 


Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. WILEy. 
Mr. Hortziipay with Mr. RANspe tt of Louisiana. 
Mr. GrauHamM with Mr. Smiru of Texas. 

Mr. Extis of Missouri with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. DuUNWELL with Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 

Mr. Anprus with Mr. GILL. 

Mr. Reynoipds with Mr. CARLIN. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Otmstep with Mr. LEAKE. 

Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. Gorpon. 


Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. ForNes. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The Chair announced the following conferees on the part of 
the House: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. KNaAppP, Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the following order: 

That immediately on the adoption of this order the House shall 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill Hl. R. 21946, the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; that general debate thereon be closed; 
and that the first reading of the bill in the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union be dispensed with 

I will say, Mr. Speaker, that is the same order—— 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘To close general debate when? 

Mr. TAWNEY. To general debate immediately on 
going into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was busy at the time; but as the 
Chair gathers the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota, it 
is to suspend the rules, that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the general deficiency bill, and that there 
be no general debate thereon, and the first reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


close 


That is the motion. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair will first put the motion. 
The gentleman from Minnesota moves to suspend the rules; 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 


general deficiency bill; that there shall be no general debate 


thereon, and that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. The gentleman from New York will state his parlia 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, my parliamentary inquiry is, 


If this motion be adopted, will it cut off discussion under the 
five-minute rule? 
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The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, 
and I also desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Mis And that is, if this order reported 
by the gentleman from Minnesota is not susceptible of being 
divided into three substantive propositions? 

The SPEAKER. Not under the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know; but you have not 
the ruies suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, but it is a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But the motion to suspend the 
rules has three substantive propositions in it. 

The SPEAKER. But the motion to suspend the rules, the 
Chair will state to the gentleman from Missouri, is to suspend 
all rules, and this motion gives the House the liberty, under 
existing orders of the House, by a majority vote to do exactly 
what the motion proposes. If the majority does not sustain 
the motion, the motion fails. There is no trouble about it. 
[Laughter.] The rulings of the Chair have been uniform 
under Mr. Blaine, under Mr. Colfax, during the last Congress, 
during this Congress; there is no precedent to the contrary, 
because a division of the question only comes under the rules 
which it is proposed to suspend. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, there has never been a 
motion like this made upon which the question has arisen. 

The SPEAKER. Why, the books are full of precedents. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not like this. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, well; like unto this and analogous to 
it. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. A second, under the rule, is ordered. The 
gentleman from Minnesota is entitled to twenty minutes and 
the gentleman from Missouri is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve my time. I will 
explain the bill when we go into the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RucKER]. 

Mr. RUCKER said: 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I regret the necessity which 
con me to indulge in the remarks I am about to make. 
On April the 20th last the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, through one 
of its members, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], 


Oh, not at all. 


ouri. 


got 


pels 


unanimously reported to the House with favorable recommen- | 


dation the bill (H. R. 20112) known as the campaign contribu- 
tion publicity bill. There is no politics in the bill. It was in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatr], 


one of the most distinguished Republican Members of the House | 


and one of the very best men in his party. The sole and only 
nim and purpose of this measure ts to purify elections, the 
wisdom and necessity of which is conceded by all fair men in 
both the great political parties. 


The demand by the people and the press of the United States | 


for this legislation, regardless of party affiliation, is so uni- 
versal that, if given consideration, the bill referred to would, 
in my judgment, receive unanimous support, or nearly so. 
meritorious and most desirable measure would have 
the Ilouse long ago but for the persistent and arbitrary refusal 
of the Speaker to recognize the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
Norris] to call up the bill and move its passage. 
for a chief officer to preside over our deliberations—theoretical 
deliberations only, though they be—and the necessity for cloth- 
ing that officer with great power we all admit. Sut, Mr. 
Speaker, 1 deny the parliamentary or constitutional right of 
any man intrusted with official power to wantonly and arbi- 
trarily exercise the power of his office to thwart, trample upon, 
and defeat the will of the people of the United States. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 
That you, Mr. Speaker, have been appealed to and pleaded 
with by Members of Congress, and by distinguished citizens who 
are not Members, to graciously grant recognition for the pur- 
pose of putting the pending publicity bill on its passage I have 
been informed and believe to be true. Why have you refused? 
Is it because you doubt the intelligence or soundness of judg- 
ment of the gentlemen who constitute the committee which re- 
ported this bill? That committee is composed of eight Repub- 
licans and five Democrats. Many of these gentlemen have more 
than once presented to the Speaker of this House commissions 
from their constituents attesting their personal worth and their 
integrity of character. You, yourself, Mr. Speaker, have given 
each of them your own official approval and indorsement at 
least twice, and many of them thrice, during this session of 
Congress, The chairman of that committee, by the action of 


This 
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| sound the death knell of a party already too long endured 
Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes | 


| through their chosen 





May 


the Speaker of this House, has been promoted to a place on the 
Ways and Means Committee, the most important committee of 
the House. Another member, by the act of the Speaker, holds 
a place on the great law committee of the House—the Committes 
on the Judiciary. Another isa member of the Committee on Py). 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and another a member of the ( 
mittee on Banking and Currency, all great committees. 

have given to each and every one of these gentlemen 

solemn, official indorsement; and yet, when in the perforn 

of official duty, after due and careful consideration, they report 
a bill demanded by every fair-minded man in this country who 
desires to restore and preserve inviolate the sanctity and purity 
of the ballot box and to stay corrupting influences which de 
grade and debauch the American citizen, you ruthlessly repudi- 
ate and spurn them. I demand to know, Mr. Speaker, why this 
is so? 

Mr. Speaker, if the principle or any provision contained in 
the campaign publicity bill is unwise, unpatriotic, dangerous, or 
vicious, can you not rely, with implicit confidence in the resu| 
upon your partisan followers to defeat it? Have you lost faith 
in the wisdom and patriotism of the Republican party as rep- 
resented on this floor? Have you lost the mighty power of 
your own persuasive eloquence, and the magic of your vehement 
gesture? 

Mr. Speaker, I shall do no violence to your great intelligence. 
The fact is, you refuse to permit consideration of the bill which 
requires publicity of campaign contributions, because you prefer 
to keep the people of the United States in darkness rather than 
give them light; because you know this bill would prevent, or 
at least check, the accumulation of stupendous sums which have 
been used to corrupt the voter and control elections; 
you defiantly set your individual will against the wil! of 
80,000,000 people; because you fear the Republican party can 
not survive the storms of opposition now gathering thick and 
fast about it without the use of a corrupt boodle fund; because 
you know this bill would pass, and you fear its passage would 


18, 


om- 
You 
our 


because 


i, 


[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I concede the right of the Speaker to refuse recognition to 
ask for unanimous consent for the consideration of a bil! to 
which he is opposed. I emphatically deny his right to refuse 
recognition to move the passage of a bill like this—a bill gen 
eral in its character. 

He has no such legitimate power. When he exercises such 
power he is a usurper, and nothing less. The House h 
stitutional right to vote on the passage of a bill requiring pu! 
licity of campaign contributions, and no one man, not even the 
Speaker, has either the moral or legal right to prevent it, thous 


g 
the Speaker has done so, and is doing so. The framers of 0 
represe tative 


Constitution sought to establish for us a free, 
form of government in which the voice of the American peop! 
representatives, might be heard. [Ap 
plause on the Democratic side.] We have here in practi 
one-man government. Were our forefathers wrong? Should 
they have written into the Constitution that the lower bran 
of the legislative department of Government should 


| but one man—a Speaker—with plenary power to do or 


| do whatever his fancy or prejudice might suggest? No 
passed | 


Speaker; the framers of the American Constitution were 
and not wrong; and I rejoice in an unfaltering hope and 


| lief that we will yet have opportunity to enact into law 
The necessity | 


principle of this bill, which means so much to the Americ 
people, and which will aid in restoring to them a Govern 
of the people, by the people, and for the people. [A] 

the Democratic side. ] 

The poet inspires us with hope in the lines: 

Time at last sets all things even, 
And if we do but watch the hour, 
There never yet was human power 

Which could evade, if unforgiven, 
The aoe search and vigil long 
Of him who treasures up a wrong. 

[Applause.] 

I do not harbor any maudlin sentimentality which ind: 
to condone or palliate insufferable arrogance, flagra! 
tion, or reckless despotism in office, merely because o! 
personality of one who daily crucifies the vital pri 
free, representative government upon the altar of | 
partisan purposes. [Applause on the Democratic 
familiar quotation from Shakespeare, slightly paraphrus 
curately expresses my convictions: 

My tables, meet it is, 
I set it down 


That one may smile, and smile, 
And be a “tyrant” still. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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CHANGE OF CONFEREES. But as individuals, speaking for their individual banks, de- 
ane : . ,| Siring as practical men of affairs to get such legislation as 
Py ER pro te re lk fore the House the follow- : ; 
PEAKER pro tempore laid before the House t can be had at this time, they favor the passage of this bill, 
Z , including as it does provision for a currency commission to 
ee ee aa Moy 13° 1908 take up and report upon the whole subject of banking and 
; ( ° ey 4 » 4900- : . : 
: , a if currency at the next session of Congress. I will print also as 
° j nein espectf V red ests ‘ e re ‘ve ) . y . . ’ ; 
padi eww aaa a : il 20120. ™) a part of my remarks some other telegrams that may interest 
nferee on Senate amendments ous aViav, 2 -— : . 
2. Wena the gentleman. It may interest him to know that the Kansas 
CANNON tiie, ane r Bankers’ Association, in their State convention, 600 in num- 
ker House of Representatives. ber, indorsed the principles of this bill within the past few 
: — ;, | days. It may interest him to know that the Alabama State 
al Dp . i oi har rier : his 0 X 7 N i i} Ailaban oli 
are me con oe hate hn Bos ge wage Boe» Bankers’ Association, in their State convention, held at Mont- 
| be granted ane e i i t = . - a . - aw iaw ani s} nta resol 
rennessee [Mr. Sims] in the place of Mr. Murruy. gommery, Ala., = Saturday last, unanimously adopted resolu- 
wets oe 7 tions indorsing the principles of this bill and asking their Rep- 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. resentatives in Congress to support it. 
. I did state to the House that no “round robins” have been 
se res . -onsiderati » motion of Mr. q : ; : : = : 
House resumed consideration of the mot . used in behalf of this bill. I did state to the House that I 
lA have not sent out letters to bankers : ‘ ‘lations asking 
: ; oan ; i ‘ : t ‘rs and associations askins 
‘TUCKER Held back » gentleman from Missouri oe : 5 
Mr. ie — a ld back to the gentlema , them to support this bill. Perhaps I ought to qualify that 
thea bh ce o y e, : e » 
: . i : statement by saying that I have written to no banker in the 
‘K of Mis ° » gentleman from Minnesota | 7°". a wee oe “ey ; aa : 
Z ra atte roe a his time?” Dic ti United States in relation to this bill who has not first written 
se so » oO : as . 
ir, LAWNEY | Us¢ - _ F iit ateie to me or who has not personally asked me to send to him a copy 
M rAWNEY. I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman ’ ( 


from New York (Mr. VREELAND]. 
Ir. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I find in the Recorp of May 


15 tl the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow er], chair- | 
man of the Banking and Currency Committee of the House, 
during my absence from the House made some remarks about a 


id a half speech which I delivered in this body May 
in which I think the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
FowLer] sought to leave the impression with the House that 
the statements I had made were not strictly true. 

Mr, SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey 
Mr. Fow.Ler] is not present now. 

Mr. VREELAND. I thank the gentleman from New York 
for the information. 

Mr, Speffker, I do not attach any great importance to this 
incident. I do not desire to reply to the gentleman from New 
Jersey in any spirit of resentment or bitterness. I appreciate 
the overwrought and excited state of mind of the gentleman 
from New Jersey for the past few days. And yet I think it is 
due to the House and to myself to make clear in the minds of 
my colleagues what the facts are. 

I only spoke for a moment. I spoke without expecting to 
speak at that time. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WittrAMs] read to the House some telegrams from several 
small banks in Pennsylvania opposing the currency bill before 
the House. I said to the House that I happened to have in my 
pocket a letter from a banker in Atlanta, Ga. My eyesight is 
not quite as good as it used to be, and in glancing hastily at the 
letter the name looked to me like First National Bank, If 
I had put on my glasses I would have discovered that it was 
the Third National Bank. I looked at the top of the letter and 
“> figures ‘‘ $1,000,000,” which I assumed to be the capital 
of the bank, 

[ find upon examining the letter that the $1,000,000 included 
the capital and surplus. The gentleman from New Jersey 
thereupon informs the House that there is no First National 
Bank in Atlanta, Ga.; that there is no bank in Atlanta, Ga, 
with a capital of over $500,000; therefore I must be quoting a 
etter from a bank which has no existence. The gentleman 
from New Jersey says he is intimately acquainted with Mr. 
McCord, of the Third National Bank of Atlanta. He must, 
therefore, have known that there was such a bank; that it is 
the largest bank in Georgia; that Mr. McCord, one of its execu- 
ve officers, is a member of the American Bankers’ legislative 
committee of fifteen. The letter did state that he had written 
‘o every member of the delegation from the State of Georgia to 
upport the House bill. These were the main facts. Why 
should the gentleman bring up these petty details and seek to 
convey to this House the impression that I misstated the facts 
about them? I want to say further to the gentleman that not 

Mr. McCord, but eight out of the’ fifteen members of the 


legislativ« 


minut 


only 


committee of the American Bankers’ Association 
(ve written to me or to others on the special committee ap- 
a : by the conference that they favor the legislation in this 
re [ want to be exactly accurate in stating their posi- 


print the letter from Mr. McCord as a part of my 
cause his statement of his position represents ex- 
cumin tatements of the other members of the legislative 
ap of the American Bankers’ Association as to their 
position, AJ] of these gentlemen favor the bill known as the 

'l,” Introduced by Mr. McKinney, of Illinois, All 
ld prefer to see that enacted into law. 


remarks 


tie +} 
uy the 


' ' 
MNKeET 


of them 








of the bill and keep him informed as to its progress. It will 
be remembered that a few weeks ago a large number of 
bankers from the West and South were in this city for the pur- 
pose of opposing the Aldrich bill before the Banking and Cur- 


rency Committee. I spent many hours in talking with those 
gentlemen about currency legislation. I talked with them 
about the currency bill which I at that time introduced. Quite 


a number of them asked me to send them copies of the bill 
and write them regarding prospects for legislation. I have 
sent out, I suppose, fifteen or twenty letters, entirely in re- 
sponse to letters received from bankers or in carrying out 
the agreement I made with these bankers when they were in 
the city. 

I did not say that this letter from Mr. McCord came by mere 
chance. It could not come by chance. It must have been in- 
tentionally written and addressed to me and deposited in the 
post-office. What I said was that I had it in my pocket by 
mere chance, it having come in that morning. 

Enough for that. I want to make another statement, and 
that is that the letter which I sent out was true in fact when 
I wrote it and it is true in fact to-day. The letter which the 
gentleman from New Jersey sent out to 6,500 banks of the 
United States was not true in fact when it was written and is 
not true in fact to-day. The gentleman from New Jersey sent 
out a letter denouncing a bill which was not then in existence. 
His letter was dated May 9, and the Republican conference 
committee had not decided on the bill. The committee ap- 
pointed by that conference had not reported a bill when he 
sent out this letter to 6,500 banks. Hence it was impossible 
for him to know what would be the contents of the bill that 
would be brought in. He denounced a bill and asked bankers 
to telegraph their Members and Senators against a bill with- 
out knowing what its provisions would be. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey seeks to cast a 
slur upon my district and upon myself by referring to it as 
“a hayfield and hopyard district.” The gentleman's shaft 
pointed with malice, but it leaves no sting in my bosom. I do 
not feel that I need to defend the district which I have the 
honor to represent. It is a typical American district, filled 
with intelligent and patriotic American citizens, as are the 
great majority of the Congressioual districts of the United 
States. [Applause.] 

We have no great metropolis like Elizabeth, N. J., where the 
gentleman from New Jersey lives. Yet it is full of cities and 
towns and villages and broad meadows stretching out around 
them, where hay is made in summer. It is the largest Repub- 
lican district in the State of New York, and that speaks vol- 
umes for the intelligence of its people. [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side.] It is the largest dairying district in 
the State of New York, and that means that we have hayfields 
in plenty. It is a large manufacturing district, its products 
running from locomotives to toothpicks. It has plenty of col- 
leges and schools and libraries and newspapers and books, so 
that knowledge is as accessible to us as to a resident of New 
Jersey. In addition to that, I send many copies of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL ReEcorpD every day into my district, and I hope that 
our people read the financial speeches of the gentleman from 
New Jersey and thus obtain financial at 
fountain head. [Laughter.] s 

Within the borders of my district is the great original Chau- 
tauqua, to which many thotsands of students go every summer 
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and whose educational influence has extended to every part of 
the United States. From the bosom of this great Chautauqua 
dozens of other lesser Chautauquas have sprung, making new 
centers from which radiate good influences in different parts of 
the country. Our people are intelligent and patriotic, but we 
claim no monopoly of these virtues, 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey is pleased to 
refer to me as “a hayfield financier.” I think very likely the 
gentleman is right. I at least have not arrived at that un- 
fortunate stage where I assume to have in my own person a 
monopoly of all the financial knowledge that exists in this 
country. [Laughter.] “ Hayfield” is not a term of reproach 
in this country. The millions of our people who work in those 
hayfields are the great conservative influence of our country. 
They own the soil and have given hostages to fortune. 

The sons of those men who work in hayfields have ruled this 
country its birth. George Washington left the hay- 
field over there on his estate at Mount Vernon and became Presi- 
dent of the United States. Why, Mr. Speaker, the country dis- 
tricts are the great reservoirs from which the exhausted intel- 
lectual life of the cities is recuperated. [Applause.] Go into 
the great cities of the country and you will find nine-tenths of 
the great merchants, nine-tenths of the great bankers, the great 
lawyers, the great preachers and captains of industry are men 
who came from these hayfields to which the gentleman refers as 
a term of reproach, [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I have been a Member of this body for nearly 
ten years. I have been closely associated with my colleagues in 
this House during all that time, and whatever of reputation I 
imay have for truth and accuracy of statement will rest upon 
the personal intercourse and relations I have had with Members 
of this House, and not what I may say 
gentleman from New Jersey may say 
plause, } 


since 


about it. [Loud ap- 


THe THirp NATIONAL BANK OF ATLANTA, 
Atlanta, Ga., May 12, 1908. 
lion. EDWARD VREELAND, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Deak Sir: Your letter of April 30, inclosing a copy of your bill, 
also a copy of your letter of May 4 addressed to Mr. Lewis BE. Pierson, 
chairman, Lakewood, N. J., on which last-named letter there was a foot- 
note addressed to me, were duly received during my absence. I have 
been out of the city during the last ten or twelve days and have just 
returned from holding a group meeting of group No. 3 of the Georgia 
Bankers’ Association at Rome, Ga., and at this meeting I took occasion 
to explain your bill as I understood it from our conversation, which 
I find has been fully confirmed upon reading the bill since my return. 
Then again at the meeting of the Atlanta Clearing House Association 
this afternoon I read the bill and explained its provisions, and it has 
met with favor at both of these meetings. 

I am preparing a letter which I intend to send to-morrow to our 
Representatives in Congress, asking them, after they have given their 
complimentary vote to their own measure, to do us the kindness to 
sustain your measure. I will be perfectly frank with you and say 
that I do not agree as to clearing-house issues; that I am unquali 
fledly for asset or credit currency ; but I fully agree with you that it is 
impossible to obtain that legislation at the present time, and in the 
meantime, while we are waiting for that, your bill gives us an excel- 
lent provision to meet emergencies, and as a member of the Georgia 
aasotlation and a member of our local clearing house I am willing 
to do what I can to bring our people to the support of the bill: but 
of course you understand my position on the currency commission of 
the American Bankers’ Association—that in that capacity we will have 
to consult before we can act as members. I believe the measure that 
you have proposed will grant us a relief in times of emergency that 
will satisfy the people and be safe to the banks and safe to the Govern- 
ment, 

If you will pardon me for one suggestion, in looking over the list of 
banks in our sister States I find that the State of South Carolina could 
not qualify under your bill as to the amount of capital and surplus of 
national banks. Could it not be arranged that a provision may be 
placed in the bill where the total of nattonal banks by capitalization in 
any of the States does not come to the requirement of $5,000,000 of 
eapital and surplus, that they could take in banks on the border of their 
State in order to arrive at their full quota, or, better still, that if all 
of the national banks in the State do not show a capital and surplus 
of $5,000,000, but a capital and surplus of $4,000,000, then when all! of 
the national banks in that State join the clearing house, the same may 
be organized. This, I think, would relieve the situation that will be 
embarrassing to the national banks located in States where they have 
not the full amount of capital and surplus, 

My letter to the Georgia members will go forward to-morrow. Wish- 
ing you much success in this measure, and hoping that the conference 
of your party will bring us a satisfactory bill along the lines sug- 
gested by you, I beg leave to remain, 

Yours, very truly, Jos. A. McCorp, 
Vice-President. 


LOUISVILLE, Ky., May 16, 1908. 


Hen. Mr. VREELAND, 


Washington, D. C.: 


If you care to have effort made to have your bill before Congress 
indorsed by clearing house, board of trade, and commercial club, for- 
ward me copy to-day, 

8. B. Lynp, 
Cashier Citizens’ National Bank. 
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about it, or what the | 


May 18. 


Pewu Ciry, ALA., May 18, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


_Alabama Bankers’ Association, by resolution, unanimously a; 
Vreeland bill as being step in right direction and requests A 
Senators and Representatives to support the same. 


McLANE TILTON, Secret 


MONTGOMERY, ALA., May 16, 
Hon. 


E. B. VREELAND, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Alabama State Bankers’ Association, after I explained yo 
unanimously adopted resolution indorsing its principle and ask 
delegates to support it. 


Wma. B. Rip 


Kansas City, Mo., May 1), 1 
Hon. E. B. VREELAND, ‘ 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Kansas bankers’ convention almost unanimously passed resol) 


proving principles of your bill and asking Kansas delegation to s) 
port it. 


Wma. Barret Rivcety. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to use some of his time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Suizer]}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
is recognized. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, it is fitting, I believe, for me to 
say that I concur substantially in the timely remarks of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] regarding the failure 
of the Republicans in this House to call up and pass thie cam- 
paign contribution publicity bill, which is now on the Calendar 
and can be called up and passed and made a law before this ses- 
sion adjourns. If we do not pass it now, it will be too late to 
make it effective for the campaign of 1908. 

In my opinion this publicity campaign contribution bil! is one 
of the most important measures before this Houge. It is a 
bill for more honest elections, to more effectually safeguard the 
elective franchise, and it affects the entire people of this coun- 
try. It concerns the honor of the country. The honest people 
of the land want it passed. All parties should favor it. Recent 
investigations conclusively demonstrate how important to all 
the people of the country is the speedy enactment of this Dill 
for the publication before elections of campaign contributions 

I have been for years a consistent advocate of this legisla 
tion. I have done all in my power to get a favorable report 
from the committee, and I shall do all I can to enact it into 
law. Many people believe that if a law were on thie statute 
books similar to the provisions of this bill, the Republicans 
would not have been successful in the election of 18%. The 
Republicans succeeded that year because they raised the largest 
corruption fund in all our history. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

In every national contest of recent years the campaign has 
been a disgraceful scramble to see which party could raise the 
most money, not for legitimate expenses, but to carry on a sy* 
tem of political iniquity that will not and can not bear tlie 
light of publicity. Political corruption dreads the sun of pub- 
licity and works in secret and in darkness. Pass a publicity jaw 
along the lines of this bill and I predict that in future nationa! 
campaigns there will be no criminations and recrim 
such as disgraced the closing days of the last President! 
test. [Applause.] Napoleon said victory was on thc 
the heaviest guns. There are many thoughtful people in 
country who have been saying ever since 1896 that po!ltic 
victory in our Presidential contests is on the side of the cate 
paign committee which can raise the largest boodle fun. E 

Mr. Speaker, in connection with this national publicity bi 
it is interesting to consider the amounts of money © tributed 
and expended in Presidential campaigns in the past by the cal! 
paign committees of the two great parties. Prior to |". ™ 
far as I have been able to ascertain—and I have give) 
ter very careful investigation—no national committ 
Presidential contest expended much more than $25,000’ 
perhaps, in the campaign of 1832, when Jackson trium| 
the corruption fund of the Bank of the United St: 
that is now ancient history, and has very little to 
the present-day practices of national committees, and 
spend further time in discussing it. 

However, I want to read to the House a statement \ 
been carefully compiled by very competent and ¢ 
men, showing the expenditures of the Republican 
cratic national committees in every Presidential co! 

1860 to 1904. Of course I do not declare that the st 
expenditures which I am about to read is absolute!) 


nations 
al cou 

‘ 
side of 


in this 

















and a careful investigation, in my opinion, will 


say 
ite it—that these c«penditures are approximately 
es by the Republican and Democratic national committces 


in the Presidential contests from 1860 to 1904. 


| Expended | Expended 
| by Repub- | by Demo- 


~~ Te le car a > ‘ 
Democratic candi lican na- | cratic na- 


Republican candi 





date. date. tional | tional 
committee. committee. 
| 

ham Lineoln..- Stephen A. Douglas-_.-- $100,000 | $50 ,000 
ce | Geo. B. MeClellan______ 125,000 | 50,000 
S. Grant......- | Horatio Seymour_-_.... 150,000 | 75,000 
do : ...| Horace Greeley.......~- 250,000 50), 000 
therford B. Hayes_| Samuel J. Tilden_....-- 950, 000 900 , 000 


355,000 
1,400,000 


Ww. 8S. Hancock 
Grover Cleveland... _. 


es A. Garfield 
es G. Blaine we 


1,100,000 
1,300,000 






amin Harrison etl estate 1,350,000 855,000 

lo iis ioltiltinceeinecerteiants 1,850,000 2,350,000 
William Mc Kinley_- William J. Bryan... 16,500,000 ,000 
10 iy is ae Se a | 9,500,000 425,000 
eodore Roosevelt._.| Alton B. Parker... 3,500,000 1,250,000 





Mr. Speaker, as I said, perhaps these figures may not 


tely accurate, and perhaps there is no way now by 
W ey can be substantiated by legal proof, but they have 
been carefully compiled from the best obtainable sources, and I 
do not they will be extremely interesting to students of 
1M events who desire to make careful investigation and 


omparison of campaign contributions. 
rhese national campaign funds revea) a condition of affairs 
ning our recent Presidential elections which, to every 
thinking citizen, should be sufficient reason for the enact- 
io law of the bill I am discussing; and this measure 


ave dangers to the Republic in the growing evils incident 
large campaign funds, and who believe that they are 
ributed in most instances by the criminal trusts and pro- 
tected industries solely for the purpose of debauching the elec- 
and defeating the will of the honest people of the 
country. 
‘his important bill for publicity of campaign contributions is 
npartisan measure. There should be no politics in it. We 
should all advoeate it from patriotic motives; but some of the 
entlemen on the other side are now playing politics with it, 
are injecting party politics into it, and are doing everything 
1 their power to prevent the Members of this House who sin- 


al 


erely favor the bill from having an opportunity to vote for | 
it. I do not hesitate to say that if this bill were presented to | 


the membership of this House on its merits it would pass by 
an overwhelming majority. I would like to hear from the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatv], who introduced 


appeals to those patriotic people of our country who | 
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| publicity bill, and the question has arisen in my 


the bill. I wish to hear his honest opinion of the thimble- 
ging which has been resorted to regarding the bill ever since 
this session began. 

It is a shame the way this bill is being strangled to death. | 
We Democrats favor it. We will vote for it if you Republicans 
will give us a chance. We challenge the Republican leaders in 
this House to do so. I want some Republican to give us a 
reason why this bill is not called up, considered, and passed. 
Is the Speaker against it? If the Speaker is the man against 
t, let us know it and we will hold the Speaker responsible. Is 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means oppesed to 
t?. Lat know, and we will hold him responsible. Is the 
Committee on Rules responsible for holding up this very im- 
portant bill? If so, let us know and we will hold that com- 

ttee responsible, Let us fix the responsibility. 

: Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from New 

or} 1% 

9 SULZER, Yes; for a question. 
ia r. GAINES of Tennessee. This same committee last year 
= I port the bill, and they did not report it this year. 
Ould the Speaker appoint a committee that would report | 
if! ted to? 

Mr. SULZER, Oh, yes. I am trying to find out who is re- 
a r the defeat of this desirable legislation. I want 

- responsibility, so that the people will be able to take 
erning it-in the coming campaign. The Republicans 
nn ss it. They are in the majority. We Democrats 
I bill. We will vote for it. If the bill is not acted 
epublicans of this House must bear the responsibility 

ul * the consequences. 
a Ss er, In my opinion this Congress will be recreant 


> 'y and false to the people of this country if it does not 

a i In regard to this matter before we adjourn. The 
this publicity bill regarding contributions to national 
tuinittees will be a great victory for the plain peo- 
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ple of the land, and will go as far, in my judgment, as any- 
thing that can be devised at the present time by the ingenuity 
of the human mind to effectually put a stop to political iniquity 
in Congressional and Presidential campaigns. These great po- 
litical contributions made the national committees of both 
parties by the criminal trusts, and the sordid syndicates, and 


fo 


the gigantic corporations, and the national banks, and the 
vested interests, and the plutocracy, and last, but not least, the 


protected industries of the country, are not voluntary contribu- 
tions, but are levied like taxes, and are generally made with 
the understanding, express or implied, that the contributors 
shall be protected against the rights of the people, and shall be 
secure in robbing the many for the benefit of the few, and shall 
have meted out to them by the party in power certain special 
privileges which are repugnant to our free institutions and con- 


trary to the fundamental principles of the Democratic party. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ]} 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 


has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockert, its reading 


clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 14882. An act to establish a United 
Jackson, in the eastern district of Kentucky. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1062) granting in- 
crease of pension to Charles C. Weaver. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
$186) creating in the State of Minnesota a national forest 
consisting of certain described lands, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 


States court at 


an 


| the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 902) 
authorizing certain extensions to be made of the lines of the 
Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company, tke Wash 
ington Railway and Electric Company, the City and Suburban 
Railway of Washington, and the Capital Traction Company, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1991) granting an 
increase of pension to Jerry Murphy, had asked a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. BuRNHAM, Mr. Smoor, and Mr, 
TeLLeR as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R.14382. An act to establish a United States at 
Jackson, in the eastern district of Kentucky; and 

H. R. 20345. An act making appropriations for the diplomatie 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY 


court 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke}. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I have been very deeply in- 
terested in the comments made by my two friends on the other 


side, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Sutzer], with reference to this 
mind, au 
result of their comments, as to whether or not their speeches 
were made in behalf of their candidate for the Presidency, Mr. 
Bryan. That question arose and has a double force with me, 
because Mr. Bryan was the chief advocate of the Democratic 
party who appeared before our committee demanding a 
licity bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I shall be glad to enlighten the 
gentleman if he is seeking information. 


aS 


pub- 


Mr. BURKE. .I have not the time to yield, Mr. Speaker, 
My time is too short. I have only two minutes. 
Mr. SULZER. Then the gentleman ought not to ask for in- 


formation. 
Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, there is no question in my mind, 
If there ever was, it has already been answered by Mr. Bryan 


himself. The question which arose at the beginning of the 
hearings of that committee was whether or not the Democratic 
party was sincere in its demand for the passage of a publicity 
bill. In pursuance of their plan Mr. Bryan appeared before 
the committee and demanded the passage of a bill that would 
enable the people of this country to learn by whom, when, and 
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where contributions were made for political purposes in this 
country. Within a few days after he appeared before that 
cominittee, avowing with all the sincerity that usually char- 
acterizes Mr. Bryan and his foliowers what his wishes were, 
the following interview was given out with reference to the 
use of money in the Denver convention, and it was given out 
by Mr. Bryan himself: 


In an interview in New York on the subject of the efforts of his 
opponents to prevent his nomination at Denver Mr. Bryan said: 

“The Commoner has stated that money is now being used to secure 
uninstructed delegations with a view to securing one-third of the dele- 
gates to the national convention with the purpose of using the one- 
third to control the nominations. I am the editor of the Commoner 
and I know whereof I speak.” 

“Will you give the names of those who are using the money against 
you? re 

‘I will not 
the money, 
care to 


give the names,” 
and neither will I 
go further than what 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Bryan said, “I do not care 
to go further than what I have said.” That being the case, 
with every lecture platform in the country open to him, with 
the columns of every newspaper in the United States open to 
him, and the columns of the Commoner itself at his command, 
this gentleman, who poses as the chief advocate of a publicity 
bill, with personal knowledge of corruption money being used 
for his defeat as a candidate for the Presidency of the United 
States, has sealed his lips as closely as they will be when he 
lies in the silence of his grave. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Consistency, thou art indeed a jewel! 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Giruierr}. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday, when the liability 
bill was under debate, I made the statement that the reason it 
could not receive more consideration, debate, and amendment 
was because of the filibuster that had been going on on the 
other side. The retort was made by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WiLL1aMs] and the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
CLAYTON | that that was not the reason, that we had plenty of 
time to amend it, and said the Democrats would grant unani- 
mous consent that we should take up that bill then and amend 
it, the gentleman from Mississippi suggesting thirty-five min- 
utes and the gentleman from Alabama five hours, ‘That seemed 
on the face of it a fair retort to my criticism. It may have 
deceived some persons. Inasmuch as a Republican objected, it 
may have looked to the country as if the Democrats were willing 
to amend the bill and as if the Republicans were unwilling, but 
it is very obvious, I am sure, to Members of this House that 
that is not the fact. The gentleman from Mississippi said my 
remarks were buncombe, I think the suggestion of amendment, 
made on the other side, is more deserving of that epithet. 
Why is it that we can not take up measures like that and dis- 
cuss them and amend them at length? 

It is because we have not the time; it is because for weeks 
now half of our time has been taken by useless roll calls, and 
the gentlemen can not fairly say that we and not they are to 
blame for the little time given to any individual bill. The 
gentleman from Georgia said he wanted five hours to properly 
consider that bill, and certainly that would not have been too 
much. We had not the five hours we could spare in these last 
days of the session because of the waste of time by filibustering. 
But there is a deeper reason than that. The conditions under 
which we are now legislating, and which the filibuster on that 
side has inevitably occasioned, prevent deliberate legislation, 
The Democratic party is attempting to say that they shall de- 
cide what legislation shall be enacted. The Republican party, 
which is responsible for legislation, denies the Democratic claim. 
We can not allow that side of the House to say, “ Here is a bill 
to which we do not object; we will allow that to be amended,” 
and then on other bills, just as deserving, that this side de- 
sires to amend, allow them to object. We do not propose to 
abrogate our function of deciding what shall be done. The 
fact is that the filibuster which has been originated has engen- 
dered, and necessarily, on both sides of the House a partisan 
spirit which largely prevents bills being considered on their 
merit. Gentlemen on both sides of the House under these con- 
ditions vote “aye” and yote “no,” or do not vote at all, not on 
the particular merits of the bill but with their party. That is 
inevitable under the conditions which have arisen, and this side 
of the House is obliged, because of the consumption of time by 
roll calls, to adopt rules which carry all bills under suspension. 
That allows no chance of amendment. It is a vicious practice, 
Mr. Speaker. _I believe it is a most unfortunate condition, but 
it is forced on us. We have to pass the bills and this is the 
only way we can do it as long as half the day is spent in roll 
calis, and we can not allow the other side to say, “ This bill 


replied Colonel Bryan, “ of those using 
tell where it is being used. I do not 
I have said.” 
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which we wish to amend shall be subject to amendment 
the other bills, which Republicans are just as desirous of a 
ing, and which just as much need it, shall not be ame: 
We have either to suspend the rules on all or suspend the 
on none, We can not play favorites, and particularly w 
not show favoritism to that side which is causing the tr 
If we allowed that a minority would always filibuster. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yie\:| 
a question? 

Mr. GILLETT. When I get through; I have not the tiny 
Therefore for gentlemen on that side to pretend that it 
fault that this one bill to which they are willing to giv 
hours is not amended is unfair. They know they leave 
little time that it is necessary to put all these bills ti 
under suspension of the rules, and that we can not let they 
pick out any one for extra time. It involves a very unfort nate 
condition and it puts more power in the hands of the Speaker 
than I have ever known since I have been in Congress. I do 
not believe the Speaker wants it. I should suppose the Speaker 
would be very unwilling to have this great burden of deciding 
what bills should come up imposed upon him, and yet you haye 
necessitated this. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, if I have time when [ have 
finished this line of thought I will yield. This legislation under 
suspension of the rules compels the majority of the House to 
pass very moderate bills. It does not allow us to go as far in 
many instances as the House would, because we are obliged to 
hold our majority fast. We are obliged to present bills which 
we are sure the majority will approve of. I think Members on 
both sides of the House often vote against their own inclination 
for I know many Members on that side are voting to sustain 
their leader against their own desire and own judgment, and | 
have no doubt many Members on that side of the House 
sometimes against their own judgment. That is inevitable 
under this practice and the result follows 

Mr. HEFLIN. Will the gentleman yield—— 

Mr. GILLETT. I decline to yield; I have not the time—and 
the result follows as was illustrated in the bill of Saturday. 
With that bill, which as I said then would be very much 
improved if left open to amendment, it was necessary for the 
committee which reported it to bring in a bill which they were 
sure would be supported; not a radical bill, but a bill which the 
most conservative would approve, a very moderate ste) in the 
direction which we ought to have taken, for fear we could not 
pass the bill at all, and this is going to apply, I am sure, to 4 
large part of the legislation here. It is going to be hampered 
by this condition which the gentlemen on that side of the 
House have imposed upon us of trying to say that the minority 
shall rule. Another result is that we are obliged to combine a 
great many bills in one omnibus bill in order to save time and 
the result of that is that many bills which would go through by 
unanimous consent are combined together and very lik: 
will creep in two or three bills which ordinarily would be objected 
to, but which under these conditions we can not vote down with 
out voting down the whole omnibus bill, and therefore 
way also, this Democratic filibuster is inevitably le 
vicious legislation. 

So the Republican party is responsible, and must be 
sible; but it seems to me it is obviously unfair, and, as 
before, buncombe, for the Democratic party to claim tliat ab) 
one bill which they offer to give time for is put throug! in 1's 
present phase, not because of their filibuster, but be 
our choice, and we can not take up one bill without 
other bills. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the filibuster on tly 
this House control the majority in the committee? LD 
trol the Committee on the Judiciary that reported tho 
other day? 

Mr. GILLETT. The majority of the committee knew 
was to come in under a motion of suspension. The) 
cause of the filibuster it would not have the day’s time 
ought to have, and therefore they had to frame the bi 
the conditions. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why did they not fix the !! 
the Republican way, fix it up to suit the Republicans ') 
Republican committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. KIMBALL, I would like to ask the gentlema! 

Mr. TAWNEY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is ( 
The question is on suspending the rules and passing t! 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yeas and nays, Mr. Spec's 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


and 
end. 
ed.” 
rules 
can 


ible, 
for 
how, 
Ss our 
five 


is SO 


ough 


vote 


there 
1 that 
ding to 


respol 


I stated 


All time has expired. 


yotlon. 








ae aly 


er, Mo 
r, N. ¥. 


l 


YEAS—140. 


Dawson 
Denby 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
lurey 
Dwight 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Focht 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 
Goebel 
Graff 
Greene 
Hale 

Hall 


Hamilton, Mich. 


liammond 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 


Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, lowa 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Beeps 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Langley 

law 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Longworth 
McCall 
MeGuire 
McKinley, Il. 
McKinney 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMillan 
Mann 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moore, Pa, 
Morse 
Needham 
Nelson 


NAYS—86. 


Fulton 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goulden 
Granger 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Hay 

Hetlin 
Helm 
Henry, Tex, 
Hill, Miss, 
Hitchcock 
liouston 
Hughes, N. J. 


Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M, 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
Lassiter 
Legare 

Lever 

Lloyd 

Macon 

Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex. 
Murphy 
O'Connell 
Patterson 
Pou 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—7. 


MeMorran 
Padgett 


Sherman 
Small 


NOT VOTING—154, 


Edwards, Ky. 
Kllerbe 

Ellis, Mo, 
Esch 

Favrot 

Ferris 

Flood 
Fordney 
Fornes 

Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gill 

Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Graham 
Gregg 

Griggs 
Gronna 
Haggott 
Hamill 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Henry, Conn. 
liepburn 
Ilobson 
lloward 
llowland 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Knopf 
Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Lamb 
Laning 
Leake 

Lee 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
MclLlenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Moon, Pa, 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Murdock 


Humphreys, Miss. Nicholls 


Jackson 
Keifer 
Kipp 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


es were suspended and the motion was agreed to. 
wing additional pairs were announced: 
her notice: 
NSLAGER with Mr. McHenry, 
SNOPF with Mr. Les, 


Olmsted 
Page 
Pearre 
Peters 


CONGRESSIONAL 


question was taken, and there were—yeas 140, nays 86, 
ed “present” 7, not voting 154, as follows: 


Norris 

Nye 

Olcott 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 

Pray 
Reeder 
Rodenberg 
Scott 

ae 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mo, 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohlo 
Tirrell 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wilson, IIL 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Rhinock 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Spight 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 

Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Webb 
Wilson, Pa, 


Talbott 


Powers 
Pratt 

Prince 

Pujo 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Sheppard 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex, 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Williams 
Wolf 

Young 
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Mr. Kerrer with Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. LAms, 

Mr. How.anp with Mr. HARDWICK. 

Mr. Hersurn with Mr. Gorpon. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Frerris, 

Mr. GarpNerR of Michigan with Mr, Favrort, 

Mr. Fow.er with Mr. ELLerse. 

Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Forpney with Mr. CRawFrorpb. 

Mr. Escu with Mr. Crate. 

Mr. DIEKEMA with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 

Mr. DAvipson with Mr. CocKRAN. 

Mr. Bepe with Mr. BurRLEson. 

Mr. AMEs with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Papagert. 

Mr. WEEMS with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. THISTLEWoop with Mr. Smiru of Texas, 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 

Mr. Sturaiss with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. STEENERSON with Mr. PAGE. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. NICHOLLS, 

Mr. Loverine with Mr. McLaIn, 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. CAULFIELD with Mr. CLAayTon. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 21946, the general deficiency appropriation bill, Mr. 
DALZELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
general deficiency appropriation bill. By order of the House, 
general debate has been closed; also by order of the House the 
first reading of the bill has been dispensed with, and the Clerk 
will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1908, and for prior years, and for other objects hereinafter stated, 
namely : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of making a brief statement to the com- 
mittee regarding the provisions of this bill. The amount recom- 
mended in the bill is $17,342,572.89. Gentlemen will see from 
the report how this aggregate is distributed. You will find in 
the bill no illegal deficiency. The aggregate is large, but it is 
made up principally of four items, namely, $10,000,000 for 
pensions, made necessary by the passage of the widows’ pen- 
sion act at this session of Congress, and also because of the 
Bureau receiving and disposing of more pension claims under 
the act of February 6, 1907, than the Department estimated a 
year ago could be disposed of, and therefore the appropriation 
to meet and pay these claims is deficient. 

The naval establishment has $3,156,000. Almost all of it is 
attributable to two causes. One is the pay of the Navy, or a 
deficiency in the annual appropriations for the pay of the Navy, 
aggregating $2,250,000; and the other is about $700,000 for the 
purchase and transportation of coal for the use of the fleet in 
its trip from San Francisco around the world to Hampton 
Roads. 

I will say in this connection that the Chief of Bureau informed 
the committee that the aggregate cost of the coal consumed by 
the fleet on this trip from Hampton Roads until its return, in- 
cluding transportation, will aggregate about $5,000,000, 

Mr. SLAYDEN., Is that simply the cost of the coal? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The cost of the coal, including its transpor 
tation. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That transportation is properly chargeable 
to the cost of the fuel? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; certainly. 

The next item is for the military establishment, $1,310,000. 
A large part of that, in fact practically all of it, is due to the 
deficiency in the annual appropriation for pay of the Army 
enlisted men of the Army and officers—and then a part of it is 
due to the deficiency occasioned by the act passed only a short 
time ago at this session, increasing the pay of enlisted men and 
officers, and this appropriation will provide for the increase 
during the remainder of this fiseal year. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Speaking of the coal, I am 
ask the gentleman from Minnesota how 
Canal tolls? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That question was gone into in the early 
part of the session on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, 
and you will find it in the hearings on the first urgent defi- 
ciency appropriation bill. I could not state it exactly, but my 
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best 
That is the amount of the toll. 

Now, the only other item of any consequence is the item of 
printing and binding, $732,000, and that is a legal deficiency, 
for the appropriation for printing and binding does not come 
Within the antideficiency act. This deficiency arises out of the 
fact that a mistake was made in the estimates a year ago, and a 
less amount was estimated than was absolutely necessary to 
do the printing for the Departments and the printing for Con- 
and it will require $732,000, of which $175,000, however, 
a deficiency from the fiscal year 1907. 

Phen there are judgments of the Court of Claims, $894,000; 
it 


LZTesSs, 
iS 
ju 
the United States courts, $1,045, and audited accounts, which 
are certified in pursuance of law for appropriation, aggregating 
$299,151.93. 
that there little in the bill that involves defi- 
ciencies in annual appropriations made for the departmental 
service or for the service of the Government outside of the 
military and naval establishments, pensions, and the amounts 
necessary to pay judgments properly certified to Congress for 
payment. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the bill might be termed 
a “supplemental appropriation bill,” made necessary by the 
enactinent of legislation at the present session of Congress. 
That is all 
ask me some question. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to submit a request. I 


So is very 


desire to read to the House an address by the secretary of the | 


Fearmers’ Union of Tennessee on cotton exchanges. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to read and have printed in the Recorp certain 
statements which he has described. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. SIMS. To read an address by the secretary of the 
Farmers’ Union of Tennessee on cotton exchanges. 
nothing political in it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMS read the address, as follows: 

THE FARMER AND THE EXCHANGE. 


Yo the honorable Members of the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembicd, we beg leave to submit the following for your 
consideration: 

HOW THE EXCHANGE OPERATES. 

For the making of future contracts a most elaborate and complete 
machine exists in what is known as the “ clearing house” of the Cotton 
(dealing) Association. Through this clearing house or cotton exchange 
A sells to B a thousand bales of cotton which he may neither possess 
nor expect to possess. B may or may not want spot cotton at the 
time specified for delivery. The man who buys futures does not, as 
a rule, want the cotton. The man who sells futures does not, as a rule, 
expect or desire to deliver the cotton. 

Once a week a committee adjusts what are called “ settlement prices ” 
of the different positions on the board. Supposing values have gone 
up during the week since contracts were made, say, one-fourth cent per 
pound, the seller is indebted to the buyer for that difference of a quarter 
cent; but if values have gone down the buyer is indebted to the seller, 
and the balance must be paid by the loser into the clearing house on 
the following Tuesday or the defauiter is posted. 

To be “long” is to have bought; to be “ short” is to have sold. 

4 deal may be “ called” at any time by selling if you have bought, 
er buying if you have sold, an equal amount for same date of delivery, 
the difference being adjusted between date of first transaction and 
time of “call.” The real value of cotton is not counted in the trans- 
action unless the spot cotton is actually delivered. 

Suppose I am an importer; I buy 1,000 bales of cotton through my 
agent and am notified by him; I find a customer; the cotten is shipped, 
and I proceed to sell futures to cover gross cost of cotton landed at place 
of delivery I sell these futures of a “ position” on time when actual 
cotton would be due to arrive and can be tendered against sale of fu- 
tures and fulfill the future contract if necessary. If the price ad 
vances, I deliver on’ my contract sale and fail to get the rise in value 
so it is of no*consequence to me as an importer whether the 

up or down rhe difference between my contract sale and 
gross cost is my profit. 
if 1 sell a cargo on 
simultaneously, buy the 
even 

Who sustains these 

The victims of the futurs 
who are in most those 
not, AS A consequence, 
against a future deal. 

Suppose 1,000 bales are shipped and sold In small lots of 100 bales 
at different times, then 100 futures are bought at the same time that 
the hedge expires, and so on. 

for carrying out these transactions the broker on exchange charges 
a commission of 515 per 100 bales, provided you are not a member of 
the exchange if y are member, you will have to pay only $7.50 

100 bales. But s conimission must be paid, no matter who wins 
who members of the exchange get their pay either 

av the market goes 
in the beginning of every new crop year prominent cotton factors, 
like the McF'addens, Inmans, or Farnsworth, who own in the South a larce 
number of cotton gins and many cotton warehouses and compresses—-so0 
many of each as to nearly approach a trust—-send out to their agents, 
jocated in all the principal cotton markets, orders to buy cotton. The 
price is usually based on Liverpool, New Orleans, Galveston, or some 


the 


arrival at a 
future 


depreciation in 


price, I would, 
hedge in the open 


market and play 


losses ? 

market who take chances in hope of gain, 
who do not handle cotton at all and can 
play even, as they have no spot cotton to balance 


cases 


loses So 
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recollection is that it is something like $8,000 a vessel, | 


| so called. 


| anyone whom they wish. 


I desire to say unless some gentleman desires to | 


There is | 


| exchange, and the market 


price | 


May is 
’ 

port market, less the freight to that point, or as much less as it ; 

bought for in the smaller markets. These agents receive so much | 

commission for buying. The custom is that as soon as 

has made a purchase of any volume he will sell it to some ex 

At the same time he notifies McFadden, Inman, or Farnsworth 

contract. They, too, then sell to protect themselves and noti/ 

Liverpool customers ef the purchase of so many bales for t! 

count, as the McFaddens. Inmans, and Farnswerth undertake { 

the spinners cotton on contract for any month in the year 

spinners in turn sell for their protection, claiming they Want 

manufacturer's profit. This is what is termed “ hedging.” Her 

a sale of three or more bales of cotton on the speculative market 

country to one of spot bought, and that, too, long before tha 

spot is taken out of the visible supply. If the conditions » 

vorable and the Government reports, due «bout this time, ind 


| large crop, these natural bears on the market may sell ten to o1 
zments in Indian depredation cases, $114,000; judgments of | 


of spot cotton bought. So the grower, instead of getting relic! 
to better prices by the sale of his cotton to actual demand, has stin 
the future selling of it te enormous proportions. 

The professionals in the market, the exchange manipulat: 
have purchased' this cotton proceed to unload it on “the count 
In this way we { 
the speculative trade. 

You buy a paper contract, but do not pay full value for the 
You are required to put up anywhere from one to five dollars a b: 
on a hundred-bale contract with a few hundred dollars you can 
the price of $6,000 worth of cotton. So the buyer does not 
invest much money, nor pay interest, insurance, warehouse 
etc. Many spinners have seats on the exchange either persona 
by representatives. The exchange limits its membership and ex 


who 


nave this wire system as an auxi 


ides 
The brokers on the exchange charge a com- 
mission of $15 on the hundred bales to those not members of the ex- 
change and $7.50 to the members. A seat on the New York | 
Exchange costs $12,500 and is limited to 450 men. This cabal of 
financial pirates gather round the “pit” and hold high carnival as 
they gamble on values and send out to the world “ quotations’ 
a blind public has been hypnotized to believe were real. 


ESCROW. 
If a corporation wishes to prevent unscrupulous brokers from und 


which 


| quoting its stock in the market there is a law provided for it i 
| the stockholders can escrow their shares and they are protected. The 


shareholders all sign an agreement that they will not sell for a given 
length of time, and for anyone to quote this escrowed stock lays him 
liable to prosecution. 

Suppose the cotton farmer were to escrow his cotton at an «agreed 
price and then prosecute every broker or cotton exchange that quoted 
cotton for sale which they did not have; they would be pursuing the 
tactics of corporation promoters. 

Every business that does not add to the wealth and happin 
the world is a useless waste, therefore base, and should be sup; 
For me to buy 500 bales of cotton for May delivery through cotto 

to go against the seller, and I po t 1 
money put up on margin, is illegitimate for the simple r 
neither of us had performed a useful function. Fer one’ ai 


ss of 


essed. 


| another's loss is a speculation in fluctuations of value and in 


legitimate speculation. The brokers on the exchange take the margin 
money and turn it over to the winner, less the commission charged for 
holding the stake and advertising the game. 

With eighteen grades deliverable on the cotton exchange of New 
York, I can tender unspinnable cotton and depress the market. This 
fact being known very naturally ees the future contract at dis 
count, and futures lead spots in the market. More cotton is reported 
as left over at the end of the cotton season at certain ports | ( 
receipts amounted to during the entire year. Take New York 
cotton year of 1906-7, which had only 23,108 bales of rec 
had at the end of the year 169,975 left over. This unsala! 
carried over year after year to use on the exchange. Whe! 
purchases are made on the exchange, no specific grade is sp 
is simply so many bales. This feature alone places the | 
in the category of the purely speculative. If the gambii 
were eliminated, the so-called “legitimate feature” would 
thirty days. 

To illustrate: If I am an exporter and sell 
for October delivery, I turn areund and purchase 1,000 bal 
exchange to be delivered at the same time. When the cont! 
due I have bought my cotton and shipped to my foreign cust 
I sell out my hedge. And who buys the hedge? 

There is the rub. 

Had I no one but 
would find no market for my hedge. 
tive operations on the exchange. 3 

Futures are quoted in New York from 10 till 3 by wire, 
afternoon at 2, after the great bulk of the future business 
the day, they quote the price of spots. There may or may 
been an actual delivery of cotton, and yet the spot price 
down” because of a decline in futures. This is often the « 
can you quote the spot price of a thing that was not sold? 
by “offers.” The offer determines the spot value and they 
tures and futures follow the weather vane of speculation 

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN BUCKET SHOPS AND EXCIIANG! 

The difference between a cotton exchange and a bucket s! 
The bucket-shop keeper is a gambler at both ends of the lin 
the stake of the man who speculates with him and does n 
anything against it, while if you deal through the ex 
make you put up your money with a responsible party, an 
with whom you put up your wager places his with a respon 
and when the time is called the winner banks the account. 

DOES IT PREVENT FLUCTUATIONS ? 

Does the process of handling futures have a tendency 
fluctuations? Let’s see. In February, 1904, the July opt 
York sold as high as 17.55 cents. Before the month was © 
option sold as low as 13.02 cents. Over $20 fluctuation in t! 
one hundred and fifty days ahead. 


How is that for a * pr 
the “legitimate” hedger? Now, did the spots tally wii 
tures when July finally arrived? 


The July futures opened | 
low as 10.18 cents. From 17.15 cents in February there 
cline to 10.18 the first week in July. How is that for hold 
stable and putting a balance wheel on prices by the exchange 

The bucket shop could not exist twenty-four hours wit} 
change as a basis of quotations, nor could the Liverpool ° 
business in this way if the American exchanges were abo!) 


1,000 bales 


genuine exporters and spinners to « 
So I find it in the pur 











to the best estimates the bucket shops took from the South 
annually before they were outlawed. The local wire 
been shut up in every cotton State save two, and these 
to do the same. Since this source of revenue has been cut 
has lost some of its sensational activity of bygone days. 
dous efforts now being put forth to stem the tide of revolt 
hange methods is only additional evidence of the graft that 
Its defenders can not prove legitimate need for its exist- 
it must needs go down, as did the lottery game and faro 
days gone by. 
worn testimony of exporters, cotton merchants, and manu- 
fore the legislative committees of the general assemblies 
the States the local cotton exchanges were not necessary 
to the legitimate cotton trade, but were used only for con- 
by the larger exchanges. The bucket shop has been likened 
» shooter and the exchange to the stud-poker player with a 
1 
is no exchange on wool or hay, and hay leads cotton in value. 
the most diabolical and insidious developments of the cotton 
the tacit understanding among cotton speculators not to in- 
with each other in certain territory. This unwritten law ren- 
producer helpless in trying to find a competitive market. Com- 
is elimmated and prices held down by concert of action that 
in restraint of trade beyond the reach of all the antitrust 
can enacted. 
change furnishes the means of guaranty to the speculator, 
victims of the exchange furnish the reservoir where margins 
on tap for the exporter and speculator. If exporters and 
rs could hedge only with each other, it would narrow the 
it would go out of use for want of customers 
iange, by furnishing this means of insurance for the specu- 
nds as a wall between the cotton raisers and the spinners. 
( ; are made with spinners and the hedge resorted to as an 
igainst losses, and the farmer is blocked from making direct 
spinner does not bother to hunt for his supplies, as he is 
on his contracts. Thus we find “ closer trade relationship” 
ile so long as the exchange holds sway. 
» proven that cotton factors like the McFaddens, Inmans, and 
] worth make more money dealing in futures than their commis- 
n legitimate orders from the manufacturers and millers would 
ey debarred from hedging. 
man “saves” himself by “ hedging” on futures. Some- 
d to lose to keep him even. Nothing is gained to society. No 
added to the country. One might as well swap dollars from 
another for one man’s gain to be another’s loss, so 
ociety at large concerned. 
| ic that legitimate business to-day is dependent upon a species 
ng is a travesty on reason, a stigma on business integrity, a 
on enterprise, and, if a fact, would be a monstrosity in civili- 


0 


ye 


x 


be 


x 


a Phe 


ic . } 


” 


to as 


is 


rhe opponents of this measure for the abolition of the exchange argue 
the standpoint that the producer is dependent upon the street 
for a market, which is no longer true, if it ever was. Does any- 
nk for a moment that to stop dealing in futures would stop de- 
such things as are speculated on by the future-dealing process? 
uld not, then it must be admitted that some other method 
found whereby the exchange would be arranged between the 
‘and consumer. And the other method is what the opponents 
t measure object to. 
some one will have to change his occupation; that will be 
‘w under the sun. Coal oil put the candle-mold maker out of 
The locomotive put the stagecoach manufacturer out of 
The self-binder put the reap hook and cradle into the junk 
makers of shrines and gods were put out of business by the 
missionaries of the Christian religion, although the defenders of the 
hip hired mobs to go up and down the streets of Ephesus cry- 
Great is Diana of the Ephesians.” 
farmers have decided to be their own salesmen and regulate 
supply to demand throughout the year, and they do not want the dis- 
i element of speculation to come in and make this adjustment 
the more difficult. Fictitious prices on fictitious commodities have no 
place in legitimate business. 
ntitrust legislation had been enacted in any of the Southern 
rior to January, 1905, and still we had more severe fluctuations 
ce than we have recently had. Take the history of the cotton 
irket for the past twenty-five years and you will find that it is the 
id not the exception for the price of cotton to decline violently 
September 1 and December 1 of each year. You can not deceive 
yn farmers by telling them that the enactment of law to sup- 
mbling in cotton is responsible for the decline in the price of 
i. They have many times before any of the said laws were en- 
seen the Ome of cotton decline yiolently with no more cause than 
prevailed. 
x the cotton exchange will not lessen the demand for cot- 
If the demand for cotton goods is not affected by the aboll- 
» exchanges, the demand for raw cotton will in no way be 
" rhe demand for cotton remaining the same the price should 
not b ted, unless there should be a difference in the cost of getting 
= i the producer to the spinner after the abolition of the cot- 
nm ¢ nges., 
».. ‘armhers are organized and are in a position to furnish at estab- 
es and prices all the cotton raised in the United States by 
‘ing the orders sent in by the spinners. The producers are 
on to guarantee their shipments to be as represented and 
’ good security as any of the present shippers can »0ssibly do. 
don can be no cheaper or more economical way of handling cotton 
producer to the spinner. The organized producers do this 
entral sales offices incorporated and capitalized for this special 


‘ 


mand f 


wi 


8 ‘ cotton rise in price after the abolition of the exchange, the 

Dr ill be the beneficiary instead of the speculators. If the 

pric down, the consumers of cotton goods will not object, and 

not be sustained by victims of the “ future" market when 

e losing side of the game. 

ane exchanges feed on speculation. 
tion in price, 


+} 


All kinds of speculation feed 


va rece pe eeculation where there is absolute stability of 
S ® clrect result of speculation is fluctuation. 
f ‘ve It that speculation produces fluctuations, and fluctuations 
inducements for speculations. Each feeds the other. 
WILL INTERFERE WITH BUSINESS. 
a to abolish the exchange would demoralize the business 
oper , Hat was raised against the President for exposing the 


predatory manipulators of finance. 
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The business that it will interfere with needs to be interfered with 
Other channels are ready to take care of the trade, with which we deal 
further on. 





The press of the country has been filled with articles defending 
speculation on general principles, and the exchange in particular. The 
whole tendency of these articles is to confuse and confound all kinds 
of speculation with legitimate investments that carry with them an 
element of risk. We are accused of confusing speculations with 
gambling, which we deny, and turn the accusation back to them. 
Bucket-shop investment is betting on the rise and fall of quotations. 
Future hedging is the same when no delivery is made. And when 
these transactions are confused with ordinary investments that are 
in any sense a risk is to deliberately defend gambling as entirely 
legitimate and in no sense reprehensible. In this kind of so-called 
“ business’ the information, foresight, and private knowledge neces 
sary to be successful can never belong to but a few of the elect, who 
have nothing else to do but study and operate the tricks of trade. 
Theodore Price has 3,450 special correspondents and 5,000 general 
correspondents from whom he gets information. The enormous ex- 
pense necessary to conduct this system must be met by inside ad- 


vantages enjoyed by the trade. 

What does it cost to market a crop of cotton by present methods? 

Let the ledgers of the brokers, commission men, speculators, exporters, 
bucket shops, and exchanges tell the tale. When 12,000,000 bales are 
sold before made, is it not evident that each buyer will be a bear? 

The farmer who sold cotton last fall during the panic had to pay 
srivilege tax of from 24 to 5 per cent for marketing his crop. Banks 
1ad suspended payment, and cotton buyers had to buy their money 
and pay brokerage charges of usually 3 per cent, and of course they 


a 


\ 
a 


deducted it from the price. Latham, Alexander & Co., of New York, 
sold money for this purpose. Latham, Alexander & Co. are heavy 
bankers. Latham, Alexander & Co. are supposed to be heavy dealers 


in cotton. One need not read between the lines unless one wants to, 
AS A MORAL ISSUE. 


If all the wealth absorbed by exploiters, if all the money lost by 
those who have staked it on futures was restored to the original owners, 


the magic of the change would startle the world. The system has 
blighted homes, destroyed business, wrecked banks, sent men raving 
to the madhouse, and others reeling into a suicide’s crave. Those who 


win on the exchange are usually rendered unfit for the slow and com 
mon ways of earning a livelihood. ‘Their success excites the cupidity 
of others who rush in and stake their chances and lose. The ones who 
win attract attention, but those who lose suffer in silence, ashamed of 
themselves, and are soon forgotten. Its victims are numbered in every 
county in the South. Take an innocent soul, uninitiated in the ways 


of high-flung finance as run by the buccaneers of commercial graft and 
let him view the scenes enacted on the floors of the exchanges at the 


height of their gala days of frenzied spoliation, and his blood will run 
cold at the scenes there presented. Men in tailored suits, with canes, 
patent leathers, silk hats, and diamond studs pace the floor in nervous 
suspense as they watch the chalk marks on the board come and 
Excitement pervades the arena. Look! A plug hat is slammed against 
the floor and stamped, the man tears open his collar, clutches his hair, 
yulls out handfulls and strews it on the floor, and reels into the street 
n the agony of despair. He is a ruined man—the chalk marks went 
against him—he lost all. 


VIEWS OF PROMINENT MEN. 


At the Atlanta meeting, in October, 1907, a member of the New York 
Exchange said that they bought and sold in spot cotton during a sea- 
son about 70,000 bales and bought and sold in “futures” over a hun- 
dred million bales. 

In July, 1904, Mr. Macara, of Manchester, the president of the Inter- 
national Manufacturers’ Association, said that the manufacturers paid 
for the crop of 1903 enough more than the farmer got to duplicate all 
the factories in Great Britain. 

Mr. Coats, of Manchester, England, president of the Cooperative 
Manufacturers’ Association, representing 6,000,000 spindles, said in an 
address before the convention of the spinners of the world and the 
cotton producers of the United States in Atlanta, Ga., October 7-9, 
1907, that 90 per cent of the business of the cotton exchange was evil, 
and unless the evil could be eliminated and the good retained, that it 
had better be abolished. 

Cc. W. Smith, of England, says: 

* We demand that the prices of the world’s commodities shall in the 
future be governed by the economic laws of the world’s supply and 
demand, and not as at present and in the past, by bull and bear gam- 
bling operations in ,nonexisting products and by the manipulators 
thereof, for the sole fenefit of the gamblers, through options and future 
contracts. Surely all governments will see there is nothing but abso 
lute justice in these propositions. The course of prices for agricultural 
products should be fixed in the future, so far as possible, through the 
medium of the producer. 

“Further, it is by such deadly ‘bull and bear’ international gam 
bling weapons that these men have also cunningly and secretly obtained 
the key to the financial, agricultural, and commercial conquest of the 
world. I maintain I have ample justification in denouncing interna 
tional financial and commercial gambling in ‘ options and futures’ 
standing out as the greatest of all perils which the world has to con- 
tend with in the future, in the connection with preserving the rights of the 
property, as well as upholding the liberty and privileges of the peopl 

Congressman W. P. Heppurn, of lowa, recently said: 

“Is it at all probable that business men would pay 
$100,000 for a seat on the New York Exchange if there was not a 
prospect of great returns? Would dozens of brokers, who own these 
priceless seats, maintain thousands of miles of private wires at a cost 
of thousands of dollars per month if there was not the sure-thing gam 
blers’ profit in sight? Would they buy these seats of gold and wires 
of unknown cost if they were only buying and selling stocks in a legiti 
mate manner? 

“All the race-track gambling in the world; all the games of cards in 
the ‘tenderloins’ and the ‘red-light districts’ of the cities; all the 
games of chance at Monte Carlo and the other famous gambling resorts 
of the world are as drops in the bucket compared with the enormous 
transactions of the stock exchanges of the United States. During the 
year of 1906 the banks of New York made 4,000,000,000 separate loans 
on account of stocks. 


as 


$75,000 or 


“T will venture to say that not 5 per cent of these transactions on 
the New York Stock Exchange are legitimate transfers of stock.” 
Mr. Hersurn had reference to stock exchanges in general, but the 


cotton exchange is as reprehensible a branch of the business as there is 
connected with the whole system. 

The Saturday Evening Post, in a recent editorial, said: 

“ First and last, a lot of money is made out of this gambling 
wise it would not continue. Whether the bull finally this 
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gets money, 
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vt the bear, or the 


of it. 


simply broker, does not matter. 
He does not produce or transport or dis- | 
el of grain or a pound of cotton. He-contributes abso- 
thing to industry itself. He merely sits aside and bets on it. 
e money is made in speculation; whatever the amount and | 
eives it, it is just so much scooped out of the wealth that the | 
intry produces, with no return on the scooper’s part.” 
Doctor Johnson defines a stockjobber as a “low wretch who gets the 
money by buying and selling shares in the funds.” 

Washington said speculation was the cause of decay of public virtue, 
and expressed huge upt for stockjobbers 

Macaule peaks » ill fame of the stockjobber in his day. 
aid ti ne that sold national securities short was 


Mot earn a penny 
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Napoleon 
traitor to t 
vow 


;s asked Congress to do something to prevent 
lin such as making large sales of what men 


Jennings 

ired by 
Monte C 
n ho 


Bryan said 
the nun 
arlo is 


in # speech 


in New York, in March, 
iber of sui 


les caused by the New York 
an innocent pleasure resort by comparison, 
ted the Louisiana Lottery never did a tithe 
harm that grain gamblers, cotton gamblers, and stock gamblers 
York do every day.” 

ilation carried on through the stock exchanges 
man d, robs society, performs no useful function, destroys stability 
of values, and stands as a perpetual menace to the producer. 


opera 


- « as 


A SUBSTITUTE FOR THE EXCHANGE. 

We do not propose to overthrow a system so extended in its opera- 
tions without inaugurating a better one. Our object 
the handling and marketing of cotton, eliminate the evils of speculation, 
and avoid the instability of values incident thereto without jeopardizing 
the interest of the producer and consumer. 

‘he argument is made that to abolish the exchange would seriously 
hamper the cotton trade and leave the farmer at sea on prices. That 
cotton would sell at widely different prices the same time at different 
nlaces, That it would leave the farmer and spinner without a medium 
or transfer, as it requires expert knowledge to distribute cotton prop- 
erly to suit the peculiar requirements of the thousands of mills. 

This might have been the condition in the past, but it is no longer so. 

The farmer has organized—2,000,000 strong. 

The cotton raiser has prepared for the change before he asked for 
relief from the system he is laying aside. 

The farmers have built 2,000 warehouses for storing their cotton. 

They have established and incorporated central sales offices where 
any cotton In the United States can be bought 
anteed, and sold at prices governed by demand, These warehouses and 
central sales offices are owned and controlied exclusively by the farmers. 
The managers are hired by the year on salary and placed under surety 
bonds. Samples are sent from the warehouses to these central offices 
and guaranteed to correctly represent the bales from which they were 
drawn. These samples are classified and a record made of same. The 


prices are made to be uniform throughout the cotton belt by agreement, | 


and these offices are in constant communication with each other. Spot 


cotton is sold from these offices for future delivery, but no cotton is 
sold before it is made. 

‘The organization that has brought about this system fs the Farmers’ 
Educational and Cooperative Union of America, and by its authority 
this address is respectfully submitted for your consideration. 

The exchanges, brokers, commission men, and speculators are jealous 
of the rising power of the farmer, and that is the secret of their tender 
solicitation for his welfare, The only legitimate exchange ts the kind 
the farmers have established. They do not hedge nor create a condition 
that requires it. They deal in spots and have the goods. 


T. J. Brooks, Secretary. 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I want to ask the gentle- 


inan a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I have glanced at the 
deficiency bill this morning. Is it composed exclusively of 
items that have been audited by the Department? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. There is an item of audited accounts, 
$299,151.98. These are audited accounts that are certified by au- 
thority of law to Congress every year from the Departments, 
They are accounts that have passed through the hands of the 
Auditor and have been audited, but there is no appropriation 
with which to pay them. The other items in the bill are not 
audited accounts, except where deficiencies have been ascer- 
tained for particular years. If there is a deficiency, for in- 
stance, for 1905, in an annual appropriation, that is an ascer- 
tained deficiency and the amount chargeable to that appropria- 
tion has been audited, but because of the lapse of time the ap- 
propriation has passed into the Treasury and there is no money 
with which to meet the deficiency. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I understand that. Now, 
deficiency appropriations made for the current fiscal year are 
anticipated ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Some of them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. And deficiencies will 
occur if. they keep the present force, and, therefore, some are 
anticipated ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes: some are anticipated, and in other cases 
there is a deficiency now. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


informally rose; and Mr. Roserts having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Crocker, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the-disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16882) making ap- 


The committee 
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| Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 


| by 


| of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the Hou 
debauches | 


is to economize | 


| last 
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propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisteq 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 15641) for the remoya! 
of restrictions from part of the lands of allottees of th: 
the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked 

the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

thereon, and had appointed Mr. Owen, Mr. Crapp, and Mr. 
Curtis as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed }j 


~ 


e of 
Representatives was requested: 


S. 4541. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin P, 
Lynn; 

S.5412. An act granting an increase of pensiog to Byron (, 
Mitchell; and 

S. 7123. An act granting an increase of pension to Harry §, 
Lee, formerly Albert Lee Alleman. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word. I simply want to say a word in corroboration of 
what the gentleman from Minnesota, chairman of the com- 
mittee, has said. I think a close inspection of this bil! wil! 
show every Member of the House that the committee has 
been diligent to see that nothing but items in the nature of a 
general deficiency has gone into the bill. More than $15,000,000 
of the bill, as the chairman says, are made necessary by legis- 
lation enacted at this session of Congress, leaving a little over 
$2,000,000 for general deficiencies proper, and this is largely 


| accounted for by accounts that have been audited by heads of 
on grades and guar- | 


the different Departments, and therefore stand in the same posi- 
tion practically as the judgment of a court. 
The committee has been most diligent in seeing that defi- 


| ciencies that were hot properly deficiencies were eliminated 


from the bill, and have only reported to the House whiat they 
felt had to be provided for under existing law. It is the most 
economical bill, in my judgment, that has been reported to Con- 
gress, and if other appropriation bills had adhered as rigidly 
to economical lines as have been used in the appropriations re- 
ported in this bill, the total appropriations at this session of 


| Congress would have been largely decreased from the enormous 


totals we find them to-day. 

Mr. RHINOCK. Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the House, 
I ask your indulgence while I discuss a question of most vital 
importance, and especially so to the tobacco growers of Ken- 
tucky and other States whose farmers are engaged in the pro- 
duction of this article and to the consumers of tobacco al! over 
the country During the present session of Congress I intro- 
duced a bill which reads as follows: 

A bill for the relief of tobacco growers. 


Be it enacted, etc., That unstemmed tobacco in the natural leaf, or 
stemmed tobacco in the natural leaf, or natural-leaf tobacco in the 
hand twist, which tobacco is not adulterated in any way, shal! not be 
subject to any internal-revenue tax or charge of any kind whatsoever, 
and it shall be lawful for any person to buy and sell such unstemmed 
tobacco in the natural leaf, or natural-leaf tobacco in the hand twist, 
which said tobacco is not adulterated, without the pagment of any tax 
whatever. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are 
hereby repealed. 


This measure will, in my opinion, if enacted into law, 
the strife now being bitterly waged between the tobacco growers 
and the tobacco trusts. The sum and substance of this measure 
is to put the grower of tobacco on the same footing as the 
grower of cotton, corn, wheat, oats, and all other products that 
come out of the ground. Is there anything wrong in this prope 


settle 


-sition? Why should the Government say to the producers of 


cotton, corn, wheat, oats, and all the other products thai come 
out of the ground, “Go seek the markets of the world, ub 
hampered and unrestricted,” but the tobacco grower must pes 
the Government 6 cents a pound for the poor privilege of 
preparing the product of his labor and the sweat of his brow 
into a convenient, merchantable shape to reach the consumer. 
Is not that discrimination? It ill becomes this Government! Mr. 
Chairman, to make war on others for discrimination unt! it 
ceases to engage in the same business. [Applause.] 
That the effect of the revenue laws relating to tob 
been to bring to the verge of ruin one of the richest 
God has made, destructively damaging to landlords and ! irmers, 
distressingly impoverishing to tenants and laborers, by |)" ng 
it within the power of buyers and corporations to fix the _ 
and combine to control it; that no other country in the | _ 
States has been so oppressed, having its natural fer' ( 
wealth-producing powers rendered nil; that no other 


co has 


intries 


Aanct of 
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| is thus taxed and singled out for trusts to prey upon; 

other people are ground to poverty between the upper 

ther millstone of government and monopoly. | 

the effect of the law is to destroy competition among 

! and limit the growers’ market; that if the wom | 

mitted to stem and twist his product and sell it in any 

( ty anywhere, in any quantity to anybody, he could thus | 

consumer, and there would result a wider market, 
ve demand, and living prices. 

under the prevailing system the grower can only sell | 

quantity in the hand; that all the peopge about him | 

he might sell are growers like himself, or nearly all, 

refore he has no one to whom he might sell; that the 

5 juantity he might sell would not justify him going into 

9 regions to find customers; that he therefore has 

else to sell his crop to except the combined agents; 

ere is no longer competition in buying, the leading to- | 

| » markets of the world have been abandoned by the army 

of and agents from abroad, from all the principal 

countries of Europe, who sat daily around the tobacco boards 

| bid against each other; that the auction rooms are dis- 

tled and abandoned, and where activity and prosperity 

once surged is now desolation and emptiness; that a few buyers | 





I ers 





for corporations, all in combination, alone remain to fix the 
price and take as much or as little as they wish; that there | 
is no one else to whom they may sell—no exemption, no | 


ilry—and the result is that prices rule barely above the 
starvation point. 
That the revenue law is directly responsible for this by de- 
ving the grower of the right to sell his product to consumers 
mmed and twisted into a shape that can be handled and used 
and in amount that would be any considerable part of the 
country’s product; that to take off the handcuffs and allow him | 
to stem and twist and sell it without limitation will create com- 
petition and bring tobacco to its worth. 

hat it is demonstrable, at least in the tobacco regions that 
we represent, that this suggestion will not decrease the reve- 
but even if it does, even if it cost millions, is the Govern- 
ment warranted in punishing its people for reyenue? Is it fair | 

| just to select us from among all other tillers of the soil for 
unmerited punishment through unjust taxation? 


hues ; 


[ am asked why, if this tax is such a hardship, relief has 
not been asked for before this time. I will tell you. In the 


first place, the tobacco-tax question has been agitated more or 
less for the last twenty years, but that you may understand the 
deplorable condition under which the grower of tobacco now la- 
bors and the combination of cireumstances, or I might say, the 


artificial means used, by which every grower of tobacco is reduced 





to a condition of serfdom which is becoming unbearable and | 
which ought not to be allowed to exist in any government, and | 
which will continue indefinitely unless relief by the passage of | 
4 measure which will take Government restrictions, regula- | 
tons, and tax off of the product in its raw or unadulterated 
state in any form—in other words, give tobacco the same rights 


and privileges that corn, wheat, cotton, and other products of | 
tie earth now enjoy—it would be necessary for me to refer you 
to the conditions existing before the organization of the tobacco 
trust and a brief summary of the history of that organization 
and present method of doing business. 
years ago the manufacture of tobacco in all of its 
nd the sale of the manufactured article was in the 
many thousand different individuals and corporations, 
ipeting with the other in the purchase of the raw ma- 
nd the sale of the manufactured article. Prices then 
ontrolled alone by the law of supply and demand, and | 
vers received a fair price for their labor and a reason- 
ome on the capital invested, and the consumer only 
\lr price for the manufactured article. 
‘00 the American Tobacco Company was organized under 
law s of New Jersey, with an immense capital, for the os- 
: usivie purpose of manufacturing tobacco in all of its forms, 
ee real design of crushing out all competition in 
_» ‘48 tobaceo in its raw condition and in selling the manufac- 
‘ured article. How well it succeeded the present condition of 
© business and the general uprising of the people in 
an hn the methods of the trust clearly indicate. Imme- 
ae ‘er its organization it began to purchase competing 
obaccs tories In this and foreign countries, and paying for 


"Ww 





paid a f 
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the tobac¢ 
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| Stock in the new concern at fabulous prices, many 
an than these factories were worth. It engaged in the 
noe ure of tobacco in competition with other factories, and 
ean te : ssed in business whenever a formidable competitor 


‘tered it would be offered the alternative of favorable 


vei euents to join the trusts or forced into bankruptcy by 


ruinous competition, 
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In December, 1898, a similar concern was organized under the 
laws of New Jersey, known as the “ Continental Tobacco Com 
pany,” with a capital equally as great as the American Tobacco 
Company, which engaged in the business of absorbing 
factories in the same way as the American had done. 


minor 
While 


| the Continental was apparently a competitor of the American, 


yet it was known that the promoters of the Continental were the 
same as the organizers of the American. 

These two concerns continued as separate organizations until 
June, 1901, when another corporation, known as the “ Consoli- 
dated Tobacco Company,” was organized by the same persons 
and for the same purposes that its predecessors had been 
formed, with a capital representing more millions than was ever 
conceived of by the Count of Monte Cristo in his wildest hallu- 
cinations. 

A short time after the organization of the Consolidated To- 
bacco Company it acquired 88 and 90 per cent of the common 
stock of the American and Continental companies, respectively, 


| which gave it control of these concerns, with all the factories 


engaged in the manufacture of plug, smoking tobacco, snuff, 
and cigars, and the wholesale and retail establishments engaged 
in selling tobacco, cigars, snuff, and so forth, which they had ac- 
quired. After this gigantic combination was formed the Consoli- 
dated Tobacco Company began a war of extermination against 
all independent factories which had not been absorved by the 
American and Continental companies, and which were liable to 
compete with it in business. 

In a short time a great majority of these independent concerns 
were either driven out of business or were forced to sell their 
plants to the trust, the result of which was that at the close of 
the year 1901 the Consolidated Tobacco Company owned and 
had control of 90 per cent of all the tobacco factories engaged in 
the manufacture of tobacco in any form in the United States 
and in many foreign countries. 

The capital stock of this colossal combination, including stock 
of minor corporations owned and controlled by it, amounted to 
one-half billion of dollars. How much of this was watered stock 
no one other than the promoters will ever know, and they will 
never tell. Notwithstanding this unheard-of capitalization, this 
gigantic concern, in December, 1901, less than seven months 
after its organization, declared and paid a dividend of 20 per 
cent on its entire capital stock, and this, it will be remembered, 
was shortly after the close of the Spanish-American war, when 
the tax on manufactured tobacco was 12 cents per pound, and 
since the reduction of the tax from 12 to 6 cents per pound the 
trust has made no change in the price it pays for the raw to- 
bacco or the price at which it sells the manufactured article. 

To enable this corporation to make an annual dividend equal 
to one-fifth of its entire capitalization, real and fictitious, the 
trust forces the growers to sell their tobacco to it at less than 
the cost of production, with labor at from 50 to 75 cents per 
day, and sells the manufactured article to the consumer at from 


six to ten times more than it allows the growers for it. When 
it is understood that in the manufacture of tobacco a large 


amount of cheap, low-grade sugar, molasses, and licorice, worth 
only a few cents per pound, is worked into the raw material vo 
make the manufactured article, some idea of the immense profits 
realized by the trust may be understood. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, that you 
may have some conception of the character of the men and the 
methods they employ in incubating this hydra-headed monster 
that has so ruthlessly, willfully, and maliciously robbed, pil 
laged, and plundered the public producers and consumers and 


| driven the tobacco growers to a state of almost revolution [ap 


plause on the Democratic side], I quote to you a history of 
this organization, by Charles Edward Russell, in Everybody's 
Magazine. 

This institution dates back to 1890 and really owes its ex- 
istence to the growth of the cigarette habit that infested this 
country after the Centennial Exposition of 1876, when the ciga- 
rette was obligingly exhibited to us by some of our admired 
foreign visitors. By 1885 many houses were engaged in supply- 


ing the rapidly growing demand. These houses competed, and, 


in the end extravagantly, so that none of them could make 
money. Five of the leading cigarette-making firms, to wit, 
W. Duke Sons & Co., of Durham, N. C.; Allen & Ginter, of 


Richmond; Goodwin & Co. and the Kinney Tobacco Company, 
of New York; W. S. Kimball & Co., of Rochester, N. Y., and 
Oxford, N. C., met in New York in January, 1890, to consider 
ways of limiting competition. With no intention to speak un- 
fairly or disparagingly, I suppose it was as commonplace a Jot 
of men as ever got together. Some of them had been in busi 
ness a very long time and had nothing to show but mortgages 
and harassing debts, and at least one of them was hard upon 
the shoal of practical bankruptcy. 
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tut they met and stumbled upon a plan of organization, 
modeled baldly upon a hundred other such combinations then 
and now in existence. This American Tobacco Company was 
launched (congenially) in New Jersey, where it put to sea 
January %1, 1890. Capital, $25,000,000; assets, chiefly specu- 
lative and paper; investment, nothing—literally nothing—for 
the men that formed the company did not contribute one cent 
of money to it. They put in their respective and unprofitable 
businesses, but these, while important to the total cigarette 


product of the country, were trifling compared with the total | 


tobacco manufacture. Of the capital stock, $2,000,000 was set 
aside for what were called the “live assets” of the five com- 
bining firms. Nobody ever knew what “live assets” meant, 
for the total real estate, free and mortgaged, of all the firms— 
if you will believe me—amounted to less than $400,000, and 
none of them being financially prosperous, there was, strictly 
speaking, little to base solid securities upon. The remaining 
$23,000,000 of stock was distributed among the firms. 
illustration of the ability, energy, and foresight that character- 


of stock was effected by the gentlemen present writing figures 
on slips of paper that were deposited in a hat, shaken, and 
drawn out; and, lest it be doubted that such a performance be 
possible in high finance, I add that it has been solemnly sworn 
to by men that took part in it. 

Upon the slips being drawn from the hat, the Duke firm and 
Allen & Ginter received the largest allotments, the Kinney Com- 
pany less, and the remaining concerns secured only $2,499,000 
each, 

The firms then put part of their holdings on the market, 
which they could easily do without impairing their control of 
the enterprise. They found that the public could be induced to 
buy the stock at 117. In a day, therefore, without effort, with- 
out investment, without expenditure or risk, they had been pre- 
sented with millions and had still their business exactly as be- 
fore, only better, because now competition among them was 
eliminated, 

From the first the new trust was blessed with a singular and 
certain instrument of prosperity that lay in a fixed habit of 
the American cigarette smoker. No cigarette consumer ever 
went into a shop and asked merely for a package of cigarettes, 
but invariably he demanded a certain brand. As a rule he 


would not be content with anything but this brand; hence, every | 


dealer was compelled to maintain stocks of all the brands most 
called for. 

This one little fact made treasures for the American Tobacco 
trust, and would have made them if the managers of the trust 
had been wholly incompetent. The trust controlled the supplies 
of many of the most popular brands—‘ Sweet Caporal,” “ Old 
Judge,” “ Richmond Straight Cut,” and the like. Dealers must 
have these or cease from business. Here was a power inealcu- 
lable. The trust was engaged in suppressing its competitors. 
Any dealer that would not help its cause it could practically 
ruin by refusing to sell him the goods he must have. 

Another powerful factor making for its prosperity lay in the 
opportunities to affect its securities in the stock market, of 
which it may be well to cite here one illustration from the 
records. In December, 1895, after a meeting of the directors 
of the American Tobacco Company, it was announced to the 
public that, owing to the unsatisfactory condition of the busi- 
ness, the usual semiannual dividend must needs be passed. 
Instantly, down crashed the stock, the price declining in a few 
days from 117 to 63, assisted in its downward course by the 
gloomy statements of the men on the inside of the company’s 
affairs. 

When the stock would decline no more, the men on the inside 
loaded uf} with all of the stock they could get at bottom prices. 

Soon after the directors met and declared a cash dividend of 
20 per cent, and a scrip (watered stock) dividend of another 
20 per cent. 

At this astounding news the stock rose with a bound. 
up it went among the stars, flying higher day by day. When 
it hovered at 180 or thereabouts the men on the inside un- 
loaded the stock they had bought at 63 and reaped large profits. 

The scrip they had issued as a dividend bore 6 per cent 
interest guaranteed. Its only purpose was that the men in 
charge of the property should make to themselves a present of 
millions out of the enforced contributions of tobacco consumers 
and retailers. 

Repeated financiering of this kind gave to the stock a bad 
name among conservative brokers and bankers, who looked 
upon it with’ uneasiness and rejected it as collateral except 
upon great margins. But the operation drew additional strength 
for the American Tobacco Company as one competitor after 
another was allured by these fabulous profits. 


Up and 
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|a brand called “ Battle Axe,” and to push “ Battle Axe” 





| politics and concluded that the losses had been great and 
ized these proceedings, I may mention that the apportionment | 
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There were still left many strong competitors that 
not surrender to either force or allurement, and most 
nent among them was the great Liggett & Myers firm, of s;. 
Louis. Against these opponents the trust waged a long, })jtter, 
and costly war. The scope of its operations had been greatly 
enlarged by the firms that had joined it; smoking and ch wing 
tobacco had been added, and later it absorbed the snuff anq 
cigar industries. But the hot center of its fight with Liggett 
& Myers continued to be over plug tobacco. 

Liggett & Myers had a brand of plug tobacco called “ Star” 
which was gery popular. To oppose this, the trust put forth 


vould 


romi- 


into 
favor and out the “ Star” the trust lost $1,000,000 a year. 


The president of the American Tobacco Company aid the 
originator of the brilliant “ Battle Axe” idea was J. B. Duke. 


| The treasurer was George Arents, of the brokerage firm of 
| Arents & Young, Wall street. 
As an | 


Early in 1898 James R. Keene 
gathered certain facts in regard to the company’s business and 
un- 
necessary, and that if the $1,000,000 a year “ Battle Axe” drain 
were eliminated and the enterprise put upon a straight busi- 
ness basis the company could water its stock to the extent of 


| doubling its capitalization and could still make 10 per cent 


dividends. 

As to Liggett & Myers, Keene learned that the warfare was 
wholly needless, because Liggett & Myers would consent to a 
union of plug manufacturers, providing the officers of the 
American Tobacco Company had nothing to do with it. Keene 
determined to secure a majority of the $17,900,000 of the cou 
mon stock of the American Tobacco Company, with enough of 
the preferred to give control of the property, then to depose 
Duke and Arents, organize a new concern, to be called the 
Continental Tobacco Company, so as to take in Liggett & Myers, 
P. J. Sorg, the Drummond Tobacco Company, and other pro 
ducers of plug, and thus gain peacefully and inexpensively the 
ends that the blundering trust was trying to secure with war 
and money. 

Mr. Keene brought in to help him Oliver H. Payne, of the 
Standard Oil crowd, who was William C. Whitney’s brother-in- 
law; Herbert C. Terrell, afterwards confidential attorney for 
the president of the sugar trust, and Moore & Schley. It was 
just before the Spanish-American war, and the whole market 
was depressed. Mr. Keene and his associates went quietly at 
work and so adroitly gathered in the stock that the men on tle 
inside of the company’s affairs never suspected what was hap- 
pening. When the books closed and the happy gentlemen sud 
denly awoke to find themselves defeated and menaced with the 
imminent loss of their ship the price of the common stock 
roamed as high as $800 for 100 shares overnight—that is, for 
the leasing of stock for election purposes. 

The Keene associates got the bulk of their stock at about 
Their purpose was to put it up to 200 and then issue the water. 
It rose rapidly to well above par and all looked favorable for 
plan and planners. Keene's first determination, upon which lr 
was wholly fixed, was to remove Duke and Arents. He was !! 
daily conference at Moore & Schley’s office with members of 
that firm, with Colonel Payne, and with Mr. Terre!!. When 
they were ready one day they called in Captain Duke and told 
him that he was deposed. 

Mr. Duke is a person of some temper, and, in violation of the 
accepted rules of the game, he let his feelings get the better °! 
him, which was probably well for him on this occasion. He 
made one leap into the center of the group and denounced the 
whole scheme. They had him in their grip so far as the “) 
taincy was concerned; he knew that. But he could make a !° 
of trouble for that ship and probably scuttle her, and le vehe- 
mently swore he would do it. He said that he would not ol! 
throw overboard all the American Tobacco stock that le ~ 
(which would be exceedingly bad for those trying to pul o 
price up to 200), but he would get a new ship of his own *" 
compete in the cigarette, business, 

Perhaps his violence frightened somebody; perhas thet 
were more plottings involved than those of Keene. Anyway, 
Moore & Schley and Terrell & Payne cast in their lot 
Captain Duke. At this unexpected turn of affairs |: 
rendered the part of his scheme that contemplated tl: 
ing of Duke and Arents and a new bargain was *! 
dealt only with the manipulating of the stock. 

To this work Keene now turned his attention, intend ; 
the stock up to 200, and telling his friends that this wars 2 
opportunity of a lifetime, which it certainly seemed to ''°. — 
somehow the stock did not go up. Mr. Keene chafed ® (d — 
daily to Moore & Schley, and daily he was regaled wi'!! poy} 
When his patience had been exhausted he announce! ons 
would put the stock up on his own account without inybody* 
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Whereupon $3,100,000 
the treasury of the 


of the common 
American 
to Moore & Schley at 108}, 


stock that 
Tobacco Company was 
which was than the market 
1 immediately and rapidly the stock was advanced 
iched 150. 
another row broke out among the new associates. 
inred that some one in the Moore & Schley end of the 
was secretly selling his stock at 150 instead of holding 
it should reach 200, which was the agreement. Of 
«> long as insiders let their stock go at 150, it was use- 
k of putting the thing above that figure. Keene ac- 
e & Sehley, and was in turn charged with treachery. 


d Keene threw over the whole venture. Within two 
ld all his tobaceo stock for what he could get, from 
to 1324, clearing about $1,250,000, but missing the 


arvests that he had expected from the stock-water- 
was out, but Payne and the Standard Oil crowd were 


ved in, and that is where Standard Oil influence in 

» Trust began, Payne had snapped up most of 
he new crowd that surrounded Captain Duke turned 
sly to the original scheme of watering the stock. 
tion of American Tobacco was doubled. Pretty 

still further increased. The Continental Tobacco 

is organized and took in all the plug tobacco man- 

‘ cept Liggett & Myers, who absolutely refused to 
ler Captain Duke. Various devices were adopted to 
further the enormous capitalization without seem- 
wrease it, devices like the subsidiary company and 
g company. The American Snuff Company was 


» establish a monopoly in the snuff business, and the 


Cigar Company to monepolize cigar making. Every 
‘ capital was increased, a heavier tribute was imposed 
and consumer. After some years it occurred to | 


in actual charge of the trust that one source 
d been overlooked, and thereafter the tobacco pro- 
to feel a steady contraction of the market and 


the prices that he obtained. 
Mr. Ryan and his friends had noted well the 
of the tobacco trust, and at the beginning of 1899 


1 to have thought that the time had come for them 
ate in this good thing. Accordingly, they organized 
Tobacco Company of New Jersey. Old friends of 


ear in the list of incorporators—Thomas F. Ryan, 
Widener, W. L. Elkins, Thomas Dolan, and R. A. C, 
and with gratification we may observe that the new 
se had the sage advice and directing counsel of Elihu 


of State of this nation, then confidential 
Ryan. 
of the 

kindly 


if Thomas F, 
apital 


OOO of 


Union Tobacco 
note, only $1! 


stock 
which, 


Company was 
350,000 was ever paid 


s of its forming occasioned many painful moments | 


‘aptain Duke’s ship. ‘The navigators there easily 
trouble. Mr. Ryan and his friends quickly found the 
essary to embark on a large scale in the cigarette and 
business. Among the experienced men that they 
was William H. Butler, who had been vice-president 

American Tobacco Company and the originator of the 
Caporal” cigarette. It Was evident, therefore, that 
ion Tobacco Company was equipped for formidable 
Besides, the making and selling of tobacco was only a 


ie business of the American Tobacco Company. Manu- 
- was a good cover to the issuing and manipulating of 
s from which the bulk of the great profits were de- 
nd the men in the Duke party knew very well that 
ssuing and manipulating of securities the Ryan-Wide- 
ns-htoot syndicate had no equals in the world; also that 
experts $10,000,000 of capital was as good a founda- 


,000,000, A still greater danger lay in the proved 
laled power of the Ryan party to influence legisla- 


anipulate Government—a matter of the first impor- 
the trust’s welfare. 
rst moves 


by the Union Tobacco Company were very 


m known as the “ subsidiary company,” 
how 


and showed 
party nuch had been overlooked concerning that 
‘ t method by which the subsidiary company device 
ed IT can show best by relating a particular instance. 
rins that had remained outside of the trust and con- 
» fight it was W. T. Blackwell & Co., of Durham, N. C., 
oking ‘co. The Ryan-Widener-Root syndicate 

. ° Bis T. Blackwell & Co, for $2,300,000. They then 
be Blackwell Tobacco Company as a subsidik iry concern 
Tobacco Company and capitalized it at $9,000,000. 

sold to the public at par $6,800,000 of this stock, re- 


tobac 





cash and yet had 





ig. It began by operating on a bold and big scale | 
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taining the rest for their own purposes. The net result of this 
transaction was that they had secured a profit of $4,500,000 in 


$2,200,000 in stock. 

These operations caused additional misery to C 
and his friends. In making of something out of they 
had been enormously successful, and yet, it must be admitted, 
in a crude and blundering way. Opposed to them were men 
that had been all their lives engaged in making something 
from nothing and had shown in the process both finesse and 
industry. From the Duke ship the outlook seemed stormy 
indeed. Meanwhile the Ryan-Root syndik 


‘ate proclaimed that 
it proposed to press resolutely ahead and to compete vigorously 


iptain Duke 


nothing 


in every department of the tobacco trade. With hand upon 
heart, so to speak, it declared to the public that its one deat 
object was to combat monopoly. Before the agonized gaze of 





the retail trader, groaning and sweating under the screws of 
the trust, the coming of the new company was a joy unspeak- 
able. To the prosecuted consumer, who for some years had 
been noticing a decline in the quality of his tobacco, there 
showed at last a promise of relief and fair treatment. To 
break the monopoly—that was the thing. Mr. Ryan, Mr. Wide 
ner, and Mr. Root—whose sympathies against monopoly in all 
its forms can be readily understood—bent themselves assidu- 


ously to this congenial task. And this is how they didit. For 
six months or less the gentlemen on Captain Duke’s quarter- 
deck looked into the muzzle of the pistol held by the syndicate. 
Then they offered to surrender. What did the syndicate want? 


| Well, it wanted to be bought. For how much? For $10,000,000 
and the control of the trust ship. That was all. 

The terms were hard, but there was no other way out of 
the situation. A battle with the syndicate would have sunk 
the ship and all on board. There were too many and too big 
guns involved. So the Duke party agreed to the terms. They 
issued $35,000,000 of additional American Tobacco ck, paid 
$10,000,000 for the paper-fed Union Tobacco Company, bought 


| the subsidiary companies that the Union gentlemen had organ- 


ized; and while Captain Duke still stood at the 
orders, the new crowd studied the charts 
course, and that new 
his friends. 

Probably their most remark 
formance with Liggett & Myers. The attempted Keene mutiny 
had revealed the fact that Liggett & Myers would join a 
combination or sell to one opposed to the American. The Ryan 
Root-Widener syndicate, acting on this hint, made up a 
of $200,000 and with it secured an option for sixty days 
purchase the Liggett & Myers business at $18,000,000, there 
netting a profit of $6,800,000 on an expenditure of $200,000. 

The profits of the syndicate in its Union Tobacco deal 
stupendous. It put into the venture $1,350,000. Besides secur 
ing control of one of the greatest profit makers in the world, 
the syndicate cleared: 


wheel and issued 
below and laid the 
crowd was composed of Mr. Ryan and 


able achievement was their per- 


pool 
to 
by 


were 


On the slackwell tata ecient taara easier iaans .. $4, 500, 000 
On the Liggett & Myers deal_ ccrtesiasanakseesendimniaientia’ . 6, 800, 000 
On the sale of Union Tobacco Company nn dhiaindemnentiabinsadihiiveinah ao aiven 8, G50, 000 

| a AE A ELIOT SE TE HE, ae 19, 950, 000 


This in less than six months, without making anything, selling 
anything, or developing anything; and also without effort, 
or expenditure, except for options and the issuing of fictitious 


risk, 


stock. 

Of the $35,000,000 of additional American stock, $21,000,000 
went as another scrip dividend to the holders of American 
Tobacco, who were thus again presented with riches that repre 


sented nothing but the enforced contributions of the public. 


No sooner was this pleasant affair concluded than the new 


directors of the ship began some dizzy evolutions on a broader 
sea. 

You may recall that the subsidiary company organized to 
control the plug trade and fight Liggett & Myers had been called 
the “Continental Tobacco Concern.” It was floated in New 
Jersey, December 9, 1898, with $75,000,000 capital stock, half 

|} common and half preferred, of which there was issued $31,- 
145,000 of preferred and $31,146,500 of common. Its business 
was unsatisfactory because of the cost of fighting ¢ the firms still 


outside the trust 
to start with, that 
$2,032,756, and it paid only 3 
nothing on the common. 

It was with this branch of the business that the new 
elected to work. The war with Spain had brought 
increased revenue duties on 
tobacco interests desired to have these duties reduced to a peace 
basis, but, on the plea that the Government needed the 
Congress had refused to make any reduction. 

Knowledge of these impending changes was kept a profound 
secret, except from the men that controlled the trust. 


and because it was monstrously overcapitalized 
its net for 1899 were only 


on the preferred and 


SO lings 


cent 


eari 


per 


control 
about greatly 


fter the losed the 


tobacco. After war < 
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Immediately these men went into the market and bought all 
the Continental stock they could find. When they began to buy 
it was quoted at 12 and was inert. Unluckily the time was 
short and they had no chance to work the device by which a 
man buys while he pretends to sell and thus keeps the price 
from rising. The gentlemen were compelled for once to buy 
outright, and after a time the stock began to feel the effects. 
The price rose to 17, 18, 20, 22, but not before, at bottom prices, 
the gentlemen had secured vast loads of it. 

They then prepared a new issue of Continental Tobacco Com- 
pany bonds bearing 5 per cent interest. These bonds, they ar- 
ranged, should be exchangeable for Continental stock. 

When all this was ready, out came the news from Washing- 
ton that the revenue duties were to be reduced, and up bounded 
the prices of all tobacco stocks. 

sut the gentlemen that managed the trust had secured theirs 
beforehand, and they now proceeded to exchange the stock they 
had secured at 12 and thereabouts for bonds at 70, an operation 
in which they cleared about $15,000,000. 

Meantime the capital stock of the American Tobacco Com- 
pany, which had been $25,000,000 in 1890, was nominally $68,- 
500,000 in 1900, and with the subsidiary and other companies 
amounted to $200,000,000 and more. 

With every desire to be temperate and fair, I am obliged to 
say that, so far as I can discover, the creating of this colossal 
something from nothing had involved no risk, no effort, little or 
no investment, no development of any industry, no economic 
equivalent, and no higher type of mentality than controls the 
simplest operation of the smallest country store. 

Nor have we, by any means, seen the last of this easy for- 
tune making. In June, 1901, the gentlemen in control, under 
the pretense of extending to foreign and less-favored lands the 
blessings of the trust principle, formed a new concern, the Con- 
solidated Tobacco Company, and, of course, out came a new 
flood of water. The capital stock of the Consolidated Tobacco 
Company was $40,000,000, and it issued $157,378,200 of 4 
per cent bonds, making its total capitalization nearly $200,000,- 
000. With these fresh tokens of something from nothing it took 
over the American and the Continental, giving $100 in 4 per cent 
bonds for every $50 of American and $100 in 4 per cent bonds 
for every $100 of Continental. The public tolerance being not 
yet exhausted, the same old game was worked again on these 
issues, and again the insiders, having knowledge of what was 
teward, picked up Continental stock in advance and added fur- 
ther millions to their vast hoards. 

How the trust now sailed for British waters, how Captain | 
Duke made a sad mess of his voyage, how the ship was rescued 
from an attacking party of Englishmen that threatened to sink | 
her, and how she now sails unmolested and taking toll on those | 
busy seas are things not unfamiliar and not part of my story. | 
What I desire to point out is that the Consolidated Tobacco 
Company is by no means the last illustration of high finance 
that these records afford. If I may be believed by the unini- 
tiated, the device that had been worked so often to the injury 
of the public and the ruin of the retailer was employed again. 
On September 9, 1904, there appeared a new American Tobacco 
Company, which, with another flood of water, took over the 
Consolidated, the Continental, the old American, and all the 
rest of the outfit, and again multiplied the capitalization on 
which the country must furnish the profits. 

For instance, the new company retired the $157,378,000 of 
the Consolidated Company's 4 per cent bonds by giving one- 
half 6 per cent preferred stock in the new company and one- 
half 4 per cent bonds. Six per cent bonds were given for 
old American Tobacco preferred at 116%. Besides all these 
securities the new company had $100,000,000 of common stock 
of its own, and in the year of grace 1906 on this stock, thus | 
made of nothing, it paid 224 per cent in dividends. 

At the present time, the total capitalization of the whole en- 
terprise, including the dummy, subsidiary, fraudulent, decoy, 
alias stool-pigeon, and other companies is about $500,000,000, all 
created from $25,000,000 of speculative and paper assets put | 
together by Captain Duke and his friends in 1890. 

As an indication of how the thing has grewn, I quote figures 
from the American Tobacco Company alone, showing nine years’ 
expansion : 





BALANCE-SHEET LIABILITIES. 


December 31,| December 31, 
1897. | 1906. 


Preferred stock 
Common stock.-_-_- 
ccm anteotins 

6 per cent bonds_.......- Suis 
4 per cent bonds.............. 2 pelataitainnndias 
Profit-and-loss surplus | 7,447,849 
All balance sheet liabilities .__. w-nensnecannenennnenenna| 42, 289,236 


$11,935,000 
17,900,000 
8,762,340 


$78 ,689,160 
40,242,400 


55,208,350 
61,052, 100 
30,353,888 
278,628, 564 





| place and the one trade, some have been cripples and invali 


| ing tobacco away or selling at prices that made com) 
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BALANCB-SHEET ASSETS, 


Real estate, ete 

Patents and good will 

Leaf tobacco and manufacturing goods 
Stock of foreign companies 

Stock of other companies 


>, 331,600 
87,814 
495 085 
$51, 549 
163, O85 

26, 908, 55] 


So stands this colossal and astounding structure erected 
upon the good-natured tolerance of the American people. The 
like successful exploitation has never been known in any land 
at any time. One of the men that have drawn golden fortunes 
from it, a man that in 1890 was penniless and harassed with 
debts, now counts more than $40,000,000 made without labor. 
without effort, without investment, without risk, without the 
vestige of any return to society. 

On the increasing mass of stocks and bonds, the issuing of 
which has occasioned this man’s fortune, there have been paid, 
and are now being paid, colossal sums in dividends and in- 
terest charges. 

Where do these dividends and interest charges come from 
and who pays them? 

And now we reach the heart of the whole matter. 

I offer here for consideration two isolated facts: 

1. At 1 o'clock on the morning of December 1, 1906, 30 
armed men rode into Princeton, Ky., seized the night watch, 
locked up the town’s fire apparatus, and proceeded to burn two 
tobacco warehouses owned by the tobacco trust. While th 
fires were under way the armed men were drawn up in lines of 
defense about them and prevented any attempt to extinguish 
the flames. As soon as the warehouses were destroyed the 
men released the watch and‘the fire apparatus and rode away, 
Three hundred thousand pounds of tobacco had been burned. 

The men engaged in this outbreak of violence were not bandits 
nor ruffians; they were peaceful farmers. They did not desire 
wantonly to destroy property; they had been goaded by extor 
tions and fraud, against which they had no proteetion, to reveng 
themselves in the only way in their power upon the men that 
had oppressed them. 

2. In April, 1907, Hermann Beck, a well-known retail tol 
conist of Portland, Oreg., having lost his once flourishing | 
ness, committed suicide. He had lost his business be 
had been driven out of it by the tobacco trust. 

The first of these incidents illustrates what the trust has 
done for the producer; the second, what it has done for the 
retailer. The two being multiplied and extended, indicate where 
the money has come from that paid the dividends and interest 
on the watered American Tobacco securities. 

The United Cigar Stores Company, a branch of the trust, has 
more than 500 retail stores in the country (183 of them in New 
York City), and, speaking roughly, each of these represeuts 


us 


ause it 


| former retailer that has been deprived of his business. The 


method by which he has been deprived of it is one of the few 
operations of the trust that have been visible to the eyes of U 
layman, It is a process that most observant persons must have 
seen or known of—the little independent dealer overpower: 
and crushed by the big trust store next door—but few 
aware, I suppose, of the tragedies that are sometimes inyolyec 
in the crushing. 

Some of the crushed dealers have been old men, wliose 
source of livelihood lay in their little shops. Some live vee 


civil war veterans, some have been for many years in th - 


ose one 


s 


All have gone the one way when the trust started to capture 
their business. Sometimes the trust has resorted to extrel 
measures to pull them down, It has induced their landio! Is f 
raise their rent to unendurable figures; it has bought the pre! 
erty they rented; very often it has pushed them to ruii by # 


possible. A certain Broadway dealer that had for years br 


| resisted the trust has been fought from two cigur 


joining him. For one of these the rental is $20,000 | 
which is more than the year’s total sales in that store 
morning that this particular place opened, the mi! ao 
designed to crush walked into it and saw behind the col" 
four salesmen that had formerly been independent cigar cel” 
and had been driven out of business by the trust. It wis . , 
using them to drive out others. Such as are young and to" 
among the ruined tradesmen can usually find for 2 Ume'” 
ployment with the trust, employment at small saliries °" 
under humiliating conditions. The older men shift for @& 
selves or go to the poorhouse. 

I do not know how many suicides like that of Herm 
resulted from these operations. The remaining re! 
there have been very many. Certainly Beck's is no! 


nn Beek 
ilers say 
the ony 
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The whole history of the development has been a story 
hardship. I will give one example from many: 

ib Liebman kept for many years a cigar store at No. 264 

1 ine hundred and twenty-fifth street, New York City. Agents 

trust came to him about four years ago and told him that 

better retire from that neighborhood, as the trust was 

to open a store there, Liebman declined to move. The 

, -aid that he would be crushed as other small dealers had 

' ( rushed before him. He replied that he had a good trade 

enty of strong friends and was not afraid of competition. 

ist opened a store next door. Liebman did not budge. 

st store began to give away cigars and tobacco. Lieb- 

mi id on. Then the trust leased the ground on which Lieb- 

store stood and bought the building. As soon as his term 

i the trust put him into the street with his stock and 


fixtures, which he was obliged to put into storage until he 
Ce find quarters at No. 201 West One hundred and twenty- 
f ‘eet. Now he has to operate a barber’s shop to make a 


is a typical case; wherever the trust has appeared it has 
hieved similar triumphs; its pathway to success and profits 


has been over ruined tradesmen. On a certain stretch of 
Broadway where ten years ago were thirty-six independent 
cigar stores are now but six; and the former proprietors of the 
other thirty are either salesmen for the trust, servitors, de- 
pendent for their bread upon whim, fancy, and caprice, subject 
{ mage and suspicion, or they have sought other work, or 


they have died. And so the trust has wrought everywhere. 
As for the producer, that is a still more melancholy story. 


From time immemorial tobacco leaf had been sold in the 
tol -raising regions at the free competition of buyers. There 
wis 1 r any quoted price for tobacco as there is for wheat 
or cotton, but the farmers brought their tobacco to market and 


the buyers were wont to bid for it. The trust has changed all 
this, for now in a great part of the tobacco region there is 
but one buyer. The trust makes the price what it pleases, and 
the farmer must accept this price or take his tobacco home 


Under the operation of this system such tobacco as for years 
had brought in a free and open market 6 to 20 cents a pound 


sells for 3 to 10 cents a pound or less. The land that had for- 
produced $75 to $200 an acre now yields less than half 
of its former returns, and a distinguished Kentuckian has cal- 


culated that in his State, because of the operation of the trust, 
the returns to the tobaceo farmer are less than 20 cents a day 
fi r nis labor. 

In four of the countries of Europe—France, Italy, Austria, 
and Spain—tobaeco is a Government business, and these four 
governments buy in the United States every year about 1,000,000 
pounds of tobacco. The trust arranged with the buyers for 
these Governments that they should have a certain fixed terri- 
tory in the South in which they might buy without opposition, 
provided they should buy nothing outside of that territory. 

When this arrangement was made, it destroyed the last chance 
of competition and gave over the producer, bound, to his de- 


\gainst these conditions the farmers of the South have pro- 
tested to Congress, to the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
and to the courts, for every step in the trust’s proceedings has 
en wholly illegal and specifically prohibited. Yet the law has 
er been enforced upon this trust, nor has the Government 
until lately given it any greater heed than is involved in some 
Jeeble, perfunctory, and quickly abandoned inquiries. 

Meantime, there is the consumer, of whom nobody seems to 
think much. What does it mean for him that competition has 
been eliminated ; that the profits of the American Tobacco Com- 
pany have been swollen to these colossal figures; that the 
Owners of the trust are becoming the richest men in the world? 

I lis is what it means for him: 
rhe trust has secured the ownership of almost every well- 
xn wi brand of Habana, Key West, and domestic cigars, brands 
that lave been familiar for years upon years to all smokers, and 
wat Tor years upon years have maintained an even degree of 
excellence, Many good judges of tobacco claim that under 


une ‘mes of these brands the trust puts forth steadily a worse 

os ly of goods, until at last the brand dies. Their theory is 

- . ae its death the trust has sold great quantities of the 

a ee goods have been produced at perhaps one-third of 
- original cost, and the profits have been enormous. 

an r has this work been carried that some of the brands 


“arettes and smoking tobaccos formerly best known have 
cared entirely from the market. Why should the trust 
finds na pleases in these matters? Every day the consumer 
the vn tter difficulty in discovering a cigar store outside of 
‘rust; every day a greater proportion of the retail business 


XLII——406 


disay 


net 
MOL do 








6481 


is seized by the trust. Many stores that pretend to be inde- 
pendent and do not fly the trust flag are really owned by the 
trust; you can hardly tell when you are buying of the trust 
and when you are not. Great, glittering, brilliantly lighted 
stores, cleverly worded advertisements, specious promises of 
low prices, attract and delude the consumer; it does not seem 
possible that bad goods can come from such imposing places. 
With much cunning the trust has brought into the business the 
influence of women. Imitating the trading-stamp device, it 
holds forth bribes in the shape of coupons that are exchange- 
able for articles of household use, and thus it induces women 
to urge their husbands to buy at trust stores. As the trust, by 
the use of inferior tobacco, by making large purchases, and by 
robbing the producer, has an abnormal margin of profit, it can 
of course well afford these bribes. 

So that herein at last is displayed in the clearest colors the 
exact meaning and results of the formula for wealth making 
when that formula has done its perfect work. The bonds are 
issued, the stock is floated, the syndicate is enriched, the palace 
arises; and every cent thus represented we furnish—we that 
consume the tobacco, ship the freight, grow the crops, eat the 
beef, hang to the straps of the Subway; we upon whose backs 
is piled the whole vast mass of watered stocks, fictitious bonds, 
fraudulent scrip, gambling securities! And the only profit ob- 
tained by society in all these operations is the spectacle of five 
or siz men accumulating vast fortunes, fortunes beyond compu- 
tation, fortunes for a few comprising the sum of available 
wealth that should be for all. 

Such are the facts. Sorry and stained and wretched in the 
light of them looks this particular palace among the golden 
houses of the fortunate. Built out of the enforced contribu- 
tions of the public, the steady violation of the law, the sweat 
of the defrauded farmer, the blood of the small dealer, what in- 
terest has mankind in the mounting millions that it represents, 
or wherein have we gained from its existence, we whose wun- 
exampled patience renders all these things possible? 

Mr. Chairman, you ask what about the Night Riders in Ken- 
tucky? I do not know any more about the Night Riders than 
the information I get from the public press, Therefore you have 
as much knowledge on this subject as I have. But I am per- 
fectly familiar with the character and reputation of the tobacco 
growers of my State, and I assure you that no better people in- 
habit any section of this great round globe. They are the best 
type of American citizenship, who hold the esteem of their 
fellow-countrymen, law-abiding men, made of that stuff which is 
the country’s bulwark both in time of peace and national peril. 
I know the consensus of opinion is that the tobacco growers are 
the Night Riders that are burning barns and destroying prop- 
erty. I am loath to believe it. tut, gentlemen, if it be a fact 
that these hitherto law-abiding citizens, the defenders of the 
law, have suddenly become a mob and spurn that which they 
once defended, seeking by the torch what they formerly sought 
in the courts, it is a potential arraignment of our laws that men 
be driven to this desperation. I assume that such men are not apt 
to rub out the good score of a lifetime and become lawless un- 
less the provocation is great; yet we all admit no provocation, 
not even the provocation of hungry families, ragged children, or 
blighted lives, justify lawlessness—we must all say of this Gov- 
ernment, of the State, and of our country, “ We will love it, 
though it slay us.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, for years the tobacco trust has ruthlessly 
robbed the growers of this country. This avaricious, greedy 
monopoly has wrung from them colossal fortunes beside which 
the famed wealth of Lydia’s ancient kings would be a beggar’s 
patrimony. 

Mr. Chairman, I am of the firm belief that if Cengress had 
given the tobacco grower relief by repealing the iniquitous 
revenue tax and oppressive Government restrictions preventing 
him from properly and conveniently preparing the product of 
his toil for market, the bitter and dramatic warfare that is now 
being waged in Kentucky between the trust and the growers 
would have never been thought of. The tobacco grower is fight- 
ing for bread, a battle of defense. The trust is fighting for 
gold, one of offense. The purpose of one is to preserve that 
which he hath; the purpose of the other is to reap where he has 
not sown. One is trying to lift the yoke of a master; the other 
is trying to rivet its shackles upon the galled ankles of its 
slave. 

I do not believe that violence is the proper method to employ 
in the quarrel between the tobacco trusts and tobacco grower. 
I do not believe that arson is the cure for any evil. He has for 
years appealed to the Government he is taxed to maintain to 
unhand him that he might shield his home from hunger, rags, 
and wretchedness, and that Government heeded not. He saw 
his wife, daughters, and little children driven to the field to 
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work like beasts of burden by the insatiate lust of this remorse- 
less, pitiless, greedy monopoly, that it might add more millions 
to its already overflowing coffers. They felt the tyranny of 
the oppression and struck out blindly, violently, and lawlessly, 
but the provocation was grievous and the exasperation great. 

Under the internal-revenue laws of the United States, which 
we are attempting to modify, if a grower takes the stem out of 
the tobacco grown by him, so that it may be twisted and put 
into a convenient form and sold direct to the consumer, all the 
laws applicable to the manufacturers of tobacco become appli- 
cable to him, and he is required to pay a Government tax of 6 
cents per pound thereon. 

Under the laws the grower is denied the right to make advan- 
tageous disposition of his crop, and is thereby placed at the 
mercy of the trust. The situation is simply this: The trust 
owns and controls 90 per cent of all the tobacco factories of the 
world, consuming 90 per cent of all the tobacco produced in the 


United States, and it therefore, with the assistance of the laws | 


of the Government, forces every producer to sell to it, as I have 
shown, thus destroying every vestige of competition of the pur- 
chase of tobacco in its raw state as well as the sale of the manu- 
factured article. The consequence is that the trust under pres- 


ent conditions has the power to arbitrarily fix the price of every | 
pound of tobacco that it purchases or sells, without regard to | 


its real value. 
The growers of tobacco do not ask the afd of the law to de- 


stroy the trust, nor do they ask the aid of the law to force the | 


trust to deal with them fairly and on business principles; but 


they do ask that the law be so modified that they may be | 


allowed to prepare their tobacce in its pure, raw, or unadul- 
terated state in any form they deem most convenient to reach 
the consumer; and after being so prepared, all persons shall 
have the right to buy and sell the same without Government 
tax, restrictions, or regulations, Under these conditions they 
can compete with the trust and sustain themselves without the 
aid of the Government. 
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Why should a grower of tobacco be required to pay a heavy 
tax for the privilege of preparing the product of his land so 


that it may be sold to the consumer? 
such a law is no more plausible than to say a farmer should not 
shuck his corn, thrash his wheat, gin his cotton, or make bacon 
out of his hogs without paying such a tax. 

I am aware the trust will oppose the passage of a measure of 
this character and will use the argument which at first blush 
seems plausible and contend that the passage of the law would 
deprive the Government of a large amount of revenue. 
swer to this argument we insist that the amount of revenue 
which the Government would be deprived of by the passage of 


The argument in favor of | 


May 18 


dreds of thousands of the best and most loyal citizens of the 
Government and depriving them of the means of providing the 
necessaries and comforts of life for themselves and families. 

These people ask no exclusive privilege. They contend that 
the trust has taken advantage of the revenue laws and by 
means thereof have destroyed all competition among the pur- 
chasers of tobacco, and by reason of these conditions th, trust 
arbitrarily fixes any price it sees proper at which the growor 
shall sell his tobacco, whether it be one-half or one-fourth of its 
value, and thereby unjustly converts to its own use innumerable 
millions of dollars in the way of profits, more than the Govern. 
ment can ever hope to realize in the way of taxes. 

It is claimed that tobacco is a luxury and therefore ought to 
be taxed. Upon this question there is a difference of opinion 
If it is a luxury, it is about the only one the poor man can 
enjoy. In my opinion it is one of the necessaries of life to tho 
world at large. You may go where you will, you may circle 
this great, round globe, and wherever you find the poor labor. 
ing man at work you wil! find him with his pipe and tobaceo, 
It is his solace; it is as necessary almost to his comfort and 
happiness as the food that goes into his mouth. 

Mr. Chairman, for the sake of argument, let us admit that 
tobacco is a luxury. No one who ever toiled in or knows any- 
thing about its cultivation will for a moment say that it is 9 
luxury to produce. It requires more ceaseless toil to produce it 
than any other crop that grows out of the earth. It requires 
from twelve to sixteen months to grow and market a crop of 
tobacco. The plant beds are sown in February and March, 
The crop is transplanted in May and June. It is eut and put in 
the barn in August and September, and after going through a 
drying and curing process for from four to six montlis js 
stripped and prepared for market. Therefore if tobacco bea 
luxury, it is in its consumption and not in its production. 

Mr. Chairman, the tobacco planters and the people who are 
depending upon them for a living are appealing to you for 
relief, 

They appeal to you to relieve them of this onerous, iniquitous, 
and unjust tax. They do not want your sympathy; they 
your charity; they ask only even-handed justice; that they may 


spurn 


| have an opportunity to earn their bread by the sweat of their 


| face; that the fruits of their own labor may go into their pockets 


| and not into the coffers of a heartless, greedy trust. 


In an- 
| Representatives to take the tax off tobacco. 


this bill would be inconsiderable, for the reason that if a grower | 


vere allowed a market for his tobacco other than 
affords, the trust would be forced to meet competition and pay 
a fair price. And no grower of tobacco when he could sell at a 
fair price in the “ hand” could ever afford to take the time and 
trouble to twist and stem it so as to sell it to the consumer. 
Under ordinary circumstances they would always prefer to sell 
direct to the manufacturer; but if the trust should undertake to 
unjustly oppress the grower, as it is now doing, by fixing the 
price of tobacco in the hands of the growers in its unstemmed 
condition at less than it is worth or out of proportion to what it 
charges for the manufactured article, the grower could, as a 
matter of self-defense, seek another market by selling to the 
consumer independent of the trust. 

For the sake of argument, suppose the claim of the trust is 
true that by the passage of the measure the Government will 
lose a considerable amount of money in the way of taxes. We 
contend that no government is justified in impoverishing a cer- 
tain ela&s of her people for the sake of collecting taxes on any 
commodity of agriculture or should so frame its laws that in 


order to collect such taxes a gigantic trust would be fostered | 


and given a monopoly of the purchase of the raw material and 
sale of the manufactured articles of such an important product 
as tobacco. 

I want you to to the admonition of that martyred 
statesman and patriot, Abraham Lincoln, the greatest of all 
Republicans, when he warns you “not to put the dollar above 
the man.” 

When you take the position that you can not give relief to 
these suffering people because it will reduce the revenue, you 
do “put the dollar above the man.” You weigh human misery 
in the balance and deliberately put a price upon human happi- 
ness, 

We contend that but for the laws as they now exist the to- 
bacco trust could not maintain this monopoly of the tobacco 
business in all of its branches in the United States, as it is 
doing to-day, by means of which it is unjustly oppressing hun- 


listen 


the trust | 





Gentlemen, yeu are the guardians of the people and ougiit not 
ignore the rights of the toilers that Dives may add to his for- 
tune. 

Mr. Chairman, three times a bill has passed the House of 
It passed th 
Fifty-eighth Congress unanimously; it passed the Fifty-nintl 
Congress in the same manner, and, sir, it passed this, the Six 
tieth Congress, without one voice of the 391 Members of this 
House being raised in opposition to it. Hope beat high in 
hearts of the struggling farmers of the tobacco world; they sai 
three times, “ Through that highest body of legislative power 
which is elected directly by the people, our bill has passed 
out opposition,” but Mr. Chairman, where was the bi!! buried 
Twice it has found its last resting place in the Senate. Now’ 
bill is before this same body, passed unanimously by the Hous 
What shall be its fate? In the name of God and humani 
pray it may be passed. [Loud applause on the Democr 
side. } 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay to the Government of Norway the molety of t! 
States of an award under the convention between the Unit 
Great Britain, and Germany for the settlement of Samoan ciai 


the 
f 


| 


| was signed at Washington on November 7, 1899, $200. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay to the Government of Sweden the moiety of the | 
States of an award under the convention between the Uni! 
Great Britain, and Germany for the settlement of Samoan c! 

was signed at Washington on November 7, 1899, $275. 


Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following am: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting a new paragraph after line 9, page ~, ° 

“That the President be, and he is hereby, empowered and | 
to direct the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, the ‘ 
ers of the District of Columbia, and the Secretary of As: 


, 


| place at the disposition of the International Tubercul: 


under such terms and conditions as the President may aut! 
scribe, such space, not now occupied, in the new National M' 
nicipal, and Agricultural buildings, respectively, as may 
properly provide for the meeting of such International Tuber 
gress, including exhibits, to be held in September and Vc' 
present year, and the use of sald buildings for such purpo* 
authorized; and permanent occupancy of such buildings, 
shall be postponed in so far as may be necessary to carry 
going provisions.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, Members of the Hou 
derstand that a request has been made by the perso" 
in charge the interests of the International Tubercu 














for some space in the city of Washington where their 

.s and exhibition may be held. The first request which 

to the Members of the House and to the Congress came 
request for the use of the House Office Building. Sub- 

“~ | introduced a resolution proposing to give to the 

ss in place of the House Office Building a portion of the 

( building, including the Hall of the House, and the Sen- 
imber, and the adjoining and connecting corridors. After 

e officials of the congress insisted that they would need 

‘ that would cover both Capitol building and House Office 
ill understand that it is quite a dangerous precedent 

hlish to give the use of the House Office Building, and 
dangerous precedent to give the use of the Capitol build- 

‘any outside organization. Since the request of the In- 


ter onal Tuberculosis Congress for the use of these buildings 
has been made, other requests by other bodies have been pre- 


The matter was referred to a special committee on the 
d ution of rooms. 


\ ave given hearings to the officials of the tuberculosis 
( ss and others connected with the matter several times, 


members of that committee have unanimously agreed it 
be desirable to add the amendment now offered to the 
general deficiency bill, which proposes to give to the President 

eht to direct the various officials having buildings in 
charge to turn over the use of the new National Museum build- 


e Municipal building, and the unoccupied portions of the | 


Agr cultural building. It is possible that after this becomes : 


law, if it does become a law, it will be necessary to make some | 
priations to put the National Museum building, so far as | 


s floors and stairways are concerned, in proper shape; but I 


think that the general sentiment of the Congress would be that 
if necessary it would be far better to spend a few thousand 
do s in putting in false flooring and stairways in the new 
National Museum building than it would be to turn over the | 
use of the Capitol building or the Housé@ Office Building. But 
tl esent amendment does not cover that. All that is sought | 


now is to confer the authority for the use of these buildings for 
the International Tuberecnlosis Congress. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, this is a most important mat- 
ter in which a great many people all over the country take a 
deep interest, and I hope the amendment just offered by the 


gt man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] will be adopted. I take 
an abiding interest in this tuberculosis congress. It will prob- | 


ably be one of the most important conventions, so far as mate- 


" 


rial benefits are concerned, which has ever assembled in this 


or a other country. It seems to me, therefore, that we ought 
to provide in some way, somehow, suitable accommodations for 


the assembling of these distinguished experts who are doing 


to this appalling subject, the great white plague, which is deci- 
mating humanity every year to a much greater extent than all 
the wars in all the world. I hope the amendment will be 
agreed to. It is in a good cause and should be adopted unani- 
Anything that will check the progress of this frightful 


Plague will be a boon to humanity most devoutly to be wished. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, when the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] brought this matter up be- 
fore, there was a large House present, and it was generally 
discussed. In the course of that discussion I made a few sug- 
gestion As is well known, Nashville, my home city, is a city 
ol great learning. 


Mr. MANN. ‘That is evidenced by its Representative. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman. We 
ve there 
risk University, medical colleges, church colleges, and the bish- 


We discussed the question of letting the tuberculosis congress | 
use The empty Capitol, and I was willing to agree to that and 
am nov [ put it upon the ground that this is an “ interna- | 
uo matter, and that it would not meet in the United States 
. Ss within the next twenty or twenty-five years, and cer- 
Hiniy after 


twenty-five years go by we can then again throw 
portals of this great Chamber, where the greatest law- 
wer in the world assembles. So much for that. I 

i sk the gentleman from Illinois how much space these 

“tings will give these people? 

Mr. MANN. The officials of the tuberculosis congress can not 


Say ¢ y how much space they will require, but they estimate | 

~~ y requis 100,000 square feet of space. The buildings 
- © have covered in the amendment will provide them all 

of that and more if necessary. 

ge = GAINES of Tennessee. I have received a number of sug- 


ee \ from these physicians down at home that they want 
» “ey Went consultation rooms. I do not know why. Pos- 
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Tennessee 
whether the gentleman from 
desire to state that the officials of that congress at the last hear- 
ing before our committee concluded their statement 
Statement that this Capitol building would not answer their 
purpose at all. 





millions gold and thirty millions notes; 
millions gold and thirty-five millions notes; 
| millions gold and forty millions notes; 
| lions gold and forty-four millions notes; 
| millions gold and fifty-four millions notes; May 13, forty-five 
| millions gold and fifty-seven millions notes. 





the Vanderbilt University, the Normal School, the | 


| the churches of the South meet there, and so forth. | 
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sibly they will have patients or exhibits or something to show 
each other how they are treating tuberculosis. 
to have that? 


Are we going 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. 
will 


Chairman, if the gentleman from 
permit the interruption, I could not hear 
Illinois stated it or not, but I 


with the 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Then that is all right. 
The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Office of Treasurer of the United States (national currency to be 


reimbursed by national banks): For reimbursement of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing for the services of employees detailed to the 
office of the Treasurer of the United States to assort 
national 
$3,619.59. 


notes in the 
June 30, 1908, 


bank redemption agency from April 6 to 


Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some 


explanation of the extra force sent over to assist the Treasury 
Department in assorting national-bank notes. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the counters and printers in the 


sureau of Engraving and Printing are experts, and since the 
beginning of this year, since the Ist of March at least, there 
has been a great demand on account of the increased number 
of bank notes presented for redemption, all of which must be 
counted and sorted before the work of redemption is complete. 
| They transfer these experts from the Bureau of Printing and 
| Engraving over to the Treasury Department for that purpose, 
and when the work is completed in the Treasury Department, 
| they are returned again. 


Mr. GILLESPIE. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that these na- 


tional-bank notes have accumulated in the Treasury from seven 
millions last December to fifty-seven millions now, and in about 
the same amount the gold of the general fund has decreased. 
We had at that time something like one hundred millions in the 
general fund of gold and gold certificates. 
a tabulated daily statement of the gold and gold certificates and 
national-bank notes in the general fund of the Treasury from 
December 2 last to the 18th of this month. 
that we had in the general fund on December 2 last, ninety-six 
millions gold and certificates and seven millions national-bank 
notes; December 13, one hundred and four millions gold and 
nine millions of bank notes; January 2, ninety-nine millions 
gold and eleven millions notes; January 
| lions gold and sixteen millions notes; 
so much for science, and giving so much of their valuable time | 


Il hold in my hands 


This statement shows 


11, ninety-three mil- 
February 1, sixty-seven 
March 16, sixty-two 
April 1, fifty-eight 
April 20, forty-one mil- 
May 8, thirty-nine 


As the bank notes have gone up in the generai fund the gold 


has gone down, and I see this extra force has been working 
since the 6th of April, and the bank notes have been accumu- 
lating. 
has made a call upon the banks to pay back certain of their 
deposits. 
been changed from a deposit liability to a note liability. 
banks owe the Government about as much now as they did be- 
| fore these calls were made, and I just wondered what this extra 
force could do in this situation where the bank notes are con- 
stantly accumulating and the gold in the general fund is con- 
stantly disappearing, with the apparent disposition of the Treas- 
ury not to collect from the banks. 


The fact of the matter is the Secretary of the Treasury 


The debt of the banks to the Government has just 
The 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word, that I may be enabled for two or three minutes to speak 
| upon a subject that is not appropriate, nor has it anything 
| whatever to do with any of the provisions of this bill. I do 
not wish to be 
asking formal permission, I hope that no one will take me to 
task. 
| Recorp a letter, which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sray- 
| DEN] very generously and very kindly printed that he might 
do justice to a man whose name had heretofore appeared in 
public print in a light unfavorable to him. 
to the House to permit me for the space of two or three min- 
| utes to testify to the integrity of a splendid soldier and a 
good man. 
anyone dishonestly that he might enrich himself. 
good name, for which I propose to stand, makes my testimony 
unnecessary, but inasmuch as the gentleman from Texas, not 


declared disorderly, and therefore without 


Last Saturday there appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL 


Therefore I appeal 


Colonel Waller is not a thief. He never took from 


Perhaps his 




































































































































‘ him at all well, did no more than print the letter and 
‘ mi any intention of attack, I find myself performing a 
! t duty when I speak of Colonel Waller as a friend. My 
! vledge of him and his performances, covering a period of 
many years, justifies me in speaking of him as one who knows 
him well. He did not loot China, neither did he permit anyone 
‘ to rob the Chinese during their unfortunate rout from 
Tientsin and Peking in the summer of 1900. 

The evidence is ample and convincing that he stood against 
those entertaining a design upon the rich stores of the Chinese 
while they were in flight. The authorities of China credit him 
with fidelity to his obligations as a soldier and a caretaker of 
their property. Since his return I have seen him often and have 
him and his family; talked with him of his campaign 
11 his official life during his service in China, and have had 

chance of observation which enables me to deny the state- 
ment that he brought property with him which belonged to the 
Chinese. While men are slow to confess their sins, even to 
friends upon whom they can rely with safety, I know, as others 
know whose acquaintanceship affords them the opportunity of 
knowing the affairs of friends, that this soldier whose deeds 
have been so often applauded, and deservedly so, never broke 
nor stimulated others to break the commandment, “ Thou shalt 
not steal.” 

It seems to me that I have been but just to this man to have 
borne my testimony, that it might appear on record with the 
letter which the gentleman from Texas had read here and 
printed last Saturday. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


visited 


tiie 


Contingent expenses, Treasury Department: For freight, expressage, 
telegraph and telephone service, $3,500. 


Transportation of fractional silver coin: For transportation of frac- 
tional silver coin, by registered mail or otherwise, $10,000; and in ex- 
pending this sum the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to transport from the Treasury or subtreasuries, free of charge, 
fractional silver coin when requested to do so: Provided, That an 
equal arount in coin or currency shall have been deposited in the 
‘Treasury or such subtreasuries by the applicant or applicants. And 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall report to Congress the cost arising 
under this appropriation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. 
I desire to call the attention of the committee to another defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for the transportation of silver 
coins. They have had a deficiency as far back as I recollect 
in my service here in the House. They have here a $10,000 de- 
ficiency and possibly in the next paragraph a deficiency there 
of $130.65. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill if the Senate retained the amendment that we put 
in some one of the bills here a few days ago covering silver 
coin and, I think, minor coin, one or the other or both, to be 
carried by registered mail and otherwise. I have not seen the 
bill as it came from the Senate. I have not had the opportunity. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think the Senate changed the provi- 
sion of the House bill in regard to the method of transportation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You remember the amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I remember the amendment distinctly, but I 
have no recollection now of seeing it changed, although I would 
not state positively. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope, if it is stricken out over 
there, the gentleman will insist on its retention. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The bill has been in conference; 
think there has been any change in that matter. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope it will not be changed, so 
that in future we can have silver coins sent by registered mail, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury can doit. I have been to the 
‘Treasury-Office and inquired, and they have little bags, etc., in 
which they can send it, and if they send part of it by registered 
mail and part by express, then there will be competition 
in the rate, just as we have competition when we make a Govy- 
ernment ship in a Government yard and one in a private yard. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I do not 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
on account of the appropriation “ Transportation of silver coin” for the 
fiscal year 1907, $130.65. 

Mr. KIMBALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few ob- 
servations upon the general subject of the tariff, suggested by 
the very general discussion, both in and out of Congress, on the 
subject of putting wood pulp and white print paper on the free 
list. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent-to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask » 
imous consent to be permitted the same privilege upon post: 
savings banks. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair hears none, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous cons: 


Is there objection? [After a pp: 


extend my remarks on the subject of wire fence and wood ju)», 
[After a pause.) 


The CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, some time ago I intr d 
H. R. 16755, having for its object the taking off of duties « 
plain and galvanized iron or steel wire, woven or welded 
fencing or manufactured into barbed wire. 

In offering this amendment to the present tariff laws t! 
portance and value of a protective tariff to American i 
tries, capital and labor were not overlooked. After care! 
considering the value and importance of our tariff syst: 
well as the importance of the measure and the present < 
tions, I believe that, as a protectionist and a Republican, | 
fully justified in presenting this bill. I yield to nobody 
admiration, loyalty, and appreciation of the principles « 
publicanism and protection, and I trust that that party ma 
ever cling to that sound and logical doctrine which I be 
so conducive to the welfare, advancement, and happiness of the 
American people, and which has contributed so much to o 
nation’s growth and greatness, 

I believe in, and have always advocated, a tariff to protect 
our wage-earners, capital, and industries—a tariff that wil! 
result in the common good of all our people. But the fact that 
I stand committed to a great principle governing the construc- 
tion of all tariff schedules does not imply that I am wedded, 
hidebound, or committed to any set of tariff schedules nor that 
I believe or contend that there is anything so sacred in any 
set of tariff schedules that they can not be changed, or that al! 
of the schedules in the Dingley bill were or are perfect. That 
act was undoubtedly a wise, scientific, and judicious nv 
and one that has brought about marvelous results, and 
undoubtedly the very best that could be enacted into law at 
that time, considering the large number of interests involved; 
but conditions have changed, which, it seems to me, makes it 
advisable to change some of the schedules or, possibly, frame 
& new law which will better meet present conditions. As to 
this, of course there are many opinions. 

I know that our Democratic friends take consolation in the 
fact that there are differences of opinion in our own ranks as 
to tariff revision; but this is nothing new, as there always was 
and always will be differences of opinion in the details of 4 
question of such vast importance. But, Mr. Chairman, there 
never was, nor is there now, so far as I know, any difference 
of opinion in the Republican party as to the principle involved, 
namely, as to a protective tariff system. All Republicans stand 
united and believe in that great, grand, and cardinal principle, 
a principle which the Republican party has fought and baitied 
for from its inception to this day. 

We stand united for a protective tariff and denounce free 
trade as advocated by our Democratic friends. We belicve in 
the upbuilding, encouragement, and advancement of An: 
industries and a tariff that will benefit labor and result in the 
common good of all our people. But, as before stated, tha! 
not imply that there is anything sacred in any set of sc 
and that they should not be changed or that the present 
perfect in all its details. There is a question, however 
when a change should be made. Answering for myself, 
as I have said for years, that I believe it can safely be 
taken at any time, not that I believe that a perfect | 
be drawn or agreed upon, for I fully appreciate that th 
varied interests will have to be harmonized, and the ! 
may look for is a compromise bill. The policy would o! 
be in this legislation, as in all previous legislation, to 
take and to make the best bill possible. But even then | 
that the present law can be improved. 

This, of course, would require much time, and more ft! 
we now have to give, in view of the many other i! 
questions to be considered, and I have no exception to 
the statement of the distinguished gentleman from 
vania [Mr. Datzeti] and others that tariff revision s 
over until after the Presidential election, and that it 
be taken up at an extra session and given the most 
consideration. I trust and believe that it will then | 
and that it will be done by a Republican Congress, in ©! 
the principles of protection may be adhered to in every 
So in the few minutes I have I shall not undertake to 
tariff schedules in general. I will content myself by ©! 
few observations on one or two schedules, and will firs 


Is there objection? 












f sons why I believe all plain and galvanized iron or steel 
‘ -oven or welded into fencing or manufactured into barbed 
wuld be admitted free of duty into the United States on 
: ‘ r July 1, 1908. 
ars the Agriculture Department has carried on a care 
f | extensive investigation with a view of ascertaining the 
; of wire fencing manufactured and sold. Anyone who 
\ ke the trouble to look up the reports and investigate will, 
I b e. reach the conclusion that the wire manufactured and 
the present time in the United States is much inferior 
t manufactured and sold years ago. He will find that 
vire made under the present process, the Bessemer and open- 
th process, is much inferior to the wire made years ago by 
dling method. Wire manufactured and sold to-day has 
» equally as much, if not more, tensile strength, but it 
1 and breaks off under vibration, expansion, and contrac- 
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tik l is less resistant to rust, corrosion, and deterioration. 
‘| trouble is it contains too high a percentage of manganese 


purities. The excess quantity and unequal distribu- 
{ of manganese and other impurities of course makes the 
wir s durable, and it lasts only about one-quarter or one- 
f ng as the wire made twenty years ago. The old wire, 
or the more durable wire, was made of wrought iron by the 
old process, the puddling method, where the impurities were 
oxid or burnt off and the impurities more evenly distributed. 
The puddling method required more labor, and it is claimed that 
with the present high-priced labor it can not be expected that 
hand-worked metal can compete in price with that produced by 
modern methods, As a result the steel wire, generally made 
f fairly high carbon hard steel, has been substituted for 
ihe old and more durable wire made out of wrought iron by the 
‘ process—the pulling method—especially the woven wire. 
erefore a much inferior quality of wire is being sold the 
farmers and consumers of wire, not because of the inability of 
the manufacturers to furnish the quality desired, but from ava- 
rice and greed for profits. 
rhe same is true as to steel sheets used for roofing, smoke flues, 
locomotive flues, gas pipes, and so forth. Take, for example, roofs 
‘ sides which were covered with corrugated iron sheets of 
| ! iuge twenty years ago, where extensions have later been 
, erected at periods of from five to fifteen years, and where steel 
sheets of the same gauge were used and subjected to the same 
conditions and treated the same. The roof sheets laid on the 
first part have been found in good order after twenty years, 
while the steel sheets laid later have lasted only four or five 
years, hose who have had experience with both kinds say 
that the present sheets last only one-fourth or one-fifth as long 


as the old ones, 
Besides the investigation and information furnished by the 
i Department, I have received a large number of letters on the 
' } § I will not take up the time of the House to read all of 
them, but will read one. Here is a letter written by a gentle- 
man I have known for thirty years. He is a practical, intelli- 
“ sent, and successful farmer, and what he says can be relied 


; MANLY, IowA, February 21, 1908. 
Hon. G. N. Havcen. 


_ EAR Stk: Allow me to thank you for the splendid work you are 
7" Golng, and especially for your bill putting fence wire on the free list. 
ome fence on my place that has been doing service for twenty 
wire is now in better condition than some that I erected 
go It is utterly impossible to obtain good wire now at any 
now I am voicing the sentiment of the entire farming com- 

n I urge the passage of your bill. 

Sincerely, yours, M. PARKER. 
des this I have had some experiences myself. I have 

nd used fence wire for thirty years, and know that 
nee wire manufactured and sold in recent years is much 
| or to and shorter lived than that sold years ago. 

Will also ask to have printed in the Recorp some of the cor- 
n eC with manufacturers of wire, and newspaper clip- 
‘68, which give much light on the subject. I will also invite 
tion to Farmers’ Bulletin No. 239, by Allerton S. 

ni who has carried on an extensive investigation for 
nent of Agriculture: 

Tue Denninc Wire AND Fence Company, 
Cedar Rapids, lowa, March 12, 1908. 


! the 










Mr. G. N. Haver, M. 
Washington, D. OC. 










Dp » 
ak. * S'@: I am im receipt of your favor of the 26th ultimo, and 
moved } ‘ your bill introduced in the House to have the duty re- 
hemes, ‘ain and galvanized wire and wire fencing. This matter 
ware j some correspondence in the American Artisan, a hard- 
corres) pu lished in Chicago. I have cut from the same this 
t wish and am inclosing it herewith. In this correspondence 
Steel and our particular attention to the article from the Indiana 
exp © Company, of Muncie, Ind., as 1 consider this article 
man the position of the independent wire and wire fence 
Wire Conc. 28 regards their relation to the American Steel and 


» Which is a part of the steel trust. 
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There are about forty independent manufacturers of wire fence, 
about ten or fifteen of which make their own wire. The majority of 
the wire-fence manufacturers not making their own wire are dependent 
upon the trust for their wire to make their fence. The trust is in a 
position to charge them almost any price they desire for their wire, 
and at the price they are charging them they hardly leave the inde- 
pendent manufacturers a living profit. The fence manufacturers who 
are making their own wire are nearly all dependent upon the trust 
for their rods from which to draw their wire. There are possibly 
four or five independent wire mills that make their own rods, but, 
going back of this for the raw material, they are dependent almost 
entirely upon the trust for their billets. (There are but a few inde- 
pendent manufacturers outside of the trust making steel, and as they 
are evidently in the pool with the trust, they have put the price on 
billets up to an abnormally high price, and are charging $28 a ton 
for them, which is the pool price on steel rails. It used to be cus- 
nae? with steel manufacturers to sell billets at about $4 per ton 
less than steel rails on account of the extra expense in rolling rails. 
The billet is the initial article in the steel product above the pig iron. 
They are usually made in chunks: 4 inches square by 4 feet long.) 
There are two classes of these—Bessemer billets and open-hearth bil- 
lets. The Bessemer billet is made from Bessemer pig iron. The open- 
and tougher than Bessemer, is made from about 50 to 60 per cent Bes- 
semer pig iron and 40 to 50 per cent steel scrap fron. These two ingre 
dients being melted together and poured out into molds are called 
being melted together and poured into molds are called “ blooms,” 
“ blooms,” which is a chunk of tron about 18 inches square and about 4 
feet long. These are taken while hot and passed back and forht between 
two rollers until they are rolled down 4 inches square and then chopped 
off into lengths of 4 feet each, and these in turn are reheated and run 
through rollers again and rolled down to what are called “ wire rods,” 
between three-sixteenths inch and one-fourth inch in thickness, and 
sold to wire mills, and they in turn, after taking the scale off from 
them, draw them cold down to various sizes of wire. 

Now, it is my opinion that the tariff should be removed from billets 
and rods as well as from wire, as I do not think the removing of the 
duty from wire alone will change the price much, if any; possibly 
it may a little along the Atlantic seacoast, but not very far inland; 
but if the $6 per ton duty were taken off from billets, it would 
reduce the price just about an equal amount on billets and rods. This 
would give the independent manufacturers a chance to operate, in 
stead, as the Indiana Steel and Wire Company writes, of destroying 
the business of the so-called “ independent” wire manufacturers. The 
price of billets and rods is now held at about the import price, or 
possibly a dollar or two per ton over the import price, as the inde- 
pendent manufacturers of rods and wire will pay $1 or $2 per ton 
more to purchase their material in this country rather than to order 
it from Germany or any other foreign country, on account of the 
number of months it takes to make deliveries on imported material. 
I think every independent wire and fence manufacturer in the United 
States would hail with pleasure the removal of the duty on billets 
and rods, and with the numerous independent manufacturers in this 
country the competition would be such as to reduce the price 
on the manufactured article, make a better product, and at the same 
time allow them to make a reasonable profit, which they are not now 
getting. . 

The iron industry in the United States does not need any protec- 








tion, as the manufacturers in this country export large amounts of 
steel annually, and import nothing of consequence except special steels 
and iron not produced in this country. I was advised about a year 


ago by the president of one of our largest independent wire mills, who 
are purchasers of wire rods, that he is interested in a contracting 
firm of New York City who purchased a quantity of steel rails for 
a railroad in the Philippine Islands from the United States Steel 
Corporation. The mill price on those, after deducting the transporta 
tion charges, figured $15 per ton, while their pool price and the price 
they are getting for domestic purposes is $28 per ten. About three 
years ago there was a break in the billet pool and prices went off to 
$19.25 per ton, f. o. b. Pittsburg. It seems to me that $20 would be 
a good fair price for billets and about $24 per ton for rails, rather 
than $28 for both. I am inclosing herewith an article recently cut 
from the New York Commercial relative to this billet pool. You will 
notice by this that in order to save a break in the pool the steel cor- 
poration began buying up billets in the open market to stimulate prices. 
They have done the same thing from time to time with pig iron The 
price is also abnormally high on this commodity. It is now con 
trolled by agreements, but if there happens a break in the market, they 
will go to buying it to keep the price up. I was reliably informed 
two or three years ago that the siecel corporation made a large five- 
year contract with one of our largest independent rod and wire manu- 
facturers in the country to furnish them their billets. The contract 
is based on the market price of pig iron, and the corporation's price 
to this concern is based on a sliding scale and goes up and down with 
the market on pig iron; therefore, in order to keep up the contract 
price on billets to this independent concern, they evidently do all they 
can to keep up the price on pig iron. I believe the contract price to 
the independent concern was made on a basis of $19.25 per ton, but 
as pig iron has advanced considerably since that contract was made 
they are no doubt paying $21 to $22 for their billets, but it is stated 
that the steel corporation shoved up the price of pig fron immediately 
following this contract for the purpose of shoving up the contract price 
with this independent wire concern. 

In case Senator La Fou.erre is not successful in putting through his 
bill to have a tariff commission, I would recommend that you amend 
your bill to include the removal of the duty on billets and rods as well 
as on wire. The removal of the duty on billets would be equally as 
beneficial to the independent sheet manufacturers, of which there are 
quite a large number. You would then get the support from those 
independent manufacturers, but with your present bill; I do not see 
where you would get any support except possibly from the consumers. 
I trust that you will give this matter due consideration and do for 
the independent manufacturers what you are trying to do for the con- 
sumers and thereby help both. 

Yours, very truly, 
J. M. DENNING. 


{The American Artisan and Hardware Record, March 7, 1908.) 
A FENCE-WIRE COMPLAINT 
Advices from Washington, D. C., to the American Artisan state thata 
bill seeking the removal of the duty of 45 per cent upon barbed or 


woven wire bas been introduced in Congress by Representative HAauGen, 
of Iowa. Mr. Havucen, it is stated, claims to have the support of the 
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Secretary of Agriculture in an effort to bring the fence-wire trust to 
terms and insure a better quality of wire for the farmers of the United 
States. He is said to have stated that the farmers complain of the 
quality of wire rather than its price, and asserts that fence wire now 
used on American farms is brittle and short lived, and that as a result 
the maverick population is growing on the Western plains and stock 
are straying from one ranch to another. 

The abolition of the duty, he believes, will result in a better class 
of wire being turned out in this country in order to meet foreign 
competition, 


The foregoing item was published in the American Artisan under the | 


date of February 22, since which time there have come to us numerous 
letters from wire and fencing concerns that seem to have a distinct 
bearing upon the subject, and are therefore interesting in this con- 
nection. We take pleasure in submitting herewith extracts from them: 

An Eastern wire company writes: 

“We do not manufacture barb wire or fence wire. We are under 
the impression, though, that if parties will pay for first quality of 
wire they will get it. The general tendency, however, is to look for 


something cheap, and apparently when manufacturers furnish the grade | 


of material they sell they are condemned because the material is not of 
a higher order. We do not care to have this used in your publication 
in connection with our name.” 

The Indiana Steel and Wire Company writes: 

“In our opinion it would be an injustice to take the duty off of wire 
and allow it to remain on the raw or partly finished material, as this 
would enable our great trust to rid itself of competition in a very 
short time. While we have a great many wire mills in this country, 
yet we have but few who produce their own ore and billets. For same 
they have to depend on those producing their own ore and billets. 
if barbed and plain wire were put on the free list and raw and partly 
finished material allowed to remain where it now is, every so-called 
independent mill would have to close at once. It is generally supposed 
that the price of finished products governs the price of raw material, 
but since the days of trusts and combines conditions which used to 
govern have no significance. In regard to quality of galvanized wire, 
will say it is poorly protected, but is made as good as the price will 
permit. They say competition is the life of trade, but it is also the 
death of quality, in many cases. It’s an easy matter to make wire 
better, but it would be next to impossible to sell it in competition with 
the cheaper grades at the price one would have to ask for it. In 
changing the duty on any of the great commodities of our country, a 
thorough consideration should first be given and all parties affected 
tuken into consideration. We approve any steps taken to better the 
quality of American goods, 

“Yours, truly, INDIANA STEEL AND WIRE COMPANY. 

“ Muncip, IND., February 25, 1908.” 

The Frost Wire Fence Company writes: 

‘Regarding the quality of wire now produced in the United States 
for fencing purposes, will say that in our opinion it does not compare 
with the wire produced eight to fifteen years ago. 

‘Hundreds of our agents have reported that the galvanizing is not 
satisfactory. We know this to be a fact from personal observation. 
Possibly the removing of the duty on plain annealed as well as gal- 
vanized wire will remedy matters more than anything else, as it will 
enable the smaller manufacttrers to buy better goods at satisfactory 
prices from foreign manufacturers. 

“ Yours, very truly, 

“ CLEVELAND, OHIO, February 25, 1908.” 

Adams Steel and Wire Company writes: 

“We would say that while it is unquestionably true that the quality 


M. H. Frost. 


of woven and barbed-wire fencing is not as good as it should be, the | 


main reason, we take it, is that the parties using the fencing, as a rule, 


are not willing to pay for the better class of goods and insist on buy- | 


ing the cheapest to be had, so that where ofe manufacturer puts up 
goods first class in every respect and consequently has to charge a 
higher price for the same, the consumer will almost invariably go to 
the next dealer and buy the cheapest class of goods. This, of course, 
makes the quality poorer, and until the consumer is Willing to pay for 
first-class material there is no remedy that we can see. It is simply 
a case of supply and demand. 
and the manufacturer furnishes it. 
“ Very respectfully, ADAMS STEEL AND WIRE Works, 
“W. J. ADAMS, President. 

* Jourer, ILL., February 24, 1908.” 

The Crawfordsville Wire and Nail Company writes: 

“ While galvanized wire will not stand for galvanizing as it did sev- 
ersl years ago, the consumers, or users, are to a large extent to blame 
for the present condition. They were ‘eternally harping’ for cheap 
wire, and in order to cheapen the wire we had to cheapen the oak 
vyanizing. 

“When galvanized wire was first made it was drawn through a sand 
wipe and would get a very heavy coat of spelter, while at the present 
time an_asbestos wipe is used, and also a lever wipe. The lever wipe 
takes off the greater amount of spelter that the wire takes on going 
through the spelter pan, while with the asbestos wipe the galvanizing 
is some heavier. 

“We think that you will also find that the small manufacturers who 
do not care for a large tonnage are turning out a better grade of wire 
than the big mills. We have had no complaint on our product, and ow- 
ing to the fact that our mill runs twenty-three hours out of twenty-four 
the year round is surely proof that the material is all right. 

“We can not see that the 45 per cent duty off wire fence would help 
out in any way, as the foreign make of wire is not any better than the 
wire made in this country, and the removal of the duty would only 
tend to lower the wages of the laboring man, as we think the manu- 
facturers would try to secure as much out of their products as they are 
at the present time. 

“ Yours, truly, CRAWFORDSVILLE WIRE AND NAIL 
“C. D. Voris, General Manager. 
* CRAWFORDSVILLE, IND., February 25, 1908.” 


The Up-To-Date Manufacturing Company writes: 

“In our ene the removal of duty on wire in the United States is 
about the only thing that will ever get us back to a good grade of gal- 
vanized wire. We do not make wire, but we use a great deal of it, 
and we have tried everything in our power to get a good grade. We 
even offer to pay a premium on extra galvanizing if we can get it, and 
in cases where we have paid it we find when we get the wire that there 
is not much difference between it and the other wire. 

- “ We only wish that the Congressmen of our country would get in 
line with Mr. HavuGen and support this bill. The time was that you 


Co., 
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| wishes to cripple or drive out of business any worthy or !e 








May 18, 


could get good galvanized wire, that the galvanizing would las: f 
years, but it seems now impossible to get any kind of wire that th, 
vanizing will last over four or five years and some not that. Wire 
manufacturers claim it is on account of the price they have to 
make on it that they have to galvanize it so thin that it does not 
last longer, but the writer has been connected with the fence busi- 
ness for over twenty years and has bought wire for less price than 
Agriculture to take this matter in hand and see wat they can do wit}; it 
we are paying to-day and got a great deal better quality. There is not 
much = stion in my mind but what they make better wire abroad than 
in the United States, but the duty makes it impossible to import it. We 
think it is high time for the American Representatives and Secretary of 
Agriculture to take this matter in hand and see what they can do with it. 

“It is true that competition is very strong, but it is also true that 
the wire trust will sell their wire fence ready made for practically the 
same price that they will sell manufacturers the wire to make it with. 
To make a long story short, we would be in favor of taking the duty off 
of everything that enters into the manufacture of wire fences, and then 
after you have done that, take the duty off the fence itself—in fact 
give the American farmer his fence at the very lowest possible price 

“ There are not many who stop to think about it, but the fencing in 
the United States costs several hundred millions of dollars, or more 
than all the live stock in it is worth, and when you think that the 
farmer has to replace this fence about every tem years it is easy to 
see what a hardship it works on him. 

“ Yours, truly, UPp-To-DATE MANUFACTURING Co 
“J. H. Srore, President and Manager. 


“Terre Haute, IND., February 24, 1908.” 


A Middle West fence manufacturing Company writes: 

“We do not think that the galvanizing is done as well as it was 
fifteen or twenty years ago, and we have some complaints on account 
of the wire rusting. We hope the mills will turn out a better quality, 
although at the low prices at which wire is now sold we do not sup- 
pose they can afford to make it much better.” 


BOLT FROM BILLET POOL WORRIES LARGE MAKERS—POOL ABSORBING PROD- 
UCTS DUMPED BELOW $28 A TON—PIG-IRON MARKET PROCEEDING INDI 
PENDENTLY OF CLEVELAND MEETING—RAIL MILLS TO START S0ON— 
BELIEVED CAR PLANTS WILL CLOSE—STEEL’S EARNINGS $5,800,000 

Pirrsspure, February 23, 1908 

A bolt by the smaller makers of steel billets, which may, or may not, 
mean total disruption of the billet pool was a move of interest within 
the week past, while inclination by all pig-iron dealers to disregard 
official prices and dispose of their metal at what they would get fo: 
it formed a rather strong second item of comment. There is scurrying 
by the corporation and some large independent interests to check the 
yronounced cut in steel billet rates inaugurated by smaller producers 

Calees something can be done and quickly by the big fellows, the good 

accomplished by the so-called “billet pool” in past years will be ni! 
It had been many years since billets sold below $28 a ton, but last 

week there was a break and one most pronounced. The smaller makers 
declare they no longer can withstand pressure. They had to have 
money and they had steel billets to sell, also purchasers to take them. 

But the purchasers would not pay $28 a ton, which was the pric: de 

cided on by the billet pool. The little fellows could get $26.75, [ 


or 
gal- 


rhaps 


| $27 for their billets, not $28, so they decided to unload and they did » 


The corporation is now trying to get all the loose billets at th lower 
prices and it is understood an effort is to be made to check furthet dis- 


astrous price-cutting and efforts will be made to establish another pool, 
WHY POOL WAS CREATED. 


It has been only a few months since all the steel-billet interests were 
represented in a secret meeting in Pittsburg when the old_ bil et i 
was reorganized and all makers of steel promised to stand for th $28 
rate. The meeting was occasioned by the fact that some of the smaticr 
makers were thought to be slipping backward. The old billet pool o 
“gentlemen's agreement” had not been active in years. There was ne 
need for activity since billets were wonderfully strong and s | Pho 
prices remained at or above $28 there was no cause for alarm. Th 
fact that small dealers have broken away and are selling at rates Much 


: : : 2 p y the big fellows. 
The consumer demands something cheap | !°Wer than $28 causes no end of worry among ad 


Mr. HAUGEN. These letters and clippings raise a very 
portant question—that is, Should not the billets and rods be 
included and be put on the free list? The contention is, if not, 
we will drive the independent manufacturers—those who do not 
manufacture the partly finished article—out of business; that 
the trust dictates prices and controls the output, and that - 
independent manufacturers are now at its mercy. er : 
mate enterprise. I certainly have no such desire. To the con- 
trary, I want to protect them. 

Let us see if this objection is well grounded. 
that the trust controls the output and prices of billets « 
and if the independent manufacturers are its custom ' 
trust will, of course, put the price up to the very highest pon 
but not so high but that the manufacturers will be able ‘0 peal 
pete with foreign manufacturers. If it did the manu! med 
would have to go out of business, and the foreign _ oe 
turers would sell the wire, and the trust would be wir 
customers for its billets and rods. Therefore, if the pt oa 
wire controls the price on the partly finished article, wren 
we remove the duty on wire and thereby reduce its pric’, : a 
prove its quality by importing wire, we would then com)" ~ 
trust to furnish billets or rods that will make mare ogee” 
as good as that imported, and also to make a living | a . 
the home manufacturers, such as would enable them to bit wh 
eign conipetition. It goes without saying that the trust §» col 
pelled to protect its customers, or the independent manu ae 
in order to sell its product, and it is not clear to me tha‘ — 
the wire on the free list will work a hardship to the inde)" 
manufacturer. 

It is claimed they are now at the mercy of the trusi, ‘ 


If we admit 
na rods, 
rs, the 


ind in 
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l 
bility always will be: but if the duty on the partly | domestic wire is now being sold for, then why not remove the 
ticles, such as billets and rods, is not needed as pro- | duty? But you say that the duty is necessary to protect our 
to labor and worthy and legitimate American industries, | home manufactures—that iron and wire is now | * imported 
fostering trusts and monopolies and enabling them | notwithstanding the high duty. That is true, but that is a 
large dividends on watered stock, then by all means | special grade of wire, such as is not and can not be manu- 
. duty. But before discussing trusts I want to dis- | factured here. Barbed wire and wire fen ing are not separately 
v first proposition. ' enumerated in the returns of imports rel der “i to the Depart- 
ter and clippings are of high authority, and I take | ment of Commerce and Labor by the collectors of customs, 

will dispute the fact that the wire manufactured and | being included with other articles under general he ads. 
is much inferior to that manufactured and sold If you will turn to pages 41 and 42 of the report of the De- 
r thirtv years ago. Gentlemen, if this is true, and there | partment of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of Statist es, on 
oubt about it; and if by removing the duty, a better | imported merchandise entered for consumption in the | nited 
wire will be furnished by our domestic manufactur- | States and duties collected thereon in 1907, you will find the 

ers, or can be imported and sold for the price the inferior ' total as follows: 



















Imports entered for consumption, year ending June 30, 1907. 











Articles. 





Rates of duty. 
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1, and manufactures of: | | 


| j 
’ 
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res of — } 





] red or treated or partly manufactured— | Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. oer cent. 
Valued over 4 cents per pound (pounds) -_--_-.....-....-...-.-..-.- 13 cents plus 1} cents per 1,327.30 297 .00 32.93 0.226 11.09 


pound. 





d iron or steel— 





















ed 4 eents or less per pound— | 
iller than No. 13 wire gauge (pounds)-~...................... 13 cents per pound.-__...-- 1,629, 265.00 52,172.00 20, 365.82 082 | 4 
than No. 13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge (Ibs)_| 14 cents per pound......_- | 2, 245,992.00 | 76,607.50 | 33,689.90 -084 | 43.98 
Smaller than No.36 wire gauge (pounds).............._...........__| 2 eents per pound_........| 2, 200,511.00 | 79,783.00 44,010.22 - 086 55.16 
Ali valued more than 4 cents per pounds (pounds)..-.....-............ GD PGP CUR ccccsseswane 9,988,652.00 | 562,952.00 225,180.80 -056 40.09 
] y. £2. 0 a a, Se ee ee 16,064, 420.00 771,514.00 $23,246.74 | O48 41.99 
M yctures of— } iw - | : 
Not aller than No. 13 wire gauge (pounds)_.................-..-- | 13 — 13 cents per 55,942.25 9,385.00 | 1,398.55 .168 14.90 
| pound, | 
Smaller than No. 13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge (Ibs)_| 14 cents plus 1} cents per | 78,730.55 16,571.46 | 2,165.16 211 13.07 
pound. | 
S r than No. 16 wire gauge (pounds).........................-- 2 cents plus 1} cents per 96,102.25 6,809.92 | 1,173.34 189 | 17.23 
pound. | | | 
All valued more than 4 cents per pound (pounds)_....-...--.------.- 40 per cent plus 13 cents 398,475.90 | 158,398.76 | 68,358.44 | -398 | 43.14 
per pound. | 
eo EE ee a Odin eticentticniticins 569,250.95 | 191,160.14 | 73,075.49 336 83.23 
aes | = 
Cold rolled, ete., blued, brightened, tempered, ete.— } | | 
maller than No.13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge(ibs)-_| 23 eents plus 1} cents per 83.00 27.00 3.12 325 | 11.56 






pound. | 










yn or steel coated with zine or tin or any other metal— 












| | 

r than No. 13 wire gauge (pounds)_.........____.........- 14, cents per pound_______! 12,950.00 2321.00 025 | 3.50 
Smaller than No. 16 wire gauge (pounds)-—........-................. 2y5 cents per pound ____ | 15,117.00 2,581.90 ‘ 171 | 19 89 
Ail Valued nore than 4 cents per pound (pounds)-..--.......-.----- yy cent per pound and 40 | 121,065.00 6,312.00 | 2, 76% 2 | 43.84 





per cent, 






} ome ——— ee —— 











Total wire, ete., coated with zinc, ete........................... cl atin 149,132.00 | 9,214.00 3,287.28 062 $5.68 
W os ———>— —— = = 
Rivet, screw, fenee, and other iron or steel wire rods, whether round, | | 
val, fat, square, or in any other shape, and nail rods in coils or | | 
' therwise, not smaller than No. 6 wire gauge— | 
red or untreated— 
i 4 cents or less per pound (pounds)..-.........._....---...- | #y cent per pound -.____ 39,140,081.00 | 852,080.00 156,560.34 | .022 18.37 
ba ed over 4 cents per pound (pounds)... ._. _..................- | ¥ eent per pound_._.....__ 465 , 409.00 | 33,341.00 3,490.58 -072 10.47 
sempered or treated or partly manufactured— | | 
Valued 4 cents og less per pound (pounds)... .._....._. fs cent per pound.______ 141.00 | 6.00 1.27 4 | 21.17 
SEO WU a i BR es os si tt Da | 29,605, 631.00 885,427.00 160,052.20 022 18.08 













: a, RE Oe  , 2 - 
actured, not specially provided for__.....................__- | 20 per cent. __--.--------_- |roos----- ---| 15,501.50 LT 
y ired, not specially provided for (reciprocity treaty | 20 per cent less 20 per |__..._--..___| = a i 
; uba). | cent. 
I drier wood, and similar wood, unmanufactured, or not | Free......-....-----_--__-. | pon eee | SOBEL fae : 
, Avaneed than eut into blocks suitable for the articles into “| L 3 
: ! 7 are Intended to be converted. 
1s trees 
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aa d round unmanufactared timber (M feet)_....__..-....._____ Petia = — 165,470.43 | 945,924.08 |.___- eee 
ate “as mikey spars and in bufiding wharves (cube feet)_...._.__| 1 cent per cubie foot_.....| 130,549.00 | 25,902.86 1,305.49 .198 ‘ 
Ship Seen » Or sided, not Jess than 8 inches square (eubic feet)_| 1 cent per cubie foot_____ } 253,123.83 | 49,811.78 2,531.24 -197 08 
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Importe entered for consumption, year ending June 30, 1907—Continued. 


Average. 


Articles. Rates of duty. Quantities. Values. Duties. [Value per Ad yalo. 


unit of | rem 
quantity 


rate 
. 
of duty, 
_ — —EE 


, not elsewhere specified—Continued. 
ontinued. 


Wood, and manufac ture s of 
Unmanutacturec 1 
Lumber 
Boards, planks, deals and other sawed lumber— 
Of whitewood, sycamore, and basswood— 
Not planed or finished (M feet) 
Planed or finished on two sides (M feet) 
Sawed lumber, not specially provided for— 
Not planed or finished (M feet) oeupenanmenan 
Not planed or finished (M feet) (from P hilippine Islands) 


Planed or finished on one side (M feet) 

Planed or oe on two sides (M feet) 

Pianed or finished on three sides (M feet)........-.--.-.--.---- 
Planed or finist bod on four sides (M feet) _..-. 
Planed on one side and tongued and grooved incited 
Planed on two sides and tongued and grooved (M feet) 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other forms of sawed cedar, 
lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahog- 
any, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods not 
further manufactured than sawed (M feet). 

Sawed boards, planks, etc. (from Philippine Islands) 

Sawed board, planks, ete, 


Ship planking 


Total lumber 


Clapboards 
Pine (thousands) 
Spruce (thousands) 

Fence posts (number) 

Firewood (cords) 

Gun blocks for gunstocks, 
side, 

Handle bolts and shingle bolts 

Hop poles__. 

Hubs for whee is, posts, heading bolts, stave bolts, last, wagon, 
oar, and heading blocks, and all like blocks or sticks, roughhewn, 
sawed, or bored. 

Laths (thousands) bie — 

Paving posts, railroad ties, “and telephone, trolley, electric light, 
and telegraph poles (number). 

Pickets and palings (thousands) 

Rattans and reeds, 

Shingles— 

White pine (thousands) 
All other (thousands) 


Shooks, sugar box, and packing boxes, empty, and packing box 
shooks, not specially provided for. 

Shooks, sugar boxes, etc. 

Staves 

Sticks, joints, 
lacea joints, 
ange, myrtle, 
rough, 
sticks for umbrellas, parasols, sunshades, whips, fishing rods, or 
walking canes, 

Sticks for w alking canes 

Sticks for walking canes (from Philippine Islands). 

Sticks for walking canes (reciprocity treaty with Cuba) 


and reeds: Bamboo, unmanufactured, 
and sticks of partridge, hair wood, pimento, 
and other woods not specially provided for, 


or- 
in the 


Total wood, unmanufactured 


Manufactures 
Barrels or boxes containing oranges, lemons, or limes, grape fruit 
shaddocks, or pomelos, exclusive of contents— 

Of foreign growth or manufacture on enetetueiaiinan of 
Of toreign growth or manufacture (rec iproeity treaty with Cuba) 
Of growth and manufacture of the United States 

tarrels, casks, and hogsheads, empty............- i. 

Ohair cane or reed, wrought or manufactured from rattans ‘Or reeds 

Fiber ware, indurated, and other manufactures composed of wood 
or other pulp. 

Furniture, cabinet or house, wholly or partly finished... 

Furniture, cabinet or house, wholly or partly finished (from Philip- 
pine Is lands) 

Furniture, cabinet or house, wholly or partly finished (reciprocity 
treaty, with Ouba). 

Osier or Willow 
Prepared for basket makers’ use 
Manufactures of . 
Manufactures of (reciproe ity with Cuba)... 

Pulp of wood— 


Mechanically ground (pounds) 


Chemical, unbleached (pounds).................... menses ndcilinsninaials 


Chemical, bleached (pounds) i i a a 
Skewers, butchers’ and packers’ CORON ss kas 
Toothpicks (thousands) 


WRC OE WIRE cist eemamnctisititeiadtnitanhila elias 

All other manufactures of wood, or of which wood is the compo- 
nent material of chief value, not specially provided for. 

All other manufactures of wood, ete., ( from Philippine Islands)_._. 

All other manufactures of wood, ete., (reciprocity treaty with Ouba) 


Total manufactures 


(reciprocity treaty with Cuba)-.--~- onel 


; 40 cents per M. 


$1 per M feet 
| $2 per M feet 


$2 per M feet_..........._- 
75 per cent of $2 per M 
feet. 
$2.50 per M feet 
| $3 per M feet. 
$3.50 per M feet. ooumenaiia 
$1 per M feet 
$3 per M feet 
$3.50 per M feet 
15 per cent 


| 75 per cent of 15 per cent. 
1S per cent less 20 per 


294 .88 


nm v6 
5,727.7 


| $1.50 per M 
Bed DOI i indincs>chnalenntnapibied 


" roughhew nh or saw ed, or planed | on one | 


25 cents per M 
20 per cent 


a a | 


30 cents per M 
80 cents per M 
ee 


(reciprocity treaty with Cuba).............) § 


India ma- | 


| 


or not further advanced than cut into lengths suitable for | 


\ Free... 
(Dutiable....f.ncns<cnscsess | 


j 


80 per cent 

30 per ct. less 20 per ct- 

Ee 

Oe BEE GR tcbcitsncdevtidebiihedédbbnetnen 
10 per cent 

SEE GeiiGecscticedcccncass puatnsbmoesee 


| 
| OP Cisco ctetinteeeet ied Bel allies cea | 1,136,613.78 | 
| 


| 75 per cent of 35 per cent | 

1 

85 per cent less 20 per 
cent. 


tt) {=e |Josennannnmnnnnn 


Br red alistenntnbiencit neal cictin cthisnlhineenents 
40 per ct. less 20 per ct____| 


ry cents per pound. - _ _ ./235, 413, 308.00 


157 ,977 , 286.00 
84,122, 283.00 
6.28 

878, 480.95 


4 cent per pound 
| 3 cent per pound 


| 2 cents per M and 15 per 
| cent. 
a per cent 


35 per cent 
| 75 per cent of %5 per cent.|.......-....... 








Dollars. 
211,967.74 
12,302.00 


14,623, 256.02 
2,155.00 


239,649.28 
48,348.91 
34.00 
1,224.00 
83,415.75 
15,482.78 


115 004,216. 92 


7 391. 20 
140,609.30 
16,620.34 
60,911.50 
29,333.00 


42,435.00 | 


4,955.75 


18,701.09 | 


| 1,786,625,17 


670,323.41 


126,900.23 
1, 241,316.00 


36,445.00 
1, 904,347.77 
11,912.31 


653 .00 
145, 17. 57 
2.20 


18,941.00 
57.00 
13.50 


11,874, 925 36 
. 20,436, 482. 55 


267.40 
109, 088.00 
1,144.05 


667,682.75 | 


- 1,003.12 


176.00 
705.00 

89, 236.00 
195, 968.30 
6.00 
1,528,975. 


2,776, 748.65 


2,073, 408 .00 
10,00 
25,901.00 


4,587.7 


Dollars. 
11,777 
2,004. 


| 1,853, 158.30 
442. 


167,159.05 


5,018.12 
260,112.33 
8,578.69 


896 .72 
14,514.76 





6,676.64 | 
17.10 | 


| 4.32 


114,064.64 | 





Dollars. 


18.00 
11.71 


17.02 
86.20 


12.50 
17.40 
25.00 
18.93 

15.71 

17.26 | 

34.46 | 


| 2,457, 614.80 ei 


61,167.88 
OA. 7 


56, 763. 28 
561.09 


@ 4,792.86 
196,177.73 
@ 3,589.71 





263 , 205.50 
210,305.74 
2.51 

11, 453.95 


917.55 
@ 45.54 


897,814.84 |... 
46.20 |... 


1, 927,423.79 |. 
925.36 “aaa 


= aon 925.36 


'}Dutiable........ vainpenoeshenLcdpatepetesiea |30, 868, 111.81 


tig On eae Sa Pe eT ee ee Countervailing duty. 
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Mr. HAUGEN. You will see by the table on page 42, that of 
{ 569,250.95 pounds of wire not smaller than No. 13 gauge, 
298,475.90 pounds was valued at more than 4 cents per pound, 
| paid a duty of 40 per cent plus 1} cents per pound. Of the 
132 pounds of wire coated with zinc, and so forth, 121,065 
pounds was valued at more than 4 cents per pound, and paid 40 
per cent duty, and 15,117 pounds of it was smaller than No. 13 
wire gauge, and paid a duty of 2.2 cents per pound, while only 
12,950 pounds was not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, and paid 
1 
il 
ti 


) cents duty per pound. It will be seen, then, that the wire 
nported is of a very high grade, and does not come in compe- 
n with the fence wire manufactured and sold here. 
manufacturers can and will not furnish the better 
quality of wire, why deprive the consumer of the privilege of 
buving it elsewhere? Will anybody contend that the manu- 
facturers are entitled to this protection, or will anybody con- 
tend that our manufacturers or laborers need any protective 
tariff on this article against foreign manufacturers and labor, 
even with our high-priced labor? Certainly not. 


If our 


I call your attention to page 7399 of the Co@NGRESSIONAL 
Record of May 24, 1906: 

Mr. Unperwoop. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania name me 
ar teel mill in the world that can make steel rails cheaper than they 
are made at Pittsburg? Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania name 
me any iron furnace in the world that can make pig iron «cheaper 
than Birmingham? 

Mr. DauzeLu. I think not. 


Nobody will question this authority. 
represent districts where the largest 
articles are located. 
cheaply here as any place in the world, 
large 
competition with the world, which also goes to show that it can 
be made as cheaply here as elsewhere. With our advantages 
in transportation, with our skilled labor, with our improved 
machinery, with our abundance of ore and fuel, our manufac- 
turers of wire can and would produce wire equally as good and 
as cheaply as any other country without a protective tariff. 
They would make less money, as it costs more to manufacture 
the better quality, but they can make, and will have to make it, 
if the duty is removed, and that without any hardship to labor 
inyone. Even if the trust has to squeeze a little water out 
of its stock, what of it? The trust has robbed the consumer by 
imposing on him high prices and furnishing a poor quality of 


Both are experts and 
manufacturers of these 


of course wire can. A 


wire, and the consumer is now entitled to some consideration. 
More than 400,000 tons of this wire is manufactured and 


sold every year. The average price at the mills is estimated at 


about $52.21 per ton, the total value being $22,511,149.43. Add 
to this the cost of transportation and the charges and profits to 
the merchants and jobbers, and you will easily have thirty 


millions of dollars. This means that if a superior quality of 
wire can be made here or imported and sold for the same price 
that the inferior wire is bought and sold for now the farmers 
‘ire taxed more than $20,000,000 every five years by reason of 
the fact that an inferior quality of wire is being sold them. 

If our manufacturers can and will furnish us with a good 
quality of wire, I would not object to a duty on wire in order 
to protect them against foreign cheap labor, if sueh protection 
is heeded; but if the manufacturers of wire have, and I under- 
stand many of them have, combined and formed a trust, wa- 
tered their stock, and entered into a conspiracy to defraud the 
consumers by manufacturing and selling an inferior wire at a 
price equal to that which a good quality can be furnished for, 
then th at is a different thing, and there can be no justification 
for it. Manufacturers have and can make as cheap and as 
od ro as manufacturers in other countries, and as good 
was made here twenty years ago; and the purchaser is 
entitled to just as good wire as is made in other countries, 
especially if it can be made as good here as elsewhere. If the 
acturers insist on making and selling, at present prices, 
“i inferior wire when a better quality can be made and sold 
“s cheaply a8 imported wire can be made and sold, then they 
ot entitled to protection. 

s been the policy of the Republican party to encourage 
manufacturers by giving them a protective tariff, even if 


he y yere ok : . 
ae * e making an inferior quality and charging higher 
iCGS 7 


and e 
time t! 
proposit! le 
hake 


- 


are 


It 1 


cours iging industries and with the expectation that in 
articles might be perfected. 
”. We know that the manufacturers know how to 
a. — able, serviceable, and economical article, but do 
dan - - mn doing so because the inferior article can be made 
ee ot ud because outside competition has been cut off by 
ents 1 a > oe tariff, and bec ause the farmers and con- 
anton oy >to buy their make. This is of course unjust and 

‘ie. The same holds true to a large extent as to steel 

ad irons, billets, rods, and various other irons, 


u 


sheets, railro 


If pig iron and steel rails can be made as | 


amount of iron is being exported every year and sold in | 


it that was with a view of stimulating competition | 


This is entirely a different | 
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Gentlemen, the iron and steel trusts and the iron and steel 
schedules need attention. What is true as to the quality of wire 
manufactured and sold is probably true as to all kinds of steel— 


sheets, wire and iron nails, construction and bridge iron, rail- 
road iron, and other iron. This is undoubtedly the cause of so 
many accidents on railroads, and a loss of so many lives. I 


have confined my amendment to wire fencing, as the investiga 
tion of the Department was confined to wire fencing, and I did 
not feel justified in including items of which I had no special 
information. 

The principle of protection, as before stated, is to protect 
American industries and American labor, but not to foster and 
protect fraud and deception, nor is it to build up or to foster 


an industry that is not or can not be made a success in this coun- 
try, or one that has ceased to exist. As an illustration. take 
coffee. We produce no coffee, and it can not be produced here, 
hence it is admitted free of duty. On the other hand, sugar is 
a necessity, and of equal importance, but sugar can be and is 
produced in this country, but not as cheaply as in other coun 
tries. We manufacture sugar from sugar beet. Cuba, on the 


other hand, makes sugar out of cane. The cost of seed to plant 
|} an acre of sugar beet is about $3, besides the ground must be 
prepared for seeding; it requires more cultivation; the expense 


of topping and harvesting is greater, which makes the cost of 
growing it much greater than that of sugar cane. In Cuba the 


cane is planted once in nine or ten years; it requires but little 
cultivation; an acre of ground in Cuba will yield from 


one- 


third to one-half more sugar than an acre of sugar beet in the 
United States. The cost of labor in Cuba is from 30 to 50 
cents per day; here from $1.50 to $2.50; and in order to pro- 


tect our sugar producers in this country, the Republican party 
placed a tariff on sugar of $1.65 per hundred. 

Again, years ago, when our supply of logs was believed to be 
inexhaustible, in order to protect the labor and manufacturers, 
a tariff was placed on lumber. Logs were and are admitted 
free. Now conditions have changed. Our supply of logs 
practically exhausted; and when the raw material is exhausted, 
and no raw material is or can be imported, that industry must 
necessarily cease. Therefore, according to Republican doctrine, 
there is no need of duty on lumber when that industry 


is 


ceases 


to exist; and according to the reports and statements made by 
our Forester, Mr. Pinchot, our supply of logs, especially white 


pine, is practically exhausted. And I take it that if the tariff 
is to be revised, the lumber schedule will receive consideration 
and undoubtedly should be put on the free list. 

The same is true as to wood pulp and paper. This is a mat- 
ter that is receiving much attention, and a matter that is worthy 
of the most careful consideration. I listened with much pleas- 
|} ure to the eloquent and very able speech made by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Trrreci], who is a 
trustee of an estate and a director in a large pulp company. 
He is therefore in a position to know and is an authority. His 
speech gives much valuable information and throws much light 
on the subject. And with the permission of the House, I will 
read from the CoNa@ressIONAL Recorp of February 15, 1008, 
pages 2107, 2108, 2109, 2112, and 2113, a part of what he had 
to say as to the tariff on pulp and the need of such tariff, how 
paper is made, as to the supply of wood, and the cost of manu- 
facturing paper: 





| We have up to this time failed, as far as I can learn by reading the 

|} comments in the newspapers or by the addresses on this floor, to ascer- 
tain one single reason why it should be done. No facts, no data, have 

| been given. It seems to have been assumed as a self-evident prepo- 
| sition. Therefore, inasmuch as I myself, as trustee of an estat ind 

| a director in one of the large pulp companies of this country, have a 

| certain personal interest in the matter, it seems to me my duty to 

|} exploit the subject. 
+ x * * * * . 

} Now, in order that this may properly be understood, it is necessary 
that 1 should in a sort of academic way state how paper is made. 
This may seem to be a matter of supers ation, and yet you can not 
understand the paper business and ites sae business unless you know 
how paper and pulp are made. Pulp is made out of the fiber of wood. 

| There is nothing in paper, except coloring matter, but wood. There 

| is nothing but wood in the paper which | hold before you. Th wood, 
reduced to fiber by a mechanical process, is placed in an immense tank 

| of water, and then the fiber is taken off by a paper machine, on a 

| cloth which revolves about rollers until it comes out a sheet, and to 

| come out a sheet, which is absolutely indispensable, it is necessary that 
| the fiber should be matted together, should hold together. The only 
wood thus far found, even under the inventive genius of the American 
| people, whose fiber is sufficiently long and strong and of the proper 
| color to mat together and make news paper is spruce You can make 
paper out of cottonwood and hemlock and pine. You can make it out 
of cornstalks, but you can not make it so that it will sell, be« e under 
| the present machinery and processes by which paper is made you have 
got to have a long, strong, tenacious fiber, and the only wood that is 
| known which produces that fiber is spruce wood Now, in making 
news paper that sap is not taken out of the fiber Therefore, when 
that fiber is matted together it has all the moisture in it 
* * * . x * - 
Mr. Trrrevtt. I was speaking about the subject of spruce in New 
York. More than one-half of the news paper of this country is made 
in the State of New York, and I will say to the gentleman, in addi- 
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tion, that the increase in the manufacture of paper has been so_won- 
derful, indeed marvelous, in this country since 1870 that the United 
States is now making more paper—almost as much paper as the rest 
of the civilized world. 

Mr. DriscoLt, Print paper? 

Mr. TirreLL. Yes. In New York the State has prohibited the cut- 
ting of timber of any kind for twenty years over a territory covering 
4,000 square miles. There are 3,588,803 acres of available spruce tim- 
ber lands in New York. But the Adirondack Park reservation contains 
2,807,760 acres of this, leaving 781,760 acres only for pulp supplies. 
Now, when we get to Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, we find 
there that spruce wood has become very largely denuded, and they are 
absolutely obliged to run their paper mills in those States by receiving 
their supply of paper from the Province of Quebec. They have been 
very wasteful, apparently, in the natural supply in their own country, 
but whether wasteful or not, those great mills are now dependent upon 
a foreign country to keep the mills going. I speak of these things in 
order to come to the most important, and really the only important, 
consideration in connection with the tariff on wood pulp. 
2,800,000 cords of spruce wood from the United States used last year 
in making pulp. 

There was obtained from Canada 736,000 cords, according 
official returns, but according to the estimates made in Canada, from 


800,000 to 1,000,000 cords of pulp logs were exported to this country, | 


necessary to keep our mills going; and the importance of maintaining 
our hold in order to secure wood to manufacture paper from was so 
great that paper manufacturers, than whom there are no more alert, 
far-sighted, and prophetie business men in the country, early saw that 
in order to conserve the spruce supply of the United States, not de- 
stroying small timber, but only cutting it out as it ought to be done 
so that the forest would replace itself, they must have supplies from 
the other side of the border on which to draw, not wholly, but only 
panty. so that they could properly cut down the spruce on the timber 
ands which they own, located in the United States, to supply the neces- 
sary deficiencies from the timber exports from the Province of Quebec. 
The importance of the tariff, therein, in regard to the maintenance 
of this great industry in our country—and there are 108 paper and 
pulp mills in the State of New York alone, and New York is dependent 
to run these mills upon the spruce which they receive from the Do- 
minion of Canada, and will become more and more so as the years 
pass by—in order to maintain those mills, to keep those mills going, 
it was not necessary to have a little picayune tariff of 15 per cent. 
That does not amount to anything; that is only one-third of the aver- 
age tariff rates of the Dingiey bill. There is not a paper mill in the 
United States but what could successfully maintain its competition 
with the Canadian mills if that little tariff of 15 per cent was the only 
consideration. Our paper sells higher and is better than any paper 
made on the other side of the line. We get better prices for it in 
England and on the Continent than they can get for Canadian paper, 
because it is better made and of higher quality, and the paper manu- 
facturers of the United States, if that was the only thing connected 
with the tariff, would come in here and request with all celerity and, 
as the eloquent gentleman from Missouri said, let any of these bills 
engineered by the “ big five” go into immediate enactment. 

The little joker, as the gentieman from Wisconsin said the other day 
about the Standard Oil tariff, the little joker to the tariff of 15 per 
cent, is what is needed and what has preserved this industry in our 
country. 

s * ca * a7 * * 

But they attached this provision to that tariff so that in case Can- 
ada should impose an export duty upon logs by what is known as a 
“ countervailing duty”’ our Government could impose an equal duty 
upon any pulp or paper if they attempted to import or sell it in this 
eountry. That, gentlemen, as I now ghall endeavor to show, has been 
the sole salvation of the paper mills of New York, and, if continued, 
will be the salvation of the paper mills of the country in the years to 
come, 
ply. In Ontario alone the pulp area is 80,000 square miles, or ap- 
proximately 51,000,000 acres, to say nothing of greater areas still in 
Quebec, Labrador, and the great Northwest. 

Mr. Bonynoes. Is there any tariff on the spruce wood? 

Mr. TIRRELL. No. 

Mer. GAInes of Tennessee. How would the export tax affect the value 
of the log on this side? 

Mr. Trrrett. Logs are admitted free. There is no export duty. I 
will now proceed and inform the gentlemen and the House what the 
condition is that is confronting us in regard to this great industry. 
And, gentlemen, right upon that point I want to give you a few fig- 
ures as to the extent of it. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LitTrie- 
PIELD] told me a few minutes ago that one-third of all the capital in 
that great State which was invested in manufacturing enterprises was 
invested in the paper and pulp industry. The product of the pulp and 
paper mills of this country amounts to over $200,000,000. There are 
$3800,000,000 of invested capital, and $52,000,000 yearly paid in wages. 

w oa : ~*~ ae oe 2 

Mr. GAtNes of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell us how many 
companies are in this International Paper Company? 

Mr. TIRRELL. Twenty-four. 

Mr. Grass.*Will the gentleman tell me whether a newspaper pub- 
lisher can not get a rate from any of these so-called “‘ independent ” 
companies of the country? 

Mr. Trrretu. That statement has been absolutely denied time and 
time again - 

Mr. Gnuass. Now, I am a newspaper publisher and I assert here you 
ean not get a rate from an independent company. 

Mr, Tinrect. I know the gentleman is entirely mistaken in his posi- 
tion; I do not care whether he publishes a paper or not. 

Mr. GLAss. I publish two, and I avow here I can not get a quotation 
from a so-called “‘ independent” mill in this country. 

Mr. Trrretu. I decline any further to yield to discuss the question. 
I want you to bear these things in mind. There is an increase in labor 
cost between 30 and 40 per cent, which is one-third of all that is paid 
out in the mill itself, and two-thirds, if you reckon all the labor that 
goes into paper, going back to the forest where the timber is cut. 


Mr. HAUGEN. While I do not intend at this time to go into 
an extensive discussion of the wood-pulp or paper question, I 
wish to say, if it is true, as stated by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Tirrett}|—and there is no question about that, as 
it comes from. high authority—that labor has enly advanced 


There were | 


to the | 


In Canada, if anywhere in the world, is the tnexhaustible sup- | 


| 











advanced from 30 to 40 per cent, then the average increased cost 
is only about 25 per cent. If, as contended by some, there is 
trust, and there is no doubt about that, and if quotations ean not 
be had by independent mills, as stated by the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Guass], and if it is true, as stated by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Tirrety], that the product of the pulp 
and paper mills of this country amounts to over $200,000,000 
annually, with only $300,000,000 invested capital and only $32,. 
000,000 annually paid in wages, which is claimed is one-third 
of all that is paid out, or one-third of the cost, then the tota) 
cost is only ninety-six million and the net profits are more than 
one hundred and four million. If our supply of pulp logs is 
exhausted, and if 736,000 cords of pulp wood has to be im- 
ported annually, and if our paper mills are dependent upon 
foreign countries to keep our mills going, and if the 15 per cent 
duty is not needed, then there can be no question but that the 
15 per cent duty, or $6 per ton, on paper and $1.63 on wood 
pulp should be removed, certainly to the extent recommended 
by the President in his message, a part of which I will read: 


WOOD PULP AND PAPER FREP. 

I am of the opinion, however, that one change in the tariff could 
with advantage be made forthwith. Our forests need every protection, 
and one method of protecting them would be to put upon the free list 
wood pulp, with a corresponding reduction upon paper made from 
wood pulp, when they come from any country that does not put an ex- 
port duty upon them. 

And I would add “ or on logs or pulp wood.” 

In conelusion let me say that I believe and contend that inas- 
much as American wage-earners and American eapital help to 
maintain and contribute to our national prosperity, growth, and 
greatness, they should be given protection against foreign manu- 
facturers and producers who pay no taxes here, who pay less 
for labor, and who can afford to sell for a less price by reason of 
cheap labor. But that does not imply that there should be a 
tariff on all products, certainly not on those which do not need 
protection, or such as will foster and protect fraud, deception, 
trusts, monopolies, and combinations. Every Republican tariff 
act has contained a large list of articles on the free list. If you 
will turn to pages 194 to 203, volume 30, United States Statutes 
at Large, you will find that the Dingley Act contains a free list 
of more than 200 articles and classes of articles. 

As before stated, I am a protectionist, but in view of the ex- 
isting trusts, monopolies, combinations, high prices, and the 
eonditions of our forests, I believe that the tariff schedules, 
such as billets, wire rods, steel sheets, lumber, wood pulp, and 
paper, should receive immediate attention and the duties modi- 
fied if not totally removed. And until the trusts manufacture 
a fence wire and furnish the American consumer with a better 
quality, a more rust-resisting wire, a quality equally as good 
as that furnished by other countries, or as good as that manu- 
factured here years ago, greater in efficiency and economy than 
that which it is now manufacturing and selling, I favor the 
admittance, free of duty, wire suitable for this purpose. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend remarks in the Recorp upon the subject of American 
passports. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded by the get- 
tleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


REVENUS-CUTTER SERVICE. 


For amount required to be added to appropriation expenses, Revenue- 
Cutter Service, 1908, to carry out the provisions of acts of April 16 and 
May 11, 1908, for the remainder of the current fiscal year, $54,2-/.v»- 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 6, after line 21, insert: “‘ Hereafter the salary of each assistant 
appraiser of merchandise at the port of New York shall be at the rate 
of $4,000 per annum.” 

Mr. ‘TAWNBY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York if this is the same rate-—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will ask the gentleman if this is the same 
rate carried in the bill which has been reported from the Coll 
mittee on Ways and Means to the House? : 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is the same rate the salaries 
have always borne to the appraisers’ salary, reported from time 
to time. Last year it was $3,500. The appraisers’ salaries were 
raised on this bill last year from six to eight thousand, and t's 
is to give the assistant appraisers the same rate, preserving “e 
proportion between the salaries that they have always hi: 

Mr. BUTLER. Is this in favor of New York alone? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The assistant appraisers «t the 
port of New York have always had a salary of 50 per cu! of 


- from 30 to 40 per cent, and if material (wood pulp) has only | that which was given to the appraisers, Last year the salary of 
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the appraisers was raised from $6,000 to $8,000, and by this 
amendment the assistant appraisers would get the same pro- 
orion. 

' Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. The point of order has been 
reserved. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Judgments: For payment of the judgments, including costs, against 
the District of Columbia, set forth in House Document No. 880, of this 
cession, $20,848.90, together with a further sum sufficient to pay the 
interest, at not exceeding 4 per cent, on said judgments, as provided 
by law, from the date the same became due until the date of payment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word, for the purpose of getting some infor- 
mation. On page 23 there is an appropriation of $20,000 for the 
purpose of paying judgments against the District of Columbia. 
Why should the money be appropriated out of the Treasury to 
pay judgments against the District of Columbia, and not the 
usual provision that one-half of it at least should be paid out of 
the revenues of the District? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
turn over to page 24 he will find that all of these items are paid 
one-half out of the revenues of the District and one-half out of 
the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
not see that provision. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a series of provisions relating to the 
District of Columbia, and the last paragraph states the propor- 
tion that is to come out of the funds of the District and of the 
Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That is all right; I did 


I withdraw the pro forma 


For increased pay of officers and enlisted men of the Army, under the | 


provisions the 


$1,250,000. 

Mr. HAY. I move to strike out the last word. I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Minnesota if this paragraph just 
read provides for the additional pay for the Army? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I do not know what paragraph the gen- 
tleman is referring to. Is it the first paragraph under “ mili- 
tary establishment? ” 

Mr. HAY. It is the first paragraph on page 
pay of officers and enlisted men.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the amount made necessary by the 
increase of pay of officers and men authorized at this session. 

Mr. HAY. The sum appropriated is $1,250,000, and it is for 
the fiscal year from the 11th of May until the Ist of July. 

Mr. TAWNEY. From the 1ith of May until the 1st of July 
the increased pay authorized by the last military appropriation 
act is $1,250,000, 


of Army appropriation act approved May 11, 1908, 


a 
25, 


“ increased 


Mr. HAY. So that for the whole year it will be $10,000,000? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
Mr. HAY. And the $7,000,000 carried in the Army appropri- 


ation bill will not be sufficient by $3,000,000 to meet the increase 
made by that bill, and there will be a deficiency next year of 
$3,000,000 on that item alone. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman is entirely correct, for 
the reason that this estimate for the remainder of this fiscal 
year is made by the Department under the law which we passed 
at this session” of Congress as they construe it. Now, that 
‘mount will meet the requirements of that law for about forty- 
five days. And if it takes $1,250,000 to meet the requirements 
for forty-five days, the gentleman can easily estimate the 
amount required for the year. 

Mr. HAY. I have figured it up, and there will be a deficiency 
of $3,000,000 at the end of the next fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the formal amendment 
will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

F BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 


ie pressage, fuel, books and blanks, stationery, advertising, fur- 
‘ure and interior fittings for general storehouses and pay offices in 


jy¥.yerds; coffee mills and repairs thereto; expenses of naval cloth- 
tolle +.) *nd machinery for same, postage, telegrams, telephones, 
a ages, yeoman’s stores, safes, newspapers, ice, and other inci- 
dental enses, $10,000. 

Mr. MURLESON, Mr. Chairman, on April 2 I addressed the 
; _ i connection with my amendment to the agricultural 
a. ‘tion bill intended to abolish gambling in cotton on the 
ate = ses, and in my remarks I made specific reference to the 
pilates * of New York as a cotton market. Numerous com- 
tar th © appeared in the public press on my remarks, criticis- 
— i certain particulars. I now wish to refer to some of 
dian ‘nents and to prove by statistics such of my former 


as have been criticised, 


I will say to the gentleman that if he will | 











| the 


I will first read an editorial from the New York Journal of 
Commerce and Commercial Bulletin of April 18, as follows: 


SYSTEMATIZING THE COTTON TRADE. 
Among the many subjects before the annual convention of the 
National Association of Cotton Manufacturers in Boston, as well as 


before gatherings of cotton growers in the past, that of systematizing 
the trade in cotton on a more satisfactory basis takes a prominent 
place. The prevailing dissatisfaction with the methods of the ex- 
changes at New York and New Orleans, which tend to excess In specu- 
lation, is causing an agitation which is likely to lead to some radical 
change. If the exchanges do not take the lead in the needed reforms 
they are liable to be superseded altogether as a leading agency of the 
business of cotton trading. They have not only been under criticism 
and subject to undiscriminating denunciation in recent years, but have 
been undergoing an official investigation of which the report is still 
somewhat anxiously awaited, while Congress has been importuned to 
take action which would practically put them out of business. The 
New York Cotton Exchange has been particularly under fire of the 
growers and has few defenders among manufacturers, on account of 
the manner of its dealing in options and futures, which is often char- 
acterized as sheer gambling on the fluctuation of prices which is largely 
manipulated by the ‘traders. 

Conditions in the cotton trade have changed a great deal in recent 
times, and the methods of handling it have not kept pace with require- 
ments. Planters do not as in former times depend upon marketing the 
crop promptly in the picking and ginning season in order to raise 
money to pay debts, and are not so much at the mercy of middlemen. 
They are establishing warehouses quite extensively for storing the 
product and distributing their sales more generally over the months 
following the harvest season. The through bill of lading from centers 
of production in the cotton region to destination in manufacturing 
districts or abroad has greatly lessened accumulation at distributing 
points. Cotton for export goes largely from southern ports and that 
for New England factories goes on through bills to the purchasers, and 
there is little “ spot” cotton disposed of in New York by the traders. 
Mr. BurRLEeSON, in supporting his bill, intended to put a step to specu- 
lating in futures, which he has offered as a “rider” on the agricul- 
tural ores bill in the hope of thus getting it through, quoted 
figures the other day purporting to show that while 205,859 bales of 


cotton were received in New York in 1900-1901, the number has de- 
creased gradually and was only 23,108 in 1906-7. Nevertheless, over 
100,000,000 bales were sold on the exchange last year, and the Texas 


Congressman charged that the cost of these speculative operations in 
commissions, interest on margins, and other expenses amounted to 
many millions which must indirectly come out of producers or con- 
sumers or both. 

Mr. 


MacColl, in his address before the convention in Boston advyo- 
| cating the establishment of an exchange there, was severe in his crit- 


icism of prevailing methods and favored a plan like that at Bremen, 
where the exchange membership is made up of merchant dealers and 
manufacturers and there is no trading in futures. The claim is made 
that the prices are successfully established through the relation of 
supply and demand and kept from undue fluctuation without the fever 
of speculation that prevails where there is so much dealing in fictitious 
transactions and so little interest on the part of the traders in actual 
cotton for use in manufacturing. The most serious complaint against 
the New York Exchange has been due to the multiplicity of grades, 
allowing deliveries on contracts of cotton that is of no use to manu 


facturers and) failing to supply what they want, with a settlement of 
differences which are fixed for an entire year. In the great bulk of 
cases selling for future delivery means no delivery at all, and much 


practically worthless cotton passes for nominal delivery like counters 
in a gambling game. 

The New York Exchange has becn recognizing the need of reform in 
cotton trading and especially in the rules of exchange dealing and has 


somewhat modified its range of grades for delivery which formerly 
numbered about thirty. Its committee has been advocating a system 
of certification of cotton in warehouses in the South, guaranteeing 


grades and quality, and dealing in certificates or warrants on the ex 
change, which shall call for the grades required, with a display of 
samples here according to which deliveries shall be made to purchasers. 
There seems to be in this suggestion the germ of an improved system 
and Mr. MacColl appeared to approve of it but claimed that the place 
for working it out was not New York but a city in New England, 
“where two-thirds of the spindles of the country are located and 2,500, 
000 bales of cotton are annually consumed.” “It is in New England,” 
he said, “‘ that most of the finer class of goods are made, and especially 
as regards staple cotton a central market would be of great advan 
tage.” This is plausible, but with a properly developed warehouse and 
certificate system the chief exchange might be more advantageously lo 
cated at the financial and banking center than at a city about which 
manufacturing interests center. The trader, as the intermediary 
between the producer and the consumer, the medium for bringing de 
mand and supply together and adjusting their relation in the fixing of 
price, can hardly be eliminated. The mechanism of exchange is neces 
sary, and properly managed is an economy in business. In the cotton 
trade it has got out of order and in bad adjustment and needs to be 
better adapted to its purpose, but it can not be safely cast aside. 


This editorial was followed on the 21st by a letter addressed 
to the editor of the New York Journal of Commerce and Com- 
mercial Bulletin from Mr. Alfred B. Shepperson, which reads as 
follows: 

COTTON AT NEW YORK. 
THE IMPORTANCE OF THE METROPOLITAN MARKET IN ACTUAL 
Editor of The Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin. 


Srr: An editorial in the issue of 18th instant of your valuable journal 
does such injustice to New York as a cotton market that I beg that you 
will give space to a brief statement showing the annual receipts, ex- 

rts, and sales of cotton of New York since 1900 and the number of 
yales delivered on “ futur®s”’ contracts each season during the same 


DEALINGS. 


| period. 


It is true that of what statisticians call “net receipts” only 23,000 
bales were received in New York during the year ending August 31, 1907. 
To avoid counting the same cotton more than once in the statistics of 
receipts it is the unvarying custom to count the cotton as “ net receipts ” 
at the port it first reaches. On its arrival at other ports it is counted 
in what is known as “ gross receipts.” From its geographical position 
it is evident that all cotton reaching New York by water must have 
previously arrived at some other port and been counted in its net re- 
ceipts. f a lot of cotton should be shipped from an interior town of 
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lina to Boston by way of steamer from Charleston to New 

i thence to Boston it wou!d be counted in the “ net receipts” of 

n and in the “ gross receipts” of New York and Boston. Any 

t urs¢ ould result in the same cotten being counted three times 
in the commercial crop. 

Some recent speeches in Congress and the editorial In your paper of 
18ih instant would create the very erroneous impression that New York 
received and handled only 23,000 bales of eotton in the year ending 
August 31, 1907. The files of the Journal of Commerce and Commer- 
cial Bulletin show that 480,000 bales of cotton were actually exported 
from New York to Europe and the East during that season, and, of 
course, it must have been received first. The receipts at the southern 
ports are almost entirely “ net receipts,” so that the figures of net re- 
eeipts fairly represent the quantity ef eotton received at these ports; 
but New York gets cotton from all southern ports. Aceording to the 
official records of the New York Cotton Exchange the receipts, exports, 
and sales of “spot cotton” at this port for each year ending August 
31 were as follows: 

| Gross re- 
ceipts. 


Exports.| Sales. 


Bales. Bales. Bales. 
I i eee z , 251,000 633,000 92,00) 
iii ae ida subiaie ee nal , 207,000 687 ,000 114,000 
1902-3 Sa ~ ni aa ,213,000 492 ,000 | 123,000 
1903-4...... aan 7 ; a ,171,000 | 494,000 | 245,000 
SI ccennnnenaae ; shia : wl , 439,000 659,000 104,000 
1905-4 =? ee Se al » , 263,000 514,000 226,000 
1906-7 — ativelin — wad , 413 ,000 480,000 118,000 


During the above seven seasons 773,000 bales were sold for spinners 
and 248,000 for export The quantity of cotton actually delivered 
en “ futures” contracts during each season since 1900 was as follows: 

Bales. 
1900-1901 _ ; 8375, 000 
1901-2 ____. uf 397, 000 
1902-3 600, 000 
1903 283, 000 
1904—5 a adniiew deostvnitcguinmaaagatetidiaiianeiapnaiinminiaiemedmateenstid emits an 
Sere ne 478, 000 
TE cntatniee raigetiiabinaen 460, 000 

The figures for the number of bales of cotton delivered upon “ futures 
contracts,” as well as al! other statistics in this communication, are 
from the records of the New York Cotton Exchange. 

4s a matter of fact the New York receipts and exports and sales 
of spot cottem have for many years been much larger than those of any 
other American ports except Galveston, New Orleans, and Savannah 
in the order named. 

I am confident that your sense of justice will induce you to give 
prominence to this letter in view of the erroneous impression which 
would naturally be conveyed by the editorial of 18th instant. 

Yours, very truly, 
ALFReD B. SHEPPERSON. 

In compliance with the request contained in this letter of 
Mr. Shepperson’s, the New York Journal of Commerce and 
Commercial Bulletin, in its issue of April 22, had the following 
editorial: 

NEW YORK AS A COTTON MARKET. 

In discussing the subject of marketing cotton the other day we cited 
from a speech of Mr. Burieson of Texas, in the House of Representa- 
tives, a statement regarding the receipts of cotton at New York, which 
gave an altogether unfair impression of the importance of the cotton 
market of this city, without making the qualification or explanation 
necessary to correct that impression. This was done in a letter from 
Mr. Alfred B. Sheppersen, which was printed in connection with our 
cotton-market reports yesterday, but lest it escape the attention of 
some who received the erroneous impression it is only fair to present 
the main point as conspicuously as the statement of the Texas Con- 
gressman was cited. : 

Mr. Burteson, in criticising the methods of the cotton exchange, 
sought to belittle New York as a market for cotton, and in order to 
show, he said, “exactly how much cotton has been received” here in 
recent years, he gave figures from “a book prepared by one of the 
numerous defenders of the New York Exchange and its practices,”’ 
representing that the receipts in 1906-7 amounted to only 23,108 
bales. From this he coneluded that “this exchange could not render 
much aid in marketing cotton if the cotton did not go there.” Mr 
Shepperson explains that this figure represents only what are called 
“net receipts,’ or receipts at the port which the cotton first reaches 
It is only what came from the fields directly to New York and does 
net include that which comes by water from southern ports after 
being counted as “net reteipts” there. 

Mr. Shepperson gites figures compiled from the official records of 
the cotton exchange, which show that the gross receipts at New 
York in 1906-7 were 1,413,000 bales, which was considerably more 
than the average for the six preceding years, in which Mr. BurRLESoN 
soycht to show a heavy decline, being exceeded only in 1964-5. The 
quantity exported from here was 480,000 bales and the sales of 
“spot cotton” amounted to 118,000 bales. The quantity actually 
delivered on future contracts was 460,000 bales. These figures are 
undoubtedly authentic and show that those of Mr. Burieson were 
wittingly or unwittingly quite false In the impression they were in 
tended to convey. New York has for many years ranked next to Gal 
veston, ow Orleans, and Savannah in receipts, exports, and “ spot 
sales” of cotton. 


Further criticism of my statement and a boast of the stand- 
ing of New York as a cotton market appeared in an open letter 
by Henry Hentz, 2 member of the New York Cotton Exchange, 
which was published*in the New York Journal of Commerce 
and Commercial Bulletin on April 23. It is as follows: 

New York as To Corron RANKS Taurirp As a Spor Marxer. 
Bditor Txe Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin. 


Sin: My partners and I felt very sorry to read in your issue of 18th, 
on the editorial page, an article headed “ Systematizing the Cotton 
Trade,” which wrongtully attacks the New York Cotten Exchange, as 

we 


shown in Mr. A. B. Shepperson’s admirable letter printed In your issue 
of this date. 


May 18 


; 
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The article will be seized upon by men who are ignorant of the cotton 
trade here as justifying their opinion of the exchange. Our contra,: 
is practically the same as those of the New Orleans and Liverpoo} 
changes. In doing away with the quarter grades the number of grades 
deliverable here on contracts has been reduced. 

Our system is all right. The clamor for delivery of only the grag 
the spinner of fine yarns wants is nensense. The buyers in the sout! 
markets have, as a rule, to take round lots, and then select such eo; 
as will suit their orders for export or for American mills. Our ; 
tracts, as you know, permits delivery of any grade between and includ 
good ordinary (white and blue) and fair, also tinged cotton from strict 
good middling to low middling, and in stained cotton not below mia- 
dling. The amount of poor staple cotton in the certificated stock 
practically nil. During the past season low-grade cotton was in 
demand, because no cotton mill, in selling goods ahead, would sk 
having them rejected as not coming up to the quality sold, and eyey 
now we hear that the same precaution is being taken to avoid the 
goods being rejected. New York, as shown by Mr. Shepperson, ran} 
neat to Savannah as a spot cotton market. 

I wish to call your attention to the fact that all the interior toy 
in the South ship cotton on through bills of lading to our eastern 
mills and to Purope, consequently, as cotton markets, the ports hay 
lost their importance. I much doubt if, with the exception of New 
Orleans, 10 per cent of the receipts at the other ports is cotton to be 
sold there. The residue is shipped to the eastern mills and Europe 
from the railway stations to the ocean steamers; therefore, Mr. Shep- 
person is right, from the statistics he gave in his letter, in saying that 
New York comes nezt to Savannah as a cotton market. 

When the New York contract in 1872-73 did not permit the deli, 
of cotton below low middling, the complaints from the South that « 
contract was a gambling one were loud, that it shut out usefu! cotton 
below that grade, the change was made. Now the clamor is raised t 
low grades are deliverable, which, as stated above, is permitted 
New Orleans and Liverpool exchanges. 

As one of the few charter members of our exchange (only seven now 
survive the 100 in 1870) I take pride in being still connected with it. 
Very few outside of the cotton trade realize the usefulness of the ex- 
changes, that if they were abolished we should return to the chaotic 
conditions that existed prior to 1870, when the changes in prices wer 
violent, and failures were plentiful. The cotton exchanges prevent 
xrices from going too high or too low. In 1868 and 1869 cotton in 
Fiverpoel ranged from 73d. to 133d. No one wants a return to such 
conditions. The planters then sold before the advance was had. 

Very truly, yours, 


A 


is 


re 


Henry Hentz, of Henry Hentz & € 

Mr. Chairman, I will first address myself to the claim 
made by Messrs. Hentz and Shepperson that the gross mo 
ments of cotton to New York proves that that market is holdi 
its own in contradistinction to my claim, viz, that the net 1 
ceipts have been steadily dwindling and showed the decline of 
New York as a market. I submit a tabulation on the subject 
which (I think) conclusively bears out my contention and fu 
ther confirms my position that as a spot market it has fallen 
into a state of decadence. 

It is a well-established commercial fact that merchandise or 
commodities (of any kind) seek the best markets—those offer- 
ing the best inducements for profit—and as a logical sequence 
stocks tend to converge to such marts. 

Inasmuch as strenuous (though, as I think, untenable) objec- 
tion is urged to using the net receipts, taken from their own 
statistical tables, as a measure of New York’s standing 1s a 
eotton market, I will adopt another, 

The tabulation I now offer shows the stock of cotton held 
New York and New Orleans in the last week in December ! 
the past thirty years and also the percentage said stock was 
of the entire crop for each year. In order to make more plain 
the real condition I also submit a table showing same by decades. 


Stocks of cotton in New York and New Orleans in last week of l) 
ber and the per cent of the total commercial crop. 


Stocks in New | Stocks in New 


York. Orleans. 


Bales. | Per cent. Per cent. 
139 ,000 - 
153,000 1! 2.98 
221 ,000 1.97 | & 3.06 
104,000 -76 5 3.30 
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t in New York and New Orleans in last week of Decenr- | 
the per cent to the total commercial » rem, by decades 
New York. New Orleans. 

Bales. |Percent.| Bales. | Per cent. 

ial hi 184,000 3.1 | 358,000 6.1 
verage)...............| 210,000 2.6 400,000 5.1 | 
rage)....---.-2----.| 124,000 1.1 | 403,000 3.6 | 
asm Rak Se imnial ties - | 

these figures what do you fina? Take them by 
the second decade, 1887 to 1896, a gain over the | 
in New York and New Orleans of about 11 per | 
‘rux comes in the third decade (1897-1906), the | 
ere New Orleans shows a slight gain and New | 
0 per cent. And this, too, in face of the size of | 
| 


‘+h jumps from an average of about 7,886,000 to 

an increase of over 40 per cent. 

while the stock of the last decade at 
s larger than that of the first decade by about 
at of New York for the corresponding period is 
( although the size of the crop rose from an 

5,911,000 bales to 11,210,000 bales, a gain of 90 


rse still 


| in slightly different form, the relative position of 


ks of New York and New Orleans in the three | 
changed 45 per cent against New York during 


he volume of the crop increased 90 per cent. 
rs. Hentz and Shepperson contradict or controvert 
stated? And do these figures sustain the claim 
and the New York Journal of Commerce that 
s holding her own as a spot market? 
le that there are no reasons for this? A few years | 
firms were bringing cotton to New York to stay 


el 
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there, banked. of 





and against which they Several these firms 
retired from business at the end of 1896, when the a1 ary 
rule of fixing differences in values between grades was adopted; 
| but others were left to continue said operations notwithstanding 
this uneconomical legislation on the part of the New )y 
Exchange. Just here arises the point. Those pernicious 1 
tions—uncommercial, unjust, and selfish—of the exchange be 
gan in 1896, and it is well known that some of those cot- 
| ton brokers who then retired saw that a bk had bec ! 
| the exchange and felt that the end was in sight A mere in 
at the stocks in New York after 1896 will serve to show how 
rapidly and permanently the amount carried there dwi ed. 
Mr. Chairman, I again insist that the gross movement of 
cotton to New York does not fairly indicate or measure its 
| standing as a cotton market. Thousands of bales of cotton may 
| pass through there on through bills of lading to mills in the 
East or for export to Europe; but what bearing does this have 
on its importance as a cotton market? One might as well claim 
that Sabine Pass or Port Arthur in Texas are markets for 
cotton of growing imports ance because statistics show that the 
volume of cotton passing through these ports is steadily increas- 
ing—this deduction is as logical as the claim put forward by 
the defenders of the New York Exchange. But, Mr. Chairman, 


I want to be absolutely fair. 

Let me present New York as a cotton market as shown by 
sales of cotton and exports from that city and New Ork 
covering a period of a quarter of a century from 1SS1-S2 to 


ans 


1906-07. I have compiled a table showing averages of five-year 
periods and the percentage the sales and exports form of the 
total crop. The conditions revealed by this table will prove 


quite interesting, if not enlightening, to the defenders of these 
exchanges, both of which, by this table, are shown to be falling 
into a decadent state, and are rapidly ceasing to be of benefit 
or importance to the cotton trade. 

















and exports of cotton at New York and New Orleans, total crop end percentage sales and exports at these points form of total crop: 
1881 to 1907.* 
} 
! Percentage 
> . Total exports and sales and ex- 
le 
Exports. Sales. } oan ports form of 
| total crop 
Year. Crop. ' ; 
New New Or- New New Or- New New Or New NewOr- 
Some Poy: York. leans. | York. leans. | York. | leans York. | leans. 
r 
pesuce cincdebecesdhodbaes cabbeusntnontatbedesédbedhsbtentnes ! | 13, 305, 265 480, 000 ayaa, O08 118, 000 | 915, 000 i 598,000 | 2,987,000 | 4.5 | 22.4 
©, -cecndecneccsesnésabibdedelstne ash aN. he ied a 10, 725,602 | 514,000 | 1,570,000 | 226, 000 700, 000 | 740,000 | 2,270, 000 6.9 | 21.2 
pronavwen eiisisiiitageat tania Mbieai intitle ated dink cin 13, 697,310 | 659, 000 | 2" 549, 000 | 94,000! 953,000] 753,000 | 3,502, 000 5.5 25.6 
vai ceaae huis en aneren tte lin mecca coinanae 10,015,721 | 494,000} 1,762,000} 183,000 976, 000 | 677,000 | 2,738,000} 6.8 7.3 
cccescoccesccdetdsosbesedeesebagbeubedbbadseoseeteebeesoeet 10, 784, 473 492,000 | 2,112,000 123, 000 924, 000 615, 000 3, 036, COO 5.7 28. 2 
pose gui eapeieieiesiiantiniiainebadidtl italien ioe snc ciianaiantihitiattnattecahid 11,705,674 | 527,800 | 2,013, 000 | 148, 800 | 893,600 | 676,600 | 2, 906, 600 |} 68) 24.8 
i i | 
00 0000 0000 00ce oe e0eees 666600 SOUSCSS COCO SOOO CEOSCE Ce CESSeCSCecee 9, 748, 646 687,000 | 1,954,000 114, 000 1,023, 000 801,000 | 2,977,000 | 8.2 0.5 
PUNE. sonnsecsccneninnssshissbebbedatantsbetdeaddebadoéemtactaua 10, 245, 602 633, 000 2, 087, 000 92,000 | 1,001,000 | 725,000 | 3,038,000 | 7.1 9.7 
FEI 00s ccccccce ser cbeeesese ees SSS c eo Esonceccce co ceecscoeccoceecees 9, 507, 786 577, 000 1, 653, 000 149,000 | 1,002,000 | 726,000 | 2,655,000 | 7.6 27.9 
Joe 000s ccccescesessehsenseeebs bbe Sesbessoccccas coccesesosseeececces 11, 274,840 | 643,000} 1,914,000; 97,000 1,008,000 | 740,000 | 2,917,000 6.6 25.9 
Dc conse ccceeesescos Seneseeeewaedseebes Sbbsnoaeooeeeeadseenceseoesocs 11, 199, 904 764, 000 2, 384, 000 162,000 ; 1,148,000 926,000 | 3,532,000 8. 1.5 
1st egemadtie nei tones bh tan cianenambiniete 10,395,374 | 660,800 | 1,988,400 | 122,800/| 1,085,400| 783, 600 | 3,023, 800 7.5 29.1 
| | 
A eT | 8,757,964 | 687,000 | 1,984,000 | 270,000; 1,054,000 | 957,000 | 3,038, 000 10.9 34.7 
wp osm enudgereaiiinmmmnitiaitia lai ieee ae nent es taint | 7,157,346 698, 000 | 1, 619, 000 | 168, 000 | 864,000 | 866,000 | 2,483,000 12.1 34.7 
sansvesehsanqntaershhbaehtinhadabbbbessatarephecnqsandpetét | 9,901,251 | 811,000 | 2,064,000 | 112,000} 1,129,000} 923,000} 3, 183, 000 9.3 2 
o Ce ececcceccecweeeSecececrccecsess cece cccccccccecccccccces | 7,649,817 | 798,000) 1,687,000 | 204,000) 927,000 | 997,000} 2,564, 00 13. 1.0 
coe cecccceccc coccsewnscscesecaccsess ceecscocccccce ecceeseess| 6,700,365 | 715,000 | 1,339,000) 159,000 866,000 | 904,000 | 2,205, 000 13.5 2.9 
i i 
Pe. coscceancdbeaenestesiint te inencésaudutadséiien | 8,013,349 740, 800 1, 726, 600 188, 600 | 968,000 | 929, 400 2, 694, 600 11. ¢ 3.6 
ov Cece cccec cece ceseecsedeboeesseotocegusééecesececs ecccceseseees| 9,085,379 | 792,000 | 2,163,000 | 180,000 | 1,228,000 72,000 | 3,391, 000 10 7.5 
i 8 =6- ss Sa eaincdonnsenetiennenguaehdlaniinebiaiiianads anambenbadnnaehen 8, 652, 597 784,000 | 1,956,000 147, 000 1, 155, 000 931, 000 111, 000 10 6.0 
oat cocccccnccnnccubapeneevuramdastuadtetihé hcdeattbehendbes coke 7,472,511 | 761,000} 1,841,000 | 459,000| 1,034,000 |1,220,000 | 2,875,000 16. 8.5 
ceccoucounndsbutbadbbadbasdabddebcbblbdsctéabbtdwebbésbec 6, 938, 290 |1, 073, 000 1, 489, 000 594, 000 864,000 11,667,000 | 2,5 0 24.0 y 
ocecccensscecenedepecéepesionsessovedhacss eeseseceessesenenee} 7,046,833 | 905,000 | 1,525,000 | 448, 000 955, 000 /1, 353,000 | 2,478,000} 19.2 2 
' ‘ . tea 
occ rosa cede babeens opebbeaecedsdes coscdbiccccccsedcecsence 7,829,122 | 863,000 | 1,794,400 | 365,600 | 1,047,200 {1,228,600 | 2,841, 600 15. 7 3 
' 
- | ' 
occcanncncounqeduiiiibns iii ie ei ae 6, 505,087 | 841,000} 1,475,000 | 314,000 836,000 |1,155,000 | 2,311,000 17.8 35.5 
Sipnvececcnccnnsnpneiimmnioaam has anéedaenaamaneonesers | 6,575,691 | 849,000 | 1,557,000 | 489,000 | 1,069,000 |1,338,000 | 2,626, 000 20.3 39.9 
prosccecccscons cckabbeneesseesed peeddaembedadfisndebesksscasscseceres | 6,706,165 | 775,000 | 1,335,000) 534,000 980,000 [1,309,000 | 2,315, 000 22.9 ! 
g "errors ceccec cesns sécatnvereesesecoccneesseubotocddshecctese couse 5,713,200 | 644,000} 1,451,000 422, 000 1, 162, 000 |1,066,000 | 2,615, 000 18.7 : 
“8+ + 20a seeceesesees ecbebensunancucsbouseencecenediécccanceesecs 6900, Te | THeee 1,604,000 | 506,000 1, 385, 000 |1, 280, 000 2, 989, 000 18.4 13.0 
B EVUERGO.....  eccuscnevasedbes bbudbimasedbssscscscycecees Geeeeedees | 6, 289,980 | 776,600} 1,484,400 | 453,000 | 1,086,400 /1,229,600 | 2,570,800 19. 5 40.9 
Diitnn comemncsnnmtpeintiiiiibinsithies atest iin el ncaiiee 5, 456,048 | 628,000 | | 1,170,000 | 514,000 | 1,233,000 |1,142,000 | 2,403, 000 20.9 14.0 
- | ’ 
‘ p figures are as published by the Bureau of the Census and those of salesand exports as published in Cotton Facts by Alfred B. Sheppers 
ae rman, to the average layman statistical figures are | submit that this table and these figures bearing on the status 
. ‘Using, and when handled by an adept can be made | of New York as a cotton market should be and will prove clear 
i © iy ne . . . - . 
ing, but when they are juggled by experts whose | and convincing to all but those willfully blind. 
aah a ndangered they can become, and are frequently Mr. Chairman, the averages of the actual sales of cotton in 
 - ) be grossly misleading. New York for the five-year period ending with the year 1887 
t | Aa : . . . : 
. adept, neither am I an expert, statistician, but I | was 453,000 bales, compared with 148,000 for the five-year 
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period ending with the year 1907, a loss of 67 per cent. The 
from New York during the earlier period mentioned 
amounted to 776,600 bales, compared with 527,800 for the last 
period, a loss of 20 per cent. 

The fact should also be kept in mind that the size of the 
crop inereased from an average during the first period of 
6,289,980 to 11,705,674 bales for the latter period. 


exports 


in 1SS1-S2 constituted 20.9 per cent of the entire crop and that 
since then, reckoning by the five-year period, she has evidenced 
her decadence by a diminishing of this percentage as follows: 


Per cent. 
For 19. 5 
For 7 
lor 
For 
For 


the 
the 


ending 1886-8 
period ending 181-9: 
the period ending 1896-9 
the period ending 1901-2 
the period ending 1906-7. 


period 


This table | 
also shows that the sales and exports of cotton in New York | 
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| the spinners are not buying freely.” 
| ducer of cotton that this low-grade stuff be used for pi 


| tically once a season, to stand, regardless of the change \ 
| may be brought about by supply and demand. 
tract is debauched and degraded. 


May 18, 


—— 


of managers of the exchange, Mr. Arthur R. Marsh, “ Such 


as 
It is unfair to the pro. 
of tender, thus hammering down prices; and it is dishoncs 
the consumer of cotton because the narrowness of the New Yo; 
spot market is such that its transactions can not be honest) 
used as a basis for fixing contract differences. Because of thjs 
they are driven to an arbitrary fixing of these differences prac. 
hich 
Thus thei: con- 


Leon Say, the great French political economist, second if not 
equal to Adam Smith, taught that of all the evils and 


*, | mares that could befall a nation, none compared to a «i 
| circulating medium. 


The New York Cotton Exchange }, 


| based and debauched its contract so that it has become : 


And for the year 1907 only 4.5 per cent of the entire crop was | 


sold and exported through that great market port. 
In all fairness I ask if these figures do not conclusively show 
that New York as a cotton market is on the decline? 


Mr. Chairman, on the 25th day of April, on page 1006, the | 
New York Financial and Commercial Chronicle published edi- | 


torially the following: 

It has become so much the fashion of late to attack the New York 
Cotton Exchange that little or no care is used in making statements. 
lor example, in an attempt to show that little spot business is done 
here, Mr. BURLESON, in supporting his antioption bill before Congress, 
recently made the statement that receipts of cotton at New York have 
been gradually decreasing of late years until in 1906-7 they reached 
only 23,108. As a matter of fact the arrivals at this port in that 
year were 
mately 850,000 forwarded to spinners. Spot sales aggregated 118,265 
and there were 459,600 actually delivered on future contracts. But 
the misstatement referred to is of a piece with those that have pre- 
ceded it, and is evidently intended to keep alive the feeling of ani- 
mosity toward the local body. 

Mr. Chairman, it is claimed for this journal that it is the 
greatest financial paper published in America, if not in 
world. Especial claims have always been put forward as to 
its accuracy and fairness. If these claims be well founded 
then undoubtedly this great journal has been woefully imposed 
upon. I am prepared to believe that this editorial was inspired 
by some member of the selfish and unscrupulous clique said 
to be in control of the New York Exchange, and whose members, 
because of their official positions, are the principal beneficiaries 
of the uncommercial practices which are carried on therein. 
The statements contained in this editorial are not only grossly 
misleading, but some of them are absolutely false. Everyone 
who heard me when I spoke on April 2, and everyone who 
has honored me by reading that speech, knows that I made no 
effort to arouse any animosity toward the members of this ex- 
change, but, on the contrary, I declared my belief that they 
would abandon their uncommercial rules and regulations if it 
was possible for them to do so and continue to exist. If an 
honest, helpful cotton exchange could be maintained at New 
York no one would rejoice at its prosperity and maintenance 
more than I would, because it is to the interest of the producer 
to have as many markets for his cotton as possible. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my contention is that New York has 
ceased to be a cotton market. I think I have shown that the 
stock of cotton carried in New York has for a number of years 
been gradually decreasing, until it has reached the point where 
many believe future trading on the exchange is actually en- 
dangered, because there is not sufficient reserves in New York 
upon which to do this business. 

Now, am I mistaken about this? Let’s see. It is a well- 
known fact that the board of managers of this cotton exchange 
have appointed a special committee to devise and elaborate a 
plan by which, if possible, stocks of cotton, carried at various 
points in the cotton section, can, by being stored in properly 
licensed warehouses and officially classified, inspected, and cer- 
tificated, become a proper, recognized and legal delivery against 
a future contract made on the exchange. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that this action by the exchange is 
a tacit admission of what I claim and what I think I have 
clearly established. The truth is, the New York Exchange mem- 
bers, recognizing the decadence of New York as a spot market, 
are trying to offset the fact by enlarging its available stocks by 
going to the South and there establishing certificated ware- 
houses. This they may deny as vehemently and often as they 
please, but it is true. I fear that conditions are now such that 
the exchange can not in this way bring about a broadening or 
increasing of its stocks so as to conduct an honest, fair business. 
To continue under existing conditions is both unjust and dishon- 
est. In the first place the character of cotton carried—the New 
York stocks—is, to use the language of a member of the board 


| trouble, most feeling it without comprehending the causes, the 
| injustice finally culminating, as it has within recent times, in 


1,413,277, of which 493,000 were sent abroad and approxi- | 


the | 


| at last the real victims? 





a spurious measure, complained of at different tin 


different sections, some understanding fully the causes of the 


drastic legislation by almost all the cotton States, and an ip- 
vestigation by the National Government, just concluded. The 
only noncomplainant against the operations of the exchange are 
the European traders. They know a good thing when thy see 
it, or, more properly, when they have it. 

And the saddest part of the picture is that, as usual, it is 
the “small” man who bears the brunt; the planter, the store- 
keeper, or the trader of the interior, who does not understand 
the workings of this debased, uncommercial contract. The rich 
always benefit by such methods. A Rockefeller and a Rogers 
get their heads together; amalgamate a few copper properties— 
some good, some bad—multiply their real value by 20, 30, per- 
haps 40; tickle the public into biting, only to be bitten a little 
later. They are smart financiers—la haute finance. A Morgan, 
a Ryan, or a Harriman pick up some railroad; inject 50, 60, 
perhaps 70 per cent of water into its stocks and bonds, land 
it on the dear public, and grow richer. But how about the “ com- 
mon people?” How are their interests affected? Are they not 
But to return to the criticisms of 
my former speech, 

The Financial Chronicle editorial boasts of “the arri 
this (New York) port” in the year 1906-7, as does a 
New York Chronicle, claiming an increase. 

How cute these defenders of the New York Exchange 
manipulating figures! 


vals at 


cy the 


are in 
Why of course the figures given for re- 
ceipts for 1906-7 were larger than the average of the previous 
six years. Strange if they were not, for the crop of t! 
13,540,000 bales, was the next largest on record, compared with 
an average yield for the previous six years of a little above 
11,000,000 bales. Again, in support of their contention that \ 
York had not declined as a cotton market, the Financi:! 
icle brings forward the astonishing statement that “there were 
459,600 bales actually delivered there on future contract.” They 
must think the people are easily bamboozled—they must think 
we are grossly ignorant of any knowledge or familiarity wi! 
the so-called business carried on in this exchange. 

What do such figures amount to? Nothing, absolut 
ing! Each 100 bales may have been delivered once eve! 
which means twelve times during the season—in fact 


it vear, 


ew 


| 
(} 


Wel 
ALU 


| have been delivered two, three, or four times each ni: 


such figures mean nothing, show nothing. 
Mr. Chairman, twisted and distorted figures and false 
ences can not change the fact that New York as a coitvn 
is decadent. I still insist that its net receipts are a fai! 
of the standing of New York as a spot market. Her net 
have steadily declined, and this fact correctly measures 
tion in the cotton trade—for while the gross recei|)': Be 
expected to show up larger and larger, progressively, 0'\!! 
increased size of crop and increased consumption by [st™ 
mills whose stocks pass through there, the net recei)'*, “""" 
to a considerable extent used to go to New York for co!ion bt = 
ers to “bank on” up to the year 1897, have beconie as 
in recent years. There are two reasons for this: Firs! be’ 
it costs $1.50 “for every bale shipped to New York © 
in warehouses, which is not incurred if the same «ol | 
shipped direct from the South to the spinner;” an, Seco” 
because of the arbitrary, uncommercial manipulations 
men in the New York Cotton Exchange. They * 
selfish interests first, at the cost of fairness of trade 
try to make us and the rest of the world believe th 
lieve themselves to be doing the right and just thing. om 
On April 2, I read from Latham Alexander’s Cotto ' "L now 
tions the net receipts of New York for only a few yea™. *© 


Se 


~orrier 


all, ane 
hey be- 
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a table showing the net receipts, and, in addition, the | convinces me that the fault, if any, for this delay does not 
ial crop, and the per cent the former bears to the latter: | rest with those who had part in its preparation. 

ts of cotton at New York, total commercial crop, and per cent A careful examination of it discloses that it makes for me 
vew York’s net receipts bear to the commercial crop for periods | gq complete answer to every criticism made of my former speech 
ted by Messrs. Shepperson and Hentz or by the Journal of Com- 
| ceipts. [Commercial | per cent merce and Financial Chronicle. It shows that the New York 
ceipts. | crop. * | contract is not “ practically the same” as the New Orleans con 
_ cm — — tract, and also that the “gross movement of cotton” through 
Bales. Bales. New York or the fact that she sold “so much” last year and 
ye 2 oe as See — “exported” so much last year does not establish the claim 

ae average)-———————--————————-f 95,000 | 10,710,000 .89 | put forward that she is holding her own as a cotton market. 
8 y cipal pity snblenanaiedatilel 23,000 | 18,540,000 17 It was especially gratifying to me that this masterly report 
cmgniian - — of Commissioner Smith confirmed the views expressed by me in 
der to be absolutely fair, I show percentage of decline by that speech on the very phases of the question upon which 


For the decade ending 1887 New York received 2.44 per cent 
of the crop grown. Since then there has been a gradual falling 
off. as is clearly shown by an examination of this table, until 
ist year the receipt of cotton at New York amounted to 
enteen one-hundredths of 1 per cent of the crop. Yet 
centlemen would have us believe New York was holding 
wn as a spot market. 
If additional data were needed to corroborate my statement 
that the net receipts at New York fairly indicate the decadence 
New York as a spot market, I need but present figures from 
r. Shepperson’s book of “ Cotton Facts,” of the “ actual sales ” 
of spot cotton in that market for a period of years, with a com- 
parison of these sales with the total sales in the eighteen mar- 
kets enumerated by Mr. Shepperson, which show strikingly the 
not only relatively but absolutely, of New York as a 
t of spot sales. 
might be well to keep in mind, when speaking of sales of 
not covton in New York, the fact that the same lot of cotton 
I have shown, be sold a number of times, thus swelling 
e number of bales apparently sold. A few thousand bales of 
cotton may be accumulated there and sold and resold, deliy- 
ered and redelivered, until the illusion is created that hundreds 
f thousands of bales were being actually dealt with. Notwith- 
tanding this, and accepting their figures, as will be shown by 
‘ xamination of the following table, New York has lost 
ground not only in the number of sales, but also in its relative 
I mong the cotton markets. I present figures showing the 
trend of spot sales in New York for a series of years: 
spot cotton in New York, total sales in 18 American markets 
reported by Shepperson), the per cent which New York sales are to 


ay, as 





Boe 


Ralea ¢ 





the total sales, and New York’s rank as a spot market, yearly for 
periods indicated. 
Spot Total | Percent| Rank | 
sales, spot New of 
New Sales 18 York New 
York. 


| markets. | of total.| York. 





tints aitaveneenn 4,258,000 






2 ee 10.5 3 
1887-189 early average)................] 295,000 | 4,000,000 7.4 4 
! 07 (yearly average).........._._._. } 136,000 | 3,909,000 3.9 9 
JOP Can wants cuniaittliaiilaitiaatith nai | 118,000 | 4,253,000 2.7 ll 


You will observe that whereas in the year 1887-88 the sales | 
of spot cotton in New York comprised more than 10 per cent of 
§ les, the per cent declined steadily until 1906-7, when 
thar » per cent of such sales were made in New York. | 

nd, further, although New York ranked third in 1887-88 | 
ig the spot markets of the country, her rank has steadily | 
ned until in the year 1906-7 she ranks as eleventh. 

‘ow, Mr. Chairman, I think I have fairly shown, not only 
using her net receipts as a basis for my conclusions, but 

using the amount of her stocks kept on hand, by her | 

sales of spot cotton, and by her exports, that New York 

ra number of years been gradually on the decline as a | 
1 market, and I have even shown by the tacit admission 
‘change itself that it recognizes this fact and has taken 

5 to offset the evil consequences to flow therefrom if it be 
i 

i 

| 





for her to do so. 

in error I invite Messrs. Hentz and Shepperson, or 
nder or apologist of this exchange, many of whom have 
wee tton statisticians at their command, to show wherein 
> im mistaken. I would also like to know what other measure 
, © Standing of this exchange as a cotton market they would 


lir 


Mr oO id ‘ - 
a Chairman, since I addressed the House on this subject, | 
Hi . «, the Bureau of Corporations has transmitted to the 


first installment of its report in response to the reso- | 
, .. ~fitten and introduced by me, and which was adopted | 
ise of Representatives on February 4, 1907. This re- | 
for some reason been delayed, but a reading of it | 


¥ 





my critics sought to attack me. I shall now read a few ex- 
cerpts from that speech, and follow same by submitting Com- 
missioner Smith’s letter transmitting said report, in which he 
sets forth in brief the substance thereof, and let every fair 
minded person determine for himself whether I am supported 


in my contentions. Among other things, on April 2, I said, 
speaking of New York as a cotton market: 
The gradual evolution and development of “the through bill of 


lading” and the geographical handicap which New York suffers brought 
the exchange to its present low state. 


And in the same connection I also said: 


When “the through bill of lading” brought about not only a sav 
ing of time, but also a saving of the expense attendant upon stopping 


and handling cotton in New York City its business as a great spot 
cotton market was gone, never to return. It needs no argument to 
prove this; the mere statement of the fact is in itself a conclusive 
demonstration of the correctness of the proposition. 


It was “the through bill of lading” that destroyed New York as a 
great market center for cotton. 

Now, permit me to read what Mr. Marsh, a member of the New York 
Cotton Exchange, in a letter addressed last year to the Atlanta Con- 
stitution, attempting to defend practices upon the exchange under its 
rules, had to say as to the effect of the through bill of lading. I read 
an excerpt therefrom as follows: 


“Years ago, in the early days of the New York Cotton Exchange, 


New York was a market in which large quantities of all kinds of cot- 
ton were regularly carried in stock and offered for sale to spinners 
precisely like stocks of dry goods and other commodities which are 
now even carried and sold by the New York merchants. This is no 
longer the case, as it was discovered some twenty years ago by New 


England spot brokers that they could buy cotton in the South and sell 
it to New England spinners at practically the same price the New 
York merchants had to pay for their cotton delivered in New York In 
other words, these New England brokers see that every bale of cotton 
that comes to New York and is carried in warehouses is subject to 
an expense of $1.50, which is not incurred if the same cotton is 
shipped direct from the South to the spinner. By saving this $1.50 per 


bale the New England broker was able to steadily undersell the New 
York cotton merchant and speedily capture all the old-time iness 
in spot cotton which formerly New York controlled. Spinners ceased 
to come to New York in search of cotton for their mills, and the result 
was that the New York market was no longer able to carry at all times 
the considerable stock of all kinds of cotton it formerly did.” 

Thus you see, Mr. Chairman, that this law of business which re- 
quires every economy of time and money wrought the destruction of 


this great exchange. 


With reference to the rules of the exchange I had this to say: 














Under more favorable circumstances, with a different environment, 

I feel sure the New York Cotton Exchange would have scrupulously 

avoided—yes, would have even scorned to consider the adoption of 

some of its present rules or countenanced its present controlling prac 

tices. Applause ] It is for this reason, Mr. Chairman, that in the 

course of this discussion I shall feel no Inclination to indulge in 

abuse of the New York Exchange or its members, and whereas I shall 

criticise some of its rules and practices as being remely h il 

to legitimate trade, I do so feeling, as I have said, ti those rules 

| and practices are necessary to preserve the existence of the exchange. 
I believe they would change them if they could do so and still continu 

to do business It is true they exert complete control over their own 

rules—can modify or change them when they see fit, but human nature 

is human nature, and it may not be reasonable to expect them to 

| voluntarily modify their methods of busi ; when such action would 
in a large measure destroy that bus But, Mr. Chairman it 

is a fact that conditions are such as make it impossible for the 

New York Cotton Exchange to operate its so-called business wit ut 

doing serious injury to legitimate trade, then I think all will agree 


that it should go out of such business. 


Speaking of the subject of fixed differences between grades, I 
used this language: 


I now submit for your consideration a rule of this exchange whicn, 
in my opinion, operates to do the producer and consumer mo damage. 
more serious hurt, than all other things combined I read it from eir 
by-laws : 

“Sec. 67. The committee on revision of yt ns ot 1 
shall consist of seventeen members, repres tere ' 
the exchange. At any meeting of this committee ten me 
constitute a quorum. If no quorum of this ! j . Of ‘ ed 
the president shall appoint a sufficient nut of me rs < th 
exchange to form a quorum 

“The duty of this committee shall be to meet twi L year, viz, on 
the second Wednesday of September and d Wednesday N 
vember, at 3.30 o'clock p. m., and 1 ve a report from the commit 

| on spot quotations aS to the state of the market; also sug tion 
opinions from any member of the exchange regarding th¢ f 


spot quotations. 
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“The committee shall on the day of meeting consider the report of 
the committee on spot quotations and the suggestions and opinions pre- 
sented by members, whether in writing or verbally, and establish the 
differences In value of all grades, on or off, as related to middling 
cotton, which shall constitute the rates at which grades other than 
middling may be delivered upon contract.” 

Consider for a monent what this rule means. It is a deliberate 
attempt to nullify the operation of the law of supply and demand. 
It is an assumption of right on the part of this exchange to fix for a 
period of ten months the differences in value between the several 
grades of cotton 

There is a demand for low-grade cotton, as we know, and after 
differences have been fixed by this revision committee the commercial 
demand may materially diminish the difference in value between this 
cotton and cotton of the higher grades, and yet under this rule the 
difference fixed by this committee must stand for the full period of 
time. What a fruitful field for manipulation! After these differences 
have been fixed a storm may sweep over the entire cotton region—it 
frequently does—and higher grades of cotton as a result of commercial 
demand may advance materially over the market price of the low 
grades, and yet this exchange, day by day, solemnly announces that 
no change in differences can be made until the September to come. 

gardless of how wide these differences may actually become because 
of the demands of the trade the New York exchange remains a law 
unto itself and maintains differences fixed months before. Because 
of this it is a safe selling market; but all wise buyers avoid it. 

The question now arises from whence comes the buyer? I'll tell you, 
he is the nonprofessional speculator, the small trader, the unwary 
multitude found here, there, and everywhere in our country—especially 
in the South, where we are always optimistic about cotton—who, find- 
ing the New York exchange quotations below all others elsewhere, and 
not knowing the cause, and perhaps not understanding it if told, 
rushes In as buyer at New York, and in the end, of course, is left to 
hold the bag. 

Yet the New York exchange pretends to be outraged when criticism 
is directed against such rules and practices, and insolently demands 
that it remain unmolested. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been charged that the revision committee has 
purposely established differences far out of line with the commercial 
difference in value between the grades. I make no such charge. 
Enormous injury to the producer and consumer will inevitably come 
as a result of honest mistakes or poor judgment on their part, and this 
suffices as a reason for me to condemn this arbitrary rule without 
venturing into the field of speculation as to the infamies and wrongs 
which could be perpetrated if the men who made up this committee 
were corrupt enough to attempt to use their power for their own 
selfish purposes. A careful study of the situation discloses that three 


factors have contributed to the abnormal depression of the price of | 


futures on the New York exchange below the level of spot prices in 
the South. 

I charged then that the failure of the revision committee 
to fix differences commensurate with the real value of the sev- 
eral grades, as shown by quotations in the South and at Liver- 


pool, contributed to the abnormal depression of the price of | jy na eet de that the price of future contracts, thus affected by 


| the fived differences, will at times vary widely from the actual pric 
| of middling cotton in spot transactions. The extent of these varia 


futures on the New York Exchange below the level of spot 


prices in the South. 
Mr. Chairman, I now submit the letter of submittal by Com- 
missioner Smith, the italics being mine: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF CORPORATIONS, 
Washington, May 4, 1908. 
Sin: I have the honor to submit herewith Part I of the report on 


resolution No. 795, of February 4, 1907. 


ences in price between various grades of cotton in connection with 
future contracts. Subsequent parts will take up the matter of classi 


fication of cotton, the range of grades, and effects of exchange rules | 


and other conditions upon the price. 

“Future” transactions in cotton provide for delivery at a distant 
date instead of for immediate delivery, as in the case of so-called 
“spot” transactions. 

There are two great cotton exchanges in this country, New York 
and New Orleans, where organized future dealings are conducted. 
All future trading on both these exchanges is in so-called “ basis” 
contracts—that is, contracts which permit the delivery of a number 
of “ grades" of cotton on one contract. The seller of this contract may 
deliver thereon any grade he chooses within the range prescribed by 
the exchange. The buyer has no option. The proper theory of a 
basis contract, however, is that all grades shall be deliverable at prices 
which will make them commercial equivalents of each other. Cotton 
is graded substantially on its color and on the amount of leaf and 
other foreign matter, all materially affecting its market value. At 
the time that this investigation started, thirty grades were deliverable 
on contracts of the New York Cotton Exchange, later reduced to eighteen 
grades, chiefly by cutting out intermediate grades, with little reduction 
in the extreme range. The range of grades deliverable at New Orleans 
is nominally about the same. “ Middling” cotton is always the basis 
grade, the grade for which the price is fixed by the parties to the con- 
tract. The prices at which other grades are deliverable are determined 
by the so-called “ differences’ above and below—or, in trade parlance, 
“on” and “ off ’’—middling. 

There are two ways of establishing these differences. For the last 
eleven years the New York Cotton Exchange has had a so-called 


* fixed-difference ” system. A committee of the exchange, commonly | 


known as the revision committee, meets twice a year, in September 
and in November, and establishes the respective price differences on or 
off which shall apply to the grades other than middling. These dif- 
ferences, once established, can not be changed until the next regular 
meeting. and govern ail contracts in futures. 

The New Orleans Cotton Exchange, on the other hand, has what is 
known as the “ commercial-difference”"’ system. A committee of the 
exchange meets daily, and, upon information of actual “spot” trans- 
actions, quotes the prices of the various grades, which quotations vir- 


is to say, the New York system arbitrarily fixes what the differences 
for ali grades shall be for two months or for ten months, while New 
Orleans follows the actual market differences for these grades as es- 
tablished by daily spot transactions, This part compares these two 
methods. 





| his contract to deliver cloth to the dealer. His price for 





The buyer of a future contract can not “ee the grades to he 
delivered thereon. Obviously, therefore, he is greatly concerned as 
to the “differences” at which he may have to accept the various 
grades. He knows exactly the price for one grade-—that is, middling 
cotton. That price was stipulated in his contract, the so-called )asis 
price. But as to the prices which he must pay for other grades he jg 
dependent upon the exchange differences. The underlying principic 
of a basis contract undoubtedly is that if the seller does not deli, 


middling cotton he shall substitute other grades only at their oa 


v 
true 


value relative to that of middling in the spot market at the timo qs 
delivery—that is, at the actual commercial differences. This clearly 
is the only equitable basis. Under these conditions, as far as price js 
concerned, a basis future contract is substantially the equivalent of 
contract for middling cotton. Consequently the market price of basis 
future contracts for immediate delivery should be practically the same 
as the price of middling cotton in the spot market. There is, however 
properly a small regular margin between the two, because some ex 
pense is involved in sorting out and disposing of the mixed assortment 
of grades likely to be received on contract. 

For all interests legitimately using the exchange, it is highly de 
sirable that this margin should be comparatively constant in amount 
that is, that there should be a substantial “parity” maintained 
between the spot price of middling cotton and the price of middling 
cotton on contracts for immediate delivery. A future contract js 
supposed to represent actual cotton, and from the very nature of 
things such a parity should be preserved. The respective merits of 
“fixed” and “commercial” differences are, therefore, roughly indi 
cated by their effect on this parity. In general, it may be said that 
the commercial-difference system maintains this parity far better than 
the fixed-difference system. This is because the commercial-difference 
system is based on actual daily transactions in cotton, so that the 
same influences that affect the differences in spot transactions also 
affect the future contract differences and thus maintains the parity 
between the price of future contracts and the price of spot middling 
cotton. Under a proper application of the commercial-difference sys 
tem the operator in future contracts can base his calculations on {he 
course of middling cotton, and is able largely to disregard differences 
for other grades, since he relies on the cxohanee to keep these con 
stantly correct. 

Under the fixed-difference system, on the other hand, the operator, 


| besides considering the probable course of the middling price, must 


also consider the course of the prices of all other grades. Fized dij 


| ferences are an attempt to establish arbitrarily, and months in 


vance, the relative values of grades. These differences are bound t 
become at times erroneous, because the relations of values incritabl) 


| vary under the natural laws of supply and demand. Consequent 


the operator believes that the “fized” differences are wrong, or may 
become wrong by the time the contract matures, he will, because he is 
bound by them, endeavor to offset this error by modifying the basis 
price which he offers for the contract; and this, as a matter of fact, 
constantly occurs during such variance. Further, inasmuch th 
seller has the option of delivering any one or all the grades, he will, 
of course, deliver those grades which are most overvalued by th: 

isting differences, so that the basis future price will be affected, not 
by the average error in the differences, but by the marimum error ther 


tions will depend chiefly upon the extent of the errors in differe 
In other words, these errors will disturb the normal parity above 
scribed. These disturbances have a very far-reaching effect, especiull 
on the distribution of speculative risks. 

Dealings in cotton must always be accompanied by risk, either to 
the producer, the merchant middleman, the speculator, or the spinner 


‘Natural conditions greatly affect the supply, and other conditi 


the demand, and both consequently affect the price. W! 
the operations of cotton exchanges, made in accordance with House | 1 : 7 ; . 


equitable distribution of these risks? It is a general princip! 


|} much of the risk should properly be borne by the speculative 
This part deals with cotton-exchange methods of determining differ- Dror : I 


that is, by those who neither produce nor spin cotton, but wh 
interested cae in making a profit out of the rise or fall of its p 
Whatever justification there may be for the speculator lies in tly 
that he stands ready to take a large share of this risk. His functio 
is to forecast future natural conditions affecting supply and demand, 
to obtain as accurate information thereon as possible, to mak: 
for future deliveries based on such information, and thus to 
in advance, as far as possible, for the benefit of the trade in 
the effect of such future conditions and thereby keep — fre 
violent fluctuations which otherwise would occur from wun! 
natural causes, 
One especial and necessary function of the speculator in 
risk is to facilitate so-called “ hedging” operations. The ! 
turer of cotton, for instance, usually makes many months in 
must be based largely on what he has to pay for raw coti 
he can not foretell. aseness he has agreed to deliver clo! 
will consume a thousand bales of cotton, and at a price wh! 
profitable if he can buy that cotton at 10 cents a pound 
ately upon making that agreement he buys a thousand bales 
contract. This contract should insure him against loss by ! 
in the price of raw cotton. For instance, if when he buys ; 
cotton for spinning the price of middling cotton has advan 
cents, he loses that much from his profit on the cloth. On 
hand, if the price of future contracts has made a cor! 
advance of 2 cents, thus maintaining a proper parity be' 
future price and the spot price, he makes 2 cents on his f 
tract. His loss on actual cotton is thus offset by his ga 
futures. His hedging operation, therefore, far from being s)° 
eliminates the speculative element from his business. The ; 
turer assumes sufficient risk in the risk of manufacture and dis 
Similarly other interests, and particularly cotton merch 
try to hedge against speculative risks. all 
Now, the value of hedging depends entirely upon the main’ 


| of this parity between the spot price of middling cotton and | 


of future contracts. Should this parity be disturbed after th 

is made, some class of these hedging interests will Jose. In ¢ 
above cited, should the price of raw cotton go up 2 cents t up 
maturity of the contract, while the price of future contrac! ; 


| only 1 cent, the manufacturer would lose 2 cents a pound om ©s "'") 
tuaily establish the differences which apply on future contracts. That | 


cotton purchases, and gain only 1 cent on his futures, a net 
cent a pound. hat the hedge 
It is, of course, possible that the parity might so vary tha 
would give a net profit instead of a loss. But such profit ' 
lative one, and is in conflict with the fundamental theo! ‘ _ 
which is intended to eliminate the speculative factor. The ° 


specu 
dging, 


an who 
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does so to remove himself from the speculative class. If he 


protection against speculative losses he has no right to specu- | 


fits. 
differences are aw attempt substantially to render future trans- 
eure thing” for a limited class of speculative experts. The 
amounts to an attempt absolutely to fiz priccs—an economic 
The relative valuea of different grades are as much subject 


’ itural laws of supply and demand as the value of middling 
f eclf, and it is as unreasonable to attempt to fiz one by the flat | 
nittee as it is the other. 


sult of this attempt, as above shown, is to affect the basis 

price that is paid for future contracts. The law of supply and demand, 
to work directly on these fized differences, works itself out in- 

n the basis price of the contract; but this indirect action re- 

t , great loss to a vast body of persons who are not cxrperts and 
not understand this artificial machinery or its results. By 

, operators in futures to consider probable conflicts between 

the t sets of differences, as well as possible variations in the price 
ng cotton itself, an unnecessary increase in trading risks is 
This is clearly an evil. The system resuits in shifting 
en of risk from a limited class of experts to a nonspeculative 

a to those ignorant of the working of the system. A premium 
is t sut on intelligence applied to artificial conditions, which of 
course is of no service to the public, rather than on intelligence applied 
olely to forecasting the actual conditions of supply and demand. In 
way the system tends to shift the burden of risk from sellers 
_ Clearly a great advantage is given the seller from the 
can offer on contract any grade he chooses. He should 


; j / 


ere 
{ . 


he 


fact that 


t have both this privilege and the privilege of arbitrarily fired differ- | 


ences. which almost invariably overvalue certain grades. The result of 
th; bination of the two ta to give the seller an extremely unfair 
tave over the buyer. 
going criticisms were strikingly illustrated in November, 1906, 
f sult of the failure of the New York revision committee to 
es 1. correct differences. Owing to abnormal weather conditions 
mi ial values of the lower grades of cotton fell very 
the price of middling. The revision committee failed 
idiust its “fixed” differences to the actual situation and estab- 
lifferences for low grades which very heavily overvalued them. 
iit the future contract price at New York dropped abruptly 
price of spot middling to the tremendous loss of a vast 
number of holders of future contracts for cotton and the profit of the 
few experts who understood and anticipated the effect of the system. 
Hundreds of men also, who had hedged cotton by buying contracts in 
disturbance in 


ere 


’ York, were injured by this striking the parity. 
\ number of failures in the South were charged to this one cause 
ilon One result has been to reduce hedging in New York, as the 
possibilities of its artificial system were thus disclosed. 
pointed out above, such a disastrous disturbance in the parity is | 
ex y what is brought about by the errors in the fixed differences in 
New York 
rhe reply of certain interests in the New York Exchange is that “a 
ntract is a contract;” that men who deal there come of their own 
will and are supposed to understand the game. This position can not 
ommend itself as sound business ethics. Practically, also, it is not 
that tton interests are wholly at liberty to stay out of the ex- 
ung As shown above, certain interests must have a hedging place. 
rurthermore, financial connections with New York are so close that 
New York must be that place for many of them. Still further, the New 
iork Cotton Exchange practically owes its existence to the volume of 
ess made possible by the participation of outside interests. Both 
duty of a private business man to his customers and the duty of a 
ern which is to a certain extent a public utility demand fair dealing. 
ury from such errors in differences as are inevitable under the 
fla ere? system is not, however, the limit of possible harm under 
h ystem. There is danger that improper differences may be inten- 
tionally established. 
\s stated above, differences are fixed in New York by the revision 
committer but twice a year. The New York Exchange does not, as 


New Orleans, provide any standard by which the committee shall 
ict. It is not obliged to follow the spot-market quotations, or 
ny general principle. This leaves it an extreme deanes of arbitrary 

his committee is usuaily made up of men who are large opera- 


vey r 


3 on the exchange, and who are constantly interested in the future 
market. It is within their power so to fix these differences as to affect 
hormously the value of their own future contracts. In this same re 

n of November, 1906, when the differences fixed by the committee 
radically wrong, several members of this committee have admitted 
that they were at the time heavily interested in future contracts, and 
that There is no conclu 


y profited by the action of the committee. 
that they intended this. Jt is sufficient to point out that this 


ference system, applied thus arbitrarily by a small body of 
jurnished in this case @ condition where (1) these men had the 
ree fs fo reap enormous profits at the expense of others; (2) 


that they did reap profits; and (8) the motive for doing so 
's extremely strong. Comment upon this situation is hardly neces 
going does not mean that the New Orleans “ commercial 

ystem in its actual working has been at all times free from 
Disturbances of the parity have also occurred there, but 

' ho means as great or as long continued as in New York. 
* is not in the New Orleans system itself, but in occasional! 
improper application of it—an erroneous quotation of actual 
- there is, however, need of more care in the conduct of the 


_deginning of this investigation there has been, both at New 
‘ew Orleans, a considerable increase of discussion of the 
; future contracts and the possibility of improvement. 
present a fundamental difference in conditions between 
, and the New Orleans market, which doubtless is one 
the difference in system, though by no means an excuse there- 
odern conditions of transportation, with the through bill 
able, New York is no longer a natural spot-cotton market. 
takes the cheapest route to the mills, and this route does 
a stop-over at New York. As a result transactions in spot 
, York are quite small, and thus there is not in New York 
cf im actual cotton as will furnish reliable quotations to be 
} contract differences. 
er, does not prevent the application of the commercial- 
‘neiple in substance to future contracts in New York. 
al differences existing in the leading Southern spot 
‘ used as a basis for contract differences. It would not 
necessary to revise the contract differences as often as 


ly 


en ! 
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changes in such commercial differences occur. If the contract differ- 
ences were revised weekly, or even monthly, the substantial advantages 
of the commercial-difference system could be secured. 

It is contended by many that such a return to 


the commercial- 


difference system would, because of the disadvantages of New York's 
| location, destroy the business of the New York Cotton Exchange. 
There is litthe reason to believe that any such result would occur. 
However this may be, the New York Cotton Earchange, if it can not 
exist under a just and equitable system, has no excuse for existence 
at all. The present New York system of fixed differences is uneco 
nomic, in defiance of natural law, unfair, and, like all other attempts 
to defy natural law, results in such complex and devious effects that 


the benefit of its transactions accrues only to a skilled few. 
Very respectfully, 
Hereert KNox SMITH, 
Commissioner of Corporations. 


The PRESIDENT. 
Mr. Chairman, so it seems I am not alone in my belief that 
the rules and practices of this exchange are indefensible. I 


again assert that this Bureau report sustains me on every 
proposition I made in so far as this part of the report at- 


tempts to treat the question discussed by me. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, there are others who are of the opinion that the by-laws 
of the exchange providing for fixed differences in value between 
grades of cotton practically once a year should be changed. 
Permit me to. read from the semiofficial organ of the exchange. 

I read from the New York Journal of Commerce and Com- 
mercial Bulletin of date January 25, 1907: 


y =, 


COTTON EXCHANGE TO HAVE NO ADDITIONAL REVISION—-BUT VOTES TO cUT 
OFF LOW GRADES FROM ITS CONTRACT—QUARTER GRADES ALSO ABOL- 
ISHED—ONE OF THE MOST IMPORTANT BALLOTS TAKEN BY THE EX- 
CHANGE—SPOT AND WALL STREET HOUSES OPPOSE FEBRUARY RE- 
VISION—-CONTRACT EXPLAINED. 

The New York Cotton Exchange yesterday adopted by ballot the 
amendment proposed by the managers to its by-laws, which makes 
strict low middling stained the lowest grade of cotton deliverable under 
exchange contracts. The change will take effect in January, 1908. 


An amendment was also adopted eliminating all the quarter grades. 

The proposed amendment changing the dates of meetings of the re- 
vision committee from the second Wednesday in September and the 
third Wednesday in November to the third Wednesday in September, 
November, and February was not carried, considerable opposition having 
houses, as shown by 
the following circular, which all members found in their mails yester- 
day morning: 


“We, the undersigned, are of the opinion, after giving the subject 


consideration, that it would not be advisable to have another revision 
of differences between grades of cotton commencing February, 1908, 
as it would have an unsettling effect on the market by restricting 
transactions during December and January. Operators would do very 
little during that period, pending the uncertainty of February revision, 
particularly Europeans, who at times do a large business. The im 


porters and jobbers in coffee have no fear of further revision, as the 
coffee exchange abolished the rule for fixing differences after it adopted 
the present differences between grades. 


“A vote by ballot will be taken at our exchange to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 23, between 11 a. m. and 2 p. m 
“We hope you will be present. If you can not, a proxy can be used, 
which will be furnished by Henry Hentz & Co. or some of the signers 
of this. 
“Henry Hentz & Co.; Stephen M. Weld & Co Fernie, Wilson 
& Co.; T. M. Robinson & Co Wm. Ray & Co.; Hopkins, 


Dwight & Co.; Shearson, Hammill & Co 

Co.; F. B. Guest & Co W. R. Crale & Co.;: C. E. Rich 

& Co.; Latham, Alexander & Co.; Siegf. Gruner & Co.” 
The vote on the first two amendments was overwhelmingly in favor, 


Henry Clews & 


but the figures on the revision amendment were 163 in favor and 123 
against, it being lost because it failed to receive a two-thirds vote in 
favor. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know it, but I suspect that among 


these signers are the chief beneficiaries of the present system, or, 
as it should be called, “the sure thing.” I doubt not among 
them could be found the chiefs of the small coterie who profited 
by that historic revision of November, 1906, referred to by Com- 
missioner Smith in his report. And 1 am confident I would not 
be far amiss if I also said that among these names could be 
found the firm which led the December squeeze of 1907, to which 
I will direct your attention in a moment. 

So it seems, Mr. Chairman, a majority of the members of the 
exchange voting expressed themselves in favor of a change of 
this indefensible system of fixing differences, but no change was 
made, for the reason stated. This article, clipped from the 
Bulletin, concludes with a defense of the exchange contract by 
Mr. Henry Hentz, who ends his defense with this significant 
statement : 


A few years ago there were loud complaints that grades delivered on 
contract were too good at the exchange-fixed differences 
Europeans who understand the cotton business think our system of 


delivery is very superior. 

These exchange people seem to be quite solicitous about the 
welfare of the European trader, but not one word about the 
Southern producer or the American consumer. The European 
trade must be protected, even if unjust, uncommercial, uneco 
nomical, and illogical rules and regulations must be contttiued. 
These rules inure to the benefit of a few, very few concerns, 
but they are a detriment to thousands, yes, millions, who are 
helpless to protect themselves. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to direct attention to one of 
the most unique communications it has ever been my fortune 
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to encounter. It is an appeal addressed by Mr. Atwood Violett | 
to the members of the exchange, and, in effect, begs them to | 
be good just for a little while. I clipped it from the May 2 
issue of the New York Journal of Commerce. tead it and | 
marvel at the open, brazen discussion of such wrongs and out- 


» | 


rages as are tacitly confessed therein. 

COTTON TRADE INTEREST IN 
CRITICISB EXCHANGE MBTHODS 
AT THE PRESENT TIME IN 
BETWEEN NOW AND JULY 1 
WOULD CREATE 


THE SMITH REPORT 
ATWOOD 
BRINGING 

, SUCH AS 


FEARS THAT IT 
VIOLETT SUGGESTS CAUTION | 
ABOUT ABNORMAL CONDITIONS 
AN EXCESSIVE JULY PREMIUM 


WILL | 


interest is being taken in cotton trade circles in the report of 
ssioner Smith on his investigation into cotton-exchange methods. 
circular addressed to members of the New York Exchange Atwood | 

i yesterday urged caution in deals that might attract criticism | 
at this particular time, saying in part: | 

rhe impression is that the Department of Commerce and Labor 
has information as to manipulation of this market that took place last | 
autumn, when December contracts were advanced $4 per bale, or 80 
points over January, and this premium maintained until the very last 
day of December, thus bringing about a squeeze, or practically a corner, | 
in the latter month, and movements of which character have done so | 
much in the past two years to bring forth criticisms that have been so | 
generously extended to this exchange, as unfortunately we ali have | 
reas to know. 

“In order to refresh the memories of those who may have forgotten, 
that notices were issued on the 28th or 29th of December last 
‘livery » 24 of January, notwithstanding the discount under 

to above. In other words, had those who delivered 
on January delivered the same cotton on December 31, they would 
have received, according to the premium over January, it will be seen, 
a premium of $4 per bale in excess of the basis on which they issued 
their tenders on the 28th or 29th of December for delivery three or 
four days later. 

“It was said, however, that many of those issuing notices on January | 
were those responsible for maintaining the December premium and 
thus by holding the long interest in that month they made the unfor- | 
tunate short ‘step up and settle,’ where cotton was not forthcoming | 
in order to liquidate December short contracts. 

“Should it be found, when the report of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor is made public, that these manipulative features or 
squeezes have been gone into very thoroughly by them, in which event | 
they would doubtless recommend very stringent measures to prevent | 
such tactics in the future, in what a predicament the New York Cotton | 
Exchange would be if it should be seen within the next thirty days or 
so that those responsible for the December movement of 1907 (or any | 
others of our membership) were attempting in the same way to estab- 
lish a greater premium on July over October than now exists. 

“Such a situation would be entirely artificial, because of the ab- 
sence of a premium on a subsequent month sufficient to pay all or part | 
of the costs of 10 points, or 50 cents per bale per month. Therefore, 
to bring about abnormal conditions between now and or 1, such as | 

y 


yn 


an excessive July premium would create, would certain bring the 
New York Cotton Exchange into a great deal of unfavorable prominence, 
which, pending the publication of the report referred to, should cer- 
tainly be avoided. While the exchange itself would be criticised, 
far as general sentiment is concerned, the responsibility would 
with those who might attempt a July manipulation. Therefore, if any | 
such idea is in the minds of one or more members of our exchange 
they should carefully consider, individually and collectively, the posi- 
tion they would be placed in, with a possible investigation thereafter, 
through Congressional action. In that case, it might be that Congress | 
would simultaneously take up the December situation as well, but we | 
can hardly imagine in view of the possibilities referred to that a July 
movement of the character we have outlined will materialize. 

“To avoid further burdening our exchange in the way of adverse | 
legisiation, State and national, is something that must appeal to all, 
and, therefore, it would seem to be well to take under consideration by 
the members generally the suggestions we herein offer, so that dis- 
cussion of the same may be had.” 


Mr. Chairman, permit me to make a liberal translation of 
what is meant by this appeal to the members of the exchange. 
I want to be fair, and yet I feel that I am just when I say 
that this article may be summed up in a few words. In effect 
it says: 

Please, fellows, don’t do any robbing while the policeman is looking! 
Don’t do it, for if you do, some step might be taken to break up our 
sure-thing game, 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, these people express surprise, or pre- 
tend it, when the producers and consumers of cotton insist that | 
such practices of exploitation and plunder be abandoned. 

Now, permit me to read again from the semiofficial organ of 
the New York Exchange. I read from Cotton Causerie in the 
issue of May 8 of this year: 

The people who believe in reforming the New York contract have | 
the votes,” said one prominent member, “ but the old machine has the | 
organization. There has been a great awakening among the members, | 
but at the same time the people with business to give out to other mem- 
bers usually get what they want, and the machine may win again, al- 
though it is to be remembered that the last annual election was not a 
victory for the revision of November, 1906. 

So it seems that this great (?) exchange is in the grasp of 
a clique or ring, and that it can not cleanse itself, though a 
majority of its members, seeing the danger menacing it, desire 
to adopt wholesome measures of reform. It seems also that 
the “machine” responsible for the malodorous revision of No- 
vember, 1906, referred to in Commissioner Knox Smith’s report, 
is not only in control now, but will continue to dominate the 
exchange. 

But permit me to6 read again: 


so | 
lie 
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| text for an advocacy of the legislation which I propose tha. the 
| paragraph which I have just read? 


, methods that the public will be induced to operate there, and 


| ton for an advance in price, an advance in price which would 
| readily be paid and could readily be afforded by the spinning 


| speculators on the New York Cotton Exchange, who sre 
| scribed in the paragraph which I have read as “ outsiders,” 
| have bought a considerable quantity of July contracts. A 
| reading of this paper in the last few weeks shows that arrayed 





There is a clever, fast game being played between big 
en and the littie fellow on the outside seems to 
ok on. 


le just 
be inclined to 
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This would indicate that the fellows are nut going to give 
heed to the importunities of Mr. Atwood Violett, but intend to 
play the game even if the policeman (the Chief of the Bureay 
of Corporations) is looking on. 

I read again from the same paper: 

The old crowd says: “ Did you ever see an outsider get away with 
the money?” 

There you have it, Mr. Chairman, in all its baldness, anq 
this from the organ of the exchange. Could one take a |ettep 


A 


The old crowd says: “ Did you ever see an outsider get away 
the money?” : 

This aptly expresses and exemplifies the attitude and policy 
of the “ring” at present in control of the New York Cotton 
Exchange. They attempt so to direct its legislation and 


writ} 
vith 


then skillfully separate it from its money. If an outsider ep- 


gages in the game with them, and it becomes necessary to ey- 
gage in litigation with them to make them accountable to the 


| law of the land, they promptly respond that “they have no 


obligations to anyone not a member of the exchange.” ‘This 
was their defense in the suit brought by a former member of 
the New York Exchange against the cotton exchange last 
year, and, as I now recollect, a New York court held there was 
no privity of contract between an outsider and the exchanve 


| and its rules could not be interfered with by any other t! in 
| members of the exchange. 


View the situation as it is to-day. Throughout the South 
the producer is holding on to about a million bales of spot cot- 


il 


interests of this country. 


Incidentally and supplementing this effort on the part of the 
South to realize a price for their cotton that is fully justified, 


against them are practically all the influential members of the 
New York Cotton Exchange, who have apparently made an 


| agreement to simply smother the bull movement by selling more 
| July contracts than the other side can possibly buy. 


An examination of the daily bulletin issued by the exchange 
shows that in New York to-day there are only about 658,000 
bales of cotton deliverable on contract. Speculators identified 


| with the cotton-exchange “ring” have probably sold for July 


delivery three or four times this quantity of cotton. Now, 
what will the ring do if the advance shall go further? They 
will call for original margins, and in this way break the credit 
of those who are buying cotton and force a decline. What will 
be the result? New York future quotations exert a marked 
influence upon the value of spot cotton in the South. If suc- 
cessful in this effort to force a decline, these manipulators in 
fact will depreciate the value of the million bales of cotton 
remaining in the South, and, further, they will as well sympa- 


| thetically depreciate the value of cotton goods, check the de- 


mand for the product of the mills, and force, if possible, 2 
condition of prostration in the cotton-manufacturing busin 
more complete than that which now exists, and all this simpy 
that they may “take an outsider’s money away from him. 
If this be commerce, then it is a new evolution of it, and if it 


SS 


| be not commerce, but simply speculative chicanery and robbery, 


then I again assert it ought to be suppressed. 

I now direct attention to a clipping from the Financi: 
icle, published during the first week of this month, urging 
something be promptly done to comply with the recommend: 


| Chron- 


that 
tile 


| tions made by Commissioner Smith and asserting that no valid 


reason can be given why such action should not be taken—'! 
fact, that it should be done in order to silence complaint with 
the exchange itself. I read it: 


[Financial Chronicle.] 


COTTON-EXCHANGE “ DIFFERENCES ”—A TRADE EXPERT ON COMMISSION®! 
SMITH’S REPORT ON REVISION OF GRADBS. 


Mr. Smith su ts that a radical change in the presen! 
should be made by providing for revision at least once a mort", 
the average official quotations of several representative Souther 
kets as a basis, making allowance, of course, for the relative impo! 
- the markets (as well as for discrepancies in standards of ¢!: 
tion. 

We note a disposition on the part of prominent interests con®’ 
with the New York exchange to take strong exception to the © 
sioner’s findings and recommendations on this point, but we © 
to discern any valid reason why some change should not be m 
impossibility of arriving at os, correct basis in November 
grades other than middling shal! be delivered during the re™ 
the season must be admitted. Weather conditions play an 
part in determining de, and all danger of storm damage, 


not passed by November 10. It would seem that something 5» ld be 























d that promptly to meet the Commissioner's recommendations 
» complaint from within the exchange itself. There is a dis- 
n some quarters to construe as a veiled threat the commis- 
concluding remark that “if the New York Cotton Exchange 
exist under such rules as are equitable and commercial, then 
right to exist at all.” We are more inclined to look upon it 

I irk used to point out the extreme importance of the matter. 
[1 make the prediction that any such effort will fail, just 
d in January, 1907. Those who believe in reforming the 
ve may have the votes, but the old machine has the or- 

m. Nothing will be done. 

Chairman, I recognize the value to the cotton trade of ex- 
changes which perform the legitimate and proper functions of 
inge, but I have no compromise to make, no concessions 


to g to 


an institution calling itself an exchange which by 
un ercial rules and regulations has been perverted into a 
Sul ng gambling den. Such, I regret to say, the New York 
Cot Exchange has become. It is too bad that an insti- 


tution designed for and originally intended to serve the cotton 
io should have been so abused by fictitious dealings and 


trac 
so perverted as to make it simply a gamble on the rise or fall 
in the price of cotton. The cotton crop is bought and sold a 


hundred times during a given year, a speculative feature which 
cancels the effect of supply and demand in fixing the price of 
this great common necessity. Is trading in futures essential to 
the welfare of the cotton, trade? I do not believe it is. Bear- 
ing on this point I will read from a speech delivered before the 
{pril (1908) convention of the National Association of Cotton 
Manufacturers by Hon. J. R. McColl, former president of the 
association : 

Whit 
‘ ; 


mld it be so, if the wool crop of the world, amounting in 
500,000,000 annually, as well as the silk and linen crops, are 
marketed successfully without trading in futures? This system does 
influence or move the crop, and it certainly affords great oppor- 

» speculation, which is injurious to legitimate industry. The 
ali claims to “ foresee”’ coming conditions. 
it his chief business. It is to create temporary artificial conditions 
y quantities of cotton that he does not own, or buying cotton 
t he does not intend to accept delivery of. In the long run it must, 
‘ sc, be admitted that supply and demand regulate price, but in 
the intermediate artificial fluctuations the speculator makes his money 
and the grower and manufacturer are apt to suffer disaster. 

Mr. Chairman, why should this great American product—be- 
cause cotton is essentially a product of our country; we produce 
now and will for decades to come fully 70 per cent of all grown— 
in producing which 5,000,000 of our people are eng: 
a football for gamblers? Few people realize what this great 
crop, from an economical standpoint, means, not to the South, 
but to the commerce of all America. 
the value of this American product as compared with the world’s 
production of the two most valuable of the precious metals, 


Value of cotton crop against gold and silver production. 
COTTON, INCLUDING SEED. 


tunit 


hg 








iged, be made | 
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Unfortunately this | 


I submit a table showing | 


Fiscal 
11901 scien een tt leata ln cE i a a a 000 
1901 a Rie a ah Te Tse ws , 000 
1902-2 i Ria te Se , 000 
1902—4 ‘ eee Be er , 000 
1904— ---- Ns etieissan teeentich chemstdcionde tact , 000 
ee ee eS Sea ss eae 000 
co A a eee SE 3, 669, 000, 000 | 

WORLD’S GOLD AND SILVER PRODUCTION, 
snahtinhdpdamtidn Roce . a 
Calendar year. Gold. | Silver, bul- 

| lion value. 

- wtsivendithieieiatdiaesatA SO eee ld $260 992,900 | $100,000,000 
a a ndinrithistinubedeninckass a | 99,000,000 
ntterenn— aansinenteseneiaienasdeiiiiiasies kchannipcadhe 225,527,200 | 98 ,000, 000 
og ntnenana aa —waneunescnisbanhapeainepiiedaonsmishiniehdes 346 892,000 | 99,000,000 
* itlnntmnadiigamedil edd 878 , 225,500 | 93 ,000 ,000 
ninbaiiiiiiensi ee SOR 5 tiem | 400,000,000 | 115,000,000 
Betal, 6 yoetRici pistes ah oat 2,007,636,400 | 599,000,000 

saa world’s gold and silver output for 6 
Total ¥ seca eepiaiigh amelie arent bananas etenan cosh _.... $2, 606, 686, 400 
ai va tton crop, including seed, for 6 years... 3, 669, 000, 000 

Ex: s of cotton value over gold and silver pro- 
‘ wen ht Oe oe ea ccoanne 1, O62, Sin, 60 

The A 


brings mii) ee cotton crop is the one crop which every year 
of sold a wh ” of dollars from abroad to replenish our supply 
least 860 000.000". the price ranges above 9 cents a pound at 
every year whe of new national wealth will be created in 
With wheat” on present growth of acreage is maintained. 
staples Sen coal seen” cotton constitutes the trinity of universal 
sippl. the 1 _roduce and sale affect the negro cabin in Missis- 

; “he intll in Kensington, and the Japanese girl who needs 


thon fe = alike. The Texas cotton bale is the chief founda- 
ethos present-day wealth of both old England and New 


This I clip from an editorial recently appearing in the North 
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American, one of the ablest edited papers in this country. 
Speaking of the report made by Commissioner Smith and the 
effect of the transactions of the New York Cotton Exchange on 
the cotton trade, it says: 


Yet the price of this great national product is fixed by a hanarul of 
speculators in a city that handles many times as many million bales of 
fictitious cotton as the whole world produces of the real, but which 
every year receives proportionately less and less of the actual product. 
Every development of transportation such as the “ through bill of lad- 
ing,” every growth of an Atlantic port, every establishment of a new 
steamship line, means economic progress that narrows New York's re- 
ceipts of actual cotton. 

But New York continues to buy and sell millions upon millions of 
things called cotton bales, but in reality chalk marks and gamblers’ 
checks, at quotations that fix the year’s profits or losses for the cotton- 
picker and the manufacturer alike. 

The Commissioner of Corporations gives some valuable information. 
Best of all is a comparison that shows the right and the wrong conduct 
of an exchange. New York and New Orleans are both viative 
markets. But New Orleans also is a real market. The comparison is 
instructive. 

The worth of cotton depends upon its color, its cleanliness, and the 
quality of its fiber—in the trade parlance, its “ staple” and its “ grade.” 
There are eighteen grades recognized in the various markets, ranking up 





apec 


and down from “ middling,” a term applied to “ white” cotton fit not 
for the finest, but for ordinary manufacturing purposes 

The differences in actual value between the grades above and below 
“middling” are fixed daily by the New Orleans exchange according 
to the commercial demand. The committee there meets daily In 
New York the committee meets twice a year and fixes ratios not 
governed by crop conditions, but solely to enable cliques of gamblers 
to manipulate their game so as to mulct producers in the fall and 


mills in later months. 

The conclusion of the Government report is that 

“The present New York system of fixed differences is uneconomic, 
in defiance of natural law, unfair, and, like all other attempts to 
defy natural law, results in such complex and devious effects that the 
benefit of its transactions accrues only to a skilled few.” 

But what the Government report does not set forth plainly 
the New Orleans future contract provides that the holder 
for a delivery of cotton of quality that manufacturers will buy, where- 
as the New York “ tenderable”’ cotton is mainly of the kind that may 
be used to stuff mattresses, but can not be spun into cotton goods ; 

In other words, the New Orleans exchange is a commercial 
which justifies its existence, whereas the New York exchange 
in which the actual product is merely a symbol for gambling transa« 
tions. Yet the spinners of America, England, and continental Europe 
base their bids for their raw material upon the fictitious New York 
future boards. 

What the Government investigator should have made plain, but did 
not, is the fact about what should be called the “ check-rack” of 
New York’s cotton gambling house. This is a mass of baled and ware 
housed stuff, unfit for any manufacturer's use, but “ tenderable"’ under 
any New York contract. 

In other words, on a recent date, when the stock of New York cot- 
ton was 84,784 bales, exactly 81,477 bales were of such quality as to 
be worthless, except for the use of gambling coteries to use in raising 
or depressing the price at will 


that 
ean call 


is 


one, 


is one 


Mr. Chairman, few people realize the influence exerted upon 
the price of spot cotton by the manipulations practiced on the 
New York exchange. The States of the cotton section have 
within the past few years become aroused to the magnitude of 
the injury being done to the cotton trade, and have by legisla- 
tion attempted as far as they could to protect the cotton trade, 
the producer and spinner, from the great hurt that being 
done them. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that even we 
in the South fully realize the extent to which these evil prac- 
tices have gone. 

In this connection notice which within the last few days ap- 
peared in the public press relative to the failure of the firm of 
T. A. McIntyre & Co., of New York City, is interesting and in- 
structive. According to the newspaper account this firm had 
the reputation of doing one of the largest businesses in cotton 
futures of any house on Wall street. Mr. Moler, office manager, 
in an interview following the suspension, said that the firm suf- 
fered greatly from the effect of the antioption laws of the 
Southern States. Before these laws went into effect Mr. Moler 
said the firm’s monthly trading in cotton options aggregated 
800,000 bales, but recently their monthly business has not ex- 
ceeded 50,000 bales. According to this statement the vearly 
cotton business of this one firm represented more than 9,600,000 
bales, an amount equal to 85 per cent of the entire quantity 
grown in this country in 1907 and 100,000 bales more than the 
crop of eight years ago. 

And, bearing on the same subject, I desire to direct attention 
to a statement by the general attorney for the Western Union 
Telegraph Company, made in a hearing before the House Com 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, in which he said 
that there were 74,805,000 telegrams transmitted annually, and 
that “60 per cent of the telegraph business of the country was 
transmission of information for exchanges, boards of trade, and 
commercial bodies.” 

Because of the legislation in the South against this out- 
rageous gambling in the principal product of her people, there 
has doubtless been and will continue to be quite a falling off 
of the tolls which those engaged in the traffic have been gather- 
ing for the unwary ones of that section. Of course those in- 
juriously affected by this legislation will resent it and do all 
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that can be done to escape the consequences thereof. Some will 
fail, as MeIntyre did. Others will endeavor to bring about a 
repeal of these laws and all kinds of specious arguments will 
be made, all kinds of means adopted to bring about that end. 
I will again read from the organ of the exchange a line showing 
the means to be resorted to. It says: 

The cotton exchange has decided not to allow 
and post quotations in States where trading in 
mitted. 


its members to send 
futures is not per- 


This, Mr. 
ern |] 
It will not 
to prevent 
Instead of repealing them they will be elaborated and strength- 
ened. The South is determined that no longer will she permit 
her people to be victimized and despoiled as they have been by 
these unconscionable gamblers, 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I desire again to clearly define 


Chairman, is intended as a punishment to the South- 
for the effort they are making to protect themselves. 


succeed. 


eople 


my position with reference to the cotton exchanges—the one at | 
I am unalterably | 


New 


op] 


York and also the one at New Orleans. 
to every feature of their business which involves a 
gamble on the price of this great product. As I have repeat- 
edly said, I doubt whether future trading of any kind for any 
purp 
who grows cotton, or to the consumer, the manufacturer who 
spins cotton. 

I have no sympathy with indiscriminate clamor blindly voiced 
for the destruction or hampering of legitimate speculation in 
cotton, but I do insist that such transactions should be based 
on actual cotton, and must not be mere frenzied gambling on 
the fluctuation in the price of phantom cotton, inevitably re- 
sulting to the serious hurt of millions of people who are unable 
to protect themselves from the injurious effects thereof. Again 
I say if the geographical handicap under which New York la- 
bors will not prevent her having again an important spot mar- 
ket (but I hear it will) I hope the New York Cotton Exchange 
may speedily change its uncommercial and uneconomical rules, 
abandon its unjust and unfair contract which makes to the 
great advantage of the seller, and once more render substantial 
aid to the cotton trade. 
impossible for the New York Cotton Exchange to operate its so- 
called “ business” without injury to the legitimate cotton trade 
then it should go out of business. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I desire to occupy five minutes on a matter not 
germane to the bill. During this session there have been sev- 


sed 


eral speeches delivered in the House upon various phases of the commercial-difference system. 


cotton question. Some of them have been in severe denunciation 


of the New York Cotton Exchange and of gentlemen who trans- | 


act business thereon and of the methods of their procedure. 


it had been my intention before the expiration of this Congress | 


to have taken the time to have replied to the speeches made by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrin}, the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sims], and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BURLESON]. 

A careful examination of these speeches, Mr. Chairman, dis- 
closes that none of these gentlemen have advanced any argu- 
ments different from those advanced more than sixteen years 


ago when the so-called “ Hatch antioption bill” was under con- | 


sideration. Indeed, without reflecting upon the gentlemen, it 
seems to me that a careful study of the debates of sixteen years 
ago on the question of the antioption bill would have made pos- 
sible an even more formidable opposition to the exchange than 
has been presented at this time. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURLESON. Is it not a fact that the principal objec- 
tion urged by me against the practice of the New York Cotton 
Exchange was directed against the rule admitting fixed differ- 
ences between grades, and that rule has been adopted since the 
speech made by Mr. Hatch and Senator George? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Texas 
that 
New York Cotton Exchange is to the rule whereby what is 
known as “ fixed differences” are made by members of the ex- 
change. It is a well-known rule that lawyers—and the gentle- 
man from Texas is a lawyer—— 

Mr. BURLESON. And a farmer. 

Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). Make their strongest points 
first in any argument that they advance. In a pamphlet copy 
of the speech made by the gentleman from Texas on the ques- 
tion he first makes this objection on page 39, in a speech of 
forty-six pages. I submit that the gentleman did not appre 
clate that this rule was the most vital objection that could be 


contends 
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The laws the Southern States have passed | 
gambling in cotton are on the statute books to stay. | 


se is ultimately to the interest of the producer, the farmer | 


Otherwise, as I said on April 2, if it is | 





his chief objection to the practice now in vogue on the | 
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made to the exchange until a report, made by the Commiss 
of Corporations, after the speech delivered by the gent 
from Texas was published condemning the practice rez 
by the rule to which the gentleman from Texas referred. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman from New York sy). 
mit one minute? I will read the beginning of my declaratio, 
upon that subject: 

I now submit for your consideration a rule of the exchange whier 
in my opinion, operates to do the purchaser and consumer more day: 
age, more serious hurt, than all other things combined. 

I read it from their bills, and then I read the rule authoriz. 
ing fixed differences. My declaration then states what | 
thought of the fixed differences. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What page is that? 

Mr. BURLESON. Page 37. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I submit that if the gentleman be 
lieves that that is the most vital objection, he would not haye 
delivered thirty-seven pages of his speech upon other matters 
before he reached this objection. 

Mr. BURLESON, Oh, that is merely preliminary. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Aside from that, for instance, the ep. 
tleman called attention to the fact that October futures on the 
day he delivered the speech were selling at 94 cents and spot 
cotton was selling at 11 cents. Of conrse, in view of the state 
ment of the commissioner of agriculture of Texas about that 
time that there would be 1,000,000 bales of cotton in October in 
excess of the demand for cotton, it is easy to realize why, with 
a surplus lot of cotton available or likely to be available, Octo- 
ber futures would sell for less than spots would command at 
present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that I may 
proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I merely desired to say 
that since the speeches mentioned by me have been delivered, 
and which I believe I am able to answer, even to the satisfac- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurLeEson], the Com 
missioner of Corporations has submitted what is known as part 
1 of a report in response to a resolution adopted by the House 
on the 4th of February, 1907. This report deals with cotton: 
exchange methods of determining differences in price between 
various grades of cotton in connection with future contracts. 
The Commissioner of Corporations condemns what is known as 
the fixed-difference system and commends what is knowin as the 
It would be easy to discuss and 
to give legitimate commercial reasons for the adoption of th 
fixed-difference system. 

It might suffice to say for the present that it is the only syste 
known in the coffee trade and the only system known in tl 
grain trade. The report states further, however, that the Col 
missioner of Corporations will submit subsequent reports w! 
will take up the classification of cotton, the range of grades, al’ 
the effect of the exchange rules and other conditions upon te 
price. Since the Commissioner of Corporations intends to su 
mit three supplements to the report already published, «!! af! 
ing the same question, it seems to me more appropriate to de 
fer the discussion of the speeches already made and the par! 
report of the Commissioner until the next session of Coneress 
when the Commissioner of Corporations will have competed bis 
report. , 

Mr. BURLESON. Oh, I think the gentleman had better tse 
the full recess in order to do it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then, Mr. Chairman, we can dis’ 
question. My friend from Texas says it is advisable to \& 
the complete recess in order to consider this. Mr. ‘ rmal 
there were two speeches published in the Recorp fifteen ye'® 
ago. If I merely reprinted them in the Recorp at t's tle 
even the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burteson) would reeret 
having made the speeches that he has made upon this quest” 
because every argument that he has advanced either no 
or as old brushed up as new are completely refuted |» the 
speeches of which I speak. The men engaged in business " 
the cotton exchange in New York are engaged in a ! 
business. They are entitled to the presumption that their 0'" 
ness is legitimate. Proof of impropriety is necessary; ! ee 
will not be presumed. These men enable my friends from : 
South—the men represented by the gentleman from ‘Tes"s | 
Burieson]—to market their cotton at a profit. If the « nena 
were abolished or if it were impossible for those wo" = 
represents to take advantage of the exchange, there }s ! 0 dos 
that his people would suffer much more than anyon oa 2 
did not wish this session to end without giving notice U1" * 


oner 
eman 


Ated 


es this 


itimate 


busi- 








ime when the investigation now being made is com- 
all of the evidence is before the Congress, those 
rested from another standpoint in this question will 
ready and willing to debate every phase of it. 

re a summ iry of a report by the Commissioner of 





































the complete report is not available to Members. 
that this report condemns one of the things that 


from Texas discussed as an afterthought in his 
ad his views. 
ss to diseuss this question fairly and fully. It 
neither he nor anybody else is justified in draw- 
from tt 
Commissioner of Corporations, since the complete 
evidence upon which it is made is not available 
[ hope my friend from Texas will contain his soul 
When there is ample time those who differ with 
estion will be willing to take all the time neces- 
chly and fully debate it. 
“ad as follows: 


Is 


to the post exchange, Fort Moultrie, S. C., 
which was .erroneously deposited in 
‘ Miscellaneous receipts,” $40. 
WNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
I send to the desk and ask to have read: 
rk read as follows: 
parate paragraph, after page 26, line 25: 
or the payment by the Secretary of War of the sum of 
h to Jennie Carroll, widow of James Carroll, major and 
| States Army, and the like sum per month to Mabel H. 
iow of Isaae Lazeer, late acting assistant contract surgeon, 
s Army, as provided by law, $3,000.” 
\IRMAN, 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 


| ‘ on 


} n was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 


the Treasury 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE addressed the committee, See Appendix.] 


he ¢ k read as follows: 
ind ordnance stores, Bureau of Ordnance, 1905, $76.78. 
SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to discuss a matter of 


t to the people of this country. I am now, always 

, and always expect to be, a friend of the American 
of its growth, of its success, of its welfare, and of its 
eye that this Government should have one of the 
all the werld—not for offense, but for defense, 
) provoke war, but for our protection, and as a guaranty 
A strong navy is national peace insurance. To-day, 
are having much difficulty in getting the right 

nm to enlist in the Navy to man our magnificent ships. 


es n 


far from being filled. The personnel is not up 

standard of the ships. The Government needs now more 

ind better men, and the best way to get good men and 

r men in the Navy is to have a great merchant marine as 
hing school, and in case of war as an auxillary navy. A 

y without an auxiliary merchant marine is badly handi- 
tipped. This Government to-day has a poorer merchant ma- 


than any third-class power in the world, and the reason for 
we do not enact honest legislation to build up 
nt marine as it should be built up along constitu- 
and in accordanee with well-settled deep-sea navi- 
ples. We have not as good a merchant marine to- 
iad one hundred years ago. We have not the ton- 
i the high seas to-day that we had one hundred years 


e 


a d he fault is all our own. 
. Chairman, it is a fact, and a most deplorable fact, and 


. i who has investigated the subject knows it, that we 


wae cistered tomnage for ocean-carrying trade to-day 

we had one hundred years ago. In 4808 the United States, 

: | a p ation of less than 9,000,000 inhabitants, owned 
. : be. ed tonnage for ocean-carrying trade than the 


' + Stites In 1908, with a population of nearly 90,000,000. 
e Al | tonnage in 1808 was over 900,000, and it is new 

UU,000, and, what is worse still, it showed an actual 
ore than 6,000 tons last year. In 1808S American 
the American flag and manned by American sailors, 
JU per cent of our deep-sea trade and a great part 
the countries of Europe. To-day we carry very 
. r own trade and practically none of other countries, 
. t ng the fact that we should be the foremost mari- 





roclaims that the Commissioner of Corpora- | 
I know that the gentleman from | 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 
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1e report and testimony submitted to Con- | 


of an amount | 






6501 


earried in American bottoms; cent of ou 


in 1908 less than 8 per 


lmports and exports are carried in American ships. The | l 
States pays to the owners of foreign deep-sea vessels f 
veying our freights and passengers over $200,000,000 a year, and 
much of this vast sum of money goes to the owners of f 
steamers which are regularly enrolled on the merchant 


lists of European governments, manned by naval reserve offi- 





cers and sailors, and available for immediate service ag is 
in case of war. 

It is a matter of much regret that the few Republicans 
Congress who control and dictate legislation seek to 1 by 
the situation by ship subsidies, and hence earnestly favor I 
eloquently advocate a ship-subsidy bill, which is no re : 
all, but a mere temporary makeshift to rob the many for t! 
benefit of the few by taking money out of the pock« ’ 
taxpayers generally and giving it to a few favored : 
I am opposed to this.subsidy policy. The taxpayers, when they 
understand it, will never consent to it. A subsidy b t t 
very best is only a temporary expedient, and no one who det 

| stands this subject believes for a single moment that it ! 
ever accomplish what its advocates so vociferously claim. 

A subsidy is a bounty, a bonus, a gratuity, and it never has 
succeeded, and it mever will succeed, in accomplishing the pur- 





J the world. More than nine-tenths of our once | 
. ,_. bowerfal deep-sea fleet has vanished, and not one new 
athens ' ocean-going ship is being laid to-day on either our 
' facie coast, while the vessels of foreign nations 








4 


= . ‘8 and monopolize more than nine-tenths of all 
and export commerce. 


t ¥2 per cent of our export and import trade was 




















' any gift bill. 





pose desired. All history proves it conclusively. Wherever 
and whenever it has been tried it has failed. In my opinion, if 
|a subsidy bill should pass it would not restore our American 
merchant marine or aid materially our shipbuilding industries 
It is a waste of time to talk about ship subsidies, and I believe 
every henest American is absolutely opposed to them. We 
might just as well pass a bill to pay a subsidy to every man 
who grows a bushel of wheat, or a barrel of potatoes, or a 
bale of cotton, or who makes a wagon, or builds a lecomotive, 
as to pay a subsidy to a man who builds a ship or sails a 


vessel. 

The taxpayers of our country, burdened now almost beyond 
endurance, are opposed to ship subsidies. ‘They are opposed to 
They say no private business interests should be 
aided, by direct grants from the Treasury. Ship subsidies are 
subversive of the eternal principles of justice and equality, 
contrary to the theory of our free institutions, of doubtful ex- 
pedienecy, and at war with the spirit of the Constitution. 
gress has no power to subsidize any (rade or any calling or 
any business on land or sea at the expense of the taxpayers of 
our country. 

Mr. Chairman, I have always been, and always expect to be, 
a sincere friend of our shipping industries and an enthusiastic 
advocate of just and proper and honest legislation that will 
build up and restore our merchant marine. I believe every true 
American desires the supremacy of American ships in our over- 
seas carrying trade, but I believe they prefer it along the lines 
of tonnage taxes, and not by subsidies. They see no necessity 
of taking money out of the Treasury and paying it to the present 
trust owners of ships for doing what they are already doing; 
and those most conversant with the subject even go so far as to 
declare that this subsidy scheme, if enacted into law, will not 
lay a new keel in any American shipyard or secure an addi- 
tional ton of freight of over-seas commerce. Practically e 
dollar granted will go to the ships now afloat owned by 
shipping trust. 

Ship subsidies do not build ships—they create ocean-trading 
monopolies. Ship subsidies will not give workmen employment 
in American shipyards—the money will simply g 
cious pockets of the platocratic beneficiaries of the shipping 
trust. Every scheme of this kind simply permits respectable 
corruption and benefits the few at the expense of the many. 
The principle of ship subsidies is inherently wrong and abso 
lutely indefensible—it is uwnrepublican, undemocratic, and un- 
American, and no man who understands the question can justify 
the steal in the face of the facts. If the Congress should pass a 
ship-subsidy bill, I believe the people will demand its repeal in 
less than five years, but I hope the wisdom of this House will 
never permit sueh an iniquitous bill to pass. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we want restore merchant 
marine, and gain our lost prestige on the high seas, we 
go back to first principles, and return to the policies of the early 


statesmen of our country, whose wise and far-seeing legisla- 


Con- 


very 


the 


» into the capa 


to our 


must 


tion in those days made us the mistress of the seas. I have 
earnestly sought to do this ever since I have been in Con- 
gress, but thus far without success. I have a bill now pend- 


ing and which has been pending for years, which seeks to ac 


| complish in this matter what the people desire. It is a simple 
yet comprehensive measure for a discriminatory graduated ton 
nage tax in favor of American bottoms. If it were adopted it 


t 


would restore our merchant marine and not take one dollar out 
of the pockets of the taxpayers of our country. I send this bill 


of mine to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have it read in my time, 


Ci 


6502 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A | (Hl. R. 18977) to regulate commerce with foreign nations, so as 
to equalize the footing of American vessels with foreign, to make 
preference for the use of American ships in our own trade, to extend 
the postal service by American steamships, and to promote commer- 
cial independence. 
Be it enacted, etc., 

upon tonnage, and to the ocean mail service in force when this act shall 

ye approved, be, and the same is hereby, supplemented and amended as 

Tollows: 


" 
iil 


PART 1.—TONNAGE DUTIES. 
That all vessels not of the United States arriving at any 
port under the jurisdiction of the United States, after this act shall 
take effect, shall be liable for and shall pay additional, or extra, ton- 
nage duties, except as provided in section 2, for the purpose of equal- 
izing the footing of American ships with those of other countries, whose 
vessels, as a rule, cost much less to build and especially to navigate, 


SecTION 1. 


competition between our own vessels and those of the nations with 
whom we trade, and a chance for the survival of the marine of the 
United States. 
DIRECT TRADB, 
Sec. 2. That no vessel coming direct from her own country, its 
colony or possession, not stopping at a port of another country, laden 
with the productions of its own country, or with passengers, in excess 


of one-third of her burden or capacity for freight or for passengers, | 


to be landed in the United States, shall be charged with additional or 
extra tonnage duty, except in cases where the country to which she belongs 
and whence she sailed direct, charges additional or extra tonnage duty, 
or an equivalent thereof, to vessels of the United States; and in such 
cases, if any there be, the extra duty of the vessel’s country so charge- 
able shall be added to the extra duty of the United States under this 
act, and the sum so found shall be the full charge per ton for addi- 
tional or extra duty to be collected; but if the country to which the ves- 
sel belongs, so laden and coming, shall hold out to its vessels by law 
the payment of bounty, subsidy, or subvention of some sort, in consid- 
eration of making voyages like the one in question, then, and in that 
case, three-fourths of the amount of the gratuity payable as aforesaid, 
shall be charged and collected as countervailing duty in addition 
the regular and the extra duty otherwise chargeable and to be collected: 
Provided, however, That a steamer under postal contract, carrying the 


mails regularly, shall pay no extra tonnage taxes, unless her country | 
charges such taxes to the mail steamers of the United States, or un- | 
less she comes indirect, in which case an equivalent of such tax shall | 


be charged up and collected from her, as additional or countervailing 
duty. 


Clause 1. Every vessel not of the United States that shall arrive direct | 
from her own country, its colony or possession, in ballast, or with mer- | 1910, after which date it shail be $1.75 per ton until the ist day of 


chandise produced there, or with passengers, in a less proportiom than 
one-third of her burden or capacity for freight or passengers, as afore- 
said, shall pay a duty on the gross admeasurement, in addition to the 
regular duty imposed by law, as follows: On all vessels not exceeding 
4,000 tons, 25 cents per ton; on all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 


and 8,000 tons, 50 cents per ton; on all vessels between the sizes of | 


. » FE ang > ° ¢ ° m7 > tw sieaa | _. 
8,000 and 12,000 tons, 75 cents per ton; on all vessels between the sizes | ditional duty shall be $2.25 


of 12,000 and 16,000 tons, $1 per ton; on all vessels between 16,000 and 
20.000 tons, $1.25 per ton; on all vessels exceeding the size of 20,000 
tons, $1.50 per ton. 

Clause 2. But if a vessel not of the United States shall arrive direct 
from her own country, its colony or possession, in ballast, or with mer- 
chandise of its production, or with passengers, in a less proportion than 
one-third of her burden or capacity for freight or passengers, as afore- 
said, and the country of said vessel holds out to its shipowners by law 
the payment of bounty, subsidy, or subvention of some sort, in consid- 
eration of making voyages like the one in question, then, in addition to 
the regular and the additional duties found as provided in clause 2, 
there shall be added a countervailing duty, which shall amount to one- 
half the additional duty provided in clause 2. 

Clause 3. Surveyors of tonnage shall ascertain and certify to the col- 


lector the proportion of carrying ability or capacity occupied by pas- | 


sengers, by freight, and by ballast of any kind, respectively, and no 
vessel so laden and coming shall be discharged of cargo, except upon 
acceptance of the report of the surveyor by the master or agent of the 
vessel. 

Clause 4. Every vessel coming from her own country, but bringing 
cargo the whole or a portion of which has been produced in another or 
foreign country, shall be considered as engaged in indirect trade, unless 
seven-eighths of her cargo shall be of home production, and she shall be 
liable to payment of duties under the provisions of section 3, according 
to size. 

INDIRECT TRADE. 
That a discriminating tonnage duty, based upon the gross 


Sec. 3. 
admeasurement in all cases, in addition to the regular duty imposed on 


vessels tonnage by law, shall be levied and collected from all vessels 
not of the United States that shal! arrive with merchandise, passen- 
gers or mails to be landed in the United States from countries, colonies, 
or possessions where the said cargo, in whole or in part, was laden, but 
to which country, colony, or possession said vessel or vessels do not 
belong, as follows: 

Clause 1. On all vessels exceeding 4,000 tons, the additional dut 
shall be $1.25 per ton until the lst day of January, 1910, after whic 
date it shall be $1.50 per ton until the ist of January, 1912, after 
which date it shall be $1.75 per ton. 

Clause 2. 
the additional duty shall be $1.50 per ton until the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1910, after which date it shall be $1.75 per ton until the 1st day 
of January, 1912, after which date it shall be $3.25 per ton. 

Clause 3. On all vessels between the sizes of 8,000 and 12,000 tons, 
the additional duty shall be $1.75 until the Ist day of January, 1910, 
after which date it shall be $2 per ton until the Ist day of January, 
1912, after which date it shall be $2.50 per ton. 

Clause 4. On all vessels between the sizes of 12,000 and 16,000 tons, 
the additional duty shall be $2.25 per ton until the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1910, after which it shall be $2.75 per ton until the ist day 
of January, 1912, after which date it shall be $3.25 per ton. 

Clause 5. On all vessels exceeding the size of 16,000 tons, the addi- 
tional duty shall be $3.50 per ton until the ist day of January, 
1910, after which date it shall be $4 per ton until the ist day of 
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $5 per ton. Any vessel 
violating this section or refusing to pay duties under its provisions as 
aforesaid shall not be permitted to load or clear with cargo in a port 
of the United States on penalty of seizure and confiscation. 


INGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


to | 


On all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 and 8,000 tons, | 


| Measurement in all cases, 


| the additional duty shall be $1.25 


| 1910, after which date it shall be $1.50 per ton until the ist d: 
that there may be fair and equitable commerce with all countries, proper | 


| not of the United States, but of a country that holds out to it 


| January, 1912, after which date it shall be $4.25 





May 18. 


Sec. 4. That a discriminating tonnage duty, based on the eros 
in addition to the regular duty impose 
vessel tonfage by law, shall be levied and collected from a)! yes, 
not of the United States that shall arrive in ballast without morc) 


dise, passengers, or mails to be landed in the United States from 


| tries, colonies, or possessions to which said vessel or vessels 


. | belong, as follows: 
That the law relating to vessels, to the duties laid | 


Clause 1, On all vessels not exceeding 4,000 tons, the adaj 
duty shall be 75 cents per ton until the Ist day of January. 
after which date it shall be $1 per ton until the Ist day of j 
1912, after which date it shall be $1.25 per ton. 

Clause 2, On all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 and & 
the additional duty shall be $1 per ton until the Ist day of | 
1910, after which date it shall be $1.25 per ton until the 1s; 
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $1.50 per ton. 

Clause 3. On all vessels between the sizes of 8,000 and 12. 
per ton until the Ist day of 


January, 1912, after which date it shall be $1.75 per ton. 

Clause 4. On all vessels Hetween the sizes of 12,000 and 16.000 
tons, the additional duty shall be $1.50 per ton until the Ist day of 
January, 1910, after which date it shall be $1.75 per ton until’ the 
ist day of January, 1912, after which date it shall be $2 per +: 

Clause 5. On all vessels exceeding the size of 16,000 tons, the addi 
tional duty shall be $2.50 per ton until the ist day of January, 1910, 
after which date it shall be $3 per ton until the Ist day of Januar 
1912, after which date it shall be $4 per ton. Any vessel violating 
this section or refusing to pay duties under its provisions as aforesaid 
shall not be permitted to load or cleax with cargo in a port of the 
United States on penalty of seizure and confiscation. 

Sec. 5. That a discriminating tonnage duty, based on the gross 
admeasurement in all cases, in addition to the regular duty imposed 
on vessel tonnage by law, shall be levied and collected from al! vessels 
by law the payment of bounty, subsidy, or subvention of some sort, in 
consideration of making voyages like the one in question, that shal! 
arrive in ballast without merchandise, passengers, or mails to be landed 
in the United States, from countries, colonies, or possessions to which 
said vessel or vessels do not belong, as follows: 

Clause 1. On all vessels not exceeding 4,000 tons, the additional duty 
shall be $1 per ton until the Ist day of January, 1910, after which date 
it shall be $1.25 per ton until the Ist day of January, 1912, after 
which date it shall be $1.50 per ton. 

Clause 2. On all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 and 8,000 tons, 
the additional duty shall be $1.25 per ton until the Ist day of January, 
1910, after which date it shall be $1.50 per ton until the Ist day of 
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $1.75 per ton. 

Clause 3. On all vessels between the sizes of 8,000 and 12,000 tons, 
the additional duty shall be $1.50 per ton until the 1st day of January 


January, 1912, after which date it shall be $2 per ton. 

Clause 4. On all vessels between the sizes of 12,000 and 16,000 tons, 
the additional duty shall be $1.75 per ton until the Ist day of January, 
1910, after which date it shall be $2 per ton until the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1912, after which date it shall be $2.25 per ton. 

Clause 5. On all vessels exceeding the size of 16,000 tons, the ad- 
er ton until the Ist day of January, 1910, 
after which date it shall be $3.50 per ton until the Ist day of January, 
1912, after which date it shall be $5 per ton. Any vessels violating 
this section, or refusing to pay duties under its provisions as afore 
said, shall not be permitted to load or clear with cargo in a port of the 
United States on penalty of seizure and confiscation. 

Sec. 6. That a discriminating tonnage duty, based on the gross 
admeasurement in all cases, in addition to the regular duty imposed on 
vessel tonnage by law, shall be levied and collected from every vessel 
not of the United States that shall arrive from a country to which it 
does not belong, whether with or without cargo, passengers, or Malis, 
but under engagement to load cargo, passengers, or mails for anothe! 
country than its own, or that shall effect such engagement alter 
rival at a time and while there shall be one or more vessels of A 
ean registry in port listed at the custom-house as ready aX 
to engage for the same or a similar voyage, as follows: 

Clause 1. On all vessels not exceeding 4,000 tons, the additior 
shall be $2 per ton until the ist day of January, 1910, after 
date it shall be $2.25 per ton until the 1st day of January, 1: 
which date it shall be $2.50 per ton. , : hone 

Clause 2. On all vessels between the sizes of 4,000 and 8,000 Tons, 
the additional duty shall be $2.75 per ton until the 1st day of Januar) 
1910, after which date it shall be $3 per ton until the Ist @a) 
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $3.25 per ton, |... 

Clause 3. On all vessels between the sizes of 8,000 and 12,\" 
the additional duty shall be $3 per ton until the Ist day of. 
1910, after which date it shall $3.50 per ton until the Is 
January, 1912, after which date it shall be $4 per ton. . 

Clause 4. On all vessels between the sizes of 12,000 and 1° 
the additional duty shall be $3.25 per ton until the Ist day ol 
1910, after which date it shall be $3.75 per ton ot _ 
per ton. 

Clause 5. On all vessels exceeding the size of 16,000 ton: 
tional duty shall be $3.50 per ton until the Ist day of Janu 
after which date it shall be $4 per ton until the Ist day « 
1912, after which date it shall be $5 per ton. c 

Clause 6. But if, in addition to coming, as aforesaid, un 
ment or making it after arrival, as above, a foreign vess-! 
held out to her by law the payment of bounty, subsidy, ©! 
of some sort, in consideration of making voyages like the c 
tion, then, and in such case, a duty of 25 per_cent ove! 
the rate per ton stated in clauses 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of this s 
be levied and collected: Provided, however, That if there b 
of American register listed at the custom-house at the tim 
or of engagement afterwards, as ready and willing to ens’ 
same or a similar voyage, then tonnage duty shall be pa 
section 2, or 3, or 4, according to the circumstances desc! 
Any vessel violating this section or refusing to pay dutie 
provisions, as aforesaid, shall not be permitted to load mo 
cargo in a port of the United States on penalty of seizure a 
tion. =e 

Sec. 7. That all vessels not of the United States, — 
bounty, subsidy, or subvention of some sort, arriving at te 
of the United States from the Atlantic ports, or vice —. 
at the Pacific ports of the United States from the A . 
ports, or vice versa; or arriving at any port of the _ ra 
of the United States, or vice versa, in ballast and wi om 
passengers, seeking cargo, shall pay additional tonnage ¢\' 














thus enjoyed, as follows: On arrival from Atlantic to Gulf 
vice versa, 30 cents per ton; on arrival from Atlantic or 
to Pacific ports, or vice versa, #1 per ton; on arrival from 
the mainland to any port of the insular possessions of the 
er vice versa, $2 per ton, gross measurement in all 
yessel, not of the United States, shall discharge or take in 
assengers without a permit from the collector in each and 
Any vessel violating this section or refusing to pay duties 
a 1 shall not be permitted or allowed by the collector to load 
; sengers in a port of the United States. 
. That a duty of 50 cents per ton on the gross admeasurement, 
i n to the regular duty imposed on vessel tonnage by law, shall 
: nd collected from every vessel that shall enter a port of the 
ited tes from a port of her own country, either with or without 
ngers, or mails, if she has not come direct, but has called 
n the way at a port of a country not her own and there, 
off the port, has received merchandise, passengers, or mails, 
e shall be landed in the United States, unless said vessel 
s be iit in the United States, or is owned by citizens of the 
s to the extent of 40 per cent, to be proved to the satis- 
the collector and the district attorney of any United States 


That a tonnage duty, to be termed light tax, of 3 cents per 
t ss admeasurement of every merchant vessel, not of the 
. that shall enter a port of the United States, shall be 
vied and collected, in addition to duties required by preceding sections, 
re clearance for sea, except in case such vessel shall clear in ballast, 
may have made port in distress, or was built in the United States. 
a That a tonnage duty, to be termed race tax, of 4 cents per 
cross admeasurement of every merchant vessel not of the 
United States, that shall enter a port of the United States and therein 
discharge merchandise, passengers, or mails, shall be levied and col- 
addition to the duties required by preceding sections, if such 
shall be manned to an extent exceeding 10 per cent of the crew 
rsons belonging to a different race of men from the owners of 


Stat 


That the regular tonnage tax referred to In preceding sec- 


tions shall be paid by all vessels in the foreign trade, whether American | 


foreign, and 


be hereafter collected on every entry at the 
‘omputed on the gross admeasurement. 
eased from 6 cents to 10 cents per ton, and from 3 cents 
ton, respectively. American steamers carrying mails 


mage tax but once a year. 

Part 2.—Export PREMIUMS. 
That all collections of tonnage duties and charges of every 
zainst vessels of every kind, whether regular, or additional, or 
vailing duties, light, race, and immigrant tax, entrance and 
f = permits provided by this and former acts to be 


custom- 


5 cents per 


es, 





paid into the courts from violations of the navigation 
» laws of the United States, this act included, shall, after 
e of this act, be set apart in the Treasury as a special fund 
to pay, first, for the support of marine hospitals for Ameri- 
and, second, for the payment of premiums to exporters of 
; giving preference in the employment of vessels 
nited States not in fact owned by themselves. No 







it shall be carried over from year to year. 
13. That on and after fifteen months from the passage of this 





section 12 of this act, to the bona fide owners and ex- 
rchandise the growth, production, and manufacture of the 
s, to foreign countries not adjoining the United States, in 





United State 


vessels of the United States registered pursuant to law and not owned 
ntact by themselves, as follows: A premium of one-fourth of 1 per 
on the cash valuation of each shipment direct to a port not less 

) miles from the tidal or national boundary of the mainland of 

— States; and a premium of one-half of 1 per cent on the 





of each shipment direct to a port not less than 400 miles 
of departure in the United States; and a premium of 


-f 





oy of 1 per cent on the cash valuation of each shipment 
ae | rt not less than 1,000 miles from the port of departure in 
ons an States; and a premium of 1 per cent on the cash valuation 
“eh shipment direct to a port not less than 2,000 miles from the | 


‘of departure in the United States; and a premium of 13 per cent 
cash valuation of each shipment direct to a port not less than 


) 


ae from the port of departure in the United States; and a 
[ a ne 1} per cent on the cash valuation of each shipment direct 
Unit ’ ee tOt tess than 4,000 miles from the port of departure in the 
ach chin,’ and a premium of 13 per cent on the cash valuation of 
of departur ae to a port not less than 5,000 miles from the port 


ai ition 


The present rates | 
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and paid at the custom-house, and all fines, penalties, | 


n the United States; and a premium of 2 per cent on the | 


| built shall be constructed under the inspection of a 
to | 
ne A part | 
fund shall be covered into the general Treasury, but the unpaid | 


ull be paid, out of the special fund in the Treasury pro- | 


1 of each shipment direct to a port not less than 6,000 | 


“ und pward from the port of departure in the United States. | 
port af : ms to an exporter shall be payable to his order upon re- 
' trance of the vessel, with a statement of the collector of 

ne t ie value of the shipment, which must be sworn to by 
regulation yr the United States, within ten days, according to such 
tween - ae ue Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, distances 
Desertieeet ee be determined by the Hydrographic Office of the Navy 
‘tment and stated in sea miles. 
Part 3.—MAIL CARRIAGE. 


aes ~~. that the postal act approved March 3, 1891, be, and it is 
Clause 1 oc, 2 Provide and to read as follows: 

— a the Postmaster-General shall as often as once in each 

: ‘or Informal proposals for the carriage of mails by sea 

‘n vessels between such ports of our own and other countries 

“*ers Thay seem advantageous, The advertisements shall be 





iiladelp eee weekly in a paper printed in Boston, New York, 
Savannah .t.. 2 more, New Orleans, Galveston, Norfolk, Charleston, 
ee le, San Francisco, Portland, and Seattle, describing the | 
COMmercialy Ct Mail and naval vessels adapted to promote the postal, 
those of ; a Daval interests of the United States and to subserve 


whers as well. Proposers will state the size and speed 
er of trips yearly, remuneration required, time when 
egun, and such other particulars as may seem useful 
ent to consider. 

Within one month after receipt of informal proposals, 
the Navy and the Postmaster-General shall together 
contents, the wants of the Navy and the needs of the 
nteres, “24 fix upon a schedule of requirements that will satisfy 
the y ena we Secretary of the Navy will control the plans for 
» €nG the Postmaster-General will decide upon the postal 












si. 
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programme, and the two together shall advertise formally to let con- 
tracts for the running of the vessels required. Such advertisements 
shall be inserted in the same papers that called for informal proposals 
four times weekly, describing the route, the character of the vessels, 
the size and speed, the number of trips yearly, the times of sailing, 
and the time when the service shall begin. These requirements shall 
not be such that bidders can not be found. The Navy Department 
shall pay the cost of formal advertising. The letting of such contracts 
shall be the same as prescribed by law for the letting of inland mail 
contracts, so far as shall be applicable to vessels. Every contract 
must have the approval of the President, and none shall exceed the 
limit of thirty years; but the President may require improved service 
every ten years. 

Clause S. That the vessels employed under any coptract made under 
this act shall constitute a line, which shall have a sailing day or days, 
at most, as often as three times a week, but no line shall mono; 
the carriage of mails to any foreisn port. 

Clause 4. That the owners of lines contracting for mail carriage may 
be persons or corporations, but if the latter, the contract must be with 
the individuals of the board of directors, who must be citizens of the 
United States and at all times prepared to swear that not more than 
40 per cent of the capital stock of the corporation is held by aliens, 
and that a citizen manages the line, under penalty of forfeiture of the 
contract, which, in such case, the President of the United State 
hereby authorized to declare. No line shall combine or consolidate 
with another, under the same penalty. 

Clause 5. That the vessels employed under this act shall be com- 
manded by citizens, and at least two officers and two engineers of each 
vessel shall also be citizens of the United States, and on each departure 
a portion of the crew, inclusive of firemen, shall owe allegiance to the 
United States, to wit: During the first year, one-eighth thereof; during 
the next two years, one-fifth; during the fourth and fifth years, one- 
fourth; during the sixth and seventh, three-tenths; during the re- 
mainder of contract time, one-third thereof. Sut no mail carrier shall 


¥? 
OL11Ze 


s is 


be delayed in sailing to obtain a crew in above proportion until tea 
years after the passage of this act. It may be stipulated that mails 
may be brought from abroad, the foreign country paying for the 


service; also that passengers and baggage and freight may be carried 
both ways. After July 1, 1910, the mails shall be sent foreign by ves- 
sels of the United States and no others, without express consent of 
Congress ; and in cases of need, when private enterprise fails to under- 
take or carry on the mail service at reasonable or lawful rates of re- 
muneration, the Secretary of the Navy shall have authority, and it 
shall be his duty, to furnish suitable vessels of the Navy in which to 
send mails foreign or bring them home, until the her order of 
Congress. 

Clause 6. That all vessels in the postal service and hereafter built 
for it, shall be prepared to receive arms for immediate use as cruisers, 
scouts, or transports in time of war; and in future their plans and 
specifications shall be agreed upon by and between the owners and the 


urt 


Secretary of the Navy, the strength and stability to be sufficient to 
carry armament required in naval service, and the materials of hull 


and machinery to be such as will command the highest classification 
given by American inspection of vessels. And all such vessels hereaft 
naval officer de- 
tailed by the Secretary of the Navy, to whom he will report in writing 
the progress made monthly, whether or not the contract is being well 
performed, and when the trial trip may be made; and no vessel not 
approved by the Secretary as fulfilling the contract, as to hull and 
machinery, shall be accepted for the service. 

Clause 7. That the compensation to be agreed upon and paid for such 
service as may be contracted for under this act shall be reasonable and 
as low as responsible bidders will perform the same, having regard 
to the encouragement to vessels provided by this act, to the commercial 
circumstances in each case, and to the rate of compensation for similar 
service paid by other countries. Where a bid may be deemed too high, 
the programme may be modified or the route readvertised, payment for 
services to be made at the end of each round voyage. If the contract 
shall fail to be fulfilled 


er 


for six months, the President may declare it 
forfeited, and thereupon the route shall be readvertised and let to 
another bidder, but on no account shall the service be abandoned to 
other countries. Readvertising shall be done in a paper printed in 
Washington, D. 

Clause 8. That upon eack mail vessel the United States shall have 
transported, free of charge, ome messenger, whose duty shall be to 
receive, sort, take in charge, and deliver the mails to and from the 
United States, and who shall be provided with suitable room for him- 
self and for the mails. 

Clause 9. That officers of the Navy may volunteer for service on 
mail vessels, and when accepted by the contractors be assigned to 
such duty by the Secretary of the Navy whenever in his opinion such 


assignment can be made without harm to the service, and while in said 
employment they shall receive furlough pay from the Government and 
such other compensation from the contractors as may be agreed upon: 
Provided, That they shall be required to perform only such duties 
as pertain to the service. 

Clause 10. That said vessels shall carry as cadets one American boy 
under 21 years of age for each 2,000 tons gross measurement, who shall 





be taught the duties of the service as seamen or engineers, rank as 
petty officers, and receive reasonable remuneration from the contractors. 

Clause 11. That said vessels may be taken and used by the Gov- 
ernment as cruisers, scouts, or transports at any time, on payment to 
the owners of their fair, actual value at the time of the taking, either 
for service by the voyage, by the month, or year, or may be purchased 
outright, and if there shall be a disagreement as to the rental or 
value, then the same shall be settled by two appraisers, one appointed 
by each party, they selecting a third, who shall a in case the two 
disagree. In the event of breaking up a line by taking its vessels 
the Government shall give the contractors the time n ssary to pr 
vide other vessels for carrying out their contract when opportunity 
offers, or the contract may be terminated by mutual consent 

Clause 12. That all vessels, not of the United Stat coming with 

| passengers from a country to which said vessels do not belon hall 
pay to the collector of the port where landed an immigrant of 
10 eents for each nautical mile of distance from rt port, fo ich 
and every passenger brought from such country, wh« l d 
with his or her effects. 
Part 4.—GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

Sec. 15. That marine underwriters or insurance compani all 
countries, in person or through agencies in ihe ports of the United 
States, may issue policies on hulls or cargoes in conformity with State 
regulations, where such have been made, on voyage itward « in- 
ward, but any discrimination made by them or their agents, either in 
the clauses of policies, in the premium rates, or effected through inspec- 
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tion or classification of hulls or otherwise, which shall tend to favor 
the employment of foreign vessels or tend to disfavor, embarrass, or 
inhibit the engagement of vessels of the United States, shall be deemed 
a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine as a penalty in a district court 
of the United States. Said fine for the first offense shall not exceed 
$5,000 nor be less than $3,000; for a second offense said fine shall not 
be less than $10,000, and for the third offense and each one afterwards 
said fine shall be not less than $15,000 nor more than $25,000, and 
suits shall be prosecuted by the attorney of the court aforesaid for each 
and every violation of this section that may be brought to his notice. 
In any such suit it shall be no defense that the orders or directions of 
any person, or the rules and regulations of any association of under- 
writers, shipowners, merchants, marine surveyors, or their agents, 
whether citizens or aliens, or that the inspection or classification of 
any vessel by any person, society, or authority whatsoever, can be 
claimed to justify the discrimination that may have been the subject 
of complaint, and which is not to be justified on any grounds. A re- 
fusal to insure goods, wares, and merchandise under this act to be 
carried by American vessels shall forfeit the privilege of doing business 
in American ports, or make the parties finable as above, to be decided 
by the court, in a suit brought for the forfeiture of said privilege, 
which is to be enjoyed under this act only. 
Sec. 16. That in a time of peace it shall not be lawful for any offi- 
cer of the Government to receive tenders of service or to make con- 
tracts to be performed by vessels not of the United States, and in all 
contracts for the performance of public work it must be provided that 
water transportation shall be performed by vessels of the United States. 
And the transportation of passengers, mails, goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise between the United States, its Territories and possessions, and 
the ports and places of the Panama Canal Zone is hereby declared to 
be reserved for vessels of the United States under the coastwise laws. 
Sec. 17. That in a time of war it shall not be lawful for vessels not 
of the United States to import or land anywhere in the United States; 
its Territories or possessions, any goods, wares, or merchandise, the 


growth, production, or manufacture of a country not at peace with the | 
And all goods, wares, and merchandise imported by a | 


United States. 
vessel not of the United States admitted to storage in bonded ware- 
house is hereby limited to a period of ten days, within which time the 
lawful duties and charges must be paid, whether entered for consump- 
tion or reexportation. In cases where minimum or reciprocity duties 


are imposed by law on goods, wares, and merchandise imported there | 


shall be levied, collected, and paid full rates of duty, notwithstanding 
any convention, if the same shall have been brought in by a vessel not 
of the United States or not of the reciprocating country from which 
such goods, wares, or merchandise were exported; or if the same, not 
being the growth, production, or manufacture of a country contiguous 
to the United States, shall have been brought across the line from 
such country. 

Sec. 18. That on and after the passage of this act it shall be lawful 
for the space of thirty months, but no longer, for any bona fide citizen, 
citizens, or domestic corporation engaged in, or intending immediately 
to engage in, the carriage of merchandise, mails, or passengers in the 
foreign trade of the United States, to import and enter at the custom- 
house, stating the foregoing facts under oath, for his or their own use, 
and that of no other person or persons in said trade, and not to be 
held for sale or sold to other citizens, and not to be emplyed in the 
domestic trade more than two months in the year, any vessel or vessels 
suitable therefor, of size not less than 2,000 tons gross, and of age not 
more than five years, and have the same duly registered as a vessel of 
the United States but upon the following conditions, nevertheless, to 
wit, that all vessels imported in the first six months of the term of 
thirty months, as aforesaid, shall pay a duty of $4 per ton gross meas- 
urement; those imported in the second six months shall pay a duty of 
$5 per gross ton; those imported in the third six months shall pay a 
duty of $6 per ton; those imported in the fourth six months shall pay 
a duty of $7 per ton; those imported in the fifth six months shall pay 
a duty of $8 per ton gross measurement, on all vessels less than 
one year old. A deduction of duty may be made on all vessels accord- 
ing to age beyond one year, to wit, of 5 per cent on those between 
one and two years; of 10 per cent on those between two and three 
years; of 15 per cent on those between three and four years; and of 
20 per cent on those between four and five years of age. The Treasury 
Department may allow credit on duties for imported tonnage to the 
extent of six and twelve months’ time on secured notes of owners with 
interest at 2 per cent per annum. And it shall be unlawful upon 
penalty, as for a misdemeanor, punishable by fine of not exceeding 
$1,000 in a district court of the United States, for the master, owner, 
or agent of any foreign-built freighting vessel or yacht not duly regis- 
tered, enrolled, or licensed to fly the flag of the Union from or abaft 
of the aftermost mast, spar, or pole, except as a signal of distress. 

Sec. 19. That the making or offering to make a contract for the 
exclusive carriage of goods, wares, or merchandise, either to or from 
foreign countries, conditioned partly on the shipment of same in the 
future by no other vessel or line of vessels, and promising or making 
of payment of rebates of freightage thereon, in consideration of making 
such contract, by an owner or agent of any vessel or line of vessels, 
is hereby declared a misdemeanor, punishable by fine in a district court 
of the United States of not less than $3,000 or more than $10,000 on 
each convictioa of such owner or agent of any such offending vessel or 
line of vessels, and if under foreign registry such vessel or line of 
vessels shall not thereafter be permitted either to land or to load cargo 
in the United States. Where it may become known to, or suspected by, 
the collector of any port that rebates of freightage are offered, prom- 
ised, or paid in an endeavor to engross the carriage of export or im- 
port goods, wares, or merchandise, he shall forthwith place the facts, 
or his information and belief, before the district attorney, who shall 
take proper steps to ascertain the truth and to break up the practice. 
And for the prevention of frauds that might be attempted under this 
act in indirect carrying, foreign vessels not built in the country of 
registry shall undergo a probation of three years before being adjudged 
by the collector as belonging in good faith to the country of registra- 
tion, unless built in the United States. 

Sec. 20. That nothing in the act to regulate commerce, approved 
February 4, 1887, or in the act to ag commerce against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies, approved July 2, 1890, or in any act amenda- 
tory of either of said acts, shall hereafter apply to the establishment of 
railroad rates or to the changing or publication of the same with re- 
spect to foreign commerce, if carried in vessels of the United States; 
or shall prohibit any agreement or reasonable act with respect to inter- 
state transportation that is not in restraint of commerce with foreign 
nations er among the several States; or shall hereafter authorize fines 
for any violation of such acts. 

: Src. 21. That, after the ist day of ———s 1909, it shall be unlaw- 
ful to transport foreign commerce that has been imported, or that is, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 18 


designed for export, at a less rate than is charged between the 
points for the transportation of domestic interstate commerce of |), 
character, unless carried in vessels of the United States to and from th 
same. 

Sec. 22. That after the passage of this act it shall not be lawfy! 
any officer of the Government to issue a register, enrollment, or |; 
for any vessel built abroad, except such as have been captured 
and condemned as prize, such as have been forfeited for a violation og 
the laws and bought at marshal’s sale, or may have belonged to q 
country that has come under the Government of the United &t 
become entitled to registry in compliance with this act. 

Sec. 23. That the regular duties of tonnage, computed on the ¢ 
admeasurement in all cases, and the usual passenger tax shal! | 
alike by vessels of the United States and foreign vessels on e 
every arrival, in foreign trade, when entry of vessel is made. 
grant tax shall be paid when permit is given for the landing 
sengers from vessels not of the United States brought from < ries 
to which said vessels do not belong. All additional tonnage duties 
and the light and race tax shall be paid before lading permit is issued, 
but if loading be delayed, then, at latest, at the end of two months 
from date of entrance. American vessels carrying crews of which 
one-eighth the number are citizens or owe allegiance to the United 
States shall have rebate of tonnage tax to the extent of 20 per cent: 
if one-fourth of the crew be citizens, the rebate shall be 30 per cent: 
if three-eighths of the crew be citizens, the rebate shall be 40 per cent: 
if one-half the crew be citizens, the rebate shall be 50 per cent: jf 
five-eighths of the crew be citizens, the rebate shall be 75 per cent: 
and if three-fourths of the crew be citizens, the rebate shal! be 100 
per cent. The United States shipping commissioner shal! ascertain 
and certify to the collector the proportion of citizens in each crew 
where rebate of tax may be demanded. Regular apprentices, as seamen 
or engineers, if citizens, shall count as men in computing rebate of 
tax. In trade to and from tropical countries where it may not he 
practicable to find any but natives of such regions to fill vacancies in 
the crews of vessels permits may be issued, on applications under oath 
of the owner or agent, by the Secretary of Commerce and [L: 
one year or while necessary to carry a crew partly such as i ay 
be practicable to engage in any given place. In all cases where vessels 
may be fined for infractions of law, in accordance with the Statutes, 
it shall be unlawful for the Secretary of any Department to remit 
any portion thereof without an order of court duly recorded; and it 
shall also be unlawful for the Commissioner of Navigation to order 
refunds of tonnage taxes that have been paid to a collector without 
trial and judgment of the case. 

Sec. 24. That for twelve years from the passage of this act it shall 
be lawful for the judge of any district court of the United States to 
grant final eapee of naturalization to any seaman of a foreign country 
who can speak and read the English language on his taking the oath 
prescribed by law, and swearing also that he has sailed one or mor 
years in vessels of the United States, naming them, and that he intends 
so to do in the future, naming the vessel that he will sail in next 

Sec. 25. That sections 12, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24, and 
this act shall take effect upon its passage, and sections 1, 2, 3, - 
7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 17, 21, and 23 in one year and thirty days 
after; and all acts or provisions of law in conflict herewith are hereby 
repealed; also any and all articles or clauses in existing maritime 
reciprocity conventions or in treaties, whose time fixed has exp 
that are in contravention herewith, are hereby annulled and : 
gated, in conformity with the stipulations and equities of said 
ments and the rights of the United States; and the formal no 
the Congress of the United States is hereby given to < 
concerned that, in one year from the F< of this act 
President, all diplomatic agreements for the suspension of comm il 
regulations, or for the forbearance to enact them, so far as thie afol 
said agreements are terminable by notice, are receded from on the pa! 
of the United States, and all enactments to carry out said agreements 
are by this act repealed. Any agreement, as above, not yet terminable 
by notice, may be observed until its term expires, but not longer 


Mr. SULZER. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill of mine speaks 


n War 


tes, or 


Ir 
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45 


ther 


| for itself, and I have had it read at the Clerk’s desk for the 


purpose of getting it in the Recorp, so that the people who are 
interested in this great shipping question can read the bill and 
judge accordingly. I place this tonnage-tax bill by the side of 
the ship-subsidy bill and submit the merits of the two measures 
to the impartial judgment of the taxpayers of the country, col 
fident that the general principles of my bill will be accepted by 
them in preference to those of the ship-subsidy bill. My bil! 's 
a practicable, honest, businesslike measure, and, in the opinion 
of those most competent to testify regarding this mater, 
enactment into law will go far to solve the shipping prodie!. 
restore our merchant marine, place our flag on the high seas 


'and give us ere long at least nine-tenths of our ocean-golls 


commerce. : 

My bill is a tonnage-tax bill, and the foreigner pays the '*. 
In other words, all goods brought to this country |! Tore" 
bottoms would have to pay a tonnage tax on the shi) ou 
admeasurement. This being the case, foreign shipowners Wollt 
have to charge higher freight rates than American s!)!/ we 
with the consequence that the American shipowners would £°t2"" 
our ocean-carrying trade. This would create a demand / 
American-built ships, and the demand would revive ee 
guishing shipbuilding industries, and the revival of ture ¢ 
dustries would give employment to thousands and thousands © ; 
workmen on both the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. \' bp 8 
no foreign shipowner will commend my Dill. No subsidy ow 
ber advocates it. No shipowners’ trust favors it. oe 
monopoly likes it. Naturally every foreign shipowne is & a 
lutely opposed to it, because every foreign shipowner am in 
that if a bill like this should become a law in this country 
less than ten years the United States would be the are 
the seas and do the major part of the deep-sea carr)''s 
of the world. 
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< ( do not expect foreign shipowners to favor my bill, but of tonnage taxes to restore the American merchant marine. I 

I when the question is understood by the taxpayers of | shall go to Denver, and I will do my best to have such a plank 

ntry every patriotic American will be in favor of it | written in the national Democratic platform. If I can have my 
rence to a subsidy bill, which takes money out of the | way, the plank will be about as follows: 

of the people of this country and pays it over in the We favor immediate action by Congress for the resumption 

of a gratuity to a special business interest. There is of the shipping policy which prevailed under the first five Presi- 

in my bill; no private gain at public expense. It is | dents and which brought forth and maintained the best mer- 

S ain, simple, practical, business, maritime measure for | chant marine on the ocean without the cost of a cent to the 

4 on the tonnage of the gross admeasurement of foreign | American people. 

f | We denounce the Republican party in Congress for its will- 

rhis bill of mine has met with much favor from people op- | ful neglect of our shipping in the foreign trade, Congress hav- 

posed to subsidies and who want to see Congress do some- | ing done nothing whatever for its revival since the civil war, 

revive our merchant marine. My measure is a ton- | except to connive at the passage of unconstitutional and vicious 

bill and nothing more. It is not a subsidy bill nor a | bounty and subsidy bills, utterly useless for the object in view 
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free-ship bill nor a discriminating-duty bill, and under its pro- | and only a corrupt expenditure of public revenue, really in the 
visions it would net take one dollar out of the Treasury of the | interest of foreign nations. 
rove ent or out of the pockets of the taxpayersofthecoun-| Mr. Chairman, that is the kind of a plank I want to see in the 


( 
try. It makes the foreigner pay the tax, and thts ought not to | next national Democratic platform, and I will do my best to get 
be tionable to the Republicans, because up to very recently | it in our platform, because I am now, always have been, and 


they med that under the pfotective tariff the foreigner paid | always will be a friend of the American merchant marine. I 
he but I understand they have abandoned that absurd | long for the coming of the day when American ships will be on 





d now admit that the consumer pays the tax. 
tonnage tax on the gross admeasurement of foreign 


every sea and our flag gloriously floating on the breeze in every 
port. I am willing to go as far as any man in this country to 
ships in favor of American ships is, I believe, substantially in | legislate for the restoration of the American merchant marine to 
lin th the policy of the men who molded our legislative | all its former glory and to secure for the American people their 
ma history in the early days of the Republic. The bill is | just share of the over-seas carrying trade of the world. As I 
indorsed by the American Shipping Society of the United States, | have said, I do not agree with the reasons advanced by the ad- 
of which Hon. W. W. Bates, of Denver, Colo.—formerly United | vocates of a subsidy bill as to the cause of the decline of our 
States shipping commissioner—is president, and has been ap- | merchant marine and the loss to the United States of our over- 
proved by some of the ablest writers and thinkers and political | seas carrying trade. I know, and every man who has investi- 
economists in our land. It is a comprehensive bill, but when | gated this subject knows, that our loss of deep-sea commerce is 
studied its provisions are very simple, and those who know | due entirely to our own iniquitous legislation and shortsighted 


most about the subject affirm that if this bill were enacted into | policies. 

law it would solve our maritime problem, restore our merchant If the American Congress would legislate intelligently re- 
marine, build up our shipyard industries, place our flag on | garding this subject, we could restore our merchant marine 
ships on every sea, and give us a great auxiliary navy in case | and secure nine-tenths of all our commerce on the high seas, 


of foreign complications; and it would accomplish all of this | exports and imports, without a ship subsidy or without taking 
without doing violence to any of the principles of our Govern- | a single dollar from the pockets of the taxpayers to give sub- 
ment or taking one dollar out of the Treasury or the pockets of | sidies to favored shipowners and shipbuilders. This whole 
the people. subject is a very simple matter when reduced to an intelligent 
fhe bill may not be perfect, and if it is not, I shall be glad to | business proposition. We do not need to take a dollar out 
do my share to perfect it; but I believe, from a careful study | of the pocket of the taxpayers or out of the Treasury of the 
of all bills that have been offered on this subject in Congress for | United States to revive our shipbuilding industries or restore 
the past ten years, that my bill presents the most speedy and | our merchant marine. All we need to do is to legislate in- 
effective remedy. I know it is said by the friends of the ship- | telligently, repeal the iniquitous laws against our deep-sea 
ping trust and the advocates of subsidies that the bill discrim-/| shipping now on our statute books, put in their place laws 
inates in favor of American ships against foreign ships; but I | similar to the navigation laws that were enacted by the early 
reply that we never can build up our shipping industries and | statesmen of the country—laws that built up our merchant 
restore our merchant marine unless we adopt the policy of free | marine in those historic days—laws that placed our flag on the 
Ships, or a policy that will discriminate in some way in favor | high seas and gave us nine-tenths of our entire over-seas carry- 
f our own ships and against foreign ships. The fact is that | ing trade. 


0 


we discriminate now against our own ships in favor of foreign The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
ships. My bill simply reverses the situation. I sincerely be- | York has expired. 
eve that if this bill, or one similar to it, containing substantially Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


ovisions, Should be enacted into law, that the United States | out the last word. I want to inquire of the gentleman from 
in a few years would become mistress of the seas, and American | New York what he means practically in speaking about foreigi 


ships, built in our own shipyards, would do all of our own ocean | bottoms. I have my own views about it and most everyone else 
commerce besides a great part of the deep-sea carrying trade of | understands it. Now, what does the gentleman mean by that? 
the other countries of the world. Mr. SULZER. I mean by foreign bottoms foreign ships. 
_ow, Mr. Chairman, this bill of mine has been pending in Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Owned by foreigners? 

1 ( mmittee on Merchant Marine all winter. I have had it Mr. SULZER. Carrying a foreign flag. 

vending in every Congress for the past ten years. Why is it Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose they are owned by 


passed? Because there is no graft in it for any special in- American citizens and carry a foreign flag. 
[ have done everything in my power this year to get Mr. SULZER. They are foreign bottoms, the flag determines 





‘ie committee to favorably report it, but thus far my appeals | the character of the ship. 

a in vain. I indulged the hope at the beginning of Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If we owned all of the ships in 
a S ¢ re ss that something would be done ere we adjourned | the world and they carried the Cuban flag 

' : tie American merchant marine along the lines of a grad- Mr. SULZER. ‘They would be Cuban bottoms. 

‘tea system of tonnage taxes in favor of American bottoms Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, all right; I understand 
e; - me foreign-built ships. That was the policy of the | you. My opinion on this subsidy subject is this: We had a low 
on 8 of the Republic, and under it our shipping industries tariff from 1846 to 1860, when our ships carried from 75 to 85 
7 . ud American-built ships, carrying the American flag, | per cent of the tonnage—— 
wi erent in every port and on every ocean of the world. If we Mr. SULZER. Of our own exports and imports. 

a the laws against our merchant marine now on the Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Seventy-five to 85 per cent of 
canta ‘ks and put in their place the navigation laws of the | our exports and imports. Then we had a low tariff, the lowest 
Gite Soa the Republic, the problems of our shipping in- | we ever had since 1812 or 1815—Mr. Blaine said. The tariff of 
than +, > ud deep-sea carrying trade will be solved, and in less | 1846, the Walker tariff, was about 20 per cent, and the people 
in the « ola on we will have a merchant fleet second to none | on land and sea prospered as never before—so much so that all 
to the IM id and through it aid our magnificent Navy and save | political parties in 1857 agreed on the tariff of that year; they 
ever: payers of our country millions and millions of dollars | wiped out and quit protection. The rates of the act of 1857 

ily ag were thus reduced to shut off the revenues from an overflowing 
policy _- many years the leading Republicans favored the | Treasury. Everybody agreed to the prosperity that these Demo- 


tional ; a t am now advocating. They wrote it in their na- | cratic tariffs brought about. 
year , (orm In 1896, and I hope they will put a plank this We never had anybody else clamoring for protection even 


ii their 


‘r national platform in favor of a graduated system | when we made the civil-war tariffs, but as an incident te and 





6506 


neces in 


sarily pursuance of those high tariffs 
to get war revenue to run the civil war. The rates were 
high that protection came in inevitably, and under that 
protective tariff certain classes got a taste of high protection, 
special interests so profited by it, and yet the great body of the 
people never prospered as they had prospered under the Demo- 
cratic tariff of 1846. 

Now, then, if you want to build up the ships on the sea, re- 
duce the tariff so that the foreign ships can come here with a 
foreign load that we want to buy. These ships won’t come 
empty. Let them come loaded, and then they will take away 
an American load that the English people want to buy and we 
wish to sell. That is the only way we can ever rebuild and 
restore our ships to the sea without subsidies. 


we raised the 


rates 


SO 


In addition to that the unnecessary, and I may say the hot- | 
bed or unnatural, inducements that a high tariff gives to the | 


people on the land, induces these people to take their money 
steel and iron, which, by the way, all began thriving under a 
Democratic tariff from 1846 to 1860. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to place some letters 
in the Recorp touching the tobacco question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 


some letters in reference to the tobacco question. 
objection? 

rhere was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I began the in- 
vestigation of this tobacco tax in the fall of 1901. On March 
22, 1902, I introduced a bill (1) to untaz leaf tobacco, and (2 
to allow the grower to hand stem and hand twist his own 
growth of tobacco. The hand-twist provision would interfere 
some with the revenues, and we dropped that, and the House in 
1903 passed a compromise bill to simply untaz the leaf. 
‘Tax Commissioner Yerkes said (to the House committee) 
duced no revenue, 
I appealed for my people to Attorney-General P. C. Knox to 
proceed against the tobacco trust, which lurked behind that 
tax—but I appealed in vain. Here is the correspondence we 
had on the subject: 


Is there 


This 
pro- 


May 10, 1904. 
Iion. PHILANDER C. Knox, 
itiorney-General of the United States. 
Sir: 


drawn to the existence and operations of a tobacco trust which I found 
was exercising absolute control of the markets and of the prices for 
tobacco raised in my district and in the adjacent country, and else- 
where 
but technically “ The British-American Tobacco Company 
I have every reason to be most positively convinced 
mgaged in prosecuting its business in a 
of the statute, restraining commerce 
orelgp countries, to the great 
and the tobacco business of this country. 

This company, it can be definitely shown, is in agreement with the 


(Limited).” 
that it is 
manner directly In defiance 
between the States and with 


t 
‘ 
¢ 
i 
i 


| 





| plight if 
| or otherwise, 


ll 7 ‘ i . ‘ | responding to it earlier than 
out of the ships on the sea, and invest in mining and in making | jecause of your early retirement from the office you now hold, i: 


| that you may have time to take such further action in the 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
MIDpLS District or TENNESSEF, 
Nashville, Tenn., May 28, | 
ion. Jonn W. GAINES, 
Nashville, Tenn. 


Sir: I would be glad to receive any evidence that you and other 
may submit bearing upon an alleged combination in restraint on jy 
state commerce in relation to the tobaceo business. 

I am instructed by the Attorney-General of the United St; 
receive and transmit to him such evidence, with an expression . 
opinion as to whether it establishes a violation of the Sherm 
etc., and would, therefore, be pleased to receive said aid from 


| others. 


Respectfully, A. M. TYrLiMan, 


United States Atto 


JUNE 


27, 1 


al, 


04, 
Hon. PHILANDER C. KNox, - 


Attorney-General of the United States. 


Sir: Yours of the 18th of May was duly received, and I am noy 


the developments in the case 


as you may be inclined. The matter is left in most unfort 
your successor shall feel disinclined, out of courtesy 
to change the procedure. 


Your letter informs me that you had “ referred” my letter 


| inclosures to Mr. A. M. Tillman, United States district attorney, 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing | 


ville, “ with direction to receive any evidence you possess or t 
be submitted: by you or others tending to show a violation of | 
eral law relative to restraints on interstate or foreign comme 
with further direction to report such evidence to me, with his 


| as to its sufficiency to establish a violation of the law. 


The Senate killed this bili, and May 10, 1904, | 


Ten days later, I received a letter from Mr. Tillman saying 

“T would be glad to receive any evidence that you and oth. 
submit bearing upon an alleged combination in restraint of in 
commerce in relation to the tobacco business.” 

It thus appears that you have abdicated one of your prime 
tions and thrust it upon me “ and others.” 

I do not fail to note that Mr. Tillman confines his invitation to m 
to evidence relating to interstate commerce, and to “an alle om 
bination,” whereas the most grievous complaint relates to fore! 
merce, and there are indications of more than one combination 
may have been thus limited by Mr. Tillman inadvertently, bi 
was obeying your written instructions, I take it he had yo 
before him as he wrote, and you yourself must have thus na 


| the scope of the Inquiry and shut out evidence of any com 


restraining foreign trade. It seems improbable that you wou! 


| posely do that, but as your action otherwise is even more remar) 


incredible, I hesitate to lay the blame or the carelessness upo 


| Tillman, whom I hold Incapable of deceit or sharp practice. 


Ordinarily, in any court anywhere it is held sufficient to justif 


| clal inquest to be apprised of a probable violation of law—* good 


During the recent session of Congress my attention was sharply 


| that 
It is commonly known as the British-American Tobacco Trust, | 


injury and loss of the tobacco growers | 


Kegie agents in this country, whereby they refrain from competing with 


each other in buying tobacco, fix the prices that all shall pay, parcel 
the territory between them, and rigidly abstain from encroaching upon 
each otber’s domain; and having absorbed all other concerns into its 
organ! 


petitors, it has founded for itself an absolute monopoly. The 
of this Is abundantly apparent. The proof of it may be found. 
fact itself affords most positive presumptive evidence. 
In view of the great injuries inflicted upon the 
in Congr through the unlawful operations of th 
coalition with foreign tobacco buyers, I feel it my duty to your 
especial attention to the hearing before the subcommittee on internal 
venue of the House at the session of Congress just adjourned, a copy 
f which is inclosed, and also to a copy of an article that appeared in 
1¢ Cincinnati Enquirer of September 28, 1902, which together make 
lain the existence of the several companies and the agreement by 
hieh a trust and monopoly. 
made during the session by Messrs. Sra . 
oop, Sims, and myself, in which all the facts are 
may aid you in discovering the sources of proof. 
manifest that all the evils and injuries that 


fact 
The 


is trust and 


call 


its 


} 


} 
c 
f 
j 
w 
t 


Trimb! "KI i! 
discuss whieh 
{t is indentiy 
ft ite meant 
operating in 
and that it 
idden by 

n our 
l a 


direct restraint of interstate commerce and 
is a monopoly in the exact sense contemplated and 
the statute, and in view of the vast injury being inflicted 
people and the incalculable losses they are being forced t 
sire respectfully to suggest that you cause proper action 
n the courts, civil and criminal, to dissolve the trust, to en- 
rations, and to punish the individuals who are so flagrantly 
emptuously defying the law. 
ry respectfully, 


) Siis- 


Jno. W. GAINES. 


Orricn oF THR ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 18, 1904. 
msn W. GAINES 
c of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Replying your letter of May 10, relative to the 
febacco Company (Limited), I have referred it with its in- 
Mr. Abraham M. Tillman, United States attorney for 
» district of Tennessee, with direction to receive any evidence you 

or that may be submitted by you or others, tending to show a 
n of the Federal law relative to restraints on interstate or 
commerce, and with further direction to report such evidence 
with his opinion as to its sufficiency to establish a violation of 


to British- 


cAu 


to 


‘ 


to me, 
the law 
Yours, respectfully, Pr, 


Cc. KNox, 
Attorney-General, 


lL would refer you also to | 


the | 
to prevent are being inflicted by this combination, that | 


foreign | 


zation and found means effectively to stifle and destroy all com- | 





to believe” being one of the accepted forms of expression. In 
the fact therefore that I had already furnished you with fa 
allegations and citations from reliable sources and persons 
given you sources of information where you might gather the « 
you demand me to gather for you, I must be permitted 
press the most decided opinion that it ought to have given 
“good reason to believe” an offense was being committed wh 


ae | justify you in setting the machinery of your office in ope 
0 | 


ferret it owt. 

In my original letter to you I lodged a most serious con 
the name and interest of the tobacco growers of Tenmessce 
tucky, particularly against the British-American Tobacco Com, 
amalgamated successor of the Imperial Tobacco Company 
American Tobacco Company, and the Regie concerns, and |! 
mended that proper action, civil and criminal, be brought to rest 
and punish them. The evidence which I imclosed and to 
cited you is in part official, consisting of the hearings before 
committee of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
sidering several bills “for the relief of the tobacco growers 
recent session. The witnesses were intelligent tobacco grow 


| dealers, mainly of Tennessee and Kentucky, including also sev 


| bers of Congress familiar with 
ople I represent 


the facts demonstrating un! 

I also referred you to various speeches of Members 
a great multiplicity of facts were disclosed conclusively est 
the fact that a combination exists. 

In addition I sent you a copy of what purported to be an a 
statement, by cable, of the agreement to combine, which wa 
at London September 27, 1902. It was weil known that 
great trusts were long at swords’ points, and that theli 
ceased and their local agents everywhere in this country 
compete. The testimony I[ furnished you shows, amply 
sively, the that combination and furnishes su: 


bination. 


result of 
table corroboration of the cable I furnished as to render its 
reasonably certain. 

And yet you seem to set this all aside, or at least deem it 
to warrant an official inquiry, and would have me and such ot 
as you may feel inclined to de the work devolving upon 5 
ment, under the law and for which Congress equipped you 
new officials and a half-million dollars. 

Congress has equipped you richly for this work in men a 
You have the power to compel the attendance of witnesses 
tract testimony, and you are not hampered for means to « 
which I “and others,” upon whom you seek to thrust this ! 
great responsibility have no kind of powers in the matter and 
money to pay the expense of it. The “ evidence” which y 
to lay before the district attorney to be by him sifted can n 
very patent reasons, be nearly as complete and full as you « 
through your inetrwmentalities. 

I have already furnished you with evidence taken befor 


| tee of the House by the very people whom you invite to ft 


the | 


and if we should make the attempt, it would probably ™ 
and complete as the evidence before that committee, for’ 
that I am without your power to summon them and 
means to bear the expense of it. Besides that, if we shou 
oguin, what reasons have we to hope that you will hold 
else why not proceed wpon it? . 

In your speech at Pittsburg, October 14, 1902, speaking 
case, you used the language which shows that you are 
dificuit it would be for me to get the witnesses together 
such evidence as will satisfy you. You said: BA 

“As the result of information secured with much diflicu 








om 


es 





forbidden practice, a number of indictments were obtained 
the offending roads and their principal traffic officers.” 
evidence was secured through the effective compelling powers 
rreat office, and yet you say it was got with difficulty. You 
yw. then, how immeasurably more difficult it will be for me to 
ind it is apparent that you do not know it as to cast a doubt 
r sinceritv now. 
nth of January, 1903, you asked Congres to give you addi- 
and more money, that you might vigorously enforce the 
laws, and it promptly responded by giving you two assist- 
ilaries of $7,000 and $5,000, and two clerks at $1,600 each, 
xtra appropriation of $500,000 was given you for this identical 
for the enforcement of the provisions of the antitrust laws, | 
nended under the direction of the Attorney-General in the em- 
of special counsel and agents of the Department of Justice, 
ict proceedings, suits, and prosecutions under said acts in the 
the United States.” Your report of January 13, 1904, shows 
had expended only about $26,000 of this half million, and 
all that vast fund at your disposal and with those additional 
; and helps, when evidence of most flagrant wrongs upon the 
brought to your attention you fold your official hands and 
invite the people to take the matter in their own hands, 
wing from your own experience how difficult it will be. 
Considering your evident disinclination to enter upon this investiga- 
t your knowledge of the insuperable difficulties in the way of 
se yoluntary evidence, and your rejection of the evidence with 
Ww | have already furnished you, the conclusion is not unwarranted 
tha do not want to establish a violation of the law and then send 
his mon “its” sufficiency, with “such evidence,” to you, and 
' to pass upon his opinion and the sufficiency of that evidence 
to out a case under the law. | 
ht, and still think, that the law required more than this of 
i so I wrote you at length, giving my reasons and seeking to 
you. 
ebruary, 1903, Congress empowered you to employ special counsel 
nts to aid you, as the law said “to conduct proceedings, suits, 
and | ecutions under said acts"’ (commerce and antitrust acts). 
| iw directs you “ to conduct proceedings "—that is, secure testi- 
mor pertinent, in investigating complaints lodged with your Depart- 
ment under the law. But, instead of this you left “ others” and myself 
nduct proceedings for this purpose.” 
rhis line of proceedure was too narrow to do justice to this com- 





. 
Oy, 
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Your first letter to me was published throughout the country, and 





led the people, including the tobacco journals, to believe that I, and 
not you or your Department, was to secure this testimony Why did 
you not correct this? Does not your Administration believe in pub 
licity, and have you not permitted the free publication of what you 
were doing in investigating trusts? Why so much secrecy about this 
instruction ? 

Surely, sir, it was not inadvertence that led you into two state 
ments, which I have here shown from the very words of your letters. 


up censor 


A man who vaunts his superior wisdom by setting himself 


of others’ intelligence, and proceeds to crush lesser mortals under the 
welght of his caustic denunciation, ought first to get himself above the 
possibility of committing slovenly errors himself before pointing out 
the errors of others. 

I must not omit to say, for my own justification, that I entered 
upon this quest with an ardent, sincere purpose to run the tobacco 
trust to cover, and make it quit robbing the people, and I had the 


right to expect the Attorney-General to join me in it, as the law re- 
quires of him, instead of fencing with me as if it were politics, es- 
pecially after the vaunting manner in which the Administration had 
proclaimed its purpose to do mighty things and set you hotfooted on 
the merger trail. 

But you seem to have lost the scent. My only hope now is that your 
successor may be less of a politician and more of a lawyer, which my 
long service with him in the House fairly leads me to believe is true. 


I beg to plead guilty to the charge that I would have spent more 
than you did of the half million dollars given you by Congress “ to 
conduct proceedings, suits, and prosecutions" against trusts. I would 
have spent more than $127.73 in the beef-trust case. I would not 
only have enjoined, but indicted it. I suggested to the district 
attorney in charge of this case, in Nashville, that if he indicted the 
defendants that he would break up this trust. He said, “If the in- 
junction is disobeyed, we will have them up for contempt.” But we 


see it is still in existence, and not only depressing the price of cattle 
and raising the price of beef, but is now visiting its heavy hand upon 
the people of Chicago in other terrible ways, all of which evils might 
have been avoided if my advice had been followed or you had done your 
duty in the first instance. 

Spend this half million dollars? Yes. For what else was it given? 
To save and cover back into the Treasury and let the trusts escape? 
The law gave you all the power and Congress gave you ample funds 
and explicit directions to act, and now you come felicitating yourself 





pl and I wanted it extended, and I had some apprehension that | that you have saved the money that you were ordered to spend to 
\ cessor might, out of consideration for you, or otherwise, leave | conduct proceedings, suits, and prosecutions against the trusts, while 
t inquiry in that plight, and that the trust might thus escape be- | the trusts go on ravaging the country and exacting more than Congress 
ca my and “others’” inability to hunt out evidence that would | gave you every day from an outraged people. 

satisfy you, and I therefore insisted that you enlarge the Instructions It will be hard to convince the people at this day and time that a 
to the district attorney here before you went out of office, so that we | Republican Administration saved this money just to save the money 
mig! sctively proceed. and not the trusts. : : 

Jue of my surprise now to find you enlarging those instructions It may pain you to know that I am accumulating evidences of an 
nune pro tune, exactly to meet my complaint set forth in my letter of | unlawful combination described in my complaint of May 10, and that 
June 27, and then turning to argue the matter with me as if you had | “ others” and myself will do our full part in this respect at our ex 
done that at first. | pense. The tobacco people are in bankrupt condition, victims of the 

You replied to this letter on June 30 as complacently as if it were | trust, and are unable to spend much money or time in so doing. They 
tr t “I sent your letter and the accompanying papers to the | will not “ give up the ship,” even to please a Republican Administra- 
United States Attorney at Nashville, with instructions to investigate | tion. 

t ct and report to me with his recommendation, agreeably to the Now, finally, permit me to congratulate you that, even though at 
contemplation of the statute as in such cases and in conformity with | the behest of your old enemies, the trust and cross-tie magnates of your 
sound and well-established practice. As part of that investigation I | trust-ridden State, you have been appointed a member of the United 
directed Mr. Tillman to receive and consider any evidence which might | States Senate. Yet I am pained to anticipate you may succeed in 
voluntarily be submitted, etc.” ylacing upon the statute books some of the wise suggestions of your 

This directly in variance, with men of candor and “intelligent | incomparable ideas in amending our antitrust laws. 
judgment,” with everything you had previously written me. | I am grieved to learn that in vacating the office of Attorney-General 

On M 18 you had written me, “‘ Replying to your letter of May 10, | the President has been deprived of a charming companion in his 
relat to the British-American Tobacco Company (Limited) I have | political family, but, as the public press states, you “ will greatly aid 
re with its inclosures, to Mr. Abraham Tillman, United | and recompense the President by aiding him in trust legislation in 
Stat ittorney for the middle district of Tennessee, with directions | Congress next winter.” 
to re e any evidence you possess, or that may be submitted by you | And, to be sure, you have cause for congratulations and should not 
to « , tending to show a violation of the Federal law relative to | be discouraged in the patriotic suggestions that you so ably set forth 
res' of interstate or foreign commerce, and with further direc- | jn your speech of November 14, 1902, at Pittsburg, wherein you sug 
tion eport such evidence to me, with his opinion as to its suffl- | gested that the antitrust act of July 2, 1890, the so-called “ misnamed 
i x ae . a = the law. : en | Sherman act,” might be so amended that thereafter it should apply 
as a aoe ald Ses weet woe wrote me on June 30, | to only “ unreasonable restraints instead of “all restrains,” as at 
ced In a first letter a ave ha tt ae Fo sed line = Ove present; and that the “courts,” which you pronounce the safest 
dist ttecane inaaarela you make the distinct statement that the | arbiters of the people's rights, should be empowered to decide in each 

rney here was to receive and report up “such evidence” as | ¢ase whether or not the restraint complained of is “reasonable or 
: and myself might furnish him, and on June 27 I took you to | ynreasonable.” 
: : = ——— lho June 30 you ‘say that you had | As a result of this—your patriotic effort—a bill was introduced in 
trics attorney her nstructions to investigate the sub-| the Senate at the present Congress by a leading Republican Senator to 
d that our contribution of evidence would be considered with | 4, ‘ io law ¢ o » lines of vour wise gresti 
: Mf ; : a despoil this law along the lines of your wise suggestion. 
a part of that investigation. Did you give Mr. Tillman two | ; ; ‘ : ae av , ona |} Se 

' ons at the eleventh hour to meet my complaints? SR It is true that you may not have been serious in making this sugges- 

S iny intelligent letter writer, surely any one of the two “ con tion, but a man of your then high position and of intelligent judg- 
fident clerks ” Congress recently gave you could have written to me, | ™ent and love of the people, which you admit yourself, is supposed 
rmission, that you had instructed the district attorney here | t® be always serious when he advises the public. According to my code 
the tobacco growers and the people generally in securing this | °f Morals he should be. 

it did not require such an intelligent lawyer to write | _ Indeed, there may be some who are willing to excuse you for suggest- 

: r, nor do I believe one did. ing this amendment to this useful and popular law by saying that you 

oa ® lack of sufficient intelligence of that kind to cope with | were then bidding for trust influence, for votes, in the November ele 

‘ like this. You labor hard in finding fault with my mo- | tions of 1902 in Pittsburg and elsewhere, and the trusts’ magnates of 

a intelligence for demanding that you do this very thing, | Pittsburg did not forget ycu, for in 1904 they came to your aid and 

had Jaw requires of you, and then you turn and tell me that you | comforted you—if the public press of your State is correct—by placing 

- ly done it, in the face of your own statement to the con- | in your hands your Senatorial commission, taking you to the Senate, 

1 : | where it is possible they hoped that your wise suggestions, favorable to 
™ did do it, as you say you did, and if the district attorney | them, may not only become the law of the trusts, but the law of the 

7 vy investigating the subject, of which I am not advised, and | land, as result of a devotion to at least your public utterances in their 

; ’ what I and “others” furnish him “a part of that investi- | midst. 

an ‘en you have acknowledged everything that I demanded of But I hope you may exercise you better judgment and incomparable 

r b and legal. wisdom before it is too late, and insist that this law remain unchanged, 

‘ you do it? I trust that you did, but I will not undertake | for it has stood the test of the courts, was placed on the statute books 

at ou upon your own accusation of yourself, and if the district | as the result of patriotic effort and the wisdom and votes of Republi 

y ‘len Is not investigating the subject, I leave you to escape | cans and Democrats and passed both Houses without a dissenting vote. 

Nd ditect the district attorney, as y . . , | And while it has been feebly enforced, the people receiving but little 

» inform me in your Gret lottes 9. whe kee did, why did | protection from it, yet may they not hope that in the future it may 

Yhy withhold from the tot a er? wy oar einen actions | be vigorously enforced, and that these giant combinations, robbing the 

for ? ere you not th eo growers such important In- | people throughout our Republic by stifling Federal commerce, fostered 

W afraid of the tre “4 yen appear to be now, their friend? | under legislation you dare not uphold, may be brought to understand 

t t, elected a Sate ge — the president of the | that God-made man has certain inalienable rights, amongst which 

rece t in Chicago walla @on his wpe can ae. which | an open chance to make an honest living by the sweat of his face, and 

and defeat the renominatl! of ‘th guns on the Administration, | that it is against good morals and the law for him to be denied the right 
in } ber? nation of the President, secure his defeat | to exercise this, nature's gift, stifled by these lawless combinations. 





‘ JNO. W. GAINES. 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, : 
Washington, D. C., June 30, 1908. 
Hon. Joun W 


House 


GAINES, 
of Representatives. 
sin: I have recetved your letter of June 27, In which you set forth 
freely and at lengt! iticisms of my course respecting your letter 
ay i8 relative American Tobacco Company. That 
transmitted me ; wspaper article and a report of a com 
the House of Representatives on the subject of illegal com- 
believer ‘xist in foreign and interstate trade in tobacco. 
of intelli it judgment could think that the matter as thus 
) > d 1ination by me and for proceedings by 
and of this you seem to be aware by your state- 
* because of my retirement from office. 
ur let and the accompanying papers to the United States 
torney at Nashville, with instructions to investigate 
report to with his recommendation, agreeably to 
n of the statute as to such cases, and in conformity with 
well-established practice. As part of that investigation, 
Mr. Tillman to receive and consider any evidence which 
intarily be submitted, judging that you and other parties 


the 


lirected 
ht vol 
interest 
n as 
As to 
with 


‘ 


earching and complete as 
the precise form ef my instructions, upon which you 
ymewhat minute scrutiny and a suggestion of suspicion, the 
ope of the inquiry embraced foreign as well as interstate commerce, 
and you will find, if it is your intention to give the Government the 
benetit what you claim to know about the case, that the district 
attorney will look imto the foreign-commerce aspects of the case with 

will devote to its relations to interstate com- 


ossible. 


the same care that he 
merc Of this you were fully informed in my letter to you which 
you quote upon the first page of yeur letter of June 27 

I sincerely 


> 
ai. 

hope you will not allow any opinions you may hold as 
to sincerity of my motives and the efficiency of my services in 
endeavoring to enforee the antitrust law to interfere with your 
the district atterney all the information yow possess in relation to 
the tobacco trust I do not mind in the least your criticisms, as I 
entertain the common opinion of both your motives and your in 


you have assumed in calling upon the Government for aid in making a 
further investigation of the facts. Of course there is. no prospect of 
suecessfully evading your obligations to give the Government the benefit 
of all you know upom the ground that the Attorney-General has power 
to summon witnesses, as you put it. For surely some one in your 
district will ask an intelligent lawyer if your statement in this respect 
is correct, and will be told that it is not. I think the people of the 
South are entitled to have your charges run to the ground, in doing 
which, as in the past with respect te vital interests, they will have the 
willing help of the Department of Justice. So please do not anticipate 
that the district attorney will draw any line upon his instructions by 
refusing to accept any testimony that you have, or that the Government 
wili refuse him all assistance in its power at the proper time. 


The Sherman Act provides that the district attorney shall prosecute | 


violations of the law under the direction of the Attorney-General. I 
have referred your complaint to the district attorney of your district, 
with instructions to investigate it and repert results to me with his 
opinion for my direction. In doing so, I have done my duty under the 
law as I understand it, amd in so doing I have evidently disappointed 
you. 

I now request that you submit your evidence te the district attorney 
or indicate to him the lines upon which evidence can be obtained. You 
have made your complaint, and you have had all the assistance the 
Government cam give. 
from under this matter by writing insultimg letters to the head of the 
Department. 

[ will net undertake the hopeless task of explaining te you why, with 
$500,000 of the Government's money at my disposal, I had not ex- 
vended up te the time of my report te Congress to exceed $30,000. It 
had never occurred to me that the mere power of expending Govern- 
ment funds was in itself a justification for their expenditure. I am 
satisfied, however, that if you had been in my place you would not be 
subject to the eriticism that you put upon my discretion. 


P. C. Knox, Attorney-General. 


NASHVILLE, TENN., August 10, 1904. 
Hon. P. C. Knox, Pittsburg, Pea. 

Sin: On my return here, I received in due course yours of June 
50, replying to mine of June 27, touching upon an issue which rose 
between us while you were Attorney-General of the United States. 

Your letter occasioned no little surprise to find you wrought to un- 
seemly petulance seeking to extricate yourself as Attorney-General from 
the labyrinth of inconsistencies into which you had fallen, and in which 
I exposed you, as such officer, and I would not further excite your 
irascibility were it not that your last letter distorts the issues between 
us and my silence might be construed inte acquiescence. 

When [ first wrote you, I 
nical, it is true, shat you would do your full duty, investigate my com- 
plaint acainst the tobacco trust by 
curing testimony, and with that testimony and such evidence as I had 
filed with you make a thorough investigation of the tobacco trust, 
Bui you replied, and in effect informed me that you would dispose of 
the matter upen “such evidence ” 
with your Department ; 
the law” would determine your judgment. 

faking you at your werd, our tobacco growers met 
pointed an “ evidence committee” 
with “others” and myself to assist them, to be filed 
partment This committee soon announced that it was 
great difficulties, being witheut equipment to act. But not so with me 
in col i the testimony I sought, but im view of the fact that you 
had unexpectedly determined to resign your office July 1 and the diffi- 
culty with which the committee was being confronted my second let- 
ter was written with am urgent purpese to persuade yow before you 


June 6 and ap- 


with your De- 


meeting 


vacated your office to institute preliminary inquiry yourself and utitlize | 


the inquisitorial powers at your command in ferreting out 


evidence 
upon which te proceed against this trust instead of expecting “ 


others ” 


and myself to do it for yeu, as suggested in your reply to me of May 18 | 


last. 

I somght to show that, in my opinion, ft was your province and duty 
under the law; that you alone could do it effectively, and your full 
cooperation was imperative, having at your command all the instru 
mentalities and having furnished you certain evidence and citations 
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way | 


me again earlier than the developments in | 


the | 


ed would welcome an opportunity to ai@ in making the investiga- } 


giving | 


oe | excuse you for mapping out and following a line of 
ido mind, however, your attempt to run away from the responsibility | ; PP . 


| sufficiency of the testimony “others” and myself procured and thus 


| ludicrous plight and then proceed te convince yourself that my m: 


It is not my purpose to allow you to get out | 








indulged in the presumption, bypertech- | 


yourself, as Attorney-General, se- | 


as “others” and myself would file | 
that “its sufficiency to establish a violation of | 


with: | 


May 18, 


in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorps in your library and other pertinent 
data, which clearly and unmistakably pointed to the existence o 
unlawful combination. I had a right to expect that you, as Attor 
General, after your much-vaunted exploits in the merger case, w 
seize the opportunity to put this gigantic monster in chains. 

The Administration had drawn a flaming sword and seemed e 
to have the enemy pointed out that it might smite him hip and 1 
but it seems now that is was net even out after windmills, but 
the windmill itseif. 

In my first letter, May 10, after describing the lawless existenc: 
manner of illegal operations of this trust, I, in part, said: 

“Tt has founded for itself an absolute monopoly. The fact of 
is abundantly apparent. The proof may be found. The fact 
oo most positive evidence,” italicising the words “ fact’ 
“ proof.” 

And yet you, in effect, say that I did not expect you to find 
proof in. the faee ef such plain language as this. This shows you 


| totally devoid of eandor and fatally bent on mischief. 


In my second letter I, in part, said: “ Im view of the fact, the 
that I had already furnished you with facts and allegations and 
tions from reliable sources and persons and had given you sow 
information where you might gather the evidence that you dd 
me to gather for you, I must be permitted to express the most <i: 


| opinion that it ought to have given you that ‘good reason to 
dwell | 


an offense was being committed which would justify you in settir 
machinery of your office in operation to ferret it out,’” concludi 
letter with this request: 

“Trusting that you may yet have the time before your retireme 
from office to give this matter your attention and reconsider you: 
termination to escape any action against the tebacco trust by see 
to thrust upon others the duty the law imposes upon you, I have 
honor to be, very respeetfuily, etc.” 

Whether I wanted you to proceed In court on the testimony I !0: 
with you or not does not excuse you for not procuring the neve 
testimony yourself to show that this complaint is or is not merit: 

Your unwarrantable assumption of what I wanted done does 


| excuse you for confining the investigation of this complaint to 
| evidence” as “others” and myself should collect anc 


file with , 
Department ; nor does your umwarrantable construction of my lan 
rocedure wii 


this complaint could be dismissed as without merit, eause of thie in- 


Dt 


filed. 


The merits of this and all other similar complaints should be deter 
mined upon all the necessary testimony that you, as Attorney-Gen- 
eral, could procure to show the absence of merit in the complai: 

I can not bring myself to believe that you indited the second para- 
graph of your reply seriously. Surely you did not expect to deceive 
anyone else into believing that I expected you to go to trial ou the 
evidence that [I had furnished you. The merest tyro would know that 
I gave you that im order to show you the sources of proof and to 
demonstrate to you that strong reason existed to believe that t law 
is being violated, in order that you might use it as a basis of inquisi- 
tion. You do violence to your own incomparable intelligence when 
you thus seek to befuddle others. 

And that it was extremely unkind of you to thus place me in such 
tives 
and intelligence are diseased. 

It pains me beyond expression to think that my motives and intel- 
ligenee no longer excite your admiration, but I console myself with the 
thought that you discovered my shortcomings while umder frenzy and 
that you may think better of me if the tobacco trust succeeds in | 
caping, 

f trust that you will forgive me if I decline to permit you to o! 
the issue you have made, either by personal aspersion or evasion or 
changing your original statements. 

You informed me in your first note that you had “ referred it 
letter of May 10—with its inclosures, to Mr. Abram M. Tillman, Un 
States district attorney for the middle district of Tennessee, wit! 
rections to receive any evidence you possess, or that may be sul! 
by you or others, tending to show a viclation of the Federal law 
tive to restraints on interstate or foreign commerce, and with 
directions to report such evidence to me, with his opinion as to its 
sufficiency to establish a viclation of the law. 

It is clear from these, your own words, that you had no idea when 
you wrote this letter of making any investigation yourself, but tat 
the matter was to turn upon what “ others” and myself might furnisa 
the district attorney here. y 

Mr. Tillman was to first determine “ its” sufficiency—the evi 
and that however strong and conclusive it may be, it will be h« 
cient to justify you in entering upon the inquiry yourself. 

The people im the dark-tobaeco regions of Tennessee and K 
have been rendered almost bankrupt by the oppressions of tl: 
in destroying all competition, buying and fixing prices below 
of production, and they appealed to Congress for relief, co! 
Washington in numbers to testify, and such a strong case 
make that the committee favorably reported a bill and tl 
passed it withont opposition. It was this very evidence t 
vinced the committee and the Heuse which you reject now 4s 
cient, and it is these people who have been brought to the \ 
financial ruin which you invite to assume a function of your 
perform a duty which the law devolves upon you, and to ¢ 
their own expense when Congress gave you the money and 
you to do this identical thing. 

Your aetion in advancing the merger case on the docket 1! 
vailing im the suits met universal approbation. Your action in 


| to advance the beef-irust cases deserves am equal meed of « 
to collect all the testimony possible, | 


tion. Why should not this trust be brought to account? The 
tant prices exacted for beef to-day can not fail to be known 
And now your action in refusing to investigate the evidence of 
against the tobacco trust, after your announcement of reass' 
all the trusts that you did not intend to run “ amuck,” thi 
picion en your only seemingly meriterious action and makes 
like the railroads entering inte the merger were, like a sop to | 
sacrifices to temporarily appease the people on the eve of electi: 
Your owm report of January 13, 1904, of expenditures is in 
principally as affording a panoramic view of your waning ¢ 
diminishing enthusiasm against the trusts: You spent $25." 
the half millien voted you, $15,011.08 of which went to sa 
your new aids, $10,823.40 expended in the merger theatr 
$127.73 “investigating the beef trust.” That $127.73, I darea 
not repay the extortions of the beef trust for any one day Ww 
past two weeks in the block in which you reside in Washing‘ 
your much-applauded and exploited enthusiasm has dwindled 
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gone into total and final eclipse, as you celebrate your 


a 


and 
b: a refusal to expend a cent looking after the tobacco 


by 


that you may have the time before your retirement from 
ve this matter your attention and reconsider your deter- 

escape any action against the tobacco trust by seeking 
upon others a duty the law imposes upon you, I have the 


, respectfully, JOHN W. GAINES. 
GAINES of Tennessee. Appealing in vain to Attorney- 
( Knox, I wrote the following letter appealing to the 


to aid me: 
Orrice oF JoHN W. GAInss, M. C., 
Nashville, Tenn., July 20, 190}. 
! Sir: The Attorney-General of the United States, responding to 
r int made to him May 10, last, that the “ tobacco trust” had 
nlawfally to restrain and —— interstate and foreign 
ommerce in tobacco and control prices, to the great injury 
erowers, and suggesting that he “cause proper action in- 
e courts, civil and criminal, to dissolve the trust, to en- 
rations, and to punish the individuals who are so flagrantly 
iptuously defying the law,” invited me “and others” to lay 
ts and circumstances as would tend to substantiate the charges, 
1e within my knowledge or the knowledge of any of our people, 
distriet attorney at Nashville, that it may be determined 
not the powers of the courts could be invoked as suggested. 
n a mass meeting of tobacco growers was called and assem- 
ringfield, Tenn., early in June, where the matter was con- 
esulting in the creation of an “ evidence committee,” the chair- 
which is Mr. Felix G. Ewing, Glenraven, Robertson County, 
ith instructions to investigate and ascertain as nearly as prac- 
hat proof exists and can be adduced in court tending to show 


» of Se 


tha mbination or agreement exists between any of the several 
t companies that buy tobacco in this country, how far and in 
what 1 t it attempts to restrain such trade and commerce in to- 


bacco, monopolize buying, and control prices. 
| iittee must know the facts and circumstances exactly as 
» sworn to, in order that the persons knowing the same may 
ed to testify to them in court. t is not assumed that any of 
| know of their own knowledge that such agreements were 
of us were present or parties to it, and of course we can 
to it, but all of us may know facts and circumstances clearly 
ng to and Indicating such an agreement and which will constitute’ 
antial evidence of its existence. The fact that such an agree- 
ide is predicated on evidence we are trying to secure, in 
» other data tending to show, or actually showing, that the 
yers are acting under such agreement and not in competition. 
acies are rarely established by direct proof of the agreement, 
very strongest evidence is always found in the subsequent 
ns of the parties. 
ney-General having thrown upon me the burden of discover- 
» proof and the persons who know the circumstantial facts that 
to prove an unlawful combination, and invited me “and others” 
you) to furnish the same to the district attorney at Nash- 
ive decided to comply with that invitation in conjunction with 
e evidence committee by asking you to furnish its chairman (Mr. 
Ewing) with such facts as you may know, by responding to the follow 
estions as far as you can, stating only such things as you would 
f called upon, to swear to in court: 
the tobacco companies, firms, agents, or persons who were 
cipal buyers of tobacco raised in your vicinity previous to 1902. 
» the companies, etc., now buying that tobacco. 
re now competition in buying; and if not, did it 


was mm 





> 5 


when 


your neighborhood or your county 
s to 1902, and do they do so now? 
change affected prices, and how? 
6. What restrictions or restraints are now placed by buyers upon 
ind commerce in tobacco? 
t what market is your tobacco bought? 
re there competitive buyers from that market previous to 
is there competition now? State fully in detail. 
specifically who and how many companies, firms, agents, or 
‘d to buy your tobacco, who and how many of them are now 
nd when any of them quit buying. 
you ever heard any agent of buyers or companies make any 
out an agreement between tobacco companies? If so, 
1 when, and what he said. 
everal different circumstances coming within your knowl- 
to your own sales, or to sales by your neighbors or 
which it appeared that competition had been eliminated. 
incidents of this kind. 
any fact of any nature coming within 
tend show that an agreement exists between 
n s been done away with, or that any 
sale of tobacco for shipment to 


id competitive buyers visit 
t previ 
Has tl 





your knowledge 
buyers, that com- 
restraint has been 
Shenea CPOn tne another State or 
fully the manner of selling previous to 1902, and the man- 
now, and what effect it has had upon prices and an 
and how and in what respect it has limited or placed 
on trade and commerce in tobacco. 
pond categorically, numbering your responses to conform 
? \He questions. Be coneise and clear, giving facts, writing plainly, 
t to this and mail it to Mr. Pwing as early as practicable. 
to every question. They may seem to be repetitions, but 
3) Separate purpose and importance. It is very much hoped 
| that you take a lively interest in this matter and that you 
to respond because others are doing so. We want to 
neing and a convicting case. 
truly, yours, 


rk read as follows: 


A i 
oa Ino. W. GArnes. 
rhe « 
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 
F - 
toee |, OXPEessage, fuel, books and blanks, stationery, advertising, furnt- 
’ erior fittings for general storehouses and pay offices in 
tows ; coffee mills and repairs thereto; expenses of naval clothing 
forri a ‘chinery for same, postage, telegrams, telephones, tolls, 
expens in’s stores, safes, newspapers, ice, and other incidental 


000. 
Mr. \ 


a EKS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
asl, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the following after line 2, page 36: 

“The Auditor for the Navy Department is hereby authorized and 
directed to credit in the settlement of accounts of Paymaster Herbert 
E. Stevens the sum of $2,760.88, being the value of clothing and small 
stores stolen from him by Chief Yeoman Oscar 8. Kelly, United States 
Navy, and which had been charged against his account on the books 
of the Treasury Department.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MISCELLANEOUS. 


The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to employ and pay, during 






the fiscal year 1909, out of the lump appropriations of the several 
bureaus of the Navy Department, such classified civil-service employees 
as may be necessary to properly perform the clerical, drafting, inspe 
tion, messenger, and other classified work at the several navy-yards 
and stations: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shal! submit 
to Congress detailed estimates for all such classified civil-service em- 
ployees that may be required to be employed during the l yea 
1910, and annually thereafter, and no such classified civil-service em- 
ployees shall be employed during the fiscal year 1910, or in any su 
sequent fiscal year, and paid from such lump appropriations except 
under specific authorization granted by law from year to year based 
upon estimates as herein required. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 


tleman from Minnesota a question. I see that you provide 
that hereafter there shall be specific estimates submitted for 
the ensuing fiscal year. Has it been the practice heretofore to 
appropriate lump sums and permit it to be allotted and ex- 
pended ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. At the present time there are between twenty- 
five and twenty-eight hundred classified naval employees in the 
various navy yards, all of whom are paid out of lump-sum ap- 
propriations. A similar provision to this was carried in the 
general deficiency bill at the last session. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Was it done? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was done. They are paid out of lump 
sums during this year, but the Department was required to sub- 
mit a detailed statement of the number of people and the sala- 
ries paid to each out of these lump sums, with the hope that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs would take the matter up and 
provide specifically for these people as we provide specifically 
for the employees in the classified service of the various De- 
partments at Washington. This was not done. At that time 
it was supposed that this was a permanent law, but the Naval 
Committee were not certain, so they repeated the same provision 
in theix bill this year for the next fiscal year, but a point of 
order being made in the House, it went out and was not in- 
serted in the Senate. 

Now, the Department is somewhat at sea to know whether 
they can, during the next fiscal year, pay the 
ployees out of these lump-sum appropriations. They asked 
to insert that authority again, and we coupled with it 
proviso that they should submit detailed estimates for th 
people, and then the Committee on Naval Affairs can recom- 
mend specific appropriation in the next naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I sincerely hope that the provision will become 
permanent law, and that they will be compelled to estimate for 
them in detail. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CAPITOL BUILDING 


classified em- 
us 
tue 


+“ 


AND REPAIRS. 


The unexpended balances of the appropriations of the fiscal years 
1907, and 1907 and 1908, is hereby reappropriated and made available 
for the fiscal year 1908, for payment of the items disallowed and su 


pended by the Auditor for the Interior Department against the appro 
priation Capitol building and repairs, 1907 and 1908, amounting to 
$2,005.91, and for work at Capitol, and for general repairs thereof, in 


cluding flags for the east and west fronts of the center of the Capitol, 
tlagstaffs, halyards and tackle, wages of mechanics and laborers, pur 
chase, maintenance, and driving of office vehicle, and not exceeding $100 


for the purchase of technical and necessary reference books. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to a 
the chairman of the committee a question. On page 40, ll 
12, I find the following language: 

Unexpended balances of the appropriations of the fiscal years I< 
and 1907 and 1908, is hereby reappropriated and made available for the 
fiscal year 1908. 

How much does that amount to? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not state to the gentleman the exact 
amount of this balance. It is something between $7,500 and 
$8,000. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is practically an appropria- 
tion in addition to the appropriation made in the lines just 
above. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. But there are two appropriations made 
in the year 1907, and there is a balance in each appropriation, 
and that is the reason that the words “nineteen hundred and 
seven” are repeated. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is the only instance of any of 
the Departments having any money left over? 


Oi, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Well, that would be pretty hard to answer. 
The matter of having money left over may be rare, nevertheless 
it sometimes occurs, and I would not want to say whether it is 
the oniy instance or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think they ought to have a medal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the Potomac Electric and Power Company for furnishing 
electric current for House Office Building for the months of January, 
February, March, and April, and for estimated sum required for elec- 
tric current for the months of May and June, 1908, $15,130. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask an- 
other question. I want to know if we did not have a bill offered 
here not long ago to authorize some one company to light all 
of the public buildings in the city of Washington? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say that we proceeded as far as we 
could. We reported a provision in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to enter into 
a contract for that purpose, but it was not in accord with the 
rules of the House, and it went out on a point of order. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Would it have effected a saving for the 
Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Unquestionably it would have. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. An important one? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Legislative. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 16, page 51, insert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate 
and House, borne on the annual and session rolls, on the Ist day of 
May, 1908, including the Capitol police, the official reporters of the 
Senate and House, and W. A. Smith, CONGRESSIONAL Recorp clerk, for 
extra services during the first session of the Sixtieth Congress, a sum 
equal to one month's pay at the compensation then paid them by law, 
the same to be immediately available.” 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay L. W. 
$1,000, 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
to this paragraph which has just been read. The paragraph 
is to pay L. W. Busbey for services as clerk of the Committee 
on Rules $1,000, Mr. Chairman, it is undoubtedly true that 
Mr. Busbey is a very efficient secretary to the Speaker. He 
adds to that office, an office which is the second perhaps in the 
United States, a dignity which has always been considered to 
accompany it, and if it is ever lacking it is supplied on those 
occasions by the Speaker’s secretary, but the Speaker's secre- 
tary is paid $4,000 a year for his services. If his services are 
not sufficiently paid by $4,000, then I should be perfectly willing 
to consider favorably a proposition to increase them, but I do 
object to increasing salaries indirectly in this manner. Every- 
body knows that the clerk 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I would 
state that this is not an increase of salary by indirection. The 
gentleman referred to serves in two capacities, as clerk or sec- 
retary of the Speaker, and also as clerk to the Committee on 
Rules, and for twenty years at least the Congress has appro- 
priated this amount to pay the services of the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and there has never been any question about 
it being for the purpose of increasing his salary as secretary 
of the Speaker. ~ It is to compensate him for his services which 
he has actudlly rendered to the committee. 

Mr. GRANGER. Will the gentleman say that he considers 
the services rendered by Mr. Busbey as clerk to the Committee 
on Rules are worth $1,000 a year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not passing judgment on the value of 
his services, but I will answer the gentleman by saying that, in 
my judgment, as clerk of the Committee on Rules Mr. Busbey’s 
services are worth more than are the services of half of the 
clerks to the committees in this House. 

Mr. GRANGER. That is not the point here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. GRANGER. I can not yield to the gentleman. I asked 
the gentleman from Minnesota if he considered Mr. Busbey’s 
services were worth $1,000 a year. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota is the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. Does 
he mean to say that he is coming here and recommending the 
salary of a clerk when he is not willing to stand up and say 
that the services of the clerk are worth that salary? I should 
like to have the gentleman tell us how many times the Com- 
mittee on Rules has met during the year, whether it has met 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


Busbey for services as clerk of the Committee on Rules, 
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ten times, whether the clerk’s services are worth $100 exc) 
time, whether they have had hearings which have required the 
services of a clerk. I should like to have him tell us what the 
services are which Mr. Busbey has performed. ' 

If $4,000 is not enough for Mr. Busbey, I am perfectly wi}}ing 
to vote for $5,000 if the gentleman from Minnesota will say that 
is the proper sum he should receive. But the Committee op 
Rules, Mr. Chairman, it is to be remembered, have bec) ro. 
lieved from a large portion of their work at the present session 
of Congress by the action of the majority in suspending q)) 
rules, so it is not necessary for the Committee on Rules to eyey 
meet to bring in a rule here. I should be glad, Mr. Chairman, 
to have the gentleman tell us why he considers Mr. Bushey js 
deserving of this money, , 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; did he ad. 
dress a question to me? 

Mr. GRANGER. I simply asked the question, Mr. Chairman, 
in fact, I asked several questions of the gentleman—why he 
brought in a recommendation for a salary here which he. as 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, did not consider 
proper? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have not. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions have recommended this not only because they think the 
service was worth the amount provided, but also because for 
twenty years the House, or the Committee on Appropriations, 
has made a similar recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have the gentle- 
man from Minnesota say whether or not there is any law or 
resolution fixing this amount. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the Chair that the Coumittee 
on Rules is authorized by the rules of the House, the same as 
every other committee is, and one of the incidental services to 
a committee is that of the clerks to every committee of the 
House. There is no specific law authorizing the appointment 
of clerks to any committee of the House. There may be « reso- 
lution brought in here authorizing the appointment of clerks to 
some committee during the session, but the clerks are provided 
for and are a necessary part of a committee in order to enable 
the committee to perform properly its work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, in the absence of any 
law or in the absence of any resolution—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted just 
a moment, I want to ask my friend from Rhode Island to with- 
draw his point of order and not subject the Chair to the pos- 
sible embarrassment of ruling upon it. And if I am permitted 
one moment to say to him as a member of the Committee on 
Rules that Mr. Busbey does render material and valuable sery- 
ices to the committee; that we have had more than ten meet 
ings during this Congress, and that we have had hearings; 
that Mr. Busbey does prepare the reports of that committee, 
and that I think, as a member of that committee, $1,000 is not 
at all excessive compensation for the services he renders to the 
committee, and I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from 
Rhode Island, in view of these facts, will withdraw lis }0! 
of order. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, 

question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly will. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Disregarding the personality of Mr. Bushey, 
who is an exceptionally capable man, does the gentieman ' 
lieve that the labors comprehended in that position justify ™e 
appropriation of a thousand dollars a year? ” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe that the services of a man capable 
of filling the position at all times are fully worth $1,000 

Mr. SLAYDEN. To the committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To the committee; I do. There : 
in certain periods of certain Congresses when the incumbent” 
the position does not of necessity devote a considerable port! 
of his time to this work. There are other times when |e!" 
devote a very considerable portion of his time, and I think whe 
you consider that and consider the ability that a man just |" 
sess to properly fill that position, that this compensation 1s V°" 
moderate. Will the gentleman from Rhode Island liste: te"! 
appeal; will he give answer to my appeal? I appeal tv the gel! 
tleman to withdraw his point of order. . 

Mr. GRANGER. Well, Mr. Chairman, so long as t'’ = : 
man from New York, a member of the Committee on !' es 
stated that in his opinion Mr. Busbey earns the salary “ — . 
paid to him here, I am willing to withdraw the point f aoa - 
I could not do so as long as the chairman of the « mimittee 
could not answer me. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To ay William Tyler Page for compiling, indexing, an 
for publication all labor legislation by Congress, Executiv: 

cisions, and all matter pertinent thereto, $2,500, and of said 

copies shal! be — 2.000 for the use of the Senate an- 
the use of the House of Representatives. 


t 


Will the gentleman from New York pert 


nre times 


reparing 
ce de 
rk 6,000 
4,100 for 
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\ »\NGER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve the point | Mr. PERKINS. Do you know whether it is not in large part 
this paragraph. There can be no question but what | due to the fact that the purchase of material of several sorts 

ew legislation. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman, as I | ran up several hundred thousand dollars? 
to whom this money is to be paid, and I ask Mr. TAWNEY. There has been an increase in the price of 





the rman of the Committee on Appropriations to correct | all materials used by the Public Printer. 
-_ i am wrong, is already a clerk to a committee in this Mr. PERKINS. But the purchases made were very much 
House, is clerk to the Committee, I am informed, on Accounts. | larger than anyone supposed would be made. 
ht? Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman’s committee bas made an 
\WNEY. That is right. investigation of that matter, and he knows more about it than 
we GRANGER. I am also informed, Mr. Chairman, that he | I do. Our information, given by the present Acting Public 
Member of this House. I know that he has suffi- | Printer, is to the effect that the deficiency is not due to any 
Mr. Chairman, to join the ranks of the Republican | excess of price over the best market price for these various 
‘ and to go far from his home in Maryland, which | articles covered in this item. 
| have no doubt is a very delightful one, and come up to the | Mr. PERKINS. All I desire to say to the chairman of the 
( i rocky State in which I live, and there, Mr. Chairman— | committee is that we shall certainly endeavor at the next ses- 
I 1 say with what success, that speaks for itself for I sion to obtain legislation which will very largely increase the 
| 


am still a Member of this House—to carry on the work of a | control of the Committee on Printing over the Printing Office, 
cnelibinder. I do not speak with any feeling against the gen- | and I believe that if such legislation—I hope the gentleman 
tleman on that account, Mr. Chairman, because I am glad to | will not oppose it—is passed, there will not be a necessity for 
say that the year in which Mr. Page, clerk of the Committee on | a deficiency of $700,000 in the Printing Office. 

Accoun f this House, saw fit, as an employee of this House, Mr. LANDIS. I move to strike out the last two words. I 
to go out of his district and into another State while he was | would say, referring to the statement just made by the chair- 


in the employment of this House, receiving pay which the | man of the Committee on Appropriations, that I do not think 
Members of this House voted him, to go on the stump in oppo- | that the fact that this deficiency is called for is due to the 
sition to the reelection of a Member of this House—— fact that the appropriations made for this fiscal year were less 
Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman make the point of order? | than the estimates submitted for the last fiscal year. 
Mr. GRANGER. That is not the reason I made the point Mr. TAWNEY. I did not say that the appropriations were 
of order. less. I stated that the estimates were not what was required. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman | They submitted estimates too low. We appropriated all they 


; not discussing the point of order. estimated. 
Mr. GRANGER, Will you not allow me to finish my sen- Mr. LANDIS. Yes. And it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that 
tence? this would be a good time to call the attention of the committee 
Mr. TAWNEY. No. to the excess of expenditures over the estimates made by the 


Mr. GRANGER, Well, I will make the point of order; and | Public Printer. For instance, in 1807 the estimates submitted 
‘re is no question about the paragraph being subject to the | by the Public Printer for presses, composing and other machin- 


+) 


point of order. ery, was $90,000. The total expenditures, including miscel- 
rhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule. | laneous plant items, were $388,000. The estimates submitted 


Mr. GRANGER. It is for compiling, indexing, and prepar- | by the Public Printer for the year 1908 for machinery, type, 
ing for publication certain legislation by Congress, Executive | tools, and implements was $80,000—for the year. 
orders and decisions, and so forth. But the first six months he spent for presses, composing and 
It does not say decisions of what. It is most loosely drawn. | other machinery, and miscellaneous plant items $498,373.64. 
rs s the Chair desire any further argument on the point of | In other words, the total estimates for three fiscal years were 
baer owt —_— a : 5 | $370,000 and the total expenditures, aside from miscellaneous 
ann HAIRMAN., The Chair is ready to rule, and sustains | pjant items for the two and a half years, were $998,349.82, and 
he point oi order. including miscellaneous plant items $1,234,189. It strikes me 
rhe Clerk read as follows: ; | that the time is about ripe for the Government Printing Office 
| year 1908, including a sufficient sum to pay the Acting | to be held to its estimates and not permitted to run in excess, 


ey yee 
Printer the difference between his salary and the salar he | ; ; \ 
ic Printer from the date of suspension a = Publie = = as they have been running during past years. Congress should 


! f the qualification of his successor, and to reimburse him | appropriate for these expenditures in the same manner that 
amount he paid for his bond as Acting Public Printer, $500,000. | it appropriates for other Government expenditures, and not per- 
Mr. FINLEY. I move to strike out of line 15 on page 66 | mit expenditures for machinery from appropriations based on 
the words “five hundred thousand dollars.” I will ask if that | estimates for other purposes. 
not a misprint or error. I do not understand why $500,000 | Mr. TAWNPY. Is the gentleman referring now to the 
ould be necessary for the purposes mentioned in this section. | Printing Office or is he referring to the estimates submitted for 
lr. TAWNEY. That is for a deficiency of $500,000 in the | printing by the various Departments? 


prop 





| 
appropt ns for public printing and binding; and out of that | Mr. LANDIS. I am referring to the estimates submitted by 
ao Acting Public Printer, who is the Deputy Public Printer, | the Public Printer. 
and who has for several months been and will have to continue | Mr. TAWNEY. He does not estimate for the Departments, 
r several 


months to serve as Acting Public Printer, to re- | and in nearly all the Department appropriations for printing 
re the same rate of compensation as the Public Printer, | this year there is a deficiency, owing to the increased cost of 


which fe @n 
“ FI iar a year, ‘ | printing, as they say. 
i ealieeuaenan But it says $500,000. I understand now that; Mr. PERKINS. The Public Printer estimates for machinery ; 
Mr. TAW NET for all the preceding items. the gentleman from Indiana is right. 
for public + sand -- It is for all the preceding items of deficiency Mr. LANDIS. These estimates are for presses, composing 
Mr. FIN] ee and other machinery, and miscellaneous plant items. This 
r P} ‘Y. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. does not include the item to which the gentleman from Minne- 


‘KKINS, I move to strike out the last word for the | sota refers at all. This includes the machinery, the miscel- 


wWse of ring » ple ‘ ‘ . 4 : 7 

oA — the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- | laneous plant items installed in the Government Printing Office, 
prratro byAeae a give the House any information as to why | and shows an excess of actual expenditures over the estimates 
maa. ae deficiency of over $500,000 for the Printing | submitted that is simply riotous in the aggregate. 


I would say that as the law now stands there is no check 


Mr. TAWNEY 
the hi TAWNEY. I stated in the beginning of the reading of | whatever on the Public Printer in the matter of expenditures 


matin es in aaa deficiency arises out of the fact that the estt- along this line. He is under the supervision of the Joint Com- 
me ln Somes the I rinting Office during this fiscal | mittee on Printing .in the matter of purchasing paper, for which 
Mr. PER] INS. W saa ought to have been. annual bids are submitted and contracts awarded. But in the 
— mm he 1€y ess than they ought to have been, | matter of expenditures of this character he can to-night 
Public Printer? lan the amount that was spent by the | between the hours of half past 9 and half past 10 o'clock, 


expend from $275,000 to $500,000 for typesetting machinery 


Mr. rAWwa mai | 
"NEY, The estimates were less than they should | and other fixtures in the Government Printing Office. He can 


DAVE hey 


Mr. PERKINS. Why ; even go further; he can bind the Government, if he sees fit, 
Mr. TAW NEY. RB y does the gentleman think that? | in a contract for machinery to the entire amount of his appro- 
done duri: . oe ecause the amount of work that has been | priation made for wages, paper, and other purposes. 
EXCESS Of y e year and the cost of that work has been in| The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 


and as ‘at they estimated it would be, both as to the amount | has expired. 
483 to the 


cost, Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent, Mr, Chair 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


man, that the gentleman’s time be extended five minutes. I 
desire to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Indiana 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman’s committee has juris- 
diction of legislation affecting the Printing Office. Why does it 
not, after the investigation he has made, recommend some legis- 
lation to Congress and have it enacted? 

Mr. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that the Committee on Printing has investigated it, and that 
in my short career I never have faced as many complex prob- 
lems as there seem to be in the Government Printing Office. 
We have made great headway. We feel that the legislation 
that we have recommended, in fact, we know, has resulted in 
great saving to the Government. For instance, by the operation 
of the two joint resolutions which we had enacted into law, 
known as “resolution No. 13” and “ resolution No. 14,” in the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, the total number of pages 
saved by printing in editions instead of printing the full number 
amounted last year to 279,598,837, equivalent to 511,197 vol- 
umes of 500 pages each, and which but for the operation of 
these joint resolutions would have been printed and piled up 
in the warerooms of the Government. 

On five items alone, including the bound edition of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp, the Yearbook, the publications of the Geo- 


logical Survey, the education report, the Abridgment of Mes- | 


sages and Documents, we saved an amount in dollars and cents 
equal to $140,936.41. The bound edition of the Recorp for both 
sessions of the Fifty-ninth Congress were printed in the same 
fiscal year. These copies heretofore had been printed for Sen- 
ators and Members who did not call for them, and they are on 
storage in the warehouses, That printing has been cut off, and 
in these five publications alone there has been saved during the 
last fiscal year, as I say, over $140,000. 

Of the publications specifically authorized by law and those 
printed by authority of joint and concurrent resolutions, there 
were in 1905, 1,431,943,264 printed pages; there were in 1907, 
1,162,717,779 printed pages, a reduction of 379,235,485 printed 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 
knowledge of the work, the gentleman’s committee should have 


the other abuses that are apparent to his committee. 
mittee on Appropriations can not attempt to do that; it can 
only appropriate for the service that is imperative. 

Mr. LANDIS. I do not think the gentleman from Minnesota 
meant it, the other day, when he stated, in answer to an inter- 
rdgatory propounded to him, that this had been a very expensive 
Commission, because, as a matter of fact, the expenses of this 
Commission that has hrought about all this saving has been less 
than $10,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to say that Iowas not criticising 
the gentleman’s Commission. 

Mr. LANDIS. No; but I do not think the gentleman from 
Minnesota meant it the other day. He is entirely in error in 
that, because—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. LANDIS. 

Mr, TAWNEY. 
I never uttered it. 

Mr. LANDIS. 


Where did I make that statement? 
In the Recorp. 


I was surprised when I saw it, because the 


total expense of the Commission, which extended over two years | 


was less than $10,000, 

Mr. PERKINS. In corroboration of what the gentleman from 
Minnesota states, I want to say that the running debate was in 
reference to an amendment offered by myself, and there was no 
statement by the gentleman from Minnesota reflecting on the 
Printing Commission. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that the Printing 
Commission has not been in my mind this session of Congress. 

Mr. LANDIS. I certainly must have misread the gentleman’s 
remarks, 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman must have. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman bas expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man a question or two. How long has this abuse in the way 
of the purchase of machinery been going on in the Printing 
Office? 

Mr. LANDIS. I will say that as far back as we have gone 
there has never been any check on the Public Printer in the 
matter of purchasing machinery. 

Mr. SHERLEY. How far have the abuses gone; how many 
years? 


, | of purchasing machinery. 
been continued and recommendations made to remedy some of 


The Com- | 


| practice that has grown up in this Congress of expecting 


Somebody put it in without my authority, | 
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—— 


Mr. LANDIS. I do not think there has ever been any choc, 
on the Public Printer in the way of purchasing machinery. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am asking how far there has been gy 
abuse in the purchase of machinery? 

Mr. LANDIS, I could not say. I am not saying now that 
there has been an abuse, but I am saying that the estimates tha; 
have been submitted have been exceeded by the expenditures {, 
a degree that certainly should call the attention of this Hosp 
to what to me seems to be an abuse. 

Mr. SHERLEY. How long has this Joint Commission pee, 
in existence? 

Mr. TAWNEY. About four years. 

Mr. LANDIS. About two years and a half. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Prior to that did not the committees of tho 
House and Senate have charge—have jurisdiction—of this 
matter? 

Mr. LANDIS. They have only the jurisdiction so far as 
purchasing paper goes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. They have jurisdiction in regard to legis. 
lating with reference to the matter. 

Mr. LANDIS. I presume they have. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And did nothing. I am trying to fix the 
responsibility. The gentleman has made some very serious 
statements, and I want to find out what committee has been 
“ soldiering ” and not working. 

Mr. LANDIS. I would say in 1895 there was a revision of 
the printing laws, and that revision, when originally made and 
brought into the House, I think, was a very good one, but it 
was amended in the House and in the Senate, and when it 
finally was perfected it did not represent the ideas of the print- 
ing committee in either branch of Congress, and since that 
time the printing law has been amended, I presume, by three 
or four hundred amendments, and it is now a hodge-poidge. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Was it lack of capacity or lack of labor on 
the part of the committees having jurisdiction? 

Mr. LANDIS. It certainly has not been a lack of either on 
our part, because we are able to show results, and I would not 
say anything that would reflect upon my predecessors. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am trying to find out how it comes about 
that these abuses should have continued so long without any 


acti , y »e N 
pages, the equivalent of over 758,000 volumes of 500 pages each. action having been takes. 


My suggestion was that, having some | 


Mr. LANDIS. I can not understand why there should never 
have been placed on the Public Printer any check in the matter 
As far as the other abuse is con- 
cerned, the Printing Investigating Commission has corrected 
that. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman knows, of course, that the 
the 
Committee on Appropriations to not only attend to the duty ot 
appropriating money, but to also be an investigating committee 
is a very bad one. 

Mr. LANDIS, I understand. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If all of these committees on expenditures 
in the various Departments would do something besides simply 
exist, then the Committee on Appropriations could confine its 
attention to its legitimate labors. 

Mr. LANDIS. I think the gentleman from Kentucky W!! 
agree that we have shown pretty fair results for the mone) 
that we have expended and the effort put forth. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; and it is in striking contrast lo ™ 
lack of results heretofore obtained, and I am just trying to 6° 
at which committee did the soldiering and did no work for mt) 
years and permitted this abuse to grow up. 

Mr. LANDIS. They seemed to pay no attention to it 8 
and I must say that the Committee on Appropriations has s)"" 
us everything that we bave asked, and we hope by contuuls 
the good work to bring about results in the matter of expen’ 
itures for machinery as will harmonize with the resull 
have brought about in regard to excess printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For equipment of vessels, Bureau of Equipment, $963.71. 

Mr. KELIHER, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachi' 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 66, end of line 16, add: } 

“Jor payment of certain claims approved by the Audito: 
Department for damages done to private property by 
heavy guns at Forts Heath and Banks, Winthrop, 1 
Massachusetts, $1,250.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was : 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
word for the purpose of asking leave to extend 1) 
the Recorp, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Nebraska 


the 


eed to. 
t the last 
parks in 


sks unanl 
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fhe CHATRMAN. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 


ment as to the amount. 


the amendment. 


der the contract 


titude of the company. 


rtained that 


tr 
l 


t obligation. 


shall be 


Mr. FINLEY, 


( 


rye 


Mr. FINLEY, 


get tliement ? 


Mr. TAWNEY. There was some delay on account of litiga- | 
tion wing out of the charge of conspiracy which was made | 
ist certain employees of the Post-Office Department and cer- 
The charge of conspiracy and fraud 
d and the officers of the company were acquitted. 
juestion that even if a suit were brought in the Court of 
us and the contract was held to be invalid because it was | 
\ud that they would be entitled to recover the rea- 
ue of the property which they furnished under the 
ind that is the amount which the Department has 


officers of this company. 


! fy 
1 itt 


Mr. raw NBY. 


Mr. 


amount 
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sent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, 


“LARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
CHAIRMAN, Objection is heard. 
erk read as follows: 
mail transportation, star, fiscal year 1906, $40.17. 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous 
© return to the post-office item, page 51, for the pur- 
offering an amendment at the end of line 15. 
The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
! nsent to return to page 51 for the purpose of offering 
dment which the Clerk will report. 
Clerk read as follows: 
0 e 51, after line 15, insert: 
se the account of the Doremus Machine Company for can- 
hines furnished during the fiscal year 1903, $26,950: Pro- 
t said sum shall be accepted by said company in full of all 
yd demand against the United States arising under their con- 
the United States, dated May 6, 1902.” 


Is there objection? 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to 
intil we know what this is. 
I will say, Mr. Chairman, in explanation, that 
this item was submitted at the last session of this Congress and 
At the last Congress there was 
ontroversy between the company and the Post-Office Depart- 
Now, it is claimed by the Post-Office 
Department that the amount was $26,950, while the machine 
company has been claiming that the amount was $36,000. 
obligation grows out of a contract, the date of which is referred | 
{ It is a contract obli- | 


\ \WNEY. 


CHAIRMAN. 


ubmitted at this session. 


to j It is not a claim, 
g _ and is for the purpose of closing the account. 
ago, when this claim was considered, the company refused to ac- 
pt the amount the Post-Office Department was willing to 
pay, and the committee then took the position that until the 
Post-Oflice Department and the company reached a mutual con- 
as to the amount necessary to satisfy the obligation un- 
we would not bother with it nor would we | 
iate for part payment. 

When the matter was considered only a few days ago we had 
no more information than we had a year ago regarding the at- 
Since the bill was reported, and it was 
this item was not in the bill as it was esti- 
mated for by the Department, they inquired as to the reason, | 
and | frankly said it was because there was no evidence before 
the committee that the amount had been agreed upon or that 
t] unt estimated for would be accepted in full payment, 
ud we did not propose to recommend to the House an appro- 

tion for the payment of the balance until the company 
should agree to accept that balance in full payment of the con- 
That agreement has now been reached, as I 
im informed by the Department, and I have incorporated in 
mendment the date of the contract and that this payment 
in full settlement of all claim and it can not be made | 
ess the amount appropriated is so accepted. 
It is not true in this account 
Office Department with the Doremus Company that there were 
es of fraud against them to a considerable extent? 
Mr. TAWNEY, 
And that was the occasion of the delay in 








Mr. FINLEY, As I understand it, this amendment is offered 
' people on the basis of quantum meruit; you do 
‘8 it strictly upon the settlement of the contract. 
It is based on a contract liability. 
gentleman that it is the judgment of the legal offi- | 
the Post-Office Department that there is a contract | 
_ But in view of what has transpired, the Department 
y and arbitrarily refused to pay the contract price 
machines, and the company has refused to accept 
which the Department was willing to give until 

W months, 


vi NLEY. Has the company now agreed to accept this 





Mr. TAWNEY, Yes; and the language of the amendment 
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Is there | is such that they can not receive any of it until they shall 


entirely discharge the Government from any liability under the 
contract. 

Mr. FINLEY. If the Post-Office officials are entirely satis- 
fied and agree that this is the proper sum, I do not desire to 
say anything further. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They recommend this amount. They recom- 
mended it before, and we did not put it in the bill because we 
had no evidence before us to show that they were willing to 
accept this amount. We refused to make the appropriation be- 
cause there was no agreement between the parties that the 
amount would be accepted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the Department made a written 
statement assuming the responsibility for this, that the company 
is willing to accept this money, or has some subordinate up 
there simply done it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘No; the Post-Office Department a day or two 
after this amendment came in were notified by the company 
that it would accept the amount recommended by the Depart- 
ment in full settlement of their rights under the contract. In 
submitting this estimate on February 1 the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, making a recommendation of $26,950, does 
not say anything at all about the company agreeing to accept 
this amount, and for that reason we did not include this item 
in the bill. Since that time the company has expressed its 
willingness to accept this amount. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman again, has some 
responsible official stated in writing that the company is willing 
to accept that amount, or is the communication from some irre- 
sponsible official? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that this comes to me from the 


| gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], who has been in 


communication with the officers of the company; and one of 
the officers of the company is now here, and he informs me 
that the company notified the Post-Office Department in writing 
several weeks ago that they would accept the sum. The De- 
partment has not submitted any communication showing that 
the company would accept this amount in full settlement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Post-Office Department should assume the responsibility, and 
not ask Congress to do it upon a mere statement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Department has assumed the responsi- 
bility in making the recommendation. On two occasions it has 
submitted an estimate for an appropriation, but Congress de- 
clined to make it because of the peculiar circumstances sur- 
rounding. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It seems to me it is the duty of the 
Department, at this time, to furnish the information that 
would justify Members of the House in recommending this 
appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations a question. Is this one of 
those things interdicted after the provision that you put in 
the statutes some time ago? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘This is a contract obligation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What right have they to make a 


| contract obligation in excess of the appropriation? 


Mr. TAWNEY. They did not do it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, How, then, do you happen to have 
it in the deficiency bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a deficiency which arises out of the 
fact that the appropriation was made to pay for the machines, 
and the machines not having been paid for the amount appro- 
priated has been turned back in the Treasury. Now, this is to 
settle with the parties under that contract. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will ask if it is not provided by the amend- 
ment that this amount will not be paid unless the payment is 


| accepted in full and a receipt given for it? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. Whether they are willing to do it or not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They can not get the money until they re- 
ceipt in full for it and release the Government from any and 
all obligation under the contract. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is this the same thing for which money 
was appropriated in the appropriation bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Department had an appropriation out 
of which they could purchase these machines. It was not appro- 
priated specifically for this company. 

Mr. HARRISON, I do not think the gentleman understood 
the question. Did not we appropriate this year in the post 
office appropriation bill a quarter of a million dollars for the 
payment of rent for the canceling machines? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That may be, but that is not this case. 

Mr. HARRISON, Is this the same company? 
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Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. HARRISON. Are these canceling machines? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are canceling machines. 

Mr. HARRISON. Why should we appropriate for two com- 
panies for the same machine? 

Mr. DWIGHT. ‘This appropriation is for machines purchased | 
in 1902, which have not been settled for owing to a suit over | 
the claim. 

Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


| 


The contract has lapsed? 

No; the appropriation has lapsed. 

Mr. HARRISON. Why should we appropriate for two com- 
panies; what is the purpose of it? 

Mr. TAWNBY. We are not buying machines from two com 
panies, we are not appropriating specifically for companies. | 
This is a balance due them under their contract, which was | 
made in pursuance of law. 

Mr. HARRISON. Have we stopped buying machines from | 
this company? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is not this the situation: The appro- 
priation in the post-office bill for this year is for use in the 
next fiscal year, and this is an appropriation to pay a debt 
that was contracted six years ago. There is no lapse or dupli- 
eation of the appropriation at all, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ob, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the request of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota for unanimous consent to return to 
page 51. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My amendment is offered on page 51. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I object. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill with amendments to the House, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the committee deter- 
mined to rise, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
DALzect, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration the bill H. R. 21946, the general deficiency 
bill, and had directed him to report the same back with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 


REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS FROM LANDS OF ALLOTTEES OF FIVE | 
CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following commnu- 
nication : 
Hon. Joserm G. CANNON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. Speaker: Will you please relieve me from service as 
conferee on H. R. 15641? 
Thanking you for the compliment of the designation and with per- | 
sonal regard, I am, 
Sineerely, yours, 





Cuas. L. KNAPP. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. McGuire 
to fill the vacancy. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, by unanimous consent, was given 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case 
of Frank Z. Curry, H. R. 2395, Sixtieth Congress, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 


Englebright 
Esch 

Fassett 
Ferris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Focht 
Fordney 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Prench 
Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goulden 


| Graf 


Granger 
Greene 

Gregg 

Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 

Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Hawley 

Hayes 


Beall, Tex. 
Booher 
Burnett 
Candler 
Denver 
Garner 
Gillespie 


Adamson 
Butler 
Clayton 


| Cousins 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y, 
Anthony 
Bannon 

Barclay 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Lede 


| Bennett, Ky. 


Bingham 
Birdsatl 
Boutell 


| Bradley 


trantley 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burleson 
Byrd 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Caulfield 
Clark, Fla. 


} Conner 


Cook, Colo. 


| Cook, Pa. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, 
agree to the amendments to the general deficiency appropria- | 
tion bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and pass the bill. 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to | 
suspend the rules, agree to the amendments to the general | 
deficiency appropriation bill reported from the Committee of | 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and pass the bill. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 204, nays 25, | 
answered “ present ” 13, not voting 145, as follows: 
YEAS—204. 
Cary 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo, 


Adair Ronynge 
Bowers 


Boyd 


Currier 
Cushman 
Dailzell 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Denby 
Dixon 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 
Bilis, Oreg, 


Aiken 
Alexander, Mo, 
Alien Brodhead 
Ames trownlow Cockran 
Andrus trundidge Cocks, N. Y. 
Ansberry ‘ess Cole 
Ashbrook Burleigh Cooper, Pa, 
Barchfeld Burton, Del. Cooper, Tex. 
tartholdt Burton, Ohio Cooper, Wis. 
Bates Calderhead Coudrey 
Beale, Pa. Campbell Cox, Ind. 
Bell, Ga. Capron Craig 
Bennet, N. Y. Carter Crumpacker 


Cravens 


| Crawford 
| Darragh 


Davey, La. 
Davidson 


| De Armond 


Diekema 
Douctas 

Dunwell 

Durey 
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Heflin 

Heury, Conn, 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howell, N. J. 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Ison D. 


James, A 
Jenkins 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer - 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 

Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 


Le 
Lindbergh 
Longworth 
Lorimer 


Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Metall 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMorran 
Macon 
Madison 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa, 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Oleott 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pou 

Pray 

Pujo 
Rainey 


NAYS—25. 


Hardy 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—13. 


Flood 
Gordon 
Haggott 
Patterson 


Moore, Tex. 
Page 
Randell, Tex. 
Richardson 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 


Roberts 
Sabath 
Sherman 
Sims 


NOT VOTING—145. 


Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Fairchild 
Favrot 
Fornes 

Foss 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
Fulton 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gill 

Gillett 

Glass 
Goldfogle 
Graham 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
Haugen 

Hay 

Hepburn 
Hitchcock 
Hobsen 
Howard 
Howell, Utah 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 
James, Ollie M. 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 


Kipp 

Kitchin, Wm. W. 
eaeep 

Knop: 

Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo. 

Law 


Leake 
Legare 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 


McCreary 
MeDermott 
MeGavin 
McGuire 
MeLeehian, Cal. 
McLain 
MeMillan 
Madden 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Moon, Tenn, 
Mudd 
Nelson 
Olmsted 
Padgett 
Pearre 
Peters 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. Hay. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Pearre with Mr. RHINocK. 

Mr. Moon of Tennessee with Mr. Papeert. 
Mr. Mann with Mr. Sms. 
Mr. McGuire with Mr. Lioyp. 
Mr. McGavin with Mr. Lever. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. Lewis. 
Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. LENAHAN. 
Mr. Hower. of Utah with Mr. KrmpBa.t. 
Mr. Gittetr with Mr. LeGare, - 
Mr. Garpner of Massachusetts with Mr. Ori1e M. JAMES. 
Mr. Durey with Mr. Hrrenmcock. 
Mr. DoveLias with Mr. HamMonp. 


May 18, 


—— 


Rauch 
Reeder 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rotherme] 
Seott 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Slem 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Stephens, Tex, 
Sulzer 
Underwood 
Webb 


Porter 
Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 
Ransdell, La, 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Ryan 
Saunders 
— 
Smal 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Wallace 
Waneet 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wolt 
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\(r, DIEKEMA with Mr. GLass, The SPEAKER, But the gentleman has not five minutes to 
Mr. DagracH with Mr. GILL. yield. 
\(r. Cook of Pennsylvania with Mr, Futton, Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
\fr. ConNER with Mr. DE ARMOND. quiry. ; 
\ir. Burke with Mr. Bartiett of Nevada. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. Farrcuip with Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippl. Mr. HENRY of Texas. Did I hear the name of Port Arthur, 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, Tex., read out in the bill? 

MARY 8S. FERGUSON. The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Ry unanimous consent, granted to Mr. Coorer of Wisconsin, oa nee of Texas. I have no objection. 

: . ame : . a Mr. ER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
vel ce of the bill (S. 6529) for the relief of Mary S. Fergu sent that the gentleman f ieee tn nereiiiied “Prove 
son was changed from the Committee on Claims to the Commit- | 4), qouse for fiv cman trom Alabama be permitted to address 

an Inaular Affaire. e se for five minutes. 
tes Insular A | rhe SPEAKER. But there is nothing for the gentleman to 
MAKING MONTEREY AND PORT HARFORD, CAL., SUBPORTS OF ENTRY. | address the House about. If there is unanimous consent that 
Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to | the bill shall be passed at the end of the five minutes, then we 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | have something before us. 
Union from further consideration of the bill (8.3153) to make Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will state this: I have 
Monterey and Port Harford, in the State of California, subports | something to say about the bill. It comes from the committee 
of entry, and for other purposes, and to pass the same with | that I am on, and I have something to say in reference to it. If 
House amendments, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask | I object, then the gentleman will move to suspend the rules, 
to have read. and it will take twenty minutes’ debate on a side beside a roll 
The Clerk read as follows: | eall. 


Be it enacted, etc., That Monterey and Port Harford, in the State of The SPEAKER. But the gentleman is not recognized for 


Ca nia, are hereby made subports of entry in the district of San | that purpose 

Frat o, and the necessary customs officers may, in the discretion of | Mr UNDER TOO ore : . 

t S tary of the Treasury, be stationed at each of said subports | Mr. 4 aRWOOD. Then, I think, under these cireum- 
with authority to enter and clear vessels, receive duties, fees, and — | Stances that I am entitled to make a statement in reference to 
mon and perform such other services as, in his ae the inter- | this matter before it is passe ask : . allow 
est of commerce may require, and said officers shall receive such com re it is passed. I ask the House, then, to allow 


oal n as he may allow. : me to make a statement in reference to this bill, not to exceed 
spc. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, from time | five minutes. Anything can be done by unanimous consent. 





t as subports of entry other places within the said district, at| The SPEAKER. Precisely: ; nee a . ee ee 
which customs officers may be stationed or detailed for the purposes set | 3 consent. § F = ly , anything can be done by unani- 
forth in the preceding section, and at such compensation as he may | ™OuS consent, and the Chair is willing to recognize the gentle- 
~ i f ioni l tl t | man from New York to ask at the end of five minutes, which 
Sec. 3. That in lieu of stationing deputy collectors or other customs | the gentleman asks by unanimous consent Y a ao 
officers permanently at any subport in said district, the Secretary of the | sid adi sien aeenaii 7 "a j 1 , | i _ consent, that the bill be con 
Treasury may, in his discretion, authorize the necessary officers to be | SteTed as passes with the House amendments. 
detailed from time to time, from the port of entry, or from another| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought, Mr. Speaker, you were going 
§ rt within such i » our Ly Se ee ee ae | to pass the bill before I made my remarks. F 
fees, « other moneys, anc perio such othe rice § : s- ’ * 7 - 1 ry per Se yt sate . 
ment, the interests of commares may require. ; . The SPEAKER. The Chair is willing to announce it after- 
gee. 4, That the act approved February 24, 1906, entitled “An act to| wards. [Laughter and applause.] 
ee ee eee ant ere bee ee a Luis Obispo, Port Har- Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, with this remarkable 
rd, and Monterey, Ual,, P . ez . af ‘ , . a . 
S . That the privileges of the erst section of the act approved showing of good humor and courtesy on the part of the Speaker, 


10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to | I will accept the proposition. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to 
ediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” | detain the House with a speech, but I wish merely to eal! the 
: 1e same are hereby, exte , ? Arthur, : 1 ; ; ee ee 
| the same are hereby, extended to the port of Port A in | attention of the House again to the fact that we are continually 





he State of Texas. | : ° oan . 

Sec. 5. That Petosky, in the State of Michigan, is hereby made a | passing these bills providing for new ports, new collection dis- 
port of entry in the district of Grand Rapids, and the necsneney | tricts, new I. T. ports, increasing the cost of collecting the 

customs officers may, in the discretion of the Secretary o ne Treas- aoa a fo a ~y at ia far t a anw ee 

ury, be stationed at said subport with authority to enter and clear revenues of this country that is far in excess of any othe coun- 

vessels, receive merchandise-shipped in bond, collect duties and make | try, far in excess of what it costs to-day to collect the internal 

delivery of same, receive duties, fees, and other moneys, and perform | revenue, and that no effort is being made in this House to 


such other service as, in his judgment, the interest of commerce may | x “poe , ae : : : 
? zee ‘ : , ost o > ac mus 3 3c ry 
require, and said officers shail receive such compensation as he may reduce the cost of the collection of the customs of this country. 


allow Although I believe these bills are good—I have no objection 
Sec. 6. That the privileges of the seventh section of the act approved | to these bills, but I do insist that the time has come when this 


June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to| , —_ - - aka : ‘ . a 4 anal. : 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” country should take up this whole matter and overhaul it 


be, and the same are hereby, extended to the support of Petosky, in the | 2nd cut out the unnecessary expenditures before you continue 
State of Michigan. increasing the cost of collecting the customs revenues. 






§ 7. That the privileges of the first section of the act approved - PAYNE ry? . oo mis « " 4 aanait 
June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to Mr. PAY NE. W it the Ra otleman allow me a word? 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” Mr. t NDERWOOD. Certainly. 
be, and the same are hereby, extended to the subport of St. Vincent, in Mr. PAYNE. I want to say I came to that conclusion two 





the State of Minnesota. , ; | years ago, and I tried to pass a bill and could not succeed. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, is this a unanimous-con-| Mr. UNDERWOOD. My remarks, I will say to the chair- 


sent proposition? | man of the committee, were addressed to the House, and not to 

The SPEAKER. This is a request for unanimous consent to | the Committee on Appropriations. I, however, think it is the 
consider and pass the bill, The unanimous consent would agree | duty of the chairman of that committee to make another effort 
to the House amendments to the Senate bill and pass the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would ask the gentleman from California to yield me five 
minutes. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I will yield the gentleman five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes are pretty precious. Would 
the gentleman be satisfied to give the unanimous consent, coupled 


with the request that he be allowed to address the House for 
five minutes? 


to get this House to revise these customs-collection laws. 
So the bill as amended was passed. 


AMENDING SECTION 4896 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment to the bill H. R. 15841. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman de- 
sired to ask unanimous consent? 
Mr. SULZER. I ask unanimous consent to concur in the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I am not | Senate amendment to the bill. 
going to object to this bill if I am given the five minutes. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman puts it that he gives | mous consent to concur in the following House bill with a Sen- 
thanimous consent and asks consent to address the House for | ate amendment.. A vote on this would be, if unanimous con- 
live minutes. Is there objection ? | sent is given, to pass the House bill with a Senate amendment. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the | The Clerk will report the title of the bill with the Senate amend- 


fentieman proceed for five minutes after unanimous consent is | ment. 

granted to pass the bill. | ‘The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. But I do not take it in that way. | <A bill (H. R. 15841) to amend section 4896 of the Revised Statutes. 
4 a NE. Then I ask unanimous consent—— The Senate amendment was read. 

Californt DERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


ia _ to yield me five minutes. I said I would not object Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask if the Clerk read 
als bill, the part that is amended? 
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NAL 


> SPEAKER. 
CHANEY. 


The Clerk has just read that, 
I did not so understand it. 
SULZER, It is just exac tly the same as it passed the 
and the only thing the Senate did—— 
SPEAKER. They struck out the House bill entirely 
the e1 and inserted an amendment. Now, 
st of the gentleman is for unanimous consent to con- 
Se 2 aT Iment, which would pass the bill. 
URRIER Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
to the “iment in no wise changes the 
il The 


acting clause 


> 


Mr. 
say Senate ame! 
House 
f the law and certain other words inserted, 
n would read as follows, and the Senate 
ruck out all after the enacting clause and inserted just ex- 
the House amendments, without stating what they are, 
providing that section so and so shall be amended so as to 
follows 
e SPEAKER. It is the difference only between tweedle- 
dum and tweedle-dee. Is there objection, [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 
So the Senate amendment was 


‘ 
‘ as 


ul 
rey 
AD 
1 


agreed to. 
AMENDING SECTION 4885 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
WasHevuRN] asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the following House bill and concur in the Senate amend- 


‘lerk will report the title of the bill. 
*k id as follows: 
An act amending section 4885 of the Revised Statutes. 
Senate amendments were read. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
r. CLARK of Missouri. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it ought to be read 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. If there is no objec- 
tion, the Clerk will read the bill as amended. 
The bill as amended was read. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment seems to be clerical. 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was concurred in. 


Is 


MOVING WASHINGTON STATUE FROM CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


Mr. McCALL,. I ask unanimous consent to take House joint 
resolution No. 124 from the Speaker’s table and agree to the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am going to object to all the rest. 
It is 6 o’clock nearly, and supper time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope the gentleman will not object to this. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will let him in, and I will let 
Mr. CLAyTOoN in, and then I will object to the rest. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have none to o 
ask the gentleman not to object to this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the follow- 
ing House joint resolution and agree to the Senate amendment. 

—_— Coen read as follows: 

Ho oint resolution No. 124, authorizing the presentation of the 


atatee of” President Washington, now located in the Capitol grounds, 
to the Smithsonian Institution. 


With a Senate amendment, which 

The SPEAKER, 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the Senate amendment was con- 
curred in and the title amended. 


ras read, 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
tities were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
wet riate committees as indicated below: 

. 4341. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin P. 
i—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5412. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron C. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harry S. 
formerly Albert Lee Alleman—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 


» 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 
S.R. 90. Joint resolution to amend an act authorizing 
construction of bridges across navigable waters, 


the 
and so forth. 
MISCELLANEOUS INDIAN BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill I send to the desk, as amended, 


| any 


bill provides that certain words shall | 


[Mr. | 


ffer for myself, but I really | 
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The Clerk 
bill (H. R. 
issue patents 
now exis 
Be 


read as follows: 


21735) to authorize the Secretary of the Interio: 
in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under 
ing or hereafter enacted, and for other pur 
it enacted, ctc., That the lands, or any part thereof, allott 
Indian, or any inherited interest therein, which can be sold vw: 
existing law by authority of the Secretary of the Interior, except 
lands of the Five Civilized Trib in Oklahoma, may be sold on 

| petition of the allottee, or his heirs, on such terms and conditi: 

| under such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may pr 

and the lands of a minor, or of a person deemed incompetent by 
Secretary of the Interior to petition for himself, may be sold in 
same manner, on the petition of the natural guardian in the c 
infants, and in the case of persons deemed incompetent as afo: 

} and of orphans without a natur al guardian, on petition of > 1 
designated for the purpose by the of the Interior. Th 
any Indian who has heretofore rec sived or Who may hereafter ree 

| allotment of land dies before the expiration of the trust per 

Secretary of the Interior shall-ascertain the legal heirs of sue h 
and if satisfied of their ability to manage their own affairs shall 
to be issued in their names a patent in fee simple for said lan¢ 
| if he finds them incapable of managing their own affairs, the land 

be sold as hereinbefore provided. And the action of the Secreta 
the Interior in determining the legal heirs of any deceased Indian 
provided herein shall be conclusive and final for the purpose of pa 
title to the lands conveyed: Provided, That the proceeds derived fr 
all sales hereunder shall be used, during the trust period, for the bene i 
of the allottee, or heir, so disposing of his interest, under the super. 
vision of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs: And provided further, 
That upon the approval of any sale hereunder by the Secretary of the 
Interior he shall cause a patent in fee to issue in the name of the pur- 
; chaser for the lands so sold; and the issuance of such patent shall 
| operate as a cancellation of any trust patent, or patent containing re- 

strictions on alienation, issued in the name of the original allotee. All 
acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 

Sec, 2. That jurisdiction be, and hereby is, conferred upon the Court 
of Claims of the United States to hear, determine, and render final 
judgment, notwithstanding lapse of time’ or statute of limit: ition, for 
any balances found due, without interest, with the right of appeal as 
in other cases, upon the claims of H. W. Gilkey, Herman Hankwitz, 
Herman Hankwitz & Co., W. P. Cook & Bro., M. Westcott, 
Liege, assignee of J. F. Gauthier, F. F. Green, traders, ag 
Menominee tribe of Indians in Wisconsin and against cer 
bers of said tribe at the Green Bay Agency, for supplies, goods, wares, 
merchandise, tools, and live stock furnished certain members of the 
said tribe after the Ist day of January, in the year 1880, for the pur- 
pose of carrying on logging operations upon the “Menominee Indian 
ervation, in Wisconsin. Said claims shall be presented to said court 
by verified petitions to be filed within six months from the date of 
the approval of this act. Said court shall, in rendering sedan nt, 
ascertain and determine the amount, if any, due upon each of sai 
claims and if the court find that there is a liability upon a 
said claims it shall then determine if such lability be that of t 
Menominee tribe of Indians as a -tribe or that of individual member: 
of said tribe, and it shall render judgment for the amount, if any, 
| found due from said tribe to any of said claimants, and it shall re 
judgment for the amounts, if any, found due from any of th« 
vidual members of said tribe to any of said claimants. Upon the ren 
dition of final judgments, the court shall certify the same to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who shall thereupon, in case judgn 
against the said Menominee tribe of Indians as a tribe, direct 1 pay- 
ment of said judgments out of any funds in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of said tribe, and who, in case judgments be against 
individual members of said Menominee tribe of Indians, shall, through 
| the disbursing officers in charge of said Green Bay Agency, pay, from 
any annuity due or which may become due said Indian as an individual 
or as the head of a family from the United States or from the share 
ef such Indian as an individual or as the head of a family in any 
distribution of tribal funds deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States, the amounts of such judgments to the claimants in who vor 
such judgments have been rendered: Provided, That not 1 
50 per cent of the annuity due any such Indian as an individ 
the head of a family shall be applied to the payment of s 
ments: Provided, however, That if more than one judgment 
dered against ny such individual Indian and if 50 per cen 
annuity due s Indian as an individual or ag the head of 
ily be not sufficient to discharge sucha judgments, such payment 
be made to ‘ ints in proportion to the amount 
respective judgments: Provided further, That in case 50 
of any annuity payment due any such Indian as an indiv 

not sufficient to satisfy the 


~o~ 


A 


any 
poses, 


es 





hes- 





laim 
aim 


as the head of a family be 
or judgments rendered against said Indian, then and in that 
per cent of subsequent annuity payments due said Indian as a 
vidual and as the head of a family shall be applied to the pa 
said judgments until the same be fully satisfied. The M 
tribe of Indians, through its business: committee, is aut! 
employ an attorney or attorneys to defend the interests of 
and of the individual members of said tribe in any actions 
| under the provisious of this act, the compensation of su 

| or attorneys to be determined by the court, and for w hich 
fees judgment shall be rendered, and upon its certification to | 
retary of the Treasury the amount of said judgment shai! 

| to said attorney or attorneys out of any funds standin 
|} of said Menominee tribe of Indians in the Treasury 
| States. 
Sxc. 3, 


“of ! 

That the heirs of Cornplanter, a Seneca Indian 

rtained by the orphan’s court of Warren County, I 

of the legislature of the State of Pennsylvania of Mas 

authorized and empower 

| suit in the courts of the United States for the recovery 0: 

sion or the quieting of title of any lands granted indi 

Cornplanter, alias John O’Bial or Abeel, and jurisdiction 

ferred upon said courts, both in law and in equity, to he: 

| mine the rights of said Cornplanter under any grant 

Any petition filed cr other court papers may be verified 

|} heys re eee said heirs or their duly authorized attorn 

Sec. 4. That a lease bearing date September 19, 1907, 

Seneca Nation. of Indians on the Cattaraugus and Alleghan) 

tions, in the State of New York, and Charles M. L. Ashby, 

| County, N. Y., is hereby ratified and confirmed. . 
Sec. 5. That the Court of Claims is hereby authorized and 4 


LS¢ 
act 
and their descendants are hereby 


mace 
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»oor and adjudicate the claims against the Choctaw Nation of Samuel 

e ' ~ deceased, and to render judgment thereon in such amounts, 
s may appear to be equitably due. Said judgment, if any, in 

> the heirs of Garland shall paid out of any funds in the 

of the United States belonging to the Choctaw Nation, said 

+ to be rendered on the principle of quantum meruit for serv- 


: “ ndered and expenses incurred. Notice of said suit shall be 
; the governor of the Choctaw Nation, and the Attorney-General 
sf the United States shall appear and defend in said suit on behalf of 
a 4 hat the act of April 80, 1908, reading as follows: 


Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue a patent 
reau of Catholic Indian Missions for the southeast quarter of 
of section 6, township 28 north, range 24 east of 


; t Bb 





tt heast quarter 

tt .) meridian, Indian Territory, the same having been set apart 
to Roman Catholic Church for chureh and school am by the 
0 national council, on August 24, 1893, and said church having 
1 ned a church and school thereon since that date” 

be amended to read as follows: 


“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue a patent 
to the Burean of Catholic Indian Missions for the southwest quarter of 
rtheast quarter of section 6, township 28 north, range 24 east of 

sn meridian, Indian Territory, the same having been set apart 
, the Roman Catholic Church for church and school Paws by the 
Omanaw national council, on August 24, 1893, and said church having 
1 ned a church and school thereon since that date.” 

Sec. 7. That in addition to the towns heretofore segregated, sur- 
veved. and seheduled in accordance with law, the Secretary of the 
Ir r be, and he is hereby, authorized to segregate and survey 
: n that part of the territory of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, 
s of Oklahoma, heretofore segregated as coal and asphalt land, 

er towns, parts of towns, or town lots, as are now in exist- 
r which he may deem it desirable to establish. He shall cause 
( ‘ace of the lots in such towns or parts of towns to be appraised, 
eduled, and sold at the rates, on the terms, and with the same 
racter of estate as is provided in section 29 of the act of Congress 
ed June 28, 1898 (80 Stat. L., p. 495), umder regulations to 
reseribed by him. That the provisions of section 13 of the act of 
Congress approved April 26, 1906 (34 stat. L., p. 137), shall not 
apy to town lots appraised and sold as provided herein. That all 
nses incurred in surveying, platting, and selling the lots in any 
town or parts of towns shall be paid from the proceeds of the sale of 
town lots of the nation in which such town is situate. 

Sec. 8. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any funds in the Treasury be- 
longing to the Cherokee tribe of Indians, to those intermarried white 

is of the said Cherokee tribe placed on the final approved rolls 
f the sald Cherokee tribe by the Secretary of the Interior pursuant 
to an opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, in the case 

Daniel Red Bird against The United States, the share or shares to 
shick they are entitled In the funds of the Cherokee Nation on ac- 
ount of payments heretofore made out of said Cherokee funds to mem- 

s of the Cherokee Nation, but in which payments said intermarried 

» Cherokee citizens did not participate and to which they were 
entitled in accordance with the findings of the Supreme Court in the 
said case of Daniel Red Bird against The United States, said inter- 
married white Cherokee citizens having married into the Cherokee Na- 
tion prior to November 1, 1875, and not having since abandoned their 

tizenst In case any of said intermarried Cherokee white citizens 
died since final enrollment their share or shares in the money 
distributed shall be paid toe their heirs or legal representatives: Pro- 
vided, however, That the Cherokee Nation shall have authority to con- 
the Secretary of the Interior the right of any person whose 
enrollment was made under the decree of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case of Daniel Red Bird to receive such payments, 
and if said Secretary becomes convinced that such person was improp- 
erly mae he is hereby authorized to deny him the right to receive 
such back payments. 

Sec. 9. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, an- 
thorized to issue a patent to the Sisters of the Blessed Sacrament 

Indians and Colored People, a charitable corporation organized un- | 
r the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, for and covering the follow- | 
described lands, amounting to approximately 280 acres, now and 
many years occupied by the said Sisters of the Blessed Sacra- | 
ment for Indians and Colored People, as an Indian school, to wit: | 
southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of section 13, the 
half of the northeast quarter of section 14, and the east half ef | 
west quarter, and the south half of the northeast quarter of 
24, all in township 26 north, range 30 east, Gila and Sait 
lian, on the Navajo Indian Reservation, in Arizona Territory. | 
i0. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to | 

r use for school purposes to school districts of the State of Okla- 
, fron Five Civilized Tribes, tracts 


ize 
( ‘ 


efore 


horth 
a © 





e 


n the unallotted lands of the 
1 not to exceed 2 acres in any one district, at prices and under 
reguiations to be prescribed by him, and proper conveyances of such 
I shall be executed im accordance with existing laws regarding 
conveyance of tribal property; and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall have authority to remove the restrictions on the sale of 
nds, not to exceed 2 acres in each case, a8 allottees of the Five 
ton - aaa including fullbloods and minors, may desire to sell | 
4% S€n00, Purposes, 
Sec. 11, That the borough of Carlisle, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
+ Au be, and is hereby, granted the right and privileges of laying | 
through and under the land owned by the United gtates and now used | 
i 


shall 


the purpose of or in connection with the United States Indian 
serra chool, such pipe or pipes as may be necessary for use in 
+ nection with or as part of its sewage system, said pipe or pipes 
ee tid beneath the surface of the ground, except as to the necessary | 
cose and so laid as not to interfere with the use or mar the 

iran < the premises: Provided, That no.pipe or Bees shall be 








( 
j 


I a ursuance of authority hereby conferred until the plan showing | 

oo thereof shall have been submitted te and approvea by | 

aid Po of the Interior: And provided jurther, That upon the | 
s Ol 


tale wate Secretary of the Interior, and his agreement to pay a 
nae portion of the expense, the sewage system, disposal plant, and | 
‘ ru ted, or to be constructed, by the borough of Carlisle 
4 sufficient size to take care of the sewage of the United 
Mian Industrial School, which shall be permitted to establish 
7 ith the said sewage system and use the same. 
, shat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
‘0 cause that part of the Cheyenne school reserve and the 
and Arapahoe Agency reserve lying east of a public road 
‘ted Trom the school and agency reserves by such road, being | 
tip of land, more particularly described as lots 8 and 9 of ' 











section 4, lots 5 and 6 of section 9, lots 5 and 6 of section 16, and lots 
5 and 6 of section 21, all in township 13 north, range 7 west, Indian 
meridian, in the State of Oklahoma, to be appraised by legal subdi- 
visions and sold for the benefit of the Indians of the Cheyenne and 
Arapahoe reservations; and the owners of the adjoining lands are hereby 
given the preference right for ninety days from and after the passage 
of this act to purchase said lands at not less than the appraised value 
which may be placed thereon by the Secretary of the Interior, the 
me price to be paid in cash at the time of notice of acceptance 
y said purchasers. And in case said lands, or any part thereof, re- 
main unsold after the expiration of said ninety days, the said Secre- 
tary shall proceed to offer said lands for sale under such regulations 
as he may prescribe; the funds received from said sales to be depos- 
ited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Indians 
of the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Reservation, Okla. That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized to cause to be 
appraised and sold 640 acres of land, together with the buildings and 
other appurtenances thereto belonging, heretofore set aside as reser- 
vation for the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency and the Arapahoe In- 
dian school in Oklahoma, and that for sixty days from and after said 
appraisement the city of Elreno, in Oklahoma, be given the preference 
right to purchase said land and improvements thereon at the ap- 
praised value thereof, to be used for school purposes, the purchase 
price thereof to be paid in cash at the time of the acceptance by said 
purchaser. And in case said land remains unsold after the expiration 
of said sixty days, the Secretary shall proceed to offer said land for 
sale under such regulations as he may prescribe, and he is authorized 
to use all or any part of the proceeds of the sale thereof in the erec- 
tion of new buildings and in repairs and improvements at the present 
Cheyenne Boarding School in the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency, in 
Oklahoma, and in the establishment of such day schools as may be 
required for said Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians in Oklahoma, and 
that the balance of said proceeds, if any there be, may be used in sup- 
port of said Cheyenne Boarding School or said day school. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee (during the reading of the bill). 
Mr. Speaker, I simply want to make a privileged observation 
here. It is hot and sultry, the Hall is crowded with Members, 
every door in the galleries is shut up tight, and we are almost 
stifled in here for lack of fresh air. I do insist that we make 
some better arrangements hereafter than we have at the present 
time. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I demand the yeas and nays, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules a second is 
considered as ordered. The gentleman from New York is en- 
titled to twenty minutes 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, 
second. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I demand a second. This is an impor- 
tant bill, and we ought to know something about it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
withdraws the demand for a second and the gentleman from 
New York renews the demand. The gentleman from New York 
{Mr. SHERMAN] is entitled to twenty minutes, and the centle- 
man from New York [Mr. Firzceratp] is entitled to twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will not take twenty minutes, 
This is a so-called “ omnibus bill.” Its various sections are made 
up of bills which have been favorably reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, save two sections. There are none of 
the sections which create any charge whatever upon the Treas- 
ury. There are two sections that have not been reported by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. One of them 
which corrects a description contained in the Indian appro- 
priation bill, providing for the issuance of a patent to a society 
which maintains a training school. In the Indian appropria- 
tion bill a quarter section was described as “ southeast,” when 
it should have been “ southwest.” ‘This is a correction of that. 
The other section which has not been reported by the Indian Com- 
mittee is one giving to the city of Carlisle, Pa., the right to 
lay a sewer across the Indian school grounds at Carlisle, under 
certain conditions, which shall be approved by the Secretary of 





I withdraw the demand for a 


is the section 


| the Treasury. 


As I say, all the other provisions of the bill have been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and have been 


| unanimously favorably reported, and make no charge whatever 


against the Treasury of the United States. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the chairman to 


| state also to the House that the Secretary of the Interior has 


passed upon and approved all the several bills, that there 
is no objection on the part of the Members, either of the 
minority or the majority, to the bills, they carrying no appro- 
priations, and are mere matters of detail in legislation, usually 
to correct errors that ought to be corrected in various bills. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I can describe the sections. Section 1 
provides the means by which inherited lands of Indians may be 
sold. I need not go into a statement of the particulars. They 


| have been thoroughly considered by the Committee on Indian 


Affairs and by the Department of the Interior, which has 


| favorably reported the bill. 


Section 2 permits some persons who claim to have furnished 
material for certain Indians doing logging on the Menominee 
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Reservation in Minnesota in 1880 to litigate their claim in 
court. 


CONGRESSIO 


prosecute action, 
obtained it shall be paid out of the Menominee funds. 


Section 3 permits the heirs of an Indian named Cornplanter 


to bring suit to quiet title to the lands they hold. Somebody 
bas claimed to have a certain right to these lands. It is not 
anything that interests the Government directly, but this sec- 
tion permits an action being tried in the Court of Claims to 
quiet the title. 

Section 4 ratifies a lease made by the Sen 

Section 5 authorizes the heirs of Mr. Samuel 
prosecute before the Court of Claims his claim for services 
rendered to the Choctaw Indians, and providing that if a judg- 
ment is obtained it shall be paid out of the Choctaw funds. 

Section 6 corrects the description in the appropriation bill 
referred to above. 

Section 7 is one which creates additional town sites within 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw territory in the Indian Territory. 

Section 8 is one which provides for the payment from the 
Cherokee Indian funds to certain Indians whom the court has 
held were deprived of their proportionate share of the funds 
when it was disopsed of. 

Section 9 relates to a school in New Mexico which was created 
through the beneficence of Mother Drexel, in Philadelphia, which 
school has been maintained solely by her. This permits her to 
obtain a patent to the land now occupied by this school, 
having already spent from $12,000 to $16,000 in purchasing the 
alleged rights of a lot of squatters who were on that land. 

Section 10 authorizes the alienation of lands that are now 
inalienable in the Indian Territory, where they are needed as 
school sites. That is what this bill does, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WALDO. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WALDO. Have you any knowledge as to the amount of 
the claim made under section 2? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; as I recall it now, it is about $58,000. 

Mr WALDO. And then, under the fifth section, the claim 
made against the Choctaw Nation, have you any idea about 
that? 

Mr. 


“a Indians. 


SHERMAN. The Garland claim? 

Mr. WALDO. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman reporting the bill [Mr. 
CLAYTON] could answer that question, but I am informed that 
he is unable to be here this afternoon, and I can not say from 
memory; but it is in the thousands of dollars, I can not tell 
how many. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to take 
the bill and examine it and ascertain exactly what is in it. 
I am familiar with a great many items in the bill, having 
examined them when they were reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in separate bills. I am not in favor of passing 
omnibus bills under the present rules. It is utterly impossible 
for any Member of the House either to keep track of what the 
House is doing or in any way to reach any particular item, if 
his objection to it should be sufficient to convince the House 
that that particular item should not pass. I believe it is a 
bad practice, regardless of the items in this bill, and I under- 
take to say that with the exception of a few members of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs who, I have no doubt, have con- 
sidered very carefully all of the items in the bill, it is not pos- 
sible for any other Member of the House intelligently to de- 
termine whether these items meet his judgment. 

I have no desire to take the time of the House or to delay 
action upon the,bill, but I do wish to express my dissatisfac- 
tion with this method of incorporating into one bill a large 
number of independent items. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman aware that under 
the present conditions in the House, and the nearness of ap- 
proach to the end of the session, it is impossible to get these 
yarious bills through unless we do group them into one general 
bill? They are matters of detail, every one of them a business 
matter, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has twice stated that 
they are matters of detail. They are not all matters of detail. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We have examined them very 
earefully in our committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have not criticised any particular 
item. It is impossible to do so intelligently under the condi- 
tions. I wish to express my dissatisfaction with the policy 
of incorporating into one bill a large number of independent 
matters that have no relation to one another, so that no Mem- 
ber, even if he desired, would be able to point out legitimate 
objections to the several parts. 


These traders claim never to have been paid, and this | 
provision permits them to go to the Court of Claims and there | 
and further provides that if a judgment is | 


Garland to 


she | 
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else wishes time I shall reserve it. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


balance of his time, I ask for a vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


May 18 


— 


I have no desire to use any further time, and unless some}, 


dy 


If the gentleman does not desire to use the 


The question is on suspending the rules, 


agreeing to the amendments, and passing the bill. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
RECESS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Pending that, I move that the House d 
take a recess until 11.30 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


The yeas and nays upon that mo- 


Mr. 
tion, 


CLARK of Missouri. 
Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. 


The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker, 


10 how 


Pending the taking of the yeas and nays, 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] moves that the 


House t 


take a recess until to-morrow morning at 11.30 o'clock, 


and upon that motion the gentleman from Missouri also asks 


the y 


yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 128, nays 63, 
answered “ present ” 13, not voting 184, as follows: 
YEAS—128. 


Adair 
Alexander, Mo. 
Allen 

Ames 
Andrus 
Barchfeld 
Bede 

Bennet, N. Y. 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Boyd 
Brownlow 
Burleigh 
Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 

Cary 

Chaney 
Chapman 
Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Coudrey 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Dawson 

De Armond 


Aiken 


| Ashbrook 


Bartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex. 
ell, Ga. 
Booher 
Bowers 
Brodhead 
Burgess 
Candler 
Carter 
Clark, Mo. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Davenport 
Denver 


Clayton 
Flood 
Gordon 
Haggott 


Acheson 
Adamson 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Ansberry 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burke 
Burton, Del. 
Butler 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Calder 


Denby 
Diekema 
Driscoll 
Durey 

Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 

Fassett 

Focht 

loster, Ind. 
French 

Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Goebel 

Graft 

Greene 

Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich, 


Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw 
Howard 
Howell, Utah 
llowland 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Huff 
Humphrey, 
James, A 
Jenkins 
Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Knowland 
Lafean 
Laning 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McKinley, Il. 
McKinney 
Miller 
Moore, Pa, 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Norris 


aie 

Oleott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 


NAYS 


Dixon 
Ellerbe 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
Foster, Ill. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Goulden 
Granger 
Hackney 
Hamlin 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—13. 


Holliday 
MecMorran 
Mann 
Padgett 


Hardwick 
er 
Harrison 
Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Houston 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Keliher 

inom ae Claude 
Ll 7 
McHenry 
Macon 


Rauch 
Rothermel 
Sherman 
Small 


NOT VOTING—184. 


Caldwell 
Carlin 
Caulfield 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Cushman 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Douglas 
Draper 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Kawards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Fairchild 
Favrot 
Fordney 


Fornes 


oss 

Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 

Fulton 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gill 

Geet 


Glass 
Goldfogle 
Graham 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
_— 
Hay 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 


Parsons 


Wash. Payne 
Addison D. Perkins 


Pollard 
Pray 
Rainey 
Reeder 
Russell, Mo. 
Shackleford 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Wheeler 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 

The Speaker 


Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex. 
Nicholls 
O'Connell 
Page 
Randell, Tex. 
Robinson 
Russell, Tex. 
Kyan 
Sabath 
Spight 
Stephens, Tex. 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wilson, Pa. 


Talbott 


Howell, N. 7 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. V4. 
Hull, lowa 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jacksen 

James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 

Kahn 
Kimball 
Kipp 
Kitchin, 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Kiisterm: ann 
Lamar, F! 
Lamar, Mo de 
Lamb 
Landis 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Law 

Leake 

Lee 

Legare 


Wm. W. 








Malby Reid Stafford 
Marshall Reynolds Stanley 
Maynard Rhinock Sterling 
Mondell Richardson Sulzer 
Moon, Pa, Riordan Taylor, Ala. 
Morse Roberts Thomas, N. C. 
1 Mudd Rodenberg ‘Thomas, Ohio 

Murphy Rucker Tou Velle 
Nelson Saunders Underwood 

‘ Parker, S. Dak. Scott Vreeland 

t Patterson Sheppard Wailace 

Pearre Sherley Wanger 

Guire Peters Sherwood Watson 

Kinlay. Cal. Porter Sims Weeks 

re Pou Slayden Weems 

La n.Cal. Powers Smith, Mich, Weisse 

Laughlin, Mich. Pratt Smith, Mo. Wiley 

M Prince Smith, Tex. Willett 
Pujo Sparkman Williams 
Ransdell, La. Sperry Wolf 


Ss) the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Intil further notice: 

Mr. VreeraAnp with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Mr. Sterrine with Mr, Tou VELLE, 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Suzer. 

Mr. Netson with Mr. SHERWOOD, 

Mr. Lanctey with Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. LAnpis with Mr. RuckKEr. 

Mr. KisTeRMANN with Mr, Murpny. 

Mr. Howett of New Jersey with Mr. LASSITER, 
Mr. Dwicut with Mr. Ler. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. LAMs, 

Mr. CusHMAN with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 


Mr. Burton of Delaware with Mr. Jonnson of South Carolina. | 


Mr. Beare of Pennsylvania with Mr. BuBNETT, 
Mr, BartnHotpr with Mr. BRuNDIDGE. 
Mr. Acueson with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr, Drarer with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. Haskins with Mr. RoTHERMET. 
Mr. Hottmpay with Mr. SLAYDEN, 
Mr. Kann with Mr. PATTERSON, 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr, Pov, 
On this vote: 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. SmitruH of Missouri. 

Mr. Cavrrretp with Mr. CLAYTON, 

Mr. Ropensera with Mr. RavucH. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above re- 
corded, 

rdingly (at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.), the House 

was declared in recess until to-morrow at 11.30 o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination 
and survey of Lynn Harbor, Massachusetts (H. R. Doc. 948)— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed, 

\ letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting Part I of the report of the Commissioner of Corpora- 
tons on cotton exchanges (H. R. Doc. 949)—to the Com- 


mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be | 


nr 7 
PUIULeG, 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
Copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War submitting 

estimate of appropriation for care of insane Filipino 
Soldiers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908 (H. R. Doc. 
a - the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 

nted, 
k A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
Copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War submitting 
f a of appropriation for care of insane Filipino soldiers 
» w® fiscal year ending June 30, 1909 (H. R. Doc. 947)—to 
* Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


erat, “late 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 

nha teen from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
‘i mi a the several Calendars therein named as follows: 

'. HAMILTON of Michigan, from the Committee on the 


67) we to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
W.thout amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1687), which 


lating to affairs in the Territories, reported the same | 
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said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 419) direct- 
ing the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds to 
rearrange the Hall of the House of Representatives and the 
seating arrangements therein, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1688), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RODENBERG, from the Select Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate (S. 4639) to provide for participation by the United 
Statés in an international exposition to be held at Tokyo, Japan, 
in 1912, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1689), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BOUTELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21129) to pro- 
vide for refunding stamp taxes paid under the act of June 13, 
1898, and upon foreign bills of exchange drawn between July 
1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against the value of products or 
merchandise actually exported to foreign countries, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1693), which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LANDIS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13467) con- 
stituting a commission to investigate diplomatic and consular 
affairs, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
|} a report (No. 1696), which said bill and report were referred to 

the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1162) to correct the 
naval record of Alfred Burgess, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1694), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
| to the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 





which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18855) to 
correct the muster roll of William H. Nelson in the First Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Infantry and in the Fifth Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1692), which said bill and report were laid on the table, 
Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, to 
which was referred the biil of the Senate (S. 550) providing 
| for stated leaves of absence to entrymen under the homestead 
laws, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1690), which said bill and report were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. kh. 
1791) to remove the charge of desertion from the military reec- 
ord of John Keys, and the same was referred to the Comuinittee 
| on Military Affairs, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
| ferred as follows: 

$y Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 21979) to quiet and confirm 
the title of the State of Arkansas to certain sunk, swamp, and 
overflowed lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

$y Mr. CANNON (by request): A bill (H. R. 21980) to pre- 
vent the unauthorized wearing or use of badges, name, titles of 
officers, insignia, ritual, or ceremonies of the Benevolent and 
Protective Order of Elks of the United States of America—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 21981) authoriz- 
| ing a survey of Goodwives Creek, town of Darien, Fairfield 
County, Conn., with a view to improvement of navigation—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R, 21982) relating to the transpor- 
tation of habit-forming and poisonous drugs in interstate and 









































































































































































6520 


foreign commerce, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 21983) authorizing the con- 
struction of a suitable building at Fort Deposit, Ala., in lieu 
of the armory which belonged to the National Guard of said 
place and was destroyed by the recent storm that swept over 
Fort Deposit—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 21984) to amend and consoli- 
date the acts respecting copyrights—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

sy Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 21985) for the enlargement of 
the Capitol grounds and for the erection of a monument or 
monumental memorial to Abraham Lincoln—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 21986) to enable any State to 
ecoperate with any other State or States, or with the United 
States, for the conservation of the navigability of navigable 
rivers, and to provide for the appointment of a commission—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

$y Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21987) to 
provide for payment of interest on judgments rendered against 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 21988) providing for 
publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing 
elections at which Representatives in Congress are elected, pro- 
hibiting fraud in registrations and elections, and providing data 
for the appointment of Representatives among the States—to 
the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21989) limiting the 
power of circuit and district courts of the United States and 
the judges thereof to issue injunctions and restraining orders 
against State laws and State officers—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21990) to encourage and promote com- 
merce among States and with foreign nations, and to remove 
obstructions thereto—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21991) prescribing the manner in which 
injunctions and temporary restraining orders may be issued— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Concurrent resolution (H. 
C. Res, 42) providing for the printing of additional copies of 
sheets of soil survey in Montgomery and Davidson counties, 
‘Tenn.—to the Committee on Printing. 

Br. Mr. SULZER: Memorial of the legislature of New York 
relating to the contingent expenses of the war of 1812—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 21992) for the relief 
of James Baldwin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 21993) for the relief of the 
State of Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 21994) granting a pen- 
sion to Mable Hullinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 21995) granting a pension to 
Sophie M. Guard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill CH. R. 21996) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. ADDISON D. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 21997) granting 
an increase of pension to William L. Brown—to the Committee 
on Invalid Persions. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 21998) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Robichaud—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 21999) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel K. Snively—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 22000) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry E. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 22001) granting an increase 
of pension to Napoleon B. Greathouse—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 22002) granting an increase of pension 
to Balee 8S. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22008) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Arnett-—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 22004) granting 
an increase of pension to Esther Lake—to the Committee on 
‘Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 22005) for the relief of 
Sidney Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions anq 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petitions of R. Miller, 
H..Hirshman, M, Jacobs, Sidney Beard, Howard E. Hull, ang 

*attern Makers’ Association of Buffalo, for exemption of labor 
unions from the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for 
the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ |iqhjj. 
ity act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. AMES: Petition of citizens of Fifth Massachusetts 
Congressional District, favoring H. R. 18445, to investigate and 
develop methods of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: Petition of Delaware Valley Lodge, 
No. 768, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, for the Hemen- 
way-Graff ash-pan bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of Henry Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of Brotherhood of Paper 
Makers, of Madison, Me., and citizens of Madison and Anson, 
Me., for amendment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), 
for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined 
general employers’ liability law, and for an eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Kansas Pharmaceutical 
Association, against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., for 
the enactment of the bill (H. R. 20584) amending the Sherman 
antitrust law; H. R. 94, to define the injunction power and re- 
strain its abuse; for the enactment of an employers’ liability 
law, and for the extension of the provisions of the eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHANEY: Petition of citizens of Cannelburg, Ind. 
for amendment to. Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre 
bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of Minnesota Builders’ 
Association, against anti-injunction legislation—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Frederick W. Foot and others, of Red Wing, 
Minn., for the creation of a national highways commission 
(H. R. 158387) and appropriation for Federal assistance in con- 
struction of public highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William L. Baxter Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Chaska, Minn., against discontinuance of United 
States pension agencies—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of citizens of Chillicothe, Ohio, 
favoring bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust 
law, the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, FULLER: Petition of Rockford (111.) Central Labor 
Union, for a parcels-post law and postal savings bank—to tlie 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rockford (Ill.) Merchants and Business 
Men’s Association, against a parcels-post law—to the Committe 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of G. A. Crowden, publisher of the Fair Deale’, 
for removal of duty on wood pulp—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. H. Knowles, of Ottawa, IIl., against ant 
injunction bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sycamore, II1., for amendment ' 
Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, employers’ !'*- 
bility bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Sab Fee 

Also, petition of William H. Henkle, representing the I!lino!s 
Trust and Savings Bank, of Chicago, for H. R. 20311 and - 
6367, for refunding moneys collected under law of 18°5—‘te the 
Committee on Ways and Means. tnited 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of Local Branch No. 82, Unite 
Brotherhood of Leather Workers on Horse Goods, for the ¢ 
actment of the bills H. R. 94 and H, R. 20584, a general ah 
ployers’ liability law, and bill limiting a day's labor to °'s" 
hours upon work done for the Government—to the Committe 
on the Judiciary. nother 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Providence Division. oon cs 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, urging passage of Hodenbers 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. “3 

By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of citizens of Hoboke™, ~ “ 














« establishment of a national bison range in Montana— 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Ry Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of Federal Labor Union, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


No. 11953, for legislation and modification of the Sherman anti- 
trust law, for employers’ liability law, for limitation on in- 
jul 1. and for the extension of the eight-hour law—to the 
C ttee on the Judiciary. 

Ry Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of J. F. Moriarty and others, of 
Not h. Conn., for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and 
H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law, and bill limit- 
ing 2 day’s labor to eight hours upon work done by the Gov- 
ern! to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ry Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Catherine E. Dohm—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Vs ns S 

Ry Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petitions of James Greenwell, 
Andrew H. Martin, and James Heron, of Ogden, Utah, for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, em- 
ployers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


Ry Mr. HOWLAND: Petitions of Forest City Lodge, No. 10, 


Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, and Brother- 


hood of Railway Trainmen, of Painesville, Ohio, for the Roden- 
berg anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Builders’ Exchange of Cleveland, 
aga 
Jud I 7 
By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Petition of M. A. Wal- 


irs 


ye 


Ohio, 
t any anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the | 





6521 


pingers Falls, for amendment proposed by American Federation 
of Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the 
Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the extension of 
the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of St. Clair Lodge, No. 241, 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Port Huron Tunnel, 
Michigan, for the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill and Graff ash- 
pan bill (H. R. 17137 and H. R. 19795)—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MALBY: Petition of Minnesota State Association of 
Builders’ Exchanges, against anti-injunction legislation—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of citizens of Virginia, favor- 
ing bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, 
the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Memphis, 
Tenn., for exemption of labor unions from the operations of 
the Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunc- 
tions, for the employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens of Santa Cruz, Cal., 
favoring bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman antitrust 
law, the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL: Petition of Copley Society of Boston, 


| for legislation to conserve the natural resources of the country— 


ton and 1083 others, of Cameron, W. Va., favoring S. 5117 and | 


Ii. Rh. 18445, to investigate and develop methods of treatment of 
tuberculosis— 
merce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Carrie Duffy—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Croft & Allen Company, of Phila- 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


delphia, against anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee | 


on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of citizens of Superior and 
Duluth, for enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, ¢ 
general employers’ liability law, and bill limiting a day’s labor 
to eight hours—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of A. F. Specht, sec- | 


retary of Lumbermen’s Freight Rate Commission, for amend- 


| bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill 


ment of the interstate-commerce act whereby Commission may | 


investigate advances in freight rates as to reasonableness before 
become effective—to the Committee on Interstate 
Foreign Commerce. 


they 


and | 


to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petitions of Ed Johnson and other citizens 
of Anaconda, Mont., and District No. 70, Great Northern Sys- 
tem, Order of Railway Telegraphers, of Logan, Mont., for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, em- 
ployers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUJO: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
Ix. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Petition of citizens of Covington, Ky., 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre 
to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petitions of 

F. C. Watkins, Division No. 659, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
ingineers ; 

H. Maloney, Division No. 533, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers; 

W. J. Miner, Division No. 382, Brotherhood of Locomotive 


| Engineers; 


By Mr. LANING: Petition of Robert Holcomb and others, of | 
Lagrange, Ohio, against extension of national nine-hour law— | 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of William G. Saxton and other citizens of 
Grafton, Ohio, against extension of the national nine-hour 


law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of Clyde Green and other citizens of the State | 


of Ohio, for construction of one battle ship in a United States | 


navy-yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of James Welty and other citizens of Huron 
and Richland counties, Ohio, favoring a parcels-post law—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition 6f William Honecker and other citizens of 
lorain County, Ohio, against a parcels-post law—to the Com- 
iiittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Merchants’ Association of York, 
Pa., favoring the appointment of a currency commission—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of O. F. 


Prewitt, heir of Joel R. Prewitt—to the Committee on War | 
| for the extension of the eight-hour law 


Claims. 

by Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of American Association of 
Masters, Mates, and Pilots of San Francisco, Cal., against 
H. R. 225 and §. 5787—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition No. 840, United 


of Local Union 


Mine Workers of America, of West Bay City, Mich., for the | 


*iacthhent of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a general em- 
Pioyers’ liability law, and bill limiting a day's labor to eight 
hours upon work done for the Government—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petitions of Grain Elevator Em- 
ployees’ Union, J. W. Saper, W. E. Fuller, and A. E. De Groodt, 


7 *xemption of labor unions from the operations of the Sher- 

‘oe iiutrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, 

to Pony employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law— 
) 1 ( 


Br committee on the Judiciary. 
y Mr. McMILLAN; Petition of Local Union No. 84, of Wap- 





J. Rives, Division No. 328, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers ; 

W. F. Olewen, Division No. 421, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers; and 

J. Ganuah, Division No. 15, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers— 
all of the city of Buffalo, favoring the Rodenberg anti-injunc- 
tion bill and the Hemenway-Graff safety-ash-pan bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of George M. Smith 
and George R. Belche:~—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Pennsylvania State Council, 
Knights of Columbus, for making October 12 a national holi- 
day—to the Committeé on Rules. 

Also, petition of New Century Club, of Utica, N. Y., for con- 
current resolution 28, deploring acts of violence on part of the 
Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: Petition of citizens of Toledo, Ohio, 
for legislation and modification of the Sherman antitrust law, 
for employers’ liability law, for limitation on injunction, and 
to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of citizens of Tennessee, for the en- 
actment of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a general em- 
ployers’ liability law, and bill limiting a day’s labor to eight 
hours upon work done for the Government—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: Petition of U. J. Cooley and 
others, of Inyo County, Cal., for investigation of acts of re- 
clamation and forestry department in matters affecting Owens 
River Valley, California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of Nathan B. Wil- 
liams and others, urging passage of H. R. 12650, providing for 
a postal commission to revise the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of National Association of Credit Men, of New 
York City, favoring amendment to bankruptcy law em- 
bodied in H. R. 13266—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


as 
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Also, petition of American Federation of Labor of Corpus 
Christi, Tex., for amendment proposed by American Federa- 
tion of Labor conference to the Sherman antitrust law, for the 
Pearre bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the extension of 
the national eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: 
Transportation, for continuance of investigations of river and 
harbor resources of the United States—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


Aliso, petition of United Harbor No, 1, American Association | 


of Masiers, Mates, and Pilots, for Senate joint resolution 40, 
relative to carrying all Government supplies in American bot- 
toms 

Also, petition of M. B. Steczynski, favoring Bates resolution 
sympathy for the Prussian Poles—to the Committee on For- 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Texas Company, for an embargo on 
Venezuelan asphalt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
petition of Fort Wayne Clearing House, against. the 
Aldrich currency bill-—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 


of 


eign 


Also, 


eo 
Also, petition of George Ward Cook, for the Currier-Lever | 


bili—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York, for legislation and 
modification of the Sherman antitrust law, for employers’ lia- 
bility law, for limitation on injunction, and for the extension 
of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Medical Society of County of New York, 
for a 
James Carroll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Kansas City Clearing House Association, 
against the Aldrich currency bill (8S. 3023)—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Cigar Packers’ Union, No. 251, of New York, 
for the passage of the Wilson bill (TH. R. 20584), Pearre bili 
(H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and labor’s eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Levering & Garriques Company, against all 
anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of State of New 
York 
1812—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Memorial School of Technology, for H. R. 
9230, to establish engineering experiment stations at land-grant 
colleges (H. R. 10457 and 6122)—-to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of City of Richmond, 
against the Aldrich currency bill (8. 3023)—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Lumber City Ledge, No. 524, 
trotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Galeton, Pa., favoring 
action at this session on the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill and 
the Hemenway-Graff ash-pan bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
Turspay, May 19, 1908. 


Petition of New York Board of Trade and | 


to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. | 


pension for widows of Dr. James W. Lazear and Dr. | 
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—— 


of the statue of President Washington, now located in tho 
Capitol grounds, to the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the House had pass¢j 
bill (H. R. 21946) making appropriations to supply deficic 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, in which 


a 
les 
Is 


re- 


| quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of tho 
House had appointed Mr. McGume as a member of the commit. 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous: 


$s on 


| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15641) for the 


removal of restrictions from part of the lands of allottess of 
the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes, in the place 
of Mr, Knapp, relieved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 


they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

H.R. 143882. An act to establish a United States court 
Jackson, in the eastern district of Kentucky; 

Hi. R. 20345. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909: 
and 

S.R.90. Joint resolution to amend an act authorizing the 
construction of bridges across navigable waters, and so forth, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 21946. An act making appropriations to supply def- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 


at 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DICK presented petitions of sundry labor organizations 
of Painesville and Cleveland, in the State of Ohio, praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction bill” 
and for the enactment of legislation requiring railroad compa- 
nies te equip their locomotives with automatic self-dumping and 


| self-cleaning ash pans, which were referred to the Committee on 
in matter of claim for contingent expenses in war of | 


Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 338, Journey- 


| men Barbers’ International Union of America, of Chillicothe, 


Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Wash- | 


ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Journal stands approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Rrownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the joint resolution (S. R. 51) providing for additional 
lands for Idaho under the provisions of the Carey Act, with an 
amendment, in which it requests the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 3153) to make Monterey and Port Harford, in the State 
of California, subports of entry, and for other purposes, with 
amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills and 
joint resolution : 

H. 2.15841. An act to amend 
Statutes ; 

H. R. 17703. An act amending 
Statutes: and 

H. J. Res, 124. Joint resolution 


section 4896 of the Revised 


section 4885 of the Revised 


nuthorizing the presentation 


Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so- 
called “ Sherman antitrust law ”’ relating to labor organizations, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Council of Women of To- 
ledo, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the employment of child labor in the District of Columbia, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Council of Jewish Women 
of Marion, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish public playgrounds in the District of Columbia, which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mansfield, 
Ohio, and a memorial of sundry citizens of Salem, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to extend the right 
of naturalization, which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Epworth League of 


thea 


| Clark Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Toledo, Ohio, pray- 


ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the conserya- 
tion of the natural resources of the country, which was referred 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection 0! 
Game, 

He also presented memorials of sundry business firs of 
Cleveland, Toledo, Akron, and Bellaire, all in the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the adoption of certain amend: to 
the so-called *‘ Sherman antitrust law ” relating to Jabor orgab' 
zations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judimary. 

Mr. GORE. I present petitions, in the nature of te! crams 
from citizens of Haileyville and Chickasha, Okla., relative © 
the anti-injunction bill. I ask that the telegrams be printed |" 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed '2 the 
Recorp, as follows: 


ol 
»4 
Neus 


[Telegram.] 
CHICKASHA, OKLA., May 18, 2. 
Hon. T. P. Gorn, Washington, D. C.: 


Division 528, B. of L. B., wish you_urge the passage of bil! H. B 
17137, also bills 8, 6320 and H. R. 19795 at this session of Cone 
Please present this to Congress as a memorial in behalf of the ‘°6" 


tion. H. A. Decken. 











(Telegram. ] 
HAILEYVILLE, OKLA., May 18, 1908. 
re, Senator, Washington, D. C.: 
pectfully urge you to do all in your power to secure the pas- 


' the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill and Hemenway-Graff ash- 


also present our telegram to Congress as a memorial from the 
1 and firemen of Halleyville, Okla. ; 
W. Duncan, 


Master, briitiertiad balbiies Trainmen, 
J. A. THOMAS, 
Master Fireman. 
FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Port- 
nd Woodford, in the State of Maine, praying for the en- 
of legislation providing for an investigation and the 
opment of the methods of the treatment of tuberculosis, 


Mr 
land 
deve 
whic! 
Natie 
He 

M 


SX 


| Quarantine. 
ine, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
ealled “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
eapizations, which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. 

‘Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Dan- 
ville. Joliet, Chieago, Decatur, and Kewanee, all in the State of 
lilinois, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


of 
the 


Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Delaware Valley 
Lodge, No. 768, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of East 


Stroudensburg, I praying for the passage of the so-called 
“Rodenberg anti-injunction bill,” and for the enactment of 
legislation requiring railroad companies to equip their locomo- 
tives with automatic self-dumping and self-cleaning ash pans, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented petitions of 22 citizens of Northumberland 
County ; 23 citizens of Juniata County; 103 citizens of Bradford 
County; 47 citizens of Indiana and Westmoreland counties; 
109 citizens of Lycoming County; 21 citizens of Montgomery 


County ; 44 citizens of Susquehanna County ; 18 citizens of Tioga 
County; 79 citizens of York County; 63 citizens of Dauphin 


County; 75 citizens of Chester County, and 37 citizens of Pot- 
er County, all of the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing additional protection: to the 
diary interests of the country, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a memorial of Federal Labor Union 
No, 12576, American Federation of Labor, of Wallace, Idaho, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to extend the 
right of naturalization, which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens and 
labor organizations of Berlin, Keene, and Concord, all in the 
State of New Hampshire, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating 
to labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Subdivision No. 33, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, of Concord, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation requiring railroad companies to 
equip their locomotives with automatic self-cleaning and self- 
dumping ash pan’, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a*petition of the Petworth Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 


was referred to the Committee on Public Health and | 


so presented the petition of J. J. McCray, of the State | 
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viding for the investigation and the development of the methods 
of the treatment of tuberculosis, which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of the Clinton Hill Improvement 
Association, of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the conservation of the natural re- 
sources of the country, which was referred to the Committee 
on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Local Union No. 139, 
of Electrical Workers, of Elmira, 
N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Collar and Shirt Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Troy, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman 
antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FLINT presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of San Francisco, Sacramento, Riverside, Los 
Angeles, Stockton, Oakland, Pasadena, and San Jose, all in the 
State of California, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of Local Union No. 266, 
Journeymen Tailors’ Union, of Oakland, Cal., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “‘ Sherman anti- 
trust law” relating to labor organizations, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Blaine, Wash., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CURTIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hois- 
ington, Kans., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Kansas Pharmaceutical 


Association, of Overbrook, Kans., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called “parcels-post bill,” which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PILES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Blaine 
and Ravensdale, and of Local Union No. 2610, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Ravensdale, all in the State of Wash- 
ington, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

THE BOTANIC GARDEN. 

Mr. DICK. I present certain papers, being estimates of the 
expenditures on the Botanic Garden from 1850 to 1878 and 
from 1879 to 1907, together with certain addenda. I move 
that they be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 

Mr. DICK. I present certain papers relative to the Wash- 
ington Market Company and the removal of that market to the 
south of Maryland avenue and B street SW., between Third 
and Four and one-half streets SW., in the city of Washington. 





a in the District of Columbia, which was ordered to lie 
on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the Central Federated Union, 
American Federation of Labor, of New York City, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the construc- 
tion of at least one of the proposed new battle ships at a Gov- 
erhinent navy-yard, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of sundry labor organizations 
of Jersey City and Carlton Hill, in the State of New Jersey, of 
Columbus, Ohio, and of Easton, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction bill,’ which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


8 He also presented a petition of the Woman's Home Missionary 
2 of the Wesley Methodist Episcopal Church, of Paterson, 
of <- and a petition of the Woman's Home Missionary Society 


the St. James Methodist Episcopal Church, of Elizabeth, N. J., 
ying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
the Font ia which were referred to the Committee on 
“nt presented a petition of the Current Events Club of 
Jehien a N. J., and a petition of the Woman's Club of 

“ey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 





I move tbat they be printed as a document, together with 
the illustrations and maps. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on Immigration, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21052) to amend sections 
11 and 13 of an act entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of 
Immigration and Naturalization, and to provide for a uniform 
rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the United 
States,” reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 675) thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
i} amendment proposing to appropriate $1,875 to pay Joun H. 
BANKHEAD for his services as a member of the Inland Water- 
ways Commission when not a Member of Congress, intended to 
be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed, which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported an amendment relative to the proposed modification of 
the approved project for the improvement of Newport Harbor, 
Rhode Island, intended to be proposed by Mr. WrerMore to the 
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so-called “administrative river and harbor bill,” and moved 
that it be printed and, with the accompanying paper, lie on the 
table, which was agreed to. 


MESSENGER TO COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE, 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by myself April 24, 1908, to 
report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. The resolution is made necessary by the pas- 
sage of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 

ResolWwed, That from and after the 30th day of June, 1908, the posi- 
tion of messenger to the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and 
Expenditures of the Executive Departments, provided for by resolution 
of January 31, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, abolished, and in lieu 
thereof the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of State be, 
and it is maeeny authorized to employ a messenger at an annual salary 

e 


of $1,440, to paid from the contingent fund of the Senate until 
otherwise provided for by law. 


EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. HemMeNway April 29, 1908, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the University of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, authorized to continue during vacation and 
for the remainder of the Sixtieth Congress the services of a stenog- 


rapher, authorized by Senate resolution No. 59, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,000 per annum. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. FULTON. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3956) authorizing a credit in 
certain accounts of the Treasurer of the United States, to report 
it favorably with an amendment, and I submit a report (No. 
674) thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The amendment was, in line 4, page 2, after the word “ appro- 
priated,” to insert the words “ out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury and the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to credit in the accounts of the Treasurer of 
the United States the sum of $61,500, now carried in the accounts of 
the office of the assistant treasurer of the United States at St. Louis, 
Mo., and in the general account of the Treasurer of the United States 
as unavailable funds, and representing a loss incurred in said office 
without default or negligence on the rt of the assistant treasurer 
at St. Louis, said sum being the total amount carried in the state- 
ment of the Treasurer of the United States in his annual report for 
the year 1907 as unavailable funds, office of assistant treasurer at 
St. Louis. And for this purpose the said sum of $61,500 is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 


Mr. SCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
21897) to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, 
to authorize, the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or im- 
provement of certain public buildings, to authorize the erection 
and completion of public buildings, to authorize the purchase of 
sites for public buildings, and for other purposes, to report 
it with amendments, and I submit a report (No. 678) thereon. 
I ask that in the print of the bill the amendments be numbered. 

I wish to make a brief statement to the Senate in regard to 
the bill, which I hope to be able to call up to-morrow. It will 
carry a large amount, possibly $32,000,000 or $33,000,000. As 
the House transmitted the bill to the Senate it carried some- 
thing like $24,000,000, but, unfortunately for the Senate, per- 
haps, the House had not included in their estimates and recom- 
mendations any public buildings of a public character for the 
Government, leaving the Senate to take care of large amounts, 
if taken care of at all. 

Senators in the amounts they have asked for were very 
reasonable and their requests were of a very limited number. 
I think Senators should be congratulated on their conserva- 
tive requests for their particular States. 

I hope when the bill comes before the Senate the Senate 
will support the committee in making provision for at least 


one or two public buildings for the use of the Government 
here in the city of Washington. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Ca). 
endar, 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WARREN. I present the conference report on the agri. 
cultural appropriation bill. As I am not submitting any writ. 
ten statement with it, I will simply say that as the bill passeq 
the Senate it carried $12,152,406, the bill having passed the 
House carrying $11,508,806, the increase in the Senate being 
$643,600, The decrease in conference amounts to $480,300, s» 
that the increase over the amount as passed by the House js 
$163,300. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read, 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R, 
19158) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred 
and nine, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
= recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered §, 16, 
21, 40, 43, 44, 53, 79. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 18, 
19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 36, 37, 41, 42, 45, 
46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 
67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “four thousand dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
emendment insert “one hundred and thirty-two thousand nine 
hundred dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement.to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “one hundred and five thousand dollars;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “eight hundred and fifty-two thousand dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “ one million six hundred and sixty-two thou- 
sand two hundred and sixty dollars;”’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. L 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with a1 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “‘one million three hundred and forty-ove 
thousand six hundred and seventy-six dollars; ” and the Senate 
agree to the same. ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenc 
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by _ 
amendment insert “six hundred thousand dollars;” aud 
Senate agree to the same. ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to tle amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same w-\h 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by “" 
amendment insert “three: million eight hundred and ninetys* 
thousand two hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to ™ 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ame™ 


1- 
ment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the sate yar 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted I y 


>» 


amendment insert “ seven hundred and sixty thousand do!/a! 
and the Senate agree to the same. an. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the ame” 
ment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the sae VW" 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by SY 
amendment insert “eight hundred and twenty-six — 
seven hundred and twenty dollars;” and the Senate as 
the same. ; i 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the »™* 









































































CONGRESS 





~o 
Day 


‘ the Senate numbered and agree to the same with 

ent as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
“one hundred and thirty-nine thousand 
ired and ten dollars;” 


insert 


he House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


' » Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with 
nt as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
insert “one hundred and seventy-nine thousand 


” 


red and ten dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
+t the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
, Senate numbered 89, and agree to the same with an 
follows: In lieu # the sum inserted by said 

it insert “ eleven millic ix hundred and seventy-two 
| one hundred and six dollars s;” and the Senate agree 


as 


FE. 
JONATHAN P. 
H. D. Money, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CHARLES B, Scort, 
GiILpert N. HAvuGEN, 
JOHN Lame, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


BE. WARREN, 


DOLLIVER, 


The report was agreed to. 
REAR-ADMIRAL C, H, DAVIS. 


Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7006) granting 


n to Rear-Admiral C. H. Davis, United States Navy, to 
lver cup and salver and a silver punch bowl and cups, 
him by the British and Russian ambassadors, re- 
spectively, in the name of their Governments, to report it favor- 
ably without amendment, and I submit a report (No. 
on. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
e, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 


1issio 
ent 9 s 


tandarad ¢ 
tendered to 


} . 
the Senat 


he bill was reported to the Senate without aniendment, or- 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


l passed, 


ered to 


BRIDGES IN ALASKA. 


Mr. PILES. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 

om was referred the bill (S. 7111) for the relief of the 
Alaska Terminal and Navigation Company, to report it favor- 
bly, with amendments, and I submit a report (No. 677) thereon. 
Il ask for its present consideration. 


Inittee of the WwW hole. 


The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 7, before | 


the word “ar~ 


trict,” and in 


to strike out “Territory” and insert “ Dis- 
line 1 
$s “such bridges to be approved by the Secretary of War,” 
$8 to make the section read: 


I i the Alaska Terminal and Navigation Company, a corporation 
ganized and existing under the laws of the State of Washington, its 
“uecessors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, 
‘intain, and operate four bridges and their approaches thereto in the 
str of Alaska, loeated as follows First, from the north end of 

a tk Isl and to the mainland at or near Strawberry Point, on Con- 
ver Bay; second, from the east side of Kanak Island to the main- 

Ml i on the west side of Controller Bay; third, across Bering Lake at 
ear the mouth of Bering River, and, fourth, across the Katalla 

at or near its mouth connecting the town of Katalla with the 

mainlar d, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An 


et a ate =<. construction of bridges over navigable waters,” ap- 
4 906. 


amendment was agreed to. 


hext amendment was to strike out section 2 
Ing words: 


-. That the said company shall have the right to locate its right 
along the navigable waters of Alaska, and as near thereto as 


15, 


0 A 


east 


T 
T} 
I 


The 1 


in the follow- 


_ 
way 


~ vecessary for the safe, economical, and efficient construction 
pera 1 Of Its line of railway, any restriction, condition, reser- 
nt provided in, by, or under any act of Congress to 


notwithstanding. 
dment was agreed to. 


i © hext amendment was to strike out section 3 in the fol- | 
‘ hg words: | 
Pai 3. ‘hat said company shall be exempt from license tax on its 
het 48h tom minals during the period of construction: Provide d, 

; Pp — od of exemption shall not exceed five years from the 


ent was agreed to. 
was reported to the 
‘ ra were concurred in, 
os ta z ao 48 ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
, and passed. 





Senate as amended, 
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and the Senate agree to the 


676) there- | 


ng no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- | 


after the word “land,” to strike out the 


and the 


read | 
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The committee reported to amend the title so as to read: “ 
bill to authorize the construction of four bridg« 
ble waters in the Territory of Al 


laska. 


A 


S$ across naviga- 


Mr. KEAN. It ought to read: “ district of Alaska.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the title will be 
so amended and the title as amended will be agree to. 


INLAND WATERWAYS COMMISSION. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 


on Com- 
providin 


I am directed by the Committee 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
for the appointment of an Inland Waterways Commission wit) 
the view to the improvement and development of the inland 
waterways of the United States, to report it favorably with an 
amendment, striking out all after the enacting clause and in- 
serting Senate bill 7112, covering the same subject-matter. I 


5 my 


21809) ° 
i 


ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the substitute 
bill. 
Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator that this is an im- 


I presume there 


but I 


| portant measure and it had better be printed. 
will be no obstructive movement on the part of anyone, 
want to look into the measure. 


| Mr. HOPKINS. We can not hear what the Senator says. 
| Mr. BACON, It aan not be now discussed, as the Sanaten 
from Tennessee [Mr. Taytor] has given notice that he will 


speak this morning. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say that time is of the utmost 
importance in the consideration of this measure. The amend- 

ment to House bill 21899, in the nature of a substitute, is 
embraced in Senate bill 7112, which has been previously re- 
ported to this body and is on the Calendar. So, by the inspection 
of those two bills it will be entirely possible for the Senate to 
understand the bill which passed the House; also the bill which 
the Committee on Commerce proposes to substitute for the 

House bill. I am exceedingly anxious that this matter should 
be considered as soon as possible, as it will have to go to con- 

ference and time will be [eee for its disposal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
| consideration of the all? 

Mr. BACON, It is impossible to know the contents of the 
measure until it has been printed. Consequently I can not 
consent to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
endar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada 
that as he has substituted the House bill and it is now on the 
Calendar, he should ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
bill be indefinitely postponed, so that the two bills will not re- 
main on the Calendar. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
| garding the matter. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


I will speak to the Senator later on re- 


All right. 
DONATION OF ORDNANCE, 


Mr. WARREN. I report back favorably with amendments 


| from the Committee on Military Affairs the bill (H. R. 21410) 
granting condemned ordnance to certain institutions, and I 
submit a report (No. 673) thereon. I ask for the immediate 


consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment was to add as section 13 

Sec. 13. That the various cannon and articles of 
property furnished under the foregoing provisions of this act shall 
be required to be accounted for to the Chief of Ordnance. 


the following: 
other inance 


not 


or 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add as section 14 the following: 
Sec. 14. That the Chief of Ordnance is hereby authorized to sell 
without advertisement to patriotic organizations for military purposes 
surplus obsolete small arms and their equipments and ammu t 
such prices as he may deem reasonable and just: Provided, T! 
after obsolete small arms and their equipment and nmunition shall 
not be disposed of to such organizations except as “puouided for in 
this act, 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I ask the Senator if the Rock Island propo- 


sition is incorporated in the bill? 


Mr. WARREN. ‘That is in the bill and also a provision for 
the Elgin (Ill.) Academy. Nothing is stricken out that the 
House put in. The Senator can examine the bill at the desk. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
| amendments were concurred in. 
| ‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a thi rd time. 
| The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. WAR REN N. I ask that the report of the commit be 


‘ printed in the Recorp. 
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There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed | 


in the Recorp, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 21410) granting condemned ordnance to certain institutions, 
reports the same to the Senate favorably and recommends that it be 
passed, amended as follows: 

After line 3 on page 6 add the following: 

“Sec. 13. That the various cannon and other articles of ordnance 
po furnished under the foregoing provisions of this act shall not 
ye required to be accounted for to the Chief of Ordnance. 

‘Sec. 14. That the Chief of Ordnance is hereby authorized to sell, 
without advertisement, to patriotic organizations, for military pur- 
poses, surplus obsolete small arms and their equipments and ammuni- 
tion, at such prices as he may deem reasonable and just: Provided, 
That hereafter obsolete small arms and their equipment and ammuni- 
tion shall not be disposed of to such organizations except as provided 
for in this act.” 

The legislation 
Tg eee Bs he 


granting condemned cannon referred to in sections 
9 a and 5 of the within bill has heretofore been remarked upon 
by the War Department, as will be seen in the various House reports 
upon the individual cases contained in this omnibus ordnance Dill. 
That referred to in sections 6 and 7 has not been reported upon. The 
same statement can be made in regard to all of the sections, however, 
that the guns called for are on hand in the War Department, are obso- 
lete, and are useful to the Department only as old material, for which 
their value is about 12 cents per pound. The bronze guns on hand are 
of three general classes, namely, 12-pounder heavy, 12-pounder light, 
and 6-pounder, weighing, respectively, about 1,750 pounds, about 1,200 
poones, and about 880 pounds each. In some cases the sections of the 
ill call for guns of a particular class, in others they do not; if the 
lightest gun should be given in ail of the cases in which the class is 
not specified, the total weight of those called for by the bill would be 
about 21,000 pounds, corresponding to a value of about $2,520; if 
light 12-pounders should be given in all such unspecified cases, the 
total weight would be about 36,000 pounds, corresponding to a value 
of about $4,320. The guns have no special historical value, and their 
donation is merely a question of giving away material of the money 
value mentioned. 

The Department has also remarked upon the legislation contained in 
section 9, and upon the principle of that contained in section 12, to the 
following effect: At the low prices secured for these obsolete arms and 
equipments, it would, in the opinion of the Department, be more ad- 
vantageous for the Government in its general policy of encouragement 
of military instruction and drill of youth to issue the arms to institu- 
tions other than those mentioned in the laws now authorizing such 
issues than to sell these arms, equipments, etc., provided that these in- 
stitutions could be regularly inspected by Army officers, as are the in- 
stitutions to which such issues may now be lawfully made, in order to 
insure that the Government is obtaining a proper return for the use of 
the property. In view, however, of the present lack of officers avail- 
able for the purpose, such inspections would probably not be practicable. 

The Department has not remarked upon legislation such as that con- 
tained in sections 8,10,and11. The organizations mentioned in these sec- 
tions probably desire the guns for parade purposes, and there are a large 
number of such organizations in the country who would probably desire 
similar donations to such an extent as to make a drain of which it 
would be difficult to estimate the magnitude upon the supply of obsolete 
guns whick the Government now either sells for a considerable aggre- 
gate amount or issues to institutions of certain classes. The Depart- 
ment now sells obsolete Springfield rifles with bayonets at as low a price 
as $2 for each rifle, and sells gun slings and cartridge belts for 20 
cents each. In consideration of the easy possibility of thus obtaining 
these arms, and of the great demand for them which would probably 
result if the practice were inaugurated of donating them to organiza- 
tions whose use of them would not be such as to promote military 
training of the youth of the country, neither the Department nor your 
committee favors legislation making such donations, which, although 
unimportant in the few cases within mentioned, would, as instances of 
a policy, deprive the Government of a source of considerable income, 
Hence the amendment proposed by section 14 of the bill as reported. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 7171) to provide for 
participation by the United States in certain industrial exposi- 
tions of products and manufactures of the United States ex- 
clusively, to be held in the principal cities of South America, 
which was read twice by its title and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Exposi- 
tions. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 7172) concerning the trans- 
portation of passengers coastwise, which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 7173) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederic Stanhope Hill, which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS introduced a bill (S. 7174) for the relief of 
A. R. Williams, which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 7175) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Thomas; and 

A bill (S. 7176) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kent. 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (S. 7177) for the relief of F. 
Edwena Willis, which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7178) granting certain land 
to the State of Oklahoma, which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills, which were 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





May 19, 


severally read twice by their titles and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 7 

A bill (S. 7179) granting a pension to Edward G. Danforth: 

A bill (S. 7180) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Dean; and 

A bill (S. 7181) granting an increase of pension to Matthey 
M. Smith. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 7182) for the relief of 
Davis & Roper & Co., which was read twice by its title and re. 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 7183) for the ap- 
pointment of a national commission for the conservation of 
natural resources, and defining its duties, which was read twire 
by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To what committee does the Sep. 
ator from Nevada desire to have the bill referred? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Let it lie on the table for the present, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table, 

AMENDMENTS T0 DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $1,000 to pay De B. Randolph Keim for compiling, 
preparing, and indexing an account of the proceedings attend. 
ing the laying of the corner stone, completion, and occupation 
of the Office Building of the House of Representatives, ete., in 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $2,500 to pay William Tyler Page for compiling, iu- 
dexing, and preparing for publication all labor legislation by 
Congress, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the genera! 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Con- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $13,663.51 to pay certain persons named in Senate Docu- 
ment No. 401, first session Fifty-ninth Congress, for their serv- 
ices as postmasters at certain places in Colorado, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $21,395.95 to reimburse the State of Texas in ful! 
settlement of all claims of any nature whatever on account of 
moneys actually expended by that State after June 20, 10), 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the genera! deficiency 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment relative to the settle 
ment of the claim of Prof. William H. H. Hart, principal of the 
Hart Farm School and Junior Republic for Dependent Children 
against the District of Columbia, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment proposing to appr 
priate $26,950 to close the account of the Doremus Machine 
Company for canceling machines furnished during the fsca! 
year 1903, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the gener! 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to tle Col- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment providing that here 
after the salary of the appraiser of merchandise at the por ° 
Boston shall be at the rate of $5,000 per annum, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriatit 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriatols 
and ordered to be printed. we 

Mr. BURNHAM submitted an amendment to enable the 
retary of the Senate to pay for extra services rendered in (mos 
ferring, rearranging, remarking, cleaning, and refiling the —_ 
of the Senate, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the * 
eral deficiency appropriation bill, which was ordered to 7 
printed and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the ©" 
mittee on Appropriations. 

PATENTS TO PURCHASERS OF INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. FULTON submitted an amendment intended to be = 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 21735) to authorize the Secre 
tary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers © 
Indian lands under any law now existing or hereafter 
and for other purposes, which was referred to the ‘ 
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. OWEN, 


On motion of Mr. Crapp, it was 


Ordered, That the papers referred to the Committee on Ind 
in connection with a proposed amendment to the Indian “)P 
bill for the relief of Somes H. Owen be rereferred to the 
on Appropriations. 


r enacted, 
ommittee 


jan Affairs 
ropriat . 
“Committe 








CLAIMS OF TONKAWA INDIANS. 
WEN submitted the following resolution, which was 


Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
investigation to be made of the claims of the 
s of Oklahoma as set forth in their memorial to Con- 
in Senate Document No. 206, Sixtieth Congress, first 
report thereon to the Senate at the beginning of the 


thereof. 


VEN. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 


the 
an 


That 


; 


LRERSON. I do not object to the present considera- 

resolution, but after this I shall object to the consid- 

> such matters, in view of the notice given by the Sena- 
rennessee [Mr. TayLor]. 

esolution was considered by unanimous consent and 


LANDS FOR IDAHO. 

VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
1) providing for additional lands for Idaho under the 
ns of the Carey Act, which was to strike out all after 

the resolving clause and insert: 

1 additional 1,000,000 acres of arid lands within the State of 
de available and subject to the terms of section 4 of an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
f the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
ther purpeses,” approved August 18, 1894, and by amend- 
“said acts, said additional area, or so much thereof as may 
y for the purposes and under the provisions of said acts. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Senate concur in 
amendment of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
SUBPORTS OF ENTRY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3153) to 


vo 


the 


ments ol 





bports of entry, and for other purposes. 

rhe amendments of the House were, on page 2, to strike out 

of section 2. 

page line 7, to strike out “any subport” and insert 
of said subports.”’ 

lo chat section 3 to section 2. 

To change section 4 to section 3. 

On page 2, after line 17, to insert: 


SE !. That the privileges of the first section of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, entitled “An aet to amend the statutes in relation to 
uediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
ind the same are hereby, extended to the port of Port Arthur, in 

the State of Texas. 
\. That Petoskey, in the State of Michigan, is hereby made a 
entry in the district of Grand Rapids, and the necessary 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
at said subport with authority to enter and clear vessels, 
handise shipped in bend, collect duties and make delivery of 
duties, fees, and other moneys, and perform such other 
in his judgment, the interest of commerce may require, and 
shall receive such compensation as he may allow. 
rhat the privileges of the seventh section of the 
10, 


all 
On 


» 


‘a 


é , 


ieT 


it] 


ge 


d 


act ap- 


and 
n the 
Phat 


TRAD 


the same are hereby, extended to the 
State of Michigan. 
the privileges of the first section of the act approved 
entitied “An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
insportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” be, 
om are hereby, extended to the subport of St. Vincent, in the 
Minnesota. 
Mr. PERKINS. 
its liii l 


> Ti 


» 


1) 


I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
e by the House of Representatives. 
ion was agreed to. 

PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


YLOR. I ask that Senate resolution No. 184 be laid 

* Senate, 

PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
t consideration of a resolution, which will be read. 
ry read the resolution submitted by Mr. NewLanps 

instant, as follows: 

it the Finance Committee be instructed to report amend- 
bill No. 21871, as follows: 

sendment providing that three-fourths of the reserves 

and country banks shall be kept in their vaults, the 

sade gradually within a period of five years under the 
> Comptroller of the Currency. 

, amendment providing that no bank shall make loans of 
money to an amount exceeding five times its capital and 

ze to be made gradually within a period of five years 

n of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

mendment permitting State commercial banks to become 
nal clearing-house associations, provided they submit 
s of the national-bank act regarding their capital and 
\bject themselves to examination under the national- 


mie 


i 


se 


hy 


amendment providing a method by which clearing-house 
y avail themselves, under the direction of the Secretary 


and that the State of Idaho be allowed, under the pro- | 


urposes,”’ | 


1880, entitled “An aet to amend the statutes in rela- | 
ediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- | 
subport of | 
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of the Treasury, of the use of additional silver as a limited legal tender 


debts 


for 





t 





such 






not exceeding $50, with a view © substituting silver 
or the certificates representing it for full lega noney, gott or 
United States not now in circulation and side of bank reserves, 
In order to inerease the amount of ad and full rl-tender notes In 
such reserves as a basis for bank credits; the amendment to limit the 
amount of such issue of silver. 

Fifth. An amendment providing that the presidents of the cleartng- 
house associations shall.meet annually in Washington and shall select 
nine commissioners, ome from each of the judicial cirevits of the United 
States, who shall represent them at Washington as members of a bank- 
ing commission, of which the Secretary f the 7 sury and the 
Comptroller of the Currency shall be, respe vely, the chairman and 
secretary ; the duties of the commission to be advisory to the President, 


to the Seeretary of the Treasury, and to Congress ; 
to be charged with the duty of consideri 


The 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Is 


there 


ind rec 


objection? 


and such « 


mM 


The 


hears none and the resolution is before the Senate. 


Mr. TAYLOR. 


to 
silence 


to the crumbs that have fallen 


for Senators to pause and contemplate the sowing 


that unwritten 
upon new 


Inission 
mmending cl 
in the banking act and methods for promoting and improving inter 
and international exchange. 


Cha 


ingt 


‘ 
St 


3 
t 


ate 


} 
I 


” 


Mr. President, I have been patiently obedient 


law in 


this 


august 


bod 


y 


which 


imposes 


Senators until their seniors have exhausted 
all subjects of public concern, and I find myself to-day remitted 
much 
hope that what I shall say will disturb the serenity of the 
party in power any more than the appeals of Lazarus disturbed 
the banquet of Dives. 

Nevertheless, it is my purpose to make some comparisons and 
to draw some conclusions, not only with reference to the shaky 
financial policy of that party, but to the alarming conditions 
which have grown out of their tariff system, as a warning to 
my friends on the other side of this Chamber to beware of the 
fate of Dives. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that there could be a better time 


from 


the table, 


without 


and the reap- 


ing of the party in power than in the dying hours of a Congress 
which has appropriated a billion dollars in a single session to 
pay the expenses of once a democratic, but now an imperial, 
| Republic. 

I have not prepared an elaborate discussion of the tariff or 
the financial question or any other question, but shall fire a 
single scattering shot on the state of the Union. 

We are told by the scientists that the two great forces which 
control our planetary system are the centrifugal force, which is 
the tendency of the planets to leave their orbits and fly away 
from the sun, and the centripetal force, which is the tendency of 
the sun to draw the planets to its bosom. 

And so perfectly are these two forces balanced that they hold 
our entire system in exact equilibrium. 


If the centrift 


we 
i= 


planets would fly off at a tangent from the sun and the system 
would be broken up and destroyed. 


On the other hand, if the cent 
the centrifugal, the planets woul! |! 
the sun and the system would he 

Mr. President, are not the iaw 


l 
} } 


which underlie our Government? 
And are not these very principles laid down in our written 
Constitution, which establishes the equilibri 


tween the 


States are intended to revolve about a common 


States 


and the 


National 


tal 


Gi 


force 


xe drawn 
tted from the heav: 

which govern the pla 
principles 


} 


ve 


should 


into the bosom of 


“nin 


im 
nt t! 


SO 


redera 


= 


netary 


of power he 


the 


l center, 


held in their true orbits by the two mighty reciprocal forces of 
State sovereignty and Federal supremacy? 
It was the dream of Jefferson and our fathers that the p 


equipoise of these two forces of the Re 
tained undisturbed, and that our free inst 


| be handed down to coming generati 


of the Republic there was developed 
centrifugal force to overcome the centripetal fo 


ne 


a 


it 
But 


ety 


rong 


1 


, 


‘ 
Al 


uld | 


e 
ons 


eariy in 


, 


enucy 


might 


war of 1861-1865 the Southern States undertook to leave 
orbits and break up the system. 
triumphed in that memorable struggle which put Yankee Doodle 
rest 


on the pension list and Dixie on crutches, and instead of 


put 


the 


centripetal 


e 


ing the equilibrium the sun has been drawing the planets 


bosom ever 


since. 


ree, and in 


{ 


rfect 
ain- 
thus 
+} 


, 
Al 


‘ 


Lilt 


their 


force 


its 





al force should overcome the centripetal, the 


overcome 


» 


Mr. President, the system is as surely out of balance to-day 
as it was in 1861. 


And what is the difference to us, 
leave our orbit and go cavorting among the 


whet 
to 


Stars 


to death on the outskirts of creation, or whether we are 
the other way to be converted into fuel for the sun? 
What is the difference whether we go the secession rou 


the centralization route? 


the system. 


] s 


dr: 


- wy 


> Or 


I do not pretend to be a great constitutional lawyer, but if 
that instrument means anything at all, it is that all power not 
expressly conferred upon the Federal Government is reseryed 
to the States, 


They both mean the destruction of 


2 
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jut, Mr. President, in these imperial days, when concen- | 
trated wealth is intrenched under the Dome of the Capitol and 
centralized power is enthroned in the White House, what ond 
be expected but the gradual encroachment of the Federal Gov- 
ernment upon the reserved rights of the States? How can the | 
equilibrium be preserved under the reign of a big stick and a | 
bag of gold? 

Are not concentrated wealth and centralized power dictating | 
the policies of the Government and controlling the legislation 
of Congress? 

The venerable Senator from Colorado [Mr. Trtier], whom 
I have learned to reverence and love since I entered the Senate, 
and whom I honored and respected even before I knew him, 
struck the keynote in a speech delivered not long ago in this | 
body, in which he said: 

There 
war, 
meut 

My 
power 
You may 
sections of 


is no time in our history, not even at the close 
when the relations between the States and the 
were so critical and so dangerous as they are 
reading of history leads me to believe that encroachments 
have always come insidiously. They have rarely come openly. 
keep State lines, you may have a distinction between the 
the country, but when you disregard the rights of those 
States and commence to legislate for them, you will not be a very great | 
way from a disruption of this Republic and the breaking up of it into | 
several republics or something worse. 


of our great | 
General Govern- 
to-day. 

of | 





This grand old man is a prophet. The dews of life’s evening 
are condensing on his brow, and the shadows of the long, long | 
night are falling around him, but with a heart full of devotion 
to his country he stands here in our midst in his declining years 
to plead for the preservation of the Union inaugurated by our 
fathers, and to protest against the ever-increasing tendency to 
disrupt it by the wholesale disregard of the rights of the States 
guaranteed by the Constitution. 

Mr. President, “The Man on Horseback” is again silhouetted | 
against the horizon at the other end of the Avenue. General | 
Grant, as ominous as he seemed, never dreamed of the power 
that is now assumed. The danger of it all lies in the compla- | 
cency of the people. What a far cry it is from the splendid 
popularity of Grant to the ever-increasing assumptions of rulers 
who now hold the reins of power! 

Andrew Johnson was impeached for alleged 
which to-day would be accounted conservative. When history 
is fairly written it will record the living truth that he was 
struggling to carry out Lincoln’s policies and he will stand out | 
as one of the greatest Presidents this country ever had. 

I listened the other day with vivid interest to the portentous | 
speech of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], pregnant 
with monitory wisdom and warning, as he pointed out the 
slow and easy gradations by which governmental power is being 
centralized and how the people, yielding a little here and a 
little there, grow careless, and encroachment takes courage for 
further aggression. 

Sir, the army of centralization is even now just moving in to 
occupy position in the “ Twilight Zone,” and its videttes are 
watching the passes that lead toward the States, ready to 
seize and occupy advanced position. The States are mere 


usurpations 


AL RECORD—SENATE. 


| is its patron saint. 


| It is the motive power behind the legislation of Congres: 


| pendous problems that dance like the wild terror of tly 


| On the contrary, 


| their followers 





twinkling stars in this “Twilight Zone,” and their ineffectual | 
fires are paling gradually as the light breaks over the mountain 
top from the central luminary at Washington. 

We have had added recently to that other judicial 
strosity, “ government by injunction,” a new mendacity, to be 
called “ government by interpretation,” and where, do you im- | 
agine, a better place could be found to incubate that monstrous | 
idea than in the land of ceaseless revolutions and dictators? 

The new doctrine is enunciated by no less a personage than 
the Secretary of State, who, after traversing the countries 
where constitutions are not held in much regard, imbibed the 
new idea aml came back to declare that if the States shall | 
longer fail or refuse to exercise their reserved powers, means | 
would be found to interpret into the Constitution the power of 
the Federal Government to exercise them. 

To my mind, the most dangerous heresy that has ever threat- 
ened free government is that very modern notion that inter- 
pretation can take the place of formal amendment. 

Even our Secretary of State, the high priest in the temple of 
liberty, has given voice to a false doctrine that holds in it the 
seeds of disintegration in declaring that the Constitution must be 
interpreted to fit conditions instead of conditions being forced 
to conform to the Constitution. Such doctrine is downright 
apostasy from the faith delivered to us by the fathers. 

We can not afford to cut loose from the safe moorings of the 
Constitution and drift with the tide of ever-varying change. 

We have a safe and sure standard in it, and it is far better to | 
endure its limitations, even when they entail inconvenience, | 
than to break down the old safeguards. 

I denounce the doctrine that the Constitution can be stretched 


mon- | 


| 





| phetic vision the awful results which would follow—an end 
| war between capital and labor and the concentration 0! 


| ing tribute money for more than forty years from thi 
| who toil in the fields and at the workbench and in t 


| of transportation and therefore the prices of all the wheat ® 


May i9, 


as worse than heresy, for it borders upon treason itself anj for- 
bodes the downfall of the Republic. 

Sir, I know it is not popular here to talk about either 
rights or the Constitution, for the ideas of Jefferson have joey 
eclipsed by the ideals of Hamilton, and Federalism is in power 
A new system has been built upon the ashes of the old, and tariff 
Protection is the shibboleth of Feder. |isy 
and Federalism is the arch enemy of democratic gove) ment. 
; it is 
while 
eauty 


State 


the inspiration of all the dreams of the President, eve: 
he wins the plaudits of the people by proclaiming the | 
of democratic policies. 

But, sir, I can not understand the consistency of battling for 
the perpetuation of a tariff system which has created the sty. 
storn 
on the horizon of our future and then regaling Congress with 
lurid messages denouncing the storm. 


I can not understand the consistency of clubbing the trust 


| over the head and at the same time fighting for tariff, the 


mother of the trust. 
I would not reflect upon the Chief Executive of the nation, 
I would praise him for the noble things he 


| has done during his incumbency, chief of which was turning on 


the light and revealing the enormity of the crimes his party 
has committed. 

I honor him for the reforms he has demanded, because they 
are Democratic reforms, and the few that have been enacted 
into laws are Democratic laws as well as the lashings he has 
given his party leaders for failing to enact them. 

The interstate-commerce law, controlling the railroads of the 
country, is a Democratic policy. The great Isthmian Cana! was 
thought out and pressed for years by a grand old Democratic 
Senator from Alabama. But our peerless President reached 
the limit when he seized all the best reform planks of al! the 
Democratic platforms of the past and planted hi ‘self squarely 
upon them. 

Was there ever a grander spectacle of coup d’état than this 
in the history of American politics? 

The question for you on the other side of this Chamber to 
settle is, Are you going to put his reform policies in your plat- 
form at Chicago? If you are, why don’t you indorse Bryan 
and be done with it? If you are not, you will repudiate your 
President. 

He demanded the reform of the tariff system in the begin- 
ning of his Administration, but of late he has — n ra him- 
self with storming the citadels of wealth created by 

He has not laid the ax at the root of the tree, at has only 
thundered at the rich ripe fruit that hangs upon its boughs. 

Mr. President, the great leading spirits of the Democracy, and 
as well, have earnestly and persistently pro- 
tested against the present high protective system through all 
the passing years, because it is indirect taxation of the people— 


» tarifl. 


| the most insidious and destructive form of taxation ever con- 


ceived by the brain of man. 
They have protesteu against it because they saw with pro 


ass 


wealth in the centers. And not only these, but the centraliza- 
tion of power at the National Capital, stripping the States of 
the power they once enjoyed under the Constitution—tle power 
to govern themselves. 

The tariff system has done it all, and more. 
American sails from the high seas and given our carryilg 
to the ships of other nations. 

It has delivered American consumers over to the © 
American manufacturers, and the American manu! 
have lost no time in consuming the consumers; it has shifted 
the great bulk of our wealth into the hands of a few men Wier 
the forms of law, and given them the power to contro 
lation not only of States, but of the Federal Governi 

It is the strong right arm of Federalism upon whicli !ean 
great monopolies of industry and trade which have bevn st 


It has driven 
trade 


rey of 


fnorers 


their daily bread, and which have been draining the 


| try of its substance in the name of liberty and free Governme”” 
| We have fretted the continent with 200,000 miles of railroads, 
| but they have been consolidated and conjured into the 
| a few representatives of aggregated wealth, who fix a!! the ™ 


al (ds of 

rates 
nd 
1s and 


greal 


corn and cotton and coal and iron and horses and mu‘ 
cattle and all the output of industry between the two si, 
oceans that divide the world. Is this not the concentration ™ 
wealth and the centralization of power? 
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Ru e railroads are only one string in the harp of a thou- At the beginning of its reign it was the wet nurse of our 
aah es upon which our modern Orpheus is playing the infant industries, but when the infants grew up and ha@ 


mareh of centralization. We hear a note from the | whiskers [laughter], it shifted the shibboleth to “ protection to 


; ta tring of the steel trust, and a long, sweet strain from | American industry and American labor.” And now it shouts 
- ‘ trust, and a bellowing note from the beef trust, and | on the eve of another campaign: “If we can only save the 
the ng of the copper trust, and the ping pong of the | red-headed man, we will revise him.” 
loathe st. and the sing-song of a thousand other trusts, all of In that same platform of 1892 it points with pride to “the 
os the legitimate results of an abnormal tariff system. | success of the Republican policy of reciprocity.” 
They ompelling the small industries of the country to sell In the name of Heaven, what success, and what reciprocity? 
, ont to tuem or be crushed in the coils of the serpent. Why sir, James G. Blaine wore his great life away in the vain 
The re sweeping out every vestige of competition in every | endeavor to persuade his party into the policy of reciprocity, 
department of manufacture and trade, which is the only safe- | and James G, Blaine failed and died. 
enard of the people. The Dingley tariff bill piled up the duties like Ossas on 
” No ¥ ier we hear the burning appeals for reform in the | Pelions and then added an all-round addition of 20 per cent more 
mossages of the President. No wonder we hear the mutterings | for a margin to trade upon, and then when the lamented Me- 
of . Jong-suffering people. Kinley negotiated the treaties, our modern tariff revisionists 


Mr. President, the tariff will never be reformed by a Re- | repudiated them, and they lie to-day in Republican pigeonholes, 
nyblican Administration. It is true that all the Republican | sleeping the sleep that knows no waking. 
candid tes for the Presidency are falling over each other in In 1896 the high-tariff balloon was about to get caught on a 
their effort to regale the American people with the most plausi- | silver snag and the Republican party threw out more ballast 
ble promises of tariff revision, but none of them promise tariff | and more promises of revision. 
reform. | In 1900 a new shibboleth was found in a gambling hell, and 
| have heard the brilliant young Senator from Indiana [Mr. | they named it “stand pat,” and a new glory fell prone upon 
Reveripce| make the Senate ring with arguments in favor of | their faces at Chicago, and the protected industries opened their 
tariff revision. | money bags and Wall street shouted hallelujah, and it was like 
(nd, sir, no less a personage than our splendid Vice-President, | the voice of many waters. But they were not unmindful of the 
» has presided over this body with such eminent ability and | great republican agricultural States of the Middle West and 
with such fairness and impartiality to all, has reenforced the | they threw out more ballast and more promises of revision. 
Senator from Indiana with this declaration in a recently pub- And thus they rise in every campaign toward the blue vault, 





shed letter : loaded with sand to throw into the eyes of the American peo- 
There is one potential fact which must not be obscured, and it is| ple. Four years ago Mr. Secretary Root was admitting the 
s: Revision must be along protection lines. Furthermore, revision | necessity of a revision of the tariff before the Home Market 
st be made by those who are firm in the protection faith. 4 


Club. A Presidential race was coming on, and the people must 
Iam sure our Vice-President is sincere, but the substance of | be blinded with sand. The Secretary said: 





this declaration has been made on the eve of every political | The political party which believes in protection should do the re 
npaign for the last quarter of a century. | vising. That party can be trusted to do it in due time. 
But when the election is over it is good-bye reform, farewell | How long is “due time” from a high-protection standpoint? 

sweet revision—ta, ta—till the next campaign. [Laughter.] Perhaps if Methuselah were living he might solve the riddle. 
If the object is to lower the tariff schedules, why have not; The great Secretary continued: 

the mighty men who control legislation in Congress rolled up It should be done when Congress is as free as possible from the 


their sleeves and gone to work to ‘accomplish the fulfillment | distractions and temptations of an active Presidential campaign. 
f their oft-repeated pledges to the country? And still the old balloon descends to the minimum in every 
Why was not the work begun four years ago, or two years ago, | campaign and rises to the blue cerulean after every election. 

n this session? Why demand a tariff commission now?| What-kind of a law is this, Mr. President, that requires 
Why have they not called in their chief priests and scribes | apologies and promises of revision and rectification at every 
nd sealed the tariff to a reasonable basis? election ? 

But, Mr. President, they have never yet informed us whether | A distinguished Member of the lower House of Congress 

ey intend to revise it up or revise it down. The probability | from the State of Maine [Mr. Lirrierrietp], every inch a man 

s it will be skyward, for the story has been told that when | except in politics, said, in an ovtburst of enthusiasm, not long 

pressed for a specific statement on that subject the distin- | ago: 

cuished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the | 

ower House, a leader of immense will power and with the 
ty to enforce his ideas, looked toward heaven and ex- 





There never will be another tariff law that will treat the industries 
of New England with the consideration they enjoy to-day. 


He reflected the true sentiments of his people, for who ever 


Lil ed: e . . 7 . 
d imagines that New England, smart as she is, owning the earth as 
Republican party will revise the tariff up or down, as it pleases. | she does, and reaching out after the moon and stars—who ever 


The Hon. CHAMP CLARK is authority for the statement that | imagines that her people will ever permit a revision of the 
ther latter-day revisionist has solved that lately invented | tariff schedules without a death struggle ought to have his head 
zie called “maximums and minimums” by the declaration | bored for bugs and be relegated to the asylum. [Laughter.] 
his party will make the Dingley schedules the minimum | No, sir; rather than permit that, New England will stand pat 
d the blue vault of heaven the maximum. Who that knows | on two deuces for a thousand years. [Laughter.] Ah, there 
the history of legislation upon the tariff can doubt that there | is the shibboleth again: “Stand pat.” What does “stand 
come a time in the dim and distant future when, if they | pat” mean? Boiled down to its final sediment, it means purely 
survive the present Administration, they will give us an etherial | and simply that the party now in power is determined to cling 
larif commission? But what will it do? Is the servant | to the present system of high protective tariff without lowering 
sreater than his master? Will it not follow in the footsteps | a single schedule till the end of time. 


of all the saints who have gone before and recommend a con- But not so with the Western Republicans. The White House 
tuation of the balloon policy? got the revision idea into the Ohio platform not long ago, and 
wo ever heard of a Republican reforming a trust, or of a | then General Ketrer got it out again, and I will ask the Secre- 
High protectionist reforming the tariff? tary to read a clipping, and beg him to be careful to emphasize 


, ttan would have been delighted with the plan of salvation | it so that its beauty may not be lost. I got it from The Com- 
ul ie had been allowed to write it, but there would have been | moner, a paper published in Lincoln, Nebr., by one William J. 
_ little hope for poor fallen man if the terms of salvation | Bryan, the next President of the United States, and I know of 
ad been dictated by that old black Republican of the nether | 6,000,000 voters who will vouch for it. 
md. [Laughter.] The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
“o back and read the history of broken promises and see | Will read as requested. 


| the friends of tariff have reformed it. | The Secretary read as follows: 
on the 1 ial platform of 1884 you will find these words: - The awful charge is now made that at the recent session of the Ohio 
Republica tit. . te saan ‘ . epublican convention Messrs. Roosevelt and Taft, aided by Congress 
riff and reduée tan stew itself to revise the inequalities of |} man Burron, “tried to insert a real Democratic tarif plank in a 
In 1 pus. | Republican platform.” Gen. J. Warren Keirer, a standpatter, is 
\ its platt 


| form of 1888 we find it denouncing the effort of a credited with having foiled the attempt. The story is told by the 
Democratic ( gress to cut down the tariff. | Washington correspondent for the Omaha World-Herald in this way 






In 1899 4 “The story of this plank offered by Mr. Burron will be used in the 
} v= (he balloon comes down again, and the platform de- effort to scare orthodox protection Republicans away from Taft The 
Cares that stand-pat tariff? men are fighting him now. The American Economist, 
There shonta organ of the American [Protective Tarif!’ League, is crying, Lielp, 


be duties levied, equal to the difference between wages police,” against Taft in every issue. The charge put out to-night is 


80road and at hon 1 
ere that Mr. Burton, with the approval of Roosevelt and the Roosevelt 
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is 
these for 
aries say. 
in which 
Garfield, 


\ 


Bryan never unkinder words than 
the Dingley and McKinley laws, so the Republican reaction- 
The Ohio platform's history began in conferences held here 
the President, Secretary ‘aft, Congressman Burton, Secretary 
and Attorney-General Wade H. Ellis took part. When the 
rough draft they completed was turned over to the convention com- 
mittee on resolutions at Columbus that committee struggled with it for 
a bit, according to the dispatches, and then turned the problem over 
t tee of which Mr. BurRTON was chairman, and several 
smen members; Gen. J. WARREN KEIFER was one of 
platform, as adopted, had this tariff plank: ‘A revision 
the tariff by a special session of the next Congress, insuring the 
maintenance of the true principle of protection by imposing such cus- 
toms duties as will equal the difference between the costs of produc- 
tion at |} and abroad, together with a reasonable profit, to the end 
that without excessive duties American manufacturers, farmers, pro- 
ducers, wage-enrners may h adequate protection. The story 
mit out to-night that Mr. Burton offered 
lowed the sentence demanding revision by the next Congress with the 
words, ‘To the end that the further fostering of trusts and monopolies 
by the tariff shall be prevented.” Members of the subcommittee 
are here admit that the plank as written above was that Mr. 
offered, te the best of their recollection. 
Congressman assured the subcommittee that he had consulted with the 
party lea@ers most interested on his plank and that it had their ap- 
proval This was accepted as an assurance that the President and 
Secretary Taft had approved it. Nevertheless Gen. J. WARREN 
offered a prompt and warm protest against talk of fostering trusts 
and monopolies in connection with the tariff plank of the Ohio Repub- 
licans and enough of the subcommittee took his view to chloroform 
the Burton plank then and there.” 


Mr. TAYLOR, 
of a doubt, that 


to sul nmit 
Ohio 
these 


ome 


here 


ive 


is 


BURTON 


there is trouble in Israel on this great, vital 
question. It is plain that the party in power is afraid of it, 
for the sand in the old balloon has about given out and the 
whole country is opening its eyes. 

That stern old man at the other end of the Capitol [Mr. 
Speaker CANNON], who holds the legislation of the Republic in 
the hollow of his hand, comes down with the gavel and cuts 
the hamstrings of every movement for tariff reform. The be- 


loved Vice-President at this end of the Capitol, with a smile | 


that suggests eternal summer, says that if it is revised it must 
be done by those firm in the protection faith, and along protec- 
tion lines, while the peerless evangelist of civic righteousness at 
the White House attempts to usher in reform by holding up to 
the gaze of the world the rich and powerful legatees of the 


turiff system as synonyms of dishonesty and brutality in high 


life, and endeavors to reform the trusts by fining the trustees 
and threatening them with free passes to Sing Sing. 

Mr. President, this question will not down. It ought to be 
the paramount issue of the coming campaign, because it is the 
most vital of them all to the American people. It involves the 
future of this country and the very life of our free institutions. 
I have but little sympathy with all this railing against the men 
who have drawn the wealth of the people into their own vaults 


under the operation of the laws and policies enacted and en- | 


forced by the same political party which has placed the reins 
of centralized power in the hands of the President of the United 
States. They have only taken advantage of laws enacted for 
their benefit and the wrath of the people should be leveled 
rather at the pernicious laws than at the men who reap these 
enormous ‘benefits to American industries.” Why rail at the 
men and continue the law? 

We are only repeating the history of the world. Nations have 
gone to sleep with their wealth distributed, and woke to find it 
shifted as if by magic to a few centers and controlled by a few 
men. They have gone to sleep with all power 
among the people, and woke to find it centralized. 


In some nations the shifting of wealth has been done by sheer | 


force. In ours it has been done by legislation. It is handed 
out to a loving people in a basket of tariff blossoms, redolent 


with protgction, but the leech lies concealed among the flowers. | 


It is the drawing power of indirect taxation. It is high tariff. 

Mr. President, the people of the country will not, in my judg- 
ment, be longer hoodwinked by this same old promise of re- 
vision. They have not forgotten the glowing pledge in the 
Republican platform of 1900, that— 

The country is now justified ia expecting, and it will be the policy 
of the Republican party to bring about, a reduction of war taxes. 

But that promise, with all the rest which I have quoted, as 
soon as the polls were closed vanished like a sweet scent before 
a high wind. 

And now the Senator from Indiana, just when the winds of 
another campaign begin to blow, demands a tariff commission 
to investigate and revise. I think the Senator is sincere, but 
he is in a hopeless minority in his party. 

There is no doubt about the situation, not only as to the 
altitude of the schedules, but as to the incongruity of the 
classifications. 

I ask the Secretary to lend me his voice again, and read a 
paragraph or two from a recent publication upon this subject. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Dingley bill had among its majority Members only four men, 
Messrs. Dingley, PAYNE, DALZELL, and Hoskins—a newspaper editor and 
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candidate, tried to have the Ohio platform charge the tariff with fos- | three attorneys—who had any previous experience, and MM; 
tering monopolies and trusts had 


) McMillan, 


a plank which fol- | 


who | 


It is said that the Cleveland | 


KEIFER | 


Mr. President, it is plain, beyond the shadow | 


distributed | 


M. 


LY 19. 


of the minority. That men so inexperienced sg) 
| hastily made a tariff for this nation “ was worse than a cri 
| a blunder.” They only made a great, blind jab at the task. ‘ 
| wrong by taking classifications more than a generation old 
| applicable to their time, having neither knowledge nor time { 
| that important phase of the subject at all adequately, and « 

| we have had 300,000 lawsuits on classifications and appra 

tenths of which might have been avoided. 

Says Senator Beveripce of the incongruities of these clas 
BUTTONS AND STOVES CLASSED TOGETHER! 
“Will anyone contend that a simple article like nails 
| quires the same amount of protection as so complex a mec! 
| revolver or an electric dynamo? 

‘Is there any logic in classing buttons and stoves togeth: 
“Should bullets and buggies, should automobiles and bu! 
| terns pay the same duty? 

“Are farm implements and gold boxes in the same class? 

“Is there any connection between carriages and dress tri: 

“Why classify railway cars and enameled portraits toget 

“ Why should cannon for war and crosses for churches )) 
same class? + 
“Yet all these are in the same classification and pay thx 
“But more absurd than this is the fact that they are put in 
classification by the appraisers and the courts, passing on . 
because Congress did not classify them at all. 

“And as outrageous as it is absurd is the fact that nobody kn 
| duties these articles would have to pay until the guess of th 

and the courts filled up the holes in the law.” 


Mr. TAYLOR. And yet, Mr. President, the Senator's party 
stands pat until the day of reckoning comes, and then like the 


ine 


w what 


appraisers 


| ostrich it sticks its head in the sand, forgetting that the 
it goes the higher it unfurls its tail feathers. I do not mean 
to convey the impression that the Democracy is opposed to 4 
reasonable tariff. It has always adhered to the doctrine of ip. 
| cidental protection, recognizing the fact that the Government 
| must have revenue and that tariff is the best method of ¢ 
ting it, but beyond the revenue basis it draws tlie line, It 
stands firmly upon the principle that every dollar that any 
man is compelled by law to pay as tribute money to any ot! 
man or corporation, either directly or indirectly, is the most 
oppressive form of taxation, and that no government can stand 
whose people perpetuate and sustain such a policy, for it y 
always weave the power of a nation into webs of glory around 
the golden thrones of money kings. 

Wealth and political power go hand in hand together. Where 
wealth is distributed, political power is always diffused; wher 
wealth is concentrated, political power is always centralized 
and where wealth is concentrated and political power is 
iralized, liberty has always taken its flight and free governmen 
has perished among its worshipers. 

I have read that when Egypt fell 2 per cent of her peo 
owned 97 per cent of the wealth of Egypt; when Babylon f 
1 per cent of her people owned practically all the wealth « 
Babylon; when Rome fell 600 people owned the Empire of 
Rome. 

And are we not following rapidly in their wake when in | 
morning of the twentieth century, under the reign of a Repu 
lican tariff taxation system and a national banking 
based upon the indebtedness of the country, we have rr 
point where 10 per cent of the American people own a 
| 90 per cent of all the wealth under the flag? 

Mr. President, our financial system is the Siam 
the tariff system, and while the financial system is 
| brother of the pair, yet they are bound together by the car 
| lage of Federal protection. This is a nation of S0),(01),000 
ordinary mortals and 6,000 banks. The party in power’ 
only the 6,000. 

This is a nation of many millions of consumers and 4 
thousand corporations, but the party in power see onl) 
corporations. This is a nation of many millions who work! 
their daily bread and a few hundred millionaires, but the pr. 
in power see only the millionaires. 

The corporations and millionaires furnish the * sineWs ' 
war ” for the campaign, and the party in power furnish the 0° 
to pile up the fortunes of those who furnish the “sinews 

Mr. President, I am now about to call up the ghost of 2 m0" 
dered friend of the common people. I can not escape *° 
rambling through the old records of the party in | 

It stalked through the Senate during the pan! 
its gory locks at you on the other side of this C! 
as you fortify your banking system with asset curr 
the panic. It is the ghost of the silver dollar of © 

In 1884 your platform urged: 

That effort should be made to unite the commercial! 
establishment of an international standard which shall 
relative value of gold and silver coinage. 

Four years later, in 1888, your party made a |! 
bimetallism, and thus spake your platform: 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both 
as money, and condemns the policy of the Democratic 
in its efforts to demonetize silver. 

In 1892 you waxed firmer and stronger for the ¢ 
ard, but how did you keep the faith you plighted: i ap 


deeper 


Syste 


CHeU x 


old stand ft 





nd s ive 


ple stane 











now the merits of the question—the time for that is 
| am only lifting the curtain upon the record, 


1 platform of 1896 you turned you backs on silver 
aA I ‘ed the gold standard and made it the paramount 


he campaign. You unhorsed silver and left it dead 
1. and then, flushed with victory and puffed up with 
. nroclaimed that the gold standard and the national 
honking system would give us the greatest financial system in 


e boasted this in the press and in the forum and in 
aign ever since, until last October, when your sys- 
it of balance and your-currency went whizzing into 
= of old stocking legs and into the craters of safes and 
| it rained clearing-house certificates for three months. 
ist of this great panic I saw the distinguished Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. AtpricH], chairman of the Committee 
» Finance of the Senate, stand upon the troubled waters with 


» storm, “ Peace, be still,” but there was no peace. 
mpest-tossed crew in the golden boat walled their 
rd almighty Rockefeller and prayed, and_ they 
eckoned to Morgan, the king of corporate power, to throw them 

life line. But the two omnipotent financiers could not leave 
the game on Wall street to go into the life-saving business. 

Mr. President, the storm has spent its force, but what has it 
left in its track but wrecked hopes and shattered dreams? 





rhousands of factories and shops have been closed ; thousands 
of enterprises have toppled and fallen, and tens of thousands of 


laboring men haye been thrown out of employment. 

The whole country has been racking its brain to find out the 
of such a frightful panic in the very harvest time of our 
gr prosperity. We were making wonderful progress in 
every field of endeavor. 


Se 


test 


The agricultural production of 1906 and 1907 was unprece- 
, dented, and the value of farm products, according to the Senator 


from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoiLette], in 1907 exceeded the prod- 
ucts of 1906 by nearly $500,000,000, 

The business of our manufactories in that year was larger 
than in any other year in the history of the country. The in- 
rease of net earnings by the railroads was fabulous. 

rhe balance of trade in favor of the United States in 1907 
s $500,000,000, 

More than 500 national banks were established in that year, 
leposits in all banks was $13,000,000,000. 
rhe aggregate national-bank capital was nearly nine hundred 


ions, 


wi 


and the « 


The country seemed never more prosperous in all its history. 
But the 
wealth could not stop it. It swept over Wall street and closed 
the doors of the banks everywhere. It submerged the railroads 
| the furnaces and mills and the wind blew down the gold 
standard. 
There was some impelling cause behind it; there was some 
for it. Who made it possible, and why? 
ill not intreduce Democratic witnesses in this prosecu- 
Let the indictment of the Republican party be based 
upon information furnished by Republicans in high places. 
ihe Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotierre] declared in 
i great speech deliyered in the Senate on March 17, 19, and 24, 
NUS, that two great groups of banks in New York—the Na- 
7 al City Bank, controlled by Standard Oil, and the National 
“ik OF Commerce, controlled by the Morgan interests—con- 
tol the financial situation in the United States. 
He declared that these two groups are knitted together by 


} 
) 1 








eVnesS ASSO iations which prophesy their ultimate unification. 
; “te declared in the open Senate that these two groups of | 
ks 

»,./ihed together in mutual interest as shareholders in the various 
. omy: cerns which have been financed by one or the other of 
groups in recent years. 

e le« nara ‘ 8 . 
He declared that the fifty-two men who are directors of the 


hank . 

wanes Stinding at the head of these two groups are a part of 

a pape. 100 men who control the industrial life of the 

Sine = ue proved conclusively that these men control all 

United Rtate” Transportation, and financial business of the 
stites of America, 

He cle 


ine 


Cit Ae . . 

ae (Standard Oil) are at the head of fourteen great 
; it} ty ‘Ss representing 38 per cent of the capitalization of 
. “ * licustrial trusts of the United States, and that— 

ts ae ines represented on the board of this one bank cover 


fon tr ‘ 
mtry jike 


a network. 
And then he 
by them : 
The Lack 


‘acitic , the 


Soes on to name the chief railroads controlled 








hm the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, the Union 


on, the Missouri Pacific, the Chicago, Milwaukee and 
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bill in his hand, and with a loud voice he cried to | 


panic came like a tidal wave, and all our boasted | 


‘clared that fourteen of the directors of the National | 
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St. Paul, the Chicago and Northwestern, the Rock Island, the 
and Rio Grande, the Mexican National, the Baltimore and 
Northern Pacific, the New York Central, the Texas Pacific, 
the New York, New Haven and Hartford, the Delaware and 
the Illinois Central, the Manhattan Elevated of New York 
the rapid transit lines of Brooklyn. 

Mind you, fourteen out of the tweny-three directors of this one 
@ank represent this network of railroads, and he proves fur- 
ther that the entire twenty-three directors of this bank, through 
their various connections, represent more than 350 other banks, 
trust companies, railroads, and industrial corporations, with 
aun aggregate capitalization of more than twelve thousand mil- 
lions of dollars. 


Denver 
Ohio, the 
the Erie, 

liudson, 
City, and 


He showed that the law providing that 15 per cent of the 
deposits of country banks to be held for the protection of 
their depositors, permitted three-fifths of the 15 per cent to 


be deposited in reserve city banks, and that of the 25 per cent 
of the reserve for the protection of depositors in reserve city 
banks one-half could be deposited with the central reserve city 
banks, and that as there are but three central reserve cities 
these two all-powerful groups in the city of New York cowd 
afford to offer good rates of interest, and therefore they drew 
a large proportion of lawful reserves from the country and city 
reserve banks. 

He showed that one Standard Oil bank is the approved agent 
to receive deposits of lawful reserves of 1,071 national 
seattered over the country, and another bank of the same 
group receives the reserve deposits from 1,802 country banks 
and another from 478 banks, and that a leading Morgan bank 
receives deposits from 909 outside banks and another receives 
deposits from 615 banks and still another from 1,253 banks, and 
that thus they have gathered fabulous millions belonging to the 
depositors of smaller banks throughout the length and breadth 


banks 


of the whole country into the great national banks of New 
York. 

He says that on August 22, 1907, the last call before the 
panic came, the New York banks owed the other banks of 


the country a net balance of more than four hundred and ten 
millions of dollars, and that when the panic struck the country 
the other banks were unable to withdraw more than about 
twenty and a half millions, or 5 per cent of their deposits in 
New York, and that they would have been unable to withdraw 
|} even this amount but for the action of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who increased the United States deposits in the 
banks of New York during the panic by over forty-seven mil- 
lions, and that, therefore, but one result could follow—the 
tying up of hundreds of millions of dollars of the wealth of the 
country. 

Mr. President, the whole substance of his argument in that 
great speech and all his conclusions are: That the dreadful 
panic of 1907 was brought about by the manipulations of these 
stupendous financial institutions, not only for the purpose of 
| adding a few hundred millions more to their credit, but for the 
| other purpose of discrediting the Administration of President 
| Roosevelt and stifling the voice of reform. 

Right here let me say that the people of the Republican party 
of the State of Wisconsin have indorsed these utterances by 
instructing its delegation for Senator LA Fou.uette for President 
of the United States. 

If what he says is true, we are only reaping what we have 
sown. We are only gathering the harvest of high protective 
tariff and a totally inadequate financial system. 

Sir, if a few groups of men hold in the hollow of their hands 
our railroad system and our industrial system and the insurance 
and trust companies of the whole country, and at the same time 
control the banking system, as bas been conclusively proven on 
this floor by Republican statesmen, what is to hinder them from 
manipulating the rise and fall of prices of stocks and bonds and 
the prices of all commodities, up or down at will, and drawing 
money out of circulation and locking it in their vaults, as they 
have done in the recent past, not only as a rebuke to the Govy- 
| ernment in its effort to compel them to obey the law, but even 
threatening the downfall of our institutions and blocking the 
very progress of our civilization? 

But, sir, I wish to introduce another witness, still higher in 
authority, in whose presence Wall street trembles and Ananias 

falls dead at his feet—the inan of destiny—the Napoleon of the 
| Western Hemisphere. It is true he does not make the frontiers 
of kingdoms oscillate on the map, but he is the peerless lion 
| tamer of modern times. 

I have heard his words crack like a bull whip about the ears 
of my friends on the other side of this Chamber, and the lions 
crouched as if ready to spring, but they sprang not. They 
' feared their master, and fear him yet. gut sometimes they 
have been defiant and raised their manes for battle. I have 
seen them lift their paws and make a swipe at the American 
Navy and slap two battle ships out of an appropriation bill. 
I have seen them lick the sores of a whole battalion of colered 
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troops, 
the Ethiopian at the next election, slip away from the investi- 
gation of the Brownsville murders, leaving the 
wood pile. | Laughter. | 

I have seen them attempt to make 
bonds, county bonds, and almost every kind of bonds a part of 
our banki the face of their record as the cham- 
pions of sound money and the gold standard. 

I have heard them this floor that our financial 
system is the poorest among all the great nations of the earth 


negro in 


railroad bonds, town 
g system, in 


confess on 


poorer than the English system, poorer than the French system, | 
but what have they done to! 


poorer than the German system 
strengthen and fortify it? 


I have heard them advocate the issuance of all kinds of paper | 
money, and the latest fulmination is a system of asset currency | 
and rag money, juggled by the banks as a sort of scarecrow to | 
from the financial cornfield, in the face | 
of their record of denouncing the Democracy because it advo- | 


frighten panics away 
cated the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. President, I am confident that before our financial 
physicians get through with the job they will have the country 
in the condition of the old man in my State who was very sick. 

The doctor examined him and said, “Old man, you’re dying— 


have you any wish to express before you pass over the river?’ | 


* Yes,” the feeble patient said, “‘I wish I had got another doc- 


tor.” [Laughter.] 

Let me read what the President of the United States said 
in his message of January 31, broadly hinting at one of the 
causes of the recent financial panic: 

The public men, lawyers, and editors who loudly proclaim their sym- 
pathy for the “ innocent stockholders’ when a great law-defying cor 
poration is punished are the first to protest with frantic vehemence 
against all efforts by law te put a stop to the practices which are the 
real and ultimate sources of the damage alike to the stockholders and 
the public. The apologists of successful dishonesty always declaim 
against any effort to punish or prevent it, on the ground that any 
such effort will * unsettle business.” It is they who by their acts have 
unsettled business; and the very men raising this cry spend hundreds 
of thousands of dollars in securing, by speech, editorial, book, or 
pamphlet, the defense by misstatements of what they have done; and 
yet when public servants correct their misstatements by telling the 
truth they declaim against them for breaking silence, lest “‘ values be 
depreciated.’”” They have hurt honest business men, honest workingmen, 
honest farmers; and now they clamor against the truth being to!d 

The keynote of all these attacks upon the effort to secure honesty 
in business and in politics is well expressed in brazen protests against 
any effort for the moral regeneration of the business world, on the 
ground that it is unnatural, unwarranted, and injurious, and that busi- 
~ ss panic is the necessary penalty for such effort to secure business 
ionesty. 

Mr. President, have not the policies of the party in power 
dragged the country to awful depths when the President of the 


United States finds it necessary to warn both Houses of Con- | 


gress that the Republic is in danger of being overthrown by the 


machinations of concentrated wealth, which is the legitimate | 
Is it not time for the country to | 


result of Republican policies? 
wake when we-are admonished by a Republican President to 


put the bit in the mouth of centralized corporate power to pre- | 


vent it from trampling under its hoofs all that is left of liberty 
artd free government? 

We boast that our safety rests upon the sovereignty of the 
people and that this makes our Republic the Samson of the 
ages. But has not Samson been shorn of his locks while yet 
he slumbers with the ballot in his hand? Is not the Rip Van 
Winkle of popular government lost in the Catskill Mountains of 
centralism? Has he not drunk too deep from the drug of in- 
difference? Is he not sleeping too long on his rights, and will 
he not some day rise up from his trance to find the gunstock of 
liberty rotted from the barrel at his side and nothing but the 
skeleton of nafional happiness lying at his feet? It will then 
be too late to cry retrenchment and reform and tariff commis- 
sions, for— 

What do wealth and power care 

For Samson when he’s lost his hair? 
The tears are vain that Rip doth shed; 
He slept too long; his dog is dead. 
Thus states are shorn and nations weep 
For crimes committed while they sleep. 

But, Mr. President, amid these impending dangers and in this 
gloom of fear there is still a star of hope shining through the 
rifted clouds. It is the intelligence and patriotism of 
American people themselves. 


lems and bind them in the chains of the Constitution. 

| Applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Applause is not permitted by the 
rules of the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee 
-has had much to say about the concentration of wealth in this 
country in the hands of a few. To show the distribution of 
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figuratively speaking, and then, in fear of the wrath of | 


the | 


| few men. 


the | 
And 1 trust and firmly believe | 
that the clouds will soon pass away, as with the might of the | 
ballot box a righteous public opinion shall grapple these prob- | 


| physical, 


Lay 19. 


wealth, I desire to call his attention to the report of ¢) 
troller of the Currency made last December. I find 
report that the amount deposited in the savings insti 
this country is $3,690,078,945, and the number of depos 
8,588,811. 

Allow me to say, Mr. President, that that does not 
like concentration of wealth in this country in the h 
The depositors constitute in number one-tent! 
population of the United States, and there are over $3,60 
in the savings institutions of the country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the 
will lie on the table. 


Comp- 
tl 
IS ¢ 


rs is 


ENLARGED HOMESTEADS, 
Mr. SMOOT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bil! 
6155) to provide for an enlarged homestead, having nx 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend an 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 1: a1 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to House 
amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, and agree to the 
same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
ment numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendmen 
as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert: 

“Sec. 6, That whenever the Secretary of the Interior 
find that any tracts of land subject to entry under this act 
not have upon them such a sufficient supply of water suit 
for domestic purposes as would make continuous 
upon the lands possible, he may in his discretion designate such 
tracts of land, and thereafter they shall be subject to entr 
under this act without the necessity of residence: Provid 
That in such event the entryman on any such entry shall in 
good faith cultivate not less than one-eighth of the entire 
area of the entry during the second year, one-fourth during 
the third year, and one-half during the fourth and fifth yea 
after the date of such entry, and that after entry and until 
final proof the entryman shall reside within such distance of 
said land as will enable him successfully to farm the same a 
required by this act.” 

And that the House agree to the same. 

ReeD SMoor, 

Cc. D. CLARK, 

A. J. McLAURIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

F. W. MOoNDELL, 

A. J. VOLSTEAD, 

JOHN W. GAINES, 
Managers on the part of the I 


resid¢ 


The report was agreed to. 
PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT. 


Mr. du PONT. I ask unanimous consent for the cons! era 
tion of the bill (H. R. 18618) fixing the status ot 1 
Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry. I have sonic 
ments to the bill to submit on behalf of the Committee 
tary Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commit! 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. du PONT. In section 3, page 2, line 2, after 


| “Infantry,” I move to strike out the words “wo 


not less than five years’ service therein, and” and 
“ appointed or,” so as to make the section read: 

That the present captains and lieutenants of the Porto 
visional Regiment of Infantry appointed or who were reap 
a mental, physical, and professional examination, may 
sioned as officers of the Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

Mr. du PONT. I move to strike out section 4 0: 
the following words: ; 

Sree. 4. That the lieutenants, natives of Porto Rico, ag 
visional commissions, may continue to serve until the « 
such commissions, when, after an examination as 
and professional fitness, they may be recom 
officers of the Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. Y ae 

Mr. du PONT. I move that the remaining sectio! 
numbered so as to be sections 4, 5, and 6 instead of sec 
and 7. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


the 


« he re 
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s reported to the Senate as amended, and the Mr. KEAN. I do not object to the bill. However, I do not 
= were concurred in. think itisa ve ry go d bill. 
nents were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to The bill was reported to the Senate as a led, and the 
time. amendment was concurred in 
read the third time, and passed. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
LANDS IN ALASKA. read the third time, and passed. 
IN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- ALASKA TER} AND NAVIGATION COMPANY 
bill (S. 6418) authorizing the sale of lands ait Mr. KEAN. I ask at the next b ! ( ar, ’ 
Cordova Bay, in the Territory of Alaska, and for | bill (S. 6925) for the relief of the Alaska Terminal and 
gation ai oe be placed on the Calendar under Rule 9 
» objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill i £ { » Cal 
1 to consider the bill, which had been reported | under Rule 9, at the request of the Se r from New Je: ‘ 
e on Public Lands with an amendment to COMMODITY CLAUSE OF INTERSTA1 MMERCE LAW. 
the enacting clause an isert: _ — nm ; oe , : 
So pater et plone pa Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
a inetoe Tharatement aad ea Site rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi ; 
» following-named persons, to wit: John H. which will be stated by the Secretary 
Donald A. Mckenzie, OF any of them, | The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
ifter become as ited with them as i ra : i ; sited 
tted to purchase at the etles of $2.50 per : not | commodity clause of the present interstate commerce : 
res of such nonmineral lands of the United St as Mr. KEAN, I trust we may have a vote on the joint resolu- 
said corporation and ap] yroved by the Secretary of tio 
ing tide or mud flats, situated at the head of Cordovs ag. Tr : 1] 
ly latitude 60° 30° north. and longitude 146° we ; Mr. DICK. At the request of my colleague I must ent an 
ict of Alaska, the same to be located in as | objection to a vote being taken. My colleague is detained f i 
possible with a water front of not to exceed .e Senate , he desires to | ’ bsti 
1 in order to effect the improvement of said lands the w by as oe t a l< . ‘ 
( and for the promotion and convenience of com- | tute to the pending measure. I ask, therefore, that t 
is and among the eral States. finished business be temporarily laid aside. 
Z covered by y CASING claim or ri Mr. KEAN. Of course, if the Senator from Ohio desires to 
lo cognized under any law of the United Stat ; . +1) : 
» entry under this act until all rights thereunder have | ¥© heard further, no one will be more willing to gra: that 
» said corporation or relinquished to the United States. | request than I. 
I r are . peg h- in wi ith i, to be establi red by Mr. DICK. I thank the Senator from New Jet : 
Var as soon as practicable after the passage of this om aia aratiee al ace! eae eae oe ates Tee : 
nd abutting upon the lands which said corporation The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
wre ee under oo _ , h : yy reserved and shall | mous consent that the unfinished b s be id ide - 
ider the control o 1e United States, in trust, how orarily thont obiecti ordered 
State which may be created including the same, or porarily, Without obj r oe 
vithin its boundaries: Provided, That wharves, docks, APPEALS FROM DISTRICT cc tT OF ALASKA 
iys may be constructed and maintained within such ‘ tot ‘ : : a i . 
cordance with plans approved by the Secretary of Mr. PILES. I ask wnanimous consent for the consideration 
ull at all times, have the use of all such wharves, | of the bill (H. R. 18649) providing for the hearing of cases 
1 waterways upon the payment of such reasonabk eles 4 i ¢ Rete t ce satilin Mla i A alii al e a 
h regulations as may from time to time be fixed | UPON appeal from ‘of a di wie t ce uri for the district of Alaska 
the Secretary of the Interior. in the cirecvit court of appeals for the ninth circuit. 
Hight of eminent domain may, after the issuance of | Mr. FLINT. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 
, be exercised over any lands purchased under this TOE_PR NT ca i ct, ee ee i ae 
lands may have been included within streets and al- rhe \ ICE PRES IDE INT. Objection is made by the Senato1 
, under any law applicable to lands held in private | from California. 





t of Alaska, and no exclusive right of way shall Mr. PILES. I am sorry to do it, but I am compelled to 
l 


railroad, telegraph, telephone, or other company o1 . : a. ; j ae 
2 ‘ nove ‘ e Sen > procee t ¢ -onsicderatio ) 1 ] 
» lands purchased under this act. move that th enate pl to the consideration of the bill, 


.e corporation named in this act shall, within six | notwithstanding the objection. 

app! ral hereof, file with the register and receive r of The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
na . vithi +} \ e “ . . . 

ithin which the lands applied for are sit iated an 2P- | moves that th e Senate pro¢ el to the consideration of the bill 








» under this act, which application shall parti sgl . 

la applied for and be accompanied with a certified Mr. FLINT and Mr. KEAN addressed the Chair. 
| notes and plat of the survey of the boundaries of such The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. The 
on Sree eae supervision of the surveyor-general question is on agreeing to the motion of — Senator from 


‘ 
corporation named in this act shall, within twelve | Washington. [Putting the question.] TT! mocs appear to 
pproval of the application named in the foregoing — it. 


















»t apy roval and under the directions of the Secre- > 7 ask for a divisior 
r, file with the said Secretary a detailed plan of a M Bee Mi MCLAURIN. ana ther Ol 
ng the lands applied for, upon which shall be de- r PRA, Mr. 2 ad vLN, and ormers. 1, no. 
: ca -y8, lots, — wee 3, doc sli DS, nd Mr. PILES. Very well; I will call up the bill later. 

8, such reservations as the sak Se cretary "m ay deem r ICE-PRES ENT Tha ior Ss in a craa . 
table for public use as parks and sites for public and ‘The ‘ VI CE-PRES I EN a rhe — - aa not agreed to, 
nd coaling stations: Provided, 'That the reservations | What is the further pleasure of the Senate? 

, in addition to such other lands as may be needed i eaten : 
lude all of said lands which can not be reasonably EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
for building purposes; and said corporation shall, after — . j . ; 
’ and conyey all of the said reservations for such public | . Mr. K EAN, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
» Bla tion of executive business. 


“oOrno ; amed i s 26 r ite acsions al Mm : . ‘ . 
: rporation named in this act, or its a signs, shall, Che motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
rom the approval of the plan mentioned in the pre Bee ats ara Ol el needed Sa : ~ eg. — bee 

to the proper receiver the full purchase price of the consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent 



























—_ wane five years after the issuance of patent | in executive session, the doors were reopened and (at 2 o'clock 
all do all things necessary to render 320 acres of the 5 ni sn : h tana t 1 ¢ 
ro ant v0 nutes p. m.) the Senate ; tli t rrow 
, suitable and ayailable for wharfage an a town-site pur ind J _ P. a 10 ; oo ae oat — : P 
vith the ofan thereof submitted as required in sec- | Wednesday, May 20, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
_and if said corporation or its assigns shall fail to 
the terms and conditions of tl act, either before 
ace of patent, all interests, rights, or title which may ; TAT ro 
sted under this act shall be forfeited to the United NOMINATIONS. 
t application under which they accrued or the patent 1 ne ine ; i iv the Sen VU fs 908 
' . i. ees ie _ , Yxecutive nominations received by the Senate May 19, 1908, 
y vested, shail be canceled: Provided, That the Secre- Execut nominations ré¢ ed by the Bh ‘ I 
Toh, quay; on satistactory showing, reasonably extend the PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVI 
ay 1 any of the acts enumerated in this act may be per- . : > ina _ ; 
io ane d further, That no locations or entries of any kind Second Lieutenant of Engineers Charles Augustus Wheeler 
to if'a applicable to the Territory of Alaska shall | to be first lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service 
o! hal mile if the te imits he y) "Wr. . — ’ . . 
rat on und er asdtien. i ae of the land pur- | of the United States, to rank as such from April 1JOS, in 
7 t said corporation shall have the right to confine the | Place of Captain of Engineers Charles Albert Mc ter, pro 
cova Creek to one channel and to straighten and deepen | moted. 
Third Lieutenant of Engineers Joseph Edward Sheedy to be 
amend: *T} rac aor a ; = € e ; ee ir } , i » ¢ ooall ? 
ament was agreed to. second lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service « 


ok EAN. May I ask the Senator a question in regard to | the United States, to rank as such from April 25, 1908, in place 

Me ‘an ton? Has it the approval of the Secretary of War? | of Second Lieutenant of Engineers Charles Augustus Wheeler 

ue Ter Yes; it has the approval of the Department. | promoted. 

Me = os . _Of the Secretary of War? Second Lieutenant of Engineers Christopher Gadsden Porcher 
J. It was not referred to him, but I can not see | to be chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 

C on ‘on to it, because by another provision of the bill the | States, to rank as such from December 12, 1907, and to be first 

‘ty of War has jurisdiction of the harbor there, ' lieutenant of engineers, to rank as such from April 16, 1908, in 
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place of First Lieutenant of Engineers Fred Reuter Falkenstein, 
retired. 

Second Lieutenant of Engineers John Booth Turner to be 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from February 11, 1908, and to be first 


lieutenant of engineers, to rank as such from April 16, 1908, in | 


place of First Lieutenant of Engineers 
retired. 

Third Lieutenant 
first assistant 
United States, 
be second lieutenant 


Henry Clay Barrows, 


of Engineer 
engineer in the 


s Harry Marlin Hepburn to be 
annua -Cutter Service of the 
of engineers, to rank as such from 


Turner, promoted. 


Third Lieutenant of Engineers Lucien Joseph Ker to be first | 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United | 
be | 
| pired February 26, 1907. 


assistant engineer in the 
States, to rank as such from 
second lieutenant of engineers, to rank as such from April 16, 
1908, in place of Second Lieutenant of Engineers Christopher 
Gadsden Porcher, promoted, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE 

Lieut. Commander Marbury 
the Navy from the 6th day of December, 
Abraham V. Zane, promoted. 

Lieut. Richard S. Douglas to be 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 
Edward Simpson, promoted. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 3d day of February, 1908, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in their present grade: 

William W. Smyth, 

Walter 8S. Anderson, 

Sam CG. Loomis, and 

sutlier Y. Rhodes. 


December 12, 1907, and to 


NAVY. 


a lieutenant-commander in 
1907, vice Lieut. Commander 


The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- | 


tenants in the Navy from the 3d day of February, 1908, to fill 
vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 

Walter S. Anderson and 

Sam C. Loomis. 

-*aymasters George G. Seibels, Edmund W. Bonnaffon, Joseph 
Fyffe, and John H. Merriam, with the rank of lieutenant, 
paymasters in the Navy with the 1 
from the 15th day of May, 1908. 

Naval Constructors Stuart F. Smith and William G. Groesbeck, 


rank of lieutenant-commander 


with the rank of lieutenant, to be naval constructors in the | 


Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander from the 
of May, 1908. 

Gunner Oscar Borgeson to be a chief gunner in the N 
rank with but after ensign, from the 11th day of Mare h, 1908, 
in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1899, as amended by an act approved April 27, 
1904. 

Commander Frank F. 
from the 
promoted, 


15th day 


Fletcher to be a captain in the Navy 
15th day of May, 1908, vice Capt. Edward D. Taussig, 


POSTMASTERS, 
ARIZONA. 

Russell H. Chandler to be postmaster at Yuma, Yuma County, 
Ariz., in place of Russell H. Chandler. Incumbent’s commission 
expired March 21, 1906. 

Charles E, Dermont to be postmaster at Metcalf, G 
County, Ariz. Office became Presidential April 1, 1907. 

Ralph Sturges to be postmaster at Globe, Gila County, Ariz., 
in place of Gporge McC. Allison, removed. 

CALIFORNIA. 


raham 


Jud C. Coburn to be postmaster at Emeryville, Alameda 
County, Cal. Office became Presidential April 1, 1907. 

W. D. Pennycook to be postmaster at Vallejo, Solano County, 
Cal., in place of John J. Luchsinger. Incumbent’s commission 
expired March 19, 1907. 

ILLINOIS. 

John F. Mains to be postmaster at Stronghurst, Henderson 
County, Ill. in place of John F. Mains. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired April 21, 1908. 

INDIANA. 

George L. Watson to be postmaster at Cayuga, Vermilion 

County, Ind., in place of Daniel Conaway, removed. 
IOWA. 

Joseph C. Bergen to be postmaster at Livermore, Humboldt 
County, Iowa. “Office became Presidential January 1, 1908. 

Ezra Bradford to be postmaster at Wellman, Washington 
County, Iowa, in place of Ezra Bradford. Incumbeni’s com- 
mission expired April 27, 1908. 


at, 
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| mission expired April 


to rank as such from February 11, 1908, and to | 
April | 


16, 1908, in place of Second Lieutenant of Engineers John Booth | ,-. : 
, I : ; J ooth | Kinley County, 


: N. Y., in place of Rufus Daggett. 
Johnston to be a commander in | 


1907, vice Cormmander | 


| County, N. C., in place of Mary 


| 
to be 


‘avy, to | . 7 5 
| County, Wis., in place of Warner S. Carr, resigned. 





May 19, 


— 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Mark L. Haynie to be postmaster at Blue Mountain. 


; Tippah 
County, Miss. 


Office became Presidential January 1, 190s, 
NEW JERSEY. 

George W. Pollitt to be postmaster at Paterson, Pp 
County, N. J., in place of George W. Pollitt. 
27, 1908. 

NEW MEXICO. 

Frank A. Hill to be postmaster at Raton, Colfax County, y. 
Mex., in place of Frank A. Hill. Incumbent’s commission ex. 
pired April 27, 1908. 

Benjamin Alfred Wetherill to be postmaster at Gallup, Me. 
N. Mex., in place of Edward Quinn, removed, 

_ NEW YORK. 
Joseph E. Cole to be postmaster at Perry, Wyoming | 


‘ounty, 
N. Y., in place of Joseph E. Cole. Incumbent’s commission ex. 


Assaic 


Incumbent's cop. 


Samuel P. Milby to be postmaster at Albion, Orleans County, 


| N. Y., in place of Robert Titus Coan, removed. 


Harry W. Roberts to be postmaster at Utica, Oneida County, 
Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 19, 1908. 

William Watson to be postmaster at Warsaw, 
County, N. Y., in place of William Watson. 
mission expired April 27, 1908. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

George W. Robbins to be postmaster at Rocky Mount, 
combe County, N. C., in place of George W. Robbins. 
bent’s commission expired March 2, 1907. 

E. W. Timberlake to be postmaster at Wake Forest, 
A. Timberlake, resigned. 

OHIO. 

John S. Ellen to be postmaster at Willoughby, Lake 
Ohio, in place of John §S. Ellen. Incumbent’s 
expired April 9, 1908. 


Wyoming 


Incumbent’s con- 


Edge- 
Incum- 


Wake 


County, 
commission 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Charles H. Keeler to be postmaster of New Albany, 
County, Pa., in place of Elisha S. Keeler, deceased, 
TEXAS. 
. B. Carson to be postmaster at Pilot Point, Denton County, 
wes. in place of Henry M. Carson, resigned. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
George W. Smith to be postmaster at Elm Grove, Ohio 
County, W. Va. Office became Presidential October 1, 1807. 
WISCONSIN. 
F. Stone to be postmaster at Lake Nebagamon, 


Bradford 


Douglas 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations confirmed by the 


MARSHAL, 


Victor Loisel, of Louisiana, to be United States marsha 
the eastern district of Louisiana. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Robert S. Burlingame, of Rhode Island, to be collector ¢ 
customs for the district of Newport, in the State of [thode 
Island, 

Cornelius O’Keefe, of Arizona, to be collector of © 
the district of Arizona, in the Territory of Arizona. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Edward D. Taussig to be a rear-admiral in the 
from the 15th day of May, 1908. 7 

Ensign George ‘J. Meyers to be a lieutenant (junior ¢! rade yl 
the Navy from the 2d day of May, 1907, upon the completion ol 
three years’ service. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George J. Meyers to be a lic’ 
the Navy from the 2d day of May, 1907. 

Asst. Paymaster William L. F. Simonpietri to be eo" 
assistant paymaster in the Navy from the 1st day of Octoder, 
1907. an 

Paymaster Francis J. Painter, who was confirmed by the 5 “aa 
ate on the 2d day of March, 1907, for advancement yaaa a 
grade of passed assistant paymaster with the rank of 
ant to the grade of paymaster with the rank of lieute nant, 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress : appt 7 
June 29, 1906, to be a paymaster with the rank of lieute “rn 
commander on the retired list of the Navy from the date ‘ a 
advancement, in accordance with an opinion of the \ttorne) 
General dated January 13, 1908. 

Midshipman Hugh K. Aiken to be an ensign in the 
the 13th day of May, 1908. 


Senate, May 19, 1908. 


for 
a 
tor ol 


istonés for 


Navy 


tenant it 


] assed 


“oOveu 


Navy from 











( - Herbert A. Nevins to be a chief gunner in the Navy, to 
but after, ensign, from the 15th day of May, 1907, 
mpletion of six years’ service, in accordance with the 


of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, as 
y the act of April 27, 1904. 
n. George F. Elliott, United States Marine Corps, to 


General Commandant of the Marine Corps, from the 

f May, 1908. 
David D. Porter to be assistant adjutant and inspector 
ited States Marine Corps, with the rank of major, 

day of May, 1908. 

( rold C. Reisinger to be assistant paymaster in the 
tes Marine Corps, with the rank of captain, from the 

{ May, 1908. 

} Lieut. Davis B. Wills to be assistant paymaster in the 
United States Marine Corps, with the rank of captain, from the 
1 May, 1908. 

wing-named officers of the United States Marine 

Cor » be assistant quartermasters in the Marine Corps, with 

i] f captain, from the 14th day of May, 1908, to fill 
existing on that date: 

| t. Frank Halford, 

First Lieut. Walter E. Noa, 
eut. Seth Williams, 

it 


First Lieut. Edward W. Banker, and 
First Lieut. Charles R. Sanderson. 
I hief gunners in the Navy, to rank with, but after, | 
ensign, from the 11th day of March, 1908, upon the completion | 


f six years’ service in their present grade: 
{ rles F. 


Ulrich, 
David B. Vassie, and 
Wi n H. Walker. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
Maj. Asst. Q. M. Charles L. McCawley to be assistant quarter- 


master in the United States Marine Corps with the rank of 
it olonel from the 13th day of May, 1908. 
POSTMASTERS. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
v m F. Caswell to 
‘ounty, R. LL 


be postmaster at Jamestown, Newport 
VERMONT. 
Heman I, 


Rennineton 


Spafford to be postmaster at North Bennington, 
County, Vt. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Turspay, May 19, 1908. 
ition of the legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.] 
the recess having expired, at 11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. 
House was called to order by the Speaker. 
DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
(S. 6235) to amend an act entitled 


DAL ZELL. 


nsiler ond 


id pass the bill 


the Executive Departments,” approved February 16, 


act smentiiters thereof approved March 2, 1895, 
| to the Clerk’s desk. I will couple with that a 


289. and tha 


mn of the bill and then to pass it. 
ARK of Missouri. 
juests that come coupled with two things—unanimous 
‘or consideration and passage. I do not object to unani- 
‘consent if it is a fairly good bill, but that new formula is 
“H an astonishing one that I feel constrained to object to it. 
't. DALZELL. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
an ent. Of course if unanimous consent is given to con- 
ill, then we have a roll call. 
It is a bill the passage of which is desired by 
epartments—the Pension Bureau—which has about 
iseless paper that they want to destroy. 
RK of Missouri. If the gentleman will modify his 
will not object to it. 
a cr a Z IK of I do not want to have a roll call. 
I K of Missouri. I will not call the roll. 
Very well, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
dis hay irge the Committee on Rules from the further 
n of the bill, and that it be considered at this time. 
: RY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
_ +» 4 would like to have about twenty minutes of time in 
vch to make a few remarks. 
Oh, I can not consent to that. 
Objection is heard. 


Mr, CT 








r. CLA 


Mr. H 


DALZELL, 
SPI \KER. 





Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object | 


I would not press this | 





ithorize and provide for the disposition of useless | 


) discharge the Committee on Rules from the further | 


The SPEAKER. 


retary 
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MISCELLANEOUS INDIAN BILL, 


any 


and nays were ordered. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After countin 
Eighty-three Members are present, not a quorum. The Dx 
keeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms will not 
absentees, and the qnestion will be taken on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill as amended. The Clerk will call 
roll. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 216, nays 


answered ‘ 


Adair 
\ike ) 
Alexander, 
Alexander 
Allen 


Mo. 


Ames 


Anthony 
Ashbrook 
farchfeld 
jarclay 
Sarthe _ 
fart! , Nev. 
Sates 


-aie, Pa. 





y 
ihead 
trownlow 
surke 
surleigh 
surleson 
Burton, Del. 
burton, Ohio 
Calderhead 
( ampbell 
Candler 
c apron 
Carter 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cor kris in 
Cc 
€s 
Cc 
( 
Cc 
e 
e 
: 
( 


lo. 


s, * 


ok, Cc 
oope! 
—a Vv 
. Ind. 
r nig , 
ee 


avidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Diekema 
Douglas 








Davey, La. 
De Armond 
Denver 
Dixon 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Boutell 
Brundidge 

DD 
B 


utler 


Acheson 
Andrus 
Ansberry 


| Bannon 


Bartlett, Ga. 


| Bennett, Ky. 


Bingham 
Birdsall 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Byrd 
Calder 
Carlin 
Clark, Fla. 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Conner 


present ” 


4 


13, 


Draper 
Durey 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 

Ell is, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
I l 


Fassett 
Ferris 
Focht 
Foss 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 


French 
Fuller 
Fulton 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Gsardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
(Garner 
Gihams 
Gillespie 
Gillett 

Glass 

Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graham 
Greene 

Gregg 

Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 

Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, 
Hammond 
Hiaskins 











Haugen McKinney 
Hawley MeLain 
Hay McLaughlin, Mich. 
Hayes MeMillan 
Henry, Conn. MeMorran 
Henry, Tex Macon 
Hepburn Madden 
Higgins Madison 
Hinshaw Moore, Tex. 
Hitchcock Mors 
Holliday Mouser 
How rd Murdock 
Howell, N. J. Murphy 
How Utah Needham 
Howl sae Nicholls 
NAYS—-49. 
Favrot Kitchin, Claude 
Finley Leake 
Kl vd Lloyd 
Foster, Ill. Me Henry 
Garrett Maynard 
Granger Moon, Tenn. 
Harrison P adgett 
Hlelm Page 
Hill, Miss. Pu 
Hy ton Rainey 
Hy Tenn. Rauch 
J n, Ky. Rhinock 
Keliher Richardson 
ANSWERED “ PRESI ne" "—13. 
Cooper, Wis. Robe 
Fr toed S! \ 
Ha ~ nan 
Moon, Pa. Sin 
NOT VOTING—109. 
Cook, Pa. Fowler 
Cooper, Tex. Gaines, Tenn. 
Cousins Gardner, Mass. 
Cravens Gi 
Cr: rw ford Goebel 
Graff 
Driscoll Gronna 
Dunwell Hackett 
Edwards, Ga. Hamill 
Edwards, Ky. Hamlin 
Fairchild Harding 
Fitzgerald Hardwick 
Fordney Hardy 
lornes Heflin 
Foster, Ind. Hill, Conn 


not voting 109, 
YEAS 


Mich. 


735) 


existing or 


216. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, lowa 
Humphrey, 
James, 
James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, 8S. C. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 
Keifer 
Kennedy, 
Kimball! 
Kinkaid 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Lamb 
Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Law 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Legare 
Lever 
Lindbergh 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McGuire 
McKinley, 


lowa 


Ill. 








to author 
to issue patents in fee to puri 
law now 


Wash. 
Addison D. 






6535 ) 


-~hasers 
hereafter enact 
which question the 


as follows 


Norris 

Nye 

O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8S. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 

Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 

Porter 

Pray 

Prince 

tandell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 
Reynolds 


Rodenberg 
Rothermel 


Russell, Tex. 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Slemp 

Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mich. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Ste pine 


ns, Tex. 





Ohio 


Taylor, 
Tirrell 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 

\ re eland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
We 
Wheeler 
Wilson, 
Wilson, 
Wood 
Woodyard 





R n 

Ru , M 

hk 

Sa ’ 

a ‘ rd 

« _Mo 
Sparkman 

We 

W ms 

I ott 

Ee n 

Huff 

i VV Va 
HH I ys, Mi 
J va 

K < Ohio 
Kix 

Kitehin, Wm. W. 
La *, Fla. 
Lan *, Mo 
Lan¢ 

Lenahan 
Lewis 

Li lley 
Lindsay 


The question is pending on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill (H. R. 217 
of the Interior 
Indian lands under 
and for other purposes, as amended, on 


ize the Sec- 

of 
ed, 
yeas 


g.] 


Or 


ify 
the 


19, 
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Littlefield Mudd Smith, Tex. Washburn up the conferenc ort oO slatiy sropriati 
Livingston Nelson Snapp Watkins p the - e report on the legi Oo apy riation 


Pte Petternon Stafford Sp me The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

McCreary Peters Stanley Weems The Clerk read as follows: 

Mchachisn Gut ~~ pean Wiley” The bill (H. R. 16882) making appropriations for the leg 

Malby ; " Pratt. Tawney Willett executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fis: 

Mann Reid Taylor, Ala. Wolf ending June 30, 1909. 

a ae Thistioweed, Younes Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

Mondell Sheppard hesenn Ohio the statement be read instead of the report. 

Moore, Pa. Smith, lowa Wallace The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: report. Is there objection? 

Until further notice: Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. WASHEURN with Mr. SHERLEY. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Wo xr. The Clerk read the report as follows: 

Mr. Younc with Mr. WILLeTT. ‘ 

Mr. Weems with Mr. Wirry. The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
Mr. THomas of Ohio with Mr. WALLACE. two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (11. R. 
Mr. JACKSON with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. | 16882) “making appropriations for the legislative, executive. 
Mr. TAWNeEyY with Mr. WEISSE. and judicial expenses of the Government for the fisca! year 
Mr. Smita of Iowa with Mr. WATKINS. ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes,” having met, after 
Mr. Moorr of Pennsylvania with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. full and free conference have agreed to recommend and ( 

Mr. Mititer with Mr. Suzer. ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. STANLEY. That the Senate recede ove its amendments numbered 38, 
Mr. MALBy with Mr. Smiru of Texas. | 39, 41, 42, 46, 49, 60, 62, 65, 68, 71, 74, 75, 76, 79, SO, S85, 
Mr. McLACHLAN of California with Mr. Rucker. 88, 89, 93, 94, 97, 98, 99, 103. 102, 105, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 
Mr. McKIntay of California with Mr. Rem, 115, 125, 126, 127, 128, 130, 131, 182, 133, 134, 138, 139, 141, 148, 
Mr, Lowben with Mr. Pov. 151, 157, 158, 159, 167, 168, 169, 172, 1738, 176, 177, 196, 205, 206, 
Mr. Monpe_i with Mr. PATTERSON, 208, 210, 216, 224, 225, 226, 232, 233, 234, 237, 238, 246, 247, 260, 


+ aa, 
Mr. LITTLeFIeLp with Mr. Linpsay. | 261, 268, 275, 298, 299, 308, 314, 315, 316, 317, 322, 323, 325, 3 
Mr. LANpIs with Mr. LENAHAN, 327, 343, 344, 347, 349, 355, 356, 357, 361, and 362. 
Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. Jones of Virginia. That the House recede from its disagreement ow ihe 
Mr. Hueues of West Virginia with Mr. Hopson, ee of the Senate numbered 1, 3 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, , 10, 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. Harpy. , 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 2 27, 28, 29, 
Mr. Hirx of Connecticut with Mr. Harpwick. : " 39" : 33, 34, 35, 3 5, 37, 40, 43, 44, 45, 51, 52, 58, 54, 5 
Mr. Grarr with Mr. HAMMOND. 58. 59, 64, 67, 72, 77, 78, 81, 82, 87, 91, 92, 96, 106, 
Mr. Gorse. with Mr. Hamiy, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 129, 185, 136, 137, 140, 142, 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Hackett. 145, 147, 149, 150, 153, 154, 155, 156, 160, 161, 163, 164, 
Mr. ForpNry with Mr. Gri. 174, 175, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 1%: 
Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 207, 2] 
Mr. DriscoLt, with Mr. FrrzGeravp. 213, 214, 215, ‘217, 219, 220, 222, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 2 
Mr. Denby with Mr. Crawrorp. 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 249, 250, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257 
Mr. Darracnu with Mr. Cravens. 259, 262, 265, 266, 267, 269, 270, 271, O72, 274, 277, : 279, 280, 2 
Mr. CoNNeR with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 282, 283, 284, 285, 286, 287, O88. 290, 295, 300, 301, 302, 303, 3 
Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. CiarK of Florida. 305, 306, 307, 309, 311, 312, 313, 319, 320, 321, 324, 329, 3:30, 
Mr. Carper with Mr. Car in. 332, 333, 334, 335, 336, 337, 338, 339, 340, 841. : 345, 346, 350, 
Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. ANSBERRY. 852, 358, 359. 360, 363, 364, and 365; and agree to the same. 
Mr. Acireson with Mr, Her.in. Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede fro 
Mr. Anprus with Mr. Fornes, disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbe! 
Mr. FAarrRcHILp with Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippi. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Mr. Dt NWELL with Mr. LAMAR of Florida, of the sum proposed insert “ seventy-seven thousand eight hw 
Mr. Exxis of Missouri with Mr. Lewis, dred dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Mr. Bannon with Mr, Byrp. Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede fro 
Mr. Brrosaty with Mr. LaMar of Missouri. disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
Mr. McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
Mr. Roperts with Mr. BRovussArRD, the matter inserted by said amendment, and on page 62 
Mr. Harpine with Mr. Perens. bill, in lines 20 and 21, omit the words: “two telephon 
Mr. Brneuam with Mr. Livineston. tors at six hundred dollars each,” and insert in lieu 
Mr. Haccorr with Mr. Witt1am W. KitrcH in, the following: “one telephone switchboard operator ; 


Mr. Powers with Mr. Pratt. sistant telephone switchboard operator;” and the Se! 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Tarsort. to the same. 


Mr. Gronna with Mr. Krep, Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Srms. 


isavreeme > » » senate uml 
Mr. Pearre with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. eee ply bag re eS fo 
Mr. BrumM with Mr. HAMLIN, lieu of the sum proposed insert “seventy-six thous: 
Mr. “0 a ons nee Cain hundred and five dollars; ” and the Senate agree to tl 
Mr WW, a Me & none Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede 
Mr. Watson with Mr. SHEPPARD. disagreement to the amendment of the Senate number 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. Fioop. ‘ agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 
Mr. 31 rLER with Mr. Bartrietr of Georgia. the sum proposed insert “eighty-three thousand fiv: 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Rrogpan. and ten dollars; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede 
The doors were opened. disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nu! 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow: 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of | Of the sum proposed insert “ forty-six thousand nil 
the following titles: dollars; and the Senate agree to the same. 
S. 4186. An act amending the act of January 14, 1889, and Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede 
acts amendatory thereof, and for other purposes; and disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nu 
S.5617. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to | and agree to the same with an amendment as fo 
accept and care for the gifts presented to vessels of the Navy | the matter inserted by said amendment, and on pas 
of the United States. | bill, in line 25, strike out the word “ three; and ; 
of the bill, in lines 1 and 2, strike out the words 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, secretaries of the Treasury, at four thousand five 
Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report | lars each,” and insert in lieu thereof the follow!) 
on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. assistant secretaries of the Treasury, at five thous: 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts calls | each;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
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iment numbered 70: That the House recede from its dis- | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 152, 
+ to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
he same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the of the sum proposed insert “one hundred and forty-six thou- 
‘ esed insert “ fifty-five thousand nine hundred and | sand nine hundred and ten dollars;” and the Senate agree to 
« ollars:” and the Senate agree to the same. | the same. 
vent numbered 73: That the House recede from its dis- | Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 162, 
the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
‘sed insert “one hundred and ninety-five thousand | of the number proposed insert “ forty,” and on page 85 of the 
ired and ninety dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the bill, in line 13, after the word “each,” insert “ fourteen clerks, 
| at nine hundred dollars each;” and the Senate agree to the 
iment numbered 83: That the House recede from its dis- | Same. 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and | Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its 
the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, 
roposed insert “ twenty-three ; ” and the Senate agree | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
ne. of the sum proposed insert “two hundred and seventy-four 
ent numbered 84: That the House recede from its thousand three hundred and twenty dollars;” and the Senate 
ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and | #4sree to the same, 
the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of | Amendment numbered 171: That the House recede from its 
thy er proposed insert “ seventeen; ” and the Senate agree disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 171, 
, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


| 
ie. : : 
\ iment numbered 86: That the House recede from its of the sum proposed insert “ seventy-four thousand three hun- 
( ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and | dred and forty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
g the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of | _ Amendment numbered 178: That the House recede from ifs 


proposed insert “one hundred and forty-six thousand disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, 


thre udred and forty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
aame of the sum proposed insert “one hundred and sixty-six thou- 
\yendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its | 88nd one hundred and sixty-eight dollars; ” and the Senate 


agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 197: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and 
cree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


he s proposed insert “‘one hundred and seventy thousand disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 197, 
three hundred and eighty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
e | of the number proposed insert “ five;” and the Senate agree to 
\mendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its dis- | the same. 

greement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 95, and Amendment numbered 198: That the House recede from its 
sree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit the | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 198, 
tter inserted by said amendment, and on page 52 of the bill, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
e 14, strike out the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof | of the sum proposed insert ~ seventy-five thousand five hun- 

e word “twenty;” and the Senate agree to the same. dred dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
\mendment numbered 101: That the House recede from its Amendment numbered 209: That the House recede from its 


f 


ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 101, | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 209, 
ree to the same with an amendment as follows: In | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
he sum proposed insert “four hundred and fifty thou- of the sum proposed insert “ forty-three thousand two hundred 
| dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. and forty dollars;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


\mendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its| Amendment numbered 218: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 218, 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | 2nd agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 

number proposed insert “ twenty-seven; ” and the Senate of the sum proposed insert “ twenty-six thousand three hundred 
to the same. and eighty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

ndment numbered 104: That the House recede from its | Amendment numbered 221: That the House recede from its 

reement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 221, 

» to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 

n proposed insert “thirty-three thousand eight hun- of the number proposed insert “seven;” and the Senate agree 


d forty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. to the same. 
’ dment numbered 107: That the House recede from its Amendment numbered 223: That the House recede from its 
Sacre nt to the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 225, 


ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


sum proposed insert “twenty-eight thousand nine hun- | of the sum proposed insert “one hundred thousand eight hun- 
ired and twenty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. | dred and twenty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
\ ent numbered 114: That the House recede from its| Amendment numbered 235: That the House recede from its 


ecment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 255 


mere, 
; 
( 


gree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | 2nd agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 

t 1 proposed insert “three hundred and twenty-eight | of the sum proposed insert “two hundred and eighty-six thou- 
two hundred and ten dollars; ” and the Senate agree | sand five hundred and forty dollars;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 


it numbered 117: That the House recede from its | Amendment numbered 241: That the House recede from its 
nt to the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 241, 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
ter inserted by said amendment insert the following: | 1 of said amendment, after the word “division,” insert the 
at nine hundred dollars each;” and the Senate | words “of surveys;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
same, Amendment numbered 245: That the House recede from its 
ent numbered 118: That the House recede from its | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 245, 


nT 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
) the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
proposed insert “forty-eight thousand dollars; " | “For continuing the work authorized by the act approved 
; » agree to the same. March third, eighteen hundred and ninety-one, and for the pro- 
\ ent numbered 146: That the House recede from its | tection of the lives of miners in the Territories and in the dis- 

ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, | trict of Alaska, and for conducting investigations as to the 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit | causes of mine explosions with a view to increasing safety in 
v ter inserted by said amendment and on page 82 of the | mining, to be immediately available, one hundred and fifty 
es 4 and 5, strike out the words “chief clerk, three | thousand dollars, of which sum not more than twenty-five thou- 
- « dollars,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ assist- 


per sand dollars may be used for salaries.” 
ef clerk, four thousand dollars;” and the Senate And the Senate agree to the same. 
© same, 


Amend Amendment numbered 251: That the House recede from its 
ent numbered 152: That the House recede from its | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 201 
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agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
» natier inserted by said amendment and on page 119 of the 
in line 7, strike out the words “chief clerk, two thousand 
bundred dollars,’ and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘Chief clerk, who shall be qualified to act as a principal exam- 
iner, three thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 
disagreement to 
and agree 
of the 


263: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 263, 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
number proposed insert “ eighty-five;” and the Senate 
gree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 264: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 

and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
of the sum proposed insert “one million one hundred 

eighty-five thousand six hundred and ten dollars;” and 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2738, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For rent of rooms in the Union Building for Patent Office 


its 
264, 
lieu 
and 
the 


O72. 


aid: its 


model exhibit during so much of the fiscal year nineteen hundred | 


and nine as may be necessary, and for necessary expenses of re- 
moval and storage of said exhibit, nineteen thousand five hun- 
dred dollars: Provided, That a commission, which is hereby 


created, to consist of the Secretary of the Interior, the Commis- 


sioner of Patents, and the Secretary of the Smithsonian Insti- | 


tution, shall determine which of the models of the 
may 


-atent Office 


Museum building; the remainder of said models shall, before 
January first, nineteen hundred and nine, be disposed of by 
sale, gift, or otherwise, as the Commissioner of Patents, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, shall determine.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 276: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 276, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | 
of the sum proposed insert “two thousand five hundred dol- | 


lars:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 278: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 278, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as fellows: In 


lars: ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 289, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 291: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 291, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ seven thousand nine hunderd dol- 
lars: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 292: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 292, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 298: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
f{ the sum praposed insert “ten thousand five 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 294: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 294, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “thirteen thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 296: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 296, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “eight thousand dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 297: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 297, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “eleven thousand dollars;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 310: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 310, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “one hundred and seventy-one thousand 


its 


902 
93, 


lieu 
hundred dol- 


its 


Omit | 


lieu | 
of the sum proposed insert “ten thousand five hundred dol- | 


numbered 289: That the House recede from its | 


seven hundred and ninety dollars; ” 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 318: That the House recede fr: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
of the sum proposed insert “two hundred and twenty-six 
sand four hundred and ninety dollars; ” and the Senate ag: 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 328: That the House recede fro 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 
of the sum proposed insert “forty-seven thousand eight 
dred and forty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the s 

Amendment numbered 342: That the House recede fr 
disagreement to the amemiment of the Senate numbere: 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
of the sum proposed insert “forty thousand dollars;” a 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 348: That the House recede fr 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbere | 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 
of the sum proposed insert “ thirty-two thousand eight hi 
dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 353: That the House recede fro 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: I) 
of the number proposed insert “three hundred and forty:” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 354: That the House recede fro: 


and the Senate ager 


to 


é | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered '54, 
be of possible benefit to patentees or of historical value, | 


such models thus selected to be cared for in the new National | 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the number proposed insert “one hundred and forty-tw 
and on page 152 of the bill, in line 8, strike out the word “ six” 


| and insert in lieu thereof the word “four;” and the 
agree to the same. 


F. H. Girett, 

J. A. TAWNEY, 

A. S. BURLESON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


S. M. CuLtom, 

F. BE. WARREN, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the pert of the Scnat 


The statement is as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the confere 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendn 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16882) making appropriati 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the ( 
ment for the fiscal year 1909, submit the following written 
ment in explanation of the effect of the action agree 
and recommended in the accompanying report on each « 
amendments, namely : 

On amendments Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 1, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31 
32, 33, 34, 35, 36, and 37, all of which relate to the Senat« 
vides for employees in number and at the rates of com) 
proposed in said amendments, and also for the amount « 
tingent expenses of the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 48, and 44, 
lating to the House of Representatives: Provides f 
tendants at $1,500 each and a watchman at $900, for sei 
the old Library portion of the Capitol under the Doork« 
proposed by the House, instead of under the Superini« 
the Capitol, as proposed by the Senate, provides f 
tendant at $1,500 for the Senate under the Superint: 
the Capitol, and makes certain verbal corrections in the 
the bill. 

On amendments 45, 46, and 47: Provides for an assis! 
ister of copyrights at $2,500, as proposed by the Se! 
omits the additional clerk at $1,600, proposed by the 5 
the copyright office. 

On amendments Nos. 48, 49, and 50: Provides for 
phone switchboard operator, at $720, and an assistant t 
switchboard operator, at $600, instead of two telep! 
ators, at $720 each, as proposed by the Senate, 10! 
brary of Congress building, and omits the five additi: 
women, proposed by the Senate, for that building. 

On amendments Nos. 51, 52, 53, and 54: Increases 
of the five doorkeepers from $1,200 to $1,400 each, 2 
fireman from $720 to $900, in the office of the President. 

On amendments Nés. 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, GO, 61, 62, and | 
lating to the Civil Service Commission: Increases U 
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Commissioner, acting as president, from $4,000 to $4,500: 
s for one additional clerk, at $1,800; three additional 
t $1,600; and one additional clerk, at $1,000, all as pro- 
y the Senate; omits one messenger boy, at $480, proposed 
Senate, and provides for an assistant messenger, as pro- 
the House, instead of a messenger, as proposed by the 
‘for the rural carriers’ examining board. 
endments Nos. 64, 65, 66, and 67, relating to the De- 
of State: Increases the salary of the Assistant Sec- 
s propesed by the Senate, from $4,500 to $5,000; omits 


¢] ad litional clerk, at $1,800, proposed by the Senate, and | 


tes $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, additional for 
expenses. 
( inendments Nos. 68, 69, and 70: Increases the salaries 
( Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury from $4,500 
$5,000, instead of one Assistant Secretary of the Treas- 
in $4,500 to $5,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

endments Nos. 71, 72, and 73: Omits the provision 
sed by the Senate for an engineer in chief, at $3,000, and 
sistant engineer in chief of all public buildings, at $2,750, 
rreasury Department, and provides for two additional 

n, at $240 each, for the Winder Building. 
endments Nos. 74, and 76: Omits the 


proposed 
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of $500 in the salary of assistant chief of division and | 


lditional clerk, at $1,400, proposed by the Senate, for 
( ion of customs, Treasury Department. 
amendments Nos. 77 and 78: Provides for an additional 
at $660, in the division of printing and stationery of 
the Treasury, as proposed by the Senate. 
On amendments Nos. 79 and 80: Omits the additional clerk, 
{ $1,600, proposed by the Senate, for the division of mails and 


On amendments Nos. 81 and S82: Increases the salary 
pervising Architect of the Treasury from $4,500 to $5,000, 
sed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 83, 84, 85, and 86: Provides’ for one 
cl at $1,200, instead of one, at $1,000, in the office of the 
Auditor for the Navy Department. 
amendments Nos. 87, 88, 89, and 90: Provides for one 
additional clerk 


Interior Department and omits the provision proposed by the 
S for one messenger instead of one assistant messenger. 

On amendments Nos. 91 and 92: Increases the salary of 
th clerk in the office of the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department from $2,000 to $2,500, as proposed by the Senate. 


1 amendments Nos. 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, and 101, 


relating 


ditional 


of | 


t $1,800 in the office of the Auditor for the | 


to the office of the Treasurer: Provides for ten ad- | 


onal counters at $900 each, and six additional counters at | 


©00 each, and omits the provision proposed by the Senate in- | 
creasing the salary of the clerk to the Treasurer from $1,800 to 
»-,000, together with the provisions for an assistant clerk for | 


the Treasurer at $1,600, ten expert counters at $1,000 each, one 
additional mail messenger at $840, and for five messengers in- 
stead of six assistant Inessengers. 


| gent expenses of the office of governor 


the salary of the chief clerk and cashier from 


edo) 





newspapers for the Treasury Department, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 130 and 131: Omits the provision for 
one additional messenger at $840 in the office of the assistant 
treasurer at Baltimore. 

On amendment Nos. 133, and 134: Omits 
proposed by the Senate for the office of the 
at Boston. 

On the amendments Nos. 135, 136. and 137: 
clerk at $1,750 instead of $1, 
treasurer at Chicago. 

On amendments Nos. 


2° 


va, 


the changes 
assistant treasurer 


Provides for a 
500 in the office of the assistant 
1388 and 139: Omits the increase in 
$2,250 to $2.500 
in the office of the assistant treasurer at New Orleans, pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 140: Increases the 
checks and drafts. from $12,000 to $13 
Senate. 

On amendment No. 141: Omits the increase proposed by the 
Senate from $500 to $2,500 for specimen coins for the mint at 
Philadelphia. 


On amendments Nos. 142 and 148: Increases 
of wages for workmen in the Assay Office 
$30,020 to $32,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 144: Makes the ap] 


amount for paper for 
,»UUV, aS proposed by the 


the amount 
at Seattle from 


ropriation for contin- 
of Alaska for 1908 ayail- 
able for furniture for the governor's office and for repairs of the 
buildings, 

On amendments Nos. 145, 146, 147. 148, 149, 150, 
152, relating to the office of the Secretary of War: Provides 
for an assistant and chief clerk, War Department, at $4,000, 
instead of a chief clerk, at $3,000, as proposed by the House: 
increases the salary of the clerk to the Secretary of War from 
$2,000 to $2,250, as proposed by the Senate: strikes out the pro- 
posed increase of $150 for the Salary of the clerk to the Assist- 
ant Secretary of War; provides for one additional clerk, at 
$1,400, and one additional clerk. at $1,200, in the office of the See- 
retary of War, and for an assistant telephone switchboard op- 
erator, at $600, instead of an operator, at $720, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 1 154, 155, and 156: 
additional clerk, at $1,400, and an 
instead of two clerks, at $1,000, 


151, and 


53, Provides for an 
additional clerk, at $1,200, 


and one copyist, at $900, in the 


| Office of the Judge-Advocate-General, War Department. 


On amendments Nos. 157 and 158: Provides for one additional 
clerk, at $1,600, in the Signal Office of the War Department. 

On amendments Nos, 159, 160, 161, 162. 165, 164, and 165, 
relating to the office of the Quartermaster-General: Strikes out 
the proposed increase of $250 for the chief clerk; provides for 
two chiefs of division, at $2,000, instead of two clerks, at $1,800 


| each; provides for forty clerks, at $1,000 each, and fourteen 


clerks, at $900 each, instead of fifty-four clerks, at $1,000 


| each, as proposed by the Senate, and increases the salary of the 


Un amendments Nos, 102, 103, and 104: Provides for six | 
ustead of three expert counters at 


$900 each in the force 
redeeming national currency in the office of the 
and omits the three additional expert counters at 
proposed by the Senate. 

amendment Nos. 105, 106, and 107: 
increase of $500 ‘in the salary of the 


employed in 
i irer, 
31.000 each, 


PAS 


On 


Comptroller of the Cur- 


Omits the proposed | 


| rian from $2,0SS to $2,250: strikes out the 


reucy, proposed by the Senate, and provides for a deputy 
_Jmptroller of the Currency at $3,000, as propesed by the | 
senate, 

“vn amendments Nos. 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, and 114, | 
reiting to the office of the 


. Commissioner of Internal Revenue: 
Provides for an additional head of division at $2,250 and omits 


oe ee 
other changes proposed in the office by the Senate. 
Un amendments Nos. 
fice of the Life-Saving Service: 
Cierk at 51,000 


rom 


Provides for one additional 
> ind one additional clerk at $900, and omits the 
“ed Increase of one clerk at $1,800 and one messenger at 


S40, 
On amendments 


Nos. 119, 120, 121, 122, 
£ to the } 


sureau of Engraving and Printing: 
i¢ Director from $4,500 to $5,000, 
from $3,000 to $3,500, 

in additional clerk 

five lab 


“"n 


123, 


we tog and of the Assistant 
~ a ectol respectively, and provides for 
at $1,600, one additional helper at $900, and 
rers at $540 each, all as proposed by the Senate. 
nendments Nos, 125, 126, 127, and 128: Omits the 
‘oposed by the Senate for Salaries in the office of the 


General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 








115, 116, 117, and 118, relating to the | 


and 124, relat- | 
Increases the sal- | 


amendment No. 129: Provides for the purchase of | 


electrical engineer from $1,800 to $2.000. 

On amendments Nos. 166, 167, 168, 169. 170, and 171, relating 
to the office of the Commissary-General: Provides for one addi- 
tional clerk, at $1,800, instead of one clerk. at $900. 

On amendments Nos. 172, 173, 174, 175, 176. 177, and 178, 
relating to the oflice of the Surgeon-General of the War De- 
partment: Strikes out the provision for one messenger instead 
of one assistant messenger: provides for 


an assistant chemist, 
at $1,500; 


increases the salary of the principal assistant libra- 
proposed increase 
of salary of the pathologist and of the microscopist from $1,800 
to $2,000 each. 

On amendments 
Bureau of Insular Affairs, War Department: Provides for two 
additional clerks, at $1,400 each, four additional clerks, at 
$1,200 each, and five additional clerks, at $1,000 each, instead of 
fourteen clerks, at $600 each. 

On amendments 183 and 184: Provides for a second sergeant 
of park watchmen, at $900, for the parks in Washington and 
makes verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

On amendments Nos. 185, 186, 187, 190, 191, 192. 
193, and 194: Increases the salary of the Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy from $4,500 to $5,000: provides for a clerk to the 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy, at $2,000; increases the 


Nos. 179, 180, 181, and 182, 


relating to the 


188, 189, 


pay 
of one clerk from $1,400 to $1,600 in the office of the Nayal 
Records of the Rebellion, and provides specifically for the 


office of the Solicitor of the Navy Department 
of the office of the Judge-Advocate-General, all 
the Senate. 

On amendments Nos, 195, 196, 


independently 
as proposed by 
197, 


and 198: Provides for 




















































































































































f rk at $2,000, and omits one clerk at $1,600 in 
1 i igatl y Department. 
is Nos. 199 and 200: Provides for a bookkeepe 
t $1,800, in the Bureau of Equipment, Navy 
Li I , a8 pro | by the Senate 

On e amendme s. 201, 2 and 203: Increases the 
pay « 1e ¢ aver f 1 $1,000 to $1,200 in the Hydrographic 
O! N 73 f roposed by the Senate. 

( amen Mia : Appropriates $2,000, as proposed by 
u pilot chart of the North Pacific 
( 

! v( 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, and 

he pay of three assistants in the Naval Observa- 

200 to $1,600 and of two assistants from $1,200 to 

| by the Senate, and omits other proposed in- 

ere y of per employed in the Naval Observatory, 

by t mate omits increase in appropriations for 

ni is ¢ ) from $5,000 to $6,500, proposed by 

the § te; increases from $2,500 to $3,000 the amount for re 

pairs to build and m $7,500 to $8,000 the amount for fuel 
and o r expenses of the Naval Observatory. 

On iments Ne 218, 214, and 215: Increases the salary 
of on s int in the Nautical Almanac Office, as proposed by 
t] rom $1,600 to $1,800, 

endments Nos. 216, 217, and 218: Provides for two 

| clerks at $1,200 each, as proposed by the Senate, and 
Ol one additional clerk at $1,600, proposed by the Senate, for 
the Bureau of Steam Engineering, Navy Department. 

On amendments Nos. 219 and 220: Provides for one addi- 
tional clerk at $1,600 for the Bureau of Ordnance, Navy De- 
] rtiment,. 

On amendments Nos. 221, 222, and 223: Provides for one 
clerk at $1,600 instead of one clerk at $1,400 in the Bureau of 
Supplies and Accounts, Navy Department. 

On amendments Nos. 224 and 225: Omits the increase of 
$250 for the salary of chief clerk of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, Navy Department, proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 226: Omits the provision for purchase 
of the Revised Statutes by the Navy Department. 





amendments Nos. 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 
and 286, relating to the office of the Secretary of the In 
r: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, for an increase 
le Salary of the First Assistant Secretary from $4,500 to 
0; i an assistant to the Secretary, at $2,750; one as- 
istant attorney, $2,750; one assistant attorney, $2,500, and 
four assistant attorneys, at $2,250 each; for a clerk in charge 
of publications, at $2,250, and for two additional clerks, at 
$1,600 each; omits provision for a chief messenger, at $1,000, 
instead of a messenger, at $840; strikes out the proposed in- 
crease in the salary of the captain of the watch from $1,200 to 
$1,400, and inserts a provision authorizing the transfer of mem- 


bers of the Board of Pension Appeals to places in the classified 
service, 

amendments Nos. and Omits increase in sal- 
ary of engineer and electrician in the old Post-Office Depart- 
ment building from $1,600 to $1,800, proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 239 and 240: Appropriates $4,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $16,000, as proposed by the 
House, for per diem expenses of special inspectors of the Inte- 
rior Department. 

On amendments Nos, 241, 242, and 248: Provides for a chief 
of Division of Surveys at $2,750, instead of a chief of division, 
at $2,400, in the General Land Office. 

On No. 244: Appropriates $2,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $1,250, as proposed by the House, for 
State and Territorial maps. 

On amendment No. 245: In lieu of the appropriation of 
$195,000, proposed by the Senate, relating to the protection of 
the lives of miners, the following is agreed upon to be inserted: 

“For continuing the work authorized by the act approved 
March 38, 1891, and for the protection of the lives of miners in 
the ‘Territories and in the district of Alaska, and for conducting 
investigations as to the causes of mine explosions with a view 
to increasing safety in mining, to be immediately available, 
$150,000, of which sum not more than $25,000 may be used for 
salaries.” 

On amendments Nos. 246 and 247: Omits increase in salary 
of the principal bookkeeper in the Indian Office from $1,800 to 
$2,000, proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments 248 and 249: Provides for 40 additional 
clerks, at $1,200 each, proposed by the Senate, for the Pension 
Office. 


On 23 


~ 
ai 


238 : 


amendment 


On amendments Nos, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, | 
258, 259, 260, 261, 262, 263, and 264, relating to the Patent 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 19. 





ant Commissioner from $3,000 to $3,500; of chief clerk, who ; 


required shall be qualified to act as principal examiner. 
law examiners from $2,500 to $2,750 « 
trade-marks 


> a ROK 
exam 


desig 


from $2,500 to $2,700; 


to S2 


meh - 
Cue; 


fi 
the 


addit 


D 
i 


BD eC 
Hous 
On 


) to $3,000; 2 


- 


iner of 
from 


ns 


400: 


roposed 


ional cle 


interferences 
$2.500 


and 
to $2,700 « 
58 first 


examiner 
ach 
assistant examiners from &: 
68 second assistant examiners from $1,800 to $9 
78 third assistant examiners from $1,600 to $1,800 

rth assistant examiners from $1,400 to $1,500 each: 
increase of 10 additional clerks at $1.200 ; 
rks at $1,000 each; 


of 


; 42 principal exa: 


provides for 90 « 
$900 each instead of 106 as proposed by the House, 


ypyists at $720 each instead o 
e. 
amendments Nos. 265 and 26 


f 100 as 


*. 
ds 


proposed 


Increases the ¢a] 


the Commissioner of Education from $3,500 to $4,500 ; 
posed by the Senate. 


On amendment No. 267: 


House instead of $250 as proposed by the Senate for bo: 
the library of the Bureau of Education. 
On amendment No. 268: Appropriates $4,000 as pro 


the 


House 


_ 
ur 


of 


instead of $8,000 as proposed by the &S¢ 
collecting statistics for the library of the B 


eau of Ed 
I nere 


+ 


On amendments Nos. 269, 270, 271, and 272: 
pay of one draftsman from $1,000 to $1,200; 
from $1,400 to $1,600 in the office of the Superintende 
Capitol, and of the person in charge of the heating of t 


preme Court and central portion of the Capitol from §s 


$1,000, 


On 
the 


amendment No. 
building 


for 


storage 


9° 


~ 


rem. 
io 


Office 


model 


such portion of the fiscal year 1909 as may be nec 


value 


same 


Janu 


to 


ary 1, 1909. 


in the New 


Museum Building, 
mainder to be disposed of by sale, gift, or otherwise, 


On amendment No. 274: Appropriates $3,000, as pro] 


the 
Geok 


On amendments Nos. 276, 
284, 285, 286, 287, 288, 289, 
, 298, 299, 300 


O07 


Senate, 
gical Survey. 


, 


for rent of 


9 
vw 


01, 302, 3 


additional 
277, 278, 279, 
290, 291, 292, 


accommodations 


exhi 


t 


¢ 


to the offices of the surveyors-general: Fixes the salari 


Ssurve 


‘yors-general 


of 
$2,500 each instead of 


Arizona, 
$3 


pu, 


Nevada, 
000, as proposed by the Se: 


and 


New 


the salaries of the surtveyors-general of California, 
Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyo! 
53,000 each, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates f 


tl 
ul 


in 


Oregon, $5,000 instead of $ 


Post-Office Department from $ 


one 


1a 


} 


surveyor-general’s offices as follows: Arizona, 


id of $7,000; Montana, $13,000 instead of $11,000; > 
$5,400 instead of $5,000; New Mexico, $10,500 instead of 
Washington, $10,000 
of $7,800, and Wyoming, $11,700 instead of $10,500. 

On amendments Nos. 308, 309, and 310: Omits the 
proposed by the Senate for salary of disbursing cler 


additional 


Postmaster-General. 


On amendments Nos. 311, 31 


7° 


7,250; 


9 2 


“a 


©) or 


50 to $2,400 and provid 
stenographer, at $1,600, in 


13, 314, 315, 316 


t 


he offi 


" 


> 
, ov 


relating to the office of the Second Assistant Postma 
Increases, as proposed by the Senate, the salar) 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General from $4,500 to 50 
of the superintendent of railway adjustments from 
$3,000; provides for two additional clerks, at $1,800 « 
omits the other increases proposed by the Senate in th: 
and other forces of the office. 
On amendments Nos. 319, 320, and 821: Increases t! 


eral: 


of 


the 


Third 


Assistant Postmaster-General 


from 


S4 


oo 


$5,000, and provides for two additional special agents, a! 
each, in his office, as proposed by the Senate. 


On amendments Nos, 322 and 


2” 


”). 


Dat? « 


Omits the provision ! 


additional clerk, at $1,800, proposed by the Senate, in 
sion of money orders. 


On the amendments Nos. 324 
the salary of the Fourth Assistant 


$4,500 to $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, and omits tic 


‘ 
, O25, ¢ 


© 


326, 327, and 328: I t 


Postmaster-Gener 


proposed changes in the clerical force in this office. 
On amendments Nos. 329 and 330: Increases the 


the superintendent of dead letters from 


proposed by the Senate. A 
On amendment No. 331: Increases from 1,500 to 
proposed by the Senate, the number of copies of the 


nt 


pa,v 


00 to 
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Office: Increases salaries, as proposed by the Senate, of Assist- | Postal Guide to be procured for the Executive Departint 


\ if Xt 
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Appropriates $500 as proposed | 


Appropriates $19,500 for ri 
of Patent 


for the expense of removal and storage of said exhibit 
creates a commission to determine which of said models : 
to .patentees and those that are of historic val 
be cared for 


280, 281, 282 
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( mendments Nos, 332, 333, 334, 335, and 336, relating 
' fice of the Attorney-General: Increases, as proposed by the 


salaries of the 
Department from $4,500 to $5,000; 
assistant to the Attorney-General 

law clerk from $1,800 to $2,000. 


70- 
oot 


~ tue 
iffice 
ry and 

oO, and of one 
endments Nos. 

t Senate, the 
to $5,000, 






ot R 

On amendment No, 539: Appropriates $450, as proposed by the | 
S e, instead of $300, as proposed by the House, for law | 
I in the office of the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

On amendments Nos. 340 and 341: Increases the salary of the 
Sy tor of the Department of Commerce and Labor from $4,500 
to $5,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

( amendment No. 342: Appropriates $40,000 instead of 
g25,000, as proposed by the House, and $50,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for special agents to investigate trade conditions 

I 

On amendments Nos. 343 and 344: Omits the proposed in- 
of $250 in the salary of the chief clerk of the Bureau 
of ( pora tions. 

On amendments Nos. 345, 346, 347, and 348, relating to | 
the Bureau of Manufactures: Increases the salary of the ste- 


nographer from $1,400 to $1,600, 
clerk, at $1,600, as proposed by the Senate, 


Assistant Attorney-General for 
of the private | 
from $2,500 


and 338: Increases, as proposed by 
salary of the Solicitor of the Treasury 
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to 





the | 


from 


providing for an additional | 
and omits the provi- 


sion, proposed by the Senate, for one additional clerk, at $1,000. 


On amendment No. 349: 
instead of $7,500, as 
lating the taviffs of foreign countries. 


e House, 


Appropriates $5,500, as proposed by 
proposed by the Senate, for col- 


On amendments Nos. 350, 851, and 352: Provides for an 
additional clerk, at $1,800, and omits one clerk, at $1,400, in 


the Light-House Board, proposed by the Senate. 
On amendments Nos. 353 and 354: 
tional clerks, at $1,200 each, 


each, in the Census Office. 


and omits fifty clerks, at 


Provides for forty addi- | 
$1,000 


On amendments Nos. 355, 356, 357, and 358: Omits the in- 
crease in clerical force, proposed by the Senate, for the Bureau 
of Statistics, and appropriates $4,000, as proposed by the Sen- 


ate, for the service of experts in that Bureau. 


On amendments Nos. 359 and 360: Provides for 


an 


addi- 


Omits the pro- 


tional messenger, at $720, for the court of appeals of the 
District of Columbia. 

On amendments Nos. 361, 362, 363, and 364 
vision for a marshal, at $2,000, proposed by 


instead of a bailiff. at $1.500, for the Court of Claims: 


the Senate, 
increases 


the amount for a stenographer for the chief justice of the 
court from $1,200 to $1,600, and makes a verbal correction in 
the text. 

On amendment No. 365: Inserts section 3 of the bill, relat- 
ing to persons incapacitated for performing service, proposed 


by the Senate, instead of the legislation ey by the House. 


. H. Grexetr, 
A. TAWNEY, 
A. S. BURLESON, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman from 
Mussac] usetts make? 

Mr. GILLETT. I move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 


The SPEAKER. 
Second. 
from 
tleman from Alabama to twenty minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT. 
of the 
port read 


The gentleman from 
Under the rule a second is ordered. 


Alabama demands a 
The gentleman 
Massachusetts is entitled to twenty minutes and the gen- 


Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as under the demand 
leader of the minority the House has heard the full re- 
and consequently is supposed to be informed as to 


the facts, I shall not think it nec essary to make any further 
Statement unless questions are asked. I reserve the balance 
of my 

Mr. | NDE RWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to 


the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 


d Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. 


Speaker, I desire to address the 
ouse for a few moments on the question of an anti-injunction 


measure at the present session of Congress, and I send the fol- 
IOW ine ' : . r : ’ so 
; Wing clipping, taken from the Washington Post, to the Clerk’s 
Gesk and ask that it be read in my time, 
he Clerk read as follows: 
= JUNCTION BILL—SEVERAL HOUSE REPUBLICANS THREATEN TO 
BL A REVOLT—DECLARE THEY WILL JOIN WITH DEMOCRATS TO 
a \DJOURNMENT IF ACTION IS DENTED. 
av nagers of the House of Representatives have another revolt 
Tow) nds. Yesterday a delegation composed of Representatives 


D of Michigan, 





Hayes of California, MADISON of Kansas, and 


| marks 
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POLLARD of Nebraska waited on Speaker Cannon and, it is reported, 
told him that if an anti-injunction bill was not reported from the Com 


| mittee on the Judiciary and an opportunity given to vote upon it, they 
and others would join the Democrats to prevent an adjournment 
The delegation was backed up by a petition signed by forty Repu! 
lican Members pledging themselves to take this action It developed 
yesterday that the revolt among Republicans against the determination 
of the leaders to adjourn Congress without passing a bill to regulate 


the issuance of injunctions has been growing for several day 
insurgents have held numerous conferences, and it was agreed Satur 
night to hand around the petition and test the temper of the 
lieans. The result was beyond their most sanguine expectations 
Whether this revolt will disappear under the application of the party 
whip remains to be seen. The leaders have been faced with it so \ 
expectedly that plans for its suppression have not been arranged 
There are, perhaps, not more than a dozen Republicans who favor 
Pearre injunction bill, which is the one indorsed by organized labor, 
but there are quite a number who believe there should be a mea 
of some sort enacted before adjournment. On the other hand, there 
is a tremendous sentiment among business men bitterly hostile - 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
this is not relevant to the subject under discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman 
will not make that point. I desire to make a few pacific re 








Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi 
has just exhausted twenty minutes in having read the report 
which was known on that side was utterly Nobody; 
gave any attention to it, and consequently, having exhausted that 
time, I make the point of order that the discussion must be 
relevant to the subject. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the 
gentleman that if you are willing to pass an anti-injunction bill, 
we are ready this morning or at any other time. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman from Texas is out of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman 
from Texas may be allowed to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER, Of course, the gentleman from 
proceed in order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will be very 
and state that I do not desire to discuss the bill, 


useless. 


Texas will 


eandid, 
but do desire 


to speak in favor of an anti-injunctien bill, and believe that 
it ought to be passed at once. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the gen- 


tleman from Texas to the rule. If the point is made, 
tleman must discuss the subject under consideration. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will ask unanimous consent 
the rule be suspended, inasmuch as all rules seem to be 
pended, and that I be allowed to address the House for 
minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield back my time to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yesterday 


the gen- 


that 


sus- 


ten 


morning the Chair 


| ruled that a motion to suspend the rules suspended all rules. 


If that is true, the gentleman is within his rights. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] to the fact that each 
must be consistent. To say that all rules of the House touch- 
ing the preservation of order, touching debate, are ded 
would be an illogical and, it see ms to the Chair, a silly ruling 
and would throw the House into ¢ 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. On the of order before 
the House, it seems to me that when the gentleman to 
suspend the rules and pass this bill it would also suspend rules 
authorizing him to make a point of order against my address- 
ing the House on this or any other matter. 

The SPEAKER. If that principle was good, it would 
pend all rules for the preservation of order and even suspend 
the twenty-minute rule for debate. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the ten 
minutes, or as much as I have left, to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNprerwoop]. I suppose that all of the ten min- 
utes would be left, inasmuch as I have not been allowed to ad- 
dress the House. 


the gen- 
ruling 


suspel 
haos. 


proposition 


moves 


Sus 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much time have I left? 
The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts [Mr. Giuttett] desire to consume any of his time? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not at present. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HAcKNeyr]. 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, amendment numbered 245 is 
one that has been discussed a great deal by individual Members, 
and espectally those Members representing miiing ituen 
cies, There has been some question raised as to the sufliciency 
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of the language of that amendment to cover what is practically 
the unanimous desire of the Members of this House. 

Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. HACKNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GILLETT. I wish to state that, in the Recorp, which 
the gentleman may have read, where it is said that $25,000 was 
appropriated to salaries, it is wrong. It should be $50,000. 

Mr. HACKNEY. My attention has been called to that. Un- 
fortunately, I see the same mistake has been made both in the 
Senate and in the House, 

Mr. BURLESON. ‘The correction has been made. 

Mr. HACKNEY. 


When the sundry civil bill was submitted to the House under 
the five-minute rule in the Committee of the Whole, I made a 
point of order against an appropriation of $50,000 for the in- 
vestigation of these mine explosions, for the reason that I 
deemed that amount to be wholly inadequate to the importance 
of the work and insufficient to carry on the work properly. 

As I 
away, because it could not be hoped that this important prob- 


lem, so vital to the mining industries throughout the land, so | 


vital to the preservation of life and property, should be deter- 
mined with that meager appropriation. That amendment was 
stricken out of the sundry civil bill on a point of order, and 
this amendment, originally $195,000 in the Senate, is reduced to 
$150,000 by the conferees. In my judgment the amount of 
$150,000 is sufficient to carry on this work—at least to get the 
work well started, and the limitation on the salaries is, I think, 
" very proper one, because no one wants the appropriation to be 
eaten up in salaries of men employed by the Government to do 
the work. They have under the limitations here fixed the 
$50,000 for salaries and $100,000 for the work of experimenta- 
tion. 


Now, then, the only question is Where can this work be car- | 


ried on? It is the understanding of the Members of the House, 


and I think we ought to print it in the Recorp, that we adopt | 
this amendment with the understanding that this experiment 
work may be carried on by the Government wheresoever the | 
This amend- | 


Government officials deem it proper to carry it on. 
ment reads: 
For continuing the work authorized by the act approved March 38, 


1901, and for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territories 
and in the district of Alaska. 


That is one part, but here is the second part: 
And for conducting investigations as to the causes of mine explo- 


sions, with a view to increasing safety in mining, to be immediately 
available, $150,000, etc. 


body as well, from talking with members of that body, that 
this appropriation shall be used by the Government in carrying 
on this investigation anywhere, wheresoever they feel it may 
be carried on in order that the cause of these horrible explo- 


ally; otherwise I would be opposed to the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would like the gentleman to state what 
his attitude is toward this amendment. Does he not think that 
$150,000 is better than nothing? 

Mr. HACKNEY. That is what I said. This amount is ade- 
quate. Of course, $195,000 would be a little bit better. I was op- 
posed to the adoption of the proposition for $50,000, as offered 
in the House, for the*reasons just stated. It is very necessary, 
in order to solve’this vexed problem, that there should be a 
thorough investigation, and if it can be thoroughly done I 
believe the cause of explosions will be discovered; if so, it will 
be the greatest boon to humanity coming from any scientific 
investigation for many years. 
adopted and the conference report agreed to. 

Mr. GILLETT. 
Indiana [Mr. CHANEY]. 

Mr. CHANEY. The amendment that has been put into the 


legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill providing | 
for an investigation of mining accidents, and so forth, as it is | 


now amended by the committee, is: 


For continuing the work authorized by the act, approved March 3, 
181, and for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territories 
and in the district of Alaska, and for conducting investigations as to 
the causes of mine explosions with a view to increasing safety in min- 
ing, to be immediately available, $150,000, of which sum not more than 
$50,000 may be used for salaries. 


This leaves $100,000, at all events, for the investigation of this 
great subject. The great loss of life that has occurred in the 


The appropriation carried by that amend- | 
ment is $150,000, the purpose being for investigating mining | 
disasters and to determine the cause of explosions in mines. | 





| anywhere, and where explosions occur anywhere. 
| Department will feel authorized, with the language here given, 
| to extend their investigations to all mines where dangerous 
| conditions prevail and under conditions where it is possible to 
look at it, that $50,000 would be as good as thrown | 


| bureau under an act of Congress. 


I hope the amendment will be | 


| when the sundry civil bill was under consideration I res! 
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last few years throughout the country admonishes us of the 
necessity of some scientific investigation into the causes of these 
catastrophes. When human life is at stake there ought to je 
no obstacle put in the way of ascertaining in the best possille 
way the causes of the trouble concerning which the legislation 
is desired. My friend on the other side [Mr. HAcKNeEy] stzted 
that he hoped this would extend the investigation wheresoeyer 
necessary, that it should not be confined to the Territories and 
the district of Alaska. This would not necessarily confine the 
investigation to the Territories and the district of Alaska. By 
this language it is authorized that these investigations of mine 
explosions may be conducted wherever necessary in a way neces- 
sary to ascertain their causes. This would enable them to in- 
vestigate mine accidents in States for the purpose of helping 


| out mines which may be in the district of Alaska or the Terri- 


tories of the United States, and for that purpose cover mines 
The Interior 


ascertain the causes of those great disasters. 
As to the $150,000 being sufficient for the work, I am quite 
sure that it is, because it always takes some time to insta!! an 


| investigation such as this and to marshal the necessary force 


and equipment to conduct it. I am sure that this amount is 
sufficient to start with. I believe if it were possible to get 
legislation by which a regular bureau might be authorized to 
take this matter up at once in a systematic way it would be 
still better, but I am sure that this authority given to employ 
such persons and appoint such persons as are necessary, in 
order to make these investigations through scientific channels, 
it will be done almost as well as if by a regularly appointed 
I think it will finally result 
in a bureau being given absolute charge of this work, especially 
if it is found necessary that it shall continue for any great 
length of time. I believe, too, that these duties will continue 
as long as mining continues. 

Those who live in coal-mining districts believe that it is 
necessary that there shall be some investigation into these great 
disasters without delay. 

In the hearings before the committee on the bills introduced 
for the establishment of a bureau of mines and mining a great 


| deal of testimony was taken, and the testimony given by those 
| witnesses was all to the effect that it was not possible to ascer- 
| tain by any known means or by any expenditure of money on 


their part what were the causes of many of the explosions 
which have occurred. They therefore recommended that a 


| study of the subject be had in a thoroughly systematic way, 
| by persons who would be competent to discover the causes of 
Now, then, I think it is the desire of this House and the other | 


mine disasters, so as to advise the men who have charge of the 
various coal-mining enterprises in the interest of the preserva- 
tion of human life. 

It was also testified by these men that it was hardly possible 


; ! 4  explo- | for any one State to take up the subject by itself, as it would 
sions shall be determined, and properly determined, scientific- | 


be desultory, and could not be productive of such results as by 


| the Government, whose findings would serve all the States al 
| once, 


The investigation made by the Government would serve 
as a model for investigations by the State and would enable all 
the States to profit by the investigation; and yet it is not I 


| tended that the State shall be excused from the duty of making 
| such an investigation as it might be able to make, but that t's 


Government investigation should cooperate and supplement ec! 
in its scope and ability to work toward accurate knowledge of 
the causes by which many a worthy miner has lost his !ife. 
At the best coal mining is hazardous, and we should not hesitate 
to provide protection in this great and honorable upa 
tion. I believe that this appropriation will meet the < 
of the situation, and I trust that the Geological Surve) 
not delay in getting to the work authorized by the @))'T 


lemands 


will 


| priation. 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indi 


| has expired. 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to te 
gentleman from West Virginia |[Mr. GAINgEs]. , 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the other day 


re tted 
osition 


red by 


very much that I felt it my duty to object to the pro! 
for $50,000 for the investigation of mine explosions offe re 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHaney]. I recognized the! 
as does every Member of this House, that he is as ardently i 
favor of this investigation as anybody. 

My purpose in making the objection, however, was to s 
could not secure a larger amount on the legislative, e+ 


o if we 
utive, 
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ial appropriation bill, then in conference, the confer- 
rt upon which we are now considering. I have exam- 

great care the language of this provision. I was told 
reported by the conferees the appropriation was limited 
vestigation of accidents in the Territories and Alaska. 
so read the language in this amendment, and for that 
alk support the motion made by the gentleman from 
to adopt the conference report and pass the 


’ husetts 
first part of the language provides that the appropriation 
able for the continuing of the work authorized by the 
‘ “il March 3, 1891, and for the protection of the lives 
0 rs in the Territories and the district of Alaska. Then 
language: 


this 


onducting investi 
‘ view to incre ase 
$150,000. 


gations as to the causes of mine explo- 
“the safety in mining, to be immediately 


estionably that will permit the use of this sum for the 





| 
| 
| 





ration of the causes of mine explosions generally; in 
‘ words, permit the money to be used for the very purpose 
{ sire it. I wish, however, to say at this time one other 

‘he other day the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 

propl s, Mr. Tawney, said that I wished first an appropria- 
ti $125,000. I teld him my recollection was that I wanted 
$180,000. Since that time I have examined the reports on which 
I then acted, and find that my recollection was exactly correct. 
The Geological Survey estimated as necessary for this work | 
$120,000 for the purpose of establishing a plant, and $60,000 for 


the purpose of conducting the investigation. 

x upon that, I asked to be permitted to amend the bill 
the sum of $180,000. When the bill reached the 
nider the rule there obtaining, the Senate placed on the 
} 195,000 for this purpose. The conferees agreed on $150,000. 
found that out, I asked the Geological Survey people 
whether they have submitted any new estimates, and was told 
he request of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 

they had submitted an estimate of $173,000 for 
of work, or a three-quarters of a year estimate. That 
t the conferees had before them, the sum of $173,000 
for nine months’ expenditure. Therefore, when the next 
Congress comes, I shall ask this House to supplement 

priation by increasing it to the original sum of 


1 S ting 


nine 


ses- 


100, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I was one of the gentle- 
men who, when the sundry civil bill was before the House and 
rovision came up to investigate explosions in coal mines, 


objected to the appropriation being limited to $50,000. I did 
§ that time because I felt assured that the amount that it 
was proposed to appropriate then would not be adequate and 
could not accomplish the purposes desired. This bill now 


carries an appropriation of $150,000 for the purpose of investi- 





gating explosions in coal mines, and limits the amount of 
salaries to be paid to $25,000. I think a‘ great deal of good 

be accomplished by this appropriation. We do not want 
Scientific papers written by college professors on the subject. 
We can get those without Government pay. They can be found 
in the ordinary monthly magazines at various times. What 
we really need in this country is an earnest and continuous 
investigation of the subject for the protection of the men who 
earn their living by delving in the ground. We need original 


research, and that requires machinery, it requires tools, it 
requires a large expenditure to accomplish that purpose, and 
hot only an expenditure in one year, but it will take years 
and years of work to accomplish any real, definite results | 
which would bring about improved methods of mining in this 
country. 


These experiments will not only be of very great value to the 
miner, a great protection to his life, but they will be of great 
— to the mine owner and operator, because they will pro- 
‘ect his property, and a very large portion of the people of the 
United States are greatly interested in the matter. I shall 
favor agreeing to this conference report and shall favor this 
amendment, but I am free to say that I am not entirely satis- 
fied in reference to the matter. I do not think the language 
~entained in the report is broad enough to make the necessary 


nvestigati ions to the full extent desired, but I believe and hope 
Hat if 
work, 


és in the future we can broaden the scope of the investiga- 
{ ( 
‘en and can increase the amount of the appropriation, so that 





— tely we can carry on to the full extent the investigations 
estes ‘re desired and that are necessary. I am not in favor of 
Dev iting this investigation merely to an appropriation and to a 


. 


“runent to carry on incidentally. 





| gaged in mining that we should do so. 


| come from who will deny the proposition that 


we adopt the amendment to-day and start on with the | 
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| but, to say the least, 


|} one of the 


| duty 





I am heartily in favor of | of mine explosions or the cause of mine explosions alone, but 
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this House passing the bill in favor of the creation of a Bureau 
of Mines. I do not think we can really accomplish the results 
desired with any legislation this side of the proposition of 
establishing a permanent Bureau of Mines. There is some ob- 
jection to this proposition from gentlemen who say that that 
a question for the States to deal with. Have we regarded 
as a question for the States to deal with when we origina! 
established the Agricultural Bureau, and when we went on 
further and made the Agricultural Bureau a Department of 
state, and instead of a Commissioner of Agriculture we made 
Cabinet officer? 

The question of mines and mining may not be of interest to 
as many people in this country as the question of agriculture, 
it is second to the great agricultural da 


41-2 


velopment of this country, and the people who are engaged in 
mining in this country are as much entitled to those investig 

tions that the Government can make in their interest as are 
the people in the country who are engaged in agricultural pur- 
suits. We are spending a good many millions of dollars every 
year toward developing agriculture, toward investigations that 
will improve agriculture, that will make it more profitable to 
those engaged in that occupation and more beneficial to the 
masses of the people of the country. It is purely a scientifi 
question, and the investigations are along scientific lines. Now, 


other great fields of industry in this 
mining. Why should not we carry on that same cl 
gation in the fields of mining that we carry on in the fields of 
agriculture? It is absolutely necessary to those 
If you leave th 


eountry i 


ass of inv 


St 


people 


matter 


eT) 


is 


of investigation only to the States, the fields are too narrow, 
the opportunity for investigation is not great enough. The 
single States can not afford to expend the necessary money for 


a clear and full investigation. 

In other words, to investigate the mere question of mine ex 
plosions it is necessary to build a tunnel, to build an artificial 
mine, to go through the performance of having mine explosions, 
and it costs a good many hundred thousand dolls 
plish that result. Are you going to say that each one of the 
forty-six States in the Union should establish an artificial mine, 
to go to this expense, when all the investigations can be done 
by one artificial mine and by one experiment? It irly a 
case for experimental purposes, and it is better for the National 
Government to make the investigation. There is no question 
about the constitutional authority. If you deny the constitu 
tional authority of the Federal Government to make these in 
vestigations, you must deny its constitutional authority to make 


irs to accom- 


is clei 


investigations in reference to all branches of the Agricultura! 
Department. Is there a man on this floor who at this day and 


time is prepared to deny the right of the Agricultural Depari 
ment to make scientific investigations for development of 
agriculture? Well, if there is not, and there is not a man who 
would rise and deny that proposition, then where can the man 
the Federal Gov- 
ate these questions of mine ex- 


the 


ernment bas a right to investig 
plosions and mine development? 

If one is right, if one is constitutional, the other is right and 
the other is constitutional, and therefore I say if this Congress 
adjourns with a bill pending here on the Calendar to create a 
Bureau of Mines without enacting that law on the statute 
books, that this Congress will be derelict in its duty to this 
great mass of people who, through the several States, are en- 
gaged in mining and interested in the products of mines. 
[Applause.] I say that it is our duty to ae here; it is our 
not alone to pass this appropriation bill, but to insist 
on passing a bill that will create a Bureau of Mines. [Ap- 
plause. } 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield four 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, there has been some discussion 
of the provision included in the conference report on the 
lative bill regarding an investigation of mine explosions, and 
some statements have been made that the amount appropriated 
is intended only to cover the expenses incident to that investi- 
gation during the next eight months. I want to say to the Mem- 
bers of the House that the $150,000 carried in this provi- 
sion is not only intended to cover the expense incident to the 
investigation during the eight months, but throughout the next 
fiscal year, and it is believed that under the limitation of the 
language in that provision, as agreed to between the conferees 
on the part of the two Houses, it will be sufficient to go a long 
way toward completing the investigation. 

The provision as it was originally reported to the Senate 
and as it passed that body contemplated, not an investigation 


minutes to the 


legis- 
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it also authorized the investigation of the method of mining, 
with a view of improving the efficiency of mining as well as 
sufety in mining. That was practically an unlimited field 
upon which the Geological Survey could engage if authorized 
to do so by the adoption of that provision, but under the lan- 
guage of the provision carried now the authority exists only 
for an investigation of the cause of mine explosions, the neces- 
sity for information concerning which is what gave rise to the 
demand for this legislation, and the House conferees did not 
feel justified in creating the authority for making investiga- 
tions outside of the cause of mine explosions, or 4hat would 
give the Geological Survey an opportunity to create a perma- 
nent organization to go into the business and methods of min- 


ing for the purpose of improving efficiency in mining through- | 
This service will be temporary because, | py explosions of blasts... 
| Suffocation by gas_-.-.-- 


out the United States. 
when the investigation into the causes of mine explosions have 
been completed and the cause of mine explosions ascertained, 
if that 
any necessity for the service. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will 
allow me to ask a question? 
Mr. TAWNEY.,. I will. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is well aware that in 
European countries where these investigations have been made 
that it has cost hundreds of thousands of dollars—I may say 
millions of dollars—to make them, and that they have been 
engaged in that business for years and years past. 
the gentleman expect in eight months or a year's time, with a 
limited appropriation of this amount, to come to the end of 
such an investigation? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I do not. 


the gentleman from Minnesota 


I suppose that the time will ex- 


tend beyond a year, but in any event the expense is not going | - 
had the broad | 
authority originally given to the Geological Survey been included 


to be anything near what it would have been 
in the final agreement between the two Houses. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I may have misunderstood what 


gentleman said, but what I wanted to understand from his 


language was whether, as chairman of this committee, he ex- | 


pected the appropriation for this work to be limited to this 
single appropriation, 

Mr. TAWNEY. The expenditures to which the gentleman 
referred as having been made in other countries were made 
likely by private owners of mines. There has been a vast 
amount of money expended in the United States for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the cause of these mine explosions and 


there always will be a great deal of money expended in that 


direction, but so far as the Government's duty in the matter | 
goes, if it has any duty at all, it is limited to ascertaining as | 
far as it possibly can these causes and make them known to | 
Beyond the original scientific research work | 
the | 


those interested. 
necessary to accomplish this result the Government of 
United States can not go and the Geological Survey should not 
be allowed to go. 

The SPEAKER, 
has expired. . 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cooper]. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have 
honor to represent the greatest coal and coke district in the 
world, and, representing such a district, I am naturally very 


much interested and my people are very much interested in the | 
adoption of such methods and the taking of such precautions 


as will prevent as many of the mine explosions and mine acci- 
dents as possible. 

With this matter in view, and mindful of some of the mine 
disasters that hgve recently occurred in our mines, I wrote to 
the chief of the bureau of mines in Pennsylvania recently for 
a report as to the number of mining accidents that they have 
had in Pennsylvania within the last ten years, together with 
the cause. Now, in my home county last year we mined almost 
29,000,000 tons of coal and we made about 14,500,000 tons of 
coke. The State of Pennsylvania produced 149,559,047 tons of 
bituminous coal and over 76,000,000 tons of anthracite coal, 
making a total of 226,395,129 tons of coal mined in Pennsyl- 
vania last year. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr, COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may insert in the Recorp the table sent me 
by the chief of the department of mines of Pennsylvania, giving 
the number of mining disasters and the causes thereof for the 
past ten years, and to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We have no objection to that, Mr. 
tipeaker. 


cause can ever be ascertained, there will be no longer | 





the | By falls of coal___-_._---_- | 58| 78] 61 


The time of the gentleman from Minnesota | 


the | 
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The report is as follows: 


May 19 


— 


9 


Number and causes of fatal accidents in and about the mines, 1:98 tg 
1907, inclusive. 


BITUMINOUS. 


— | 
' uato. 1900. 1901.] 1902. | 1908.| 1904. | 1906. | 100 





INSIDE. 


By falls of coal 
By falis of slate and roof_.| 108 
Dy Maen OO8E..........--.--. § 
By machinery 
By explosions of gas-_-.-.~- 
By explosions of powder 

and dynamite 


By electric shocks 

By falling into shafts_____.| 
By falling into slopes__-_-_-_- 
{ Fe eee 
Miscellaneous causes_..._.- | 





| 190 
OUTSIDE. 
OF Ci icici btiecittinbinntclhbidn } 


By machinery 
By suffocation 


| By boiler explosions 
Now. does | 


Miscellaneous causes... - msg 


Grand total, inside | oa 
and outside__..._. -| 200 | 258 | 265 
| } | 


| | 


INSIDE. 


By falls of slate and roof_ 128 | 148 | 114 


By mine cars --| 441 51) | 


By explosions of gas and 

aticcntte, sec 
By explosions of powder 

and dynamite_.........../ 1 | 
By explosions of blasts._..| 24 
By falling into shafts_....| 7 
By falling into slopes | 
By falling down manways 
Crushed at batteries__.....|_..__| 
By mules___- o=------------| 8 | 
By suffceation..........._.| 16 | 
By electricity.....-. 
Machinery.__........ 
Miscellaneous causes 


OUTSIDE. 


IIE, ccatnils Svtnineaietiont leatidas 
By machinery 
By suffocation 

By boiler explosions 

BOT GHOSE Nts - occnecnccnnnen 
Miscellaneous causes 


Grand totals inside 
and outside 
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411 461 | 411 
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Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. By reference to the foregoins 
table it will be observed that the number of fatal mine « 
dents in Pennsylvania increased from 200 in the bituminous 
mining districts of Pennsylvania in 1898 to 806 in 1907, and 
from 411 in the anthracite district in 1898 to 70S in 190;, or 4 
total of 1,514 deaths in the State for the year 1/07, to Sa) 


nothing of the much larger number of accidents which « 
This large number of deaths and injuries !' 


result fatally. 


one State alone and the rapid increase of the number 0! ! 
accidents should impress upon everyone the urgeut necessity 
for the adoption of some means of prevention and avoidins \ 
terrible slaughter of the miners in this country. 
ing operations grow older and the workings are exte! 
danger of accident from gas and other 
The extension of the investigation to the mining oper 
tions of the country generally, as is proposed by the ani 
to this bill, instead of limiting it to the Territories and \ 
as originally proposed, is of the greatest importance. 
The vast majority of the men employed in and abo 
mines are in the several States, and it is necessary that 
thing that can be done shall be done to safe;vard the 
It is important that the Federal Gov 
shall conduct full investigations into the conditions and 6:5 


creases, 


these people. 
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gurl ding the mining operations, so that it may be most sci- 
ont id comprehensive and the information gathered may be 
ily disseminated throughout the country. The causes 
ns of preventing these accidents should be understood 
. operator and miner. The more knowledge there is on 
bjects the better will be the observance of the neces- 


cary precautions to avoid accident. And the investigations and 
rec endations of the Federal Government will do much to 
bring about uniformity throughout the country of necessary leg- 
is and respectful observance of the same to insure the 


degree of safety possible. This appropriation is a 


sti the right direction and will, I believe, lead to great 
: \Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
centienan from Kansas [Mr. CAMPRELL]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the subject of mines and 
mining is interesting and attracting more people now than at 
any time before in the history of the country. Mining is one of 
the great industries of the United States. Every year men 
who have not before been engaged in mining go into the mines 


in great numbers and take that up as the work of their lives. 
It is all important to the people who work in the mines as 
miners or as helpers in this great industry that every precau- 
tion be taken for the safety of the men employed in the mines 
and of the property employed in mining. I am glad that the 
have reached a conclusion in this matter and are 
appropriating $150,000 to provide for an investigation as to the 
causes of the great disasters that have occurred within the last 
few years in the mines of this country. We have more mine 
disasters in the mines of the United States than in any other 
country where mines are operated. 

There must be some hidden and unknown cause for these | 
great The causes ought to be ascertained if within | 
the power of science to do so. If it is within the possible scope 
of a scientific investigation to ascertain these causes, the matter 
of expense ought not to stand in the way. If it can not be 
accomplished with the appropriation made in this bill, an addi- | 
propriation should be made, so that there shall be the | 
greatest possible guaranty to those who go into the mines as a | 
work of life that they shall have the greatest possible safety 
in the performance of their duty. The provision in this bill 
undoubtedly permits the use of this money in the States as 
well as in the Territories, If I thought it did not, I should not 
agree to this report, and I would urge the conferees to take the 
matter up again and so construct the language of the provision | 


conferees 


disasters, 


Tiondi ay 





that it would enable those making the investigation to go into 
the States of Pennsylvania, Indiana, Illinois, West Virginia, | 
Kansas, Ohio, and of every other State where mining is an | 
industry, and pursue their investigations there and ascertain | 
the causes in the several mining districts where the great dis- 
asters occur. I hope the amendment and report will be | 
agreed to. 
Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, everything that has been said | 
has been in favor of the adoption of this report. No opposition | 
has developed, and therefore I assume that the House favors it, | 
and I think it would be unwise for me to endanger its success 
by advocating it. Therefore I ask for a vote. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and | 
hays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
rhe question wis taken, and there were—yeas 
answered “ present” 8, not voting 144, as follows: 
YEAS—229. 


229, nays 6, 









icheson Campbell Denver Godwin 
ye od Candler Diekema Goulden 
io Capron Dixon Graff 
Al oe Cary Douglas Graham 
Alenender, Mo. Caulfield Draper Granger 
a sande »N.Y. Chaney Driscoll Greene 
‘tan 0 Chapman Durey Hackney 
a a Clark, Mo. Ellis, Mo. Hamilton, lowa 
‘Aahhon Clayton Ellis, Oreg. Hamilton, Mich, 
oe Cockran Englebright Hammond 
Rat hfe d Cocks, N. Y. Ferris Harrison 
Seale ag Conner Finley Haskins 
I —. Cooper, Pa. Fitzgerald Haugen 
t, Ney. Cooper, Wis. Floyd Hawley 
Coudrey Focht Hayes 
o. Cox, Ind, Foster, Ill. Heflin 
ao Craig Foster, Ind. Henry, Conn. 
Booher Crawford Foulkrod Henry, Tex. 
Someen Crumpacker French Higgins 
Bord Currier Fuller Hill, Conn, 
Bradley Cushman Fulton Hill, Miss. 
tte Dalzell Gardner, Mich. Hinshaw 
Brundia w Darragh Gardner, N. J. Hitchcock 
Burleisi ge Davenport Garner Hobson 
Barless. Davidson Garrett Houston 
Burton, Del Davis, Minn. Gill Howard 
Calories a” Dawes Gillespie Howell, N. J. 
Caldw ‘ty j Dawson Gillett Howell, Utah 
e De Armond Glass Howland 
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Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 
Humphrey, Wash. 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 


Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knapp 


Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Lamb 
Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Law 
Lawrence 
Legare 
Lindbergh 


Beall, Tex, 
Burgess 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Boutell 


Andrus 
Ansberry 
Bannon 
sartlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
sSurke 
Burnett 
Burton, Ohio 
Byrd 

Calder 


| Carlin 


Carter 
Clark, Fla. 


Cole 


| Cook, Colo. 


Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Davey, La, 
Denby 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
‘dwards, Ga. 
“dwards, Ky. 
“lerbe 

sch 
‘airchild 


“assett 
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Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McDermott 
MeGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
MeKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


Padgett 
Page 

Parker, N. J, 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pray 

Prince 

Puio 

Rainey 


McLaughlin, Mich. Randell, Tex. 


McMillan 
MeMorran 
Macon 
Maynard 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 


tansdell, La. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Russell, Mo, 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sherwood 
Slemp 

Small 
Smith, Mich, 


NAYS—6. 


Hay Russell, Tex. 
Helm 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—8. 
Butler Mann 
Flood Sherley 

NOT VOTING—144. 

Favrot Kitchin, Wm. W. 
lordney Knopf 
Fornes Lamar, Fla. 
Foss Lamar, Mo, 
Foster, Vt. Lassiter 
Fowler Leake 
Gaines, Tenn. Lee 
Gaines, W. Va. Lenahan 
Gardner, Mass. Lever 
Gilhams Lewis 
Goebel Lilley 


Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 
Hale 
Hall 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Hepburn 
Holliday 


Hubbard, Iowa 
IHiughes, W. Va. 


Hull, Iowa 
Hull, Tenn. 


Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Loud 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Marshall 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Mouser 


Humphreys, Miss. Mudd 


Jackson 
Jenkins 
Jones, Va. 
Kipp 


Parker, S. Dak. 
Patterson 
Vearre 

Peters 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For this session: 
Mr. McMorran with Mr. Puso. 


Until further 


notice: 


Mr. Snapp with Mr. SterpHens of Texas, 


Mr. WA.LpDo with Mr. SPIGcHT. 
VREELAND with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
STerLine with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 
Hate with Mr. McLAInN, 
PoLtLArRD with Mr. McHenry. 
Parker of South Dakota with Mr, Lewis, 
Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
PEARRE with Mr. LEE. 
Loup with Mr. LEAKE. 
Maprison with Mr. Jones of Virginia, 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 





Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mappen with Mr. Harpwick. 
JENKINS with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
Hupsarp of Iowa with Mr. Favrort. 
Hepsuren with Mr. ELLeree. 
Hoiuiway with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
Foss with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
Fassett with Mr. Crarxk of Florida. 
Escu with Mr. CARTER. 
Dwicut with Mr. BURNETT. 

Denby with Mr. BropHEAD. 

Coox of Pennsylvania with Mr. Gorpon, 


Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. BRantLey. 
Mr, Beare of Pennsylvania with Mr. LASSITER, 
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Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
‘Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Watkins 
Webb 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Slayden 


Sims 
Talbott 


Pollard 
Porter 

Pou 

Powers 
Pratt 

Reid 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rucker 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, Cal. 
mith, Iowa 
mith, Tex, 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Tawney 
Thomas, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wolf 
Young 


Ss 
Ss 
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Mr. Smita of Iowa with Mr. Hur of Tennessee. 

Mr. GILHAMs with Mr. Lever. 

‘The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING. 

Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 
port from the Special Committee on the Distribution of Rooms, 
and L ask unanimous consent that the report be printed in the 
Ricorp for the information of the Members of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
presents a privileged report and asks unanimous consent that 
it may be printed in the Recerp. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I did not hear the gentleman from 
illinois. 

Mr. MANN. It is a special report from the Committee on 
the Distribution of Rooms, and simply provides for the resolu- 
tion under which space in the Office Building will be hereafter 
provided and the rooms assigned. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought that 
agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. That was a simple resolution of the House, but 
that would not last after the expiration of the end of the term 
of the House, and it is necessary, if anything be done, to put 
it in the ferm of a joint resolution so it would be permanent 
law. 

Mr. UN 


IND 
IU 


CONGRESSIONAL 


ERWOOD. It carries out the original plan? 
Mr. B LESON. No departure from it? 

Mr. MANN. No departure from the original plan. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that this is merely a request 
to print in the Recorp. 

Mr. MANN. That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report referred to is as follows: 

The special committee which was directed to report to the House 
plans for the distribution of rooms in the House Office Building, and 
the redistribution of rooms under the control of the House in the 
Capitol building, beg leave to report and to recommend the adoption 
of the following joint resolution, to wit: 

‘That the assignment of rooms in the Office Building of the House 
of Representatives, which shall hereafter be designated as the House 
Office Building, heretofore made by resolution or order of the House 
of Representatives, shall continue in force until modified or changed 
in accordance with the 


assigned to any Representative shall continue to be held by such Rep- | 


resentative as his individual office room so long as he shall remain a 
Member or Member-elect 
relinguish the same, 
resolution, and no Rep 
any other purp< ¢ 

“Any Member or Member-elect of the House of Representatives may 
file with the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds a re- 
quest In writing that any individual office room be assigned to him 
whenever it shall become vacant. If only one such request has been 
made for any room which shall at any time have become vacant, the 
room shall be assigned as requested. If two or more requests are 
made for the same vacant room, preference shall be given to the Rep- 
resentative making the request who has been longest in continuous sery- 
ice as a Member and Member-elect of the House of Representatives. 


subject, however, to the 


shall 


ior 


if two or more Representatives with equal length of continuous service, | 
or two or more Representatives-elect make request for the same room, | 


preference shall be given to the one first preferring his request. A 
Representative or Representative-elect making request for the assign 
ment of a vacant room may withdraw the same at any time and no one 
shall have pending at the same time more than one such request. The 
assignment of a new room to a Representative, upon his request, or 
the appointment of any Representative having an individual office 
room as chairman of a committee having a committee room, shall act 

a relinquishment by him of the room previously assigned to him. 

‘Representatives having rooms assigned to them in the foregoing 
manner may exchange rooms one with another, but such exchange 
shall be valid only so long as both Members making the exchange shall 
remain continuously Members or Members-elect of the House of Repre 
sentatives e 

“The Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds shall 
keep a record of the assignment of rooms heretofore or hereafter made, 
exchanges which may be made, requests for vacant rooms which may 
be filed, and the ssignment thereof, which record shall be open for 
the inspection of Representatives or Representatives-elect of the House. 
“In the atter of the assignment of rooms under this resolution, 
Delegates in Congress and the Commissioners from Porto Rico and the 
Philippine Islands shall be treated the same as Representatives. 

“The assignment and reassignment of the rooms and other space 
in the House Office Building shall be subject to the control of the 
House of Representatives by rule, resolution, order, or 
Nothing in this resolution shall be construed to affect or repeal 
provisions of law heretofore enacted placing said House Office 
under the control of the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and 
Grounds, subject to the approval and direction o 


the 


March 4, 1907. 

““Unoccupied space in said building shall be assigned by the Super 
intendent of the Capitol 
the Commission und subject to the control of the House of Representa- 
tives 

All ef which is respectfully submitted. 

JAMES R. MANN. 
Josern H. Garnus. 
H. O. Young. 
James T. Luioyp, 
W. C, ADAMSON, 


it had already been | 


provisions of this resolution, and the room so | 


of the House of Representatives, or until he | 
provisions of this 
sentative shall allow his office room to be used | 


otherwise. | 
suilding | 
the Commissions | 
provides for, respectively, in the act of March 8, 1903, and the act of | 


sjuilding and Grounds under the direction of | 
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TERRITORIAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move to «ys. 
pend the rules and discharge the Committee of the Whole |! 
on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the 

| bill (H. R. 21957) and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a sec: 1 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HAm- 

| ILTON] moves to suspend the rules, discharge the Committee of 
| the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
| sideration of the following bill, and pass the same, 
j 


lise 


con- 


The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 21957) relating to affairs in the Territories. 
Be it enacted, etc., 
ALASKA. 


| That the incorporated town of Valdez, Alaska, is hereby authorized ind 
empowered to issue its bonds in any sum not exceeding $15,000 { the 
purpose of constructing dikes, dams, and other protection to keep the 
waters from the Valdez Glacier from running into, over, and upon the 
town of Valdez. : 
Sec. 2. That before said bonds shall be issued a special election shall 
be ordered by the common council of the town of Valdez. at 
election the question whether such bonds shall be issued shall 
mitted to the qualified electors of said town of Valdez whose , 
| appear on the last assessment roll of said town for municipal taxation 
| Thirty days’ notice of any such election shall be given by publication 
| thereof in a newspaper printed and published and of general circulation 
in said town before the day fixed for such election. 
Sec. 3. That the registration for such election, the manner of con 
ducting the same, and the canvass of the returns of said election sha! 
be, as nearly as practicable, in accordance with the requirements 
in general or special elections in said municipality, and said bonds sha 
be issued only upon the condition that a majority of the votes cast at 
such election in said town shall be in favor of issuing said bonds. 
Sec. 4. That the bonds above specified, when authorized to be issued 
as hereinbefore provided, shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 6 
| per cent per annum, payable semiannually, and shall not be sold 
| for less than their par value with accrued interest and shall be in de 
nominations not exceeding $1,000 each, the principal to be dix 
; ten years from date thereof: Provided, however, That the « 
| council of said town of Valdez may reserve the right to pay off such 
| bonds in their numerical order at the rate of $5,000 thereof )« ! 
|} num from and after the expiration of five years from their dat: 
cipal and interest shall be payable in lawful money of the United St 
of America at the office of the town treasurer of the town of Valdez 
Alaska, or at such bank in the city of New York, in the State. 
New York, or such place as may be dechgnases by the common ‘ 
of the town of Valdez, the place of payment to be mentioned | ild 
| bonds: And provided further, That each and every such bond s« 
| have a facsimile of the signature of the mayor and clerk of said 


Which 


f 


wn 
|} of Valdez lithographed or printed thereon. 

Sec. 5. That no part of the funds arising from the sale of said bonds 
shall be used for any purpose other than that specified in this : 

Sec. 6. That said bonds shall be sold only in such amounts 
common council shall direct, and the proceeds thereof shall be d 
under the limitations hereinbefore imposed and under the orc 
direction of said common council from time to time as the same | 
be required for the purposes aforesaid. 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior shall hereafter, 
| his judgment may be deemed advisable, advertise for and recei 
for the care and custody of persons legally adjudged insan 
district of Alaska, and in behalf of the United States shall cor 
for one or more years, as he may deem best, with a responsible 
or sanitarium west of the main range of the Rocky Mountai: 
mitting the lowest and best responsible bid for the care and custod) 
of persons legally adjudged insane in said district of Alaska, th 
of advertising for bids, executing the contract, and caring for the 
to be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury out of any mone) 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, on accounts and vouclie 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior. So much of the act a) 
January 27, 1905, entitled “An act to provide for the constru 
maintenance of roads, establishment and maintenance of 
care and support of insane persons in the district of Alaska, 
other purposes,” as provides that 5 per cent of the license 
collected outside of incorporated towns in the district of Alaska 
be devoted to the care and maintenance of such insane p¢ 
hereby repealed, and such 5 per cent, or so much thereof a: 
necessary, shall hereafter be applied to and used for the esta 
and maintenance of public schools in said district, under th 
vision of the governor. 

Sec. 8 That sections 464, 465, and 468 of an act entitled 
to define and punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to | 
a code of criminal procedure for said district,” approved M 
1899, be, and the same are hereby, amended to read as follows 

“Spc. 464. That before any license is granted, as provided in | 
in relation to intoxicating liquor, it shall be shown to the 5 
of said court that a majority of the white male and female citiz 
the age of 21 years, other than Indians, within 2 miles of ' 
where intoxicating liquor is to be manufactured, bartered, so!d, 
changed or bartered, sold, and exchanged, have, in good fa 
sented to the manufacture, barter, sale, and exchange or t! 
sale, and exchange of the same; and the burden shall be upo 
plicant or applicants to show to the satisfaction of said « 
majority of the white male citizens of 21 years of age or 
consented thereto, and no license shall be granted in the 4 
such evidence: Provided, That no license shall be granted for ' 
facture, barter, sale, or exchange of intoxicating liquors exce 
| incorporated towns, and such other towns, settlements, or ©! 
| in which a duly appointed United States commissioner or dep 
shal shall reside, except that the respective district judges may 

discretion grant licenses at regularly established road houses 
| keeper of said road houses on main traveled ost-roads and pos 

in the district: And provided, That when it is made to appea! 
majority of sald white male and female citizens over the ag 


| years, other than Indians, of any one place have consented to tl 


facture, barter, sale, and exchange or the barter, sale, and exc! 
intoxicating liquor, no further proof of the consent of - _ 
the place where such intoxicating liquor is to be manutactu 














sold, 


bartered, 
months thereafter. 
165. That every person applying for a license to sell intox!l- 


and exchanged or 
for twelve 


and exchanged, will be 


‘uors in said district shall file with the clerk of the court 


; be considered and acted upon by the court in the order in 
¥ e same was filed and numbered. Said petition shall contain: 


The name and residence of the applicant, and how long said | 


has resided there. 
i. The particular place for which license is desired, designat- 


a | 
- such license, verified by the applicant’s oath, and such peti- | 


me by reference to street, locality, or settlement in such man- | 


I the exact location at which such sale of liquor is proposed 
I early and definitely determined from the description given. 

: |. The statement that said applicant is a citizen of the United 

has declared his intention to become such; that said appli- 

t less than 21 years of age, and that such applicant has not 

e the passage of this act, adjudged guilty of violating the 


! erning the sale of intoxicating liquors or laws for the pre- | 


crime in said district. 
That said applicant intends to, and if so licensed will, 
cal such business for himself and not as agent for any 


' | in person the management of the business licensed. 

j That said applicant will not conduct, maintain, or permit 
t enance of any gambling, dance hall, or bawdy house on or in 
cor mn with the premises, nor permit any female or minor in or 


rooms where liquor is sold or served. 
if any false material statement is made in any part of such 
net or affidavit the petitioner or petitioners shall be deemed guilty 
of y, and upon conviction thereof said license shall be revoked 
i said licensee shall be subject to the penalties provided by law for 
of perjury. 


the é 


other | 


That said applicant intends to, and if so licensed will, su- | 


should it appear to the district judge that any of he state- | 


ment ve enumerated, required to be made in the petition, are un- 
t the time of application for such license, such application shall 
de i 
should it appear to the district judge, after the granting of 
an) license, that any of the statements above enumerated required 
de in the petition are untrue, or that the applicant is permit- 
g of the things to be done or exist on or about the premises 
nt to the statements required in the petition, it shall be the duty 
of s udge to forthwith enter an order revoking such license, and 
all license moneys deposited by the applicant shall be thereby forfeited, 
and it shall be the duty of the United States marshals and their depu- 
ties and the United States attorneys and their deputies in said district 


to investigate and report to the district judge any violations of any of 


e provisions of this section: Provided, That this act shall not be so | 


nstrued as to prevent any innkeeper or any person operating a hotel 
i faith from receiving as guests women and minors. 
168. That the liquor licenses authorized and provided for by 
t shall be of two classes, namely, wholesale and barroom. Every 
nt for a license shall deposit the amount of the license fee with 
k of the court at the time of filing his application therefor; and 
if upon consideration of such application by the court, as provided for 
in this act, the court shall determine to grant the license prayed for, it 
notify the clerk of the court and the applicant in writing and 
ant shall thereupon receive his license. 
That the fee for a wholesale license shall be $2,000 per annum, and 
room or retail license $1,000 per annum: Provided, That the 
retail license for road houses on regular post roads or trails 
population within 2 miles of the place where the business 

» conducted does not exceed fifty people, or for a steamboat or 
er operating on the inland rivers of Alaska during the season of 
1 navigation, shall be $500 per annum: Provided, That said steam- 

steamer shall not be authorized to sell intoxicating liquor while 
in port or dock: And provided, That the words ‘ towns, camps, or set- 
tlements,’ as used in this act shall be construed to embrace the popula- 
tion within a radius of 2 miles of the place wherein the business is 
to be conducted under the license. 

rhat a retail or barroom license shall be required for every hotel, 
tavern, boat, barroom, or other place in which intoxicating liquors are 
retail. 
t a wholesale license shall only authorize the licensee to sell 
( , Malt, or fermented liquors, wines, and cordials in quantities 





= 


where the 


not than 4 gallons, not to be drunk upon the premises where 
sold; and no such license shall be granted until it is satisfactorily 
R nh that the place where it is intended to carry on such business 


arranged for selling such liquor as merchandise. 
i every place where distilled, malt, or fermented wines, liquors, 
ls are sold in quantities as prescribed for retail dealers by 
t4 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to be drunk 
on premises, shall be regarded as a barroom; and the possession 
stilled, fermented, or any other intoxicating liquors, with the 
ins d appliances for carrying on the business of dispensing the 
e drunk where sold, shail be prima facie evidence of a bar- 
iin the meaning of this act, and the license therefor shall be 
barroom license: Provided, That no license shall be granted 
of liquors at either wholesale or retail in any other than 
tial building which shall have cost for construction not less 


hat section 142 of said act of March 3, 1899, be, and the 
lereby, amended to read as follows : 
re SEC. 142 hat if any person shall, without the authority of the 
; ! tes, or some authorized officer thereof, sell, barter, or give 
indian or half-breed who lives and associates with Indians, any 
t malt, or vinous liquor or intoxicating extracts, such person 
aa d not less than one hundred nor more than five hundred 
2 »e imprisoned in the penitentiary for a term not to exceed 
term ‘Indian’ in this act shall be construed to include 
 Sboriginal races inhabiting Alaska when annexed to the United 
i their descendants of the whole or half blood. 
‘ion 1955 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and 
rt of section 14 of ‘An act providing a civil government for 
approved May 17, 1884, after the word ‘ provided,’ is hereby 
s { 


reat this act sh 
ane 
ll 


all take effect upon the expiration of one 
a twenty days after its approval. 

. Phat it shall be unlawful for any person to practice medi- 
‘gery, or any of the departments thereof, within the Terri- 
ska, until he or she shall have first obtained a license there 
‘nafter in this act prescribed. 
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Sec. 12. That no person shall receive a license to practice medicine 
or surgery, or any of the departments thereof, within the Territory of 
Alaska until he or she shall have, first, submitted a diploma issued 
by some legally chartered medical school authorizing the holder thereof 


to practice medicine or surgery, the requirements fer graduation of 
which medical school shall have been at the time of granting said 


diploma in no particular less than those prescribed by the Association 
of American Medical Colleges for that year, or, second, submitted proof 
of having practiced medicine or surgery, or both, for a period of not 
less than five successive years continuously prior to the passage of this 
act and within the jurisdiction of one of the judicial districts of Alaska 

Sec. 13. That any person desiring to obtain a license to practice 
medicine or surgery within the Territory of Alaska shall first make 
application therefor to the clerk of the court of the district in which 
he desires to practice. The application shall be in writing, and shall 
state the name of the applicant, his age, his residence, the name and 
location of the college whence his diploma issued, the length of time, 
if at all, he has practiced medicine, and where, giving specifically the 
names of places wherein he has so practiced medicine. The applica 
tion shall be accompanied by the diploma of the applicant, or duly 
authenticated copy, as must also an affidavit setting forth that he or 
she is the person therein named, and that the diploma was procured in 
the regular manner after the regular course of study prescribed by the 
medical school granting the same, without fraud or misrepresentation 

Sec. 14. That any applicant for license to practice medicine or 
surgery within the Territory of Alaska not in possession of the cre 


dentials specified in section 3 of this act may obtain a license at the 
discretion of the clerk of the district court to whom he applies upon 
furnishing a properly attested statement, to wit: That he or she is a 


bona fide resident of Alaska, and has been engaged in the practice of 
medicine exclusively and within the judicial district in which the appli 
eation is filed for a period of not less than five successive years imme 
diately prior to the passage of this act. The application shall be 
accompanied by the written recommendation of three bona fide residents 
of the judicial district wherein applicant desires to practice, one of 
whom must be a physician holding a license under section 3 of this 
act, and shall state in a general way applicant's character and profes- 
sional ability. 


Sec. 15. That every person receiving a license to practice medicine 
and surgery within the Territory of Alaska shall have such license 
recorded in the office of the clerk of the court of the district wherein 


he is practicing, or proposes to practice, within thirty days from date 
issuance. And when such licentiate moves into another district for 
the purpose of continuing the practice of medicine, he shall first file 
for record with the clerk of the court of the district to which he moves 
a certified — of the license. 

Sec. 16. That any person shall be regarded as practicing medicine 
within the meaning of this act who shall within the Territory of Alaska 
append the letters M. D. to his name, or who shall prescribe or admin- 
ister or make known his ability or willingness to prescribe or admin- 
ister drugs, medicines, electricity, magnetism, hydrotherapy, or perform 
any operation or manipulation, or apply any apparatus or appliance 
for the cure, alleviation, correction, or reduction of any human disease, 
ill, deformity, defect, wound, or injury, including midwifery, for hire, 
fee, compensation, or reward, promised, offered, or accepted, directly 
or indirectly. The doing of any of the acts of this section above men 
tioned shall be taken to be prima facie evidence on the part of the 
person so doing to represent himself or herself as engaged in the prac 
tice of medicine or surgery or both. But nothing in this act shall 
so construed as to inhibit service in case of emergency, medical 
surgical relief of natives of Alaska by employees of the Bureau 
Education, or to the domestic administration of family remedies, nor 
legally qualified dentists when engaged exclusively in the practice of 
dentistry. Nor shall this act apply to any commissioned medical officer 
in the United States Army or Marine-Hospital Service or Bureau of 
Education in the discharge of his professional duties, or to any ship's 
doctor attached to any vessel plying or operating in Alaska. 

Sec. 17. That applications for license to practice medicine within 
the Territory of Alaska shall be recorded by the clerk of the district 
court in which they are presented within five days of date of presen 


be 
or 
of 
to 


tation. Said record shall specify under which section of this act the 
license be issued, if issued, and the date thereof. The record contain 
ing ‘said applications shall be accessible to the public during office 
hours of the clerk of the court for inspection. A fee of $10 shall 


accompany each application for license. 

Sec. 18. That every person who shall practice, or shall attempt t 
practice medicine within the meaning of this act without having first 
obtained a license therefor as prescribed in this act, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished 
by a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $500, or by imprison 
ment for not less than thirty nor more than one hundred days, or by 
both fine and imprisonment, and each day of such practice shall con- 
stitute a distinct and separate offense. 

Sec. 19. That all moneys collected from licenses or fines under this 
act shall be disposed of in the manner already provided by law 
applicable to the Territory of Alaska. 

Sec. 20. That this act shall take effect and be in force immediately 
after its passage, 


oO 


ior 


ARIZONA. 

Sec. 21. That chapter 57, session laws of the Arizona legislature, 
twenty-third session, authorizing the county of Mohave, Territory of 
Arizona, to issue bonds in the sum of $20,000 for the purpose of erect 
ing a court-house, and also the further act of said legislature, being 
chapter 61, authorizing said county to issue bonds in the sum of $10,000 
for the purpose of building a jail for said county, hereby ratified 
and approved. 

Sec. 22. That of 


is 


the city Phoenix, situated in Maricopa County, 


in the Territory of Arizona, is hereby authorized and empowered to 
issue its bonds in any sum not exceeding $155,000 for the funding of 
its floating indebtedness created prior to July 1, 1906, and represented 


by outstanding warrants bearing interest at the rate of 6 per cent per 
annum. 

Sec. 23. That before said bonds shall be issued a special election shall 
be ordered by the common council of the city of Phoenix, at which ele 
tion the question whether such bonds shall be issued shall be submitted 
to the qualified electors of said city of Phoenix whose names appear on 
the last assessment roll of said city for municipal taxation. Thirty 
days’ notice of any such election shall be given by publication thereof 
in a newspaper printed and published and of general circulation 
in said city before the day fixed bor such election. 

Sec. 24. That the registration for such election, the manner of con 
ducting the same, and the canvass of the returns of said election shall 
be, as nearly as practicable, in accordance with the requirements of law 
in general or special elections in said municipality, and said bonds shall 
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be issued only upon the condition that a majority of the votes cast at such | as to not unnecessarily interfere with the use of such streets, sidew 
election in said city shall be in favor of issuing said bonds. roads, squares, bridges, alleys, and lanes by the public. 

Sec. 25. The bonds above specified, when authorized to be issued as “Sec. 4. That the entire plant, lines, poles, and other apparat: 
hereinbefore provided, shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 5 per | equipments shall at all times be subject and open to the inspect; 
cent per annum, payable semiannually, and shall not be sold for less than | the officials or boards having charge of said strects or roads, o: 
their par value with accrued interest, and shall be in denominations of | officer appointed by them for that purpose. 
$1,000 each, the principal to be due in twenty-five years from date “Sec, 5. That said company, its representatives, successors, a: 
thereof: Provided, however, That the common council of said city of | signs, shall be responsible for any damages, either to person or 
Phoenix may reserve the right to pay off such bonds in their numerical | erty, resulting from any act of negligence on its part, which may oceyr 
order at the rate of $25,000 thereof per annum from and after expira- | by reason of the exercise of any of the privileges herein granted 
tion of fifteen years from their Gate. Principal and interest shall be “ Sec. 6. It is provided that if the company shall fail or refus: 
payable in lawful money of the United States of America at the office of | or perform or comply with any of the provisions of this act, or 
the city treasurer of the city of Phoenix, in Maricopa County, Ariz., laws of the Territory of Hawali, or of the county of Maui,- and n 
or at such bank in the city of New York, in the State of New York, | tinues to refuse and fail to perform or comply therewith after reacoy 
or such place as may be designated by the common council of the | able notice given by the superintendent of public works, or any | 
city of Paoenix at the option of the holder of said bonds, the place of | county or meanicion! officer or board, said officer or board may, wi: 
payment to be mentioned in said bonds: And provided further, That each | consent of the governor and of the attorney-general, cause proc 
and every such bond shall have a facsimile of the signature of the mayor | to be instituted before an appropriate tribunal to have the fra 
and recorder of said city of Phoenix lithographed or printed thereon. granted hereby, and all rights and privileges accruing thereund 

Sec. 26. That no part of the funds arising from the sale of said | feited and declared null and void. 
bonds shall be used for any purpose other than that specified in this act. | “Sec. 7. Said company shall also have the right to maintain 

Sec, 27. That said bonds shall be sold only in such amounts as the com- | and operate electric meters or other means of measuring electri: 
mon council shall direct, and the proceeds thereof shall be disbursed | power, or current supplied from time to time, and to locate thy 
under the limitations hereinbefore imposed and under the order and | at such places as may be deemed necessary for their protection 
direction of said common council from time to time as the same may | also to charge, receive, and collect from all customers of electricit 
be required for the purposes aforesaid | reasonable prices as may be from time to time fixed and determ): 

Sec. 28. That the act of the legislative assembly of the Territory | the company: Provided, however, That the company shall hav 
of Arizona, approved March 21, 1907, préviding for the erection of a | right to charge, receive, and collect from each consumer of ele: 
court-house and jail In the town of Yuma, Yuma County, Territory of | for lighting the sum of $2 per month, and from each consu 
Arizona, is hereby ratified, approved, and confirmed. electricity for power the sum of $1 per month per horsepower « 

Suc. 29. That the board of supervisors of the county of Gila, Terri paratus connected to the service of the company: Provided fv 
tory of Arizona, is hereby authorized to issue additional bonds on said | That power is hereby conferred upon the courts of appropriat: 
county in the sum of $25,000 for the completion and furnishing of the | diction at all times and upon the petition of any consumer 
court-house and jail for said county and vaults for the preservation; company to hear and determine from time to time whether an ex 
of the records ing rate is unreasonable; and if a rate be unreasonable, to orde: 

Sec. 40. That said bonds may be in such denomination as the said | same to be decreased, and to enforce such orders by appropriate 
ard may prescribe, and shall bear no more than 5 per cent interest | ment or decree. 
per annum, and shall not be sold for less than their par value. | “Sec. 8. It is hereby expressly provided that nothing herein 

Sec. 31. That said bonds shall be made payable in twenty years, | tained shall be construed as to grant the company an exclusiy: 
with an option on the part of the county to pay any or all of them | to furnish, sell, or supply electric light and power. 
after eight years from the date of their issue. “Sec. 9. The said company shall, within one month after the expira 

Sec. 32. That for the purpose of paying the interest on said bonds | tion of each year, file with the superintendent of public works a te 
as it becomes due, and provide for a sinking fund to pay said bonds, the | ment showing the gross receipts from the sale of electric light and 
said board of supervisors shall levy and cause to be collected, as other | power furnished by the company and shall at the same time pay to the 
county taxes are levied and collected, a sufficient tax on the assessable | superintendent of public works 1 per cent of the gross receipts of the 
property in said county as will meet the interest as it falls due, and | company from all electric light or power furnished to consumers during 
provide a reasonable sinking fund to pay said bonds when due. | the year preceding. 

Sec. 33. That said bonds shall be printed with interest coupons at- | “Spc. 10. This act shall go into effect and be law from and after | 
tached thereto; each coupon shall represent one year’s interest on the | date of its + by the governor of the Territory of Hawaii, sub): 
bond, and when the interest represented in a coupon is paid the coupon | however, to the approval of the Congress of the United States 
shall be detached from the bond and placed by the treasurer with his | “Sec. 11. That Congress, or the legislature of the ‘Territory 
other vouchers before the board of supervisors. | Hawali, with the approval of Congress, may at any time alter, 

Sec. 34. That this act shall take effect and be In force from the time | or repeal this act. 
of ita approval by Congress. “We hereby certify that the foregoing bill, after consideration 

Sec. 35. That the act of the legislative assembly of Arizona approved | the veto of the governor, was, upon a vote taken by ayes and 
February 13, 1905, providing for the erection of a court-house in | approved by a two-thirds vote of all the elective members of senat: 
the town of St. Johns, Apache County, Ariz., is hereby ratified, ap- | the Territory of Hawail this 24th day of April, A. D. 1907. 
proved, and confirmed. “BE. F. Bisnor, 

Sec. 36. That the action of the taxpayers of special road district “President of the Scnate. 
No. 1, of Maricopa County, Ariz., at an election duly held, authorizing | “ WILLIAM Savin 
and directing the Iseulng of the bonds of said special road district “ Clerk of the Scnat 
No. 1, in the sum of $30,000 for the purpose of building, establishing, “We hereby certify that the foregoing bill, after considerat 


and maintaining a better system of public roads within said district, | the veto of the governor, was, upon vote taken by ayes and no 
is hereby ratified, approved, and confirmed. : 


| proved by a two-thirds vote of all of the elective members 
HAWAII. house of representatives of the Territory of Hawali this 25th day 
Sec. 87. That the act of the legislature of the Territory of Hawall, | April, A. D. 1907, “ a 
entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the manufacture, main H. L. Houst! ~ , 
tenance, distribution, and supply of electric light and power within es eos 
the district of Wailuku, on the island and county of Maul, Territory of | Joun H. Wisr, ” 
Ifawali,”” passed by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii on the Olert 
24th and 25th days of April, A. D. 1907, be, and is hereby, amended, | Sec. 38. That the act of the legislature of the Territory of llaw 
and as so amended is ratified, approved, and confirmed, as follows, | entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the manufactu: 
to wit: |} tenance, distribution, and supply of electric light and pow: 
“Act 105. | the district of Lahaina, on the island and county of Maui, I 
“An act to authorize and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, | Of Hawaii,” approved by the governor of the Territory of fl: 
distribution, and supply of electric light and power within the dis- | the Ist of May, A. D. 1907, be, and is hereby, amended, 1 
trict of Walluku, on the island and county of Maui, Territory of | “mended is ratified, approved, and confirmed as follows, to wit: 


Hawail. | “Act 130. 
‘Be it enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, That | « . ride : maint 
H. P. Baldwin, BR. 4, Wadgworth, JON. 8. Willan Dee. Lindsay, | AR act to authorize and provide for the manufacture, 


- i is b 0 y ¢ elec . y « sower within | 

C. D. Lufkin, James L. Coke, and W. T. Robinson, together with thelr | erist of Lohetan, ab’ tin tetnme One Couney ot Maui, Terr! 

sociates, hereafter called oo Company,’ and their Sere suc- Hawall 
cessors and assigns, be, and hereby are, vested with the right, au- | . : 
thority, and privileges, from and after the passage of this act, to “Be it enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Howe 
manufacture, sell, furnish, and supply electric light, electric current, the Lahaina Ice Company (Limited), as a body corporate, | 
or electric power, In the district of Walluku, on the island of Maui, | 89rs and assigns, hereinafter called ‘The Company,’ be, and 
‘Territory of Hawali, for lighting the streets, roads, public or private | 4re, vested with the right, authority, and privilege, from and il 
buildings, or for motive power, or for any other purpose which they massage of this act, to manufacture, sell, furnish, and supply 
may deem advisable, and from time te time, for the purposes above ight, electric current, or electric power in the district of La Mi 
mentioned, and subject to the approval and supervision of the boards the island of Maul, Territory of Hawall, for lighting the street 
or officials having charge of a streets or roads, to construct, main- | public or private buildings, or for motive power, or for any « 
tain, and operate suitable poles, lines, wires, cables, lamps, lamp-posts, | pose which they may deem advisable, and from time to time, 
condvetors, conduits, and such other appliances and appurtenances as | purposes above mentioned, subject to the approval and supe! 
may from time to time be necessary for the transmission, distribution, | the officials or boards having charge of said streets or roads 
or supply of electricity to consumers thereof, under, along, upon, and | struct, maintain, and operate suitable poles, lines, wires, cabl: 
over the streets, sidewalks, roads, squares, bridges, alleys, and lanes | lamp-posts, conductors, conduits, and such other appliances 
in sald district of Wailuku, on the island of Maul, and to connect the | purtenances as may from time to time be necessary for the 


do 
the 





ind 
i 


} ( 


10 


said lines, wires, and conductors with any manufactory, ye or | sion, distribution, or supply of electricity to consumers there: 
0 


public buildings, lamps, lamp-posts, or other structure or 
the place of supply. 
* Sec, 2. 


ject with | along, upon, and over the streets, sidewalks, roads, squart 
| alleys, and lanes in said district of Lahaina, on said island 
The officials or board having charge of said streets or roads | and to connect the said lines, wires, and conductors with a» 
are hereby authorized to make, and from time to time change, amend, | factory, private or public buildings, lamps, lamp-posts, or ot! 
or add to, reasonable rules regulating the placing of poles, wires, the | ture or object with the place of supply. ba 
insulation of wires, and apparatus carrying the electric current, and “Sec. 2. The company shall at all times during the ex’: 
the excavation of conduits, and the maintenance in good repair of all | said franchise promptly and efficiently supply such electric ! 
poles, wires, and apparatus, and generally concerning the manufacture | power in said district of Lahaina as may from time to time be 
and supply of electricity which may be necessary for the public safety | by persons desiring the same at any point or points: Provid« 
and welfare | shall not be required to build, extend, or maintain any line « 
‘See, 3. That all poles, lines, wires, cables, lamps, lamp-posts, con- | line for the transmission of such electric light or power beyo! 
ductors, conduits, and other appliances constructed, maintained, or | tance of 300 feet from such extension or major fraction there 
operated under, along, upon, and over the streets, sidewalks, roads, | the number of lights or amount of wer agreed to be taken 
saguares, bridges, alleys, and lanes in said district, on the island of | less than one year shall be reasonably sufficient to warrant 
Maui, shall be so constructed, maintained, or operated by the company ! struction of such line or branch line or extension; Provided 
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' 1e company shall be unable to furnish power or light applied 
’ ison of lack of capacity of the plant or apparatus for pro- 
, nd transmittmg electric current, the company shall be al- | 
easonable time, not exceeding one year from the date of any 
to procure such additional improvements or apparatus as 

essary to furnish such applicant or applicants. 

S ; The officials or boards having charge of said streets or 
hereby authorized to make, and from time to time change, 
add to, reasonable rules regulating the placing of poles, 

v nsulation of wires and apparatus carrying the electric cur- 
; excavation of conduits, and the maintenance in good re- | 
poles, wires, and apparatus and generally concerning the | 
and supply of electricity which may be necessary for the 

y and welfare. 

hat all poles, Iines, wires, cables, lamps, lamp-posts, con- 


nduits, and other appliances constructed, maintained, or 
i under, along, upon, and over the streets, sidewalks, roads, | 
dges, alleys, and lanes in said district, on the island of 


constructed, maintained, and operated by the com- 


\I i 80 
' not unnecessarily interfere with the use of such streets, 
side roads, squares, bridges, alleys, and lanes by the public. 
Ss 5. That the entire plant, lines, poles, and all other apparatus 
shall, at all times, be subject and open to the inspection 


ment 
of t ficials or boards having charge of said streets or roads, or any 
ott nted by them for that ee. 
company shall also have the right to maintain, use, 

electric meters or other means of measuring electric light, 


x 6. Said 


Do or current supplied from time to time, and to locate the same 
: places as may be deemed necessary tor their protection; and 
{ irge, receive, and collect from all customers of electricity 

g ’ ymnable prices as may be from time to time fixed and determined 
mpany: Provided, however, That the company shall have the 

arge, receive, and collect from each consumer of electricity 


the sum of $2 per month, and from each consumer of elec 
power the sum of $1 per month per horsepower of apparatus 

i to the service of the company: Provided further, That power 
conferred upon the courts of appropriate jurisdiction at all 


1 upon the petition of any consumer of the company to hear 
nd @ mine from time to time whether an existing rate or rates 
nreasonable; and if a rate be unreasonable, to order the 


decreased,*and to enforce such orders by appropriate judg- 
3 7. Said company shall also have the right to charge con- 
applicants for the use of electricity, for one-half of the 


id expense of making connections between the company’s nearest 
y and the premises where the electricity is to be used; 

nd expense to include the price of all wires, poles, insulators, 
aterials, and labor necessary to be used in making such 

is: Provided, however, That the company shall not be re 
struct, or maintain said connections as aforesaid 
ight or power unless the applicants therefor, if required, 

posit in advance with the company a sum of money, sufficient 

ay one-ball 


of the total cost and expense of making and construct- 

connections and for current for the period of ene month. 
s 8. The said company shall have the right to acquire, hold, or 
take over, either by purchase or lease, property, both real, personal, 
i, as may be necessary or mecidental to the proper conduct of 


1s; but said company shall not have the right or power to 
franchises and property of any other company of like nature 
district of Lahaina, 
Said company, 
lient in 

he power 
the 
fran 


said 
S 9 whenever from time to time it shall be 
the furtherance of the objects of the company, 
to borrow money and to secure the payment 
interest agreed upon, by mortgage of any or all of 
hises, and privileges granted or obtained by virtue 
or, if it is deemed advisable, bonds may be issued, secured 
rust of such property, not to exceed 60 per cent of the 
thereof, with all future acquired property, as well as the 
id receipts of the property from whatever source derived and 
m and under such terms as the company shall deem ad- 
! ded, That nothing in this section contained shall operate 
t | company from obtaining the usual business credits and 
ssory notes without security. 
it said company, its representatives, suceessors, and 
responsible for any damages, either to person or prop- 
ing from any act of negligence on its part which may 
reason of the exercise of any of the privileges herein granted. 
ll. It is provided that if the company shall fail or refuse to 
orm or comply with any of the provisions of this act or of 
a the Térritory of Hawaii, or of the county of Maui, and 
to refuse and fail to perform or comply therewith after rea- 
given by the superintendent of public works or any 
or municipal officer or board, said officer or board may, 
nt of the governor and of the attorney-general, cause 
instituted before an appropriate tribunal to have the 
nted hereby and all rights and privileges accruing there- 
felted and declared null and void. 
it is hereby expressly provided that nothing herein con- 
te 4 / be so construed as to grant the company an exclusive right 
TY or supply electric light and power. 


expe 


thereaf wit} 


y 1e 


_sS 10. "I 
} 





, an iid company shall, within one month after the expira- 
seal year, file with the superintendent of public works a state- 
pame wing the gross receipts from the sale of electric light and 
ha ied by the company, and shall at the same time pay to 
‘ intendent of public works 1 per cent of the gross receipts of 
durin ‘pany from all electric light or power furnished to consumers 
age ae year preceeding, 
dat l4. This act shall go into effect and be law from and after the 

t hewn PProval by the governor of the Territory of Hawaii, sub- 
8 awn to the approval of the Congress of the United States, 

1l to be secured within five years from the date of this act 
wall « 15. That Congress, or the legislature of the Territory of Ha- 
reneg + {“Pprovat of Congress, may at any time alter, amend, or 

“pPreved this Ist day of May, A. D. 1907. 

“ G. R. Carrer, 

fats “ Governor of the Territory of Hawaii.” 

SEC 9. The . , . <n 
tion ‘iat the Wahiawa Water Company (Limited), a corpora- 
Bose of trent inder the laws of the Territory of Hawali for the pur- | 
the lands of ey be, and is hereby, granted the right of way through 
the water nee United States to the extent of the ground occupied by 
lateral) the reservoirs and canals of said company and their 


id 50 feet on each side of the marginal limits thereof, in- 
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cluding that portion of said company’s irrigation works located within 
the limits of the military reservation made by the order of the President 
July 20, 1899, setting aside a portion of Waianae Uka, in the island of 
Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, and as published in the General Orders of 
the War Department No. 147, and dated August 10, 1899, and in- 
cluding also the right to take from the lands of the United States 
adjacent to the line of the canals earth and stone necessary to the con- 
struction thereof, the said reservoir sites, canals, and laterals, and 
waterways being now occupied under an outstanding lease from the 


former authorities of said Territory to said company and so recog- 
nized in said general orders: Provided, That the plans for the works 
herein proposed shall be submitted to the Secretary of War for ap 


proval, and shall be carried out in conformity to such regulations in rx 

spect to maintenance and operation as he shall prescribe: Provided 
also, That the servitude herein granted shall not prevent the movemen 

of troops over the said right of way, and when the movement of field 
artillery and wagon trains is impeded or prevented, due to the use of 
guiches for water storage by said company, bridges suitable for the 
passage of troops, artillery, and wagon trains across said gulches, with 
suitable approaches thereto, shall be provided by said company when 
required by the Secretary of War, said bridges and approaches to be 
constructed in accordance with plans approved by the Secretary of 
War: Provided further, That during the occupation of said military 
reservation by troops the said company shall furnish, free of charge, all 
the water needed for post or encampment purposes, and, In case an 
electric power plant is erected by said company, it will furnish power 
to the United States, ff required, and, if it be obtainable without tnter 
ference with the irrigation supply, at not to exceed 1 cent per kilowatt 
hour, Measured at the dynamos. 


NEW MEXICO. 

Sec. 40. That the county of Bernalillo, in the Territory of New 
Mexico, is hereby authorized to issue bonds to such amount as in the 
discretion of its county commissioners may seem necessary, but not 
exceeding the sum of $100,000, to be known as bridge bonds of the 
county of Bernalillo, which bonds shall bear interest at a rate not to 
exceed 5 per cent per annum, and shall be sold for not less than 
par, the proceeds of such sale or sales to be used exclusively for the 
construction and repair of bridges across the Rio Grande within the 


limits of said county. 
part at 


The said bonds shall be payable in whole or in 
the option of said county at any time after the expiration of 


| ten years from their issue, and shall become absolutely due and payable 


after their issue, and the 
year, after the issuance of ‘said 


upon the expiration of thirty years 
county authorities shall levy each 
bonds at the time of levying other taxes, a tax sufficient in amount to 
pay the interest on said bonds for each year, the proceeds of such tax 
to be devoted exclusively to the payment of such interest; and after 
the expiration of fifteen years from the date of the issue of said bonds 


proper 


the said county authorities shall provide a sinking fund by taxation for 
the payment of said bonds at their maturity, and shall annually levy 
a tax for that purpose suflicient to produce at least one-fifteenth part 


of the principal of said bonds. 
Sec. 41. That at any time after the expiration of ten years from the 
issue of said bonds the proper county officers of said county are author 


ized, in their discretion, to refund the indebtedness evidenced by said 
bonds: Provided, That they can do so at a lower rate of interest than 
that fixed for the original issue. 


Src. 42. That the legislative assembly of the Territory of New 
Mexico is hereby authorized and empowered to enact such legislation as 


| is necessary to authorize the Territory of New Mexico, through its 
proper officer or officers, to sell and transfer school land section 36, 
township 1 south, range 34 east, New Mexico principal meridian, to 


the town of Portales, Territory of New Mexico, for the use and benefit 
of the public schools of the town of Portales. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Currier), 
manded? 

Mr. LLOYD. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
demands a second. A second is ordered under the rule. The 
gentleman from Michigan is entitled to twenty minutes and the 
gentleman from Missouri is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, this is an omni- 
bus bill relating to affairs in the Territories. It comprehends 
several bills which have been reported unanimously from the 
Committee on the Territories. Sections 1 to 6 of the bill relate 
to a proposition to permit the town of Valdez, in Alaska, to 
issue bonds for the purpose of protecting itself from the Valdez 
glacier, 7 relates to the care of the insane in Alaska, 


Is a second de- 


Section 7 
and involves certain necessary legislation. 

In that connection, Mr. Speaker, I want to call your atten- 
tion to a slight clerical error, and I ask unanimous 
that an amendment be incorporated in line 25, page 3: 

After the word “paid” insert the words “from appropria- 
tions to be made for such service upon estimates to be sub- 
mitted to the Congress annually.” Strike out the words “ by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, on accounts and vouchers duly 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior.” I ask unanimous 
consent that the change be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will 
report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pages 3 and 4, beginning on line 25, page 3, strike out the words “ 
the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money in the Treasury 
otherwise appropriated, on account and vouchers duly approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“from appropriations to be made for such service upon estimates to be 
submitted to Congress annually.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
| the amendment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 


consent 


by 


' 
no 


The question is on agreeing to 
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Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Sections 8 to 10 relate to the 
regulation of the liquor traffic in Alaska. The present law pro- 
vides that in towns of 1,500 or upward there shall be a license 
of $1,500; in towns of more than 1,000 and less than 1,500 
population, $1,000, and in towns, camps, or settlements of less 
than 1,000 population the license is $500. This bill provides 
for a flat thousand-dollar license. The committee, after careful 
consideration of this measure, have come to the conclusion that 
it ought to pass. 

Sections 11 to 20, of the bill, provide for the regulation of 
the practice of medicine and surgery in Alaska. There is no 
law now regulating the practice of medicine and surgery in 
Alaska, and it will be apparent to the Members of the House 
that there should be some regulation of the practice of those 
professions in that Territory. Natives and people generally 
are being operated upon by some who have skill and by some 
who have no skill; and it is advisable that there should be some 
regulation, 

Section 21 relates to some matters in Mohave County, Ariz., 
and I call upon the Delegate from Arizona [Mr., SmirH] to 
make some explanation of that part of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, all the bills consoli- 
dated in this measure have been favorably reported by the 
committee, and several of the Arizona ones have already passed 
the Senate and are now upon the Speaker's table. There 
only one thing in them that may cause trouble and that is in 
the Yuma County court-house provision. 
mous consent to insert, on page 18, at the end of line 14, the 
words “to the extent of $50,000 and no more.” That bill was 
originally a bill from the Arizona legislature, providing for the 


erection of a court-house and jail in the county of Yuma, to be | 


paid for out of the funds of the county of Yuma. We are forced 
to come to Congress under the Harrison Act for all-this remedial 
legislation, The local legislature passed a law for $75,000. The 
Senate amended it by reducing the amount to $50,000, and in 
order to avoid any conflict between the Houses over that item, 
I prefer that the House, by unanimous consent, permit me to 
have the bill amended to that extent, which would limit it to 
$50,000. 
it, but I know the Senate will defeat the item unless this 
amendment is adopted. It is with reluctance that I make this 
motion, but it is better than nothing and it is all I can get. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arizona 
asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk 
‘will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 18, at the end of line 14, insert: 

“To the extent of $50,000, and no more.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
ment will be agreed to. 


Vithout objection, the amend- 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I will say to the House that the 
remainder of these Arizona provisions are acts of the legisla- 
ture of the Territory, merely asking confirmation here. 
has been no objection raised in the committees; there has 
been some in the Senate on some of these bills, but those to 
which objection was made have not yet passed the Senate. 
The one I have had amended is the only one, I presume, that 


the way by reason of the amendment which I have offered. 

It is true the Senate committee has not favorably reported 
the Gila County court-house bill, but it was passed by that 
committee fog further proceedings at the next session of Con- 
gress, or, in other words, “laid aside” for future action. 

The Phoenix bond bill has not passed the Senate, nor has it 
yet been reported to the Senate favorably by the Committee on 
Territories, to which it was referred. The Maricopa County 
road bill has been favorably reported by the House committee, 
and the bill has been introduced in the Senate and is now pend- 
ing before the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr, Speaker, I reserve the 
baiance of my time. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KimBatt]. 

Mr. KIMBALL. Mr. Speaker, ordinarily I would be opposed 
to legislation of this character—a bill including fifteen bills in 
one—but there can be no reasonable or potent objection urged 
against the bill on the grounds that would naturally provoke 
antagonism to it. Every one of the bills sought to be passed 
under this omnibus menu has been thrashed out and investi- 
gated carefully by the Committee on Territories and reported 
unanimously to this House. The Territories are our orphans. 
They have no electoral vote; their representatives here have 


I would ask unani- | 
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I would much prefer the bill as our legislature passed | 


There | 


| for electricity, 


oe 7 | was introduced by Emmet L. Adams, of Columbia Lodge of Mach 
There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. | 


_¢ | pockets of the gr re . 
would cause any trouble in the matter, and that is now out of | Station also, test batten ante ftom netclaie the sentiments of the 50,009 





upon the Members of this House who love justice, 


May 19, 


— 


no vote. Nobody cares anything for them, and a great den! of 
the legislation necessary for the proper conduct of Territoria) 
affairs has to be passed upon by Congress. Consequently it js 
very difficult for the Territories to get needed legislation. 

This bill is intended to give to the various Territories legis. 
lation actually needed, and without this omnibus bill it wouig 
be impossible to pass them through this House. For instance 
there can be no reasonable objection to building jails and . ourt. 
houses in Arizona, and no objection to regulating the practice 
of medicine in Alaska or to fixing the amount of license for 
liquor dealers there, nor to grant an electric-light franchise jy 
Hawaii. 

I desire to explain to the House that part of the bil! em. 
braced in sections 37 and 388. These sections grant franchises 


| to certain persons—one .in the district of Wailuku, county of 


Maui, in Hawaii, and the other in the district of Lahaina, jy 


| the same county—for the purpose of manufacturing, selling, 


and distributing electric light for lighting and power purposes, 
I undertake to say that in no city in America has an electric. 


| light franchise ever been granted to any corporation wherein the 


rights of the people are as safely guarded as in these two billy, 
They are small communities. The franchise is not valuable at 
best, and every provision is made to take care of the people. 


| The physical effects of the concern are to be at all times open to 


is | the inspection of the various boards for control of the public 
~ | highways, 


These franchises are revocable at any time by Con- 
gress. 

There is a provision fixing the maximum rate to be charged 
and any consumer aggrieved by excessive 
charges has the right, by petition, to have the courts say 
whether the rate is excessive or not. Thére is a provision re- 


|. quiring the law officers to institute proceedings for the forfeiture 


of the charter of these franchises if any of the provisions of 
this act are violated. Every precaution has been taken to pro- 


| tect the people, and I trust that the bill will pass without 


objection. [Applause.] 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle 


| man from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, my name has been frequently men- 
tioned in the public press, or at least in some of the papers in the 


| District of Columbia, for some time now, and often in private 


conversation among gentlemen, to the effect that I am holding 


| up the tracks to the Union Station. 


Mr. SULZER. 


They are not down yet. [Laughter]. 
Mr. SIMS. 


That I am preventing the people from riding in 


| street cars to the Union Station; that there is no demand for 
| free transfers by the people. 
| of the House to read a few lines from Washington Post of 


Therefore I ask the indulgence 


to-day: 


The Central Labor Union placed itself on record last night as favor- 
ing universal transfers on the various electric street railway lines of 
the District. The resolution indorsing the bill providing for traneiers 
inists, 
and was adopted after a long discussion. Sam De Nedrey, of Columbia 
Typographical Union, and James L. Feeney, of the Bookbinders’ Union, 
were the only ones who opposed the resolution. 

President Lorch, of the central body, left his chair to address the 
delegates in favor of the resolution. a 

“There is nothing more needed by the laboring men of the District 
than universal transfers,” he said. ““ Hundreds of our members reside 
just within the District limits and are forced to pay a double fare t0 
reach their work. This means that 20 cents daily at least Js 
taken from the families of these laboring people and placed in the 
I favor trackage to the Union 


union men of the District when I say that the universal transfer pr 


| vision is to be preferred to any other regulation relative to the street 
| car systems.” 


Secretary De Nedrey was requested to notify Representative (4, 
of Wisconsin, that the central body had taken this action. 

Now you know on whose side I am—that of the stockholders 
who have feathered their nests by legislative favor, oF the 
people who labor and sweat to furnish the money to pay the 
dividends on the stocks of these unholy and unjust corpor 
tions. It seems strange to me that some of the newset 
have such favorites when it comes to dealing with frauclise 
corporations. Some of them have pounded the gas comply ™ 
season and out for lower gas rates, but when it comes [0 the 
traveling poor, who have to use these cars daily to go to their 
work, they say, “Sirs is holding up the tracks to the s atin. 

Yes; that is what I am doing. I am holding them wu), 204! 
I can I will hold them up until doomsday, if necessary, 1 
force these creatures of legislative favor, who are getting 
unjust and unholy dividends upon treble-watered ‘%\ kK, 
become broad and patriotic enough to notify the conferee> 
both Houses that they are willing to do what is right 9nd JU" 
by those who have no vote and are unable to defend themselves 
against rapacity and greed. [Applause.] 


To-morrow, when the conference report is considered, I call 


who are 











ine CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. 6551 








st fair compensation on their capital, but nothing more— 
; | by organized laber, whose battle I have been fighting 
her nonths, and which battle I consider to be the most 
service I have ever rendered. I am proud to join 
h the army of labor when it comes to demanding 
‘ust rom these law-made favorites, which are controlled 


and alone by the Congress of the United States. | 


| 
Ml LOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
New 3 Mr. Sunzer]. 
“Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the “hold up” of the Capital 
, bill just referred to by my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. 


Sis mands my attention. However, in the brief time at | 


' sal IL shall not digress from the subject-matter before 
the House, but will confine myself to a discussion of the bill 
\ r consideration, which presents in a more acute aspect 
up” not only of important remedial legislation de- 


by the people, but of the fundamental rights of innu- | 


merable American citizens. 
The “hold up” of meritorious bills in the interests of the 
le, it seems, is the order of the day in this Congress. There 
aypears to be no trouble to pass a bad bill, but next to impossi- 
ble to pass a good bill. The few are fed; the many are left 
to starve. It is the old, old story—everything for the few and 
thing for the many. Will the special interests never be sat- 
isfied? Will the people never have their day? 


The bill now before the House is one of these omnibus bills— 


a recent device of legislative cunning to prevent the considera- | 


tion of a bill on its merits—that is to say, an omnibus bill is 


crouping together in one bill of a number of little bills re- | 


¢ to different parts of the country and bearing no relation 
to each other. It affords no opportunity to correct or amend. 
They all go through together, or they all fail together. It saves 
time, shuts off debate, prevents the separation of the bad from 


the good, and compels a Member to vote for them all “en bloc,” | 


” 


or against them all “en bloc. In my judgment it is an un- 
wise and a dangerous method of legislation, and I want to record 
my protest against it in as strong terms as I can command. 
This omnibus bill carries a number of little bills for the peo- 
» of Alaska, the people of Arizona, and the people of New 
Mexico. I have just heard the bill read, but I can not tell much 
ut it. So far as I am advised it may be a good omnibus bill; 
that is, each of the bills of which it is composed may be a good 
bill, bat I know not. I can not tell, and I am opposed to this 
method of slipshod legislation. It is not good parliamentary 
procedure, and it borders on the dangerous. 
But I am a friend of the people of Alaska, of Arizona, and 
New Mexico, and I want to do all I can to protect their 
rights and promote their general welfare. As I understand 
t, this omnibus bill is a little sop thrown to them at the last 
moment to appease their wrath. For years these good people 
e been knocking at the doors of Congress for justice, for 


relief, for their rights, and the Congress has turned to them | 


deaf ear. They have asked for bread, and you give them a 
stone. They are American citizens, and they want the rights 
' American citizens. They are treated like serfs. It is all 
wrong. The people of New Mexico want to govern themselves. 
They want statehood, and they should be admitted as a State. 
The people of Arizona want to make their own laws. They 
Want statehood. ‘They should be admitted as a State. For 


forty years they have been begging Congress for this funda- | 


] ent 


utal right, and for forty years Congress has closed to their 
eals the doors of opportunity, of equal rights, of justice, 
d of statehood. How much longer must they beg? How 


nr 


ich longer must they plead? How much longer must they 
Wait’ It is a shame—a denial of constitutional rights. It is 
(isgrace to the country and contrary to the spirit of our free 


gtitnt @ 


‘ stop treating Arizona and New Mexico like conquered 
hees. Let us grant them the rights they demand. Let us 
_ Ct hene Territories to come into the Union, so that they can 
suvern themselves and make their own local laws. These peo- 
. Ss brave, as honest, as intelligent, and as patriotie as 
y other citizens in our land. They want to govern them- 


) 


seives. They want home rule. They demand statehood. Let 
eh oe ine to ourselves and grant them all their rights and all 
eae ileges enjoyed by all the rest of the citizens of the 
foe: ae lt nion. New Mexico must be a State. Arizona 
os State, Now is the time to grant them this sovereign 
43 : Sir, what about home rule for Alaska? What about the 
fron the brave and heroie people who have gone tc Alaska 


del aden State in the Union—as fine types of American man- 
~ “8 ever breathed the free air of liberty? .What about the 


for all people to have that which belongs to them—a | 








bill prepared by me and introduced by Delegate Care to grant 
Alaska home rule and Territorial government? The Alaskans 

have been appealing to Congress for years for Territorial rights, 

and Congress has thrown in the wastebasket the appeals: of 

these brave pioneers who have gone there to develop the richest 

asset in Uncle Sam’s domains. It is an outrage ona the people 

of Alaska to deny them Territorial government. ‘They are en- 

titled to it and they will fight for it until they get it. Make no 

mistake about it. 

The people of Alaska want this right to govern themselves, 
and sooner or later it must be granted to them. I have been 
to Alaska several times. I know something about that vast 
domain. I know something about the sentiment of the people 
who live there, and I stand here and declare, with the confident 
knowledge that I can not be successfully contradicted, that the 
people of Alaska—the people who have gone there, and who have 
lived there for years, and who are bona fide residents of Alaska, 
and intend to stay there during the rest of their lives—I know 
what they want, and I declare here that they want not only a 
Delegate in Congress, but they want Territorial government. 
They want the right that every other Territory in the Union has— 
the right to make their own laws, to levy their own taxes, to 
regulate their own internal affairs, and to spend the money 
gathered by the tax collector for their own use, for their own 
schools, for their own charitable institutions, for their own 
roads, for their own municipal affairs, and for their own peace 
and happiness. This is not asking too much, in my opinion. It 
seems to me it is only fair and just and proper and right. 
Alaska has a population at the present time upward of 65,000 
bona fide residents, as true and as honest and as brave a people 
#s ever walked the earth. They want their rights, and they 
| are going to get their rights. 
| Mr. Speaker, Alaska is the world’s wonderland. No words 
ean adequately describe it. It is the poor man’s and the rich 
man’s, and the sportsman’s paradise. The time, in my judg- 
ment, is at hand when this vast Territory will be developed by 
American genius, American capital, and American enterprise, 
| and take my word for it, there will be no more prosperous sec- 
| tion in all this progressive land for American brawn and Ameri- 
ean brain. Alaska is the place for the new settler—for the 
hustler—for the man who wants to go ahead and get on. 
Alaska wants her rights; she wants home rule: she demands 
Territorial government. Alaska wants this; Alaska must have 
it—Alaska with her patriotic population, Alaska with her in- 
vigorating climate; Alaska with her beautiful scenery, her mag- 
nificent distances, her towering snow-capped mountains, her 
majestic rivers, her fertile fields, her great industries of fish 
and furs and timber; Alaska with her immense agricultural 
possibilities; Alaska with her untold wealth in gold and copper 
and silver and lead and iron and coal—mineral wealth beyond 
the dreams of the most imaginative person in the world; Alaska 
with her brave and loyal and God-fearing American citizens: 
Alaska with her churches and schools, her splendid institutions, 
her towns and villages; Alaska under the blue dome of the 
Union sky and in the shadow of the midnight sun; Alaska with 
her incomparable glaciers, with her great harbors and innumer- 
able lakes and countless cascades; Alaska, in the name of all 
these and by virtue of the fundamental principles of our free 
institutions, I demand that she shall have the right of home 
rule and full Territorial government. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress is too big a body, too busy as a legis- 
lative forum with the momentous affairs of the nation to 
| act as a board of aldermen for Alaska, for New Mexico, and 
| for Arizona. Why not give them what they are entitled to, and 
let them legislate for themselves? The principles of local self- 

government are dear to the American heart. They constitute 
the corner stone of the American Republic. The people in 

Arizona, the people in New Mexico are entitled to home rule, 

are entitled to local self-government, and the only way they can 
get it is through the agency of statehood. The people of 

Alaska are entitled to Territorial government. They want to 
| make their own local laws and not bother Congress, and the 

only way they can do so is through the agency of Territorial 
| government. After a long fight we finally succeeded in passing 
| a bill to give Alaska a Delegate in Congress. He is here in 
the person of Hon. THomas CaLte—one of God’s noblemen—and 
| he typifies the intelligence and the industry and the patriotism 
of the people of Alaska, and yet what can he do here? What 



























































has he been able to accomplish for home rule? Nothing at all. 
He can beg and plead, and he has begged, he has pleaded, but 
| it is all in vain. But the fight will go on and on until justice 
| triumphs, and so I want to say in conclusion that for one, as 
| long as I am a Member of Congress, I am going to keep on 
| fighting for statehood for New Mexico, for statehood for <Ari- 
zona, and for home rule and Territorial government for Alaska, 
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The Speaker, 
has expired. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly 
natural of course that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Sutzer}| should fight about something. There can be no pos- 
sible objection to that. 

I want to call the attention of the House, however, to a few 
facts by way of refutation of what the gentleman has said. 
This is the Sixtieth Congress. The Fifty-ninth Congress spent 
a large part of its time in the consideration of a bill to create 
a State out of the Territory of Oklahoma and the Indian Ter- 
ritory and to create another State out of the Territories of 
Arizona and New Mexico. Out of the consideration of that bill 
grew the magnificent State of Oklahoma, which we are proud 
of as a sister State in our Union. 
ful of the rights of Arizona and New Mexico. 
those Territories are splendidly represented here on this floor 
by their Delegates, and I understand, Mr, Speaker, that within 
a reasonable time application may be made by at least one of 
those Territories for consideration of her claim to statehood. 
Meanwhile all of the interests of those Territories that come be- 
fore the Committee on Territories are carefully considered, 


The time of the gentleman from New York 


and the Delegates representing the Territories, who are au- | Adair 


thorized to speak for those Territories, know about this. 


I. do not care to consume further time, Mr. Speaker, except | 


to say that the Delegate from Alaska knows that nothing that 
he has asked for that could be considered by the Committee on 
Territories has been overlooked. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr, Houston], a member of the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the subcom- 
mittee that investigated and reported upon an act which is 
now embraced in the first six sections of the bill, I desire 
mmerely to say this authorizes the town of Valdez to issue bonds 
to the amount of $15,000 for the purpose of building dams and 
dikes to protect the city or town from the overflow that fre- 
quently fesults from the melting glaciers. 

It is a town of 1,500 permanent population, with an addi- 
tional floating population of 500, which on several occasions 
has been very seriously damaged and part of it washed away 
by the overflow that is caused by these glaciers melting and 
running down. They have a taxable property of $590,000, 
and the necessity for this legislation is that under the code 
of Alaska they are not authorized to issue bonds without the 
aid of legislation by Congress, and I am satisfied this legisla- 
tion is very much needed and is very proper. As a rule, I 
do not approve the method of passing a number of measures in 
one bill, but being a member of this committee and having had 
opportunity to examine these measures, I can support the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Missouri 
has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the bill now pending is composed 
of ten or twelve separate bills, each of which has been very 
carefully considered by the Committee on the Territories; each 
of them was first submitted to a subcommittee, which investi- 
gated the several bills and reported back to the committee; 
each one of them had the unanimous support of every member 
of every subcommittee. These bills were then considered by 
the full committee and were unanimously reported to the House 
by the full committee. I feel very sure that every item of leg- 
islation in this proposed bill is a proper item of legislation and 
that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will permit,. while the 
bill was being read I thought I heard some reference to the 
District of Cohimbia. 

Mr. LLOYD. There is nothing in it about the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought I heard a reference to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michi- 
gan desire to consume the balance of his time? 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, if there is no 
gentleman on our side of the House who desires to be heard, 
I think we are ready for a vote, after a suggestion which I 
desire to make, and that is simply to strike out sections 10, 20, 
and 34 in the bill, which provide the time when certain bills 
which are incorporated in the omnibus bill shall go into effect, 
as these sections would be inconsistent with the bill and the 
presence of these sections in the bill is the result of a mere 
clerical error. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 11 strike out section 10, on page 15 strike out section 20, 
and on page 19 strike out section 34, 


We have not been unmind- | 
The rights of 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the a mena. 


ment— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say I shall not op. 
ject, because a proposition from a Republican source to strike 
out legislation formulated by a Republican committee is ge. 
erally a good request. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. And I ask also that the num. 
bering of the sections be changed accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend. 
ment will be agreed to and the numbering of the sections wij! 
be changed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
vote. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore ap- 
nounced that the ayes seémed to have it. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 232, answered 
“present” 5, not voting 150, as follows: 

YEAS—232. 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff Pollard 
Hughes, N. J. Pratt 
Humphrey, Wash. Pray 
James, Addison D, Prince 
James, Ollie M, Rainey 


Mr. Speaker, I call for g 


Acheson Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 


Oleott 
Overstreet 
Padgett 

Page 

Parker, 8. Dak 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 


Adamson 

Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N, Y, 
Allen Ellis, Mo. 
Andrus Ellis, Oreg. 
Anthony Englebright 
Ashbrook esch 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Nev. 


Fitzgerald 
Bates 


Floyd 





Reale, Pa. 
Beall, Tex. 


| Bede 


Bell, Ga, 
sooher 
Bowers 
3oyd 
Brantley 
Brownlow 
Brundidge 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 


| Calderhead 


Caldwell 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cole 

Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Denver 
Diekema 
Dixon 


Butler 
Flood 


Ames 
Ansberry 
Bannon 
Barclay 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Burgess 
surton, Ohio. 
Byrd 

Calder 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla. 


Focht 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind, 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 

Fuller 

Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Gillett 

Glass 

Godwin 
Goebel 
Goulden 
Graft 

Graham 
Granger 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hammond 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn 

Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—5. 


Gordon 


Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson. 8. C. 
Jones, Wash, 
Keifer 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 

Lee 

Legare 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McGavin 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


McMillan 
Macon 
Maynard 
Mondell 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 


Roberts 


NOT VOTING—150. 


Clayton 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Cook, Pa, 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
De Armond 
Denby 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Ferris 
Fornes 
Foster, Vt. 
Gardner, Mass. 


Gilhams 
Gill 
Goldfogle 
Greene 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn. 
Hubbard, lowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 


Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rotherme! 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Scott 
Shackleford 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Watkins 
Webb 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, la. 
Wood 
Woody ar l 


Sherley 


Jackson 
Jenkins 
Jones, Va. 
Kahn 
Kipp 
Kitchin, ¢ 
Kitchin, \ 
Knapp 
Lamar, |! 


Langley 
Laning 
Law 
Leake 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 


Humphreys, Miss. Livingsto® 








Loud Moon, Pa. Ryan Thomas, Ohio 
I Morse Saunders Tirrell 
Met Mudd Sheppard Vreeland 
M tt Olmsted Sherman Waldo 
‘I Parker, N. J, Sims Wallace 
M Patterson Smith, Tex. Washburn 
M Cal. Pearre Snapp Watson 
Mcl 1, Cal. Peters Sparkman Weems 
Mel Porter Stafford Weisse 
Med : Pou Stephens, Tex. Wiley 
Mad Powers Sterling Willett 
M : Pujo Stevens, Minn. Wilson, Ill, 
M Ransdell, La. Sturgiss Wolf 
M Reid Talbott Young 
M Riordan Tawney 
Mi Rucker Thomas, N. C. 
S» the rules were suspended and the bill as amended was 
nassecd. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


I further notice: 

Mr. HASKINS with Mr. LAMB. 

Mr. BarcLAY with Mr. CocKRAN. 

Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. CLAYTON, 
Mr. AMes with Mr. Burgess. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. Hutz of Tennessee, 
Mr. BoNYNGE with Mr. De ARMOND. 

Mr. BrapLeEY with Mr. Ferris. 


Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. CLaubE KITCHIN, 

Mr. DargraGH with Mr. McDerMortT., 

Mr. DaLzELL with Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. O-MstTED with Mr. McHENRY, 

Mr. GREENE with Mr. McLAIN, 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. RYan, 

Mr. Knare with Mr. Ranspexx of Louisiana. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. Witson of Illinois with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 

The result of the vote was anounced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report. of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
1915S) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1909. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

8.6231. An act granting a pension to Lilla May Pavy; and 

8.6805. An act to encourage the development of coal de- 
posits in the Territory of Alaska. 

RESURVEY OF TOWNSHIPS IN WYOMING. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill S. 6190, with certain House amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
An 6190) authorizing a resurvey of certain townships in the 
State of Wyoming, and for other purposes. 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to cause to be made in the manner 
vided by law for the survey and resurvey of public lands, 


act { 


Ss 
n 


hereby 


{from time to time as may be necessary, a resurvey of the follow- | 


towns! 


nges 81 


ips 


ps in the State of Wyoming: Townships 41 to 44 north, 
to 92 west, inclusive; townships 45 to 48 north, ranges 81 
west, inclusive, except township 48 north, ranges 88 to 91 west, 

townships 49 to 52 north, ranges 89 to 92 west, inclusive; 


: 53 to 56 north, ranges 101 to 103 west, inclusive; townships 


wnships 12 to 16 north, ranges 88 to 104 west, inclusive; 

17 to 24 north, ranges 97 to 100 west, inclusive; townships 

ranges 105 to 108 west, inclusive; townships 12 to 25 north, 

9 to 112 west, inclusive; township 24 north, range 111 west; 

township 24 north, range 114 west; townships 17 to 20 north, ranges 
west, inclusive; township 57 north, range 68 west; town- 
56 north, ranges 80 and 81 west, inclusive; all west of 
rincipal meridian. 

That nothing herein contained shall cause the applications of 
n other lands to be rejected, or cause to be increased the 
tually apportioned to the district of Wyoming out of the 
n for surveys and resurveys of public lands. And all 
culations of the Department of the Interior requiring pe- 

all settlers 





nha 


: : on said lands asking for a resurvey and an 
agreement abide by the result of the survey, so far as these lands 
are concern d, are hereby abrogated: Provided, That nothing herein 


ill be so construed as to impair the present bona fide rights 
any actual occupant of any of said lands so occupied to 
land to which, under the law, he is entitled: Provided 


and only such parts of the land where the survey is so 
obliterated shall be resurveyed: Provided further, That 
found that, at the time the resurvey is entered upon, more 
lands in any township have been disposed of by entry 
oo the resurvey in such township shall not be made; 
‘_—ee shall not apply to lands within railroad land-grant limits. 
thoris, - at the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
of the 7 na directed to certify to the State of Kansas, for the benefit 
said Ane ‘as State Agricultural College, 7,682 acres of public land in 
State unre 2° Same to be in full satisfaction of the claim of said 
© Under an act entitled “An act donating public lands to the sev- 











} north, range 86 west; townships 12, 13, and 14 north, range | 





|} cate shall, upon application made therefor by 


t before any resurvey is ordered it shall be made to appear | 
tary of the Interior that the former official survey of said | 
naccurate or obliterated as to make it necessary to resur- | 


but | 
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| where valid adverse rights have not 
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eral States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and mechanic arts,’ approved July 2, 1862. 
Sec. 4. That the tracts of land described as follows: 


Sections 9 and 
10, lot 4, southwest qua 


rter of northwest quarter, west half of south- 


west quarter, section 3, east half of southeast quarter, section 4, town- 
ship 24 north, range 22 


22 west; east half of northeast quarter, east half 
of southeast quarter, section 34, southwest quarter of northwest quar- 
ter, northwest quarter of southwest quarter, section 35, township 25 
north, range 22 west, Indian meridian, together with the buildings and 
improvements thereon, which lands were formerly a part of the Fort 
Supply Military Reservation, in the former Territory and now State of 
Oklahoma, the use of which for the purpose of an insane asylum was 
granted to the Territory of Oklahoma by the act of Congress approved 
February 8, in the year 1899, entitled “An act authorizing the Secre 
tary of the Interior to permit the use of the buildings on the Fort 
Supply Military Reservation by Oklahoma Territory for an insane 
asylum,” be, and the same are hereby, granted to the State of Okla 
homa for the purpose of an insane asylum for said State, and for other 
purposes, 

Sec. 5. That the State of North Dakota is hereby authorized and 
empowered to sell such portion as it may deem wise of the southeast 
quarter of section 7 and the southwest quarter of section 8 and the 
northeast quarter of section 18 and the northwest quarter of section 
17, all in township 131 north, range 65 west, heretofore granted to said 
State to be used for the purpose of a memorial park and burial ground 
of the soldiers killed at the battle of White Stone Hills, the money 
derived from the sale of said land to be used by the said State only 
for the purpose of erecting monuments and improving and beautifying 
such portions of such grounds as it may desire to use as a memorial 
park: Provided, That not less than 40 acres be reserved immediately 
surrounding the graves located on said land. 

Sec. 6. That all qualified homesteaders who, under an order issued 
by the Land Department bearing date October 22, 1891, and taking 
effect November 2, 1891, made settlement upon and improved any por 


» 


tion of an odd-numbered section within the conflicting limits of the 
grants made in aid of the construction of the Chicago, St. Paul, Min- 


neapolis and Omaha Railway and the Wisconsin Central Railroad, and 
were thereafter prevented from completing title to the land so settled 
upon and improved by reason of the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the case of Wisconsin Central Railroad Company against Forsythe 
(159 U. S., p. 46), shall, in making final proof upon homestead entries 
made for other lands, be given credit for the period of their bona fide 


, 


residence upon and the amount of their improvements made on the 
lands for which they were unable to complete title. In the event that 
any entryman entitled to the benefits of this act shall have died, the 


right to make such second entry shall inure to his surviving widow, and 
if there be no widow living then to his minor child or children, if any, 
in the manner hereinbefore provided: Provided, That no such person 
shall be entitled to the benefits of this act who shall fail to make entry 
within two years after the passage of this act: And provided further, 
That this act shall not be considered as entitling any person to make 
another homestead entry who shall have received the benefits of the 
homestead law since being prevented, as aforesaid, from completing 
title to the lands as aforesaid settled upon and impreved by him. 

Sec. 7. That section ef an act entitled “An act to amend the 
homestead laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved lands in 


» 


Nebraska,”” approved April 28, 1904, be, and the same hereby is, 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That entrymen under the homestead laws of the United 
States within the territory above described who own and occupy the 
lands heretoforé entered by them may, under the provisions of this 

|} act and subject to its conditions, enter other lands contiguous to their 
said homestead entry, which shall not, with the land so already en 
tered, owned, and occupied, exceed in the aggregate 640 acres; and 
residence continued and improvements made upon the original home 
stead, subsequent to the making of the additional entry, shall be ac- 


| cepted as equivalent to actual residence and improvements made upon 


the additional land so entered, but final entry shall not be allowed of 
such additional land until five years after first entering the same, ex- 
cept in favor of entrymen entitled to credit for military service.” 

Sec. 8. That such portions of the lands of the abandoned Fort Sherl- 
dan Military Reservation, and of the abandoned Fort McPherson Mili 
tary Reservation which were added to the original Fort McPherson 
Military Reservation by Executive order dated April 19, 1878, title to 
which remains in the Government and have become subject to home 
stead entry, be, and the same are hereby, exempted from the payment 
of the appraised values imposed by the act of Congress approved July 


| 5, 1884, and this provision shall include existing unperfected entries. 


Sec. 9. That no final certificate issued upon proof offered under the 
commutation provisions of the homestead laws prior to the passage of 
this act shall be canceled solely upon the ground of insufficient resi 
dence in any case where such proof shows that the entryman had in 
good faith resided upon and improved the lands covered by his entry 
for at least eight months within the year immediately preceding the 
submission of such proof, and in all such cases where the final cer- 
tificate has been canceled because of insufficient residence such certifi- 
the entryman, his heirs 
or assigns, within one year from the passage of this act, be reinstated 
and confirmed if no fraud was practiced by the entryman and no valid 
adverse rights have attached to the land affected thereby at the date 
of the filing of such application. 

Sec. 10. That no homestead entry heretofore made under the pro 
visions of section 2 of the act of Congress entitled “An act for the 
relief of the Colorado Cooperative Colony, to permit homestead entries 


in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved June 5, 1900, shall 
be canceled for the reason that the former entry made by the entry 
man was commuted under the provisions of an act entitled “An act 
relating to the public lands of the United States,” approved June 15, 
1880 (21 Stat., p. 237). And all entries heretofore canceled on the 
| ground that an entryman who commuted under the provisions of said 
act of June 15, 1880; is not entitled to the benefits of the act of June 
5, 1900, shall be reinstated upon a showing by the entryman or his 
heirs, within one year from the approval of this act, that there were 
no valid grounds for the cancellation of such entries except that a 


former entry was perfected under the act of June 15, 1880, in all cases 
attached to the lands by 
such second entries since the date of their cancellation 

Sec. 11. That all the provisions of the mining laws of the United 
States are hereby extended and made applicable to the undisposed-of 
lands in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, above the mouth 
of the Lo Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River, designated in the act 
of June 5, 1872: Provided, That all mining locations and entries here- 
tofore made or attempted to be made upon said lands shall be deter 
mined by the Department of the Interior as if said lands had been 


covered 
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subject to mineral location and entry at the 
entries were made or attempted to be made: And provided further, 
this act shall not be applicable to lands withdrawn for administration 
sites for use of the Forest Service 

Sec. 12. That all patents heretofore issued on applications made for 
title to public lands between June 5, 1901, and June 20, 1907, 
either military bounty land warrants, agricultural college 
or surveyor-general’s certificates, be, and the same are hereby, declared 
valid; and that all such loc ations, where the applications to locate 
were made between June 5, 1901, and June 20, 1907, with either mili- 
tary bounty land warrants, agricultural college land scrip, 
general's certificates, and upon which patents have not 
but which may hereafter be approved for patent by the 
under the ruling in the of Roy McDonald, December 21, 1907, are 
hereby declared legal, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
is hereby authorized and directed to issue 
which may be approved by him for patent 
That they are otherwise in accordance 
in such « made and provided 

Sec. 
lying within the following-described 
at a point on the boundary line 
Dakota where the east 
sects said State line, 
ard parallel north ; 
to a point where the boundary line 
and Montana intersects the said eighth standard parallel north; thence 
south on the boundary line between the States of North Dakota and 
Montana and South Dakota and Montana to a point where the 
standard parallel north intersects said State boundary line; thence 
east on the said fourth standard parallel north to the northeast cor- 
ner of township 16 north, of range 9 east; thence south along the 
range line between ranges 9 and 10 east to a point where the same 
intersects the 
standard parallel north to a point where the same intersects the west- 
ern boundary line of the county of Schnasse; thence north along 
western boundary line of said county to a point where the same 
sects the fifth standard parallel north; thence east along the sa 
standard parallel north to a point where the same intersects the 
line between ranges 23 and 24 east; 
a point where the same intersects the State line between the States 
of North Dakota and South Dakota; thence west along the said State 
line to the point of beginning, be, and the same hereby is, constituted 
a new land district, to be known as the Lemmon land district; and the 
United States land office for said district is hereby located at the town 
of Lemmon, tn Butte County. That the President be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
Senate, a register and a receiver for said land district, 


been 


case 


as above provided : 
with the rules and 


Provided, 
regulations 


‘ases 


boundaries, to wit: 
between the States of North 
boundary line of the county of Schnasse inter- 
thence due north to a point on the eighth 


thence west on said eighth standard parallel north 


inter 


range 


and they shall 


be subject to the same laws and be entitled to the same compensation | 


as is or may be hereafter provided by law in relation to the 
land offices and officers in sald State. 

Sec. 14. That subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read as follows 

‘Tenth, Regiscers and receivers are allowed jointly at the rate of 
15 cents per hundred words for testimony reduced by them to writing 
for claimants in establishing preemption, desert-land, and homestead 
rights.” 

Sec. 15. That section 461 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by the act aperever: April 2, 1888, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 461. All exemplifications of patents or papers on file or of 
record in the General Land Office which may be required by parties in- 
terested shall be furnished by the Commissioner upon payment by such 
parties at the rate of 15 cents per hundred words, and 30 cents each 
for photolithographic copies of township plats or diagrams unverified, 
not to exceed ten copies to any one person, and 25 cents each for all 
copies In excess of ten, with an additional sum of $1 for the Commis- 
sioner’s certificate of verification, with the General Land Office seal; 
and the amount so received shall, under the direction of the Commis 
sioner, be paid into the Treasury; but fees shall not be demanded for 
such authenticated copies as may be required by the officers of any 
branch of the Government, nor for such unverified copies as the Com- 
missioner, In his discretion, may deem proper to furnish; but said 
Commissioner may, if he deem it advisable, make such charge for un- 
verified copies as will, in his judgment, cover the cost of the prepara- 
tion thereof.” 

Sec. 16. That each member of the selecting commission mentioned 
and described in section 8 of the act of Congress approved June 21, 
1898, entitled “An act to make certain grants of land to the Terri 
tory of New Mexico, and for other purposes,” consisting of the gov- 
ernor of the Territory of New Mexico, the surveyor-general of said 
Territory, and the attorney-general thereof, may receive from said Ter- 
ritory such compensation for their services as members of said com- 
mission as the legislative assemblies of said Territory may from 
to time provide, net to exceed the sum of $600 each per annum. 

Sec. 17. That the Secretary of the Interior 
sell to the State of Idaho section 18, the south half of section 7, 
ship 11 north, range 44 east, and the south half of section 12 of 
township 11 north, range 45 east, Boise meridian, providing that the 
State of Idaho shall pay $1.25 per acre for the land, and providing the 
Secretary of the Interior. shall be assured by the State of Idaho that 
the lands so purchased shall be used for a State fish hatchery and 
game reserve, and if not so used for a period of five years shall revert 
to the Government of the United States. 

Sec. 18. That the south 200 feet, lot 2, block A, as shown by 
= of Perry town site, approved by the Commissioner of the General 
and Office September 14, 1893, be, and the same is hereby, conveyed to 
and given to the city of Perry, State of Oklahoma, for a city library 
and other city and public buildings. : ’ 

Set 19. That the title of block 1, being 10 acres reserved by law 
for park, school, and other public purposes, of the plat of Luther M. 
McGuire, of the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter of section 
8, township 22 north, of range 6 west of the Indian meridian, 
with and approved by the Secretary ef the Interior, with the applica 
tion of the said Luther M. McGuire as homestead entryman of said 
lands to purchase the same for town-site purposes, be, and the same is 
hereby, vested in the municipality ef the city of Enid, State of Okla- 
homa, ‘for park, school, and other public purposes. 

Sec, 20. That all that tract or parcel of land in the city of Dubuque, 
heretofore known as St. Raphael's Cemetery, and described as follows: 
“A tract of land 382 feet in width and 405 feet in length, bounded 
on the north by Third street, on the south by outlots 698 and 693 A, 


existing 


town 


time such locations and | 
That | 


with | 
land scrip, | 


or surveyor- | 
issued, | 
Department | 


patents on all such locations | 


13. That all that part of the States of North and South Dakota 
Commencing | 
and South | 
stand- | 


between the States of North Dakota | 
fourth | 


| Territory, 


third standard parallel north; thence east on said third | 
enter the same : 
the | 


id fifth | 


thence along said range line to | 
. |} as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, 


| make the same, 


of the | «5 seathwest quarter of section 20, township 144 north, range 71 west, 


| passed upon and determined by the Commissioner of the Gen: 


| section 
time | Choctaw Count 


is hereby authorized to shall 


| ordered. 


| titled to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Te 
| Henry] to twenty minutes. 


the | 


as filed | 
| the Department has no authority to resurvey a tract, 


| something over 7,000 acres of land to 
| college land grant, 
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on the east by outlots 693, and on the west by outlots 723,” th 
being the identical property which was in use as a Catholic cemetery 
in 1836, and having been in the open, continuous, and uninter; Ipted 
possession of a Catholic church of Dubuque from said date uniti) 
present time, the title of the church to the same having nev: 
contested nor questioned, and the boundaries of the property 
being identical with those described in the original plat of Dubuque 
is hereby granted to the Most Rev. John J. Keane, as ar 10p 
of Dubuque, and to his successors in office, and the title the: 
confirmed and established accordingly. 

Sec. 21. That the Minnesota and Manitoba Ratlroad Company jg 
hereby authorized to convey in fee simple to Thomas Cathcart, his heirs 
and assigns, such part as may not be needed for railway purposes of thy 
following-deseribed land, to wit: Lets 3 and 4 and the easterly 140 feet 
of the southwest quarter of section 35, in township 161 north, range 
31 west, granted to it for railroad purposes by act of Congress entitled 
“An act granting the right of way to the Minnesota and Manitoba pr 
road Company across the ceded portion of the Chippewa (Red Lake; 
Indian Reservation, Minnesota,’ approved April 17, 1900, and ! 
strictions upon alienation upon said grant are hereby removed, and { 
United States hereby relinqfishes all claim or title and hereby I 
to said railroad company the fee to such part of said land as shal! 
conveyed to said Thomas Cathcart. 

Sec. 22. That the disqualification of Charles A. Going to enter lands 
under the homestead laws in force in the State of Oklahoma and app)! 
ing to lands opened to settlement in the Pawnee Indian Reservation, jn 
the said State, arising by reason of the said Charles A. Going hay 
heretofore entered a homestead in the State of Kansas, be, and thx 
are hereby, removed, and that the entry of said Charles A. Going of 1 
southeast quarter of section No. 4, in township No. 22 north, of range 
No. 4 east of the Indian meridian, in Pawnee County, Oklahor 
be, and the same is, restored as fully and to all inte: 
and purposes as if the said Charles A. Going at the time of ent 
said lands had been qualified under the laws of the United Stat 
Provided, That the said Going shall pay the sum of $1.25 
per acre for said land. 

Sec. 23. That the homestead entry of Walter H. Quist for the sout 
east quarter of section 35, in township 154 north, range 39 west, in t 
Crookston land district, Minnesota, under the Act approved Febru 2 
1904, entitled “An act to authorize the sale of a part of what is know 
in the State of Minnesota upon 
which final proof and full payment was made, but which was i 
cancellation by the Secretary of the Interior for want of qualification to 
be, and the same is hereby, allowed and permitt: d t 
remain of record as of the date of said entry, and that patent sha 


the 
een 
day 


tO Is 


| in the name of said Walter H. Quist for said land. 


Src. 24. That the entry of Annie Ward, formerly Annie Brown, | f 
in the Fargo land district, in the State of North Dakota, held for can 
cellation by the Cc ‘ommissioner of the General Land Office and ordered 
canceled by the Secretary of the Interior, be, and the same is hereby, 
confirmed, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to cause a patent to the land embraced within said entry to be 
issued to the said Annie Ward, formerly Annie Brown, provided there 
is no valid adverse claim for such land. 

Sec. 25. That the title of Raleigh Brewer, sr., in and to the 
east quarter of section 10, township 15 north, range 19 east, Noxubee 
County, Miss., as assignee of the conveyance of Tish-o-no-wah, exe 
cuted June 2 1831, to Reuben H. Grant and Jefferson Clement, 
and the same is hereby, quieted and confirmed, and patent th 
shall be issued to Raleigh Brewer, sr. 

Sec. 26. That the following-deseribed land, 
quarter of the northwest quarter of section 30, 
in section 18 extending from lot 1 
original United States land survey, but which is shown upon th 
of survey made under the direction of the War Department 
United States engineer office at St. Paul for the Gull Lake Rk 
in Minnesota, which said land was reserved for reservoir purposes and 
the reservation / yproved by the President January 18, 1806, in town 
ship 134 north, range 29 west, in the State of Minnesota, be, an d 
same hereby . restored to the public domain subject to hom | 
entry ; and all prior rights of settlement and entry, or attempted entry, 
are hereby reserved to the occupant and claimant of the land, : be 
ul ina 


south- 


to wit, the sout! 
and the point of 
in section 19, omitted fr 


Office : Provided, however, That any homestead entry of said 
final certificate or patent that may be issued therefor shal! | 
to the rights of the United States to construct and maintain a .d um 

reservoir purposes at Gull Lake and to flood any part of sald land by 


| means of said dam. 


Sec. 27. That the Commissioner of the General Land vv e 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue a patent to t! ssignees 
of Warner Bailey conveying all the right, title, and interest 
Government of the United States in and to the following 
land: West half northeast quarter and east half northwest 
36, township 12 north, range 3 west, lying and i 
State of Alabama: Provided, That the said 
be in full satisfaction of and shall extinguish milits 
land warrant numbered 75,743. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a seco 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A second is consid 
The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpve: 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bil! con 
ing in the form of amendments various House and Se 


| which have been reported unanimously from the Pub 
| Committee. 


| tain lands in the State of Wyoming, or authorizes 


The Senate bill provides for the resurve) 


survey when the Secretary of the Interior shall deem th 
vey necessary. This action is necessary, due to the 


been once surveyed and the survey accepted. The 
tion of the bill contains a grant to the State of h 
satisfy its az 
This is necessary by reason 0! 
that when Kansas made her last application under | 
the Seeretary held that the lands she applied for wer 
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mi um. and therefore allowed the State only half the land 
to 1 h she was entitled. It is very clear that the holding of 
the Jepartment was erroneous. The lands granted were, in 
fa gie minimum, and Kansas is entitled to this additional 
rhe ext section, Mr. Speaker, grants to the State of Okla- 
homa the old Fort Supply Military Reservation and the build- 
ings situated on the reservation, for the purposes of an insane 
asylum. The State now holds this land and the buildings under 


q permission made to the Territory of Oklahoma. Section 5 of 
the bill authorizes the State of North Dakota to sell a portion 


of the section of land sold to it some time ago for a park in | 
commemoration of the battle of White Stone Hills, but provides | 


that the State shall not sell the portion of the land on which the 
graves are located. Section 6-——— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man vir ld? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is anybody on the committee op- 
posed to the passage of this bill? 

Mr. MONDELL, No. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is an unanimous report, is it 
not! 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this legislation was unani- 


mously agreed to on three different occasions by the commit- | 


tee. I do not know of any objection to it, and I do not care 
to take up the time of the House in an explanation of the dif- 
ferent sections if it is not necessary. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is why I asked you the 
question. 

“Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man about the ninth section. According to that it would seem 
to me that any time within a year after the passage of the act 
any entryman who had never resided upon the land might show 
that for eight months prior to his making his proof he had 
been a resident upon the land, and an occupant of it, and so 
perfect his proof without having conformed to the law in that 
particular in any regard prior to the passage of this act. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman does 
ot clearly understand the provisions of the section. This sec- 
on is an amended Senate bill. As it passed the Senate it was 
very much broader than the provisions contained in this bill. 
After consulting with the Interior Department with regard to 
the matter, the Department sent us a suggestion. I do not mean 
to say that the Department recommends the passage of this 











after its change of ruling that the later decision should not 
apply to any entries made prior to the Ist of last November. 

So that, as a matter of fact, this is simply curing some entries 
upon which the Department had acted adversely, which entries 
were made and proof submitted in the local land office before 
the change of rulings. At the time these entries were made and 
proof submitted the entrymen could not know that the Depart- 
ment contemplated overturning its rulings and practice of forty 
years. 

Mr. PAYNE. I find a clause here that seems to state the 
opinion of the committee. It is as follows: 

The bill was favorably reported from the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands and was passed by the Senate. It was referred by your com 


mittee to the Secretary of the Interior, who submitted an unfavorable 
report on the bill as originally drafted, and recommended, if the enact 
ment of a measure of this kind was deemed desirable, the substitution 
therefor of the draft of a bill which, with two minor changes, is that 
of the abore proposed amendment. 


I do not find the letter of the Secretary. 
Mr. MONDELL. There is no question as to the propriety 
and justice of this legislation, and I am satisfied that the offi- 


| cers of the Department did not intend in that letter to convey 


the thought that the legislation was not advisable. It is neces- 
sary in order to reinstate some entries that were adversely 
acted upon by the Department under its change of view with re- 
gard to commutation proof, but which were initiated and in 
most cases proof offered long before the change of rule and de- 
cision, 

Mr. REEDER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
if he will yield. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. REEDER. You say this bill is made up of a number of 
bills. I want to ask if each of these bills was considered by the 


| committee, and if each one received unanimous support of the 


provision, but they sent us a suggestion of legislation along | 


this line, if we were to legislate at all, which is now section 9. 
And it is intended to relieve certain entrymen whose entries 


were canceled by a change in the rulings of the Interior De- | 
partment. The Department held for a great many years that | 


commutation proof could be made upon proof of eight months’ 
residence at any time prior to the submission of proof. That 
ruling was overturned, and the Department held that the entry- 
man must have resided on his land continuously for fourteen 
months immediately prior to the time of making proof. Natu- 
rally there were some entrymen who, depending upon the 
prior ruling of the Department, a ruling that had been estab- 
lished for forty years, suffered by reason of the new ruling. 
SO 
land offices, were canceled by the Department in Washington. 
Now, in order to relieve those cases, where the entryman 
clearly complied with the rulings of the Department, in force 


when their entries were made, we insert this section in the bill. | 
Mr. PAYNE. I understand that the principle of this sec- | 


tion has not the approval of the Department. They simply 
say, if you are going to legislate in this direction that that is 
the extent to which they want to go, but they do not approve it. 
Mr. MONDELL. It seems to me that is not entirely the atti- 
tude of the Department. 
san PAYNE, Has the gentleman any letters from the Depart- 
gt; MONDELL, The gentleman will find in the report on 
. bill a letter from the Department on the subject. 
a a NE. Will the gentleman refer me to the page? 
oan A 81 EAD. No one can get any advantage under this 
“tion unless the local land office has found his proof suffi- 
“ient. No one who has not heretofore obtained a final certificate 


aan i any advantage. This is only to legalize certain 
“UTT1eS, 


Mr. MO NI /ELL. 
from New y 
Departme 
by: legis) 
the ge 
decisic 


Answering the question of the gentleman 
ork [Mr. Payne], I take it for granted that the 
ut would not say to Congress that Congress should 
‘tion overturn its decision. The Department itself, if 
‘nteman will give me his attention, did modify its own 
n with regard to these matters by deciding some time 


some entries, all of which had been approved by the local | 








committee? 

Mr. MONDELL. Every section of this bill, with two excep- 
tions, is a separate bill, either a House or a Senate bill, which 
was passed upon in full committee and reported unanimously. 
Then later, I will say to the gentleman, an omnibus bill was in- 
troduced, carrying these bills, and the committee on two occa- 
sions, with a full attendance, went over that omnibus bill and 
finally eliminated from it two sections that the committee be- 
lieved to be proper legislation, but which we feared there might 
be some objection to in the House, and then unanimously re- 
ported the bill now before the House. 

Mr. REEDER. Does this bill as it is before us contain those 
two sections? 

Mr. MONDELL. It does not contain them or a number of 
other bills that were before our committee. I want to say 
to the gentleman from Kansas that our endeavor was to put 
nothing in this bill that could not have come before the House, 
and would not have come before the House, by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. REEDER. Then, do I understand that each of these 
different items was taken up separately by the committee and 
unanimously agreed to? 

Mr. MONDELL. They were. 

Mr. REEDER. I wish to ask the gentleman further with 
reference to section 12. Is it to validate the military scrip or 
military bounty and college scrip? The question has arisen as 
to whether it is to validate that scrip; and I wish also to ask 
the meaning of the words “ patents heretofore issued.” 

Mr. MONDELL. Why, Mr. Speaker, down to the last year 
the Department held that military bounties, land warrants, 
surveyor-generals’ certificates, and agricultural college scrip 
might be located on any offered land—any land that had ever 
been offered land—land offered for sale but not sold. Now, in 
1889 the distinction between offered and nonoffered lands was 
removed, except as to the State of Missouri, so that, as a matter 
of fact, there has been since 1889 no offered land except in the 


| State of Missouri; but the Department still held that as to any 


lands that have ever been opened these warrants could be 
located on them. But after the Department held that these 
warrants and various forms of scrip could only be located on 
lands that are now offered lands. When the Department dis- 
covered the effect.of that decision they reversed themselves to 
this effect: They said that the Department was justified in 
confirming and passing to patent all of the scrip lands which 
had been located under this scrip prior to the time of their 
adverse decision. Now, all this does—and the Department says 
they think it is unnecessary—is to confirm these patents which 
the Department has issued and which the Department holds 
are sufficient. 

Mr. REEDER, The question is not, then, as to the validity 
of the scrip? 

Mr. MONDELL, We validate nothing that the Department 
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has not validated. We simply put the seal of legislative ap- 
proval on what the Department has done. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, unless some one wishes to ask a question 
in regard to some particular section of the bill, 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I will say that I 
am on this committee, and I want to know whether the gentle- 
man from Texas, who has demanded a second, is opposed to the 
bill. If not, as I understand it, a member of the committee is 
entitled to control the time. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that I am opposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has 
control of the time. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am on the committee, and favor 
the bill, 
trol the time. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, 
time, to yield some of it to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not want any time. I 
thought that I would be entitled to the control of the time, and 
think so yet; but I yield to the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this bill seems to be a 
Senate bill, including a number of land propositions. Its cap- 
tion indicates that it is an act 
tain townships 
rusing 


in the State of Wyoming,” yet, 
its contents, 


on briefly pe- 
I find that it covers matters pertaining to 


States all the way from North Dakota to the States of Missis- | 


sippi, Alabama, and other States of the Union. 

All these measures may be meritorious, 
objection to any of them, perhaps, if I had time to separately 
consider them; but the bill has been called up and suspension 
of the rules moved, and we are expected to discuss and consider 
this very important and comprehensive matter in twenty min- 
utes on each side. 

Section 21 seems to confirm a railroad grant in the State of 
Minnesota, although this is supposed to be a bill to resurvey 
certain townships in the State of Wyoming. 
to refer to certain lands in the State of Kansas. Section 
seems to refer to land in the State of Minnesota. Section 
something to do with lands in the State of North Dakota. 
tion 25 appears to refer to lands down in Noxubee County, 


| 


— 


Sec- 
Miss. 


Lands appear to be granted to these communities, and a lot of | 
committee 


titles are confirmed, and none of us not on that 
know where they are located or what their merits are. All may 
be meritorious, and if there were time to consider them I per- 
haps would vote for each and every one of them; but under the 
circumstances, 
am confirming a good land transaction or a bad one, 
willing to affirmatively record my vote. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this morning I endeavored to make a few 
remarks——- 

Mr. MONDELL. 
what to the judgment of the members of the minority, 
whom have gone over these matters very carefully? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Oh, yes; I think they are very hon- 
orable gentlemen and would not vote to report a measure that 
was not meritorious; but under the circumstances, not having 
more time to investigat and perhaps a number of 
good things that ought to be in it are excluded—I shall content 
iyself with voting in the negative. 

This morning I 


I reserve the | 


and under these circumstances he has the right to con- | 


Of course I will be glad if I have the | 


“authorizing the resurvey of cerY- | 


There would be no | 


Section 22 seems | 


24 has | 
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not knowing what I am voting for, whether I | 

| 
I am not | 
| myself to the bill. 
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would permit me, I intended a little later on to come to his 
anti-injunction bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas wij] 
proceed in order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. How does the gentleman know that 
there is nothing in this omnibus bill about the anti-injunctiny 
bill introduced by me? He has not had time to read it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I heard it read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been read. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. There was so much noise and cop. 
fusion that I could not possibly understand myself whether 
there was any reference in it to bill 69, which I introduced oy 
the subject of injunctions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard the bill reaq. 
and the Chair is aware that there is nothing in it on the syp- 
ject of injunctions. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The Chair assures me that there 
nothing in the bill upen anti-injunction? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is glad to assure the 
gentleman from Texas of that fact, and the gentleman wil! pro- 


is 


| ceed in order. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I shall endeavor to do 
so. Having high regard for the gentleman who occupies tly 
chair, of course I shall respect his statement and conclude tha 
there is nothing in this omnibus bill which refers to other mat 
ters that are of deepest importance that I would like to mep- 
tion at this time. 

Mr. Speaker, we have gone along here for more than sixty 
days, and whenever a second has been demanded by any gent 


| man, even if he opposed the bill, he has been allowed to discuss 
| any matter that he chose to discuss, whether it touched the bi 


or not; but here, when I propose to take up this omnibus land 
matter and discuss a bill that is of more importance than al! 


| these transactions put together-—— 


Mr. PAYNE. 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas will proceed it 
order; the gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to discuss this bil! 
if I could get an opportunity. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I shall endeavor to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas knows the rules 
of the House and the gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I shall endeavor to proceed in order 
but I was under the impression that the rules of the House had 
been suspended and that I could get along—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed in order 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I shall endeavor, then, to confin 
I did not understand the last remark by the 


Mr. Speaker, I insist that the gentleman is not 


| gentleman from New York. 


Is not the gentleman willing to defer some- | 
all of | 
| anti-injunction bill, 


Mr. PAYNE. 
few minutes. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. 


I said I would like to discuss the bil! for 
Which bill? The land bi! 
introduced both by him and myse! 


Mr. PAYNE. The bill before the House; the gentlen 


| to understand that. 


endeavored to make a few observations in | 


regard to the passage of an anti-injunction bill at this session | 


of Congress, at this 


and I would like to conclude those remarks 
time. 7 

dicated that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TowNnsenp] 
was circulating a request for a Republican caucus to meet at an 
early date. 
last concluded 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas (continuing). ‘To take up the subject 
of injunctions, although they know there is no prospect of put- 
ting it upon the statute books- 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas (continuing). Because they can not 
get action at the other end of the Capitol. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Currier), 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is not speaking to the bill. 
bill is one in regard to public lands, 
gone off onto anti-injunction. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order. 

Mr. 


The gentleman 


The 


The Chair sustains the point of 


HENRY of Texas. If the gentleman from New York 


and the gentleman has | 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do understand it, but I \ 
gentleman to be definite and specific in order that I can es 
locate his position. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish there were time to read 2 
sider everything that is contained in this ommibus measure, ! 
cause if we had more time I might come to the 


| that there were other meritorious land matters, to s2) 
| of other most important questions now in my mind and 
I had a statement read from the Washington Post, which in- | 


I am glad to hear that the Republican party has at | 


minds of other gentlemen across the aisle from me, tli: 
to be brought in as a provision in some omnibus Dill. 
rules forbid a consideration even of the measure, 
they do, and since the Chair is now adhering rigidly 


| which up to yesterday and to-day has been disregard 


occasions—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed in order. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, there are son 
men on this side of the House who tell me that they ! 


| in the bill and understand something about this om 


matter, and that being the case, I would like to kno 
something about it before I vote in favor of it. | 


| time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes. ‘ 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to devote teo © 
more to an intelligent discussion of this bill, as I ba\ 
been doing for ten minutes, but there are gentlemen Ww!” 
items in it, and as I have agreed to yield a part of ™y © 
now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mississip?! | 
CANDIER]. 

















uM DLER. Mr. Speaker, 
minutes yielded me, probably, in what I have to say 

to the bill, because this is such a meritorions bill I 

it will pass. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

» has just taken his seat, referred to section 25 of 

has referred to certain lands in the State of Missis- 

the county of Noxubee. This land is located in 

and a constituent of mine is interested in it. I de 

to the House upon both sides of the Chamber that 

this bill, after I fully explained my bill for 
| the unanimous approval and support of every mem- 
Committee on Public Lands. I am 
ection of the bill bas also the unanimous approval 









— oe or 














isider the bill. I am sure that if all the provisions 
ire as meritorious as section 25, it deserves the ap- 
very Member upon this floor, and I trust that each 
ne will accord to it his support by casting his vote 
f the passage of the bill. Section 25 refers to 160 
S d in Noxubee County, Miss., which is owned by 
hale Brewer, This land was purchased by his predeces- 
rs hain of title from an Indian in 1831. At that time 
from an Indian required that the transfer of the 
consented to by the President of the United 
a thing at this day and time would be unheard 
s he could not possibly take up and consider every minor 
' transfer of every title. This went by in the lax 
way in which matters were transacted, possibly, in 
early history of the country, and the President failed to 
this title. Some time ago im looking into it when Mr. 
\ ted to sell a few 
title discovered that a grant had never been made 
| ted States. 
| secured affidavits, which appear in the report, showing he 
actual possession of it since 1848, and that there 
been an adverse claimant to it, and that he was 
ng it to-day, and there was still no adverse claimant. 
provided to quiet the title and grant a patent to Mr. 
The Public Lands Committee unanimously reported 
the House. It is impossible, however, in view of the 
r circumstances which surround us, to secure considera- 
of the individual bill, and hence it was included by my re- 
est in this omnibus bill, together with the others, and, as I said 
go, this one, as well as all the others, has had the 
animous approval of every member of the committee. Know- 
¢ that this is a meritorious measure and is entitled to the ap- 
| of every Member of the House, and believing that possi- 
bly ‘the others are the same, as I am assured by both Demo- 
ie and Republican members of the Committee that the y are, 
h pe that it will receive the unanimous vote of every Mem- 
ver upon the floor. [Applause.] 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINson]. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I merely desire to say in the 
ed time allotted me to discuss this omnibus bill that 
provision contained in it was very carefully considered 
the Committee on the Public Lands of the House. 


f th . 





























































sr. 


+ be 


States such 


nent 


S was unanimously reported and all are now on the 


endar. Of course, in answer to something that has been 
( by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], there are 


many bills pending before that committee, as there are before 
I ommittee in this House, that are meritorious and 


’ { he r 

upon which 
i whic 

; 


every ovision of this omnibus bill is meritorious and 


ican be raised concerning any provision in the bill. 


© (UCSLIO 
i gesire ft 


a5 


f the bill, that it does not approve a land grant to a 
tas I understand that bill there had been in process 
) for a great many years a small tract of land up 
the State of Minnesota, and Cathcart had exhausted 





8 reso sin litigating with the railroad. A compromise was 
ted, and this bill authorizes the railroad to convey to Cath- 
td as this tract is concerned it will give Cathcart 
Sood ti ind end the litigation. Is that not correct, I will 
‘ie .. ‘ud from Minnesota ? 
Mr. STEENERSON. Yes; it will authorize the railroad com- 
o puma to him land upon which he has lived for nine- 
Mr. ROB] upon which his home is located. . 
mprovem ‘SON. And upon which he has made important 
read a ae oo balm cate And has been fighting the rail- 
Mr. ROP NSON, ' 


So that instead of being a vicious measure, 


118 & mos meritorious one. 


IT shall not detain the House | 


mber of the committee, and had it upon three sepa- | 
ons when there was a full attendance of the com- | 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield to me? I 
yielded a minute to the gentleman. After the lucid explanation 
of the section by the gentleman from Arkansas, believing in his 
intelligence and ability, of course I am in favor of section 21, 
now understanding it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I thank my friend, 
Texas [Mr. Henry}. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I want to say also that this remark 
covers the item of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. CANpDieR]. I 
favor his proposition in this omnibus bill. 


the gentleman from 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, if there were time and op- 
portunity for discussion of each and every section of the bill, 
I am satisfied that not only the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 


Henry], but every Member of the House would be as well sat- 
isfied with regard to all of the provisions of the bill as he is 
in regard to sections 21 and 25. There are no grants to rail- 
ways in this bill or anything that flavors of that sort of 
legislation. We do authorize a certain railroad company that 
| has now only an easement on a certain SO acres of land to grant 


a title in fee to the farmer living upon the land, and for that 
purpose we grant a title in fee to the railroad company. Mr. 


Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, is there any time left to those op- 
posed to the bill? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re 
| maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two min- 


} man 
acres, the man who was investi- | 


utes remaining. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
from 
Mr. 
bill, it 
has 


I yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
Tennessee [Mr. Garnes]. 

GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this is an omnibus 
is true, but every section of it which constitutes the bill 


been carefully considered by the committee. We have 


| guarded the rights as near as we could of both the living and 


|} men could possibly, 


| to report this bill unanimously, and I shall unanimously 


| tion, 
| the recommendation of the Secretary 
Every one | 


[ should like to see action taken, but we believe | 


the dead. For instance, there is a graveyard out in some public 
land where some heroes of the Whitestone Mountain battle lie, 
and instead of giving all the public lands out there, or arrang- 
ing to give it all to the local authorities, for the purpose of en- 
larging and beautifying the park around those graves, we 


Zo So 


far as to provide this, “That not less than 40 acres be re- 
served immediately surrounding the graves located on said 
land.” As near as a committee of eighteen intelligent white 


endeavoring to do justice in this matter, 
after weeks and weeks of labor, we have come to the conclusion 
vote 
for it. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes. 

Mr. HENRY ofTexas. Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding I 
know that the gentleman from New York will not discuss mat- 
ters of deep concern to me on this occasion, I yield him four 
minutes of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 
about which I 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 


Speaker, I return again to the ninth sec- 
asked the gentleman from Wyoming as to 
of the Interior. I find in 
a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, dated February 15 last, 
the last two clauses are as follows: 

The Department has generally in rejecting commutation proofs solely 


upon the ground of insufficient residence refrained from canceling the 
entries, to the end that the claimant might at a later date submit new 
and satisfactory proofs, and is now inclined to the belief that the ex- 
tension of any greater relief is unnecessary. 

I reiterate without hesitation the adverse recommendation against 
| this bill, which was contained in my report to the Senate nmitt 


state to my friend from Texas, with reference to | 


but if some further relief in this direction seems necessary I ask your 
attention to inclosed draft of a bill, which will afford the desired relief 
in all cases where no adverse rights have intervened. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman understands 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I understand—which is substantially 
section 9 of this bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I thought that was what the gentleman was 
going to say, and I thought I would say it myself—that is sub- 
stantially section 9 of this bill. It does meet the question of 
adverse rights of parties who have intervened since the entry 
was made, but the Secretary is still of the opinion that the rule 
of the Department should be maintained, as plainly appears 


from his letter, and the fourteen months’ actual residence should 
be required instead of eight months, as provided in section 9—— 
Mr. eee Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PAYNE. I wanted to get that question before the House, 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman knows that that de- 
cision was made the Department itself has overruled its former 
action by providing that the decision relating to fourteen 
months’ continuous residence before proof shall not apply to 
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any entry made prior to the 1st of last November, so that our 
bill simply follows the same—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Your bill extends 
made hereafter will—— 

Mr. STEENERSON. This section only confirms the amount 
of proof which was accepted by the register and receiver 
of the land office in compliance with the law at the time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I understand the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming that the Secretary has anticipated this section becoming a 
law and has made it the law for himself in the Department, 
although he plainly in his correspondence was against it when 
he submitted this section to the committee. Is that true? 

Mr. MONDELL. In other words the Secretary, seeing the 
hardship wrought by his decision, while he did not go back 
and cure cases that had been adversely reported, he provided 
that any further entryman should be relieved of the burden 
of the requirement up to a certain date. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, with the assurance that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has changed his mind upon the subject and 
is now in accord with this ninth section, I shall not vote against 
the bill. Although when I heard the statement made by the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonbDELL] originally and read 
from this letter, I thought it was something that ought not to be 
passed without the matter being presented to the House. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to con- 
sume the time I have left; but I demand the yeas and nays: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 197, nays 21, 
answered “ present” 16, not voting 153, as follows: 
YEAS—197. 

Howland 


it forever, so that entries 


Adair Dawson Parsons 
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Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Fairchild 
Fordney 
Fornes 
Foster, Ind. 
Fowler 
Gaines, W. Va 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich, 


Garner 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Haugen 


Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hitcheock 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, Iowa 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Langley 
Laning 

Law 

Leake 

Lee 

Lenahan 
Lever 

Lewis 

Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Lowden 


McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McHenry 


McLachlan, Cal. 


McLain 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Miller 
Moon, Pa, 
Moore, Pa, 
Morse 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Parker, N. J. 
Patterson 
Peters 
Porter 


Pujo 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Richardson 
Riordan 
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Rucker 
Ryan 

Scott 
Sheppard 
Sims 

Slemp 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Sterling 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. ¢, 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa, 
Woift 


So the rules were suspended and the bill as amended wea 


passed. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. Beri of Georgia. 


Mr. Burton of Delaware with Mr. BooHer. 


Mr. CAULFIELD with Mr. BruNpIDGE. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
Mr. Dwieut with Mr. GARNER. 


Adamson 
Aiken 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bates 

Seale, Pa. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bede 
Sonynge 
Bowers 
Boyd 
Brownlow 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burnett 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carier 
Cary 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cocks, N. Y¥. 
Cole 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell » 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 


Alexander, Mo. 
Clayton 

De Armond 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Harrison 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Boutell 
Broussard 
Butler 


Acheson 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bell, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 


Denby 
Denver 
Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Durey 
Ellerbe 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fassett 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Floyd 
Focht 

Foss 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster. Vt. 
Foulkrod 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garrett 

Gill 

Gillett 
Godwin 
Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Ilackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich, 


Hawley 

Hay 

Hlayes 

Heflin 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Tiill, Miss, 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Howell, Utah 


Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 
Hughes, N. J. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Addison D. 


Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Lawrence 
Legare 
Lindbergh 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Lovering 
McCali 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMillan 
Macon 
Maynard 
Mondell 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex. 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Oimsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, S. Dak. 


NAYS—21. 


Helm 

Henry. Tex. 
Houston 

Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—16. 


Flood 
Haggott 
Jenkins 
Lamb 


Keliher 
Kimball 
Lloyd 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Shackleford 


Lassiter 
Loudenslager 
McMorran 
Roberts 


NOT VOTING—153. 


Booher 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burleson 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Obio 


Byrd 

Calder 
Carlin 
Caulfield 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins 


Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pray 

Prince 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Russell, Mo. 
Saunders 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steenerson 


Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 


Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Smith, Mo. 
Tawney 
Webb 


Sherley 
Sherman 
Small 
Watkins 


Cravens 
Crawford 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga. 


Mr. Ettis of Missouri with Mr. GrLespre. 

Mr. ForpNey with Mr. Grass. 

Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. Greae. 

Mr. Gatnes of West Virginia with Mr. Hircncock. 

Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. HavuGeN with Mr. Jonnson of South Carolina, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. CLAuDE KITcHIN, 

Mr. McGavin with Mr. McHENry. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Murpny. 

Mr. Stemp with Mr. PATTerson. 

Mr. SmitH of Michigan with Mr. RicHarpson, 

Mr. TrerRett with Mr. Rucker. 

Mr. TowWNseEND with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Howe. of New Jersey with Mr. WATKINS. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

TOKYO EXPOSITION. 

Mr. RODENBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 4639) and move 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
[Mr. RopeNnsere] at this time for anything more than wnat 
mous consent for the passage of the bill, The Clerk will read 
the title. ° 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4639) to provide for participation by the Unit: 
in an international exposition to be held at Tokyo, Japan, in 112 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. RopENBERG] asks unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That the bill may be, upon reading, cr 
sidered as passed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would suggest to the gentle! 
Illinois that he ask unanimous consent for the cor 
of the bill and yield to me two or three minutes, 2) 
it will facilitate public business. 

Mr. RODENBERG. I make that request, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. To be entirely frank with the senvems 
from Illinois [Mr. Ropensere] and the gentleman froin Missis 
sippi [Mr. Witt1aMs], the Chair has down for recognition next 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LouDENSLAGE® 
omnibus pension bill, or certain amendments to ov 
Chair can not recognize the gentleman if the considera 
the bill would involve discussion, except very briefly, ©! 
involve a roll call, —_— 

Mr. RODENBERG. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman ‘rom ™ 
sissippi, as I understand it, asks only two or three minut a - 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman w:!! 1" ~ 
me for a moment, and a little bit out of order, | ws" aeaned 
that a distinguished Englishman once said that “at ‘ue fered 
line domestic dissensions ceased.” I regard the bill am sane 
by the gentleman from Illinois as a matter of mies “t gen: 
comity and international courtesy—in a way, a que=' cual it 
tlemanly conduct between nations, I do not, therefore, °° 


ted States 


an from 
sideration 


ad I think 


upon an 
and the 
ration ol 


would 








as y or advisable to apply the programme that I have 
»nounced te a bill of this character. If the request is made 
ous consent for its consideration, I shall not make 
nd I shall not demand the yeas and nays. 
rhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The was read, as follows 

all after the enacting clause and insert: 
eted, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
t the invitation extended by the Imperial Japanese Govern- 
‘overnment of the United States te participate in the 
it National Exposition to be held in Tokyo, Japan, from April 1 to 
1912. In aoe pting said invitation it is he reby declared 
pose of the Government of the United States to participate 
National Exposition by erecting suitable buildings 
wd making an appropriate exhibit of arts, industries, manufactures, 
and products of the seil and mines and, as far as practicable, of the 
neti the General Government of the United States and an ex- 
hibit of h other articles as the President of the United States may 
ded, That such participation, buildings, exhibits, and 
onnected therewith, incfuding salaries, elerical and other 
id transportation of persons and exhibits shall not exceed 


That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint three com- 
neral who shall, under the direction of the Seeretary 
such steps as are necessary to ascertain the general plan 
ope of the said National Exposition, the character, size, and cost 
the buildings to be erected by the United States, and the extent 
er of the exhibit authorized hereunder that would best serve 
sts of the United States and its citizens, and would be best 
illustrate the growth and development of the country and 
character of our people. That thereafter, amd as soon as practi- 
ommissioners shall report fully to the President and to 
result of such investigation, 
ind the estimated cost of said participation im said expo- 
n the foregoing authorization ; and it shall also be the duty 
mmissioners-general to report to the President for transmis- 
sion to Congress at the beginning of each regular session a detailed 
ment of all expenditures ineurred hereunder. That one of said 
mmissioners-general shall receive as compensation for dis services 
of $8,000 per annum; that the other two commissioners-gen- 

rat shall receive compensation for their services from and after 
LOO9, 
thereafter; tegether with the actual traveling expenses of all 
nissieners-general, including sleeping-car service and a per 
ieu of subsistence of $5 when actually traveling im the dis- 
their ‘duties as said commissioners-general. That the Pres- 
also appoint a secretary, at a compensation ef $5,000 per 
um, tegether with his actual traveling expenses, including sleeping- 
service and a per diem in lieu of subsistenee of $5 when actually 

g in the discharge of his duties as such secretary, who shall 
disbursing agent and who shall perform such duties as may be 

gned to him from time to time by the commissioners-general, and 
who shall render his accounts at least quarterly to the proper account- 
I ficers of the Treasury of the United States, and shall give bond 
um as the Secretary of the Treasury may require. And the 
oners-general, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
appoint from time to time such clerieal and other assistants 


micatone 
Hissio§l Eg 


said « 
Congress the 
endatious 

n wit 


the } 


as 





yMmMIssi 


Siate, shall 


s may be necessary and as may hereafter be appropriated for in con- 

n with the preparation of the plan and other necessary services 

_ required in connection with the participation herein au- 
12ed. 

SEC That upon the request of the Secretary of State the Secre- 

if War is hereby authorized to furnish free transportation on 


overnment transports from San Francisco to Japan and return of all 

rnment exhibits and for such officials or employees connected with 
commission or in charge of any or all Government exhibits. 

See. 4 

ying 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of 
the salaries and all other expenses herein authorized and in- 
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which the Clerk will read the title, and that the Senate amend- 
ments to the House amendment be coneurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17874) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers of said war. 

Mr. WELLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle- 
has asked unanimous consent. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It is to coneur in some Senate 
amendments in whéch a large number of Members of the House 
on both sides and a number of Senators are interested. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand; but under the rule 
laid down for myself, I am eompelled to object. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules, take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 17874, and 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 
suspend the rules, take from the Speaker's table the bill the 
the Clerk has read, and concur in t@e Senate 
amendments to the House amendment. The Clerk will report 
the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand a second, for the purpose of hav- 


L have 


| ing the gentleman from New Jersey explain the amendments. 


tegether with their recom- | 


|} and the 
$2,000 per annum for the first year and $5,000 per | 


That the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any | 


red nh ascertaining the general plan of said National Exposition and | 


parat 


osed parti 


on and report to Congress of the plan and extent of our 
_— ition therein and the estimate of the amount necessary 
pense thereof during the fiscal year 1910, to be imme- 


¥y available 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to twenty minutes and 
the gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take 
up any of the time of the House in explaining this bill. I can 
only say that it is simply one of those emnibus private pension 
bills to which a few amendments have been made by the Senate, 
eommittee has unanimously agreed that the Senate 
amendments be concurred in. ‘That is all there is in the motion. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, from a private explanation 
made to me by the gentleman from New Jersey concerning the 
character of the Senate amendments and the agreement by the 
House committee, I think this bill ought te pass, and therefore 
shall not consume any further time in the discussion of it, but 
shall call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a sufficient number, 
and nays are ordered. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to have time from 
somebody to ask some information about this bill from one side 
or the other. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays 
mous consent that can be done. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent 
make an inquiry about one of the Senate amendments. 

The SPBHAKER. Is there objéetion? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My information and I will 
ask the gentleman if I am correct, that the Senate struck out 
the pension of Walter A. Chapman, who was one of the Spanish 


and the yeas 


are ordered. By unani- 


to 


is, 














war soldiers? 
he SPE AKE R. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is not in this bill. 
air hears none. | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All right; I am glad to hear it. 
‘le amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. The question was taken, and there were—yeas 217, nays 1, 
e bi {as amended was ordered to a third reading, and it was | answered “ present” 22, not voting 147, as follows: 
accordingly read the third time and passed. YEA —Sss. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. Adair Cary Sueene 
Mr. W ‘ r oo Adamson Chaney I 
ir. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled | Aiken . oa oe ~~ 
Ss por > ¢) r Clark, Mo, s € ale 
Bills reported that they had examined and found truly en- soma. ee ee Englebright Hall 
ea bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the | Allen ; Cockran Esch Hamilton, Iowa 
. Ames Cocks, N. Y¥. Ferris Hamilton, Mich. 
ac : : : : d rus Cole Finley Harrison 
HL 1062 - An act granting pensions and increase of pensions =. Cooper, Pa. Wieeeerahd awies 
wia ; idiers and sailors of the civil war and certain | Barchfeld Cooper, Wis. Floyd H 
“OWS OF such soldiers ¢ sailors Barclay Coudrey Foeht ryes 
diers and sailors. sartholdt Cox, Ind. Fordney Hetlin 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. tates Craig . — - Hi _ 
Under « » 6 > -~iw io : : : Beale, Pa. Crumpacker voster, E ffepburn 
_ use 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title ~s Sarpioe Foulkrod Hill, Mis 
_., set from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- | Bonynge Cushman Fowler Hinshaw 
ve Committee as indicated below : Booher Daizel \ Kren h Hol d 3 
. OSUD \ a et " : »05 i agi 71 er ‘ I 
in # ‘0. An act to encourage the development of coal deposits Brantley Davenport Fulton llowell, Utah 
“wa te Territory of Alaska—to the Committee on the Public | Brownlow Davidson Gaines, Tenn. Howland ; 
Lands, | Brundidge Davis, Minn. Gardner, N. J. Hubbard, W. Va. 
| Burleigh Dawes Garrett Huff 
v L PRIVATE PENSIONS. Jurnett Dawson Gill ITuches, N. J 
r. LOUDENS -s »on. | Burton, Del. De Armond Gillespie Hu enn 
sent to take t LAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con Burton, Ohio Denby Gillett H — 
th Sen ati e bill H. R. 17874 from the Speaker's table, | Calderhead Denver Godwin James, Addison D. 
"The PEA ‘unendments, and concur in the Senate amendments. Secon Diekema Gos - J hnson, Ky. 
K r rre Ie ison, S , 
enn AKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks | Soar eli iin ee ents 
‘ ( 5 mite au : #0n , ‘ . 
eus consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill of ' carter Draper Granger Kahn 
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Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, lowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Landis 
Langley 
Lawrence 
Legare 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Lioya 

Lorimer 

Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 


seall, Tex. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Routell 
Bowers 
Broussard 
Candler 


Acheson 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Nev. 
sell, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bradley 
Brodhead 
Brumm 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burleson 
Butler 

Byrd 

Calder 
Carlin 
Caulfield 
Clark, Fla, 
Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Pa 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford . 
Davey, La. 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga, 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Fairchild 
Fassett 


McKinney 
McLain 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
McMillan 
Macon 
Madison 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 
Pratt 

Pray 

Prince 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Russell, Mo. 
Scott 
Shackleford 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 


NAYS—1. 
Henry of Texas. 


ANSWERED 
Garner 
Haggott 
Haskins 
Jenkins 
Lamb 
Lever 

NOT VOT 

Favrot 
Flood 
Fornes 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gilhams 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hlardy 
Haugen 
Henry, Conn. 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn. 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Iiull, lowa 
Hlumphreys, Miss: 
Jackson 
James, Ollie M. 
Jones, Va. 


* PRESENT ”’— 


MeMorran 
Patterson 
Randell, Tex. 
Roberts 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
ING—147, 
Kipp 
Kitchin, Wm. 
Knapp 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Law 

Leake 

Lee 
Lenahan 
Lewis 

Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McHenry 


McLachlan, Cal. 


Madden 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Mudd 
Peters 
Pou 
Powers 
Pujo 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. CRAVENS. 


Bennet of New York with Mr. Fornes, 
BuRKE with Mr. Bartrietrtr of Nevada. 
Cook of Colorado with Mr. Bowers, 
HiaeiIns with Mr. BurcGEss. 

LANING with Mr. BURLESON, 

LAw with 
LONGWoRTH with Mr. OLtxi1e M. JAMES. 
MONDELL with Mr. Favror. 

Powers with Mr. LEAKE. 
STEENERSON with Mr. MAYNARD. 
THISTLEWOoD with Mr. Ranpett of Texas. 
VREELAND with Mr. RurNock. 
Woopyarp with Mr. Russexizt of Texas. 
Hitz of Connecticut with Mr. RYAN. 
Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. UNDERWoopD., 
ACHESON with Mr. SABATH. 


Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzec 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wood 
Young 


Sherley 
Small 
Talbott 
Watkins 


Reid 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Rucker 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Sims 

Slemp 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Webb 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Woodyard 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


JERRY MURPHY. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 1991, insist on the House 
amendment, and agree to the conference asked for by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to ‘take from the Speaker's table the following 
House bill and further insist on the House amendment and 

agree to a conference, 
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The Clerk read the title, as follows: 
The bill H. R. 1991, granting an increase of pension to Jerry } 


furphy, 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.| Tho 
Chair hears none. 
The Speaker appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. Draper, and Mr. RICHARDSON. 


CONTROL. AND OWNERSHIP OF LAND IN THE CANAL ZONE, PANAMA, 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 18694) relating to the use, control, anq 
ownership of lands in the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Panama, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the President is hereby authorized to grant 
leases of the public lands in the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Panama, for 
such period, not exceeding twenty-five years, and upon such terms and 
conditions as he may deem advisable. No lease, however, shal! be 
granted for a tract of land in excess of 50 hectares, nor to any person 
who shall not have first established, by affidavit and by such other 
proof as may be required, that such person is the head of a family or 
over the age of 21 years, and that the application for a lease is made 
in good’ faith for the purposes of actual settlement and cultivation, 
and not for the benefit of any other person whatsoever, and that such 
person will faithfully comply with all the requirements of law as to 
settlement, residence, and cultivation. In granting such leases prefer- 
ence shall be accorded to actual occupants of lands in good faith 

Sec. 2. That no portion of the lands of the United States within 
the Canal Zone shall be leased hereunder unless it shall first be made 
to appear, by a statement or plat filed by the Isthmian Canal (ommis- 
sion with the collector of revenues for the Canal Zone, that it is not 
contemplated to use such lands in the work of canal construction or to 
set the same aside as a town site; and all leases shall be made sub- 
ject to the provision that if at any time it shall become n 
notwithstanding, for the United States to occupy or use any 
of the leased lands, it shall have the right to so do without 
compensation to the lessee than for the reasonable value of tly 
sary improvements made upon said tracts by the lessee, the same 
determined by the courts of the Canal Zone. 

Sec. 3. That all leases of lands hereunder shall reserve to the United 
States all mineral, oil, and gas rights in the lands leased 

Sec. 4. That for the purpose of adjusting claims for lands occupied 
or necessary to be occupied by the canal and the Panama Railroad and 
appurtenant works the President is authorized to convey the title of 
the United States to such portions of the public lands in the Canal 
Zone as by him may be deemed advisable. 

Sec. 5. That the President may, in his discretion,* require a 
survey to.be made of the Canal Zone. 

Sec. 6. That the powers conferred upon the President under this act 
may be exereised by him through the Isthmian Canal Commission or in 
such other manner as he may designate. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to twenty minutes, and 
the gentleman from Georgia is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Its passage was requested by the War Department, and its pur- 
pose is so fully set out in it that I shall not at present consume 
further time, but reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I am not disposed to delay 
the passage of the bill nor indulge in any long discussion about 
it. There are various features of the bill which are deemed 
necessary for several purposes, not only to settle disputes and 
claims where it is necessary to use land to construct the canal, 
relocate the railroad, or locate towns, but it is also necessary tl 
encourage agriculture along the Canal Zone for the purpose of 
producing vegetables and fruit and things of that sort that are 
necessary for our people operating there. We can not re!) on 
shipping enough there for 40,000 people, nor could they be kept 
fresh and fit for use. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question: 

Mr. ADAMSON. Certainly. il 

Mr. FINLEY. To what extent does the bill give to tie I _ 
dent of the United States the right to dispose of land Delong!hs 
to the United States in the Canal Zone? ie 

Mr. ADAMSON. Not at all. That provision in th bill re 
lates to the settlement of disputes entirely where it is ) 
to proceed with canal construction, and as occupants 
land and compensation, if we appropriate it. We |! 
side step for the present the question of title, and m« 
them other land in lieu of what we use. 

Mr. riNLEY. And in no other way has he any riz! 
cretion to dispose of land belonging to the United St:' 
Canal Zone? 

Mr. ADAMSON. 


cessary, 
portion 
further 
neces 
to be 


land 


essary 
rim the 
yose tO 


give 


or dis 


s in the 


No; that is not contemplated at « 

Mr. FINLEY. There is a provision giving the Pres\\" 
right to dispose of land in the case the gentleman ! 

Mr. ADAMSON. To settle disputes where it is 1 
use land, to encourage market gardening and dairy'"® 
propose to lease land for twenty-five years. Short | 
not so desirable and do not answer the purpose. \\° 
want to put the lands on the market; we would © 
them, providing, as we do in the bill, for the ter 
the leases on equitable terms if we need the land at & 
for canal or town-site location. 


mt the 
stated 
essary 1 
we 
ses are 
do not 
r lease 
tlon of 
ny time 
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Mr 


FINLEY. 
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Does not the gentleman think it would be 


public policy to sell the lands at all? 


. 
Mr 


‘ 


Mr 


ADAMSON. 


Of course that is not contemplated. Now, 
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
. [ RDSON ]}. 


RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is well understood and 


that the President of the United States is absolutely 


trol 


of the Panama Zone. 


He controls it by rules, by 


ms, and resolutions that he may adopt and enforce 
on all subjects—political, religious, military, economic, 


d herwise. 


I do not see any special reason or demand at 


e for this bill, and I particularly do not see any reason 


be lease provided for should be extended for twenty-five | 
If we finish the canal, as we say we are going to do 


I hope we will, within eight years, why authorize the 
to make a limit of twenty-five years, when, as I 
ind, it is governed to-day in the Zone in matters of like 


t ¢ 
| S it 


nay ter 


And, in 


incy. 


by a limit of five years. 
addition to that, the objection I have to this bill is that 
it utterly and entirely ignores all the rights and titles that parties | 
who are called “ squatters” have acquired in the Zone by right 

Surely the country when Panama was a part of 
mbian Republic or under the Spanish rule had some 
d regulations touching the titles to these lands. 


We 


ntered similar troubles about the titles of occupants in 


the Louisiana purchase. 


hear 


Yet we are told by Mr. Rogers in the 
ng had before the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 


tee that there was a court established for the regulation 


and settlement of the title to these lands. 


Mr. Rogers, who is 


the attorney for the Panama Commission, stated in the hearing 





before the Interstate Commerce Committee: 

I was coming to that. The lands, so far as we have been able 
to dis« r, have simply been occupied by men who have “ squatted” 
upon them. There has been for the last half century—I believe even 

rther ick than that—-transfers of these colorable titles between | 
ndivid There were some such transfers made down near Fort 
Chagre near the Bay of Limon which dated back to 1820. 

Of course we are not prone to pause and give much heed 


f ther 1 


within the limits of the Zone after our Government took charge 


of the 


l ci 


proceed in 


RS 


As the law 


stands 
our own court, the circuit court, and the supreme court of 


nd embraced in the Zone. 
the attention of the committee to the following state- | 
nent made by Mr. Rogers, the attorney for the Panama Com- 


to-day upon the Isthmus, we 


Canal Zone for the purpose of adjudicating questions of title that 


there. 
on 


for land taken, 


eded to be in the claimant, the courts have held that 


When it comes to a question of making pecuniary 


the title In that instance being settled 


we can 


letermine that particular question according to the provisions of 





the demands or the rights of those individuals found | 


can | 
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Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman, as a Democrat, surely does 
not want to assume the position that that so-called “ Canal Zone 
code” promulgated by the President was done so with any au- 
thority of law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want, as a Democrat, to com- 
mit myself to anything of the kind, but the mere statement I 
made was that if we put this matter in the hands of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, why not let the court that he has es- 
tablished take care of it? This bill proposes by a statute to de- 
prive these squatters of their rights before our possession. 

I believe, if I recollect right, my distinguished friend from 
New York [Mr. Harrison] inquired by what authority the Presi- 
dent exercised authority in the Zone. This bill ignores the title 


|of these people who were occupying the land for years and 


years back, makes no regulation for their protection, but places 
the whole matter of settling title in the hands of the President. 
Why, in our country a man sitting down on a tract of land with 
some color of title, if he is there for twenty years, gets a title 
as good as a deed could give him. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the purpose of this bill is to assure the 
land titles in the Panama Canal Zone, does not the gentleman 
think a better way to accomplish that would be to establish a 
regular form of government, rather than the shameful and ab- 


| surd travesty of government that is going on there now? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand that 
cording to the opportunity that I had to read it before the 
committee, and in the light of the hearings, undertakes to do 
anything in the world, as its supporters contend, except to set- 
tle the question of growing vegetables and grazing cattle and 


this bill, ae- 


incidentally evicting possessory tenants. Why can not it be 
settled by the court existing now? This bill adds to the 


troubles instead of relieving them. 

Mr. HARRISON. Would it not be better to settle titles to 
land by establishing a regular form of government in the first 
place? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly it would. 
to enter into that discussion. I am simply saying that hereto- 
fore and up to date the President has been controlling this 
whole matter, and this bill, without any explained reason, asks 
for a lease of the limit of twenty-five years and gives no heed 
to acquired titles. What reason is there for extending this lease 
matter to twenty-five years? Has anybody given any reason for 
running it for twenty-five years? I have heard none satisfac- 
tory. We expect to get the canal built before that, and 
make this bill extend the lease for twenty-five years? Will 


I am not going 


why 
the 


| gentleman from New York tell me that? 


that is to say, the courts can try the question of title, but | 


RS 


pensat 
1 treaty 
the q 
commission 
Mr. R 
Mr. R 
Mr. R 
Vi 
‘ of 
We all 


od title 
wy 
Il say 
th 


| 
S 


RS 


f 


the Prestie 
the 


the terms « 


Yes. 


n the Supreme 
uestion 
ent to 


Zone. 


That q 


Canal 


stion of damages of pecuniary loss must be settled by the joint 
nder 


HARDSON, Under the court as it exists to-day? 


f the treaty. 


{ARDSON. What act of Congress gives the President the right 
Court 


further additional 


is involved of course in the general 
make rules and regulations for the goy- 


jurisdiction on 


know as lawyers, under the enlightened laws of the 
rid and of all the States of our Union, a man can acquire a | 


to property by occupying it for twenty years in 


tes, and more or less in others, as if he had a deed for 


that this great principle, Mr. Speaker, is ignored 
and for this reason chiefly I do not think this bill 


18s, 


MAN. Did 


these 


squatters or these holders under these 


insfers acquiesce In that, in being dispossessed by the Goy- 


Mr. 


Mr. § 


people } 


¢ 4) 


‘s. They were not dispossessed by the Government. It 
. legislative statement that no grant should be made 

land within this section of the country that lay on 
the railroad for some distance. 


Speaker, that if we have a court established at 


Mr. Rogers, the attorney, says the President has es- 


prescribe, why n 


iker, the question here is, What title, if any, did these 


United Sts 


XLII 


right and fair? 
rs disclose the 


man title? 


That is one of the disputed legal questions. 


een able to get, 


| there, under the rules and regulations that he is al- 


ot let that court, already equipped 


led with proper authority, investigate these titles and 


The questions to and the answers 
true meaning in this bill. Listen: 


Was there any rule regarding length of occupancy 


The best 
and my own conviction is, that no occu- 


long, will create a title which is valid against the Gov- 


> United States, 


. by occupancy 


or otherwise, at the time that the 


es, by treaty with Panama, acquired possession? 


Mr. HARRISON. I did not draw up this bill, and I know 
nothing about that particular point. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know the gentleman did not, but he 
seems to favor it. 

Mr. HARRISON. On the contrary, I am opposed to the bill. 
I think the best thing the committee could do would be to es- 
tablish a regular form of government for the Canal Zone. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That is not the question here. I think 
that a bill which purports to carry as much of importance in 
it as this ought not to be hurriedly and hastily considered. 
I do not believe that anybody will be hurt at all by postponing 
this, letting it go over until meets in December. 
There are a great many other objections that I could point out 
to the bill that occur to me, but I do not wish to consume the 
time so kindly given me by the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
ADAMSON]. We are all interested in the government of the 
Panama Canal; we are aware how complex titles to land are 
under Spanish law; yet it is certain, as stated in the heart: 
before the committee, that 
is by occupation. I realize that we require a regular 
government in Panama, with courts established by 
executive officers provided for. But we have no such 
ery in control. The President controls the whole thing; ordains 
the courts and provides for the process thereof; regulates ap- 
peals, and now this bill proposes for the President really to 
settle titles and move a man whether he wants to go or not by 
offering him another piece of land. 

This bill ignores a controlling fact that the title to the land 
held by a “squatter” is governed by the character of title con- 


Congress 


re 


Ss 
a title to land under Spanish law 
established 
law and 
machin- 


ferred by the government under whose dominion he resided. I¢ 
behooves our Government in the matters of individual rights 


and claims to uphold such rights, acquired by mere occupancy 
or otherwise, as the individual acquired under a different sov- 
ereignty. These are a few of the questions arising in this bill 
that cause me to object to its passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not expect to consume 
the time yielded to me by the gentleman from Georgia. I have 
read this bill only this moment. Under the rule that we are 
operating under, there are perhaps not twenty-five Members of 
House who understand what the bill is. I am one of the 


t > 
uit 


twenty-five, and I have learned my lesson in the last ten minutes | 


by having time reserved in order that I might, at least, read the 
bill. As I read it ere is not a more marked illustration of the 
subserviency of the legislative branch of the 
Government to the executive branch than is shown in this bill. 
Here is a bill that absolutely delegates to the President of the 
United States 
right to determine titles to lands. 
if you have not passed the point of where you can think at 
all. It is a deprivation of the right of the judiciary to pass 
upon titles to land. The very first clause reads that the Presi- 
dent is hereby “ authorized to grant leases of the public lands 
in the Canal Zone.” Why and where and when was the Presi- 
dent of the United States converted into a land lessor 


of the United States Government? 
‘To lease lands on “terms not exceeding twenty-five years.” 


Now, you would think that this was a fresh proposition that | 
the | 
Canal Company for the purpose of constructing the | 


he was to lease lands sell 


Panama 
canal, 


or lands or convey lands to 
but the bill expressly says he shall not do that; that 
when that question arises this bill is not to apply. Then 
bill goes on to say, “ No however, shall be granted.” 
Granted by whom? By the President, so busy that he has 
not over 
to think 


receiving 


lease, 


in during the day. The balance of the time he is 
lican party, and trying to determine whether or not he is upon 
one side or the other, but he is, under this bill, bound to see to 
it that “no lease, however, shall be granted for a tract of land 
in excess of 50 hectares.” 
to find out what 50 hectares are, to start with, and he has to 
see that they are “not conveyed to any person who shall not 
have first established, by affidavit and by such other proof as 
may be required, that such person is the head of a family.” 

You are conveying the entire homestead rights, in so far as 
the United States Government has any homestead rights in Pan- 
ama to grant, to the President of the United States—not to the 


President of the United States—and by doing that you are 
substantially conveying it to the private secretary of the Presi- 


dent of the United States, because, as a rule, he has not the | 


time to look into these things and must allow them to be regu- 
lated by the secretary to the President. In section 2 the bill 


provides “that no portion of the lands of the United States | 


within the Canal Zone shall be leased hereunder unless it shall 
first be made to appear by a statement or plat filed by the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission with the collector of revenues for the 
Canal Zone’’—just think of it for a minute! The Isthmian 
Canal Commission has to file with “‘ the collecter of revenues” 
t; 

to use such lands in the work of the canal construction.” 
is a fellow who is sent down there to act as revenue collector, 
and he is to pass upon this important proposition. 
None of you know. I notice the report says: “The bill as 
amended has the approval of the War Department.” 

I do not doubt it, and I do not doubt but that it has the approval 
of the United States Panaman proconsul, whoever in the mis- 
chief he happens to be at this present moment. They change 
them so rapidly that I do not know. And here is a provision— 

That all leases of lands hereunder shal! reserve to the United States 
ll mineral, oil, and gas rights in the lands leased. 

The President of the United States, the busiest man in the 
1 States if he is attending to his work—and I believe no- 


ea 


body has ever charged him with not attending to it, wrongfully 


htfully—has to determine whether or not lands are min- 
or oil, or gas lands. And then there follows this next 
ision : 

4. That for the purpose of adjusting claims for lands occupied 
cessary to be cupied by the canal and the Panama Railroad— 
The railroad is in it 
And } 


Whatever the term “ appurtenant”’ may mean—it would take 
fourteen Philadelphia lawyers to determine— 

The President is authorized to convey the title of the United States 
to such portions of the public lands in the Canal Zone as by him may 
be deemed advisable 

There is just one provision in the bill that is right enough 
and ought to be passed, and that is section 5: 

That the President may, in his discretion, require a land survey to 
be made of the Canal Zone. 


appurtenant works 
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| that? 
the Chief Executive of the United States —the | 
Think of that just a minute, 


under | 


the Constitution, the laws, the customs, or the regulations even | through the same agencies as are building the canal or sucl 





the | 


Why, he has to consult a dictionary | 


Whe js het | degree, and no authority conferred in the bill to interfere, i 


May 19, 


I presume, if he required it, he would require it to be made 
by the Land Office, and there would be at least that much recy. 
larity in the proceedings. Why, when Verres returned to Rome 
to be indicted by Cicero he could not have plead before the 
Roman Senate that he had ever received as full power to work 
right or wrong, wisdom or folly, righteousness or iniquity, as 
this bill, to be passed by you in your self-humilitated status 


is 


| national legislators, confers nominally upon the President, but 
United States | 


really upon some unknown, obscure, and irresponsible subordi- 
nate of the President, to be selected by him. Why do I say 
Secause the President can not possibly attend to this 
vork, and you know it as well as I. This bill ought to be voted 
down. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill was reported 
to the House April 6 and has been on the Union Calendar ever 
since that date. Its provisions should therefore be know: 

It seems to me that after having authorized the President of 
the United States to construct the Panama Canal it is a litt) 
late in the day to demur about conferring authority upon | 


other agencies of the Government as he may designate, to man- 
age the lands in the Canal Zone. We have been there for a 
considerable period. 

There are in the Zone, belonging to the United States, accord- 
ing to the statement of Mr. Rogers, general counsel of the 
*anama Commission, 448.37 square miles of land within the 
Zone, and of that the United States acquired, by transfer fr 


| the old French Panama Canal Company, 52.11 square 


i | acquired by purchase or condemnation, 3 square miles. The 
Seven or eight hours to sleep and two or three hours | Panama Railroad Company owns 68.12 square miles, and there 
| are public lands belonging to the United States of 188.91 square 
deputations, hearing the disputations in the Repub- | 


miles, making a total of 312.14 out of 448.46 square miles. So 


| there are 136.32 square miles either owned or claimed by private 
| individuals. 


Now, those lands are generally jungle and forest, and al- 
though of extraordinary fertility, they have, except in the most 
minute degree, not been cultivated, and it is believed that they 
are capable of cultivation, and that with authority lodged in 
the Isthmian Canal Commission or other appropriate ageucy 
to grant leases for a period not exceeding twenty-five years, 
there will be cultivation like that of gardens to produce vege- 


| tables that are badly needed, as well as of farms, so that 


: : : | stock will be grown there in order that there may be a s 
Department of the Interior, not to the Land Office, but to the | 


of fresh meat. There are a few instances of very successf 


| cultivation, but the short-term leases which alone the War De- 


partment has authority to grant have discouraged the building 
of any improvements. 

There can certainly be no objection to leasing those wild 
lands, which are not wanted for any purpose of canal constru 
tion or any work incident thereto. And, besides that, for all 
the lands that are either owned or claimed by private persous 
that are needed for the building of the canal and the works 
appurtenant thereto exorbitant prices are invariably claimed. 
and up to date it has been almost impracticable to agree upe 


r . 4 : sati $ sons are 
or the Canal Zone a statement that it is “not contemplating the compensation to be made, whereas those persons 


Here | ready to accept other tracts of land from the United | 
| which it does not need in exchange for the lands whic! 


own. There is no purpose in this bill to interfere in the | 
questions of title that are outside the Canal Zone limit. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WANGER, I certainly yield to the gentleman for 4 
question, and will say that I am rather surprised that he stands 
here in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have you tell the House 
what recognition this bill gives to any party who had occupied 
land and claimed the title before the United States Gover 
ment ever got possession of the Panama Zone. 

Mr. WANGER. None at all. There is no word or 
the bill that recognizes the title of anybody. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That is what I say. Do you! 
that the inhabitants of that Zone, when they were u 
Government of Colombia or any other government, 4°) 
some kind of title to those lands that this bill does not ' 
nize? 

Mr. WANGER. We do not meddle with that question. Y° 
know that there are 136.32 square miles of land there ths 
other persons may own. When the Canal Commission desir® 
to acquire land to which the United States has no tive, ® . 
some person sets up title, it is a matter for investigation by 
general counsel for the Commission as to whether the ¢' 
has any title such as he asserts, and it is for the Con 


| under advice of its counsel, to determine whether or ! 


United States should accord anything to that claimant ): 
of recognition of his title, 
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HARRISON. 
‘ VANGER. 
HARRISON, 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Certainly. 
Does not the gentleman think it is some- 


igerous to give in this bill additional burdens of office | 


when it is re- | fil, Conn. 


lector of revenue for the Canal Zone, 
the newspapers that he is not only filling that office, 
office of superintendent of public schools and at 
. other salaried office under the Government at the 
sg e? Is he not rather too busy to attend to any such 
s these? 
\NGER. I do not see that this bill imposes any very 
» duties upon him, and I understand that he is dis- 
all those duties with which he is charged satisfac- 
d that there is no complaint of his administration. 
,AMSON. Is it not true that in preparing this 
\ittee studiously avoided all the very questions 
d es that we have been hearing about in this debate 
} de only such 
ss structing a canal? 
\ VANGER. Certainly; for the construction of the canal 
he improvement of the country under the provisions 
f 1 ig clause. 
\ir. HUBBARD of West Virginia. I suggest to the gentle- 
n f Pennsylvania that section 4 of the original 
» out because it was thought it might have the ef- 
ect of recognizing these conflicting titles. 
Mr. WANGER. That is true; we did not purpose that the 


the 


bill 
and 
and 
provisions as were necessary to the prog- 


United States should be brought into any question of that kind. 

Mr. SLAYDEN., Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Gentlemen sitting near me, who have inves 
tivated bill, are under the impression that rights acquired 
before the American occupation of the Zone are not adequately 

rotected under the bill as it reads. I want to ask the gentle- 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER] if that is true? Is there 


| 
| 
| 


Hamilton, Mich. 
Ilawley 

Hayes 

Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 

| Higgins 


| Hinshaw 


Holliday 
Howell, Utah 
Hlowland 
Hiubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 


| Keifer 


draft | 


( 
{ 
( 
| Cox, 
( 
I 
I 


Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Landis 

Laning 
Lawrence 


Aiken 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Beall, Tex. 
Booher 
Bowers 
Burnett 
Caldwell 
andler 
‘lark, Mo, 
‘layton 
Ind. 
‘raig 
avenport 
yenver 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Kutler 
Flood 


Andrus 


ossibility of that? 
Mr. WANGER. None at all. Anybody who has any right 
there to land, and who is not dealt with justly by the authori- | 


es of the United States if this bill becomes a law, has his 
emedvy in the courts which have jurisdiction to try questions 


fr. HU BBARD of West Virginia. And some of those ques- 


tions, let me remind my friend from Pennsylvania, are already 
in the courts. 
Mr. WANGER, There are issues of that character pending. 


Anthony 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bates 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
toyd 
Bradley 
Brodhead 
roussard 
Brumm 


| Brundidge 


It was supposed that as soon as the United States acquired au- | 
thority there, and there was peace and order, there would be 

rreat industrial development. That expectation has failed to | 
this tis It is now believed that with the facilities which this 
bill seovidied for the encouragement of gardening and grazing | 


ind other land operations that there will be such development. 
[It is believed that the passage of this bill will save the United 
States from claims for millions of dollars for lands taken in 
the construction of the canal, by reason of granting the au- 
thority to the President to convey the title of the United States 


to lands it does not need in exchange for lands which are taken | 


or acquired for building the canal and its 
I ask for a vote. 
Mr. ADAMSON, 


appurtenant works. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 


There are 
keeper wil 
absent 


180 gentlemen present—not a quorum. 
| close the doors; 
Members; 


The Door- 
the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify 
as many as favor the motion will, as their 


hames are called, answer “‘ yea,” and as many as are opposed 
Will answer “nay;” those present and not voting will answer 


“ present, 
The qu 


answered “ 


and the Clerk will call the roll. 


- 


present ” 14, not voting 149, as follows: 
YEAS—161. 


Acheson Burton, Ohio Dalzell Fordney 
Adair Calderhead Darragh Foss 
Adamson Campbell Davidson Foster, Ind. 
Alexander, Mo. Cc = Dawson Foulkrod 
Alexander, N.Y. Cs De Armond Fowler 
A — ( ‘aulfield Denby French 
a Chaney Diekema Fuller 
eale, Pa, Chapman Douglas Fulton 
Bell’ c Cocks, N. ¥. Draper Gardner, N. J. 
7a Cole Durey Gill 
pouynge Cook, Colo, Dwight Gillett 
panties Cooper, Pa. Ellis, Oreg. Graff 
te Cooper, Wis. Inglebright Graham 
Burleiet Coudrey Esch Greene 
Bariesnn Crumpacker Fassett Hackney 
Berton Det Currier Floyd Hall 
on, Del, Cushman Focht Hamilton, lowa 


estion was taken, and there were—yeas 161, nays 63, 


Surke 
Byrd 
Calder 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Conner 
Cook, Va. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 


| Edwards, Ga, 


Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 


The following additional pairs 
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Legare 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, IIL. 
McKinney 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MecMorran 
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Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker, 
l’arsons 
layne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 
Pratt 
Ransdell, 
teeder 


N. J. 


La. 


Madison Reynolds 
Miller Robinson 
Moore, Pa, Rodenberg 
Morse Rothermel 
Mouser Russell, Tex. 
Murdock Shackleford 
Needham Smith, Cal. 
Nelson Smith, Iowa 
Norris Smith, Mich. 
Nye Smith, Mo. 
Olcott Southwick 
NAYS—63. 
Dixon Henry, Tex. 
Ellerbe Hill, Miss. 
Ferris Iiouston 
Finley Hull, Tenn. 
Fitzgerald Johnson, Ky. 
Foster, Ill. Keliher 


Gaines, 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Granger 
Harrison 
Hlay 
Heflin 
Helm 
ANSWERED 
Goebel 
Haggott 
Hamlin 
Haskins 


Tenn. 


NOT VOTING 


Fairchild 
Favrot 

Fornes 

Foster, Vt. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Garner 
Gilhams 

Glass 

Gordon 
Goulden 
Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 

Hale 

Hamill 
Ilammond 
Ilarding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 

Haugen 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, lowa 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, 


Hull, lowa 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 
James, 
James, Ollie 
Johnson, 8. C, 
Jones, Va. 
Kinkaid 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. Snapp with Mr. 
Mr. HALE with Mr. 
Mr. 


McMILLAN with Mr. 
BARTHOLDT with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
KNOWLAND with Mr. 
MADDEN with Mr. 


Davis of Minnesota with 


For the session: 


Mr. Brapiey with Mr. 
SPEAKER. 


The 
present 14, 


a quorum ; 
and the motion prevails. 


“ PRESENT "— 


W. Va. 


Addison D. 
M. 


Kimball 
Lloyd 
McLain 
Macon 
Maynard 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Murphy 
Nicholls 
O'Connell 


Jenhins 
Lamb 
Lever 
Small 
149, 
Kipp 
Kitchin, 
Kitchin, 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
amar, Mo, 
sangley 
assiter 

Law 

Leake 

Lee 

Lenahan 

Lewis 

Lilley 

Lindsay 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lowden 

McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McHenry 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McMillan 
Madden 

Malby 

Mann 

Marshall 
Mondell 

Moon, Pa. 
Mudd 

Parker, S. Dak. 
Patterson 
Peters 

Pou 


Claude 


-_-—— 


LASSITER. 


STANLEY. 
HuaGues of New Jersey. 
CarTE R. 

STEPHENS of Texas. 


Mr. SULZER. 


GOULDEN. 
On this question the yeas are 161, nays 63, 
the yeas have it, the rules are suspended, 
The Doorkeeper will open the doors, 


14. 


Wm. W. 


Sperry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 


Minn. 


Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 


Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Wheeler 
Wilson, 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Ill. 


Page 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, 
Rauch 
Richardson 
Russell, Mo, 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Spight 

Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Webb 


Tex. 


Sulzer 
Watkins 


Powers 
Pray 
Prince 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rucker 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Sims 
Slemp 
Smith, 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Stephens, 
Talbott 
Thomas, N. ¢ 
Thomas, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 

Wiley 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 


Tex, 


Tex. 


were announced: 

















































































































































































recess until to-morrow 





RECESS. 


Mr. Speaker, I move 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yeas and nays! 

The yeas and nays were ordered. The question was taken, 


Mr. PAYNE. that the House take a 
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(1 there were—yeas 145, nays 67, answered “ present” 12, not Mr. Exris of Oregon with Mr. BRANTLEY, 


r 


a gE eatin ogee jaca ee dea a ee 


— 


163, as follows: 


on 


nder, N. Y. 


‘ooper ’ Wis. 
id vy 


rawford 
‘rumpacker 


ander, Mo. 


_ tt Nev. 
Tex, 


‘andlet 
Clark, Mo, 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Davenport 


Bennet, N. Y, 
sutier 


Flood 


Anthony 

Ashbrook 

Bannon 
farclay 


bradley 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
sroussard 
Brumm 
trundidg@ 
Burke 
byrd 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla. 
Clayton 
Covekran 
Cole 

Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Driscoll 
lunwell 
Pdwards, Ga. 
Bdwards, Ky. 


So the motion was 


YEAS 
Draper 
Dure 
Dwight 


tt 


sardner, Mich, 
rardner, N. J. 
siilett 
oebel 
raf 


ene 


nilton, lowa., 
milton, Mich. 
iugen 

ey 


tn 

la 

la 

I 

i 

iAy 

lepburn 
liggins 

{ill Conn, 
linshaw 

lo |, Utah 
lowland 

ii eee W. Va. 
luff 

lumphbrey, Wash. 
<4 

Jones, Wash. 

Ks ihn 


I 
} 
! 
J 
br 
I 
l 
! 
( 
( 
( 
G 
G 
G 
I 
] 
j 
I 
I 
J 
I 
J 
I 
I 
I 
I 
J 
I 
I 


Denver 
Dixon 
Klierbe 
Ferris 
Finley 
itzgerald 
loyd 
oster, IL. 
‘ulton 
Gaines, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Granger 
Hackney 


Tenn, 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT 


Goldfogle 
Haggott 
Hamlin 


145. 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Laning 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Lovering 
McCall 
McGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 
M« Kinney 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa, 
Mor 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nve 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 


Porter 


Hull ° Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky, 
Keliher 
Legare 
Lloyd 
McLain 
Macon 
Moore, Tex. 
Nicholls 
O'Connell 


liaskins 
Lever 
McMorran 


NOT VOTING—163. 


Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Fairchild 
Favrot 

lornes 

Foster, Vt. 
Gaines, WwW. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gilhs ms. 

Glass 

Gordon 
Goulden 
Graham 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Ilackett 

Hale 

Hamill 
liammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 

Hetlin 

Henry, Conn. 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 
James, Addison D. 
James, Ollie M, 
Johnson, a. G. 
Jones, Va. 
Kipp 


agreed to. 


Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 

Langley 
Lassiter 

Law 

Leake 

Lee 

Lenahan 
Lewis 

Lilley 

Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McDermott 
MeGuire 
McHenry 
McKinley, Il. 
McLachlan, Cal. 


McLaughlin, Mich.Under 


MeMilian 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa, 
Mudd 
Norris 
Parker, 8S. Dak. 


"—12, 


Pray 
Pujo 
Rainey. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Rodenberg 
Russell, Mo. 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
iith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sullowa; 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanget 
Wheeler 
Wilson, IIL 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Young 


Padgett 
Page 

Pratt 
Randell, Tex. 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Spicht 
Stanley 
Taylor, Ala, 
Tou Velle 
Webb 
Williams 


Sherman 
Small 


Watkins 


Patterson 
Pearre 
Peters 

Pou 

Powers 
Prince 
Ransdeil, La, 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rucker 

Scott 
Sheppard 
Sherl y 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Smith, Tex, 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sturgiss 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Thomas, N. C, 
Thomas, Ohio 
wood 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa, 
Wolf 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Until further 


notice: 


Mr. Cook of Pennsylvania with Mr. AsHpRoox, 
Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr, CLAYTON, 


| erally 
| referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows 





| House Office Building, reported the s 
| were referred to the House ( 


| diciary, 
| 21898) to provide for the establishment of judicial divisions 





Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL, 

Mr. Horimay with Mr. Herrin, 

Mr. Law with Mr. Greaa. 

Mr. McKrintey of Illinois with Mr. 

Mr. PeARRE with Mr. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above rec orded. 

Accordingly (at 6 o'clock p. m.), the House was declared 
recess until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


MAYNARD. 


ul 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
War transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers. 
report of examination and survey of Humboldt Harbor, (a\ifoyr- 
nia (H. R. Doc. 950), was taken from the Speaker's ta) le, re 


ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 

be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 

reported from committees, delivered to the Cler! 


Under 


Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Distribution of Hous 
Office Rooms, to which was referred the resolution of the House 
(H. J. Res. 186) relating to the assignment of space in the 
same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1697), which said bill and report 
‘alendar. 

Mr. FOSTER of Indiana, from the Committee on the - 
to which was referred the bill of the House (1. 
the district of Indiana, designating the places where court sha 
be held, and for other purposes connected therewith, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1699), which said bill and report were referred to the Hous 
Calendar. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21986) to enable : 


| State to cooperate with any other State or States, or with th 


United States, for the conservation of the navigability of naviga 


| ble rivers, and to provide for the appointment of a commission, re 


ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1700), which said bill and report were referred to the Com 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to whic! 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20477) authorizin 


| the President to appoint a commissioner to supervise tlhe ere 


tion of monuments and markers and locate the general row 
of the Oregon trail, reported the same without amendment, « 
companied by a report (No, 1701), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on tlie stat 
of the Union. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on Rivers and Ha! 
bors, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. hk. 2200") 
authorizing the Secretary of War to remove certain obstructions 
to navigation from the main ship channel, Key West Har! 
Florida, and for other purposes, reported the same wil! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1702), wiich » 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the W4 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Fer 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Sena 
(S. 6102) to further protect the public health and 
additional duties upon the Public Health and Marin 
Service, reported the same with amendment, accompa 
report (No. 1703), which said bill and report were re! 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. REEDER, from the Committee on Irrigation 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House 
21140) providing for an increase of the irrigation fu! 
other purposes, reported the same with amendme! 
panied by a report (No. 1705), which said bill and re| 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on t! 
the Union, : 

Mr. BENNET of New York, from the Committee on [mm 
gration and Naturalization, to which was referred t!« b! is 
the Senate (8S. 388) to confirm and legalize prior ad» = 
citizenship of the United States where the judge or “em “ 
the court administering the oath to the applicant or |S os 
nesses has failed to sign or seal the record, oath, or | ooo 
ment of admission, and to establish a proper record of s\"" soa 
zenship, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by “ 


is wit 








1706), which said bill and report were referred to 
Calendar. 
‘AIG. from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21218) for the | 


Alaska Terminal and Navigation Company, re- 

ime with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

i said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


COMMITTEES ON PRIVATD 
RESOLUTIONS. 

use 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 

y reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 

ed to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


BILLS AND 


or 


LDO, from the Committee on Claims, to which was | 


bill of the House (H. R. 870) for the relief of the 
A. Galbreaith, reported the same with amend- 
panied by a report (No. 1708), which said bill and 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
| . from the same committee, to which was referred the 
House (H. R. 2635) for the relief of Herman Leh- 
<i the same without amendment, accompanied by 
». 1709), which said bill and report were referred to 
» Calendar. 
from the same committee, to which was referred the 
House (H. R. 6903) for the relief of Willis A. Joy, 
ie same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
which said bill and report were referred to the 
dar. 
\LD FOGLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
ed the bill of the House (H. R. 16191) to refund 
eys paid into the Treasury of the United States 
take by Augustus Bannigan, reported the same with 
‘companied by a report (No. 1711), which said 
ort were referred to the Private Calendar. 


1eS 


( e 


\f ( 
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and agricultural implements on the free list—to tl 
on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Distril 


Rooms: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 186) 


» Committee 
yution of House 


relating to the 


|} ment of space in the House Office Building—to the House ¢ 
andar, 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and res« s 
of the following titles were introduced and severa f i 
as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A Dill (H. R. 22015) giving the Court 
of Claims jurisdiction to adjudicate two claims for Ind 
redations of the estate of Blas Lucero, late of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22016) granting a pension to Juanita 





riIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was | 


bill of the House (H. R. 18744) for the relief of the 

of Mark §S. Gorrill, reported the same without amend- 

npanied by a report (Nod. 1712), which said bill and 
t were referred to the Private Calendar. 

HOWELI of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 

s referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19839) for the 

of W. H. Blurock, reported the same with amendment, ac- 

ied by a report (No. 1713), which said bill and report 

eferred to the Private Calendar, 





BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


0 O 


PUBLIC 
cer clause 


of +t} 


f Rule XXII, bills, resolutions; and memo- 
» following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

Mr. KIMBALL: A bill CH. R. 22006) for the erection of a 
ent to the memory of Gen. Isaac Shelby 
the Library. 

Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 22007) author- 
he appointment of a commission to collate information 
he alcoholic liquor traffic and to consider and rec- 

y needful legislation in relation thereto—to the Com- 
\leoholfe Liquor Traffic. 

ir. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22008) 
ng the transportation of passengers coastwise—to the 
n the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
LAWRENCE, from the Committee on Rivers and 
bill (H. R. 22009) authorizing the Secretary of 


3: A yA 
remove certain navigation from the 


obstructions to 


to the Commit- | 


Leyva de Sanchez—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


$y Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 22017) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Parker Sedgwick and others, and for other purpos: to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 22018) for the relief of the 


owners of the steamboats Skylark and Callie—to the Committee 
ion War Claims. 
By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 22019) granting a pension 
to Oscar A. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 
By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 22020) for the relief of the 
State of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims 
By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 22021) granting a pension to 


Charles G. Sontag—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 22022) to amend the military 
record of Aaron T. Wakefield—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 


PP(T)O2 


ttt es D 


) for the relief of 


the estate of Isaac Winston, deceased—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 22024) for the relicf of 
Andrew J. Weese—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 22025) for the 


relief of Milton S. Harrington—to the Committee on Clai 


PHTITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 


papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPHAKER: Memorial of the Academy of Stomatology, 


of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for legislation to establish a 
dental corps in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, memorial of the depositors and heirs of the Freedmen’s 
Savings Bank and Trust Company, of New Orleans, La., pray- 
ing for legislation to reimburse the depositors of that ti- 
tution—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Western Association of Engineers of 
Chicago, Ill., indorsing the present movement for the considera- 
tion of the conservation of the natural resources of the United 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the South Carolina Ban! ” A ciation, 
praying for the establishment of a commission to i { e 


the subject of currency reform—to the Committee on g 
and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the citizens of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
legislation to modify the Sherman antitrust law, to regulate 
the power of injunctions, and to extend the eight-hour da; to 


| the Committee on the Judiciary. 


annel, Key West Harbor, Florida, and for other | 


» the Union Calendar. 

ir. HEPBURN: A bill (HL. R. 22010) relating to injunc- 

training orders—to the Committee on the Ju- 

i . IIULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22011) to estab- 
| States court at Cookeville, in the middle district 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 


\W: A bill (H. R. 22012) to cause an examination 


» be made of Indian Creek and to declare same to | 


; waters—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
a OSS: A bill (H. R. 22013) to establish a naval 
irposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
UPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22014) to repeal 
raphs of the act approved July 24, 1897, entitled 
vide revenue for the Government and to encour- 
ries of the United States,” and to place wood pulp 





milit . lefine its relations to the General Government, and | 





Also, memorial of Julia E, Foster, of Butler, Pa., praying for 
legislation to establish the Appalachian and White Mountain 
Forest Reserve—to the Committee on Agriculture 


Also, memorial of the Delta Grange, praying for the passage 
of the proposed postal savings and parcel-post bills : a 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, memorial of the International Brotherhood of Paper 
Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, protesting 
against the removal of the tariff on wood pulp and paper—to 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, memorial of C. 8S. Barber, of Frederic, Mich., and four- 
teen others, praying for the establishment of a national high 


ways commission—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the labor organizations of Belleville, Ill., 
praying for legislation to modify the Sherman antitrust law, to 
regulate the issuance of injunctions, establish employers’ li 


bility and to extend the eight-hour day—to the Committee « 
the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Maude B. Hansche, Ph. D., of Philadelphia 
Pa., praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 12684) 
vide for the temporary warranting and retirement of pay cler 
in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


to nre 
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Also, memorials of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
of Anniston, Ala., and Knoxville, Tenn., praying for the pas- 


legislation relating to free passes and for the relief of Pem- 
broke B. Banton—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of N. B. Kelly, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for the enactment of the so-called “ Fowler currency bill’’—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
memorials of John P. Garde, H. P. Frondorf, and W. E. 


Also, 


| 
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| ing sympathy for the Russian people—to the Committee 


| eign Affairs. 
sage of the so-called “ Hemenway-Graff ash-pan bill; ” also for | 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of State Council, Knights 


| lumbus, of Pennsylvania, favoring legislation making (>: 


Poulson, of Cincinnati, and Hamilton, Ohio, praying for legis- | 


lation to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquor in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of the National Rivers and Harbors Congress 
(Indiana branch), protesting against the legislation allowing 
the construction of a dam in White River, near Williams, Law- 
rence County, Ind., until it is ascertained whether such a dam 
will interfere with the permanent improvement of the river— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Knights of Columbus, of Utica, N. 
praying for legislation to establish the anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America as a legal holiday—to the Committee on the 
Judictary. 


12 a holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of H. F. Bowker and other 
of Davenport, Iowa, for the enactment of the bill (H. p 
amending the Sherman antitrust law; H. R. 94, to defi, 
junction power and restrain its abuse; for the enactme 
employers’ liability law, and for the extension of the » 
of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judici 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of John Walters and others. 
H. R. 16082, for a Bureau of Mines—to the Committee oy ) 
and Mining. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of Robert E. Jacks 
others, for legislation to prevent President or Cabinet s 
from taking active part in behalf of any candidate for 4) 


nomination for President by any political party—to the in. 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 


ang | 


Also, memorial of the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of | 


sellevue, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called “ Hem- 
enway-Graff bill”—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

Also, memorial of Franklin Lodge, No. 628, Brotherhood of 
Railway Trainmen, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for legislation 


|. Portland, 


Also, petition of State department of health of New York. 
for rooms in which to properly house the forthcoming tuberey 
losis congress to be held in the city of Washington—to the (oy. 
initt® on Assignment of Rooms. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of Tailors’ 1; 


ion of 
Oreg., for amendment to Sherman 


antitrust aw 


| and for the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight. 
| hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


1 Cc. 


relating to the injunction process, and to safety appliances on | 


railroads—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, of 
ruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the members of the International Brother- 


Means. 
Also, memorial of the Northeast Washington Citizens’ Associa- 


By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany hill for relief of John 
Fite—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of United Mine Work- 
ers of America, of New Baden, I1l., for exemption of labor unions 


| from the operations of the Sherman antitrust law, for the 
Boston, Mass., praying for the amendment of the national bank- 


Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the employers’ liability 


| act, and for the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Ju 
| diciary. 

hood of Paper Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, 
of Leominister, Mass., protesting against the removal of the | 
duty on wood pulp and paper—to the Committee on Ways and | 


tion, of Washington, D. C., praying for additional time for the | 


consideration of District legislation—to the Committee on Rules. | 
Also, memorial of Terminal Lodge, Brotherhood of Railroad | 


Trainmen, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the so- 


called “ Hemenway-Graff ash-pan bill,” and for the relief of | 


Pembroke B. Banton—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 


soldiers and sailors of the civil war, protesting against the aboli- 
tion of the pension agency at Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


| 


By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Washington (D. C.) Board of 
Trade, favoring concurrence in Senate amendment to bil! pro- 
viding for extension of street railway line to Union Station— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kingston, IIl., against a parcels- 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of State of New York, 
favoring improvement of Pearl Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. J. Lovejoy, of Roscoe, IIl., against section 


| 11 of the Aldrich currency bill—to the Committee on Banking 
| and Currency. 
Also, memorial of Charles Meyer, of Gilman, Ill, and other | 


Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, for a 
commission to reform the currency and against passage of Vree- 


land bill—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


Also, memorial of the Daughters of the American Revolution, | 


praying for an appropriation to mark the Oregon trail—to the 
Committee on the Library. 


Also, memorial of the legislature of the State of Oklahoma, | 


praying for such legislation as will give to the State its share of 


the reclamation fund—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid | 


Lands. 
Also, memorial of the laboring men and women in Seattle, 


Wash., praying for legislation in relation to the issuance of in- | 
junctions, the Sherman antitrust law, the eight-hour law, ete.— | 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Thomas S. Stewart, favoring 
H. R. 14783, welative to militia—to the Committee on Militia. 
By Mr. BARCLAY: Petitions of Clearfield Lodge, No. 561, 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Clearfield, Pa., and 
DuBois Lodge, No. 593, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of 


on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEALE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Thomas J. Stew- 
art, favoring H. R. 14783, relative to militia—to the Committee 
on Militia. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
Augustine Labin—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of Tully Brown, attorney- 
general of Tennessee, favoring the Steenerson militia bill (H. R. 
14783 )—to the Committee on Militia. 

jy Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of International Brotherhood 


H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law, 
and bill limiting a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done 
by the Government-—-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of E. V. Ostrander and other citi- 
zens of Butte, Mont., favoring concurrent resolution 28, express- 


Also, petition of Union League Club, of Chicago, I1!., fav 
ing H. R. 10457, for forest reservations in White Mountains and 
Southern Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee on Agr 
culture. 

Also, petition of Associated Press, for removal of duty on 
wood pulp—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Moffat Cigar Company, of Rockford, Il. 
favoring the Tawney anticoupon bill—to the Committee on In- 


| terstate and Foreign Commerce. 





By Mr. GARNER: Petitions of Rio Grande Union, \o 
William Schneider, Cleobar Moreno, and Bonifacio Corda, 1! 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), and for 
Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the eisht 


| hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of Palisade Lodge, No. 5:2 Broth- 
erhood of Railway Trainmen, for the Rodenberg anti-iv tion 


| bill (H. R. 17137) and the Hemenway-Gaff safety ash 
DuBois, Pa., for the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill and Graff | 
ash-pan bill (H. R. 17137 and H. R. 19795)—to the Committee | 


(H. R. 19795)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of St. James (Minn.) }ocdee. 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, favoring the Rocenbers 
anti-injunction bill and the Hemenway-Graff safety i 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petitions of Rio Grande ' 

No. 234, of Laredo, Tex., and citizens of Corpus Chri 


| for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the 
| bill employers‘ liability, and the eight-hour bill—to ' 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Manufacturing Assoc 


| Hartford County, Conn., favoring the passage of H. |' 
of Paper Makers of Madison, Me., for the enactment of the bills | 


for promoting efficiency of the Patent Office—to the © 
on Patents. 
By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany Dill for 
Philip Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of workingmen and the'r *) “rf 
pathizers of Memphis, Tenn., for amendment to the Sherme 


ef of 











law (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), for 
i clearly defined general employers’ liability law, and 
ht-hour law—-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
HUBBARD of West Virginia: Paper to accompany 
ief of Daniel Main—to the Committee on Military 
HUFF: Petition of M. S. Anderson, for Division No, 
rhood of Locomotive Engineers, for the Rodenberg 
tion bill and Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill— 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Ry Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petitions of citizens 
organizations of Seattle and other cities and towns of 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for 
employers 
( e on the Judiciary. 
KAHN: Petitions of C. Calvert Smoot, of 
and 19 other residents of California, 
resolution 28, 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
KNOWLAND: 
|, Cal., for amendment to Sherman 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, 
Committee on the Judiciury. 
KUSTERMANN: Petitions of Green Bay (Wis.) 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen and Baldwin Lodge 
itive Firemen and Engineers, of Green Bay, Wis., for 
lenberg anti-injunction bill and Hemenway-Graff safety 
l—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
LAFEAN: Petition of citizens of York, Pa 
d ae of the Sherman antitrust law, for 
rs’ liability law, for limitation on injunction, and for 
sion of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the 


San Fran- 
favoring con- 


antitrust law, and 
and eight-hour law— 


, for legis- 


LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Uni- 
South Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 
LINDBERGH: Petitions of J. BE. Leiser, Henry 
Lindgren, H. T. Webster, H. Ganunshaler, T. A. Dalton, F. W. 
P. T. Connelly, all of Cass Lake, Minn., for exemp- 
unions from the operations of the Sherman anti- 
the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the 
liability act, and for the eight-hour law—to the 
the Judiciary. 

LINDSAY: Petitions of Ode & Gerbereux, of New 
and Richard Deeves & Son (Incorporated), against 
ant unction legislation—to the Committee on the Judi- 


bor 


S iw. tor 


\lso, petition of United Master Butchers’ Association of 
n for removal of tariff on wood pulp—to the Committee 
1d Means. 

tition of General Electric Company, favaring Senate 
to the post-office appropriation bill providing for 
subsidies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Mr. LONGWORTH: Petitions of citizens of Reading, 
a \malgamated Meat Cutters and Butchers, of Cincin- 
oring bills affecting labor, amendment to Sherman 
w, the Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the 

elg bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
>) NEEDHAM: Petition of Santa Cruz Real Estate Ex- 
luge, for negotiation of arbitration treaties with all nations, 
a1 ¢ jurisdiction to the international court at The Hague— 

to the ¢ mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

tition of union labor organizations of Stockton, Cal., 
ul iment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill 
ibility bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee 

J lary. 

CHOLLS: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
the ¢ t of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a general 
emp ; ibility law, and bill limiting a day’s labor to eight 

work done for the Government—to the Committee 

by Mr. OVE RSTR EET: Petition of Indiana Women’s Club, 

Ind., favoring H. R. 18445 (child-labor bill)— 
ittee on the District of Columbia. 

M SMITH of Arizona: Petition of citizens of Clifton, 
ndment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre 
rs’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Com- 

Judici ary. 

- TAYLOR of Ohio: Petitions of Little Miami Division, 

brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, and others, urging 

Rodenberg anti-injunction bill (H. R. 17137)—to the 

the Judiciary. 

THOMAS of North 


for relief of Israel 8. 
Claims 0 rael § 


olis, 


Carolina : 
Davis—to 


Paper to accompany 
the Committee on War 
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protesting against Russian atrocities— 


Petitions of citizens of Oakland and | 


i the State of W ine 
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619, Brother 
for speedy and favorable report 
—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


ty Mr. 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, 


WANGER: Petition of Subdivision No. 


on bill H. R. 19795 


Commerce. 
Also, petition of Blue Mountain Lodge, No. 694, Brotherhood 
of Railway Trainmen, of Marysville, Pa., for speedy and favor 


able report on bill H. R. 19795—to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 20, 

Prayer by Rey. Utysses G. B. 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Arison, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


f ,oO 
1908. e 


Prerce, of the city of Wash- 


ACTS OF PORTO RICO. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, one copy of a volume containing the acts and 


resolutions passed by the second session of the fourth legislative 


assembly of Porto Rico, which, with the accompanying volume, 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico. 

REINDEER IN ALASKA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 14th instant, the report of Dr. 
Sheldon Jackson upon the work of introducing reindeer into 
Alaska during the season of 1906, which, with the accompany- 


ing report and illustrations, was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

ESTIMATES 

The VICE-PRESIDENT 


OF APPROPRIATION, 


laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War submitting additional estimates 


of appropriation for pay of Military 
neous items and incidental expenses, 
which, with the accompanying 
Committee on Military 

LISTS OF 


Academy, $468; 
Military Academy, 
paper, was referred to 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS AND CLAIMS. 


miscella- 
$2,500, 
the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 18th instant, a list of judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims, amounting to $23,892.24, etc., 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 18th instant, the record of a judgment rendered 
against the United States by the circuit court of the United 
States for the southern district of Georgia, under the act of 
March 3, 1887, which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 18th instant, a schedule of claims allowed by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury under appropriations the 


balance of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur] 


plus 


fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 
1874, amounting to $264,375.37, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 1Sth instant, a list of judgments rendered by the Cour 
of Claims in favor of claimants in Indian depredation cases 
amounting to $29,645, etc., which, with the acco nying paper 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSI 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browninea, its Chief Cler!] announced that the Hous had 
passed the following bills with amendments whi 
quested the concurrence of the Senat 

S. 4639. An act to provide for participation by the Unite 
States in an international exposition to be held at Tokyo, Ja 
in 1912; and 

S. 6190. An act authorizing a resurvey of cert v1 rs in 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the | words “not to include Subig Bay or Olongapo;” and the Senate 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the | agree to the same. 
Senate: Geo, C. PERKINS, 
H. R. 18694. An act relating to the use, control, and owner- F. E. WARREN, 


ship of lands in the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Panama; A. 8. Cray, 
H. R. 21735. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior Managers on the part of the Senaj 
to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any Water I. Suiru 
' law now existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes; JoserH V. Grarr, 
and SwaGcark SHERLEy, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


H. R. 21957. An act relating to affairs in the Territories. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing The report was agreed to. 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to ‘ 
the bili (H. R. 16882) making appropriations for the legislative, SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 17874) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the civil war and certain widows and dependent children of | 
soldiers of said war. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (Ii. R. 
21260) making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
The message further announced that the House insists upon | have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
its amendment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill | Houses as follows: 

(H. R. 1991) granting an increase of pension to Jerry Murphy; That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 11, 
disagreed to by the Senate, asks a conference with the Senate | 18, 19, 21, 28, 31, 32, 34, 35, 53, 54, 55, 58, 73, 77, 80, 81, 88, 95, 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had | 97, 99, 100, 104, 115, 116, 117, 125, 126, 132, 134, 136, 142, and 159, 
appointed Mr. LouDENSLAGER, Mr. Draper, and Mr. RicHARDSON That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. ments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 6, 10, 12, 20, - 24, 25, 27, 30, 

a , a : 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 56, 57, 59, 60, 61, 62, 

ee Teena | 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 75, 76, 87, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 9%, 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House | 103, 105, 106, 109, 110, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 129, 150, 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were there- | 133, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 148, 145, 146, 147, 149, 150, 151, 152, 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 153, and 157; and agree to the same. 

S. 4186. An act amending the act of January 14, 1889, and That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
acts amendatory thereof, and for other purposes; ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 

8.5617. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to | amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
accept and care for the gifts presented to vessels of the Navy | amendment insert the following: 
of the United States; and “Clarinda, Iowa, post-office: For completion of building, 

H. R. 1062. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions | twenty thousand dollars.” 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain And the Senate agree to the same. 


widows of such soldiers and sailors. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“San Francisco, Cal., custom-house: The Secretary of the 
| Treasury is authorized, upon the completion of the custo 
house in the city of San Francisco, Cal., to pay to Thomas 
Butler, the contractor for the construction of said building, 0 
addition to. the contract price therefor, such sum as way be 
equitable and just to reimburse said contractor for any loss 
actually sustained in consequence of the earthquake and great 
fire of April, nineteen hundred and six, not exceeding the sum 





Mr. PERKINS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
19355) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: | 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, | of two hundred and fifty thousand dollars: Provided, That the 
7, 10, 12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 23, and 24. amount allowed said Thomas Butler shall not be suilicient t 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | enable him to make any profit out of the making and execution 
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 11, 13, 14, 15, 20, | of said contract.” 
21, 25, 26, 27, and 28, and agree to the same. And the Senate agree to the same. é 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amett- 
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an | ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with = 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said | amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by sw’ 
amendment insert the following: amendment insert the following: 

“The Setretary of War is directed, by a suitable board, to “New Haven, Conn., public building, now used for a pos 
investigate and report fully to Congress as to the advisability | office and for other purposes: To enlarge, extend, or TX 
and necessity of seacoast fortifications for the protection of | model said building, including all necessary changes 10, — 
the harbor at San Pedro, Cal., and the cities in that vicinity, | tions thereto, alterations thereof, repairs to the present bul 
and if such fortifications are deemed advisable or necessary | ing, and of the heating and plumbing systems therein, ae 
furnish an estimate of the cost of sites and fortifications sepa- | drainage and approaches thereto, which may be incident = 
rately.” such extension and enlargement or remodeling of said buildivs, 

And the Senate agree to the same. fifty thousand dollars.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- And the Senate agree to the same. , ; 
ment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen” 
an amendment as follows: Strike out of the said amendment | ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same wit! an 
ihe words “not to include Subig Bay or Olongapo;” and the | amendment as follows: After the word “journals” 10 sald 
Senate agree to the same. | amendment insert the words “published abroad;” 2nd ™ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | Senate agree to the same. = 
ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with That the House recede from its disagreement to the ge 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert | ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same \ ie ae 
“twenty-three thousand dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the | amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 1") | 
same. “forty-two thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree ” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | Same. ame 
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an That the House recede from its disagreement to th aoe 
amendment as follows: Strike out of the said amendment the | ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same wit} 











t as follows: 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
it insert the following: 

ht r. and so forth, of ‘The Hermitage: 

= and improving the grounds of ‘The Hermitage,’ the 


, 


For repairing 


President Andrew Jackson, situated in Davidson 
renn., five thousand dollars.” 
. Senate agree to the same. 
e House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
he Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
it as follows: After the matter inserted by said 
it insert as a separate paragraph the following: 
ifter no light-ship shall be removed from the place 
| for its station, in the act authorizing its construc- 
be stationed elsewhere except upon express authority 
Senate agree to the same. 
e House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
me ie Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with 
mendments as follows: In line 4 of said amendment, after the 
insert the word “ fourteenth;” and in line 5 of 
iment strike out the word “ For” where it first occurs 
in lieu thereof the words “ Toward construction of ; ” 


” 
lV, 


thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
e House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
the Senate numbered 52, ¢ 


ey € 


mendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


ion one hundred and sixty thousand dollars;” and the | 


gree to the same, 
rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
if the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an 
dment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment insert, be- 
vord “ document,” the word “ Senate; ” and the Senate 
to the same. 


re he 


ree 


: lieu of the sum named in the amendment insert “one | 


ind agree to the same with | 





rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


of the 


mendment as follows: Strike “ Colorado ” 
ere 


Senate 


out the name 


tl agree to the same. 
House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
t of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an 


+ +) 
Phat the 


Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with | 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with 





an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


seven cents; 


occurs in lines 1, 3, and 10 of said amendment; and | 


nent as follows: On page 80 of the bill, in line 7, after | 
e word “ buildings,” insert the words “ not including hospital 
| penditure under any of the foregoing classified appropriations 


and the Senate agree to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


IDES 5 
That 


“three thousand three hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty- 
” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“three hundred and fifty-nine thousand eight hundred doilars;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the house recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“four million five hundred and ten thousand three hundred dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“Jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in the 
States of Wyoming, Montana, Washington, Oregon, California, 
Nevada, Idaho, Colorado, and Utah, and in the Territories of 
New Mexico and Arizona shall be entitled to receive for actual 
attendance at any court or courts and for the time necessarily 
occupied in going to and returning from the same, three dollars 
a day, and fifteen cents for each mile necessarily traveled over 
any stage line, or by private conveyance, and five cents for each 
mile by any railway or steamship in going to and returning 
from said courts: Provided, That no constructive or double 
mileage fees shall be allowed by reason of any person being 
summoned as both a witness and juror, or as a witness in two 
or more cases pending in the same court and triable at the 
same term thereof.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by 
said amendment amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 6. All funds realized during the fiscal year nineteen 
hundred and nine by the Isthmian Canal Commission from the 
performance of services by the Commission, or from the sale of 
materials and supplies upon the Isthmus under the custody and 
control of the Commission, are hereby reappropriated for ex- 


for the department of construction and engineering, and a full 
















































































and separate report in detail of all transactions hereunder shall 
be made to Congress.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference has been unable to agree on the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 9, 13, 14, 15, 16, 26, 
33, 36, 38, 78, 79, S2, 83, 84, 86, 101, 102, 107, 131, 144, 148, 154, 


155, 156, 160, 161, 162, and 163. 


nt of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with 
mendment as follows: Strike out the last two words of 
dment and insert in lieu thereof the words “ for the 


‘nineteen hundred and nine;” and the Senate agree 


t ane 
] ve 
) the same. 22 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
t the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with 
an dment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert as a separate paragraph the following: 
“The officer in charge of public buildings and grounds is au- 
thorized to grant licenses, revocable by him, without compensa- 


. mmeee W. B. ALLISON, 
IUGENE HALE, 
H. M. Teer, 
Manage rs on the part of the Senate. 


tion, to erect temporary structures upon reservations used as J. A. TAWNEY, 
liidren’s playgrounds, under such regulations as he may im- WALTER I. SMITH, 
pose, JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 


And the Senate agree to the same. Managers on the part of the House, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with | The report was agreed to. 
i amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by | Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist 
said amendment insert the following: | upon its amendments in disagreement and ask the House for a 
“For the repair and reconstruction of the buildings and for | further conference thereon, and that the Vice-President appoint 
he re nent of furniture and equipment destroyed in whole | the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
= che by the cyclone on the twelfth day of May, nineteen The motion was agreed to, and the Vice-President appointed 


Mr. Aruison, Mr. Harr, and Mr. TELier as the conferees on 


imdred and eight, at Fort Crook military post in Nebraska, to 
; the part of the Senate. 


tely available, one hundred thousand dollars.” 
it the Senate agree to the same. i cae : 7 s 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- a a 

t ‘Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Indiana 

ent as follows: In lieu of the word inserted by said | and West Virginia Federation of Women’s Clubs, praying for 

insert the word “two-thirds;” and the Senate | the enactment of legislation providing for the investigation and 

same, the development of the methods of the treatment of tubercu- 

* House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | losis, which was referred to the Committee on Public Health 
Senate numbered 112, and agree to the same with | and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of the 


yf f 


amen 


ent as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


soard of Trade of Newark, 


“ thraa svee . i - . ‘ . . . . . 
ae tO isand three hundred and thirty-three dollars and | N. J., praying for the appointment of a commission to investi- 
‘o ‘our cents;” and the Senate agree to the same. | gate the currency and banking systems of the United States and 
j re House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | of other leading commercial nations, which was referred to the 
hent of + 


e Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with 
lent as follows: In lieu of the word inserted by said | 


ae. eit insert the word “ two-thirds; ” and the Senate agree 


Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Constant Lodge, No. 398, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, of Olean, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti- 
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injunction 
Judiciary. 


Ile also 


bill,” which was referred to the Committee on the 


presented a petition of the Permanent Baltimore 
Yearly Meeting of Friends, of Maryland, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRIGGS presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Wesley Methodist Episcopal Church, of Paterson, and of sundry 
citizens of Butler, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit po- 
lygamy, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or- 
ganizations of South Maboy, Carlton Hills, Jersey City, Phillips 
burg, Hackensack, Atlantic City, Trenton, Paterson, and New 
srunswick, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman anti 
trust law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry business firms of Tren- 
ton, Newark, Hoboken, 


tain amendments to the se-called “Sherman antitrust law’ 
relating to Jabor organizations, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the board of playground com- 
missioners of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the establishment and maintenance of pub- 
lie playgrounds in the Distriet of Columbia, which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boonton, Pas- 
saic, East Orange, and Millville, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the manufac- 
ture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of W. V. McGalliard, of Tren- 
ton, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the manufacture and sale of adulterated insecticides, fungicides, 
green, etec., which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Parmly 
Memorial Baptist Church, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors into prohibition districts, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Club of Jersey 
City and of the Current Events Club, of Moorestown, in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the investigation and the development of the meth 
ods of the treatment of tuberculosis, which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Ife also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Jersey City 
and Greenwich, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
in all Soldiers’ Homes, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

fle also 


Paris 


houors 


presented the petition of J. Murray Sandenen, of 
Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
an act for refunding taxes put upon legacies and bequests for 
uses of a religious, charitable, or educational character, for the 


encouragement of art, ete., which was referred to the Committee | 


Finance. 
Mr. GAMBLE presented petitions of sundry labor organiza 


on 


Dakota, praying for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg 


anti-injunection bill,” which were referred to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the First 
Castlewood, S. Dak., 
Bank of Redfield, S. 
tion to amend the national banking laws, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY presented petitions of sundry labor organiza- 
tions of Galveston, Commerce, and Tyler, all in the State of 
Texas, praying for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg 
anti-Injunction bill,” whieh were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


National Bank of 
and a petition of the German National 


He sito presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or- | 
Beaumont, | 


ganizations of Sweetwater, Dallas, Port Arthur, 
Laredo, Sherman, Fort Worth, Abilene, Austin, Corpus Christi, 
Galveston, Big Springs, Bridgeport, Denison,*San Antonio, 
Houston, El Paso, Waeo, Paris, Palestine, Corsicana, Marshall, 


and Greenville, all in the State of Texas, praying for the adoption | 


of certain amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust 
law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred to 
- the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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Jersey City, and Paterson, all in the | 
State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the adoption of cer- 


labor organizations, which was referred to the Committ 


| delphia, 
| Erie, 


| chester, Dover, Somersworth, Laconia. 


Dak., praying for the enactment of legisla- | 


May 


Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of sundry citiz 
McComb, Miss., praying for the adoption of certain amen 
to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
organizations, which was referred to the Committee 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT presented petitions of members of the B 
hood of Railway Trainmen, of Grand Island and Norfolk | 
tion; of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of (© 
Wymore, and Beatrice, all in the State of Nebraska, and 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Columbus 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenber nti- 
injunction bill” and the so-called “ Hemenway-Gra(ff fety 
ash-pen bill,” which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SMOOT presented petitions of sundry citizens ar ibor 
organizations of Ogden and Salt Lake City, in the State of 
Utah, praying for the adoption of certain amendment: 


in 
ry 


Ohio, 


| so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor ora: 


tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Jud 
Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Black 


Diamond, Wash., praying for the adoption of certain ame: 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relat 


the Judiciary. 


Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of Local Lodge, Brotherho 
of Railroad Trainmen, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the pas 


I 


| Sage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction bill” and also 


the so-called “ Hemenway safety ash-pan bill,” which was r 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Board of Trad 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to protect trade and commerce against unlawfu! r 
straints and monopolies, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Freytow: 
MeConnellstown, Huntingdon, West Chester, Wilkes-Barre, and 
Millersburg, and of Richmond Grange, No. 135, of New Lich 
mond; Costello Grange, No. 1310, of Costello, and Farmington 
Grange, No. 839, of Warren County, Patrons of Husbandry, al! 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactmen 
legislation providing for additional protection to the dairy i 
terests of the country, which were referred to the Comm 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phil 
’a., and a petition of sundry Grand Army posts 
’a., praying for the enactment of legislation to eq) 
and increase the pay of the officers of the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Revenue-Cutter Service, which were ordered to 
on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Froebel ¢ 
of Keene, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation pro 
ing for the admission of works of art free of duty, w 


| referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented petitions of sundry women’s clubs of Man- 
Plymouth, Concord, 
Rochester, all in the State of New Hampshire, prayin 
enactment of legislation providing for competitive « 

tions for the taking of the Thirteenth and subsequent ce! 
which were referred to the Committee on the Census. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

I am directed by the Committee on 


Mr. du PONT. 


- . | airs , Tora Tarre. > — S)} tx 
tions of Aferdeen, Huron, and Carthage, all in the State of South | Affairs, to whom were referred the bills (S if 


| status of the Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infant 


(S. 4270) fixing the status of the Porto Rico Provisio 
ment of Infantry, to report them adversely and to ask 
indefinite postponement. 

I will add that the subject-matter embraced in these |! 
been already disposed of in the bill passed yesterd: 
subject of the Porto Rican regiment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be 


pos 


| definitely. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6626) pr 
the condemnation for any public purpose of lands owt 
by the United States, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 7184) for th 


| citizens of the United States and the Philippine Isla 


was read twice by its title and referred to the Con 
Claims. ri 
Mr. BORAH introduced a bill (S. 7185) authorizi 


| retary of the Interior to issue patent in fee to the 


and Foreign Missionary Society of the Protestant 
Church in the United States of America for the 








i 





M ( 


were Se) .s ° . . ° . 
: ome ‘ral deficiency appropriation bill rhic ras referre the 
ttee on Public Buildings and Grounds: eral deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to é 


Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 7189) for the erection of | 92 Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


+} 
yh 
I 

S tithe 

tree 


Mi 


Bedfort 





ir. SMITH of Michigan introduced the following bills, which 


lding at Charlotte, Mich.: and Mr. DICK (for Mr. FORAKER ) submitted an amendment to ap- 
(S. 7196) to provide for the purchase of a site for a | ProPriate $790 to pay Ez. L. Cornelius for extra services in con- 
building at Big Rapids, Mich, nection with the Brownsville investigation by the Committee on 
| Military Affairs, intended to be proposed to the general defi- 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEDFORD CITY, VA. | clency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 


: Recorp, as follows: Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
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Episcopal Church of Idaho, which was read twice | manufacturing plants for making plug tobaccos; also the largest smok 


hin ‘ itte is aire ing-tobacco factory in the State of Virginia; also four large cigar mannu- 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. facturing plants ; we have large warehouses for the 








. ss eat opacco, 
LRERSON introduced a bill (S. 7186) for the relief | also large steam plants for rehandling leaf tobacco for foreign shipment. 
te of Rev. Robert Malloy, deceased, which was read hee —s the meee country uae ng south of us for nearly 100 miles, 
- whie es almos s @ re business rough this place Our all- 

s title and, with an accompanying paper, referred to | W102, does almost its eptire ousin a * 


y road depot handles an immense quantity of freig consistin ) 
ttee on Claims, baceo, both leaf and manufactured; lumber, both manufactured and 
in 
) 


rRROWS introduced a bill (S. 7187) granting a pen- ae also large eens of aapenten, which - shipped here 
haw hic "ae pes lea » ite title s |} the crude state, and which is afterwards manufactured and reshipped t 
rriet I. 1 ms which wae read twice by its title and all parts of the earth. There are many other industries, and small man 
» the Committee on Pensions. facturing plants almost too numerous to mention We have two bank- 
\IBLE introduced a bill (S. 7188) granting an in- ing institutions doing a business of nearly a million dollars To sum up 
ae _ . cahiees - ttin tual alan’ ona in . t¢¢ | I can safely say there is hardly another town of the same population 
ension to James Arney, which was read twice by its | in the United States that does as much business as this All its manu 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


factories, plants, and business industries are in a strong, healthy, and 
L.KELEY introduced the following bills, which were 


increasing condition. 
- : Se +itloe t ace . ” | I will close with the statement that the increase in revenue will 

id twice by their titles and, w ith the accompanying | from 15 to 20 per cent higher than the receipts of last year, and in all 
erred to the Committee on Pensions: | probability an equally as great increase in the receipts of internal 
S, 7190) granting an increase of pension to Alvin | revenue. ; . 5 ; 
- and } Owing to the large increase in the business of the post-office we wi 

: = . . ‘ | be compelled to have larger quarters within a very short time, as we 
(S. 7191) granting an increase of pension to ¢ harles | are now sadly pressed for room to do the work efficiently. 

Respectfully, 


j 

RTIS introduced a bill (S. 7192) granting an in- W. H. Mossy, Postmaster. 
pension to Louisa Thavis, which was read twice by AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
d referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

\LIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 7193) for the relief | 

[.. Eichelberger, which was read twice by its title and, 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Mr. HOPKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,500 for salary of librarian and crier for the United 
| States courts in Chicago, IIL, intended to be proposed by him to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
| $5,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to continue nego- 
tiations for the establishment of international methods of test- 
ing petroleum, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the gen- 


\RTER introduced a bill (S. 7194) granting a pension 
ve Walters, which was read twice by its title and re- 
» the Committee on Pensions. 


rally read twice by their titles and referred to the 


(S. 7195) to provide for the purchase of a site for a Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


building at Bedford City, Va., which was read twice by AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL 
ind, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 


on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
DANIEL. I ask that the paper accompanying the bill, 
statement of facts from W. H. Mosby, postmaster at 
| City, be printed in the Recorp., 
being no objection, the paper was ordered to be printed 


priate $50,000 for a United States post-office at Bedford City, 
Va., intended to be proposed by him to the omnibus public 
buildings bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


; : yroposed by him to House bill 15372, known as the “ omnibus 
ideration by Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, ova Ay a : 


sleai . ; ” *hie 7S ° re. -j », "Y i > Ht. 
Representatives, in support of H. R. ——, introduced by claims bill,” which was ordered to be printed and, W ith the ac 
, of City, Bedford City, State, Virginia. companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
of appropriation desired, $50,000. VALLEY OF ROCK CREEK. 
ation desired for site only; building only; building and ‘ Tek rn ‘ : : : 
nm to old building or increase of appropriation already se- Mr. GALLINGER. On the 2d instant the Senate received a 
building and site. communication from the president of the Board of Commis- 
ppropriation heretofore been made? If so, give amount.— | sjoners of the District of Columbia submitting, pursuant to law, 
last appropriation secured ? ; a report upon the improvement of the valley of Rock Creek 
United States own site in above city ?—No. from Massachusetts avenue to the mouth of the creek, and it 
¥ much was paid for same? —_ . of —§ oe « . . e Por ¢ nomast a 
1 Government building at present ?—No. was ordered printed as a document. I ask for a reprint, to 


proposed to build addition or new building ?—New building. | ether with the illustrations and maps prepared by the engi- 
‘an according to last Federal Census.—2,472. (The cor- | neer of bridges of the District of Columbia, which were not 
t that time cut off fully one-third of the town.) . . he ic ms oY ws irs 1 itted te » Senate 
estimated population on January 1, 1908?—4,000 to 4,500 completed when this matter was first submitte d to the Senate. 
ded in new corporate limits. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 
postal receipts for last fiscal year ?—$11,700. anenee ai — ; 
nnual salary of postmaster ?—$2,300. PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
ty free ores “+. A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
carriers ?——3; 1 subcarrier. ‘ a ’ , fe carretaries ; .e ‘ . Proai. 
clerks in post-office ?—4; 1 auxiliary. M. C. Latta, one of his secre taries, announced that the Presi 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 


rural carriers ?—7. 


a Federal court ?—No. On May 16, 1908: 

terms each year? ; a; : ac ‘ , an act enti ‘“ ac rave he 
internal-revenue office ?—Entitled to 1 stamp collector and |, 8.51 4. An = t to amend an act entitled An a t to prevent the 
enue collector. importation of impure and unwholesome tea,” approved March 
internal-revenue receipts for last fiscal year ?———— ®» 1897: and 

any Government officers not mentioned above for whom "AKO colin sciadies ; . “ oe ; hilt 
ns are required?—Accommodations badly needed for 1 _ 8s Goa. An act to create the office of captain in the Philip- 
pector whose headquarters are at this place; at present | pine Scouts. 

to allow him use of his private office. On May 20. 1908: 

rent per annum is paid by the United States for post- ‘ me ae z —_ . Devenadel P hridves across 
for present term, but demands $1,000 for next. S$. 4809. An act authorizing the construction of bridges across 


rent per annum is paid by the United States for United | navigable waters, and to extend the time for the construction of 


; bridges across navigable waters, and to legalize the construction 
rent per annum is paid by the United States for internal t bri iges across navigable waters 
None; because postmaster allows use of private office, | Of DTidges across Navigable waters, 
rent per annum is paid by the United States for all other HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
| 


i! paid by Government in above city ?—$600 with almost H. R. 18694. An act relating to the use, control, and owner- 
Ss] | : ‘ r . 
at ship of lands in the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Panama, was read 


to above please give brief statement of any important | m a : ‘ rae ‘ : “ren nt 

' industries, railroads, etec—One trunk line, Norfolk and twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Interoceani 
a4 id. Just south of us and running through the county | Canals. 

tacheuet on aot th: in tae woolen mill in the| H, R, 21735. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interfot 

ictures a great deal of cloth; in fact, employed nearly its | al : : ela al a a 7 iets 

ti contracts for the United States Government making fine | t® issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any 


of the Army and Navy. We also have very large tobacco | law now existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes, 








6572 


ed to the Committee on 
to affairs in the Territories was 
rred to the Committee on Terri 


PUBLIC LANDS, ETC. 


laid before the Senate the 

f Representatives to the bill (Ss. 
of certain in the 
; to strike out 


page <, iine 


townships in 
9 


" 


‘ Provided,” page o, 
to insert: 
iry of the Interior be, and he 
certify to the State of Kan 
» Agricultural College, 7,682 act 
: l full satisfaction of t! 
donating public lan 
8s which may provide colles 
arts,” approved July 2, 1862 
ribed as follows: Sections 
we quarter, west half of 
of southeast quarter section 4, town- 
west; east half of northeast quarter, east half 
on 34 uthwest quarter of northwes ar- 
outhwest quarter, section 35, town lip 25 
Indian meridian. together with the buildings and 
ch lands were formerly a part of the Fort 
m, in the former Territory and now State 
which for the purpose 


of an insane lum 
Territory of Oklahoma by the act of Congress 
) 8, in the year 1899, entitled “An act authorizing 
Secretary of the Interior to permit the use of the buildings on the 
t Supply Military Reservation by Oklahoma Territory for an insane 
vlum,”’ be, and the same are hereby, granted to the State of Oklahoma 
the purpose of an insane asylum for said State, and for other 
l rposes 


i e in 


‘An act 


qu 


as’ 


That 
to sell 
section 7 
quartet of 
township 


the State of North 
such portion as it 
and the 
section 


and 
southeast 
and the 
section 
nted to 


Dakota is hereby authorized 
may deem wise of the 
southwest quarter of section 5 
18 and the northwest quarter of 
131 north, range 65 west, heretofore gra 
to be used for the purpose of a memorial park and burial 
the soldiers killed at the battle of White Stone Hills, the 
rived from tt f said land to be used by the said State 
only for the purpose of erecting monuments and improving and beauti- 
fying such portions of such grounds as it may desire to use as a 
memorial park: Provided, That not less than 40 acres be reserved 
immediately surrounding the graves located on said land. 

Sec. 6. That all qualified homesteaders who, under an order issued 
by the Land Department bearing date October 22, 1891, and taking 
effect November 2, 1891, made settlement upon and improved any 
portion of an odd-numbered section within the conflicting limits of the 
grants made in aid of the construction of the Chicago, St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis and Omaha Railway and the Wisconsin Central Railroad, and 
were thereafter prevented from completing title to the land so settled 
upon and improved by reason of the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the case of Wisconsin Central Railroad Company against Forsythe (159 
U. S., 46), shall, in making final proof upon homestead entries made 
for other lands, be given credit for the period of their bona fide 
dence upon and the amount of their improvements made on the lands 
for which they were unable to complete title. In the event that 
any entryman entitled to the benefits of this act shall have died, the | 
right to make such second entry shall inure to his surviving w 
and if there be no widow living then to his minor child or c 
if any, in the manner hereinbefore provided: Provided, That no sucl 
person shall be. entitled to tye benefits of this act who shall fail to | 


er mowe red 
quarter of 
northea 

17, all in 
said State 
round of 


money ce sale 


resi- 


hildren, 
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make entry within two years ufter the passage of this act: And pro- 
vided further, That this act shall not be considered as entitling any 
person make another homestead entry who shall have received the 
benefits of the homestead law since being prevented, as aforesaid, 
from competing title to the lands as aforesaid settled upon and im- 
proved by him 
Sec. 7. That section 2 of an act entitled “An act to amend the home- 
stead laws as to certain unappropriated and unreserved lands in Ne 
braska,” approved April, 28, 1904, be, and the same hereby is, amended 
to read as follows: 
ec. 2. That entrymen 
States within «the territory 
herefofore entered by 


to 


the homestead laws of the United 
above described who own and occupy the 
them may, under the provisions this 
and subject to its conditions, enter other lands contiguous to their | 
homestead entry, which shall not, with the land so already en- | 
vned, and occupied, exceed in the aggregate 640 acres; and resi- | 
continued and improvements made upon the original homestead, 
subsequent to the making of the additional entry, shall be accepted 
as equivalent to actual residence and improvements made upon the | 
additional land so entered, but final entry shall not be allowed of | 
such additional land until five years after first entering the same except 
in favor of entrymen entitled to credit for military service.” 

8 That such portions of the lands of the abandoned Fort 
lan Military Re ion, and of the abandoned Fort McVPher- 
Military Reservation which were added to the original Fort Mc 

Military Reservation by Bxecutive order dated April 19, 1878, 
which remains in the Government and have subject 
tead entry, and the same are hereby, exempted from the | 
of the appraised values imposed by the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 5, 1884, and this provision shall include existing unper- 
fected entries 

Sec. 9. That no final certificate issued upon proof offered under 
commutation provisions of the homestead laws prior to the passage of | 
this act shall be canceled solely upon the ground of Insufficient resi- 
dence in any case where such proof shows that the entryman had in 
good faith resided upon end improved the lands covered by his entry 
for at least eight months within the year immediately preceding the 
submission of such proof, and in all such cases wheré the final cer- 
tificate has been canceled because of insufficient residence such certifi- | 
cate shall, upon application made therefor by the entryman, his heirs | 
or assigns, within one year from the passage of this act, be reinstated | 


under 
and ol 
act 

said 
tered, ¢ 


dence 


servat 


herson 
title to 
to home 
payment 


be, 


the 


May 


and confirmed if no fraud was practiced by the entryman and 
adverse rights bave attached to the land affected thereby at th: 
the filing of such application. 

Sec. 10. That no homestead entry heretofore made und 
visions of section 2 of the act of Congress entitied “An 
f of the Colorado Cooperative Colony, to permit homeste: 
in certain cases, and for other purposes,” approved June 5, 1 

canceled for the reason that 1 former entry made by the « 
was commuted under the provisions of an act entitled “An 
ing to the public lands of the United Staies,” approved Jun 
(21 Stat., p. 237). And all entries her canceled on t! 
that an entryman who commuted under the provisions of 
of Jutie 15, 1880, is not entitled to the benefits of the act 
5, 1900, shall be reinstated upon a showing by the entry: 
heirs, within one year from the approval of this act, that 
no valid grounds for the cancellation of such eniries ey 
former entry was perfected under the act of June 15, 1% 
where valid adverse rights have not attached to the lands 
such second entries since the date of their cancellation 

the provisions of the mining laws of 


reile 


tofore 


SO 


Sec. 11. That all 
States are hereby extended and made applicable to the un 
lands in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, above th« 
the Lo Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River, designated 
June 5, 1872: Provided, That all mining locations and t 
fore made or attempted to be made upon said lands shall be 
by the Department of the Interior as if said lands had | 
to mineral location and entry at the time such locations a 
were made or attempted to be made: And provided further 
act shall not be applicable to lands withdrawn for administ: 
for use of the Forest Service. 

Sec. 12. That all patents heretofore issued on applica 
for title to public lands between June 5, 1901, and June 20. 
either military bounty land warrants, agricultural college 
or surveyor-general’s certificates, be, and the same are here! 
valid; and that all such locations, where the applications 
were made between June 5, 1901, and June 20, 1907, with eit 
tary bounty land warrants, agricultural college land scrip, o 
general’s certificates, and upon which patents have not be: 
but which may hereafter be approved for patent by the I 
under the ruling in the case of Roy McDonald, December 21 
hereby declared legal, and the Commissioner of the Gen 
Office Is hereby authorized and directed to issue patents on 
locations which may be approved by him for patent as above 
Provided, That they are otherwise in accordance with the 
regulations in such cases made and provided. 

Sec. 13. That ail that part of the States of North and So 
lying within the following-described boundaries, to wit: Co 
at a point on the boundary line between the States of North 
Dakota where the east boundary line of the county of Scli 
sects said State line, thence due north to a point on the eig 
ard parallel north; thence west on said eighth standard 
north to a point where the boundary line between the States 
Dakota and Montana intersects the said eighth standard pa: 
thence south on the boundary line between the States of No 
and Montana and South Dakota and Montana to a point w 
fourth standard parallel north intersects said State bounda 
thence east on the said fourth standard parallel nort! 
northeast corner of township 16 north, of range 9 eas 
south along the range line between ranges 9 and 10 « 
point where the same intersects the third standard paral! 
thence east on said third standard parallel north to a point 
same intersects the western boundary line of the county of S 
thence north along the western boundary line of said county to 
where the same intersects the fifth standard parallel north; t 
along the said fifth standard parailel north to a point wher 
intersects the range line between ranges 23 and 24 east: t! 
said range line to a point where the same intersects the % 
between the States of North Dakota and South Dakota; ti 
along the said State line to the point of beginning, be, and 
hereby is, constituted a new land district, to be known as t! 
land district; and the United States land office for said 
hereby located at the town of Lemmon, in Butte County. 
President be, and he hereby is, authorized to appoint, by and 
advice and consent of the Senate, a register and a receiver fo 
district, and they shall be subject to the same laws and be « 
the same compensation as is or may be hereafter provided 
relation to the exiséing land offices and officers in said State 

Sec. 14. That subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revis 
of the United States be, and the same is hereby, amended so 
as follows: 

“10. Registers and receivers are allowed jointly at the : 
cents per hundred words for testimony reduced by them to vy 
or in establishing preemption, desert-land, and 
rights.” 

Sec. 15. That section 461 of the Revised Statutes of 
States, as amended by the act approved April 2, 1888, be, a: 
is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 461. All exemplifications of 
record in the General Land Office which may be requir: 
interested shall be furnished by the Commissioner upon 
such parties at the rate of 15 cents per hundred words, 2! 
each for photolithographic copies of township plats or 4 
verified, not to exceed 10 copies to any one person, and 25 
for all copies in excess of 10, with an additional sum of 
Commissioner's certificate of verification, with the General | 
seal; and the amount so received shall, under the direction « 
missioner, be paid into the Treasury; but fees shall not 
for such authenticated copies as may be required by the of! 
branch of the Government, nor for such unverified copie 
missioner, in his discretion, may deem proper to furnish 
Commissioner may, if he deem it advisable, make such c 
verified copies as will, in his judgment, cover the cost of the 
thereof.” 

Sec. 16. That each member of the selecting commis 
and described in section 8 of the act of Congress approv 
1898, entitled “An act to make certain grants of land to 1 
of New Mexico, and for other purposes,” consisting of the 
the Territory of New Mexico, the surveyor-general of sa 
and the attorney-general thereof, may receive from said ‘| 
compensation for their services as members of said comm 
legislative assemblies of said Territory may from time to ! 
not to exceed the sum of $600 each per annum, 


atents or papers on 


ZV) 






























































































































it the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
te of Idaho section 18, the south half of section 7, town- 
range 44 east, and the south half of section 12 of 
rth, range 43 east, Boise meridian, providing that the 
hall pay $1.25 per acre for the land, and providing 
of the Interior shall be assured by the State of Idaho 


is so purchased shall be used for a State fish hatchery 
rve, and ig not so used for a period of five years shall 
Government of the United States. 
it the south 200 feet, lot Block A, as shown by the 
town site, approved by the Commissioner of the General 
tember 14, 1893, be, and the same is hereby, conveyed 
the city of Perry, State of Oklahoma, for a city library 
ind publie buildings. 
t the title of block 1, being 10 acres reserved by law 
and other 
southwest quarter of the northwest quarter of section 
north of range 6 west of the Indian meridian, as filed 
roved by the Secretary of the Interior, with the applica- 
id Luther M. McGuire as homestead entryman of said 


» 


se the same for town-site purposes, be, and the same is 
in the municipality of the city of Enid, State of Okla- 


school, and other public purposes. 


all that tract or parcel of land in the city of 
fore known as St. Raphael’s Cemetery, and de- 
ws: “A tract of land 382 feet in width and 405 feet in 


d on the north by Third street, on 
\, on the east by outlots 69.3, and on the west by outlots 


being the identical property which was in use as a 
tery in 1836, and having been in the open, continuous, 
1 possession of a Catholic church of Dubuque from 
the present time, the title of the church to the same 


en contested nor questioned, and the boundaries of the 
being identical with those described in the original 
D ie, is hereby granted to the Most Rev. John J. Keane, 
f Dubuque, and to his successors in office, and the title 
med aud established accordingly. 

That the Minnesota and Manitoba Railroad Company is 
zed to convey in fee simple to Thomas Cathcart, his 
| gens, such part as may not be needed for railway purposes 
described land, to wit: Lots 3 and 4 and the easterly 
southwest quarter of section 35, in township 161 
west, granted to it for railroad purposes by act 
d “An act granting the right of way to the Minnesota 
Railroad Company across the ceded portion of the Chip- 
ke) Indian Reservation, Minn.,” approved April 17, 
restrictions upon alienation upon said grant are hereby 
United States hereby relinquishes all claim or title 
nveys to said railroad company the fee to such part of 

! ill be conveyed to said Thomas Cathcart. 


id the 


the disqualification of Charles A. Going to enter lands | 


stead laws in force in the State of Oklahoma and 
g ids opened to settlement in the Pawnee Indian Reserva- 
id State, arising by reason of the said Charles A. Going 
entered a homestead in the State of Kansas, be, and 
removed, and that the entry of said Charles A. 
itheast quarter of section No. 4, in township No. 22 
No. 4 east of the Indian meridian, in Pawnee County, 
| the same restored as fully and to all intents and 
the said Charles A. Going at the time of entering 
1 been qualified under the laws of the United States to 
Provided, That the said Going shall pay the sum of 
r said land. 
-). That the homestead entry of Walter H. Quist for the south- 
urt ction in township 154 north, range 39 west, in 
ton land district, Minnesota, under the act approved Febru- 
iv04, entitled “An act to authorize the sale of a part of what 
v1 Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Minne- 
which final proof and full payment was made, but which 
llation by the Secretary of the Interior for want of 
the same, be, and the same is hereby, allowed and 
main of record as of the date of said entry, and that 
in the name of said Walter H. Quist for said land. 
the entry of Annie Ward, formerly Annie Brown, of 
arter of section 20, township 144 north, range 71 west, 
I ) nd district, in the State of North Dakota, held for 
tion the Commissioner of the General Land Office and or- 
ancels y the Secretary of the Interior, be, and the same is 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
cause a patent to the land embraced within said entry 
ed to the said Annie Ward, formerly Annie Brown, provided 
id adverse claim for such land. 
25 it the title of Raleigh Brewer, sr., in and to the southeast 
i tion 10, township 15 north, range 19 east, Noxubee 
assignee of the conveyance of Tish-o-no-wah, exe 
IS31, to Reuben H. Grant and Jefferson Clement, be, and 
3 eby, quieted and confirmed, and patent therefor shall be 
Brewer, sr. 
the following-described land, to wit, the southeast 
orthwest quarter of section 30, and the point of land 
lon tending from lot 1 in section 19, omitted from the 
I States land survey, but which is shown upon the plat 
inder the direction of the War Department by the 
gineer office at St. Paul for the Gull Lake Reservoir, 
which said land was reserved for reservoir purposes, 
: “ion approved by the President January 18, 1896, in 
Lo4 rth, of range 29 west, in the State of Minnesota, be, 
ereby is, restored to the public domain subject to home 
d all prior rights of settlement and entry, or attempted 
y reserved to the occupant and claimant of the land, 
*a upon and determined by the Commissioner of the General 
vided, however, That any homestead entry of said 
certificate or patent that may be issued therefor shall be 
vr tight of the United States to construct and maintain a 
'r purposes at Gull Lake and to flood any part of said 
of said dam. 
‘hat the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and 
torized and directed to issue a patent to the assignees 
_ y conveying all the right, title, and 
OF the United States in and to the following-described 
northeast quarter and east half northwest quarter 
iship 12 north, range 3 west, lying and situated in 


iv, 


is, 


oe, 


LK¢ 


of — 
i tae 1 
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public purposes, of the plat of Luther M. | 


the south by outlots | 


of | 


interest of the | 





657. 


said 


| 


Choctaw County, State of Alabama: Provided, That the patent 





shall be in full satisfaction of and shall extinguish military bounty land 
warrant No. 75743. 
Amend the title so as to read: “An act authorizing a resurvey of 


certain townships in the State of Wyoming, 
Mr. NELSON. I have carefully examined the bill and all the 

amendments. They are mainly bills that have passed either the 

Senate or the House and been favorably reported from the In- 

terior Department. I move that the amendments of the House 

| be concurred in with the following amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 

Senator from Minnesota to the amendments of the House will 

| be read. 

Mr. NELSON. The amendment that I propose is a bill that 

| has passed the Senate. 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


and for other 


purposes.” 


hit 


The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment to the amendments. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to cause to be made a resurvey of the lands in the following townships 





| Nine north, ranges 86 to 89, inclusive; 8 north, ranges 86 to 89, inclusive; 
7 north, ranges 86 to 91, inclusive; 6 north, ranges &5 to 91, in¢ 
sive; 5 north, ranges 85 to 91, inclusive; 4 north, ranges 85 to 8&9, 
inclusive, and 91; 3 north, ranges 85 to 86; 1 south, ranges 101 and 
102 ; 2 south, ranges 101 and 102; 3 south, ranges 100 to 103, i 
| Sive ; f south, ranges 100 to 102, inclusive; 7 south, range 102; 8 
| south, ranges 102 and 103; 10 south, range 97; 11 south, ranges 97 
and 98; 12 south, ranges 93 to 98, inclusive; 13 uth, ranges S89 to 
96, inclusive, and 98; 14 south, ranges 89 and 96; 12 north, ranges 87 
| to 91, inclusive; 11 north, ranges 87 to 90, inclusive; 10 north, ranges 
| 86 to 89, inclusive; 4 north, range 90; 3 north, ranges 88 to 91, clu 
|} sive; 15 south, range 89; 19 south, range 54; all west of the sixth 
| principal meridian, also of the lands in townships 33 and 34 north, of 
|} range 2 west, of the New Mexico principal meridian, and of the lands 
| in Cheyenne County, all in the State of Colorado; and all ; and 
| regulations of the Interior Department requiring petitions om all 
| settlers in said townships asking for resurvey and agreements to abide 
by the result of same, so far as any of these lands are concerned, are 
hereby abrogated: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so 
| construed as to impair the present bona fide claim of any actual oc 
pant on any of said lands so occupied: And Provided further, 'That 
| fore any survey is ordered under this act it shall be made to appear to 


the Secretary of the Interior that the former official survey of said land 
is so inaccurate or obliterated as to make it y to resurvey t 
lands; and only such parts of the lands described herein where the 
survey is so inaccurate or obliterated shall be resurveyed. 


necessary 


| 
| 
| The amendment to the amendments was agreed to. 
Mr. CARTER. I offer the following amendment to the amend- 
| ment of the House, to be inserted immediately after the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert after the amendment 
just agreed to the following: 





That the Secretary of the Interior shall forthwith cause the public- 
|} land surveys to be extended over the area embraced within the ex- 
terior limits of the Fort Keogh Military Reservation in the State of 
Montana, and shall also cause the irrigable portions thereof n ot 
wise disposed of by this act to be reclaimed and disposed of under an 
in conformity with an act of Congress entitled “An act appropriating 
the receipts from the sale and disposal of public lands in certain § : 
and ‘Territories to the construction of irrigation works for the reclan 





tion of arid lands,” approved June 17, 1902, and acts amendatory 
thereof. 

That 160 acres of said reservation land is hereby granted to 
State of Montana, the same to be selected by the governor of said 
State as near as may be in compact form and so as to e! ‘ t 
post buildings and other improvements at Fort Keogh; and there 
also granted to the incorporated city of Miles City, in said State, 160 
acres of said land to be selected by the mayor of said city from land 
along the eastern boundary line of said military ress tior and t 
use and possession of 160 acres of said reservation d is hereby 
granted to the Custer County Fair Association, to be held, used, and 
enjoyed by said association only so long and to such extent as sala 
land is devoted to the purposes of a county fair for the county of 
Custer; the said land to be selected by the officers of said C 
County Fair Association as near as may be in compact form and so 
as to embrace the fair-ground improvements now existing: Provide 
That each of said tracts shall be selected by the aforesaid official 
respectively, in legal subdivisions within twenty days after the duly 
approved plats of the survey shall have been filed in the local land 
office and according to such regulations as the Secretary of the In 
terior may prescribe: And provided further, That said city of Mil 
City shall by acceptance of the aforesaid grant of land assume and 


discharge all obligations of the United States to control Tongue R 
in its course through the lands west of the present limits of said Miles 
City. 

That all portions of said reservation, exclusive of the grants herein 


made and the possessory right given, which the Reclamation Service 
finds it impracticable to irrigate by artificial means, shall be subject to 
entry under the public-land laws, 
The amendment to the amendments was agreed to, 
The amendments as amended were agreed to. 
INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION AT TOKYO, JAPAN, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4689) to 
provide for participation by the United States in an interna- 
tional exposition to be held at Tokyo, Japan, in 1912, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to accept 
invitation extended by the Imperial Japanese Government to the Gov- 
| ernment of the United States to participate in the Great National Ex- 


thea 
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osition to be held in Tokyo, Japan, from April 1 to October 31, 1912. 
Tn accepting said invitation it is hereby declared to be the purpose of 
the Government of the United States to participate in said Japanese 
National Mxposition by erecting suitable buildings and making an ap- 
propriate exhibit of arts, industries, manufactures, and products of the 
s0il and mines and, as far as practicable, of the functions of the General 
Government of the United States and an exhibit of such other articles 
as the President of the United States may direct: Provided, That such 
yarticipation, buildings, exhibits, and all expenses connected therewith, 
ncluding salaries, clerical, and other services and transportation of 
persons and exhibits shall not exceed $1,500,000. 

Sec. 2. That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint three commis- 
sioners-general who shall, under the direction of the Secretary of State, 
take such steps as are necessary to ascertain the general plan and 
scope of the said National Exposition, the character, size, and cost of 
the buildings to be erected by the United States, and the extent and 
character of the exhibit authorized hereunder that would best serve 
the interests of the United States and its citizens, and would be best 
adapted to illustrate the growth and development of the country and 
the character of our people. ‘That thereafter, and as soon as practi- 
cable, said commissioners shall report fully to the President and to 
Congress the result of such investigation, together with their recom- 
mendations and the estimated cost of said participation in said expo- 
sition within the foregoing authorization; and it shall also be the duty 
of the commissioners-general to report to the President for transmis- 
sion to Congress at the beginning of each regular session a detailed 
statement of all expenditures incurred hereunder. That one of said 
commissioners-general shall receive as compensation for his services 
the sum of $8,000 per annum; that the other two commissioners- 
general shall receive as compensation for their services from and after 
January 1, 1909, $2,000 per annum for the first year and $5,000° per 
annum thereafter; together with the actual traveling expenses of all 
of said commissioners-general, including sleeping-car service and a per 
diem in lieu of subsistence of $5 when actually traveling in the dis- 
charge of their duties as said commissioners-general. That the Presi- 
dent shall also appoint a secretary at a compensation of $5,000 per 
annum, together with his actual traveling expenses, including sleeping- 
car service and a per diem in lieu of subsistence of $5 when actually 
traveling in the Glethucne of his duties as such secretary, who shall 
act as disbursing agent and who shall perform such duties as may be 
assigned to him from time to time by the commissioners-general, and 
who shall render his accounts at least quarterly to the proper account 


ing officers of the Treasury of the United States, and shall give bond | 


in such sum as the Secretary of the Treasury may require. And the 


said commissioners-general, subject to the approval of the Secretary of | 


State, shall appoint from time to time such clerical and other assist- 
ants as may be necessary and as may hereafter be appropriated for in 
connection with the preparation of the plan and other necessary serv- 
ices as may be required in connection with the participation herein 
authorized. 


Sec. 4. That upon the request of the Secretary of State the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized to furnish free transportation on Govern- 
ment transports from San Francisco to Japan and return of all Govern- 
ment exhibits and for such officials or employees connected with the 
commission or in charge of any or all Government exhibits. 

Sec. 4. That the sum of $50,000 is hereby 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of 
paying the salaries and all other expenses herein authorized and in- 
curred in ascertaining the general plan of said National Exposition and 
the preparation and report to Congress of the plan and extent of our 
proposed participation therein and the estimate of the amount necessary 
to meet the expense thereof during the fiscal year 1910, to be imme- 
diately available. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Committee on Foreign Relations have 
considered that amendment and have instructed me to move 
that the Senate concur therein. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is concurred in, 

COL. WILLIAM F, STEWART. 

Mr. RAYNER. 
be discharged from the further consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 82) relating to certain charges against Col. William 
IF, Stewart, of the Coast Artillery. It was Table 
No. 17. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
that the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of the following joint resolution. It has 
no Calendar number. 

Mr. WARREN. Evidently the Senator from Maryland de- 
sires to move that the committee be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution that is now in the hands of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. Consequently it is not on 
the Calendar and probably it is not on the desk. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I think the reading of the 
joint resolution can be dispensed with. I will state what the 
joint resolution is. I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
of the joint resolution be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution is not upon 
the table. 

Mr. WARREN, As I said before, thé joint resolution is not 
on the Calendar nor is it in the possession of the clerks at the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Maryland evidently wishes 
to discuss the matter, after which he wishes the Senate to 
vote to discharge the committee. That is what I understand 
the Senator desires to do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland asks 
that the reading of the joint resolution be dispensed with. 
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| the Senate employees. 


appropriated, out of any | 


I ask that the Committee on Military Affairs | 


Calendar | 


The Senator from Maryland moves | 





20), 


Mr. RAYNER. Yes, I ask unanimous consent that the reag. 
ing of the joint resolution be dispensed with. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask what is before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland hag 
moved that the Committee on Military Affairs be dischargeq 
from the further consideration of Senate joint resolution 9 
and he asks that the reading of the joint resolution be dispenseq 
with. The joint resolutiqn is not in charge of the clerks gt 
the desk. 

Mr. BURKETT. It seems to me that we ought to know 
something about the joint resolution. It ought to be read before 
action is taken on it. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 
what it is. It is a jaint resolution with reference to the case 
of Colonel Stewart. The joint resolution has been read here. 
and during the course of the very brief argument that | shal! 
make in the few minutes that I will claim the attention of the 
Senate I will state what the joint resolution is. I have a sy). 
situte to offer for the joint resolution. It is with reference to 
a court of inquiry in the case of Colonel Stewart. 

I am satisfied that there will be no report during this session 
upon this resolution that I have called up. It was sent to the 
committee last Wednesday. I appeared before the coniiitee 
upon the following day. ‘The latest information that | received 
in reference to this resolution was on the next day, last Friday, 
when I was indirectly informed that certain papers in counec- 
tion therewith had not yet arrived from the War Department, 
It is now Wednesday, and we are only a few days from ad- 
journment. It is doubtful whether a messenger can start with 
all of these papers from the War Department to-day and by the 
swiftest means of conveyance reach the Senate by Saturday, 
It is not probable that he can make the trip within that time. 
It is a long and tedious journey, and it would be cruel to compe! 
anyone to make it continuously without relaying at the White 
House and at other stations between one terminus and another. 
I do not desire to impose any unnecessary labor upon any of 
I have measured the distance, and if a 
messenger with these papers was to ride five blocks a day and 
started from the War Department at this moment, lie would 
not reach here until after the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. RAYNER. I respectfully decline to submit to any inter 
ruption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. WARREN. It strikes me that in asking 
conusent—— 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I must respectfully de 
to submit to any interruption. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well; I object to the further consid 
eration of this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and unde 
rule the motion can not be considered to-day. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I had the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule provides that 

Mr. RAYNER. I will say to the Senator from \Vyomins 
that before I conclude I will submit to interruptions, bul 
not just at this moment. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator has had his opportunity. ! 
wished simply to correct him on a matter, but I object to the 
further consideration of the motion on the ground that th 
Senator in speaking-—— 

Mr. RAYNER. If the Senator desires to correct me |! 
statement of fact I am perfectly willing to yield. I think [ 
have the floor. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
inquiry. ye 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas wil! Ss 
his parliamentary inquiry. ao 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the Senator from Mary!0° 
to have submitted a motion to discharge the Committee 0! Mill- 
tary Affairs from the further consideration of the joint rese!™ 
tion and that unanimous consent was given for considerito' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent was hot s!'" 
The Senator from Maryland submitted a motion. The re © 
that “ motions to discharge a committee from the con deration 
of a subject, and all subjects from which a committe: shall > 
discharged, shall lie over one day for consideration, unless 4 
unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise dire: It A 
quires unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
motion, ae 

Mr. CULBERSON. I rose simply to make the {uqui'y: " 
did not know how the Senator from Maryland was prec 


The Senator from Maryland de 


WnaAnMnous 


imentary 


Mr. President, I rise to a par 






































































| 
a speech except by unanimous consent, and that | 
ving been given, it could not be withdrawn by | 
from Wyoming. That is the inquiry I submit to | 
of the Senate. | 
“PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland did | 
inimeus consent. The Senator from Maryland 
he committee be discharged from the further con- 
‘the joint resolution, and the Chair is of the opinion | 
consent is given the motion must lie | 
‘ for consideration. 
LBERSON. But I submit to the Chair that the| 
Maryland was proceeding to consider the joint | 
hich he was not permitted to do except by unani- | 
_and I assumed that that consent had been given. 
ick-PRESIDENT. That consent had not been given. | 
NER. Mr. President, I thought that I had the 
is necessary for me to ask unanimous consent to 


ks that will take me about fifteen or twenty 
e I will have to do it. I will state to the 
« W yoming—— 
RESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
from Maryland? 
REN. I object. 
CE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, just a moment. I will sub- | 
rrection of fact the Senator from Wyoming wants 
| made any misstatement of fact I will yield for a | 
| propose to address the Senate on the joint reso- 
t some other time. I ask the Senator from 
W i has been any misstatement of fact he wants | 
re has been any misstatement of fact I will | 
correction he wants to make. 
\ ‘REN. I was undertaking to assist the Senator from 
\ i ret the floor. He did not preceed under the rule, | 





» correct him. He did not proceed under the rule, 
I : d leave to interrupt him and he refused. There- 
' ‘ 
RAYNER. I withdraw that refusal. I shall withdraw 
let the Senator from Wyoming make the state- 
RREN. Very well; I have no objection if the Sen- 
o submit to brief interruptions, as is usual on 
or. On the other hand, I do not expect to use two 
S Senator’s time. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn. 
WARREN. I have a very short interruption to make. 
RAYNER, I yield to the Senator. 
WARREN, Before the Senator proceeds further, I wish 
ke observation. I notice that ie starts out on the 
s that the Committee on Military Affairs is not to con- 
tter and report it at the present session. I wish 
Senator that he is in error. He has no authority, 
m the chairman of the committee, to make that 
Of course, this fine sarcasm about how long it takes 


to the Department and back I am willing he may 
to his heart’s content, but I desire to say that the chair- 
mmittee sent a letter signed by the chairman rep- 
ommittee to the White House and to the War De- 

g for the papers bearing on this matter before 
itself was sent from the presiding officer’s desk to 
the committee, and the members of the committee 

i with all due diligence and speed since that time. 


hat, the Senator can make any assertion to the 
! shes, 
‘AYNER. Mr. President, I made no such statement, 
J is wholly premature. I am proceeding now, I 
' : 
unanimous consent. I made no statement that 


ormation from the chairman of the Committee 
[ said I was satisfied there would be 
d I am absolutely and perfectly satisfied of this; 

‘all one word of that utterance. 

ceed, 

ik any advantage would be derived if this com- 
Should be sent by mail. If it were deposited in the 
olice to-day, I am satisfied, with all the work that 
cevo upon the chairman of the Military Committee, it 
y impossible for him to open the entire package 


\ffairs, 


: It is evidently an enormous bundle, and it would 
> ee dled in sections. 
, doubt the President has done everything in his | 
) ire the chairman of the Military Committee to 
upon this resolution as speedily as possible, but 
; e alize that the President has no influence with the dis- 
ellorts - rman of the Military Committee and that all his 





regard must have been useless and unavailing. 
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| Why not? 
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It is evident that 


the President does not want to keep this 
officer at Fort Grant. All his actions tend strongly to show 
that he has no desire to do this. The only reason that he 
| keeps him there is, as he has stated, that there is no other 


uld be assigned to, 


sim] ly ! 


place in the United States that this officer co 
and that he has been stationed at this 


spot ecnise 


there is no other spot to which he could be remitted over which 
the United States has any jurisdiction It is therefore my 
duty to say that I appreciate the united efforts of the Pr 

dent and the War Department and the honorable chairman 
of the Military Committee to expedite this case. It is pro 

for me to remind the Senate, however, that while this ca s 
being thus expedited Colonel Stewart is upon the heigh f 
Arizona. He is at a high altitude, as explained upon a fi er 
occasion by the chairman of the Military Committee, as high 
as the President can get him, with very little chance of his 
getting down any lower within any definite period of time. Be 
ing at a high altitude, he ought not to complain. The climate 
is salubrious and uniform, it being as cold in winter as it is 
hot in summer; the surroundings are all salutary, his com- 
panions are festive and convivial, consisting of a care taker, a 
teamster, and several Government mules, and the society at 
this fashionable center is therefore extremely exclusive and 
select. The President is delighted with the situation, ud 


therefore the chairman of the Military Committee ought also 
to be satisfied. 

If the President is satisfied, everybody ought to be satisfied. 
What right has anybody to be dissatisfied with an) 


| thing that satisfies the President? Who would be guilty of 
such a treasonable act? The King can not commit a wrong, 
and, therefore, the President can not commit a wrong. Con- 
gress may make the gravest mistakes. Courts may err. Hu- 
man judgment at the zenith of its strength may arrive at 
faulty and erroneous conclusions, but the Executive can never 
blunder. Infallibility is one of his attributes. When he comes 


to a conclusion upon strictly ex parte testimony, his position 


is impregnable. When he has finished with the prosecution, 
and there has been no testimony allowed to be produced on the 
other side, he is so well fortified and intrenched that you ean 
not dismantle him. When he has his victim wpon the heights 


Arizona and declines to receive any communication fron 
him and positively asserts that there is no necessity of ex 
ining his witnesses or hearing his testimony, he is then in a 
position to administer justice with an absolutely impartial and 
unprejudiced mind. A judge who hears both sides may have 


auiM- 


Ss 


| his mind disturbed, but a President who hears only one side 


| can proceed with accuracy and precision to final judgment 
without the slightest danger of making any mistake upon tl 
testimony he has heard. The Constitution in Article VI 5 
even to a criminal the right to be informed of the natm 1d 
cause of the accusation against him; it permits him to be con- 
fronted with the witnesses against him, to have process for 
obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have the assistance of 
counsel for his defense. 

The President prefers to try the case without any witnesses 
for the defense, because if witnesses for the defense were sum- 
moned, he defiantly proclaims, to use his own language, “ they 
could not possibly upset the judgment that he had already 
rendered.” This is the President’s conception of justice, d 
his army of courtiers and flatierers, who bask in the sunlight 
of his favor, eulogize and applaud him. In the meantime his 
victim is in the wilds of Arizona. The Presi does not 1 
pose to hear him or to receive any communication from him 
whatever. He has promulgated his decree, and that is the end 
of it. 

It behooves me in passing to say that this is not the first 
time that such an act of injustice has been perpetrated in » 
annals of persecution; it will not be the last time. How many 
times— 

Shall this our lofty seene be acted over 
In states unborn and accents yet unknowr 

I want it distinctly understood now that I am not here ask- 
ing any sympathy or mercy for this convicted office! i ‘l 
in the face of human rights and constitutional enarant I 
would rather be the suffering victim than the t t per 
secutor. This officer evidently possesses a brave spirit, wha 
ever other infirmities he may have in conjun 1 with the 
ance of the human race. No one of us is perfect; no one 
except the President. 

I will put this resolution now in a modified form, not bec: e 
[I expect the President to relent, but because I want to ascertain 


when the Senate records its opinion whether the President w 

not awaken to a proper sense of his constitutional prerogative. 
This, then, is the somber question before the Senate: Whether 
| it proposes to acquiesce in the proposition that the President 


—— 
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| 
has a right to degrade and punish an officer of the United States 
without a trial, or whether as Commander in Chief he is bound | 
by the laws of the country? Is there any doubt about the | 
principle involved? Will the American Senate long debate it? 
Is there a Senator here who does not think that the President 
has set a precedent in this case-which is absolutely destructive 
of the cardinal principles of our institutions and which ought 
not for a moment to prevail in any country where free men live? 
Do we grasp the idea that is involved in this judgment that he 
has promulgated, a judgment that will enable him to inflict any 


sentence upon any officer without a trial, and that would make | 


him not a commander in chief, but a military dictator in time of 


peace? It is too appalling to contemplate that an American | 


Senate should sit by and permit a wrong of this sort to be per- 
petrated with impunity. Is there no relief? If the Senate 
refuses to act, the only relief that I can now think of would, 
perhaps, speedily come if this officer were to die in the place of 
his captivity. Then the country would, perhaps, come to the 
conclusion that no other man should ever die by the same 
methods. One of England’s bravest admirals was shot to death 
upon his quarter-deck for committing an error of judgment. 
One of England’s greatest jurists, construing the cold letter 
of the law, held that an error of judgment was punishable 
by death. Parliament never moved, but when the work was 
done the whole world rang in denunciation of the murderous 
deed, 

Mr. President, I have said now upon three occasions all that 


of the Military Committee; my appeal has been in vain. I 


in my State whatever, and my people know that no such paltry 


motive as this would enter into my mind. The accused officer | 


is not a native or resident of my State, and if it is a matter 
of State pride, I hope my appeal will awaken the support of 


the senior Senator from Rhode Island, because the officer is | 
from that State—a State small in area, but one that has sent | 


to this floor a leader who has not only the courage of his con- 
victions, but a heart that responds when a question of right 
or wrong is involved. 


sition that it embodies, and that proposition is that there is 


United States as a conviction without a tribunal to convict that 


has heard the case. Is there a Senator here who does not be- | 
lieve that this officer is entitled to be heard in his own defense? | 


Why hesitate then to give an expression of opinion? No party 
question is involved in this issue. It may involve a difference 


with the President upon the legal phases of the subject, but 


what is that? When Mr. Cleveland was President-a number 


of Senators and Representatives from his own party disagreed | 
with him upon questions of public policy. I thought that they | 
were wrong, and I stood with him to the end, but they gave ex- | 
pression to their views. If Republican Senators agree with me, | 
why will they not give this man a right to be heard? He may | 


have committed all the offenses that the President charges 
against him. Let him speak! It is only a human privilege that 


he asks for. Is the Republic afraid to permit an officer who has | 


followed its flag for forty years to be heard in his own defense? 


It is said that he is not proscribed. Well, if he is not proscribed, | 


what is he? He is marooned away from home and from com- 
munication and from comrades and friends and associates, prac- 
tically in solitary confinement at an abandoned post, where, like 
the exile among the rocks of St. Helena, he can walk with 
his hands behind his back, looking at the stars. 

The answer comes, he must retire. If he has a vestige of 
slumbering courage in his breast he will not retire. Retire- 
ment means disgrace without a hearing. It means eternal 
ignominy to his name. I do not think there is a man in this 
Senate who has a military record who would not under sim- 
ilar circumstances defiantly decline to yield to such an alter- 
native as this. Retire? Yes, ifa military tribunal decides upon 


a hearing that he is no longer qualified for the public service. | 


Retire, degraded and humiliated, crushed and silenced to sub- 
mission? Never while there is a spark of honor thrilling in his 
veins, 

I have now concluded, Mr. President. I ask the Senate to give 
me a vote upon the resolution in its modified form as I shall 
present it. I may be wrong, but I feel that the Senate is 
with me upon the merits of the resolution. It is tied up now 
with a technical objection that it will not take it from the hands 
of the committee. I wish there were a power here that could 
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enable me to invoke every member of the committee to exprog 
his opinion upon the subject. Let it be understood that | make 
no threats. I am not imbued with a threatening spirit. 1 sh) 
however, make a plain and unvarnished statement—a pr pheey 
and not a threat. I predict that if there is no relief anywho 


if the President’s resolve is the final scene in this tragecy, then 


something will occur that has happened over and over agajy 
before. Public opinion does not realize the situation nov, )) 
it knows is that the President has punished an officer of the 
Army because in his judgment he is objectionable to the seryi: 
it has not yet grasped the entire environment. It does not 
yet comprehend that the President has taken a stand that 
sovereign or monarch in any other civilized land would dare to 
take at this enlightened day. When it understands the proyo- 
sition fully, then public opinion will move, it will move along 
the avenues of public intelligence, it will be heard through tiy 
channels of public expression, it will move slowly but surely to 
the place of captivity, it will take the unfortunate ofticer and 
transfer him from the custody of the President into the pres. 
ence of the President, ard trampling with an iron heel upon the 
desperate experiment of authority that the President has used, 
it will give to his victim, humble, unimportant, and pretensi: 

less as he may be, the right to be heard in self-defense, a right 
not only accorded him by the laws of his land, but a natu 

right that God has given him, and which it should not lie with- 


as 


| in the power of any potentate or ruler in the universe to de- 
| prive him of if there is any conscience or humanity in the heart 
I can say upon this subject. I have appealed to the President; | 
my appeal has been in vain. I have appealed to the chairman | 


of man or any justice left upon this earth. 
Now, Mr. President, I submit the resolution in its modified 


| form, and I shall ask its consideration. I first ask for the 
appeal now to the Senate of the United States. I have said | 


before, and I repeat again, that there is no political considera- | 
tion involved in this controversy. It has no political significance | 


discharge of the Committee on Military Affairs from the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution which was referred to it. 
Can I submit the resolution now at the same time that I 
ask for the discharge of the committee from the consideration 
of the former resolution, Mr. President? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Senator 
from Maryland? 
Mr. RAYNER. I will read the resolution, Mr. President. 
Resolved— 


I have framed this resolution twice. This is the third form 


| that I have put it in, and I can not modify it any more without 
‘ ; | destroying it— 

I believe if a vote could be taken upon this resolution that | 
a majority of the Senate would decide in favor of the main propo- | 


Resolved, That Col. William F. Stewart, of the Coast Artillery, 
United States Army, is, in the opinion of the Senate, entitled | 


| heard, together with his witnesses, upon the charges that have 
no such principle in the civil or military jurisprudence of the | 


made against him and that are contained in a report to the Presid 
and that the President is requested to convene a court of inqul! 
the purpose of giving him and his witnesses the opportunity 
heard, and that the said court render its opinion upon th 
mitted after the hearing, as is usual in the proceedings of 
inquiry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. RAYNER. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Mar ind 
it is not necessary to discharge the committee from tli 
sideration of the former joint resolution to enable him t 
the one he now presents. 

Mr. RAYNER. So I understand. I offer the resolution w! 


| I send to the desk, and move that the Senate proceed to 18 


consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first put the qi* 
tion. The Senator from Maryland moves that the pr 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution which wi!l be! 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator can not do that in the 
of one objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question on the 
of the resolution will be put by the Chair to the % 
then the Chair will recognize the Senator from Massachs 

Mr. LODGE, The resolution will have to go over wice! 
rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has not 
read to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg pardon of the Chair; I thous! 
lution had been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be ! 
Senate, and then the Chair will recognize the Se 
Massachusetts. The Senator from Maryland [Mr 
offers a resolution, which will be read by the Secr 

The Secretary read the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That Col. William F. Stewart, of the Coast . : 
United States Army, is, in the opinion of the Senate, ©! 


heard, together with his witnesses, upon the charges the president, 
made against him and that are contained in a report to te 


illery, 


{ 


een 
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the President is requested to convene a court of inquiry for 
of giving him and his witnesses the opportunity to be 
that the said court render its opinion upon the facts sub- 
the hearing, as is usual in the proceedings of courts of 









ODGE. I ask that the resolution go over, Mr. Presi- 
























































[(CE-PRESIDENT. 
WATERWAYS COMMISSION. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present 


The resolution will lie over, 


INLAND 
EWLANDS. 


tion of the bill (H. R. 21899) providing for the ap- | 


t of an Inland Waterways Commission with the view to 

vement and development of the inland waterways of 

1 States. 
SCOTT. Mr. President, I would ask the Senator from 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
he Senator from West Virginia? 

NEWLANDS. I do. 

SCOTT. I ask the Senator from Nevada if he will not 


, so that I may call up the public buildings bill and 


i 


| M ‘ NEWLA NDS. Mr. President, I will state to the Senator 


msidered in order that it may be passed and get into | 





mittee amendments to be first considered. 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Public Buildings.and Grounds was, 
on page 2, after line 3, to insert: 

United States post-office at Dothan, Ala., $60,000. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move to amend the amendment in line 4, 
after the word “ post-office,” by inserting the words “ and court- 
house.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on 
| page 2, after line 11, to insert: 


am, € 


Is there objection? 
The Secretary will 


United States post-office and custom-house at San Diego, $75,000. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee in line 12, after the words “ San Diego,” by inserting the 
word “ California.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
| of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on 








from West Virginia that the bill for which I ask consideration | ~~. - ia 

$ pending for some time. page 2, after line 17, to insert: 

rhe \ ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada (Mr. san ak aie cet Wien Ge ica ea tie ce a 
NewLanps}] asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to $275,000 to the sum of $290,000, said increase to be empioged in sub- 

sideration of the bill named by him, the title of which | stituting granite for sandstone. 
will be stated by the Secretary. _ = | The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 21899) providing for the ap-| ‘The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 23, to insert: 
int of an Inland Waterways Commission with the view i. . : naka et stokes 
. - : | United States post-office at Trinidad, Colo., $15,000. 

) the inprovement and development of the inland waterways; .. : 
of the United States. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, as a member of the Commit- rhe next amendment was, on page 3, line 2, to increase the 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, I will say that the bill, | 2PPropriation for the United States post-office at Willimantic, 
consideration of which is asked for by the Senator from West | COB2., from $10,000 to $25,000. 

Virginia [Mr. Scorr], was reported to the Senate yesterday.| The amendment was agreed to. a : 
It is now ready for consideration. There are so many items in rhe next amendment was, on page 3, after line 6, to strike 
t and so much time will be required in adjusting the bill in | °Ut: 

nference that it seems to me it ought to have the right of | United States post-office and court-house at Ocala, Fla., $25,000. 
way. I therefore ask the Senator from Nevada [Mr. New- Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I hope the committee——~ 

\Nps| to withhold his request until the chairman of the Com- Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

ttee on Public Buildings and Grounds can call up the public| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida 

dings bill and have it passed. If the Senator from Nevada | yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
will not do so, I shall be constrained to object at this time to | Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator from Florida that the 
the consideration of the bill moved by him, on account of the | bill is being read for committee amendments only. 
g eth of the public buildings bill and the time which| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Amendments to committee amend- 
\ necessarily be required in its consideration. |} ments are in order as the reading of the bill proceeds. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the bill for which I ask Mr. TALIAFERRO. Is it not in order to move to disagree 

sideration is a very important bill. As I have stated, it has | to a committee amendment? 

( pe ding some time, and unless it is considered now lI am | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

d I shall not be able to get consideration of it. | amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PENROSE. I object to the consideration of the bill. Mr. TALIAFERRO. I want to ask that the amendment be 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then I move that the Senate proceed to | disagreed to. I ask the chairman of the committee not to in- 

ts consideration. | sist upon the amendment. I will explain that there is an ap- 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada moves | propriation already of about $90,000 for a public building at 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill, the | Ocala, but the Department finds it necessary to have more 
litle of which has just been stated. money to construct and complete the building according to the 

Mr. SCOTT. 1 move to amend the motion—— | plans proposed and according to the needs of the city. I hope 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question ig not open to either | Very much that the chairman of the committee will not insist 

; lebate or amendment, [Putting the question.] The “noes” | 08 striking out the additional amount. 
it. Mr. SCOTT. There are only 3,380 inhabitants at Ocala. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on my motion. | This is to increase the limit of cost for the building at that 

rhe yeas and nays were not ordered. ; . place $25,000. They already have an appropriation for a build- 

ing there, and the chairman of the committee certainly hopes 

‘ OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. | the Senate will sustain the committee in striking the item out. 
: Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- Mr. TALIAFERRO. The chairman is not advised as to the 

of House bill 21897, being the omnibus public buildings bill. | population of Ocala, Mr. President, if he insists that there are 
ie motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee | only three or four thousand inhabitants there. There are cer- 
‘ Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 21897) to | tainly not less than - 
ase limit of cost of certain public buildings, to au- | Mr. SCOTT. I have only taken the figures from the Census 
‘ize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improvement | Bureau. 
ertain publie buildings, to authorize the erection and com- | Mr. TALIAFERRO. We can not be guided to-day by the 
| of publie buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites | census of eight years ago. There are certainly eight or ten 

: : iildings, and for other purposes, which had been re- | thousand inhabitants there, and if this money had not been 

7 L ft the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds | necessary to complete the building it would not have been pro- 

“Pst lments. | vided for by the other House. I hope the Senate will disagree 

oo? ett. Task unanimous consent that the formal read- | to the amendment. 

mes “ bill may be dispensed with, that it be read for amend-| Mr. SCOTT. I hope the Senate will stand by the commit- 

" hy minittee amendments to be first considered. | tee. It has given this bill great thought and as much consid- 
- a (CE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia | eration as possible. If the appropriations it carried are to be 


asks una 





dispense { ‘ ‘ 
, | with, and that it be read for amendment, the com 


XLII——412 


ous consent that the formal reading of the bill be | 





increased on the floor of the Senate over the large amount 
ins I am satisfied the entire bill will fail. 


it 
' 


| how conta 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
the amendment reported by the committee. will be stated. 
The amendment was agreed to. | ‘The Secretary. In the amendment of the committee, o 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment | 10, line 13, after the word “ post-office,” it is proposed to insert 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on | the words “and court-house.” 
page 4, line 20, before the word “thousand,” to strike out Mr. SCOTT. I accept the amendment. 
“ sixty-five,’ and to insert “seventy-one,” and in the same The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
line, after the word “dollars,” to insert “and in addition The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
thereto the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to expend | The reading of the bill was resumed. . 
not to exceed $6,250 for the purchase of additional ground | of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds Was, « 
west of the present site,” so as to make the clause read: page 10, after line 16, to insert: 
United States post-office and court-house at Council Bluffs, Iowa, | ,, United States post-office and other governmental offices at Sa! 
$71,000, and in addition thereto the Secretary of the Treasury is au- City, Utah, $200,000. 
thorized to expend not to exceed $6,250 for the purchase of additional Mr. SCOTT. I move to amend the amendment in line 18 
ground west of the present site. " ‘“ ” J : . ’ 
after the word “ dollars,” by striking out the period, inserting 
The amendment was agreed to. a colon and the proviso which I send to the desk. . 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 8, to reduce the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
appropriation for United States post-office at Danville, Ky., | will be stated. 
from $30,000 to $11,000. The Secretary. In the amendment reported by the commit- 
The amendment was agreed to. tee, on page 10, line 18, after the word “ dollars,” it is proposed 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 3, to increase the | to strike out the period and insert a colon and the following 
appropriation for United States court-house at Portland, Me., | proviso: , 
from $50,000 to $90,000. Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to expend 
The amendment was agreed to. such portion thereof as may be needed to acquire additional land for 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 15, to increase the | the enlargement of the present site, if found necessary. 
appropriation for United States post-office at Manistee, Mich.,| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
from $20,000 to $35,000. amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 22, to increase the The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
appropriation for United States post-office at Sault Ste. Marie, The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
Mich., from $40,000 to $50,000. of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on page 
The amendment was agreed to. 11, line 72, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “ twenty : 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 7, to insert: and insert “ fifty; ” and after the word “ dollars,” at the end of 


i . » > . 
United States post-office and other Government offices at Duluth, | ine 12, to insert: 


$95,000. Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 


—_—— F and directed to expend for the purchase of a suitable site so much of 
Mr. SCOTT. I move to amend the amendment in line 2, | the amount heretofore authorized in the act entitled “An act to in 


page 7, after the name “ Duluth,” by inserting “ Minnesota.” crease the limit of So. —— a 8, bo onthorine the 
he « > > purchase of sites for public 3, e erection and com- 
150 RSE pletion of public bulldings, and for other purposes,” approved June 

f Pe ’ f § { » > , S { , % 


30, 1906, as may be necessary. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment So as to make the clause read: 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on United States post-office at Fairmont, W. Va., $50,000: Provided, 
page 7, after line 10, to insert: That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 


| page 





United States post-office and custom-house, Gulfport, Miss., $40,000. | to expend for the purchase of a suitable site so much of the amount 


pis heretofore authorized in the act entitled “An act to Increase thie limit 

rhe amendment was agreed to. of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
The next n mendment was, on page 8, after line 2. to insert: for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion OL ayo 
United States post-office at Kearney, Nebr., $30,000. aaaee and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906, as may 
a See eee a a 04 : e The amendment was agreed to. 

» , f » > - : ’ ' > Ten ae > 7 . , oh « 
ap ra riation for United St hme caabe fic an = ag — The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 20, to insert 
Pt ‘[eane , On on > EXates PORt-Cnace & ewes ES Se United States post-office at Grafton, W. Va., $15,000: Provided, 
from 96, to $23,000. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 

The amendment was agreed to. to expend for the purchase of a suitable site so much of the am = 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 22, to increase the | heretofore provided for in the act entitled "An act to increase the iit 


ee . . : of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
appropriation for United States post-office and court-house at | for public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 


Salisbury, N. C., from $40,000 to $65,000. buildings, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906, as may be 
The amendment was agreed to. ee wept 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 24, to increase the The amendment was agreed to. © to inoue 
appropriation for United States post-office and court-house at The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 7, to inser 
Washington, N. C., from $35,000 to $45,000. the following proviso: 
The amendment was agreed to. Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is | : ey 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 2, to reduce the authorized, in his discretion, to sell the present post-office, court 


tn 4h Tri ss _ and custom-house building, and the site thereof, situate at tle core 
appropriation for United States post-office and court-house at | of Market and Sixteenth streets, in the city of Wheeling and State ° 


Cleveland, Ohio, from $850,000 to $500,000. West Virginia, at public or private sale, after proper advert ent, & 
The amendment was agreed to such time and on such terms as he may deem to be to the best int 


at ests of the United States, and to execute a quitclaim deed to | 
rhe next amendment was, on page 9, after line 4, to insert: | chaser thereof, and to deposit the proceeds of said sale in the " 


J Sts ie I Tole 0 e United States as a miscellaneous receipt: Provided 
on Sis,000." POSE One Cee GUS ee ot Tes or ilding and als shall not be sold for any aoan tebe than $1' 
The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. ees 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 16, to Increase the The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 21, to !nse 
appropriation for United States post-office at Charleroi, Pa., United States post-office at Green Bay, Wis., $5,000, to ! 
from $25,000 to $50,000. erecting a stone facing for the east wall of the Government bu 
The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. SS 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 24, to increase the The next amendment was, in section 2, page 13, line 15, 0 i 
appropriation for United States post-office and court-house at | the word “ post-office,” to strike out “and court-house; 2? '" 
Anderson, 8. C., from $10,000 to $20,000. in line 19, before the word “ thousand,” to strike ou! forty 
The amendment was agreed to. five” and insert “ fifty,” so as to make the clause read: 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 2, to increase the United States post-office at New London, Conn., $50,000. 
appropriation for United States post-office at Sumter, 8S. C., The amendment was agreed to. 


from $10,000 to $20,000. The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 19, 


The amendment was agreed to. United States post-office and court-house at Wilming‘o% 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 12, to insert: | $125,000. 


United States post-office at Tyler, Tex., $15,000. The amendment was agreed to. c 

Mr. CULBERSON. I suggest to the chairman of the com- The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 
mittee a mere formal amendment to the amendment, after the | out: ee 
word ‘ post-offices,” in line 18, page 10, to insert the words “ and United States post-office and court-house at Augusta, Ga2., + 
court-house,” The amendment was agreed to, 





insert: 


Del., 


o” ) strike 


Cou, 


os 


pi Ahet Weenie oe 
Em ot ks Ne ai Sete DS, 


——— 


ne for, 





ext amendment was, at the top of page 14, to insert: 


! States post-office and other governmental buildings at Boise, 
I j 1s OOV, 


‘| mendment was agreed to. 
<t amendment was, on page 14, line 9, to increase the 
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Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will 


not insist upon this amendment. 


Mr. SCOTT. I think if the Senator will wait until we are 


through with the bill he will be satisfied. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will gladly wait. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, line 16, to reduce the 


appropriation for United States post-office at Shenandoah, lowa, 
from $60,000 to $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, line 18, to reduce the 


appropriation for United States post-office and court-house at 
Catlettsburg, Ky., from $100,000 to $50,000. 


Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President, I realize the importance of 


| getting the bill into conference, and therefore I will not ask 
the Senate to disagree to the amendment which has been re- 
ported by the committee, trusting that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate will get in conference more information in rela- 
tion to the importance and necessity of an appropriation of a 
hundred thousand dollars for the purpose of erecting a public 


| building at Catlettsburg, Ky., and that the conferees will agree 


ant tion for United States post-office and court-house at | 
0 ll., from $75,000 to $125,000. 
"ti nendment was agreed to. 

‘| <t amendment was, on page 14, line 14, to increase the 
an riation for United States post-office and court-house at 
D: venport, Lowa, from $60,000 to $70,000. 

| mendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 21, after the word 
“ post-office,” to strike out “and court-house,” so as to make 
the « se read: F 

Ur i States post-office at Lexington, Ky., $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Th ‘t amendment was, on page 14, after line 22, to insert: 

United States post-office and court-house at Frankfort, Ky., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 2, to insert: 

l States post-office and court-house at Richmond, Ky., $10,000, 
for the tallation of an elevator. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 


The reading was continued to the end of line 13, on page 15. 
Mr. SCOTT. After line 13, on page 15, I move to insert: 

U1 i States post-office at Lansing, Mich., $25,000. 

It was left out by mistake. It is for enlargement and repair- 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on page 
15, after line 15, to insert: 

United States post-office at Beatrice, Nebr., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 17, to insert: 

United States post-office at Fremont, Nebr., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 21, to insert: 

United States post-office at Hoboken, N. J., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 2, to insert: 

United States post-office and court-house at Trenton, N. J., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 23, to increase 
the appropriation for United States post-office and court-house 
at Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., from $50,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 4, to insert: 


United States post-office at Charlottesville, Va., $35,000, to be used 
for supplying and placing in position, complete, the marble entablature 
and mns for said building as contemplated by the original plans 


specifications. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 11, to increase the 
appropriation for United States post-office at Danville, Va., 
Trom $55,000 to $70,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, page 19, after line 2, 
0 insert: 
United States post-office at Demopolis, Ala., $40,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


and 
t 


The next amendment was, on page 19, line 8, to reduce the | 


appropriation for United States post-office at Santa Cruz, Cal., 
from $90,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, on page 19, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for United States post-office and land office at 
Len iston, Idaho, from $75,000 to $85,000. 

‘he amendment was agreed to. 

he next amendment was, on page 20, after line 2, to insert: 

Unite 1 States post-office at Greencastle, Ind., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The hext amendment was, on page 20, line 6, to increase the 
~" ration for United States post-office at Jeffersonville, 

“., from $50,000 to $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

a m \t amendment was, on page 20, after line 8, to insert: 
Ina ao5 States post-office and other governmental offices at Peru, 

The a 

1 he we 
out 


United 





endment was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 20, after line 12, to strike 


ites post-office at Estherville, Iowa, $60,000. 





to the bill as it was passed by the House. Catlettsburg is situ- 
ated at the confluence of the Big Sandy and Ohio rivers. It isa 
growing city, being a large distributing point for the Big Sandy 


_ 


Valley. A Federal court is established there, and will always, 
by reason of its location, continue to be. 


Nothing less than $100,000 will construct a building suited to 


the need of the governmental business at that place. I earnestly 
appeal to the Members who are to serve as conferees on the part 
of the Senate to examine carefully into the necessity for an ap- 
propriation of $100,000 for the building at Catlettsburg, and if 
they do so I feel sure they will agree with conferees of the 
House that that amount is needed. 


selieving it will not aid in 


| receiving the $100,000 to ask the Senate at this time to reject 


the amendment proposed by the committee, I will not do so. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 


| amendment reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 10, to strike 


out: 


United States post-office at Austin, Minn., $50,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 1, to increase the 


ippropriation ‘for United States post-office at Independence, 
Mo., from $75,000 to $80,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 21, to increase the 


| appropriation for United States post-office at Middletown, N. Y., 





from $60,000 to $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 14, to insert: 
United States post-office at Easton, Pa., $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 18, to increase the 


appropriation for United States post-office at Greensburg, Pa., 
from $70,000 to $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, line 22, to increase the 


appropriation for United States post-office at Shamokin, Pa., 
from $65,000 to $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 16, to insert: 
United States post-office at Hinton, W. Va., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 25, after line 21, 


to insert: 


United States post-office at Jonesboro, Ark., $60,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 26, line 4, to reduce the 


appropriation for United States post-office at Santa Barbara, 
Cal., from $110,000 to $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 4, to insert: 
United States post-office at Riverside, Cal., $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 15, to insert: 
And of the money hereby appropriated a sum not exceeding $30,000 


may be expended for the purchase of a suitable site. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call the attention of the chairman of 


the committee to an idea which occurs to me, that the proviso 
ought to be attached to the appropriation for Bristol. 


Mr. SCOTT. That is just what I was going to ask. 
Mr. CULBERSON, There should be a semicolon. 
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The SECRETARY. 
strike out 
item. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 20, to insert: 

United States post-office at Wallingford, Conn., $60,000. 


After the word “ Bristol” it is proposed to 
the period and insert a semicolon and run in the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 22, to insert: 

United States post-office, custom-house, and other governmental 
offices at Miami, Fla., $175,000. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I wish to ask the chairman of the | 
committee to add the word “ court-house” after the word “ post- 
office” in this provision. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator wants to add the word “ court- 
house,” I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. BURKETT. Is there a court at Miami? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The Senator from Florida would not 
ask for the insertion of the word “ court-house” if there was 
not. 

Mr. BURKETT. 
have been done. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. There is a court there. 

Mr. BURKETT. It was not the understanding of the com- 
mittee that there was. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida to the | 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 6, to insert: 

United States post-office at Milledgeville, Ga., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 7, to insert: 

United States post-office at Elwood, Ind., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 29, to insert: 

United States post-office and other Government offices at Independ- | 
ence, Kans., $75,000. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 2, to insert: 

United States post-office and other Government offices at Parsons, | 
Kans., $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 10, to insert: 

United States post-office at Crowley, La., $55,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 12, to insert: 

United States post-office at Franklin, La., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 16, to reduce the | 
appropriation for United States post-office at Waterville, Me., 
from $120,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 24, to reduce the 
appropriation for United States post-office at Milford, Mass., 

from $80,000 to $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 6, on 
page 30. , 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think a mistake has been made 
in line 5. It should be “seventy ” instead of “ sixty-five.” 

Mr. SCOTT. The committee accepts tite amendment. 
a mistake. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 30, line 5, after the words “ Ionia, | 
Mich.,” it is proposed to strike out “ sixty-five” and insert | 
*“ seventy,” so as to read: 

United States post-office at Ionia, Mich., $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment | 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on | 
page 30, line 14, to reduce the appropriation for United States | 
post-office at Virginia, Minn., from $60,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Marysville, 
Mo., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 4, to insert: 


United States post-office and other governmental offices at Missoula, 
Mont., $130,000, 


I will say to the Senator that such things | 





It is 
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Mr. DIXON. I want to call the attention of the chair: 
the committee to the amendment in lines 5, 6, and 7, on p 
relative to Missoula, Mont. It has inadvertently been i; 
under section 4; it should go in section 3, the site having 
acquired two years ago. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is right. 
mistake. 

Mr. DIXON. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At what point does the § 
from Montana wish to have the amendment inserted? 

Mr. DIXON. I ask that it be transposed from page 
page 22, after line 9. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordereg, 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on 
31, after line 11, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Goldfield, 
Nev., $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 17, to reduce the 
appropriation for United States post-office at Asbury Park, N. J, 
from $125,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 19, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at P! 
N. J., $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 23, to reduce the 
appropriation for United States post-office and court-house at 
Roswell, N. Mex., from $130,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 6, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Wilson, 
N. C., $60,000. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 12, to increase the 
appropriation for United States post-office and court-house at 


We will change it, [I 


nator 


ol to 


page 


nfjeld, 


| Minot, N. Dak., from $125,000 to $150,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 13, to insert: 
United States post-office at Alliance, Ohio, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 21, to ins 
United States post-office and other governmental offices at Muskogee, 


apt e 


| Okla., $200,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 33, to insert: 

United States post-office at La Grande, Oreg., $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 4, to strike 
out: 

United States post-office at Braddock, Pa., $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 8, to increase 
appropriation for the United States post-office at Bristol, I’. 
from $65,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 15, to insert: 

United States post-office at Westerly, R. I., $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 17, t 

United States post-office at Abbeville, 8. C., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 
The next amendment was, on page 34, line 8, to increase ' 
appropriation for Unitcd States post-office at Huron, 5. 1%» 

from $65,000 to $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after Jine 

United States post-office at Dyersburg, Tenn., $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 18, to in 
appropriation for United States post-office at Cleburi 


} 
tha 


: t 
8, to 


from $60,000 to $70,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 20, ‘0 
United States post-office and court-house at Del Rio, Tex., >!" 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 22, | 
United States post-office at Hillsboro, Tex., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


















xt amendment was, at the top of page 35, to insert: 
States post-office at McKinney, Tex., $60,000. 
dment was agreed to. 
t amendment was, on page 35, after line 16, to insert: 
es post-office at Park City, Utah, $25,000. 
iment was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 35, line 24, to reduce the 
al n for United States post-office and court-house at 
] Gap, Va., from $105,000 to $60,000. 
dment was agreed to. 
t amendment was, on pag 
tes post-office and other 
i) 
Iment was agreed to. ‘ 
t amendment was, on page 36, after line 7, to insert: 
States post-office and other governmental offices at Walla 
W , $140,000, 
rl iment was agreed to. 


36, after line 4, to insert: 
governmental offices at Everett, 


m for United States post-office at Morgantown, 
W. | m $75,000 to $100,060. 
r mendment was agreed to. 
t amendment was, on page 36, after line 12, to insert 
g¢ proviso: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 


and ed to expe nd for the purchase of a suitable site so much of 
the am herein provided for as may be necessary. 


SCOTT. The period should be stricken out after the 
word “dollars” in line 12, on page 36, and the item should be 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 


t amendment was, on page 86, line 12, to increase the | 
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| the bill had been reported. 


| amend it by striking out “ten” 


| “ twenty.” 








ol 

tl) dment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 20, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Rock | 
s , Wyo., $85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The xt amendment was, in section 5, page 37, after line 3, | 
to st : 

1 i States post-office at Cullman, Ala., $5,000. 

ndment was agreed to. 


t amendment was, on page 37, line 12, to increase the 

for the United States post-office at Searcy, Ark., 
$5,000 to $6,000. 

1dment was agreed to. 

uendment was, on page 37, line 17, to reduce the 
appropriation for United States post-office at Pasadena, Cal., 
from $50.000 to $40,000, 
mendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, on page 37, after line 17, to strike 


1 ‘ T 


ted States post-office at Grand Junction, Colo., $10,000. 
. GUGGENHEIM. 


amendme nt. 
Mr. Sf IE 7. 
Over he 


We 


‘ENHEIM. I hope that the sum will be retained in 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
t to strike out lines 18 and 19. 

ir. SCOTT. What amendment does the Senator object to? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado wishes 
Have the Senate disagree to the amendment in lines 18 and 


ot. [Putting the question.] By the sound, the 


met 
il 


call for a division. 
rr. We are about to vote on the committee 
‘RESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
endment. The Chair will again put the question. 
idment was agreed to. 
ading was continued to the end of line 21, on page 
ead being: 
4 states s pest. office at Greeley, Colo., $10,000. 
d eLL ER. I wish to say to the chairman that $10,000 
ut Duy a suite ible site at Greeley. It is a flourishing town, 


a ~ f land is entirely too high to expect that. 
Ulli The ¢ 


7 
vl, 


mere! ial Club, which is practically the chamber 
erce of that town, a communication saying the 


ce cht to be $25,000. 


of 
appro- 


92% 


fea e& 


Mr. SCOTT. 


tenis - committee in going over it could not see any reason | 
“anging it from the amount appropriated by the House, 


vidence showing that it ought to be $25,000. 


ean not hear the Senator from Colorado 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Ky., $10,000, 


I hope the Senate will disagree to the | 


I have | 


If the Senator will allow the item | 
l, I will try to present before the conference com- | 


This is the House appropriation of $10,000, and | 
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I did not get the letter until yesterday, after 
I will say to the Senator that I 
will try to present before the conference proper evidence. 

Mr. SCOTT. To meet the Senator’s views and in order to 
discuss the matter in conference, I will agree to a motion to 
and inserting “ twenty.” 

Mr. TELLER. I will accept that. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be st 
The SECRETARY. 


Mr. TELLER. 


ated. 


In line 20, page 37, after the words “ Gree- 
ley, Colo.,” it is proposed to strike out “ten and insert 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 


United States post-office at Live Oak, Fl 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 4, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Augusta, 
Ga., $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 8, to insert: 

United States post-office at Carrollton, Ga., $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 10, to insert: 

United States post-office at Cartersville, Ga., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 16, to strike 
out: 

United States post-office at Milledgeville, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 26, to increase the 
appropriation for United States post-office at Chicago, IL, from 
$750,000 to $1,500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 13, to insert: 

United States post-office at Frankfort, Ind., $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for United States post-office at Dennison, Iowa, 
from $7,500 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 40, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Abilene, 
Kans., $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 10, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Bardstown, 


38, to insert: 
la., $7,500. 






























































Ga., $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 12, to insert: 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at Cynthiana, 
Ky., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 16, to strike 
out: 

United States post-office at Lawrenceburg, Ky., $7,500. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, when the bill came from 
the House of Representatives to the Senate it contained a para- 
graph which is as follows: 

United States post-office at Lawrenceburg, Ky., $7,500. 

I wish to present a statement which I did not receive until 
last night with regard to Lawrenceburg. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky 
this item will naturally come before the conferees, 
paper can be considered there. 

Mr. McCREARY, It is very brief, and will take but a few 
moments. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am sure the communication will not do any 
good at this time, but it can be brought before the confer 

Mr. McCREARY. I am not going to make a motion, but this 
paper was sent to me, and I wish to read it, as it shows that 


that 
and the 


ees, 


Lawrenceburg is an attractive, important, little city: 
Revenue receipts of deputy collectors’ office at Law- 
renceburg, Ky., according to official statement of 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, for fiscal years 
1904, 1905, 1906, 1907, to March, 1908... __. . . $8, 970, 470. 82 
Cash post-office receipts last fiscal year_... $5, 284. 
Estimated franked mail last fiscal year... 4, 000. 00 
Post-office money orders issued last fiscal 
ee 13, 688. 95 
—-- - 22, 973. 67 
I lites Diets dapchccitaninienetipherinsltsiahaininectntatiniananenisivaiei 19 


Forty-five storekeepers and gaugers, exclusive of 
revenue officers, with headquarters at and centerin g. 

Three national banks and two railroeds connecting Lawrenceburg 
with the Southern States and with the Northwestern States. 
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This is one of the most important places for the collection of | appropriation for United States post-office at Marshall, 
revenue that we have in Kentucky, and I very respectfully sug- | from $5,000 to $10,000. 
gest to the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and The amendment was agreed to. 
Grounds that as we ask only $7,500 for the construction of a The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 8, to s 
post-office building at Lawrenceburg it be permitted to go in | out: 
the bill. United States post-office at Maryville, Mo., $7,500. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the The amendment was agreed to. 
amendment. The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 14, to in 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, one moment. The postal re- United States post-office at Trenton, Mo., $10,000. 
ceipts at Lawrenceburg were only $5,284, and the Government The amendment was agreed to. . 
now pays a rental there of only $368. The population of Law- The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 16, to insert: 


renceburg, according to the last census, was only 1,253. United States post-office at Livingstone, Mont., $15,000. 
Mr. McCREARY. As I said before, this is one of the most 


; a Mr. DIXON. I wish to call the attention of the chairman 
important places in central Kentucky. Anderson County, in| 1, 11 amendment on‘line 17. Livingston does not have an “e” 
which Lawrenceburg is situated, is a large county; there are | at the end of the word. I think it is Livingston. 
a large number of distilleries there; and the amount of revenue Mr. GALLINGER That is right. 
collected is immense. As there is a deputy collector there col- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana moves 
lecting large amounts of money, I think a public building should to strike out the final “e.” so as to read “ Livingston.” 
be erected there. The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
I shall make no motion, but I hope the chairman of the Com- The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds will agree to allow The reading of the bill was continued to line 22, on page 42 
this item of $7,500 to remain in the bill. the last paragraph read being as follows: 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, if we are going to establish a United States post-office at Rochester, N. H., $10,000. 
precedent for buying sites for public buildings all over the M ‘ALLINGER. Mr nahient g " 
United States where the population is from 1,500 to 2,500 in- ur, anny tant the went “thousand.” in line 22. I move 
habitants . aur. & . - , os ; ’ ee 
‘Mr. McCREARY rose to strike =, a, and a a so as to read “ $15,000. 
~ SCOTT ha ca i eae . . ,| The amendment was agr 0. 
iam ae iaeaiaeen. ee ee The next amendment was, on page 43, line 2, to reduce the 
} ake § ALte anit. : Ini . ¥ range 
Mr, McCREARY. I will not interrupt the Senator. | ig oe gy States post-office at Orange, N. J., 
Mr. SCOTT. This bill as it came to the Senate is full of hae yore "s h a Sonatas Hats hee Vlesinis will not 
such items and, in my judgment, they ought not to be carried snd = x ee eee Cuan itaaen eaniioes place ae 
in the bill. The committee was careful in going over the bill. | 2S‘St on Oa as ation orb I ann a te almost as 
The population of Lawrenceburg in 1900 was less than 1,500. real Se ’ Ge See ae an cit in te United States ‘| 
It is a small village. As we all know, when we once buy a site re age ed 000 ao den. coe san Get le ht to be appropriated 
it ineans in the future that a building will have to be erected. ard soo aliens any motion te seaath the toes | 
me » Sens > rill ets , $ sing | Dp SHE - . 
ehte eg enaRe pl nme Cay eile nee: Ae een Oat hope the Senator will not insist very hard in conference on the 
Mr. McCREARY. I merely wish to correct the statement ae wets aietentl te 
made by the Senator from West Virginia with regard to the Sao ; = , ® to insert: 
population. The population of Lawrenceburg is now over 4,000. The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 2, to insert: 
The place has improved very much in the last eight or ten years, | United States post-office at Batavia, N. ¥., $15,000. 
since the census was taken in 1900. The amendment was agreed to. , 
Mr. SCOTT. The last official statement gives 1,253 people The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 4, to strike 
there. | out: 
Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President, I should like to say that I United States post-office, Borough of Bronx, New York City, N. Y., 
concur in the statement of my colleague with reference to the | $100,000. 
necessity of a public building at Lawrenceburg. The internal- The amendment was agreed to. . 
revenue receipts there are very large indeed. The necessity for The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 18, to insert: 
a public building exists, and I trust when the matter is dis- The Secretary of the Treasury is. Ne ne eee ties Btat 
cussed in conference with the conferees of the House the con- os Oe Fal io-ats coanetatamber 99, 1890, chapter 
ferees of the Senate will reach the conclusion that the action of 1132, United "States Statutes at Large, volume 26. 
the House ought to be sustained. I am exceedingly anxious to | Mr. SCOTT. Let the period be stricken out after the word 
have the appropriation made to purchase a site for a public | « dollars ” in line 18, so that it will be run in as one para- 
building at Lawrenceburg. I could repeat the reasons given by graph The matter proposed to be inserted refers only to the 
my colleague, which show the necessity for a public building at nostellien building at Salamanca, N. Y. 
that place, but as he has so well stated them I forbear to do so. | | Mr BURKETT. That is where we get the one hundred and 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, I do not desire to make any ninety vears’ Sane 
motion. I shall at the proper time apply to the conference to ae SCOTT It is where we have to take a one hundred and 
restore to the bill an ee of $7,500 to purchase a site ninety years’ jease, and the amendment provides for it. 
for a public building at Lawrenceburg. — = : 
mn TIOR.PRERS Np +4 ‘he amendment was agreed to. 
ae) Vik Pee ee The question is on agreeing to the ane ae amendment a on page 44, after line 6, to insert 
amendment. . : 
j v 3 N. C., $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. pegs ate = hn ee a N. C., $10,00( 
The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 18, to strike The amenc , 7 to insert: 
out: , The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 8, to insert: 
United States post-office at Crowley, La., $5,000. ae ra er nee N. C., $10,000. 
Tr me ’ , g ‘he amendment wi . sa 
— ee, an ae we | ‘The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 10, to insert: 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 2, to strike United States post-office at Monroe, N. C., $10,000 
out: nee Pea rae. a ak 
’ " . - - The amendment was agreed to. cae 
United States post-office at Gardiner, Me., $15,000. | ‘The next amendmert was, on page 44, after line 12, to insert: 
The amendment was agreed to. United States post-office at Oxford, N. C., $7,500. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, line 15, to increase the r ‘ 

: ae : : ard The amendment was agreed to. i 
appropriation for United States post-office at Petoskey, Mich., rp > , fter line 14, to strik 
from $7,500 to $10,000. . “as he next amendment was, on page 44, a 

The amendment was agreed to. bs 000 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 22, to insert: waa a Se ret e at Dab pony N. C., $10,000. 

United States post-office and other governmental offices at A s 1e amendment wa agr ; insert 
Mo = $10,000. ag = The next amendmert was, at the top of page 45, to |! 

The amendment was agreed to. United States post-office at Bellaire, Ohio, $25,000. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 42, to insert: The amendment war agreed to. 4. to insert: 

United States post-office at Brookfield, Mo., $10,000, The next amendment: was, on page 45, after ens 

The amendment was agreed to. United States post-office at Bowling Green, Ohio, $10,000. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 8, to increase the The amendment was agreed to, 
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t amendment was, on page 45, after line 8, to insert: 
States post-office at Defiance, Ohio, $10,000. 

endment was agreed to. 
" t amendment was, on page 45, after line 18, to insert: 
1 States post-office at Wooster, Ohio, $10,000. 
endment was agreed to. 
‘| t amendment was, on page 45, after line 20, to insert: 
I | States post-office at Xenia, Ohio, $10,000. 
‘j mendment was agreed to. 
‘| t amendment was, on page 46, after line 2, to insert: 
I | States post-office at Kittanning, Pa., $15,000. 

I iment was agreed to. 

Tl t amendment was, on page 46, after line 4, to insert: 
1 tates post-office at Ridgway, Pa., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 6, to insert: 
United States post-office at Sunbury, Pa., $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, on page 46, after line 10, to strike 


United States post-office at Westerly, R. I., $20,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 12, to insert: 


United States post-office at Brookings, 8. Dak., $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 18, to insert: 


1 | States post-office at Morristown, Tenn., $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 22, to insert: 


United States post-office at Shelbyville, Tenn., $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 4, to insert: 
United States post-office at Brenham, Tex., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 6, to insert: 


United States post-office at Brownwood, Tex., $7,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The 
United States post-office at Clarksville, Tex., $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next 
United States post-office at Marshall, Tex., $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


United States post-office at New Braunfels, Tex., $7,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 22, to insert: 


United States post-office at Weatherford, Tex., $7,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, at the top of page 48, to strike out: 


United States post-office at Park City, Utah, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 4, to insert: 


United States post-office at Covington, Va., $7,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next 


0 


United States post-office at Everett, Wash., $15,000. 
Lhe imendment was agreed to. 


ou 


United States 


$20 000 1 post-office and court-house at Walla 


Walla, Wash. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


United States post-office at Elkins, W. Va., $10,000. 
the amendment was agreed to. 

The nex 
Tntted « 


“i Stat 


The 


Ss post-office at Sistersville, W. Va., $10,000. 
ndment was agreed to. 


the Hext amendment was, on page 48, after line 


nm, 
LHe ame 


on 
“vO, 


-nited States post-office at Menomonie, Wis., $10,000. 
en ALLISON. Mr. President, I, of course, appreciate, as 
bill a ~ - do, the difficulty in the way of arranging a 
pecially ‘ha ~~ one, composed of a great many items, and es- 
Rete Sow icult it is to arrange the items upon any special 
ca example, to illustrate what I mean, I observe that in 





Bite nade 
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next amendment was, on page 47, after line 8, to insert: 
amendment was, on page 47, after line 14, to insert: 


rhe next amendment was, on page 47, after line 16, to insert: 


amendment was, on page 48, after line 10, to strike 
The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 14, to strike 
The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 16, to insert: 


amendment was, on page 48, after line 21, to insert: 


to strike 


there was an allowance of $10,000 for a post-office 
by the House, and it was stricken out on the ground 
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| of an insufficient population, which I think is a very good 
ground, although I believe the time will come, and it ought to 
| come, when the smaller towns will have post-office buildings 
| suitable to their use. 
| There are two rather important cities in my State that I 
| know very well about that are excluded by these Senate amend- 
| ments. Making an inquiry as respects one of them, I did not 
press any amendment regarding either of them, but I wish to 
say to the Senator from West Virginia and the committee 
having charge of the bill that in the further consideration of 
the measure, as I know from the amendments proposed the 
| bill must necessarily go to a committee of conference, I hope 
the places that are familiar to the committee will be duly con- 
sidered in connection with other places that are left in the 
bill by the House and put it in the bill by these amendments. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
| rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
| which will be stated. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the unfinished business will be laid 
aside informally, and if it is done that I may have a moment 
|; more, 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be 
stated. 
The Secrerary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending 


the commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. KEAN. I should be glad to have a vote on the joint reso- 
lution, if the Senate is ready to vote on it. 

Mr. DICK. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Foraxer], I re- 
new the request made to have the matter set aside until he may 
be here to be heard. He is unavoidably detained from the 
Chamber. I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, one word more as re- 
spects the amount of the appropriations for sites for buildings. 
Of course this whole chapter relates to sites as I understand it. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is what would be called the initiative—and 
|a proper initiative—for the commencement in the near future 
| and for the construction at a remoter future of public buildings. 
| My eye fell upon provision for a post-office building at 
| Menomonie, Wis. I wish to say to the Senator from West 
| Virginia that I have been frequently a visitor at Menomonie, 
and I have watched with very great interest the growth and 
progress made in that city. I am glad the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. STEPHENSON] sits by me, who, I hope, at least, will 
bear out what I say as respects that city. There is not in any 
State that I know of a more progressive city than the little city 
of Menomonie of 6,000 or 7,000 inhabitants. I would be glad 
to have the Senator from West Virginia turn to the postal re- 
| ceipts of that city. I do not have them before me. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I can assure the Senator that 
the interest of all Senators will be taken care of in conference. 
I hope that the Senator will allow the amendment to remain 
as it is, as we have refused the other Senators. I would almost 
be willing to give the Senator a public building in every town 
and city in his State, I feel so kindly toward him, but I think 
Senators very readily appreciate the situation. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator very much, but I am not 
| through. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
the committee. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I have never had for a moment an idea of 

taking this matter from the hands of the committee or making 

any motion in relation to it. I only wanted to call the atten- 

| tion of the Senate, possibly with a view of having it reach the 

ears of the committee, to the difficult task they have to perform 

| in this matter, and unless they do it, as I am sure they will, 

| even in the closing hours of this session, with care, they will 
| do injustice to several important towns. 

Now, just one word more as respecis the town of Menomonie. 

It is a city of six or seven thousand inhabitants, with banks 
| and very large postal receipts. I am sorry the Senator did not 
| have the postal receipts. 
| Mr. WARREN. I have them here. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator from Wyoming. It has 
| $13,418 of annual receipts and had a population of 5,675 at the 

last census. It has become larger since that time. It is the 

educational center of the State of Wisconsin. 
I do not expect to make any motion in regard to the pending 

item, I have no interest in the State, except that I have t 





I trust he will leave this matter in the hands of 


wo or 
| three very dear friends who reside there and who are very 
| public spirited and have done much in an educational way for 
| this city, 
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I only want to express the hope that the Senator from West 


Virginia and his colleagues on the conference committee will | 


give careful attention to these cities, which, upon examination 


and from personal knowledge, I know to be of more value than | 


a great many that are in the bill as it came from the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 49, after line 7, to insert: 

United States post-office at Casper, Wyo., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 49, after line 9, to insert: 

United States post-office at Douglas, Wyo., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 49, after line 11, to strike 
out: 

United States post-office at Rock Springs, Wyo., $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. Before starting with section 6, I should like 
to have an amendment made on line 1, page 7. I move to in- 
sert “‘ For additional site for,” so as to read: 


For additional site for United States post-office and other Government 
offices at Duluth, $95,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be agreed to. 
Mr. NELSON, 
“ Puluth.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 14, page 49. 


next amendment was in section 7, page 52, 


I move to insert “ Minnesota” after the word 
Without objection, the amendment 


The 
line 11, before the 


word “thousand” to strike out “and twenty-five,” so as to | 


read: 


and directed to dispose of the Federal building at Danville, Ill., at 
such time and in such manner and upon such terms as he may deem 
for the best interests of the United States; and to cause to be erected 
upon the site thereof a suitable and commodious building, including 
fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
proaches, complete, for the use of the post-office, United States courts, 


aud other governmental offices in said city, at a limit of cost for said | 


building not to exceed the sum of $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 53, line 17, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out “ seventy-five” and insert 
“fifty,” so as to make the clause read: 

That upon said new site, when acquired as aforesaid, the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause 
to be constructed a suitable and commodious building, with fireproof 


vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, | 


complete, for the use and accommodation of the post-office, United 


States courts, and other governmental offices in said city, at a total | 
limit of cost of not to exceed $250,000, including such land, if any, as | 


may be acquired in addition to that secured by exchange for the present 
site. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 17, to strike | 


out section 12 in the following words: 


Sec. 12, That the provision contained in the act approved June 30, 
1906, authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to ac- 
quire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, such additional land 
as he may deem necessary for the enlargement of the present site, and 
to enter into contracts for the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or 
imprevement of the United States subtreasury building at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., at a limit of cost of $375,000, be, and the same is hereby, 


amended so as to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treasury | 


to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a suitable site for 
the United States. subtreasury and other governmental offices at San 
Francisco, Cal., at a cost not to exceed the said sum of $375,000. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 12. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and empowered to ——. by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, either such additional land as he may deem necessary for the 
enlargement of the site heretofore acquired for the purposes of the 
subtreasury building in the city of San Francisco, Cal., or, in his dis- 
cretion, a new site of such size as he may deem suitable, sufficient, and 
necessary for the purposes of the public building hereinafter author- 
ized to be erected. 

That upon the present subtreasury site when so enlarged, or upon the 
said new site when so acquired, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be erected a suitable, 
commodious building, with heating, hoisting, and ventilating apparatus, 
vaults, and approaches, complete, at a total limit of cost, including addi- 
tional land or a new site, as hereinbefore authorized, of not to exceed 
5250,000: Provided, That the aEeotaeee of $375,000 made in the 
act approved June 30, 1906, entitled “An act to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other purposes,” is hereby made available, in addi- 
tion to the limit of cost hereinbefore fixed. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 8, to strike 
out section 13 in thé following words: 


Sec. 18. That of the amount authorized in the act approved June 30, 
1906, for the acquisition of a site and the erection thereon of a suit- 
able building for the use and accommodation of the United States post- 
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Without objection, the amendment | 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized | 


May 


office and other governmental offices at San Diego, Cal., at a co 
exceed $150,000, the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as 
necessary, may be used for the purchase of lands in said city t» be as. 
signed to the use of the War Department and for removing to such 
newly acquired land and placing in position the buildings and strye. 
tures now on block 39, the —, of water and sewer connections there. 
with, the inclosing of said newly acquired land, and other jncidenta| 
expenses of like character: Provided, That upon the acquisition of such 
land, block 39, in said city of San Diego, Cal., now owned by the United 
States and assigned to the uses and purposes of the War Department. 
| shall be assigned to the Treasury Department as the site for the United 
| States post-office and custom-house building authorized by said act ap- 
proved June 80, 1906. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 22, 1 
out section 17 in the following words: 


Sec. 17. That the northerly portion of the Government res 

| bounded by B street north, B street south, Seventh street wes 

| Sixth street west, in the District‘of Columbia, known as “Armory, 
comprising that portion of said square north of a line established fo 

| the south front of the buildings for the new National Museum and 
new Department of Agriculture, be, and is hereby, selected and « 

| as a site for an armory for the National Guard of the District o/ 
bia, after the removal of the buildings and tracks of the Baltin 

| Potomac Railroad Compeay from said square. 

That a commission consisting of the Assistant Secretary of 
| general commanding the militia of the District of Columbia, 
| Superintendent of the United States Capitol Building and Grounds, be, 
; and is hereby, created, which shall cause plans and estimates to be pre 
| pared for a suitable armory for the National Guard of the District of 

Columbia, and report the estimated cost thereof to the Congress: P; 
vided, That such plans and estimates be prepared under the supervisi 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

And for the expense of said commission a sum not to exc 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury : 
wise appropriated, to be expended on vouchers approved by the 
man of said commission. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. The sections will be renumbered, I take it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerks at 
| the desk will renumber the sections. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 2, before the word 
| “hundred” to strike out “one” and insert “two,” 
| read: 


That for the purpose of beginning the construction of a suitable 
and commodious fireproof building for the accommodation of the United 
| States post-office, United States custom-house, United States courts 
and other governmental offices at Honolulu, Hawaii, $200,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section, page (2, line 
15, before the word “hundred” to strike out “one” 
“two,” so as to read: 


The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, aut! 
directed to enter into contracts for the construction 
building for said purposes, to be designated by said Department, within 
the ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: Provided, That of the 
amount fixed as the ultimate limit of cost not to exceed $200,000 may 
| be expended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was; on page 63, line 3, before the word 
“hundred” to strike out “two” and insert “ three, 
| read: 


That for the purpose of bes 
and commodious fireproof building for the accommodati 
United States post-office, United States courts, and otf 
mental offices at Oklahoma City, Okla., $50,000: Provided, 
authorization shall not be construed as fixing the limit 
said building at the sum hereby named, but the building 
vided for shall be constructed or planned so as to cost, co 
cluding fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparat 
| proaches, but exclusive of site, not exceeding $300,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 23, before the 
“hundred” to strike out “two” and insert “three, 
line 24, before the word “thousand” to strike out 
and insert “fifty,” so as to read: 


That for the purpose of beginning the construction of 8 
commodious fireproof buildings, and_ the acquisition « 
ground, for the accommodation of the United States cu 
and other governmental offices, excepting United States 
post-office, and for a Government warehouse or appra' 
building, at Wilmington, N. C., $80,000: Provided, That | 
ization shall not be construed as fixing the limit o cost of 
ings and additional ground at the sum hereby named, but the 
hereby provided for shall be constructed or planned so as to 
plete, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating 
approaches, and additonal land, not exceeding $350,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line §, before mM 
“feet,” to strike out “thirty-two” and insert © six‘) 
as to read: 


shyt 
That the soenveary of the Treasury be, and he is herebs 
and empowered in lieu of making additions to the 4 
pbuilding at Lynchburg, Va., authorization for which Mi 
been made, to acquire a new Federal building site in the el 
burg. Va., by the exchange of the present post-office -_ 
building and the site thereof in said city for a i. oe 
improvements thereon belonging to the city of Lyn« _ re, 
known as the “ warehouse property,” having a frontage of 
Church street and 132 feet on Tenth street. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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next amendment was, on page 71, after line 5, to insert 


as w section the following: 

S °8, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, 
d i to acquire, by purchase or condemnation, for the purpose of 
pl » a reservation for a public park, the several parcels of ground 
in t ‘istrict of Columbia included between Euclid street, Columbia 


ave! r Fifteenth street, W street or Florida avenue, and Sixteenth 
str xtended, in Hall & Elvan’s subdivision of Meridian Hill, con- 
it 1 the aggregate 437,000 square feet, more or less; and to pay 


iid land and premises so taken, and the improvements thereon, | 
thereof as may be necessary, is | 


t 
: ‘ of $550,000, or so much ry, 
he ithorized, out of any money in the Treasury of the United 
St otherwise appropriated: Provided, That one-half of the said 
K 50,000, or so much thereof as may be expended, shall be re- 
i i to the Treasury of the United States out of the revenues of 
t cf of Columbia, in four equal annual installments, with 
j the rate of 3 per cent per annum upon the deferred pay- 
I nd provided further, That one half of the sum that shall be 
ppropriated and expended for the maintenance and improve- 
" iid lands as a public park shall be charged against and paid 
ol e revenues of the District of Columbia, in the same manner 
n led by law in respect to other appropriations for the District 
of ( 1, and the other half shall be appropriated out of the Treas- 
ury < United States. In case said parcels of ground can not be 
0 | by purchase at a price satisfdctory to said Secretary of the 
Ir ie same shall be condemned in the manner hereinafter pre- 
rhat the Attorney-General, upon request of the Secretary of the In- 
( uthorized and directed to make application to the supreme 
irt the District of Columbia, by petition, at a general or special 
d court, for an assessment of the value of said parcels of 


quired, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, and 
r thelr residence, as far as the same can be ascertained, and 
vuurt is hereby authorized and required, upon such applica 
it delay, to notify the owners and occupants of each such 


ese erm rm co > 


‘ issioners to appraise the values thereof and to return the 
n ment to the court; and when the values of such parcels are thus 
' {i and the said Secretary of the Interior shall deem the same 

the sum or sums so ascertained shall be paid into said 
court f their use. That the fee simple of all premises so appropri 
ted f public use under the provisions hereof, and of which an 
’ shall have been made under the order and by direction 
of s shall upon payment into the said court as afore 
t t so ascertained and assessed as to each parcel be thereupon 
vested in the United States and the right of possession thereof. 
said court may direct the time and manner in which 
I 1 of the property condemned shall be taken or delivered, and 
may ! sary, enforce any order or issue any process for giving 
possession The cost occasioned by the said condemnation proceedings 
r 





ve pald from the Treasury of the United States. out of any moncy 

rt vise appropriated: Provided, That one-half of the said cost 

the District of Columbia, In four equal annual installments, 

with interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum upon the deferred 
[ Other costs which may arise in the said proceedings shall 
the court may direct. 

whenever and as title to the several parcels of such real estate 





shall be acquired as aforesaid and the same shall be ready for delivery. 
and tl ficiency thereof shall be certified by the Attorney-General 
of the | d States, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author 
ized and directed, upon the requisition of the said Secretary of the 
lr or, to pay into court the condemnation price of such property, 
parce! parcel 

That tl iblic park authorized and established by this act shall be 
under f int control of the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia and t 


Chief of Engineers of the United States Army. 

Mr. SCOTT. In section 28, page 71, line 17, I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out the word “ authorized” and in- 
serting the word “ appropriated.” 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


nator from West Virginia to the amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 


rhe Secrerary. In section 28, page 71, line 17, after the word 
” in the committee amendment, it is proposed to strike 
out “authorized” and to insert “ appropriated,” so as to read: 


ropriated, ete. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

rhe reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 


m page 74, after line 9, to insert as a new section the fol- 


2 That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
ir by. 
reservation for a public park, the several parcels of ground 
t of Columbia lying near the intersection of Branch avenue 
inia avenue SE., known as the “ Carpenter tract’ and the 
a Avenue Heights tract,”’ more particularly described as fol- 
ng at a point or the east line of Branch avenue 363 feet, 
from the point of intersection of said line with the north 
n road, said point being the northwest corner of the prop- 
Fountain, and running thence with said east line of 
. in a northerly direction, 2,185 feet, more or less, to the 
J tine of Pennsylvania avenue, and thence south 62° 
of Pennsylvania avenue 1,870 feet, more or less, to the 
the property of John A. Baker; thence with said west 
property south 11° 21’ east 640 feet, more or less, to 
» of the Bowen road; thence south 65° 19’ west 137.07 
nee south 58° 21’ west 148.3 feet; thence north 47° 39’ 
o07.4 feet; thence north 72° 38’ west 272.25 feet; thence 
oJ west 67.92 feet; thence south 6° 15’ east 41.25 
outh 88° 45’ west 433.3 feet; thence south 6° 15’ east 
or less, to the land of D. C. Fountain, and thence with 
of said Fountain’s land in a westerly direction 215 feet, 


re 


of b. ¢ 





the north line 


/ 
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nd said petition shall contain a particular description of the | 


reel, and to ascertain and assess the value of the same by appointing | 


aid of | 


nbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of the | 


The m of $550,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is | 


authorized and directed to purchase, for the purpose of | 
| from destruction the papers and records of said court, 


30’ east with | 
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more or less, to the point of beginning; 


also all that property known 


as “Pennsylvania Avenue Heights” lying north of Pennsylvania 














avenue, and the BE. C. Carpenter tract, beginning on the north line of 
Pennsylvania avenue where said line is intersected by the line of 
division between Pennsylvania Avenue Heights subdivision and the 
property of John A. Baker, and running thence with said line north 
11° 21° west 2,612 feet, more or less; thence north 83° 1’ west 198 
feet; thence south 13° 53’ west 602.74 feet: thence north 78° 23’ 
west 582.78 feet; thence north 52° 53’ west 145.52 feet; thence north 
G4° 53’ west 144.5 feet; thence north 56° 53’ west 145.52 feet; 
thence north 48° 38’ west 151.8 feet; thence north 60° 53’ west 
166.32 feet; thence north 49° 59’ west 148.5 feet; thence north 74 
53’ west 78.56 feet; thence south 87° 7° west 66 feet; thence south 
66° 37° west 140.58 feet; thence north 87 22’ west 120.78 feet; 
thence north 62° 53’ west 219.12 feet: thence north 45° 53’ west 153 
feet, more or less, to the east line of Thirtieth street, and thence with 
said east line of Thirtieth street in a southerly direction 972 feet, 


more or less, to the north line of Pennsylvania avenue, and thence with 
the north line of Pennsylvania avenue south 62° 30’ east 3,262 feet, 
more or less, to the place of beginning, containing in all 140 acres, 
more or less, exclusive of the land comprised in the extension of Q 
and R streets from Pennsylvania avenue to the west line of Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue Heights subdivision and Thirty-second street from Penn 
sylvania avenue northward to Q street; and to pay for the said land 
so taken the sum of $210,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby authorized out of any money in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That one half of the said 
sum of $210,000, or so much thereof as may be expended, shall be re- 
imbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, in four equal annual installments, with in- 
terest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum upon the deferred pay 
ments: And provided further, That one-half of the sum that shall be 
annually appropriated and expended for the maintenance and improve 
ment of said lands as a public park shall be charged against and paid 


} out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, in the same manner as 


now provided by law in respect to other appropriations for the District 


of Columbia, and the other half shall be appropriated out of the 
Treasury of the United States. If said Commissioners shall be unable 
to purchase said tracts of land at a price not exceeding the sum of 


$210,000, then they shall proceed to acquire said land in the manner 
prescribed for providing a site for an addition to the Government 
l’rinting Office in so much of the act approved July 1, 1898, as is set 
forth on pages 648 and 649 of volume 30 of the Statutes at Large, and 
for the purpose of said acquisition the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia shall have and exercise all powers conferred upon the Public 
Printer in said act. 

Chat the public park authorized and established by this act shall 
be under the joint control of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 6, to insert 
as a new section the following: 


Sec. 30. For the purchase by the Commissioners of the District of 


Columbia of that part of the tract of land formerly known as Grace 
land Cemetery, situated at the intersection of Maryland avenue, H 
street, and Fifteenth street NE., consisting of all of parcel 151, sub 2, 
as recorded in the office of the surveyor of the District of Columbia, 


and containing 24 acres, more or less, $150,000 is authorized, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, payable one-half out of the revenues 


of the District of Columbia and one-half out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. After the said land has been 
conveyed to the United States it shall be dedicated to the uses of a 
public park and be improved and cared for under the same regulations 


that govern the care and improvement of other parks in the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, oh page 79, after line 21, to insert 
as a néw section the following: 

Sec. 31. That the Secretary of War or other officer having charge 
of the filtration plant and the Government reservation on which it is 
situated in the District of Columbia be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to purchase, or cause to be taken for public use, by con 
demnation or otherwise, as an addition to said reservation for the 
purpose of extending its boundaries, any land embraced in square 3126, 
in the city of Washington, D. C., not now owned by the United States 
or the. District of Columbia. 

That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of this 
act the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized to expend 
the sum of $8,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of the 
amounts heretofore appropriated by Congress for a slow sand filtration 
plant, and for each and every purpose connected therewith. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 13, to insert 
as a new section the following: 

Sec. 32. For the erection of a fireproof addition to the court-house 
of the District of Columbia, for the use of the court of appeals of said 
District, including such fireproof vaults as may be necessary to protect 
and proper heat 
ing and ventilating apparatus, to be constructed under the supervision 
of and on plans to be furnished by the Superintendent of the Capitol 
Building and Grounds, and approved by the Attorney-General, $200,000 
is authorized. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 
as a new section the following: 

Sec. 33. That the Secretary of State is authorized to purchase a site 
and erect a building thereon, in the city of Varis, France, for the use 
of the embassy and for the residence of the ambassador at that capital, 
and for furnishing the same and, if necessary, otherwise adapting ‘t to 


oo 


~~) 


to insert 


the needs of the service, $400,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Senator from Texas to allow this 


amendment to go over until after we have finished the reading 
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of the bill, 
Senator 
My. 


desires to make objection to it. 


CULBERSON. Very well. I am willing the section 


that I reserve the point of order upon it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amcndment will be 
over, 


passed 


The reading of the bill was resumed. 

of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was, on page 
$1, after line 4, to insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 35. That for the purpose of beginning the construction 

suitable and cemmodious fireproof building for the accommodation of 

partments of State and Justice at Washington, 

Provided, That this authorization shall not be con- 


the United States D 
BD. <.. $100,000: 

the limit of cost of said building at the sum hereby 
buildin 


etrued as fixing 
named, but the 
planned sO a8 
ventilating aratus, and approaches, but 
ceedin $2,500,000. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of State, and Attorney- 
General be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to enter into con- 
tracts for the construction of a suitable building for said purposes, to 
be designated by said Department, within the ultimate limit of cost 


above mentioned: Provided, That of the amount fixed as the ultimate 
limit of cost not to exceed $100,000 may be expended during the fiscal | 


year 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 82, to insert as a 
new section the following: 
That for tl 


ending June 30, 1909. 


SEC. So 


the United States post-office, United States courts, and other govern- 
mental offices at Denver, Colo., $50,000: Provided, That this authori- 
zation shall not be construed as fixing the limit of cost of said building 
at the sum hereby named, but the building hereby provided for shall be 


constructed or planned so as to cost, complete, including fireproof vaults, | 


heating and ventilating apencenan, and approaches, but exclusive of 
site. not exceeding $1,800,000. 

The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to enter into contracts for the construction of a suitable build- 


ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: Provided, That of the amount 
fixed as the ultimate limit of cost not to, exceed $50,000 may be ex- 
pended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 19, to insert 
as a new section the following: 

Src. 


to be expended 
in the erection and completion of a monument or memorial at Point 
Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the battle of the Revolution fought 
at that point between the colonial troops and Indians October 
1774: Provided, That no part of said appropriation shall be expended 
until the site and plans for said monument.or memorial shall be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War and the grounds on which said monu- 
ment or memorial is to be located shall be dedicated to the use of the 


a and provision is made for opening and maintaining an open 
1ighway thereto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 8, to insert 
as a new section the following: 

SEc. 
authorized and directed, in his discretion, to dispose of the site for a 


public building at Lawton, Okla., at such time and in such manner and | 
upon such terms as he may deem for the best interests of the United | 


States, and the proceeds of such sale shall be held to be applied for 
the purchase of a new site as may hereafter be directed by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state that by oversight provision for the 
jeorgetown Heights Park was left out of the bill. I therefore 
ask, on page 79, after line 6, that what I now send to the desk 
be inserted as a committee amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia on behalf of the committee will be 
stated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be numbered section 30, and then 
renumber the following sections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of objection. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
West Virginia will now be stated. 

The SpecRerarRy. 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to be known 
as section 30, the following: 


Suc. 30. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to acquire for a park, by 


urchase or condemnation, the tract of land known as “ Montrose,” | 
ying immediately north of Read or R street and east of Lovers lane, | 
on Georgetown Heights, containing 16 acres, more or less, at an ex- | 


the sum 


yense not exceeding $150,000; and for that patpene of 
al 


150,000 is hereby appropriated, payable one-h: 
of the District of Columbia and one-half out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That one-half of the 
said sum of $150,000, or.so much thereof as may be expended, shal! 
be reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States out of the reve- 
nues of the District of Columbia, in four equal annual installments, 
with interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum upon the 


and then we shall come back to the section, if the | 


hall be passed over for the present with the understanding | 


The next amendment | 


of a| 


g hereby provided for shall be constructed or | 
to cost, complete, including fireproof vaults, heating and | 
exclusive of site, not ex- | 


e purpose of beginning the construction of a | 
suitable and commodious fireproof building for the accommodation of | 


36. That the sum of $10,000 be, and the same is hereby, av- | 
thorized, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, | 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, to aid | 


10, | 


37. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, | 


It will be so ordered in the absence | 


It is proposed to insert as an amendment | 


out of the revennes | 


May 


payments: And provided further, That one-half of the sum that 
| be annually appropriated and expended for the maintenance ; 
provement of said lands as a public park shall be charged st 
and peid out of the revenres of the District of Columbia, in the . 
manner now provided by law in respect to other appropriati 
| the District of Columbia, and the other half shall be appropria 

of the Treasury of the United States. If said Commissioners ; 
unable to purchase said land at a price not exceeding the 
$150,000, then they shall proceed to acquire said land in the 
rescribed for providing a site for an addition to the Go 
*rinting Office in se much of the act approved July 1, i898, » 
forth on pages 648 and 649 of volume 30 of the Statutes at | 
and for the purpose of said acquisition the Commissioners of 1 
| trict of Columbia shall have and exercise all power conferr: 
the Public Printer in said act: Provided, That the public park 
ized and established by this act shall be under the joint contr 
| Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Chief of Enzgir 
of the United States Army. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator 
West Virginia, the chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, who is in charge of this bill, if we adopt the 
|amendment which he now proposes, which I understand to be 
| the Georgetown Park proposition, shall we not have then ac- 
| cepted in this bill provisions for five different parks—the Rock 
Creek Park, $400,000- 

Mr. SCOTT. Rock Creek Park is not in this bill, I will say 
to the Senator. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 

| Virginia the question. 
| Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; it is not in this bill. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Then have we not provided for the Six- 
| teenth-street Park, $550,000; Graceland Cemetery Park, $150,- 
000; Georgetown Park, $150,000, and Pennsylvania Avenue 
| Heights, $210,000? 

It has been suggested by a Senator near me—the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. OvermMan]—that Rock Creek Park is 
not in this bill; that it is in another bill which the Senate has 
passed; and that is my recollection also. So we shall have 
adopted at this session provisions for the purchase of five dif- 
ferent pieces of property for public parks in this District. I 
will ask the Senator if that is the fact? In the confusion in the 
Chamber I could not be certain as to how many of those parks 

| we have in this bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the Senator from Texas is absolutely 
correct in his statement, but in this bill the Georgetown Park 
was inadvertently left out. A bill for that purpose has passed 
the Senate, if I recollect aright, three times. This is a very 
historic piece of ground in Georgetown, with beautiful trees on 
it, and it would connect with Rock Creek Park, as contemplated 
| in the other bill to which the Senator refers, and would make it 
| virtually all one park. I think that if we are going to have 

these parks—of course the Senator knows these things go into 
conference—certainly the Georgetown Park should go in, be 
cause they have no park in Georgetown. We have paid little 
| or no attention to that historic old city over there, and I think 
this is a very deserving request that the people there make. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What I wanted to call attention to, Mr. 
President, was the number of parks we are purchasing, aud dur- 
ing the remarks of the Senator from West Virginia I have tabu- 
lated the total and find it amounts to $1,460,000. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I think that would be money 
very well spent indeed, and I think that the Members of Con- 
gress in both Houses should turn their eyes inward and !o 
at the number of little cities all over the country that have been 
provided for, and not object to going ahead with the beautiica- 
| tion and improvement of this great city of ours. I am sure = 
Senator from Texas is one who will stand with me in this con- 
ference. I feel confident of that. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendmé tC 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scort) 08 
| behalf of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. Zi 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. President, we are ready to go back 
the item in relation to the Paris embassy. c. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will return fo 5% 

tion 33. wy 
| Mr. SCOTT. I hope the Senator from Texas [Mr. ‘ 

gON] will now state his point of order. 
| he VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order was 0 
to the amendment inserting a new section to be known : 
tion 33, which was passed over. The section will now » 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 33. That the Secretary of State is authorized to purchase 
and erect a building thereon in the city of Paris, nepal 
use of the embassy and for the residence of the ambassador 2 
| capital, and for furnishing the same and, if necessary, otherw! 


ing it to the needs of the service, $400,000, or so much thereof as ™4) 
| be necessary 


Mr. CULBERSON. With great confidence, Mr. Preside : - 
make the point of order against this amendment, because ‘| ™ 


oN 
7 


hall 


from 


I was asking the Senator from West 


nN 


to 
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1908. 

neretofore been sustained by the Chair in a general appropria- 
tion on the ground that it was in the nature of general legis- 
r Mi LODGE. Mr. Presidént, I make the point that this is not 
a general appropriation bill, but a bill specifically providing for 


nubliec buildings. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair formerly sustained the 


noint of order on a similar amendment when proposed to a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, and for the reasons stated by the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr, CuLperson]. This amendment, however, 


is proposed to a bill which is not a general appropriation bill, 
and therefore the Chair is constrained to overrule the point of 


” Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out “‘ $400,000” and inserting ‘ $200,000.” 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 


The SecreTaRy. In section 33, page 81, before the word 
“thousand,” it is proposed to amend the committee amendment 
by striking out “four hundred” and inserting “ two hundred,” 
so as to read ‘* $200,000.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this subject was thoroughly 
discussed when the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill 
was before the Senate. This appropriation is based on the op- 





portunity which now exists, and which will soon pass, of pur- 
chasing a suitable embassy in Paris, which will probably cost 
somewhat less than $400,000, but certainly more than $200,000. 
To reduce the appropriation would kill the project. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, for one I do not believe that this 
amendment ought to be adopted. It has been stated that the 
reason for buying a home for our representative in Paris is that 
it is impossible for him to live there on the salary that he is paid. 
I lay down the proposition that a home that costs $400,000 can 
not be maintained on a salary of $17,000 per year, and the idea 
that we are passing this legislation in the interest of the poor 
man to my mind is absurd. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator overlooks the fact that in a place 
like Paris the main expense is the land itself. 
while good enough is still not large, and the running of it would 
not be expensive nor trench upon the fortune of the ambassador. 

Mr. CLAY. That may be true. It may require a good deal of 
Salary to pay rent for suitable homes for our representatives 
abroad, but, Mr. President, I maintain now that a home in New 
York City or a home in Washington or a home in Chicago that 
costs two or three or four hundred thousand dollars can not be 
maintained on fifteen or twenty thousand dollars a year. 
man can not on such a salary afford to hire the servants nec- 
esury to keep it in order and take care of it. The argument that 
this legislation is in the interest of the poor men who want to go 
abroad, to my mind is absolutely absurd. 

_Mr. President, the character and reputation of our representa- 
tives abroad does not depend entirely upon the kind of houses 
they may occupy. Benjamin Franklin made a greater reputa- 
ton abroad than probably any public man that we ever sent 
abroad. It is the high-class statesmanship and the high charac- 
ter of these gentlemen that reflect credit on the Government of 
the United States. 

We have been extremely extravagant, Mr. President, during 
the present session. Appropriations have reached such a point 
that I do not know where we shall land after a while. Let us 

Ree, rake the agricultural appropriation bill. The agricultural 

“Ppropriation bill for the fiscal year 1907-8 carried $9,457,810, 

wh ‘e the bill for this year appropriates $12,152,406. If my cal- 

aa e ns are correct, the total appropriations for this year in the 
oe appropriation bills will amount to $158,000,000 more 
os the total for last year—an unprecedented increase in the 
——e of this Government. Let us go further. Take the naval 
propriation bill. There is an increase in that bill over the 
"of last year of $22,007,652.88. Take the: fortifications ap- 





Georgia 


oe bill. There is an increase of $4,762,590 in that 
bin over the bill of last year. Take the Army appropriation 


Diet ‘There is in that bill an increase of $17,052,790. Take the 
oe of Columbia appropriation bill. There is an increase 
that bill, which was a perfectly natural increase, of $809,000. 


The structure | 


A poor | 


I hold in my hand a statement of our appropriations in 1896— 
97, 1907-8, and 1908-9. I am not going to take time to read 
it, but I send it to the Secretary’s desk and ask that it may be 
inserted in the Recorp as a part of my remarks. It shows the 
gradual increase of our appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Newson in the chair). 
the absence of objection, permission is granted. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


In 





— 






As passed the Senate. | 1896-97. 1907-8. 1908-9, 
iN i eet $3,333 ,652.00 $9, 457,810.00 | $12,152, 406.00 
in tie eitntneniialinrictidliaatianianeninn | 23,279,402.73 | 81,787,610.54 98 ,840, 409.12 
Diplomatic and consular-_-_.....- 1,642,558.76 | 3,071,277.72 3,597 230.91 
District of Columbia__.-.......-.-. 7,28 2} 10,766,562.63 | 11,575,513.85 
a ae | %,458,589.00 | 12,116,187.01 
sy al seagate ag | 12,876,110.76 | 10,532,826.87 
eS | 3.80 $2 , 965,631.00 
Military Academy-.._............ 5. 1,947 383.42 | 826,337 .87 
a 39.95 | 101, 108,007.50 123,115, 659.88 
a 146, 143,000.00 | 163,053,000.00 
River and harbor__...._._.....-___|  98,171,564.22 | 212,234,393.00 | 229,706,367.00 
I toa ee Ses 8 12,690,550.00 | 40,123,908.00 |...-._.. noon 
a eae 36, 406,149.29 | 118,791, 275.72 


115, 416,161.30 | 


ponenS an omnnameenean 389,749, 141.48 ok 8) 7 a= 





Mr. CLAY. As was said by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON] we have inserted in this bill items appropriating 
nearly one million dollars for parks. 

Mr. CULBERSON. One million four hundred and sixty thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. CLAY. We have passed other bills— 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator is correct. This bill 
ries a little over a million dollars for park purposes. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes. Now, Mr. President, in my opinion, we 
ought not to have in this bill any appropriations except for pub- 
lic buildings of the United States. If we desire parks in the 
city of Washington—and we ought to have them to a reasonable 
extent—the bills providing for them ought to have been referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia; that committee 
ought to have considered the measures, and each one should 
pass upon its merits. Observation teaches me that during the 
closing hours of a session of Congress, when we only have a 
few appropriation bills to pass, there come into the Senate and 
are referred to the Appropriations Committee, to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, all kinds of propositions for 
legislation which has failed elsewhere to be inserted in appro- 
priation bills. 

This amendment, if it is a proper measure, ought to have 
been referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. It ought 
to have been considered by and passed upon by that committee. 





car- 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds never has 
considered a measure of this kind before. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
|} me—— 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 


Mr. LODGE. The subject has been fully considered by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and they were unanimous in 
their report. They reported it first as an amendment to the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; then they reported 
it a second time as an amendment to this bill; and they have 
reported it also as an independent bill. The committee have 
given it the most thorough consideration possible. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand this measure was introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations; that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations referred it back to the Committee 
on Appropriations; and that the Committee on Appropriations 
inserted it in an appropriation bill, I think, the sundry civil 
bill. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee again considered it and reported 
it back as an amendment to the sundry civil bill and as an 
amendment to this bill. 

Mr. CLAY. But this bill is not the proper place where it 
ought to be inserted, in my judgment, if it is to be passed at all. 
"I do not believe we ought to pay $400,000 for a residence for 
our representative in Paris. It ought to be bought for 
than that if we are going into that business at all. 

Mr. LODGE. If this bill is not a suitable bill upon which 
to put an appropriation ‘for a public building, I really do not 
know what would be. 

Mr. CLAY. Why did not 


less 


the Senator refer it to the com- 





I maintain that if w 
begin the 


foreign ce 
Governmen 


policy of building homes for our representatives in 
intries, in less than a dozen years it will cost the 
t of the United States more than $20,000,000. 


e adopt this amendment and that if we | 





mittee in the first instance? The Senator introduced this bill 
and had it referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and after the Committee on Foreign Relations acted upon the 


measure it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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The Committee on Appropriations reported it to the Senate in 
an appropriation bill, and it went out on a point of order. 
Now, two days before we adjourn, this same amendment comes 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to be 
inserted in this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the purpose of keeping the Recorp 
right in regard to parks, which the Senator discussed a mo- 
ment ago, and in answer to a suggestion that these bills ought 
to have been referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, I will say to the Senator that bills providing for the 
parks named in this bill—and I am not going to argue the 
merits of them now—were all referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and each one has been either twice or 
three times favorably reported from that committee and has 
passed the Senate. So that, so far as the Committee on the 
District of Columbia is concerned, the Senate itself seems to 
concur in the view that they ought to be purchased. I simply 
mention this to keep the Recorp right on that point. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator can see the danger of inserting 
numerous bills in a public buildings bill My observation—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. CLAY. Just one moment, with the Senator’s permission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY.’ My observation teaches me that when a measure 
comes before the Senate upon its own merits and is considered 
separately from other measures, it receives more careful and 
critical pttention at the hands of the Senate than it otherwise 
would receive. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CLAY. Senators are deeply interested in the passage of 
the pending bill and Senators would be even willing to see a 
matter objectionable inserted in it rather than to have the bill 
fail. A public buildings bill is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But, Mr. President, I will further say 
regarding the parks, that in the last Congress a commission 
was appointed to investigate these matters, composed of the 
members of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and the Committee on the District of Columbia, and that com- 
mission unanimously reported in favor of establishing these 
parks. I will go further and say, Mr. President, that at this 
session the Committee on the District of Columbia, being over- 
whelmed with work, having hundreds and hundreds of bills 
before it, at my suggestion sent these bill to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and they have been considered 
in this Congress by that committee. 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask if they have not already passed 
the Senate? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Each one of them, two or three times; 
certainly twice. 

Mr. CLAY. Take the pending bill reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It earries about thirty- 
two or thirty-three million dollars, and that large amount in 
the eyes of the public is charged to public buildings. 

There is inserted in this bill $2,500,000 for a building for the 
Department of Justice. I have no objection to it, and think it 
ought to be built, but I believe myself it would have been far 
better to haye provided a separate bill in order that the public 
buildings bill might rest on its own merits. 

There is, in this measure, an item of $2,500,000 for a build- 
ing for the Department of Justice, really chargeable to public 
buildings and grounds. Here is an item of $400,000 for Paris, 
charged to public buildings and grounds. Here is $1,400,000 
for parks in the city of Washington, charged to public buildings 
and grounds. These three parks and the new building to be 
bought in Paris and the building for the Department of Justice 
carry a larger amount than every State in the American Union. 
T predict that if you insert this $400,000, this pitiful sum for a 
home for a poor man to represent us abroad, in less than twenty 
years—in less than a dozen years—you will have spent more 
than twenty times that sum, sending the money abroad to be 
invested Instead of keeping it at home. We are over 125 years 
of age. We have been represented abroad by Franklin and by 
Jefferson and by Adams—men who have made history at home 
and abroad on reasonable salaries, and they gave this country 
a name and character abroad of which their descendants are 
prond, and they did not have a $400,000 home in which to do 
it, Mr. President. For my part I am against the amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT, Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to sug 
gest to him that it takes more cloth now to make him a pair of 
pantaloons than it did when he was a boy? This country is 





now 125 years old, and it requires more buildings and bette, 
ones than when it was an infant. e 

I think the Senator did not intend to say that the amoun 
appropriated for public buildings in the city of Washington anq 
the parks amounted to more than all the States got. The Seng. 
tor did not mean that, did he, because the largest amount 

Mr. CLAY. No; I meant more than nearly half the amount 
the Senate adopted. We put about $9,000,000 on this bil! in the 
Senate. That is my recollection, 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. We put on $2,500,000 for a building for the Do. 
partments of Justice and State; we placed on the bill $1,400,900) 
for the parks. That is $3,900,000. We put on $400,000 fo; 
the house in Paris, making four millions and nearly a half; 
amendments adopted by the Senate to the bill. Consequently, 
the amendments we have adopted—I mean for the District , 
Columbia and for the house in the city of Paris—amount 
nearly as much as all the amendments we have adopted for the 
States. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am very sorry that a member of my com. 
mittee should be so very hostile to this bill. 

Mr. CLAY. I am not hostile to the bill. I am to these two 
items, 

Mr. SCOTT. I thought the committee had treated the Sen- 
ator from Georgia very liberally, when the appropriations for 
the State of Georgia are nearly $600,000. I am very sorry 
indeed 

Mr. CLAY. One moment, with the Senator’s permission. | 
put on this bill for Georgia less than a hundred thousand. | 
have not objected to a single item in this bill except the two 
items I have referred to. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let us have a vote. I should like to get the 
bill passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, on another occasion I 
suggested, with reference to this item of $400,000 for an en- 
bassy at Paris, that it was such a departure from the practice 
of the Government that Congress ought to have an opportunity 
to give the matter general consideration. In view of that 
suggestion I made the point of order when the item was pro- 
posed on another bill; and the point of order was sustained. 

Mr. President, notwithstanding that, notwithstanding that 
I understood that there was a general consensus of opinion that 
the matter ought to be considered, this item is placed on what 
I believe to be a general appropriation bill. It is in substance 
and effect at least. But the Vice-President has held that it was 
not a general appropriation bill. The item has been put on 
here as an amendment at the closing hours of the session when 
it will be impossible for the other branch of the lezislative 
government to give it consideration at all. A point of order— 

Mr. WARREN. Does not the Senator from Texas know that 
the matter of the United States owning public buildings abroad 
has been considered in the House, and that bills have been re 
ported favorably for several of them? 

Mr. CULBERSON. My information is that this measure as 
not been considered by the other branch of Congress, and that 
the general subject has not been given any consideration. | 

I made the point of order upon this appropriation on ' 
ground that it ought to receive general consideration, becaus 
it is an entire change of policy on the part of the Governme 
and will foree us to expend anywhere from twenty-live to 0 
hundred million dollars before we conclude it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], when he wis 
on the floor a moment ago, suggested that there is an urcel 
about this matter because we have a kind of option on 4 ! 
in Paris. I presume it is the house now occupied by tle 4 
can ambassador there and about which we have ber 
deal on this floor. But under this amendment, as it 4 
in the pending bill, it is impossible to buy that hou 
glad of it, because I think it is an outrageous price ‘0! 
Government of the United States to pay for a residenc 
of its citizens, and will make it absolutely impossible for ® 
man to represent us there. 

Mr. WARREN. Of course the Senator understan: 
is not only for a residence, but for the offices of the «! 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that. Section 5) 

That the Secretary of State ts authorized to purchase 
erect a building thereon, in the city of Paris, France, for t! 
embassy and for the residence of the ambassador at that : 
for furnishing the same and, if necessary, otherwise adapt" 
needs of the service, $400,000, or so much thereof as may | 

So, under this amendment, if adopted, we must b' 
and erect a building, and the fact that there is 4 
“option” upon a piece of property in Paris now © 
Ambassador White is no reason for the adoption of t! 
ment. 
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and as I believe 
at all $400,000 is too much 
amendment pending is the one I have offered to 
from $400,000 to $200,000. 
valty and aping the ways of royalty in snobbery, the 
“ambassador to Paris and our ambassadors to other | 
ght to set examples of frugality and simplicity. 
President, this matter was brought | 
ther appropriation bill, and was ruled out on a point 
‘ame here as a separate proposition—as a 
bill has not been before the Senate. 
it is on the Calendar. 
-ht forward and discussed as a separate proposition. 
upon the policy of erecting. houses abroad 
inisters, I should not oppose it, 
sidences abroad in accord with the simplicity of our 


point of order has been overruled, 
enter upon this policy 


instead of fol- 


It has not been 


As I understand, It ought to 


provided we have 


e has sent me an editorial from a paper in the State 

usetts, which I desire the Secretary to read. 
expresses my sentiments upon this matter. 
to enter upon this policy we ought to do so on a 
and not have it brought forward here at 
on an appropriation bill in order to force it 
I ask the Secretary to read the editorial from the 


I think if 


OFFICER. 
in the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


» Newburyport (Mass.) Daily News, Tuesday, May 5, 1908.] 
FOR A POOR MAN. 


Senator OverMAN, of North Carolina, asked a pertinent and sig- 

i i Senate a day or two 
leration the appropriation of $400,000 for an official resi- 
American ambassador at Paris. 
, “that a poor man could afford to live in a $400,000 
This seems to us to be a question which is more far-reaching 
its Import than would appear at first blush. 
the residences of many of our ambassadors at foreign capitals are | 
of the character which at all comports with the proper facilitation 
the pub Iie business or the dignity which should attach to the official 
residence of a representative of the United States abroad. 
rican wants the representative of his country in a foreign: land to 
enement house or in a back alley. 
befitting an American gentleman and the dignity of his office. 
his is in imminent danger of exaggeration. 
“make a spread” 


ie PRESIDING The Secretary will read as 


A RICH HOUSE 


ago, when there 


the Senator 


It is undeniably true 


He wants him to live in 


Our ambassadors 
or to “dazzle the natives,” 
and least of all to toady to it or imitate 
! content to furnish 
$4,000,000 for his personal living expenses that is their 
offers no reason or excuse for the housing of our 
alace or for having him under the necessity 
y large retinue of useless servants. 
ip licity should characterize a representative American, 
ty 80 severe as to partake of cheeseparing or boorishness or lack 
but the simplicity sufficiently unpretentious to stamp 
ure American democracy. 
us to be well timed. 
\ th *aris, a $400, 000 palace Is requisite to either 
e business of ‘the embassy or to the maintenance of the dignity of the 
tut all this aside, there is the larger question, recurring 
in our own 
nator OVERMAN’S 
when a poor man shall be able to 
his is a n iatter of supreme and emphatic {importance and one which 
discussed or too 
allegation has been made so frequently that it is as | 
\ Dec alogue that “a poor man can not afford to go to Con- 
and this is hardly susceptible of denial. 
mes go there, but it is invariably at the cost of 
This was true of the late Senator Hoar 
, both distinguished for a royal quality of patriot 
: spirit and unswerving honesty. 
, and their cases are a proof that a poor 
‘ss, but with the highfalutin tendencies of our times it 
i And if this be true here in our commonest 
predicament, as Senator OVERMAN 
1 foreign ambassador from this country 


1 $400.000 house ? 


nt abroad to 
compete with royalty, 


of Germany, for instance, are 


not the sim- 


it self with the ‘Seal of 


communit les, 
and forcibly of whether the 


rold ‘a public 


enforced upon 


It is true that 
and of the | 


The exception is said 


hat would be the 
who had to keep 
U Are high attainment and distinguished ability 
r delicate duties of diplomacy to be sacrificed on the | 
glorious toadyism? 
representatives abroad to be royal. 
> and pomp and vain show, f 
ie fathers sought escape when they founded the Republic; 
ty of high and independent ideals of life and action, 
» true essence of American citizenship ; 
n Adams was clothed when in a plain suit of black he entered 
James as the first American ambassador, 
and bedizened di 
ity which Samuel Adams proc laimed in Penge hall and 
Thomas Jefferson 
gives every 


But not with the 
the symbols of 


the royalty with 


between lines 
lomats from 


American who 
rase the old Roman and say with pride whic h lifts os 
man whe utters it into supernal eeneceere 


n citizen clad in a’ civic rly hteousness and dinity. 
of the citizen of no other nation on 


SIDING OFFICER. 
ment of the Senator from Texas 
’ and insert “ two,” 


The question is on agreeing 
{[Mr. CuLBERSON], 
in line 3, on page 81 


Mr. CULBERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). In the absence of 
my pair, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
STONE]. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. If at liberty 
to vote, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin}. 
In his absence, I withhold my vote, If he were present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 
TILLMAN], who is absent. I transfer it to the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BuLKEtEY] and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. FOSTER (when his name was called). In the absence 
of my pair, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FULTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. 
He is not present. I transfer the pair to my colleague, the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Bourne] and will vote. I 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. GAMBLBE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. New LaAnps]}. 
I transfer it to the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] and 
I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I transfer my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Srone] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr, 
ForAKEB], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 37, as follows: 





YEAS—18. 

| Bailey Frazier McLaurin Richardson 
Bankhead Hale Money Taliaferro 
Borah Johnston Nelson Teller 
Clay Knox Overman 

Culberson McCreary Paynter 

NAYS—37. 

| Aldrich Dick Hopkins Smoot 
Ankeny Dillingham Kean Stephenson 
Bacon Dixon Lodge Stewart 
sriggs du Pont Long Sutherland 
Brown Flint Perkins Warner 
surkett Fulton Piles Warren 
Burnham Gallinger Rayner Wetmore 
Carter Gamble Scott 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Smith, Md. 
Curtis Heyburn Smith, Mich. 

NOT VOTING-—37. 

Allison Daniel Hansbrough Owen 
Beveridge Davis Hemenway Penrose 

| Bourne Depew Kittredge Platt 

| Brandegee Dolliver La Follette Simmons 

| Bulkeley Elkins McCumber Stone 

| Burrows Foraker McEnery Taylor 
Clapp Foster Martin Tillman 

| Clarke, Ark. Frye Milton 

| Crane Gary Newlands 
Cullom Gore Nixon 





So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

- | Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say one word before 
the vote is taken on the amendment. 
| Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to modify the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I voted against the proposition 
| to strike out $400,000 and insert $200,000. It occurred to me, 
when I was considering which way I should vote, that if in my 
town, Macon, a place of thirty-five or forty thousand inhabi- 
tants, the Congress of the United States considered that it re- 
quired $300,000 to put up a suitable building, conformable to 
the dignity and standing of the United States Government, in 
which there should be a post-office and a court room—that 
| building is about completed, and that is the amount it will cost 
in view of that expenditure of $300,000, it seemed to me that 
$200,000 certainly was not enough in the city of Paris, where, 
I presume, the price of property is fully twenty or thirty times 
as high, for the purpose of erecting a building in which there 
should be accommodations not only for a residence for the 
American ambassador, but for all the offices connected with the 
embassy. 

Mr. President, when the matter was before the Senate here- 
tofore I expressed my views in regard to it, and 1 do not intend 
to repeat them at length. This matter has been before the For- 
eign Relations Committee twice, and upon full consideratio 
there was not a dissenting vote in that committee As to the adop- 
tion of the measure providing this amount of money for the em- 
bassy in Paris. 


| 
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As we are talking about a change of policy, there is a change 
of policy which I most decidedly favor. The present policy of 
the Government is one under which nobody, unless he is a mil- 
lionaire, can represent this Government as ambassador at a 
court in Europe. I want to change that policy. Mr. President, 
the best class of public men are those who have not been able 
to give their time to the accumulation of riches. They have 
considered something more important than the accumulation of 
riches, and have given their time with assiduity to the accom- 
plishment of higher aims, 

Under the present policy that class of men is absolutely de- 
barred from representing the Government abroad. The propo- 
sition that they are debarred is proven by the fact that we have 
no other than that class of men in the public service repre- 
senting the Government abroad, and no other class of men can 
accept or fill one of these appointments under our present policy. 
It takes all of the salary of an American ambassador to pay 
his house rent. That is a policy I want to see changed in the 
interest of men of moderate means. 

What I want, Mr. President, is this: I am not particular 
about the amount, although I am not afraid to vote the amount 


gress of the United States to determine what shall be the class 
of buildings which shall be occupied by our representatives 
abroad, and when we have determined upon the class of build- 
ings as the proper class, to make provision for them and compel 
our representatives abroad to live in them. Not only am I op- 
posed to the policy which limits the holding of the office of am- 
bassador to millionaires, but I am opposed to a policy which 
will make it a matter of extreme mortification for a man to go 
as a representative abroad and have to succeed some multimil- 
lionaire who has lived in a palace and who has been given to a 
mode of life that no man, unless he is a multimillionaire, can 
in anywise follow. 

I want it so that if a man who is a multimillionaire goes to 
London or Paris or Berlin he will not be permitted to live in a 
palace, but he shall be required to live in the building which 
the Government furnishes, and that he shall not be able to live 
in a style which will make it a matter of mortification to his 
successor to have to live in a very much more humble style. 

If the Senate of the United States had seen proper to adopt 
$200,000, I should have been content with the judgment of the 
Senate. If $400,000 is, in the judgment of Congress, the proper 
amount, I will also be content. But whatever is the amount, 
let us determine upon it, and let us not only provide a place 
where our ambassadors may live, but a place in which they 
shall be compelled to live, and not let one man live in a different 
style from the style of another who may go there to succeed 
him and who can not live as his predecessor did. 

I have illustrated it by my own town, a small place of thirty- 
five or forty thousand inhabitants—probably, with the suburbs, 
50,000. But we have numerous illustrations in the bill before 
us. Four hundred thousand dollars is proposed as the proper 
amount to be included in this bill for the purpose of an em- 
bassy in Paris, or for the purchase of grounds and the 
erection of an embassy, and yet in this public-buildings bill now 
before us little villages are provided with over $100,000 to erect 
post-office buildings. Then let us compare and consider the dif- 
ference in the price of land and of buildings and of the charac- 
ter of building which is required. Compare that expenditure 
in 100 different instances in this bill with the provision of 
$400,000 for an,enibassy in Paris, which is not only to be the 
home of the ambassador, but to provide all the offices for the 
transaction in Paris of the diplomatic business of the Govern- 
ment of the United States with the Republic of France, and 
including a large proportion of the business arising out of the 
commercial relations of the two countries. ‘ 

Mr. President, I will not stop to illustrate, as I did before, by 
the fact that we live here, we who are now talking about econ- 
omy, in a building that cost $15,000,000, when, if we were simply 
considering matters of utility, we could be accommodated in a 
building that cost $100,000. That is not the way we do busi- 
ness. It is not the consideration by which we were influenced 
when we erected the building for the House of Representatives 
on the south side of this square. It is not the way the Sen- 
ators did when they provided a building costing $4,000,000 
across the way for the offices of Senators. Why did we not 
provide for a building of $100,000 if we wished to be so 
plain and unostentatious? We could have very easily built 
one for $100,000 which would have been comfortable and 
which would have answered every practical purpose for Sen- 
ators’ offices;, but it is not considered as consistent with the 
dignity and importance of the Government of the United States 
that any such parsimony should control us in making these ex- 
penditures, Therefore instead of $100,000, which would have 
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| On the contrary, I repeatedly dissented from it. 
that I think is the proper amount, but it does become the Con- | 
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been sufficient for office buildings for Senate and House, wo 
appropriated three or four millions for each of them. The peo- 
ple of the United States are justly proud of this Capitol building 
and of the other public buildings in Washington and throughout 
the country. The people in every community are proud of the 
public buildings which the Government is erecting in the cities 
and towns throughout the country, and there is abundant eyi. 
dence of their approval of such expenditures as are found 
in this very public-buildings bill now before us. The people 
who wish these creditable buildings at home would be ashamed 
for us to have a mean and disreputable embassy building 
abroad. My main desire is, however, that we may own our 
embassies, in order that millionaires may no longer enjoy a 
monopoly, as they now do, of representing the United States as 
ambassadors to foreign courts. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Presidént, I did not care to say anything 
about this matter, but I feel compelled to do so. I am a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Foreign Relations and I have had that 
honor for some time. 

I did not vote for this proposed amendment in committee. 
I repeatedly 
said that I had been advocating for twenty years or more this 
policy of providing residences for our ambassadors and wminis- 
ters abroad, but I did object to the sum. 

Now, I do not know what houses are worth in Paris or any- 
where else, but I do know that you can rent in every capital of 
Europe for half what you can rent in the capital of Washington, 
and I presume that the price of property has some sort of rela- 
tion to its rent, to its income-earning power. 

I entirely concur in what was so well said by my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon], in the policy of allowing these places to 
be open to men who have brains and capacity and character to 
represent this country abroad. I would be very glad of an 
opportunity to rescue it from that class who seem now to have 
the monopoly—the millionaires; but we, by building these pal- 
aces abroad and decorating European capitals with fine houses, 
are preparing for the certain lease for all future time of mil- 
lionaires upon these ambassadorships, because I would like to 
see a poor man or a man of moderate means go to Paris and 
maintain a $400,000 house on his salary or on double or treble or 
quadruple his salary. These kind of houses are simply secur- 
ing in perpetuity the sole monopoly of ambassadorships for 
millionaires, for no poor man could keep up such an establish- 
ment as we are providing for. 

I have believed that $200,000 was quite sufficient in any capl- 
tal of the world for the residence of our ambassadors or our 
ministers. In Seoul, I believe, we paid $2,500 for a house, and 
in Tokyo, with over a million population, we paid $15,000. I 
felt perfectly certain that with an expenditure of $200,000 suf- 
ficient and ample accommodation could be had for our ministers 
abroad to appear in the most respectable manner. ; 

When Benjamin Franklin was at the politest court in the 
world, the most courteous and the most ostentatious in luxury 
and fashion, he did not wear a cocked hat and gold lace and 
orders all over his coat, nor a gold-hilted diamond-mounted 
sword. He went about in the plain black clothes of an Ameri- 
ean citizen, with a plain walking stick; and the Franklin hat 
and the Franklin stick became the fashion of Paris. If we 
send men of sufficient character abroad it need not be said 
that their character can be enhanced by the house in which 
they live. I recollect that when Mr. Jefferson succeeded Ben- 
jamin Franklin and was presented to the King he said, | 
have come to take the place of Doctor Franklin.” “No, Si’ 
Mr. Jefferson, “no man can take his place, but I succeed | m. 

The illustration which my friend from Georgia drew of the 
public building in his town I do not think is a very hap J oats 
There is a public building within 6 miles of my house, which 
I secured here by the kindness of the Senate, and whi b eon 
$125,000. It is in a little town of 10,000 inhabitants. : : 
that building accommodates the Federal court, which has oe 
exclusive admiralty jurisdiction of the district. It meer oe 
commodates the internal-revenue offices and the customs pas 
lections for that district, and it accommodates the [Ps “ame 
for that town. There is a multitude of clerks occupy!)s ‘™ 
building. It is not there because it is a luxury, but be 
is a necessity. I think you will find that all the pub! 
ings are very much of that character. , 

Now, when it comes to decorating this town with s 
buildings, this ought to be the finest capital in the wor'' 
first time I visited Washington, that is, since the war 
here when it did not amount to anything, when « ©" . 
thought that this square here ought to have all around 
public buildings, and I would be very sorry, for the | 
the great Republic and its magnificent capital, to see & 
that was less ornate, less substantial, less imposing, thai 


+ 
se it 











ted to-day. I do not suppose there is a man who 
. ed who has seen anywhere in the world such build- 
ings e have on this hill and elsewhere in this capital. They 
vith the dignity of the greatest Republic that ever | 
vis d the greatest, perhaps, that ever will exist. 

ade these remarks because I did not want to be in 
the ie of a man condemning the policy, and I did not want 
to be ie attitude of a man who voted one way in committee 
i | another way in the Senate. I would have been will- 
it it pass sub silentio so far as I am concerned, but as | 
the Senator from Texas moved the amendment, and it suited my 
views exactly as to the proper line to adopt, I thought I ought | 
to ex ; myself as I have done. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask leave to modify the phrase- | 
ology of the section by striking out lines 23 and 24, on page 80, 
n the following words: 

That Secretary of State is authorized to purchase a site and erect 
9 thereon in the city of 

\nd inserting in lieu the following: 

That the Secretary of State is authorized to purchase a site with a 
suit velling thereon or a site on which a suitable building shall | 
be ted in the city of. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will accept the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 
endment as amended. 

Mr. LODGE. If the chairman will permit me, I think there | 
is a verb lacking at the end of the paragraph to govern the | 
un “dollars.” On page 81, line 3, before the words “four 
hundred,” I move to insert the word “and,” and in line 4, after 
the word “ necessary,” I move to insert “is hereby appropriated | 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Manifestly the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts is intended to reform the section so | 
that the particular house in Paris shall be purchased. I will 
ask him frankly if that is not so. 

Mr. LODGE. Not in the least. It was the purpose of the | 
amendment not to deprive the Government of the right to buy | 
i lot of land without a building on it. As the amendment was | 
reported from the committee I think they would have been | 

bliged to buy a vacant site and erect a building, which would | 
be very much more expensive. This gives them the opportunity 
to do either. 

Mr. CULBERSON, That is what I suggested; but when the | 
Senator was first on the floor to-day on this matter he stated | 

t it was urgent to pass the measure now, because of a cer- | 

n situation in Paris, and I took it that it was with reference | 
to an option on the building now occupied. 

Mr. LODGE. That is quite true. Owing to the settlement 
of an estate there is an opportunity to buy at a very favorable | 
price a suitable building and 27,000 square feet of land. Sena- | 
tors will remember that Paris is a city of some 3,000,000 in- | 
habitants, and Washington is a city of 350,000. If they will 
figure out what it would cost to buy 27,000 square feet of land 
on Dupont circle or Lafayette square, I think they will see 
that this is not an excessive price in a great capital carrying 
a house furnished and complete. 

Mr, CULBERSON, Will the Senator yield for another ques- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


ll 


Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I do not know whether the Senator is in 
ossession of the information, but if he is and is authorized | 
state it, l ask him what the option is on this property? 
Mr. LODGE. I do not know that any price has been set. I 
und rstand this property belongs to an estate in process of set- 
nd there is an opportunity to buy it before the present 


¥ 


8€ expires, 
ir, CULBERSON. So far as the Senator is advised there is 
artic ir amount set. 


Mr. LODGE. I have not known of any price fixed. 


Mr. BACON. I understand the amendment does not limit 
the purchase to any particular tract. 

LODGE. Not the least. It does not limit it in any re- 
te rhey can buy a site and build, or buy this site and 
~ me? OF any other house or site. 

“he VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
oS t proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
—e t of the committee. 

Je amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


ay amendment as amended was agreed to. 


” thous: 


ane J move to strike out “ten” and insert “ fifteen,” 
ar 0 Trend: 


United States 
nited States post-office at Boulder, Colo., $15,000, 





“GGENHEIM. On page 2, line 16, before the word | 
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Mr. SCOTT. I hope it will not be the pleasure of the Senate 
to adopt that amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. On page 37, after line 17, I move to 
insert : 

United States post-office at Durango, Colo., $10,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. OWEN. I move, on page 44, after line 16, to insert: 

United States post-office and court-house at Durant, Okla., $15,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. CLAY. May I ask if that amendment has been accepted 
by the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. SCOTT. It has not. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


| amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. GORE. I have a communication which I ask to have 
printed in the Recorp for the use of the committee of conference. 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 16, 1908. 


| Hon. T. P. Gore, United States Senate. 


Dear Sir: The Supervising Architect, in his report to the Senate 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, dated January 20, 1908, 
estimated that the requirements of Oklahoma City called for a building 
costing about $425,000. 

The branches of the Federal service to be provided for there are the 
post-office, United States courts, railway mail service, food inspection, 
animal inspection, special pension examiner; with, probably, eventually, 
customs service and internal-revyenue service. 

In 1900 Oklahoma City had a population of 10,037 3y the United 
States census of 1907 it was shown that it had a population of 32,452 
within the incorporated limits, which are not coextensive with the 


| city, and an additional population of 6,233 in the immediate suburbs, 


a grand total of 38,685. Recently over one-half of this outlying popu- 
lation has been taken into the incorporated limits. The population of 
the county was 55,849. 

The post-office receipts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, were 
$26,771; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, they were $166,851; 
and for the twelve months ending March 381, 1908, they were 
$185,623.04. 

This tremendous percentage of gain can not be matched during this 
decade by any other city of the same class in the United States, bar 
none, from Puget Sound to the Gulf of Mexico. 

We base our claim for an appropriation of $425,000 on the merits 
of the case, and what Congress has deemed necessary for other cities 
of our class. 

I find that by the act of March 3, 1901, the limits of cost on a post- 
office and court-house at Salt Lake City (not including site) was raised 
from $300,000 to $500,000; but the post-office receipts of Salt Lake 
City for the fiscal year of 1901 were only $146,222; nearly $40,000 less 
than those of Oklahoma City at the present time. 

I find that by act of March 3, 1903, the limit of cost of a post-office 
at St. Joseph, Mo., was raised from $390,140.66 to $590,000 (includ- 
ing $18,000 for additional ground), yet the postal receipts for the pre- 
ceding fiscal year (1902) were only $182,604, slightly less than the 
Oklahoma City receipts for the past twelve months, viz, $185,623.04. 
The St. Joseph building is denominated in the Supervising Architect's 
report as a post-office only. Our building must accommodate the United 
States courts as well. It may be urged that St. Joseph had a popula- 
tion at that time in excess of 100,000. It is not the number of popu- 
lation that counts so much as the business that is to be transacted, and 
if 40,000 people in Oklahoma City can do as much business and pro- 
duce as much revenue to the Government as 102,000 in St. Joseph, cer- 
tainly we are entitled to equal facilities. 

I find that by act of June 30, 1906, at Tacoma, Wash., and Spokane, 
Wash.. the limit of cost of building and site was in each city raised 
from $500,000 to $600,000, approximately $100,000 having been paid 


| for a site in each case. At the time the original authorization was 


made the receipts of Spokane were (1902) only $113,311, and Tacoma 
was under $100,000. But on June 30, 1906, when the increase was 
made, the receipts of Tacoma for that year were only $141,295, $42,000 
less than the current receipts of Oklahoma City. Spokane’s receipts 
for 1906 were $221,477, a gain of $35,000 over the preceding year, but 
Oklahoma City has made a net gain of $44,000 in the last fiscal year 
(1906 to 1907). 

Notwithstanding the financial troubles, Oklahoma City has scored 
heavy gains during every one of the last six months The gains for 
year were 18 per cent and 20 per cent, and the total receipts for the 
twelve months ending March 31, 1908, were, as above stated. S185..- 
623.04. This exceeds the receipts for fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, 
of such cities as: 
ts cc calle eitenieaeinnieteas $126, 150 
Charleston, S. C., with > 


| January and February of this year over January and February of la { 


TE ii iD cas ices ils ciicinnainsichentvementighloneretitetiltnes aieciedioel «2 507 
I cc ein cecenlinrntaath ineemetndinen eek LTT 
RS LE See eee ee eee 161, 520 
a ethnic ubiisibeislapeineidiemsinesn dens cians * Tae 
GE Ia! QUOD ieicnittinmesencctivenenceanes sesclalihinieiphebiciniteaa =a aAt3, 424 
eR ES iiisitiaaees ——- 174, 955 


There is every prospect that we will continue to gain at the rate of 


$40,000 to $50,000 a year for an indefinite period. 


” “ 7 * = . . 
Respectfully, yours, 
Georce M. Furic. 
Mr. GALLINGER. There are just two verbal changes that 
| I desire to have made. On page 81, line 16, I move to insert 
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the word “That” before the words “The Secretary,” so as 


to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury. 

And so forth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 82, line 12, I move the same 
amendment, inserting the word “That” at the beginning of 
the line, so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby— 

And so forth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

ROADS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CARTER. From the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia I report back favorably with amendments the bill (S. 
671) to construct a road along the south bank of the Anacostia 
River, and I submit a report (No. 679) thereon. I call the at- 


tention of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENRosE] to the 


bill. 
Mr. PENROSE. 
for the present consideration of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formation of the Senate. 
The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, 


the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- | 


sideration. 


The first amendment of the Committee on the District of | 


Columbia was, in section 1, page 1, line 11, before the word 
“said,” to insert “ grounds adjacent to;” and in line 14, be- 
fore the word “side,” to strike out “southeast” and insert 
“ southwest,” so as to make the section read: 


That within ninety days after the passage of this act the Commis- 
tioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed to institute proceedings to condemn the land that may be 
necessary for a road along the Anacostia River, beginning in Giesboro 
Manor near the center of Omaha street extended and on the right of 
way of the outfall sewer; thence northeast along or near the line of 
said outfall sewer to the grounds of the Government Hospital for the 
Insane, connecting through the grounds adjacent to said hospital as 
hereinafter provided; thence from the north side of said grounds 
through the Barry farm northeastwardly and adjacent to the south- 
west side of the Alexandria branch of the Baltimore 
road to Howard avenue; said right of way to have a width 
feet south of the hospital grounds and to have a width of 60 feet 
through the Barry farm; the said proceedings to be had under and in 
accordance with the provisions of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the 
Code of Law for the District of Columbia: Provided, however, That 
one-half of the amount found to be due and awarded as damages 
for and in respect of the land condemned for the said road, together 


with the costs and expenses of the proceedings. shall be assessed by | 
the jury as benefits, under the provisions of section 491 g of said sub- 


chapter 1 of chapter 15 of said Code of Law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 12, after 
the word “ of,” to strike out “the Interior ” and insert “ War :” 
in line 14, before the word “foot,” to strike out “ fifty” and 
insert “ninety;” in the same line, before the word “ hundred,” 
to strike out “five” and insert “one;” in line 15, before the 
word “of,” where it occurs the first time, to strike out “ east- 
ward” and insert “westward;” in line 16, after the word 
“ grounds,” to insert “ adjacent; ” and in line 17, before the word 
“the,” where it occurs the first time, to strike out “ of” and in- 
sert “to,” so a8 to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized : nd directed 
to open for use as a public thoroughfare a 90-foot strip of land 
from 35 to 100 feet westward of the right of way of the 
Alexandria branch of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
through the grounds adjacent to the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane, said strip to be hereafter under the control of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RAILROAD SIDING TO UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. CARTER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20120) to authorize the construction of a railroad siding to the 
United States navy-yard, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Pare 2, line 23, strike out the period after the word “same” 
and insert a colon and add: “Provided, That the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia shall, as far as consistent with 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 4, “Provided, That upon the completion of the branch 


| case any other railroad company may desire to connect wit! 
| track herein authorized and required to be constructed. i; 


This is a matter of some urgency, and I ask | 


The bill will be read for the in- 


May 20, 


the public interests, cause said railroad track to be loca 
public grounds and streets.” 


Page 4, line 3, strike out the proviso beginning in line 2. 


—— 


eu on 


page 
5 ; : track 
herein,” etc, and ending with the word “appropriated” jy 
line 14. 

Page 6, line 6, strike out the period after the word “() 


om- 
missioners” and insert a colon and add: “Provided, That jy 


the 
shall 


have the right so to do; such connecting road shall have the 


right to use the track herein authorized on terms and conditions 
satisfactory to the said Philadelphia, Baltimore and Was \ing- 
ton Railroad Company, its successors or assigns, or in c:se of 
failure to agree on terms and conditions of joint use, then on 
such terms and conditions as the supreme court of the Dis. 
trict of Columbia may determine to be equitable and just.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
THomas H, Carter, 
E. S. Burkert, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. HAMPTON Moore, 
JOHN H, Foster, 
T. W. Sirus, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lutions, and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

‘. 3153. An act to make Monterey and Port Harford, in the 
State of California, subports of entry, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 7653. An act to amend section 4919 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, to provide additional protection for 


oe. Oo 


_ owners of patents of the United States, and for other purposes: 


H. R. 15841. An act to amend section 4896 of the 
Statutes; 


H. R.17703. An act to amend section 4885 of the 


Revised 


Revised 


| Statutes; 
and Ohio Rail- | 

90 | “ee . 
of PS | Idaho under the provisions of the Carey Act; and 


S.R.51. Joint resolution providing for additional lands for 


H. J. Res. 124. Joint resolution authorizing the transfer of 
the statue of President Washington, now located in the Capitol 
grounds, to the Smithsonian Institution. 

COASTWISE PASSENGER TRAVEL. 

Mr. PILES. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably the bill (S. 7172) concerning the transportation 
of passengers coastwise, and I submit a report (No. 
thereon. As it is very urgent, I ask for the immediate c 
eration of the bill. aa 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sideration. It provides that no foreign vessel shal! transport 
passengers between ports or places in the United States, either 
directly or by way of a foreign port, or for any part of the voy 
age, under a penalty of $200 for each passenger so trans rted 


OSO) 


nsid- 


and landed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme , Or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third Ume 
and passed. 


INJURIES SUSTAINED BY GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask unanimous consent! 
present consideration of House bill 21844. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyom 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of © 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 21844) granting to cert 
ployees of the United States the right to receive — 
compensation for injuries sustained in the course of U 
ployment. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. Let the bill be first read, Mr. Preside: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for t 
mation of the Senate. ms 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I think that is the b 
which the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Beverrpcr], stat 
he had to leave this afternoon, asked, if it came up, wh 
over. I did not catch the request of the Senator from \ 
{[Mr. Crank] in regard to the bill. ~~ 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I would say to the Sena 
Minnesota that the necessity for the present consider 


| this bill, if it is to be considered at all, appears 1! 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 


rom Texas. 
Mr. CULBERSON., 


ile, 


Mr. CULBERSON., 


ty to read the bill. 


} ] 
L tie 


Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. There is no disposition at all to 
rowd the matter except, I will say, that I hope the Senator 
| see the necessity of early action upon the bill if action is 


to be had at all. 


ie 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


t 


Monday last. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 


I desired to know from what committee 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 


I wish the bill to go over simply to en- 
is an individual Senater to read it, I not having been 
o attend the meeting of the Committee on the Judiciary 
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On the 18th of the present month. 
I did not catch the inquiry of the | 


ng over if it can be now read. 
may be completed at this time. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Without objection, the Secretary | 


From the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. President, I should like to have an 
While I am a member of 
on the Judiciary, I was not able to attend the meet- 
on Monday last in consequence of a meeting of the Com- 
ittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, of which I am also 
i member. I ask the Senator from Wyoming if he will not 
permit the bill to go over until to-morrow, so that I, with other 
nators on this side of the Chamber who desire to do so, may 


I ask that the reading of 


‘omplete the reading of the bill. 


rhe reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 


S ows 


Be it enacted, etc.. That when, after the passage of this act, any 


on emp d by the United States as an artisan or laborer in any | 
its nufacturing establishments, arsenals, or navy-yards, or in the 
nstruction of river and harbor work or the management and control 


e same, or in hazardous employment under the Isthmian Canal 
s injured in the course of such employment, he shall be 


eive for one year thereafter, unless sooner able to res 


same pay as if he continued to be employed, such payment 
inder such regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and 


y prescribe: Provided, That no compensation shall be 


ict where the injury is due to the negligence or misconduct 
All 


ee injured. 


quest 


ions of negligence or misconduct 


rmined by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 


st rhat 


if any artisan or laborer so employed shall die during 
r by reason of such injury received in the course of such 
ment, leaving a widow, or a child or children under 16 years | 
( dependent parent, such widow and child or children and 
ent shall be entitled to receive, in equal portions, under 


ons as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may 


ime amount, for the remainder of the said year, that the 
would be entitled to receive as pay if he 
nd continued to be employed: Provided, That if the widow 


shand, or father, or son 


die at any tite during the said year her portion of said ame 


eo ided 


It is 


the 


I have no objection to the bill | 


the 


ume 


paid 


pre- 


yunt 








of this act shall, within a reasonable period after the expiration of such 
time, file with his official superior, to be forwarded through regular 
official channels to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, an affidavit 
setting forth the grounds of his claim for compensation, to be accom- 
panied by a certificate of his attending physician as to the cause and 
nature of the injury and probable duration of the inca yacity, or the 
nonproduction of the certificate satisfactorily accounted for. If the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall find from the report and affi- 
davit or other evidence produced by the claimant or his legal representa- 
tives, or from such additional investigation as the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor may direct, that a claim for compensation is estab 
lished under this act, the compensation to be paid shall be determined 
as provided under this act and approved for payment by the Secretary 


Sec. 5. That the employee shall, whenever and as often as required 
by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submit himself to medical 
examination, to be provided and paid for under the direction of the 
Secretary, and if he refuses to submit to or obstructs such examination 
his right to compensation shall be lost for the period covered by the 
continuance of such refusal or obstruction. 

Sec. 6. That to seek to obtain by fraudulent means or to accept 
benefits under this act to which the person is not entitled shall be 
deemed a misdemeanor on his part and punishable by a fine of not more 
than $1,000 or by imprisonment for not more than two years, or both. 

Sec. 7. That payments under this act are only to be made to the 
beneficiaries or their legal representatives other than assignees, and 
shall not be subject to the claims of creditors. 

Sec. 8. That the United States shall not exempt itself from liability 
under this act by any contract, agreement, rule, or regulation, and any 
such contract, agreement, rule, or regulation shall be pro tanto void 

Sec. 9. That this act shall only take effect as to the right to receive 
compensation for any damages from accidents as to those occurring on 
and after July 1, 1908. 

Sec. 10. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith or pro 
viding a different scale of compensation or otherwise regulatéag its 
payment are hereby repealed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, at the re- 

quest of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. 
PATENTS TO INDIAN LANDS, ETC. 

Mr. CLAPP. I desire to report favorably, with amend- 
ments, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom it was 
referred, the bill (H. R. 21785) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian 
lands under any law now existing or hereafter enacted, and 
for other purposes, and I submit a report (No. 681) thereon. 

The bill as reported embraces several bills that have passed 
the Senate relating to Indian matters, the amendments being 
| mainly Senate bills, though there are some amendments which 


ty [6 
it has already passed the other House and is a bill 
y everybody wants to have passed if it is in accept- 
Therefore I would ask that the bill be now read | 
} ation. } 
7 1\CE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- | 
of the Senate. 
i secretary proceeded to read the bill and was inter- | 
\ CLBERSON. Before the bill is read any further, I 
ask from what committee it comes? of Commerce and Labor. 
I CE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been reported by the | 
tee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. CULBERSON. On what day? 


| are not. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill, 
which will be read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. CLAPP. The bill is prepared with amendments, and as 
| the Secretary reads through it he can see where they come in. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 
| ments will be considered as they are reached in the reading 
of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs was, on page 1, line 6, after the word “ lands,” to strike 
out “of the Five Civilized Tribes” and, after the name “ Okla- 
| homa,” to insert “and the States of Minnesota and South 





| Dakota.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 1, line 13, after the words 
“case of,” to insert “ Indians.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 





provisions of this section, if there be any; and if any child 


ill be attained, 


t the age of 16 years during the said year, the portion of 
hall cease to be paid to such child from the date on which 
but shall be added to the amount t 

e remaining beneficiaries, if there be any. 

». That whenever an accident occurs to any employee embraced 
n e terms of the first section of this act, and which results in 
fe probable incapacity for work, it shall be the duty of the | 


» be 


* of such employee to at once report such accident to 


therefrom ; 
urse of the injured person's employment; third, whether 
as due to negligence or misconduct on the part of the 


; fourth, 


any 


through 


second, 


regular official channels to 
Such report shall state, first, 


whether the accident arose 


8 as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may 


Ss { + 


ad of each Department or independent office shal 
to charge a special official with the duty of making | 


the | 


the | 


other matters required by such rules 


pre- 
have 


' in the case of any accident which shall result in death, 
ititled to compensation under this act or their legal repre- | 
. Within ninety days after such death, file with the Sec- 


meree and Labor an affidavit setting forth their relation- 


mm Do eased and the ground of their claim for compensation | 
weit . I the | 
cae ‘ae attending physician setting forth the fact and cause of | 
: onproduction of the certificate satisfactorily accounted 
the iniuren netse of invapacity for work lasting more than thirty days, 

~sutea party or his legal representatives desiring to take the benefit 


viSions of 


ior. In the e 


XLII——413 


this 


act. 


This shall be accompanied by 


“i to the amount to‘be paid to the remaining beneficiaries | 


bureau or independent office, and his report shall be | 

_ communicated 
Commerce and Labor. 
ture of the accident and the probable duration of the | 
out | 


The next amendment was, on page 2, line 3, after the word 
“Interior,” to strike out down to and including the word “ re- 
pealed ” at the end of line 25, as follows: 

That when any Indian who has heretofore received or who may here 
after receive an allotment of land dies before the expiration of the trust 
period the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain the legal heirs of 
| such Indian, and if satisfied of their ability to manage their own affairs 








shall cause to be issued in their names a patent simple fo id 
lands, but if he finds them incapable of managing * own affairs e 
land may be sold as hereinbefore provided. And the action of the S« 
retary of the Interior in determining the legai heirs of any d ed 
Indian, as provided herein. shall be conclusive and final for the purpose 
of passing title to the lands conveyed: Provided, That the proceeds de 
rived from all sales hereunder shall be used during the trust period 
for the benefit of the allottee or heir so disposing of h interest under 
| the supervision of the Commissioner of Indian Affaii ind pre led 
| further, That upon approval of any sale hereunder by the Secretary 
of the Interior he shal! cause a patent in fee to issue in the name of 
| the purchaser for the lands so sold; and the issuance of such patent 
| shall operate as a cancellation of any trust patent or patent containing 
restrictions on alienation issued in the name of the original allottes 
All acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 9, after the 
name “ Green,” to insert “and the keirs of Mitchell Malichi- 
kauiew.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 5, line 25, after 
| the word “suit,” to strike out “in the courts of the United 
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States;” and on page 6, line 3, after the name “ Abeel,” to in- Eirpeattonetn, coat o4 Re samatonesian. of = apetem in ae mor 
‘ ; a , y 4) ‘ : . » At ra iiteen annua nstallments, as fixed by the Secretary of the | 
sert in the circuit court of the U nited States for the district | the same to be paid at the local land office, and the register 
in which such lands are situated. | ceiver shall be allowed the usual commissions on all moneys ,; 

The amendment was agreed to. , “The entryman of lands to be irrigated by = see sha! 

r » ne nate aie fl i oe ane @ atte nen trike | dition to compliance with the homestead laws reclaim at least 

Lhe ne xt ame an it was, On page 6, after line 8, to strike of the total irricable area of his entry for agricultural purp 
out section 4, as follows before receiving patent for the lands covered by his entry shal! 

Sec. 4. That a lea aring date September 19, 1907, between the | Charges apportioned against such tract. No right to the use « 
Seneca Nation of ! n the Cattaraugus and Alleghany reserva shall be disposed of for a tract exceeding 160 acres to any on 
tions, in the Sta New York, and Charles M. L. Ashby, of Erie | and the Secretary of the Interior may limit the areas to be 
County, N. Y., | reby ratified and confirmed. ; at not less than 40 nor more than 160 acres each. 

"? “A failure to make any two payments when due shall ir 

The amendm« was agreed to. | ster and prams Sat application subject = coneaaen. 

The > ‘ mame vos. i oti ave 9. line 18. « » orfeiture of all rights under this act, as well as of any mor 

he ne xt amendment was, in section 8, page 9, line us, after | thereon. The funds arising hereunder shall be paid into th 
the word representatives,” to strike out all down to and in- ury of the United States and be added to the proceeds der 
cluding the word “ payments,” in line 25, as follows: | the sale of the lands. No right to the use of water for lands in 

tod "7 . : _ , = »ity | OWnership shall be sold to any landowner unless he be an act 

Provided, however, That the Cherokee Nation shall i a a fide resident on such land or easabant thereof residing in t 
to st before the Secretary of the Interior the right o ony ee nee | Dorhood of such land, and no such right shall permanently att 
wh« enrollment was made under the decree of the Supreme Court | all payments therefor are le 
of the United States in the case of Daniel Red Bird to receive such | whit applic: a for . . aed . he systems ec 

nents, and if said Secretary becomes convinced that such person . applicants for water rights under the systems const 
Sone tanneten ly enrolled he is hereby authorized to deny him the right | PUrsuance of this act shall be required to pay such annual char 
. Bs ae 2 — ote A lereby authorize oO n} 5 operation and maintenance as shall be fixed by the Secretar 
POS a a a | Interior, and the failure to pay such charges when due sha! 
The amendment was agreed to. the water-right application and the entry subject to cancellat 
The next amendment was, at the end of the bill, to insert as a ar -aiaieb aie rights under this act, as well as of an 
. . . aiready yn. 
new sections the following : | “The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to fix the 

Sec. 12. That the Secretary of the Interior Is hereby authorized to | for the beginning of such payments and to provide such rules a: 
set aside for town-site purposes at Dewey, Okla., the south half of | lations in regard thereto as hea may deem proper. Upon the « 
the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter, and the northeast quar- | tion of any entry or water-right application, as herein provided 
ter of the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of section 28, | lands or water rights may be disposed of under the terms of 
township 27 north, range 13 east, formerly allotted to Julia Lewis, | and at such price and on such conditions as the Secretary « 
who faiied to establish her citizenship in the Cherokee Nation. terfor may determine, but not less than the cost originally fixed 

‘That the Seeretary of the Interior is directed to subdivide these | “The land irrigable under the systems herein provided, 
lands in accordance with the present streets and alleys laid out on been allotted to Indians in severalty, shall be deemed to have 
uch lands and to dispose of such lands to the credit of the Cherokee | to so much water as may be required to irrigate such lands 
Nation, the owners of permanent and substantial improvements on such | cost to the Indians for construction of such irrigation systen 
lots to have the preference right of purchasing their lots for cash at a | purchaser of any Indian allotment, purchased prior to the expira 
price not to exceed $200 per acre: Provided, That all unimproved lots | of the trust period thereon, shall be exempt from any and all charg 
shall be sold at public auction to the highest bidder for cash: And | for construction of the irrigation system incurred up to the time 
provided further, That the expense of surveying, platting, laying out, | such purchase. Atl] lands allotted to Indians shall bear | 
and selling such lands shall be charged to the Cherokee Nation and | rata obese of the cost of the operation and maintenance of | 
deducted from the proceeds of such sale. under which they lie. 

Sec, 13. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to “When the payments required by this act have been made { 
make, and shall cause to be made, within sixty days from the passage | major part of the unallotted lands irrigable under any syst 
of this act, a reappraisement of the town of Hartshorne, Okla., 28 | subject to charges for construction thereof, the management a1 
of the date of the original appraisement made by the town-site commis- | ation of such irrigation works shall pass to the owners of t 
sion; that payment already made on lots therein shall be credited on | irrigated thereby, to be maintained at their expense under 
the basis of the reappraisement; that there shall be reimbursed to lot | of organization and under such rules and regulations as may 
owners from the town-site funds of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations | ceptable to the Secretary of the Interior. 
ny amounts paid by them in excess ef the new appraisement, and that | “The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to perform 
the first Installment on the purchase price or of the balance remain-| and all acts and to make such rules and regulations as may be ne 
ing unpaid shall be due thirty days after the service of notice of reap-| sary and proper for the purpose of carrying the provisions 
pruisement, but In all other respects the existing laws relating to the | act into full force and effect.” 
sale of town lots and issue of patents therefor In the Choctaw and That section 14 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended t 
Chickasaw nations shall remain in ful: force and effeet. read as follows: 

Suc. 14. That jurisdiction be, and the same is hereby, conferred upon “ Sec. 14, That the proceeds received from the sale of said lands in 
the Court of Claims to ascertain and determine the amount received by | conformity with this act shall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
the United States from the sale of lands belonging to the Osage In States, and after deducting the expenses of the Commission, of clas 
dians under a treaty between the United States and the Great and | fication and sale of lands, and such other incidental expenses 
Little Osage tribe of Indians, proclaimed January 21, 1867, and credited | have been necessarily incurred, and expenses of the survey of tl 
to the “civilization fund,” that has been expended for any other In- | shall be expended or paid, as follows: So much thereof as the S« 
dians, or for any purpose other than the benefit of the Osage Indians, | of the Interior may deem advisable in the construction o! 
and the amount so ascertained shall be placed to the credit of the Osage | systems, for the irrigation of the irrigable lands embraced w 
tribe of Indians in the United States Treasury; less fee for attorneys | limits of said reservation; one half of the money remainin 
representing said tribe of Indians employed by virtue of the resolution | construction of said irrigation systems to be expended by the Sect 
of the Osage national conncil, passed on the 7th day of December, 1907, | of the Interior as he may deem advisable for the benefit of said 
in such amount. as the court shall ascertain and fix after proper hear- | in the purchase of live stock, farming implements, or the 
ing of the services rendered and expenses incurred in the prosecution | articles to aid said Indians in farming and stock raising a: 
of the claim aforesaid, and the amounts found due by the court for the | education and civilization of said Indians, and the remaini: 
purposes hereinbefore stated are hereby appropriated out of said fund. | said money to be paid to said Indians and persons holding | r 

Sec. 15. That section 9, chapter 1495, Statutes of the United States | on said reservation, semiannually as the same shall become available, 
of America, entitled “An act for the survey and allotment of lands now | share and share alike: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may 
embraced within the limits of the Plathead Indian Reservation, in the | withhold from any Indian a sufficient amount of his pro rata sha 
State of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all surplus lands after | to pay any charge assessed against land held in trust for him for opera 
allotment,” be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: tion and maintenance of irrigation system.” 

“Sec. 9. That said lands shall be opened to settlement and entry by Sec. 16. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Co! ) 
proclamatiou of the President, which proclamation shall prescribe the | Claims, with right of appeal to the Supreme Court, to heat and de 
time when and the manner in which these lands may be settled upon, oc- | termine the claims of Robert V. Belt, of Washington, |). ‘ at 
cupied, and entered by persons entitled to make entry thereof, and no | Joseph P. Mullen, formerly of Fort Smith, Ark., now of Ardmore, Us 
person shall be permitted to settle upon, oecupy, or enter any of said | for services rendered and expenses incurred by them as the alto! 
lands, except as pres ribed in such proclamation: Provided, That the | for the Choetaw and Chickasaw freedmen in the rosecution | 
rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors of the late | claims for allotments of land within and of the domain of the ' 
civil and the Spanish wars, as defined and prescribed in sections 2304 | taw and Chickasaw nations of Indians, now in the State of © 
and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of March 1, | under contracts of employment made therefor in 1894 and 15) 0 
1901, shall not be abridged: Provided further, That the price of said | behalf of said Choctaw and Chickasaw freedmen by thelr res) Y 
lands shall be the appraised value thereof, as fixed by the said Commis- | representatives apopinted and empowered thereto by their « 
sion, but settlers under the homestead law who shall reside upon and | respectively. a. 
eultivate the land entered in good faith for the period required by ex- That the suits in said cases shall be begun by filing petit 
isting law shall pay one-third of the appraised value in cash at the time | Court of Claims within sixty days after the approval of t iis act, \ 
of entry and the remainder in five equal annual installments, to be | shall be set out such facts and in the manner as preser| red by ' 
paid one, two, three, four, and five years, respectively, from and after | of that court, by the said Robert V. Belt and Joseph P. Mul 
the date of entry, and shall be entitled to a patent for the lands so | the Choctaw freedmen in the one case and against the Chick 
entered upon the payment to the local land officers of said five annual | men in the other case; service of said petitions shall be 
payments, and in addition thereto the same fees and commissions at | livery of two copies of each to the Attorney-General, who, | 
the time «f commutation or final entry as now provided by law where | attorney as said freedmen may select and employ, shall « 
the price of the land is $1.25 per acre, and no other and further charge | defend for all of the defendants in each of said cases. 
of any kind whatsoever shall be required of such settler to entitle him That the court may receive and consider all papers, do a 
ty’ a patent for the land covered by his entry: Provided, That if any | ords, depositions, or other evidence offered by any of the pa! to 
entryman fails to make such payments, or any of them, within the time | sults; and for such amount, if any, as the court shall ad ee DP 
stated, all rights in and to the land covered by his or her entry shall |. justly and equitably due to said attorneys, Robert V. Belt an l. — 
at once cease, and any payments theretofore made shali be forfeited, and | Mullen, as the value of the services rendered and expens 8 t 
the entry shall be forfeited and canceled: And provided, That nothing | them for and on behalf of the said Choctaw and Chicka sa\ 
in this act shall prevent homestead settlers from commuting their en- | upon the evidence submitted it shall render judgment or de: 
tries under section 2301, Revised Statutes, by paying for the land en- | the individuals to whom such services were rendered, ae oe 
tered the price fixed by said Commission, receiving credit for payments | lien against their respective allotments of land for the! 
previously made: Provided, however, That the entryman or owner of | amounts thereof. ts hereby, at 
any land irrlgable by any system hereunder constructed under the pro- Src. 17. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts vot the act 
visions of section 14 of this act shall in addition te the payment re- | thorized to cause allotments to be made under the provisions,  enserva’ 
quired by section 9 of said act be required to pay for a water right the | of March 2, 1889, entitled “An act to divide a portion of \& 



























































































































Sioux Nation in Dakota into separate reservations and 
relinguishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for 
to any living children of the Sioux tribe of Indians 
» the Rosebud Reservation affected thereby, and who have 

e been allotted, so long as that tribe is in possession of any 
ribal or reservation lands: Provided, That no allotment 

to any allottee entitled to the same under the provisions 
of any lands in the county of Tripp, in the State of South 


Chat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
i directed to investigate the allotment made in the name of 
iron, Yankton Sioux allottee No. 1147, and if it be shown to 
on that no such person as William Jondron was in exist- 
time the Yankton Indians were allotted he is hereby author 
cted to cancel the patent issued in the name of William 
i also the record of the allotment in his name, and to reallot 
ered thereby to a member or members of the Yankton tribe 
ntitled to allotments but failed to receive land when the 
» said tribe were allotted lands in severalty. 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
allotments to be made under the provisions of the 
ch 2, 1889, entitled “An act to divide a portion of the reser- 
he Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate 
\ al the relinquishment of the Indian title to the 
1 and for other purposes,” to any living children of the Sioux 
ans belonging on any of the Great Sioux reservations 
1y and who have not heretofore been allotted, so long as 


Chat 
S I it 


cause 


d to secure 


which such Indian children belong is possessed of any 
ted tribal or reservation lands; and where, for any reason, an 
lid not receive the quantity of land to which he was entitled 


der t provisions of the said act of March 1889, the Secretary of 


intity of land heretofore allotted to him, the acreage to which he is 
{ | der said act of March 2, 1889; and in case of the death of 
s Indian, the additional lands to which he is of right entitled 
otted to his heirs: Provided, That the tribe to which he be- 

ved possessed of any unallotted tribal or reservation lands. 
Sec. 20. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
ue patents in fee to the Diocese of Duluth, organized 
t of the State of Minnesota entitled “An act concerning re- 





rporations,” approved February 26, 1885, of the Protestant 
8 il Church in the United States of America for the lands set 
! id church on the various Indian reservations in the State 
of Mir ta, as follows: 

’n White Earth Indian Reservation at or near White Earth: 
st quarter of the southwest quarter and lots 7 and 9% of 
n 14, township 142 north, range 41 west of the fifth principal 

lian, containing in all 118.31 acres. 
On : White Earth Indian Reservation at or near Beaulieu, on 


River: All of lot 1 of section 31, township 145 north, range 
fifth principal meridian, containing 29.77 acres, except 
more or less, on which the Government blacksmith shop is 
which tract corresponds to the southeast quarter of the north- 
east quarter of the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter 
tion, township, and range. Also the 24 acres, more or less, of 
‘ tion 31, township 145 north, range 40 west of the fifth 
ipal meridian, corresponding to the northwest quarter of the 
irter of the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter 
ion, township, and range, upon which the Episcopal par- 
church building stand. Also the south half of the north- 
and the north half of the southwest quarter of section 
145 north, range 40 west of the fifth principal meridian, 
159.28 acres, More or less. 
White Earth Indian Reservation, at or near Pine Point: The 
quarter of the northwest quarter and lot 1, all in section 
p 141 north, range 37 west of the fifth principal meridian, 
69.05 acres, more or less. Also that part of section 33, 
p 141 north, range 37 west of the fifth principal meridian, de- 
ed as follows: Beginning at a point that is 20 chains west and 
" chains south of the center of said section, thence south 5 chains, 
vest 2) chains, thence north 5 chains, thence east 24 chains to 
place of beginning, containing 14 acres, more or less. Also that 
of said section described as follows: Beginning at a point 5 chains 
southwest corner of said section, thence north 10 chains, 
75 chains, thence south 10 chains, thence west 3.75 chains, 
acres, more or less, on which is located the mission- 
ind to which the chapel is to be removed. 
i Lake Indian Reservation at or near Redby: Lot 
quarter of the southeast quarter of section 19, and the 
uarter of the northeast quarter of section 30, township 
, hort inge 33 nen of the fifth principal meridian, containing 
io more or less, 


li) west of he 





» 


2 and 


outhwest 


| Lake Indian Reservation, at or near the subagency site, 
«described parcel of land for cemetery purposes: Starting 
ist corner of section 29, township 151 north, range 34 

, a the fifth principal meridian, thence running westward along 
eaedliah tes Ge of said section 240 feet, thence southward on a line 
‘es to the east line of said section 75 feet to reach the point of 


“sinning; thence from said point of beginning westward on a line 
ag Peary ) the north line of said section 420 feet, thence southward on 
: +. p el to the east line of said section 210 feet, thence eastward 
ward = allel to the north line of said section 420 feet, thence north 
int of ne parallel to the east line of said section 210 feet to said 
ser dle inniag, containing 2 acres, more or less. Also the north- 
nenthibane camer the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of the 
the fit uartes of section 28, township 151 north, range 34 west of 
on wv UCtpal meridian, containing five-eighths of an acre, more or 
' Which Is situated the missionary’s house. 


Also that part of 
north, range 34 west, described as follows: 
ie southwest corner of said section, thence running east- 
ie south line of said section a thousand feet, thence north- 


1, township 151 


+} 
if 





war or 

os the line parallel to the west line of said section 116 feet to 
Wall on ot ~— of beginning, thence from said point of beginning north- 
westward he parallel to the west line of said section 66 feet, thence 
thence ennihen spue Parallel to the south line of said section 330 feet, 
feet. then ward on a line parallel to the west line of said section 66 
530 feere eastw ard on a line parallel to the south line of said section 
ont em whine boat of beginning, containing one-half an acre, more or 
the southesss the church and lace teacher's house are located. Also 
ter and the quarter of the northwest quarter of the northwest quar- 
west quart. aa vo quarter of the northwest quarter and the north- 
range 44 ' the southwest quarter of section 28, township 151 north, 






, vest of the fifth principal meridian, containing 90 acres, 


less, 


more or 
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reser- | 





2 


oo) 


( 





3 On the Red Lake Indian Reservation, at or near the Cross Lake 
School: West half of lot 2, section 6, township 152 north, range 33 
west of the fifth principal meridian, containing 23 acres, more or less. 


On the Cass Lake Indian Reservation at or near the Cass Lake Gov 
ernment school: All of lot 3, section 29, township 146 north, range 31 


west of the fifth principal meridian, and that part of lot 2 of said 
section south of a line running parallel to and 45 rods south of the 
north line of said section, containing in all 32 acres, more or less 
Provided, That a roadway 20 feet wide shall be permitted across said 


lands from the Government school to the place of crossing the Missis 
sippi River. 

On the Leech Lake Indian Reservation, at or near Onigum 
following-described tract of land in lot 1, section 24, and lot 3, 
13, township 142 north, range 31 west of the fifth principal meridian 
Starting at the northwest corner of section 24, township 142 north, 
range 31 west of the fifth principal meridian, and running eastward 
along the north line of said section 28 and ninety one-hundredths chains 


The 


section 


to reach the point of beginning; thence from said point of beginning 
| southwest on an angle of 37° 27’ 1 chain; then southeast on an angle 
of 66° 27’ 5.58 chains to the lake shore; returning to the point of 
beginning : thence running northeast on an angle of- 37° 27° 1.27 chains; 
thence southeast on an angle of 64° 2’ 3.9 chains to the lake shore 
The foregoing lines, together with the lake shore, form the boundaries 
of said tract, containing about 1,) acres: Provided, That a walk 6 feet 
wide shall be permitted across this property leading from the Govern 
ment school to the dock, as the same is now located 

On the Leech Lake Indian Reservation at or near the old agency: All 


elt r shall cause to be allotted to him sufficient additional lands 
the servation to which he belongs to make, together with the | 


that part of the southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of section 17, 
township 142 north, range 30 west of the fifth principal meridian, de 
scribed as follows: Beginning at the quarter post between 
and 20, thence north 7.73 chains to reach the point of beginning, thence 
from said point of beginning east 3.17 chains, thence north 3.17 chains, 
thence west 3.17 chains, thence south 3.17 chains to the | 
ginning, containing 1 acre, more or less, on which said tract of land 
the church is located. Also that part of lot 4 of section 17, township 
142 north, range 30 west of the fifth principal meridian, described as 
follows: Starting at the quarter post between sections 17 and 20 and 
running thence north 16.94 chains, thence west seven-tenths of a chain to 
reach the point of beginning, thence from said point of beginning north 

28 chains, thence west 2 2.28 chains, thence east 


sections 17 


wint of me 





2.28 chains, thence south 


| 2.28 chains to the said point of beginning, containing three-fourths of 
an acre, more or less. Also the southeast quarter of the northwest 
quarter of the southeast quarter of section 17, township 142 north, 


of | 


| southeast 





range 30 west of the fifth principal meridian, containing 10 acres, more 


or less. 
Sec. 21. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
convey to the State of Minnesota the following-described tracts and 


parcels of lands, situate in the county of Carlton, State of Minnesota, 
and described as follows, to wit: All of section 36, township 4%, range 
18, except east half of northeast quarter; and all of section 31, town 
ship 49, range 17, except southwest quarter of northwest quarter and 
southeast quarter of southeast quarter; south half of southeast quarter, 
south half of southwest quarter, northeast quarter of southeast quarter 
and south half of northeast quarter, all in section 30, township 49, 
range 17; northeast quarter of northwest quarter, south half of north 
west quarter, all of the southwest quarter, and south half of southeast 
quarter and northeast quarter of southeast quarter, section 29, town 
ship 49, range 17; north half of northwest quarter, southwest quarter 
of northeast quarter and southeast quarter, section 32, township 49, 
range 17, upon receipt by said Secretary of the Interior of the sum of 


$1.25 per acre to him paid by any person or persons on behalf of 
said State of Minnesota. 

That all restrictions on alienation as to any allottee or allotment 
embraced in the following-described lands, to wit: East half of north 
east quarter, section 36, township 49, range 18; southwest quarter 
of northwest quarter, section 31, township 49, range 17; north half 


of northeast quarter and southeast quarter of northeast quarter, section 
32, township 49, range 17; and northwest quarter of northwest quarter 
northwest quarter of southeast quarter, section 29, township 49, rang 
17; north half of northeast quarter, northwest quarter of southeast 
quarter, north half of southwest quarter, southeast quarter of north 
west quarter, section 30, township 49, range 17; southeast quarter of 
quarter, section 25, township 49, range 18, are hereby r 
moved in so far that said allottees or any of them or their heirs may 
convey their allotments to the State of Minnesota upon such allotment 
being first appraised by the Secretary of the Interior, and not than 
the appraised price paid therefor by the State, and in that case the 
trust patent heretofore issued for such allotment shall be deemed and 
be a patent in fee, and the proceeds of such allotment in of an 
incompetent Indian shall be held and disposed of as provided by the 
act of March 1, 1907. 34 Statutes at Large, pages 1015 to 
1018, or any Indian holding an allotment upon any the lands de 
scribed in this section may file with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
of said allotment the 





less 


case 


of 


a relinquishment conveying same to the State 
of Minnesota and have the right to take another allotment of any 
unallotted lands subject to allotment in said State of Minnesota, pro 
vided that such relinquishment be accompanied by the sum of $1.25 


for each acre covered by such relinquishment, to be turned over to the 
Secretary of the Interior and disposed of as hereinafter provided 

That all moneys received by the Secretary of the Interior under and 
pursuant to the provisions of this act shall be placed to the credit of 
the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, pursuant to the pro 
visions of an act of Congress entitled “ For the relief and civilization 
of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved January 
14, 1889, and acts supplementary thereto. . 


That all outstanding contracts for the sale of timber upon 
any of the foregoing described lands made by the Secretary of the 
Interior or the General Land Office under the direction of the Secre 


tary shall remain in force and the proceeds applied as provided for by 
existing laws, except that parties holding said contracts shall not be 
required to burn any débris upon said lands. 

Sec. 22. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to transfer to the credit of the White Earth 
bands of Chippewa Indians in Minnesota the sum of $19,694.48, the 
proceeds of litigation with the Commonwealth Lumber Company, said 
sum having been heretofore covered into the Treasury by “ miscel 
laneeus revenue” covering warrant No. 2283 of the first quarter 1905, 
and erroneously credited to the account of “ depredations upon public 
lands.” 

Sec. 23. That the time of complying with the terms of article 6 of 


the agreement with the Alsea and other Indians on Siletz Indian 
Reservation, in Oregon, approved August 15, 1894, as follows: “It is 
further stipulated and agreed that any religious society or other or 


ganization not occupying under proper authority, for religious or cdu- 
cational work among the Indians, any of the lands in this agreement 


6596 


ceded, shall have the right for two years from the date of the aii 


ol this agreement (same date as 


80 occupied at the rate of 
} 


bill) within which to purchase 
$2.50 per acre, the same to 
to such organizati society by patent,” be extended to 
date of f this act in favor of any such re- 
org heretofore described as can prove that 
educational work among the Indians as 
act. The amount of land to be so con- 
res. 

land remaining unsold in the Kiowa, Co- 
vations under the act of June 5, 1906, 
1900, shall be again and at offered 


i 
year 


ligious 


mm or 
from 
society 


approval 
nization 
has maintained religious or 
contemplated in the inal 
veyed shall not exceed 10 ac 
Sec. 24. That the tracts of 
mance! and Apa 
also under the n« 
for 
1906 
a8 may 
than $1 per acre 
land may, at 
such land 
pettlir 


sale the S 


or 


Apacne re 
t of June 6, 
under the p: 
Provided, That said lands shall be sold under such regulations 
ved by the Secretary of the Interior and for not 
ind provided further, That any purchaser of said 
his option, pay the entire amount that is due in cash for 
ind receive his title therefor without the necessity of actually 
nm: Provided further, That before offering said lands for 
Secretary of the Interior shall allot 160 acres of land to each 
child of Indian parentage born since June 1906, whose father 
mother was a duly 
Apache tribe of Indians and entitled to allotment of land under the act 
of June 5, 
tions to settlement, said allotments to be made of lands 
unsold known as the pasture reserves in said reservations. 
The Secretary of the Interior shall make all necessary 
issue 
effect: Provi 
land under 


once 


ale ¢ ! id 
Sai u i oO1d 


be prescril 
i 


rules 


led, That who heretofore entered any of said 


by 


any person 
said act of June 5, 1906, shall receive patents therefor 
paying all the deferred installments of purchase money and 
compliance with the requirements of the homestead laws at any time 
after the expiration of ten months from the date of his entry. 

Sec. 25. That 
in any part of the Navajo Indian Reservation in New Mexico and 
Arizona created by Executive orders of November 9, 1907, and January 
28, 1908, have been allotted, the surplus lands in such part of the res- 
ervation shail be restored to the public domain and opened to settle- 
ment and entry by proclamation of the President. 

Sec. 26. That the time of complying with the terms of article 6 of 
the agreement with the Alsea and other Indians on Siletz Indian Reser- 
vation in Oregon, approved August 15, 1894, as follows: 
stipulated and agreed that any religious society or other organization 


and | 
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be | 


May 20, 


and agreed to, I ask to have printed in the Recorp a letter 
the Secretary of the Interior. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
granted. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 


from 
Without objection, permissi, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


OrFrice or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 23 


| Hon. T. P. Gorge, United States Senate. 


Ovisions and terms of said act of June 5, | 


less | 


or | 
enrolled member of either the Kiowa, Comanche, or | 


1906, opening said Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache reserva- | 
remaining | 


and | 
all necessary instructions to carry the provisions of this act into | 


proving | 


Sir: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of Jan 
1908, transmitting a copy of a bill providing for the allotm: 
quarter-section of land to Herman Lehman, together with copie 
respondence concerning this man’s claim to recognition as a m 


| the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache tribe of Indians. 


As the papers indicate, his enrollment for the purpose of sh 
the money benefits going to these Indians has been approved by 
partment, but his application for the purpose of enabling hi: 
allotted was denied on the ground that the law did not authori 

There can be no objection, in my judgment, to the enactment ch 
a measure as you propose; but it is believed that the provision as to 
canceled allotment in the pasture lands is unnecessary. I would su 
gest that an item of form like the inclosed will cover the case. It 
be treated as a separate bill by being preceded by a proper en 
clause, or it can be incorporated with some other bill. 

I note that there is some reference to the fact that the proof sui 
mitted by Mr. Lehman concerning his incapacity to labor for a living 
does not show how or when his wounds were incurred. For your in. 
formation, I am informally advised from a source in which I have co: 
fidence that the tendons of this man’s hands appear to have been cut 


ean 


ting 


| that his arms and legs are covered with scars evidently made by ropes. 


whenever the President is satisfied that all the Indians | 
| no doubt at the time he was captured. 


and that his body bears many scars from wounds inflicted by torture. 
It is said that his body 


was 


pierced with burnt sticks, and other fiendish outrages committed, and 


“Jt is further | 


now occupying under proper authority, for religious or educational work | 


among the Indians, any of the lands in this agreement ceded, shall have 


ment 
at the rate of $2.50 per acre, the same to be conveyed to such organiza- 


tion or society by patent;” be extended to one year from date of ap- | 


yroval of this act in favor of any such religious society or organization 
-~ tofere described as can prove that it has maintained religious or 
educational work among the Indians as contemplated in the original 
act. The amount of land to be so conveyed shall not exceed 10 acres. 

Sec. 27. That the Court of Claims is hereby authorized to consider 
and adjudicate the claim of Clarence W. Turner, of Muskogee, Okla., 
against the Creek Nation for the destruction of personal property and 
the loss of the pasture of the said Turner by the action of the Creek 
authorities, with full equity jurisdiction with the right of appeal in 
either party to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAILEY. I understand that the amendments being 
stated at the desk are committee amendments, and I rise to 
inquire if it would be now in order to offer an amendment at 
this point? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
ment which I send to the Secretary’s desk should be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas proposes 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 
posed to insert the following: 

See. 28. That the Court of Claims is hereby authorized and directed 


It is in order. 


to hear, consider, and adjudicate the claims against the Mississippi | 


Choectaws of William N. Vernon, J. 8. Bounds, and Chester Howe, their 
associates apd assigns, for services rendered and expenses incurred in 
the matter Of the claims of the Mississippi Choctaws to citizenship in 
the Choctaw Nation, and to render judgment thereon on the principle of 
quantum meruit in such amount or amounts Xs may appear equitable 
and justly due therefor, which judgment, if any, shall be paid from 
any funds now or hereafter due such Choctaws as individuals by the 
United States. The said William N. Vernon, J. 8. Bounds, and Chester 
Howe are hereby authorized to intervene in the suit instituted in said 
court under the provisions of section 9 of the act of April 26, 1906, in 
behalf of the estate of Charles F. Winton, deceased. Notice of such suit 
or intervention shall be served on the governor of the Choctaw Nation, 
and the Attorney-General shall appear and defend the said suit on be- 
half of the said Choctaws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORE. I desire to offer an additional section to the bill 
(S. 6447), which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oklahoma will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert 
the following: 

Sree. 29. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to make an allotment to Herman Lehman (Montechema), an 
enrolled member of the Comanche tribe of Indians, who did not get 
an allotment, of 160 acres of unappropriated and unallotted land from 
the lands to be Spans of under the act of Congress approved June 
5. 1906 (34 Stat. p. 213), and patent shall issue therefor in fee 


sin ple. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, in connection with the amend- 
ment just offered by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, Gore] 


——*1 for shall be paid out of any moneys de 
| of the 


the effect is plainly to be seen. 

There are sufficient lands in the pasture reserve remaining unsold 
to give him an allotment if the Congress will authorize it before the 
lands are sold. I think there will be ample time to pass the measure 


| before another sale can take place. 


Very respectfully, 
Mr. GORE. 


F. E. Leupp, Commissioner. 


I also send to the desk Senate bill 2802, which 


ment | I offer as an amendment to the pending bill. 
the right for two years from the date of the ratification of this agree- | 
(same date as bill) within which to purchase the land so occupied | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill, 
as new sections, the following: 


Sec. 30. That all moneys forfeited under the regulations issued 
October 19, 1906, by the Secretary of the Interior under the act en 
titled “An act to open for settlement 505,000 acres of land in the 
Kiowa-Comanche and Apache Indian Reservation in Oklahoma Terr 
tory,” approved June 5, 1906, be repaid to the persons by whom such 
moneys were deposited in every case where it shall be made to appear 
to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
that the bid upon which the award was made was the result of a 
clerical error, or was due to an honest mistake on the part of the bid 
der as to the numbers, the description, or the character of the land 
upon which his bid was made. 

That the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall mak 
necessary rules and issue all necessary instructions to carry 
visions of this act into effect, and the payment of the deposits h 
sited in the Tre: 
roceeds arising from the 


United States as the 
1906, and an appropriation, suflicient 


under said act of June 5, 


Sal 


|} amount to cover such case, is hereby made. 


I think just at that particular point an amend- | 





Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to ask if that bil! 
has ever been reported to the Senate? 
Mr. GORE. Mr. President, the bill has been reported to the 


| Senate, has passed the Senate, and been favorably reported !! 
| the other House, but the rush of business makes it improbable 


that it will pass unless as an amendment on this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agrecing to tl 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr 
Gore}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I send another amendment to ‘e 
desk, which I ask to have added as an additional section to 
bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be * 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add as a new sec! 
the end of the bill the following: 

Sec. 31. That 20 per cent of the proceeds arising from ' 
of the south half of section 30, township 2 north, range 
the Indian meridian in Oklahoma, is hereby appropria': 
available immediately after such sale, to begin construction 
house and t-office building at Lawton in said State, | 
more than $100,000; and all acts in conflict herewith ar 
pealed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agre: 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I send to the desk 2 . 
ment which I offer to the bill. I will say that it is a }i!! whic 
has been read here and which has passed the Senate : 
of times. It was amended somewhat in the House comm 
and reported over there. If the Senate does not care '? 
it read, I would say it has been read, with the ex’ 
something that the House added. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will b: 


r to the 


ymend 


non of 


stated. 
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keTARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
ction the following: 


hat all claims of whatsoever nature which the Omaha tribe | 


have or claim to have against the United States shall be 
he Court of Claims with the right of appeal to the Su- 


rt of the United States by either party, for determination 
unt. if any, due said Omaha tribe from the United States 
ty between the United States and the said Omaha tribe 
tified and affirmed March 16, 1854, or any other treaties 
- the misappropriation of any funds of said Omaha tribe 
‘or its material benefit, or for failure of the United 
said Omaha tribe any money due; and jurisdiction is 
red upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine al! 
table claims, if any, of said Omaha tribe against the United | 
any legal or equitable defense, set-off, or counterclaim 
1ited States may have against said Omaha tribe of Indians, 
udgment thereon. The Court of Claims shall advance 
ym the docket. If any question is submitted to said court, 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


the rights, both legal and equitable, of both the Omaha 
ins and the United States, notwithstanding lapse of time | 


if limitation, and the final judgment and satisfaction thereof 
shall be deemed a final settlement of all claims of said 
ins against the United States. Such action in the Court | 


f ( s shall be presented by a single petition, subject, however, to | 


» be filed within one year after the passage of this act; | 
m shall make the Omaha tribe of Indians party plaintiff 
ted States party defendant, and shall set forth all the facts | 
Omaha tribe of Indians bases its claim for recovery; and | 
ion may be verified by the attorney employed by the said 
ns under the contract filed in the Indian Office on the 4th 
1898, and reported upon to the Secretary of the Interior 
of May, 1901, upon information and belief as to the | 


ist day 


such facts, and no other statements or verification shall be | 


Phe attorn ys of record shall be furnished with official letters, pa- | 


al 


St 


The SEcRETARY, 


enefit, or 


s, documents, and public records, or certified copies thereof, 

be used in evidence if competent under the rules of said 

f Claims: Provided, That upon the final determination of such 

Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to decree such reason- 

s as the court shall find shall be paid to the attorney or at- 

yyed by the Omaha tribe of Indians, and the same shall 

it of any sum or sums found due said Omaha tribe of In- 

vided further, That the Otoe and Missouri Indians, of Okla- 

ereby authorized to intervene in the said action and set up 

termined any right or interest they or either of them may | 
im to have in said claim; and jurisdiction is hereby con- 
| upon said Court of Claims to hear and determine all legal and 
table claims, if any, of said Otoe and Missouria Indians, of what- 
ture, which either or both of said tribes of Indians may have 
to have against the United States, with the right of appeal to 
» Court of the United States by either party, for the deter- 
f the amount, if any, due either of said tribes from the 
ted Stat under any treaties or laws of Congress or the unex- 
stipulations of any treaties, or for the misappropriation of any 
funds of either of said tribes for purposes not for their material 
for the failure of the United States to pay either of said 

Ss any money due. 


nation o 


es 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 


endment. 

(‘he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 
d to the desk. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 


thew section the following : 
a it That H. C. Linn and Samuel Powell be, and are hereby, per- 


bring suit in the Court of Claims for whatever amount may 
easonably due them, if any, under their contract in writing, dated 
‘, 1899, with J. H. Dick, as attorney for certain Cherokee 

a *‘Kastern” or “ Emigrant’? Cherokees. The said 
by given jurisdiction to entertain said suit and render final 
therein, payable out of the amount appropriated by the act 
ress entitled “An act making appropriations to supply defi- 
nh appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1906. and 
ars, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906, to 
Judgment rendered by said court in the consolidated 
pending therein, Nos. 23195, 23214, and 23212. In said 

| J. H. Diek and the said Eastern or Emigrant Cherokees, 


Own as 
} 


is 


nt 


hall be named as defendants, and the court may require | 


person or persons to be made parties as may to the court 
m pi t for the equitable adjustment of the matter in controversy 
purpose as the court may designate. Upon the institu- 

ult written notice thereof to said Eastern or Emigrant 

ty be given by service on the Secretary of the Interior 

ona nd notice of said suit to the other defendant or defendants 
n by publication or otherwise, as the court may direct. 


roy ed by the act of June 30, 1906, as aforesaid, as may be neces- 
) d judgment shall be withheld from distribution. 

a Mr, KEAN. I will ask the Senator is there any limit to the 
eS a it the lawyers may collect for their fee in this case? 
; “ NG. Whatever the court finds is due under their con- 
oe A 18 a certain percentage. 

_ KI \N. There is a contract? 

+ LONG. Certainly. 

; \N. I think it is a bad bill—— 





\Y. Mr. President 

‘E-PRESIDENT. Does the 

senator from Alabama. 
Certainly. 


Senator from Kansas 


*.* LONG 
AY. Has this amendment ever been referred to any 
— ud considered by it? 


| reported from the Committee on Claims of the House of Rep- 


| House bill has been referred to the Senate Committee on 


| meeting, 


udgment in said suit so much of the amount heretofore | 


The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
as a new section the following: 

Sec. —. That jurisdiction be, and the same ts hereby ynferred u 1 
the Court of Claims, with right of appeal to either party to the Sup 
Court of the United States, to hear and adjudicate any and al! cla 
in law or equity of the Kaw tribe of Indians residing in Okla a 
against the United States relating to lands under ar of tl 
between the United States and said tribe; that suit under t t 
shall be filed in said court within six months n the da xf the 

| approval hereof, and no compromise or sett! nt retofore made by 
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This amendment is in the form in which it was 





Mr. LONG. 











resentatives. 

Mr, CLAY. It strikes me that we are inserting all the In- 
dian claims of every nature, class, and kind as amendments in 
this bill. If these are proper amendments they ought to have 
been inserted in the bill when it was before the committee, but 
they have simply been placed upon the bill since it came to the 
Senate, and it would seem that the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs did not desire to insert these amendments when the bill 
“ame from that committee. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President 










































































The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. The situation is this: Most of these matters 











have already passed the Senate or have passed the House of 
Representatives. 
Mr. KEAN. This has not. 





























Mr. CLAPP. I will get to that in a moment. All of these 
matters have either been reported by the House or Senate 





Committee on Indian Affairs. In the House they prepared this 
bill and left off some of the matters that had been reported in 
the House, the Members interested, I presume, being engaged in 
other matters. These are the amendments that are now being 
offered. 

Mr. CLAY. 




































































With the Senator’s permission, I will ask if this 
[n- 
dian Affairs, or are we acting on it without its having been 
referred ? 

Mr. CLAPP. No, sir; the bill was passed, I think, day before 
yesterday, but owing to the fact that we are near adjournment 
the Senate Committee got the blueprint of the bill, held their 
and went these items. With the exception of 
the amendments which are now being offered by Senators indi- 
vidually—— 

Mr. CLAY. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. CLAPP. This is a report of the Indian Committee, who 
went over the subject and added these other measures to the 
House bill. 

Mr. CLAY. 
adopted? 

Mr. CLAPP. I say all the amendments, except those that 
have been offered individually by Senators, were offered as a 
part of the report by the chairman of the committee, were 
considered by the committee, and placed in the report and 
placed in the House bill. 

Mr. CLAY. The reason of my objection to the amendments 
was simply because I thought the bill had been referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, and had 
considered by that committee and reported to the Senate. I 
was not aware of the fact that it was a House bill being con- 
sidered without having gone to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CLAPP. I say it has been considered by the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and all the amendments, except 
some of the later ones, which are being offered by Senators 
individually, were considered by the Senate committee and were 
reported by the chairman. 

Mr. CLAY. Then I am correct. The amendments offered 
on the floor which we have adopted have not been considered 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


over 


You mean the amendments that have been 


been 


Mr. CLAPP. Some of them have not been considered since 
the bill came from the House. Many of them are bills; some 


are even matters that have passed the Senate at this session 
in the shape of bills. 

Mr. CLAY. The Committee on Indian Affairs did 
making its report, insert these amendments in the bill? 

Mr. CLAPP. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment submitted by 
LONG]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
In the shape of a bill it has been passed upon by the Indian 
Committee of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


in 


not, 


The question is on agreeing to the 


the Senator from Kansas [Mr, 


The amendment will be stated. 
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the United States with the said Kaw tribe of Indians or with individual 
members thereof shall be pleaded in satisfaction of any such claim or 
claims or in estoppel thereof; but such amount as may have been paid, 
if any, in compromise or settlement of any claim or claims sued for 
hereunder may be pleaded as a set-off in any such suit or suits; and 
in hearing said suit or suits the Court of Claims shall exercise 
equitable as well as legal jurisdiction and apply to the transaction be- 
tween the United States and said Indians the rules of equity applicable 
to the relations of guardian 
trust. 

The suit or 
attorneys 
deceased, 
tween the 


suits herein authorized shall be brought by attorney or 
employed by the legal representative of Henry C. Dooley, 
in accordang with the terms of a contract entered into be- 
said Henry Dooley and the Kaw tribe of Indians, dated 


April 26, 1898, approved by the Secretary of the Interior February 7, | 


the 


1899, and by Commissioner of Indian Affairs February 10, 1899; 
term of 


and the aid contract is extended until the final conclusion and 


settlement of all matters growing out of the suit or suits herein author- 
ized 


If the 
Indian 


court shall ascertain and adjudge that the Kaw tribe of 


favor of said tribe against 
the 
suits as herein provided. 

And said court shall 


enter a separate judgment in favor of the 
attorney or attorneys 


for the said tribe in said suit or suits for 10 per 


cent of the amount of the recovery, which shall be paid direct to said | 
, and the sum necessary to pay the same is hereby 


attorney or attorney 
appropriated out of any funds in the United States Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

Mr. KEAN, 
Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. OWEN. It simply authorizes suit. 
by the Indian Committee. 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand the money will come out of the 
Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. OWEN. If there is a recovery, of course that would be 
the consequence. 

Mr. KEAN. I thought this was to be paid out of funds that 
belong to the Indian tribe. 

Mr. OWEN. No, sir; if the court finds anything is due at 
all, it will be paid by the United States and not by the Kaw 
Indians. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the amount of the claim? 

Mr. OWEN. I do not know just what the amount is. They 
made a settlement with the United States some time ago for, I 
believe, $100,000. 

Mr. KEAN. This is 

Mr. OWEN. ‘This is intended to give them a rehearing on it. 

Mr. KEAN. Setting aside the entire settlement? 

Mr. OWEN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEAN, Leaving everything open? 

Mr. OWEN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEAN, 
if not settlement had ever been made? 

Mr, OWEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it makes a perfectly indefinite 


setting aside 


charge on the Treasury, and no such indefinite charge on the 


Treasury ought to be permitted. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I do not think there is any ques- 
tion at all but. what this amendment ought to pass Congress as a 
law. 
have sought so far to keep matters off of this bill that involved, 
in a sense, appropriations. In view of the fact that the House 
put no such provisions on, while I should heartily support this 
bill and have gone over it in committee, and believe it should be 
passed as a law, I rather think it ought not to go onto this bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to suggest to the Senator that if this 


Senator from Oklahoma 


amendment is put on it will make it subject to a point of order | 


that may defeat the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is the point exactly. I feel constrained 
to suggest that it should not go on the bill for that reason. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
OwEN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORE. I submit the amendment I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
the following: 


Sec. 34. That all persons who made entry or settlement on vacant 
lands belonging to the United States Government in Oklahoma on or 
before October 6, 1901, shall be entitled to an extension of time for 
final payment thereon from October 6, 1908, until February 15, 1909. 


The amendment was ugreed to, 
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and ward and of trustee and cestui que | 


| is withdrawn. 
have been deprived by the United States of any lands to which | 
said tribe were or are justly entitled, the court shall enter judgment in | , _— . ‘ 
the United States for an amount “equal to | amendments were concurred in. 
$1.25 per acre for the land so found by them to be due said tribe, less 
amount of the fee due the attorneys of said tribe, in said suit or | 


The question is on agreeing to the | two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil! (H. l. 


| 15641) for the removal of restrictions from part of the lands of 
Is it proposed to appropriate money out of the | 





It has been reported | 


5, 19, 27, 36, and 41. 


| Same, 


| tees enrolled as of,” and insert, after the wor 
| freedmen, and as mixed-blood Indians having less than half.” 


And allowing the whole claim to be opened as 


The only question that would be involved here is that we | 





May 20, 
Mr. CARTER. I offer the amendment I send to th: 
to be inserted at the end of the bill. 
The Secretary, It is proposed to insert at the end of the pj) 
the following: 


Sec. 35. That hereafter no commission, counsel, or attorney's fo 
shall be paid on any Indian claim adjudicated by the Court of (1g; 
until the same shall have been by said court approved as reason 
just, and in no case shall a fee be allowed in excess of the am: 
vided by the contract. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Kay 
amendment was rejected, and that it be left without prejudice. 
I should like to withdraw the amendment. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the amendment 


desk, 


§ 
e® and 


t pr 
yew 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time and passed. 
REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS FROM INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. 
Mr. OWEN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 4, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 10, 11, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 22 


/° rn *), 


23, 20, 26, 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 39, and 42, and agree 


to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


| ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
| amendment as follows: 


Strike out all of the proposed amen¢- 
ment, and on page 1, line 8, after the word “ white,” 
“shall be free from all restrictions. 


strike out 


All lands, including home- 


| steads, of said allottees enrolled as freedmen shall be free from 


all restrictions. All lands, including homesteads, of said allot- 


“ whites,” “as 


On page 2, line 1, after the word “ blood,” insert the words 
“including minors;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


| ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with au 


amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend- 
ment and insert in lieu thereof: “half and less than three- 


| quarters ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend: 
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with au 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the proposed amendment 


| change the word “ degree” to “ degrees.” 


On page 2, line 4 of the bill, after the word “enrolled,” 
strike out the word “Ifving,” and in line 5, after the word 
“full-bloods,” insert “and enrolled mixed-bloods of thre 
quarters or more Indian blood;” and the Senate agree to tl 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same will 
an amendment as follows: In line 2 of the proposed ali 
ment change the word “degree” to “ degrees,” and tlie Seta! 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with a0 
amendment as follows: After the word “lands,” in line 4 ! 
the proposed amendment, change the period to a comma an 
add: “and for such purposes sections thirteen to twell) 
three, inclusive, of an act entitled ‘An act to grant the right 
of way through Oklahoma and the Indian Territory to " 
Enid and Anadarko Railway Company, and for other purpos™ 
approved February 28, 1902 (82 Stat. L., p. 45) ar 
continued in force in the State of Oklahoma,” and tl 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to t) 
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the san 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the propos 
ment and insert in lieu thereof: 

“Sec, 2. That all lands other than homesteads 
members of the Five Civilized Tribes from which re 
have not been removed may be leased by the allottee |! 
or by guardian or curator under order of the pro) 
court if a minor or incompetent, for a period not to ©’ 
years, without the privilege of renewal: Provided, ‘T)\\' 


hereby 


Senate 


amend 
yith an 


‘ mend 


a tted to 
rictions 
» adult, 
! robate 
ed five 
Jeases 
















| lands for oil, gas, or other mining purposes, leases 
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amendment as follows: Strike out 
ment and insert in lieu thereof: 


all of the proposed 


is for periods of more than five years may be made, ‘Sec. 11. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
roval of the Secretary of the Interior, under rules | thorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
‘ons provided by the Secretary of the Interior, and | of the United States belonging to the Choctaw or Chic LW 
ind provided further, That the jurisdiction of | nations, respectively, any and all outstanding general 
mrt of the State of Oklahoma over lands of minors | school warrants duly signed by the auditor of pub act 3 
petents shall be subject to the foregoing provisions, | of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, and drawn on 
m ‘minor’ or ‘minors,’ as used in this act, shall in-| national treasurers thereof prior to January first, nineteen ! 
iles under the age of twenty-one years and all fe-/| dred and seven, with six per cent interest per num from the 
‘the age of eighteen years.” respective dates of said warrants: Provided, That said war 
Senate agree to the same. | rants be presented to the United States Indian agent at the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amend- Union Agency, Muskogee, Okla., within sixty days from the 
. Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an | passage of this act, together with the aflidavits of the respective 
t as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend- | holders of said warrants that they purchased the same in good 
nsert in lieu thereof: | faith for a valuable consideration, and had no reason to sus- 
nrollment records of the Commissioner to the Five pect fraud in the issuance of said warrants: Provided further, 
Cir rribes shall hereafter be conclusive evidence as to the That such warrants remaining in the hands of the original 
g | citizen or freedman.” payee shall be paid by said Secretary when it is shown rt 
» Senate agree to the same. | the services for which said warrants were issued were actually 
House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | performed by said payee.” 
he Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an And the Senate agree to the same. 
dment as follows: On page 3, in line 6, change “and” to | That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
nd in the same line strike out the word “leases” and | ment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with 
the word “ lease; ” and the Senate agree to the same. an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed 
! the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | gqmendment and insert in lieu thereof: 
f the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same withan| «grec 12. That all royalties arising on and after July 
é t as follows: At the end of the proposed amendment | grst, nineteen hundred and eight, from mineral leases of 
the words “or now domiciled therein;” and the Senate | allotted Seminole lands heretofore or hereafter made, which 
the same, | are subject to the supervision of the Secretary of the 
it the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | {pterior, shall be paid to the United States Indian Agent, 
of ‘Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an | [Union Agency, for the benefit of the Indian lessor or his 
h as follows : In line 11, of page 5, strike out the proper representative, to whom such royalties shall there- 
uardians” and insert the word “guardian;” and the | after belong: and no such lease shall be made after said date 
‘ gree to the same. ; except with the allottee or owner of the land: Provided, That 
his House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | the interest of the Seminole Nation in leases or royalties arising 
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an | thereunder on all allotted lands shall cease on June thirtieth, 
nt, as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend- | nineteen hundred and eight.” 
ent and insert in lieu thereof: ; . ..| And the Senate agree to the same. 
_ suit brought by the authority of the Secretary of cme That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
rior ; sainst the vendee or mortgagee of a town lot, against ment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
m the Secretary of the Interior may find upon investigation | smendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend- 
d has been established, may be dismissed and the title ment and insert in lieu therof: 
quieted upon payment of the full balance due on the original <i hn, i a a : . a 
\isement of such lot: Provided, That such investigation Src. 14. That the second paragraph of section eleven of an 
‘ : ae : ; 2 ae aed act entitled ‘An act to provide for the final disposition of the 
ust be concluded within six months after the passage of this — Snare ete. aan cae tian : ag aH 
affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and 
Nothing in this act shall be construed as a denial of the | for other purposes,’ approved April twenty-sixth, nineteen hun 
right of the United States to take such steps as may be neces. | 2red and six, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

I may ap = Rome ~mnihor os ey % 
ling the bringing of any suit and the prosecution and | 1 2@t every officer, member, or re] SPSURRSI VS of the Five 
eof, to acquire or retain possession of restricted In- | Civilized Cribes, respectively, or any other person, having in 
or to remove cloud therefrom, or clear title to the | his — ond custody, or contro! an} a _" ther property, 

e, in cases where deeds, leases, or contracts of any other | @¢luding the books, documents, records, or any other papers of 
racter whatsoever have been or shall be made con- | #2Y of said tribes shall make full and true account and report 
) law with respect to such lands prior to the removal | thereof to the Secretary of the Interior, and shall pay all money 
of restrictions upon the alienation thereof; such | °f the tribe in his possession, custody, or control, and shall de 
to be brought on the recommendation of the Secretary of | liver all other tribal properties so held by him to the Secretary 
lh r, without costs or charges to the allottees, the neces- | Of the Interior, and if any person shal! willfully and fraudu- 
'Y expenses incurred in so doing to be defrayed from the | lemtly fail to account for all such money and property so held 
ey appropriated by this act.” _ | by him, or to pay and deliver the same as herein provided, 
\nd the Senate agree to the same. | prior to July thirty-first, nineteen hundred and eight, he shall 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | be deemed guilty of embezzlement, and upon conviction thereof 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with | 82@!! be punished by fine of not exceeding five thousand dollars, 
’ nt as follows: At the end of the proposed amend- | ° by EPC EEEERS BOS Ce eeding met-tsthoepeey. Dope bs both such fine 
( ld: “Provided further, That if any member of the Five | 2%4 imprisonment, according to the laws of the United State: 
(ribes of one-half or more Indian blood shall die leay- | !#ting to such offense, and shall be liable in civil proceedings 1 
< is iviving, born since March fourth, nineteen hundred | be prosecuted in behalf of and in the name of the tribe or tribes 
e homestead of such deceased allottee shall remain | i interest for the amount or value of the money or property 
unless restrictions against alienation are removed | 80 Withheld.” 
the Secretary of the Interior in the manner pro- | And the Senate agree to the same. 
tion one hereof, for the use and support of such | Ropert L. OWEN, 
. their life or lives, until April twenty-sixth, nine- | Moses E. CrLapp, 
d and thirty-one; but if no such issue survive, then | CHARLES CURTIS, 
if an adult, may dispose of his homestead by will | Afanagers on the part of the § 
el ee if this be not done, or in the event | J. S. SHERMAN. 
before provided for die before April twenty- Birp MceGurri 
a — hundred and thirty-one, the land shall then de- JOHN H. St PHI NS 
e heirs, according to the laws of descent and distri- Managers on the part of ti He use 
he State of Oklahoma, free from all restrictions: 
rthe r, That the provisions of section twenty-three | ‘The report was agreed to. 
of April twenty-sixth, nineteen hundred and six, as | 
_this act, are hereby made applicable to all wills DESECEATION OF THE FLAG. 
maT : ler this section; ” and the Senate agree to the same. | Mr. LODGE. I desire to call up the bill (S. 565) to prevent 
Pe louse recede from its disagreement to the amend- | and punish the desecration, mutilation, or improper use of the 
ment ¢ Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with an | flag of the United States of America. The bill was taken up 
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during my absence. There is no objection to it, I believe, from 
anyone. I think the bill was read and the amendment adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read. 

Mr. LODGE. Some question was raised whether the Dill 
would not exclude organizations like the Grand Army from car- 
rying banners with inscriptions. I do not myself think it would 
cover anything of that sort at all or reach them in any way, 
but I have talked the matter over with the Senator from 
Georgia, and I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the Dill 
the following: 

Provided further, This act shall not apply to banners or flags carried 
by military or patriotic organizations authorized by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were corcurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I desire to call up the bill (S. 4316) to 
further amend the act entitled “An act to promote. the effi- 
ciency of the militia, and for other purposes,” approved Janu- 
ary 21, 1903. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which 
will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I consented to the reading of 
the bill upon conference with the Senator in charge of it, in- 
tending to object to its consideration when the reading had been 
completed, in order that I may have an opportunity to examine 
the bill. I therefore hope the amendments will not be acted 
upon at this time. I ask that the bill go over. It is a very im- 
portant measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
that the bill go over. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ould be glad if the Senator from 
Georgia would examine the bill, as I should like to call it up 
to-morrow, if by that time the Senator shall have had time to 
look it over. 

Mr. BACON. 
that may be. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The bill was unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and a similar measure from 
the Committee on Military Affairs of the House. 

Mr. BACON. I will look at it, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without preju- 
dice. 


The Senator from Georgia asks 


I will try to look over it. I do not know how 


CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES, 


Mr. FULTON. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 7184) for the relief of citizens 
of the United States and the Philippine Islands, to report it 
favorably without amendment. I call the atiention of the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] to the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the bill is a very short one, 
and it is important that it should be passed to-day. I ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. From what committee does the bill come, 
Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN. I may say to the Senator from Texas that 
these are claims for damages on account of live stock or poultry 
killed, or growing crops or other property destroyed by the 
Army where the maneuvers were held in the past few years in 
the United States, and I think perhaps there is one or more 
claims from the Philippines. They have all been passed upon 
by a board of survey, and have been certified to Congress by 
the War Department in the regular estimates for the year’s 
appropriations. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay for 
settlement of twenty-five approved claims for damages to and 
loss of private property belonging to citizens of the United 
States and of the Philippine Islands, $4,705.45. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


en 








MINEDOKA RECLAMATION PROJECT. 


Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6018) providing for the disposition of 
town sites in connection with reclamation projects, and for other 
purposes, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in connec- 
tion with town sites established within or in the vicinity of the Mine- 
doka reclamation project in Idaho under the provisions of the act of 
April 16, 1906, and June 27, 1906, in fixing the terms of sale for lots 
to provide, in his discretion, for payments in cash or in not exceeding 
ten annual installments, with interest at 6 per cent per annum on de- 
ferred payments. He is further authoriz to expend from the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of town lots in any town site heretofore or hereafter 
established under said act on said project such sums as in his discre- 
tion may be necessary for the construction of schoolhouses, water and 
sewer systems, and other municipal improvements, and for the opera- 
tion and maintenance thereof, the expenditures herein provided for to 
be made through the Reclamation Service. The installments paid on the 


purchase of lots shall be available for such purposes to their entire ex- 
tent as received. 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is further authorized 
reserve from entry under the public-land laws such lands as may 
necessary for cemetery purposes, either adjacent to such town sites 
at locations convenient for the purpose. He is further authorized to 
make appropriate regulations for the subdivision and sale of lots in 
said cemeteries at an appraised value through the Reclamation Serv- 
ice. The proceeds of such sales by the Reclamation Service shall be 
covered into the reclamation fund and be available for cemetery and 
——— ae improvements, subject to the provisions of section 
1 hereof. 

Sec. 3. That the survey, subdivision, and sale of lots for cemeteries 
and town sites heretofore and hereafter established under said acts 
shall be conducted by the Secretary of the Interior through the Reclama- 
tion Service. The proceeds of such sales shall be turned over to the 
receiver of the local land office, and patents for the lots shall be issued in 
the usual manner through the General Land Office. 

Mr. MONEY. I shall have to object to the further considera- 
tion of the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
LYDIA P. WINT. 


Mr. CURTIS. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1508) granting an increase 
of pension to Lydia P. Wint, to report it favorably with an 
amendment. I call the attention of the senior Senator from 
Pennsylvania to the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment in line 7, 
after the word “ brigadier-general,” to insert “ United States 
Army,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Lydia P. Wint, widow of Theodore J. Wint, late brigadier-general, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 
4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, May 21, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


to 
be 
or 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 20, 1908. 
MEMBERS OF EXECUTIVE COUNCIL, 

Martin Travieso, jr., of Porto Rico, to be a member of the 
executive council of Porto Rico for a term of four years from 
May 20, 1908, vice Herminio Diaz y Navarro, whose term has 
expired. 

Juan F. Vias Ochoteco, of Porto Rico, to be a member of the 
executive council of Porto Rico for a term of four years, vice 
Francisco de Paula Acuiia, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William F. McGregor, of Oregon, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Oregon, in the State of Oregon, in place of 
Clark W. Carnahan, deceased. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Ensign Ralph A. Koch, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 3d day of February, 1908, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ralph A. Koch to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 3d day of February, 1908, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade on that date. 

Asst. Surg. Richard A. Warner to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 3d day of May, 1908, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Ralph W. McDowell, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Navy from the 18th day of May, 1908, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 20, 1908. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William F. McGregor, of Oregon, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Oregon. 


PENSION AGENT. 
Andrew T. Wood, of Kentucky, to be pension agent at Louis- 
ville, Ky. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
Z. Lewis Dalby, of Roanoke, Va., to be an Indian inspector. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


William B. Sheppard, of Florida, to be United States district 
judge for the northern district of Florida. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Marbury Johnston to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 6th day of December, 1907. 

Lieut. Richard S. Douglas to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1907. 

To be lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy from the 3d 
day of February, 1908, upon the completion of three years’ 
service in their present grade: 

William W. Smyth, 

Walter S. Anderson, 

Sam C. Loomis, and 

Butler Y. Rhodes. 

To be lieutenants in the Navy from the 3d day of February, 
1908, to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 

Walter S. Anderson and 

Sam C. Loomis. 

Paymasters George G. Seibels, Edmund W. Bonnaffon, Jo- 
seph Fyffe, and John H. Merriam, with the rank of lieutenant, 
to be paymasters in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant-com- 
mander from the 15th day of May, 1908. 

Naval Constructors Stuart F. Smith and William G. Groes- 
beck, with the rank of lieutenant, to be naval constructors in 
the Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander from the 15th 
day of May, 1908. 

Gunner Oscar Borgeson to be a chief gunner in the Navy, to 
rank with but after ensign, from the 1ith day of March, 1908, 
in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1899, as amended by an act approved April 27, 
1904, 

Commander Frank F. Fletcher to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 15th day of May, 1908. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Third Lieutenant of Engineers Harry Marlin Hepburn to be 
first assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from February 11, 1908, and to be 
second lieutenant of engineers, to rank as such from April 16, 
1908. 

Second Lieutenant of Engineers John Booth Turner to be 
ehief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from February 11, 1908, and to be first 
lieutenant of exgineers, to rank as such from April 16, 1908. 

Third Lieutenant of Engineers Joseph Edward Sheedy to be 
second lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from April 25, 1908S. 

Second Lieutenant of Engineers Christopher Gadsden Porcher 
to be chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from December 12, 1907, and to be first 
lieutenant of engineers, to rank as such from April 16, 1908. 

Second Lieutenant of Engineers Charles Augustus Wheeler to 
be first lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service of 
the United States, to rank as such from April 25, 1908. 

Third Lieutenant of Engineers Lucien Joseph Ker to be first 
assistant engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from December 12, 1907, and to be second 
lieutenant of engineers, to rank as such from April 16, 1908, 











POSTMASTERS, 
ALASKA, 
Augustus E. Kindell to be postmaster at Skagway, Alaska. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Jud C. Coburn to be postmaster at Emeryville, Alameda 
County, Cal. 
a My D. Pennycook to be postmaster at Vallejo, Solano County, 
= ILLINOIS. . 
John F. Mains to be postmaster at Stronghurst, Henderson 
County, Ill. 
INDIANA. 
George L. Watson to be postmaster at Cayuga, Vermilion 
County, Ind. 
KANSAS, 


Fred Bartlett to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, Cherokee 
County, Kans. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Mark L. Haynie to be postmaster at Blue Mountain, Tippah 
County, Miss. 
NEW JERSEY. 
George W. Pollitt to be postmaster at Paterson, Passaic 
County, N. J. 
NEW MEXICO. 
James T. Fay to be postmaster at Farmington, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. 
Frank A. Hill to be postmaster at Raton, Colfax County, 
N. Mex. 
Benjamin Alfred Wetherill to be postmaster at Gallup, Mc- 
Kinley County, N. Mex. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 
E. W. Timberlake to be postmaster at Wake Forest, Wake 
County, N. C. 
OHIO, 
John S. Ellen to be postmaster at Willoughby, Lake County, 
Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Charles H. Keeler to be postmaster at New Albany, Brad- 
ford County, Pa. 
VIRGINIA, 
John H. Boswell to be postmaster at Burkeville, Nottoway 
County, Va. 
C. G. Duffy to be postmaster at Stonega, Wise County, Va. 
Roger G. Dyson to be postmaster at North Emporia (late 
Belfield), Greenesville County, Va. 
Richard R. Farr to be postmaster at Fairfax, Fairfax County, 
Va. ’ 
Joseph E. Graham to be postmaster at Jonesville, Lee County, 
Va. 
Annie G. Hogshead to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the 
county of Orange and State of Virginia. 
John H. Ingram to be postmaster at Charlotte Court House, 
Charlotte County, Va. 
Archie W. Moses to be postmaster at Cambria, Montgomery 
County, Va. 
Robert S. Pritchett to be postmaster at Shenandoah, Page 
County, Va. 
Bezer Snell to be postmaster at Brookneal, Campbell County, 
Va. 
William T. Tillar to be postmaster at Emporia, Greenesville 
County, Va. 
John C. Tucker to be postmaster at National Soldiers’ Home, 
in the county of Elizabeth City and State of Virginia. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
George W. Smith to be postmaster at Elm Grove, Ohio County, 
W. Va. 


PROTECTION OF TRADE-MARKS, ETC., IN KOREA. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed May 20, 1908, from a 
treaty between the United States and Japan, signed at Wash- 
ington on May 19, 1908, for the protection in Korea of inven- 
tions, designs, trade-marks, and copyrights of American citizens 
and Japanese subjects. 


WRECKING AND SALViiGE AND CONVEYANCE OF 
PRISONERS. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed May 20, 1908, from a 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed at 
Washington on May 18, 1908, providing for wrecking and sal- 
vage and for the conveyance of prisoners between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada. 
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ARBITRATION WITH DENMARK. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed May 20, 1908, from an 
arbitration treaty between the United States and Denmark, 
signed at Washington on May 18, 1908. 


PROTECTION OF TRADE-MARKS, ETC., IN CHINA. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed May 20, 1908, from a 
treaty between the United States and Japan, signed at Wash- 
ington on May 19, 1908, for the protection in China of inven- 
tions, designs, trade-marks, and copyrights of American citizens 
and Japanese subjects. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, May 20, 1908. 
[Continuation of the ley slative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.] 


The recess having expired, at 11 o’clock a. m. the House was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE CHARGES MADE BY GEORGE 
L. LILLEY. 


Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report 
of the select committee appointed under the provisions of House 
resolution 288. It is the unanimous report of the committee, 
and I ask that the same be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MR. LILLEY’S MOTIVE IN INTRODUCING HIS RESOLUTION. 


The avowed motive for this investigation, assigned at the outset, 
was the purification of this House and the exposure of the alleged 
corrupt practices of a corporation enjoying and still seeking Govern- 
ment contracts. This motive was expressed before the Committee oa 
Rules in these words of Mr. Linuey: “This Electric Boat Company 
has been a stench in the nostrils of the country for years, and, in my 
opinion, it has done more to corrupt legislation than all the other cor- 
porations on earth. I think the membership of this House is of the 
very highest quality, and that they are the best men, usually, from the 
districts from which they come; but with a flock of 383 here, it would 
be strange if there were not some sheep in it that had the foot-rot or 
seabies.”” The evidence has demonstrated that the avowed motive was 
neither wel! grounded nor sincere, and that certain secondary and 
ulterior purposes instigated and encouraged the introduction of the 
resolution. . 

The investigation was rendered ne ea tee through charges made by 
Mr. GreorGce L. LILLEY, a Representative from the State of Connecticut, 
in connection with a resolution introduced by him in the House on 
February 20, 1208. 

Toward the close of the hearings before this committee Mr. Litter 
testified that if the naval apprepriation bill of this session as agreed 
on in committee had contained a provision that met with his ——_ 
for the purchase of submarines, he would not have intreduced his reso- 
lution. The evidence further shows that before introducing his resolu- 
tion, but after the naval bill had been agreed on in committee, but not 
reported, he told Mr. Jamus S. SHERMAN, a Representative from the 
State of New York, that if the naval bill could be so amended that the 
elause relating to the purchase of submarines should provide for his 
eonception of open competition, he would not offer the resolution. This 
contrast between the motive announced by Mr. LILL&y in his first 
appearance before the Committee on Rules and the oupese disclosed 
by his course during the investigation and by his final evidence before 
this committee must be borne constantly in mind by one who tries to 
understand Mr. LILuBy’s attitude toward the House and interpret cor- 
rectly the voluminous evidence taken by this committee. 


STATUS OF THE SUBMARINE BOAT CONTROVERSY WHEN MR. LILLEY INTRO- 
DUCED HIS RESOLUTION. 


A brief review of the history of the main features of the submarine 
boat legislation that preceded the introduction of Mr. LILLEy’s resolu- 
tion will pave the way for an intelligent analysis of the remainder of 
the evidence. 

For the past fifteen years the Lake Torpedo Boat Company and the 
Electric Boat Company (formerly the Holland Torpedo Boat Company) 
have been active rivals. Both corporations were chartered in New 
Jersey, but the main office of the Lake Company is in Bridgeport, Conn., 
while the Electric Company’s principal office is in New York City. 
They are competitors for the sale of submarine torpedo boats to the 
United States and foreign governments. Each company controls a 
large number of patents, and the boats of the two companies, con- 
structed under their respective patents, differ fundamentally from each 
other. 

In their efforts to ptesent to Congress and the Navy Department the 
merits of their boats, these companies have maintained offices and 
employed experienced lawyers and skillful agents in Washington. The 
Lake Company is now represented by Ex-Senator John M. Thurston, 
who was formerly counsel for the Electric Company, Abner R. Neff, 
and F. B. Whitney, who was at one time clerk of the House Committee 
on Naval Affairs; while the Electric Boat Company is represented by 
Ex-Senator Marion Butler and Mr. C. S. MecNeir. Mr. John C. Lake, 
vice-president of the Lake Company, was until recently in charge of 
the company’s office in Washington, while Mr. BE. B. Frost, vice-presi- 
dent and general counsel of the Electric Boat Company, spends much 
of his time here in the interest of his company. 

Each of these companies has sold its boats, or the right to construct 
its boats, to several governments. The rivalry between these two 
companies has not been simply a business rivalry between two manu- 
facturing corporations. It has been a rivalry between jealous invent- 
ors, keen financiers, accomplished promoters of international fame, 
shrewd political agents, and resourceful lawyers. This rivalry has 
involved these companies in ne lawsuits and in a bitter warfare, 
that has been carried on through the press on both sides of the ocean. 

A submarine boat is not a new invention. One was designed, con- 
structed, and successfully navigated previous to the invention of the 
steam engine, and used in New York Harbor in 1776 in an attempt to 
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destroy a British ship anchored off Governors Island. In 1801 Fulton 
invented a submarine boat and gave exhibitions at Paris, which were 
successful in diving and remaining under water, but failed to operate 
against the British ships. 

During the civil war a submarine boat was constructed at the Wash- 
ington Navy-Yard for the purpose of destroying the Merrimac, which 
was propelled by hand power, as were all other submarine boats up to 
that time. It was not until the invention of the storage battery that 
any great improvement could be made in the operation of submarine 
boats. (Testimony of Admiral Bradford before the House Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 1901, page 67.) 

The submarine boat of the diving type as now constructed had its 
origin in the inventions and experiments of Capt. John P. Holland on 
the Passaic River, New Jersey, in 1877, which were continued in New 
York Harbor from 1881 to 1883. In 1888 for the first time the United 
States Government gave consideration to this means of naval defense, 
when Secretary of the Navy Whitney allotted out of the appropriation 
for harbor and coast defenses a sum to be expended for experiments in 
submarines. Competition was invited, in which participated Capt. 
John P. Holland and Mr. Nordenfelt, a constructor of submarine boats 
resembling the even-keel type. The Holland boat won, but no contract 
was awarded. 

In 1889 Secretary of the Navy Tracy again advertised for competi- 
tion in the construction of submarines, and in the test there participated 
Messrs. Holland, Nordenfelt, and Baker, of Iowa. Mr Holland again 
won, but no contract was awarded as the result of this test, since the 
funds were needed elsewhere (page 175). 

In 1893 bids for submarines were submitted to the United States Gov- 
ernment by four inventors. Two of those competitors were Mr. J. P. 
Holland, inventor of the Holland torpedo boat, and Mr. Simon Lake, 
founder of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company. No submarine boat had 
then been built in the United States, and the decision of the Navy De- 
partment upon which the first contract was made was based on plans 
and specifications. ‘The Holland type of boat was approved by the Navy 
Department, and in March, 1895, a contract was signed with the Hol- 
land Torpedo Boat Company for the construction of one boat. During 
the next seven years contracts were awarded to this company for seven 
additional boats. By 1903 the Lake company had completed the con- 
struction of a boat, and the two companies requested the Navy Depart- 
— to test the merits of their respective boats by actual water com- 
petition. 

The Holland boat met the rigid requirements which were prescribed 
by the Government, but the Lake boat was withdrawn from the contest. 
Coritracts for four more boats were awarded to the Electric Boat Com- 
pany in 1905. 

The naval appropriation act of June 29, 1906, authorized the Seere- 
tary of the Navy to contract for or purchase additional submarine 
torpedo boats to an amount not exceeding $1,000,000, after such tests 
as he might see fit to prescribe to determine the comparative efficiency 
of the different boats for which bids might be submitted, provided that 
such tests should take place within nine months from the date of the 
passage of the act. 

The nayal appropriation act of March 2, 1907, increased the amount 
for submarines to $3,000,000, extended the test period to May 29, 1907, 
and contained this proviso: “No part of this appropriation to be ex- 
pended for any boat that does not in such test prove to be equal, in the 
judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, to the boat now owned by 
the United States or u r contract therefor, and no penalties under 
this limitation shall be imposed by reason of = delay in the delivery 
of said boat due to the submission or participation in the comparative 
trials aforesaid.” 

Under this legislation the trials came off at Newport during the 
month of May of last year. The Lake Company entered their boat, 
called the Leake, and the Octopus was submitted by the Electric Com- 
pany. The tests were exhaustive and lasted through four weeks. 
The trial board, composed of Capt. Adolph Marix, Naval Constructor 


D. W. Taylor, Commander D. . Walling, Lieut. Commander W. 
Strothers Smith, and Lieut. J. W. Timmons, reported eo in 
favor of the Octopus type of boat. This report dated May 30, 1907 


(page 308). 

Pr his report was unanimously approved on the 22d day of June, 1907, 
by the board on construction, composed of Rear-Admiral George A. 
Converse, Admiral C. W. Rae, Admiral W. L. Capps, Admiral! N. E. 
Mason, and Admiral W. S. Cowles. 

The Secretary of the Navy and the law officer of the Navy Depart- 
ment ‘conalaered, that the Seeretary was bound, under the act of March 
2, 1907, to award a contract for the entire amount of the appropria- 
tion to the Electric Boat Company. He was, however, induced to 
refer to the Attorney-General the question as to bis right to make a 
contract with a company other than the one that had been successful 
in the tests. The attorneys of the two companies filed briefs with the 
Attorney-General, and he rendered a decision in favor of the contention 
of the Lake Company. 

On February 3, 1908, a contract was made with the Lake Somaeny 
for the construction of one boat, contracts having previously n 
made with the Electric Company for seven boats. 

On the 5th day of February, Representative Sperry, of Connecticut, 
introduced in the House a bill for the appropriation of $2,000,000 for 
the purchase of submarine torpedo boats, the contracts to be awarded 
to the lowest bidders upon “guaranteed performances equal to the 
published requirements of the Secretary of the Navy.” 


THE ITEM FOR SUBMARINE BOATS IN THIS XYEAR’S NAVAL APPROPRIATION 
BILL. 


On February 10 the House Committee on Naval Affairs agreed upon 
the appropriation bill for this year. The clause relating to submarines 
was in these words: 

“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, 
to contract for or purchase one destroyer or torpedo boat of the type 
known as “subsurface,” “ semisubmerged” (or the like), the essential 
feature of which is to have during its operation some portion of the 
hull or superstructure always on or above the surface, such vessel to 
cost not to exceed $400,000, and to have a speed not less than 22 
knots ; also for two smali vessels of like type having a speed of not less 
than 16 knots and to cost not to exceed $22,500 each: Previded, That 
before any vessel of the type provided for in this penagnaeh. shall be 
purchased or contracted for a vessel of such type shall have been con- 
structed complete and of full size for naval warfare and submitted to 
the Navy Department for such trial and tests as the Secretary of the 
Navy may, in his diseretion, prescribe, and as the result of such tests 
be demonstrated to have fulfilled all the reasonable requirements of 
naval warfare for a vessel of its class, and for these vessels the sum 
of $445,000 is hereby appropriated, to be available until expended.” 
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The report of thé Secretary of the Navy for the year 1907 (p. 268) 
contained the following recommendation : 

“Four submarines (of the same type as those recommended as a 
result of the recent competitive tests), provided a more satisfactory 
type is not developed in the meantime.” 


COMMENTS OF THE PRESS ON THE ACTION OF THE NAVAL COMMITTEE. 


Soon after this action by the Committee on Naval Affairs a series 
of articles appeared in a New York paper, in which it was suggested 
that the Electric Company had succeded in defeating the battle-ship 
ae and in securing thereby exclusive legislation for its own 
enefit. In one of these articles, — on the 15th of February, 
appeared for the first time the claim that, according to the testimony 
of Admiral Bowles in 1902, $745.45 a ton was a reasonable price for 
submarine boats, and that on this basis the Electric Boat Company 
would reap an excess profit of $1,476,296.60. 


MR. LILLEY’S RESOLUTION. 


Such in general was the situation as it was known to the public with 
regard to legislation respecting submarines, when, late in the afternoon 
of Thursday, February 20, 1908, Mr. LiLLey introduced his resolution 
by having his clerk give it to a page to drop in the basket on the 
Clerk’s desk. What Mr. LitLey knew that the public did not know, 
what other measures had been taken, and what schemes had been laid 
by the two companies, or either of them, to further their own ends will 
become apparent from a further analysis of the testimony. 

A critical examination must now be made of the full text of Mr. 
LILLEyY’s resolution. 

“Resolved, That a committee of five Members of the House be ap- 

inted by the Speaker to investigate the conduct of the Electric Boat 

ompany, of New Jersey, and their predecessors, the Holland Boat Com- 
pany, respecting the methods employed by said companies in connection 
with past and prepeae legislation before Congress: Provided, That said 
committee shall have the power to send for persons and papers, to ex- 
amine witnesses under oath, and may employ a stenographer and one 
clerk, and shall report the result of its investigations to the House with 
such recommendations as it may deem eres Provided further, The 
expenses incurred hereunder shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House on vouchers soproret by the chairman.” 

The resolution was indorsed by Mr. Litiey to be referred to the 
‘Committee on Rules. It will be observed that the resolution makes no 
reference to Members of Congress or to any one but the Blectric ‘Boat 
Company. It does not charge the company with corruption or miscon- 
duct. It asks for an investigation of the conduct of the company re- 
— the methods employed by it in connection with past or pro- 
osed legislation, but it does not even suggest the nature of the 
egislation the author had in mind or what conduct or methods are to 
be examined. It was therefore not a privileged resolution under the 
rules of the House, and could not be called up by its author in case 
the committee to which it was referred did not report it. On its face 
the resolution disclosed no grounds for its report or even consideration 
by a committee. 

Shortly after the introduction of the resolution the attention of the 
Committee on Rules was called to a number of newspaper articles pur- 
orting to give interviews with Mr. LILLey, in which he charged the 
Bectric Boat Company with bribery and corruption and coupled Mem- 
bers of the House with these charges, and mentioned several Members 
by name. 
yon February 25 Mr. LILLEY appeared before the Committee on Rules 
and was questioned, but not under oath, pas the charges con- 
tained in these interviews. He repudiated all the interviews but one, 
gnying every statement that had been attributed to him respecting 
dembers of the House whom he was alleged to have mentioned by 
name. He admitted the authenticity and acknowledged the accuracy 
of an article that appeared in the Washington Post of February 21. 
He = read to the committee a statement on his responsibility as a 
Member. 

The grounds on which the Committee on Rules reported its resolution 
directing an investigation are to be found in the charges of Mr. LILLEy, 
which are contained first in his statement before the Committee on 
Rules; second, in his responses to the inquiries by members of that 
committee, and third, in the Washington Post article. His whole 
“case,” as he called it, against Members of the House, the officials of 
the Navy Department, the representatives of the press, and the Electric 
Boat Company and its officers is embraced in the report of the Com- 
mitte on Rules, which is printed in full on pages 1 to 13 of the pub- 
lished hearings of this committee. 


MR. LILLEY’S CHARGES. 


Mr. LILLEY’s charges were— 

First. That the —- to appropriate for four battle ships was 
defeated through the influence upon members of the committee of the 
Electric Boat Company, and that thereby an appropriation for eight 
submarines was secured. 

Second. That the Electric Boat Company has maintained in Wash- 
ington an organized lobby for influencing appropriations in favor of 
that company. 

Third. That Mr. BE. B. Frost, an officer of the company, has spent 
large sums of money in furnishing entertainment for Members of 

ongress. 

Fourth. That the Senate amendment to the naval appropriation act 
of March 2, 1907, was prepared Ls an attorney of the Electric Boat 
Company and was designed to limit the appropriation exclusively for 
the benefit of that company. 

Fifth. That the Electric Boat Company has contributed to the cam- 
paign fund of the Members of Congress who favored the Electric Boat 

ompany’s monopoly of submarine construction. 

Sixth. That the Electric Boat Company has spent large sums of 
money to defeat members of the Naval Committee who did not favor 
the Electric Boat Company. 

Seventh. That the Electric Boat Company has attempted to influence 
Officials of the Navy Department in its behalf. 

Eighth. That the efforts of the Electric Boat Company have resulted 
in suppressing all possibility of competition in submarine construction. 

Ninth. That the company has been engaged in “doubtful and rep- 
rehensible efforts to influence Members of Congress and officials of the 
Navy Department in favor of their boats and appropriations therefor.” 

Tenth. That the Electric Boat Company has subsidized members of 
the press in its interest. 

Eleventh. That the Electric Boat Company is “using wrongful 


methods in most every Member’s district who serves on the Naval 
Committee.” 


Twelfth. That these corrupt practices “apply to Members of the 
present Congress touching business before the present Congress.” 

Thirteenth. That attorneys have been retained by the Electric Boat 
Company in many Congressional districts solely for the purpose of 
influencing the Representative from that district in favor of the 
Electric Boat Company’s interest. 

Fourteenth. That in some districts attorneys have been induced by 
the Electric Boat Company to become candidates for Congress against 
Members who have opposed the company’s interests. 

Fifteenth. That “this Electric Boat Company has been a stench in 
the nostrils of the country for years, and in my opinion it has done 
more to corrupt legislation than all the other corporations on earth.” 

Sixteenth. That “with a flock of 383 here [in the House of a 
resentatives] it would be strange if there were not some sheep in it 
that had the foot rot or scabies. I think the disease ought to be eradi- 
cated before it spreads.” 


COMMITTEE ON RULES REPORTS RESOLUTION FOR INVESTIGATION. 


Such grave charges made by Mr. Littey, on his responsibility as a 
Member of the House, could not be ignored, and on March 6, the Com- 
mittee on Rules reported House Resolution 288, which was on the same 
day unanimously adopted, as follows: 

“‘ Whereas Mr. Grorce L. Litiey, a Representative from the State 
of Connecticut, on his responsibility as a Member of this House, be- 
fore the Committee on Rules, has, among other things, stated in sub- 
stance that the Electric Boat Company, of New Jersey, and their prede- 
cessors, the Holland Boat Company, have been engaged in efforts to ex- 
ert corrupting influence on certain Members of Congress in their legis- 
lative capacities, and have, in fact, exerted such corrupting influence ; 
Therefore be it 

“Resolwed, That a committee of five Members be appointed to in- 
vestigate the charges made by said Grorce L. LiLuEy of corrupt prac- 
tices on the part of said company and of Members of Congress with 
respect to legislation, and that said committee shall have authority to 
send for persons and papers and to take testimony in Washington, 
D. C., or elsewhere, either before the full committee or any subcom- 
mittee thereof. Said committee shall report as speedily as possible 
= such recommendation, if any, as to the committee shall seem 
meet.” : 


Immediately upon the adoption of the resolution this committee was 
appointed. 


MR. LILLEY’S STRANGE ATTITUDE TOWARD THB INVESTIGATION. 


On Saturday, March 7, the committee organized, and requested Mr. 
LILLeY to attend a ae. on the Snes Monday and give the com- 
mittee all the evidence in his possession. In view of the serious char- 
acter of his charges and insinuations against his fellow-Members, he 
was bound in honor so soon as this committee was appointed to make 
it the recipient of every fact in his possession on which his accusations 
and suspicions were founded, especially as he had asserted before the 
Committee on Rules that he was “ not talking on hearsay.” 

Instead of adopting this natural course, he wrote to the committee 
on the 7th, asking to be advised of the first meeting, so that he might 
appear and arrange with the committee “as to the time, manner, and 
procedure of beginning and conducting the investigation.” 


MR. LILLEY REFUSES TO TESTIFY WITHOUT THE AID AND ADVICE OF 
COUNSEL. 

When the committee met on March 9, and Mr. Littmy was asked to 
give his evidence, he declined to testify, but read to the committee a 
statement respecting the importance of having. unwilling witnesses 
examined - some one skilled in the art of cross-examination. He then 
requested that he be allowed to be represented before the committee 
by counsel, who should be empowered to examine such witnesses as 
he should call. 

He then informed the committee that he was Seite shadowed by de- 
eeeren who were hampering him in connection with this investiga- 
on. 

Then he read the names of witnesses whom he wished to have sum- 
moned, several of them by subpena duces tecum. He was assured 
that all his requests would be considered by the committee, and was 
again asked to give the committee such facts as he had in his posses- 
sion. He declined to testify until he could consult with counsel, or to 
proceed with any statement except by the advice of counsel. He was 
told that he could, of course, appear with counsel, and consult with 
counsel at all times, even while —- but that he hardly needed 
counsel to examine himself. He declined, however, to give the com- 
mittee any facts = which they could proceed, and the committee 
was compelled to adjourn until the 12th. 


MR. LILLEY’S EXPECTATION THAT HE WOULD BBE CHAIRMAN AND HAVE 
CHARGE OF THE INVESTIGATION EXPLAINS IN PART HIS ATTITUDE. 


Mr. LILLEY’s singular attitude toward the investigation which his 
charges had instituted, his somewhat incoherent and irrelevant state- 
ments to the committee, and his unwillingness to give to the committee 
those facts on which his charges were based and which they thought 
he ought to be quick to impart, puzzled the committee more at the 
time than they would have done had the committee known what the 
evidence subsequently disclosed, that Mr. Lititey expected, when he 
introduced his resolution, to be made chairman of the investigating 
committee (pp. 1514, 1515), with power to employ counsel oat con- 
duct the precee. and thus be relieved of the necessity of either 
disavowing or making good his charges against his colleagues. The 
appointment of this committee, however, relieved Mr. LitLey of all 
responsibility for the conduct of the investigation, and simply left to 
him the duty of communicating to the committee the information on 
which he based the charges made by him on his responsibility as a 
Member of the House. 

This committee has always had power to employ counsel for cross- 
examining witnesses, and for all other purposes; but the committee 
have never felt the necessity of calling in such assistance. Mr. LILLEY 
had no — to determine what counsel should aid in conducting this 
investigation. That was for the committee to decide. Therefore, in 
denying his request that counsel employed by him should examine 
under his direction witnesses called by him before the committee this 
committee did not deprive Mr. LILLby of any right or privilege to 
which he was entitled. On the other hand, his request that he should 
be allowed to dictate the selection of counsel and the procedure of the 
committee, thereby substituting himself for the committee, was not 
only extraordinary, but unprecedented. Much more reasonable would 
have been a request from his colleagues, whom he had placed under 
—— that they should be allowed to employ counsel to examine 
and cross-examine witnesses for the purpose of clearing their names 
from the accusations that had been made against them. 
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So, when the committee met on March 12, this resolution, which had 
been adopted in executive session, was read for the information and 
guidance of Mr. LiLLey and all other persons interested : 

“Resolved, That Hon. Grorce L. Liturgy, the Electric Boat Company, 
and such other parties affected by the investigation as may desire to do 
s0, may be accompanied by and consult with counsel! in all public hear- 
ings of the committee; and that in view of these circumstances and in 
accordance with the well-established precedents of both Houses of Con- 
gress for insuring the orderly conduct of such investigation, the examina- 
tion of all witnesses shall be conducted by a member of the committee 
to be designated for that purpose frem time to time by the chairman ; 
and that such questions or course of examination as parties interested, 
ose J counsel, may desire shall be submitted in writing to the com- 
mittee.” 

In accordance with the rule of procedure laid down in this resolution 
the work of the committee proceeded in an orderly, dignified, and expe- 
ditious manner, and the committee feel that no party in interest was 
deprived of any right or privilege, and that no essential facts were 
withheld from the committee that could have been elicited by any other 
method of procedure. All witnesses named by Mr. LILLEY were sum- 
moned, ail lines of inquiry suggested by Mr. Litiey were followed out, 
and all pertinent questions submitted by him were rigidiy pressed upon 
the witmesses. The number of written questions submitted by him to 
certain witnesses exceeded 200. At no time did the committee feel the 
need of counsel to develop the exhaustive line of inquiry embraced in 
and suggested by Mr. Litiay’s interrogatories. 


MR. LILLEY APPEARS BY COUNSEL AND READS ANOTHER STATEMENT. 


At this hearing Mr. Littey appeared accompanied by his personal 
counsel, Mr. Frank P. Brown, of Norwich, Conn., and Hon. Styles 
Judson, of Bridgeport, Conn. The committee had previously written 
to Mr. LiLizy, assuring him that if detectives were hampering him in 
the discharge of his official duties every effort would be made to stop 
the annoyance. Mr. Litusy informed the committee that the annoyance 
had ceased. 

It may be stated here that at a later stage of the hearings it de- 
veloped that the men whom Mr. LiLuzy’s suspicions had transformed 
into detectives hired to watch his office were raw recruits of the new 
police force of the Office Building, who were forced, while waiting for 
their uniforms, to patrol the corridors in plain clothes. 


CHARGES AGAINST MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE. 


In the statement which Mr. Lititey read in this hearing he insisted 
that he had made no charges against Members of the House. He said: 

“TI should again call attention to the fact that I have made no 
charges against the membership of the House, but only against the im- 
proper methods pursued by the Electric Boat Company and its pred- 
ecessors to influence Members of the House; and notwithstanding 
which the Committee on Rules of its own motion prepared and reported 
: — under which this committee is proceeding, which reads as 

ollows : 

“* Resolved, That a committee of five members be appointed to in- 
vestigate the charges made by said Mr. Grorcn L. Liuiay of corrupt 
practices on the part of said company and of Members of Congress 
with respect to legislation.’ 

“The first statement of this resolution that I have made charges 
of corrupt practices on the part of said companies is correct. The 
further statement that I bave made charges of corrupt practices on 
the part of Members of Congress is not correct, and fs at variance 
with the tenor of my original resolution and of my statement made 
before the Committee on Rules.” 

It was impossible for this committee to reconcile this statement 
with the specific charges made by Mr. Litiry before the Committee 
on Rules. If, before this committee he had withdrawn his charges 

ainst Members of this Congress and had given a satisfactory ex- 
Dianation of how he had been misied into making them, this com- 
mittee might have felt justified in closing the investigation with such 
withdrawal. But this distinct disagreement between what he said 
before the Committee on Rules on the 25th of February, and what 
he said to this committee, compelled a most thorough investigation, 
not only as to the grounds, if any, on which his original charges were 
made, but the motives which induced Mr. Litter to make them and 
then withdraw them so far as they were related to Members of the 
House. 


MR. LILLEY'S UNWILLINGNESS TO COOPERATE WITH THE COMMITTEE. 


This statement of Mr. Lint#y contains many expressions showin 
that he was extremely reluctant to testify before the committee, an 
his unwillingness to cooperate ,with the committee. He says: 

“The permission that I might be accompanied by and consult counsel 
in all public heari of the committee, and that I may, through my- 
self or counsel, submit any questions in writing would be of no 
possible benefit to me or of assistance to the committee in securing 
the real facts.” 

Again he says: 

“The Committee on Rules, in its resolution, under which this com- 
mittee is acting, has said to the country that you are to investigate 
the charges made by me. However inaccurate this statement may be, 
it is nevertheless the official statement of the resolution under which 
this committee fs appointed; and it would seem reasonable that if the 
responsibility is thus placed upon me to make good these charges, that 
I be permitted assistance by counsel competent to conduct the investi- 
gation, to call for witnesses and documentary evidences, and to pro- 
ceed in the presentation of testimony in such manner and along such 
lines as I am advised and believe is proper and necessary to secure 
from the witnesses the real facts, which I believe when presented will 
sustain any charge I have made. 

“TI had supposed that it was the function of this committee to sit 
here as judges and not to act as prosecutors or defenders, and there- 
fore that e orderly and effective procedure would be to have wit- 
nesses examined in the first instance by some other than a member 
of this judicial tribunal.” 

The committee was unable to tell what thoughts were in Mr. LILLEy’s 
mind when he insinuated that this committee was acting either as a 
prosecutor or a defender of anyone when at its second session they 
were simply trying, as they were at their first meeting, to persuade 
him to present to the committee the facts in his possession. Such 
an insinuation calls for no comment from this committee. Coming 
from a Member of the House, the making of it carries its own rebuke. 

Again he says: “Mr. Chairman, I ask your honorable committee as 
to whether or not after consideration of what I have just stated the 
committee still adheres to its determination to prohibit me from call- 
ing the witnesses and presenting their testimony under examination 
of my attorneys.” 


ete A 


MR. LILLEY’S LACK OF CANDOR TOWARD THE HOUSE. 


No one of the three statements made by Mr. LiLuey—one before the 
Committee on Rules and two before this committee—was made under 
oath. Attention has been called to the peculiar wording of his reso- 
lution, which contains no charges against Members and no charges of 
corruption against anyone. His charges were made in his statement 
and responses before the Committee on Rules and in the Washington 
Post article, which was made part of his case. This method of mak- 
ing his charges is very significant in view of his disclaimer of those 
charges when called upon to testify before this committee. It is 
a grave and solemn responsibility which a Member of the House of 
Representatives assumes in — a charges, accusations, or in- 
sinuations affecting, directly or indirectly, the honor, integrity, or 
good name of his fellow-Members. In the opinion of this committee 
a Member who feels called _— to make such charges, accusations, or 
insinuations should embody them formally in his resolution of inquiry, 
or should state them openly upon the floor of the House upon his 
responsibility as a Member. 


COUNSEL FOR THE LAKE TORPEDO BOAT COMPANY PREPARED ALL THH 
STATEMENTS OF MR. LILLEY. 


After this Sees had been in progress for some weeks it was 
disclosed, through admission of Ex-Senator Thurston himself, the 
counsel for the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, that he prepared the 
statement which Mr. LILLey read on his responsibility as a Member 
before the Committee on Rules, the statement read before this com- 
mittee on the 9th of March, and, in part, the statement read before this 
committee on the 12th of March, in the preparation of which Messrs. 
Brown and Judson also rticipated. 

Not only were these statements which Mr. LiLiey read as his own 
and on his responsibility as a Member prepared by the attorney of the 
Lake Company, but the entire series of questions to be propounded 
to witnesses by way of cross-examination that were addressed to the 
committee and ed by Mr. LitLey were prepared either by Senator 
Thurston or by Neff and Whitney. The subpenz duces tecum which 
the committee sent to Mr. Linixy, so that he could fill them out and 
call for whatever books and papers he intended to lay the foundation 
for, were filled out by the Lake Company’s counsel. And, finally, the 
names of witnesses had to be furnished Mr. Litter by officers of the 
Lake Comnane, and the numerous letters and statements sent to the 
committee by Mr. LiLiry, and by him, and ye ge of statis- 
tics and ee clippings and several affidavits laid before the com- 
mittee by Mr. LILLey, were all prepared by officers or agents of the Lake 
Company. These facts were not disclosed to the committee by Mr. 
LiItuey, and only became apparent from the evidence of other witnesses 
after the hearings had been in progress for a month. It will be seen 
that Mr. Litiey was never embarrassed by lack of counsel, but that, on 
the contrary, he enjoyed from the outset, without cost to himself, the 
advice and assistance of a learned and experienced lawyer and skilled 
parliamentarian, who was familiar with the entire history of the sub- 
marine controversy. 

Mr. LiILLey’s intense desire to conceal from your committee his in- 
debtedness to the officers and agents of the Lake Commene. for all his 
information and his most valuable advice and assistance led him through- 
out his testimony, and especially in the earlier part of these hear- 
ings, to testify in many instances with an inaccuracy that can not be 
explained in any manner creditable to him. During the first days of 
the examination, and on the 12th of March, he was asked (pages 52-53) : 

“Q. You have mentioned, I think, one or two attorneys in Washing- 
ton as representing, you said, the e Com - Upon that subject 
you speak, I understood, of your own knowl A. Yes, sir. 
= “Q. Have they approa you, or attempted to influence you?—A. 

Never. 

“Q. Or have you consulted with them?—A. Never. 

“Q. I mean with reference to anything pending before the Naval 
Committee or this committee?—A. No; not until after the introduc- 
tion of my resolution. 

“Q. What then?—A. I have talked on two or three occasions since 
that with Senator Thurston. 

“Q. With reference to this investigation?—A. Such information as 
I could gain from him, that he was willing to give me. 

“Q. Did he prepare or assist in preparing any of the statements you 
submitted to us?—A. The subject-matter of all the statements I have 
submitted to you has been my own. Mostly formulated in my own 
mind, after consulting with two eminent Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

“Q. Did you consult with Senator Thurston about the form of them 
or anything about them?—A. No; not as to the form of them.” 

A month later it was disclosed through the testimony of Senator 
Thurston and Neff that, as we have stated, Senator Thurston pre- 

ared the form of two of Mr. LILLEY’s statements. At the very time 

Mr. Litter was trying to give to your committee the impression that 
the statements were his own, and made on his own aes and 
that no one else was responsible even for their form, he was holding 
in his hand a statement dictated by the counsel for the Lake Torpedo 
Boat Caneuty. When examined more specifically as to his sources of 
information, he said: 

“Then I must decline to explain the preparation of my case. 

“Q. On what grounds? 

“A, On the ground that it is not pertinent to this investigation. I 
will take the responsibility for what I have read.” 

More marked still was his effort at deception in speaking of Abner 
R. Neff, the agent of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company in Washington. 
When asked how he came to consult Senator Thurston, he said : 

“‘ My impression is that Mr. Neff, or Neth, whichever it is, the young 
man who represents the Lake Company, came to me after I had intro- 
duced the resolution and asked me if I would like to have a consultation 
with Senator Thurston, not at my expense. * - 

“Q. You say Mr. Neth represented the Lake Boat Company? 

“A. I expect he does” (page 54). 

+ ry (page 56), when Senator Thurston and Neff were referred to 
e said: 

“I never saw any of these men until after my resolution was intro- 
duced, neither one of them, except that a young man some time back 
wanted me to suggest a motion in substitution of the Loudenslager 
motion to given open competition in submarines.” 

When he was asked for Neff’s address, the question was “Can you 
give us the name of Mr. Neff; do you know how he lis his name?” 

“A. It is either N-e-f-f or N-e-t-h. I don’t know where he lives nor 
what his initials are” ( re 61). 

It subsequently develo; through the testimony of Senator Thurston 
and Neff that Neff had been ook almost daily conferences with Mr. 
LILLey, beginning with the night of the introduction of his resolution, 
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and helping him in the preparation of his case. Furthermore, when 
Mr. LiLtey said that he had never seen or known him before the reso- 
lution was introduced it must have been difficult for him to forget 
that he had a conference with him on February 10, 1908, immediately 
after the action of the Naval Committee; that he went down in one 
of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company’s boats with him in the previous 
summer; that in the same summer Neff spent a night at his hotel in 
Waterbury, dictated a telegram for him to send to the Secretary of the 
Navy in the interest of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, and held a 
long conference with him in his office in the preparation of a letter to 
be sent by Mr. Litiey to the Secretary of the Navy. 

Equally suggestive of an intent to deceive was his testimony on 
March 12, 1908, relating to his acquaintance with Mr. Simon Lake 
and Mr. J. C. Lake. He was asked (page 57): 

“Q. Did you have a letter from any other company?—A. No; no 
letter from - other ar: If you mean by that if I heard from 
the Lake people or Simon Lake or any of those people—is that what 
you are driving at? 


“Q. Yes.—A. That is what you want to know; I have not seen or 
heard from any of them. 

“Q. I didn’t have them in mind, but I had these others——A. I 
have had no communication, nor have seen any of the Lakes, father 
or son, J. C. or Simon.” 

And yet, notwithstanding these positive denials of having seen or 
heard from either of the kes, when Mr. Metcalf, Sees of the 
Navy, produced the letters that he had received from Mr. Lilley in 
the interest of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, it was found that 
one of them began: 

““My constituent, Mr. J. C. Lake, writes me,” etc. (page 1503), and 
when Mr. Simon Lake was on the stand, he testified, that immediately 
after the action of the Naval Committee on February 10, 1908, he held 
a conference with Mr. Lilley at a hotel at New Haven, Conn. (pages 
1061-1062) with reference to the action of the committee and Mr. 
Lilley’s attitude toward the bill. This interview must have been be- 
tween the 13th and 18th of February, 1908, under circumstances that 
must have impressed themselves indelibly on Mr. Lilley’s mind, and yet 
in less than a month he swore to your committee that he had not seen 
bim. These instances of unjustifiable inaccuracy in Mr. Lilley’s evi- 
dence are sufficient to show the effort which he made to conceal from 
your committee his lack of all information to sustain his charges 
against Members of Congress and the Electric Boat Company nce 
such as he received from the officers of the rival corporation, the Lake 
Torpedo Boat Company. 


THE INAUGURATION OF THE LAKE TORPEDO BOAT COM®ANY’S PROPAGANDA 
TO DEFEAT THE SUBMARINE CLAUSE IN THE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Lake Torpedo Boat Company - its $450,000 contract with 
the Government on February 3, 1908. The Government having to 
this extent shown its approval of the Lake type of boat, the ke 
Company determined to exert every effort to secure in this year’s bill 
an appropriation for submarines that would not favor the winner in 
last year’s tests, but would make the appropriation subject to another 
competition or leave it exclusively to the Secretary of the Navy. To 
secure this result was the object of Mr. Simon Lake’s conference with 
Mr. Lituey at New Haven about February 14 (pages 1061-1062) : 

“TI called on him and asked him if it was a fact that the Naval 
Committee had passed such an exclusive or made such an exclusive 
provision, and he admitted that it was. Well, I said, that being the 
ease, if it passes the House and Senate, it seems to me that it would be 
very foolish for the Lake Boat Company to further. continue efforts 
for recognition in the United States. 

= a * 


“Q. Had his resolution calling for an investigation been offered at 
that time or not?—A. Oh, no; no. The resolution, I think, followed 
quite a little time after that. I know that I felt rather Soa 
at what I considered Mr. Lituey’s lukewarmness to one of his con- 
stituents, as we considered ourselves one of his constituents, and 1 
immediately came down and made a provision to start a propaganda 
of my own to see if I could not educate the Members of Congress up 
to the point of recognizing the merits of the Lake type of boat.” 

Again, when asked whether he had any regret that this investiga- 
tion had been started, Mr. Lake said (page 1104): 

“ Well, I don’t recollect who I expressed it to I had a regret; I 
stated, I think, in this connection that we had decided on a propa- 
ea by means of which we hoped to bring to the attention of Mem- 

rs of Congress the fact that all important governments had now 
finally adopted practically as a standard the type which I first sub- 
mitted to this Government fifteen years ago, and that we had started 
that line to inform them of that fact. Of course, naturally, we 
wanted submarine legislation, but we wanted submarine legislation 
that would permit us to bid and with a chance of securing contracts, 
providing we were able to meet the Department requirements, which 
we knew we were.” 

Ex-Senator Thurston and Neff were active agents in the propa- 

nda. Neff, having testified that he had called on Mr. LILLEey 
mmediately after the action of the Naval Committee on February 10, 
1303} being asked when he next met Mr. LILuey, he replied loags 

“A. Oh, I don’t know when I next met him. I did not meet very 
many people after that. The thing was pretty dull. Senator Thurs- 
ton and I got together and we prepared to fight that on the floor of 
the House, and we had the whole thing prepared, and we were to 
fight on the floor of the House for open competition on the broad 
lines that it was for the best interests of the United States Government 
to foster competition, and we were a competing company to bid for 
the business, and we felt confident that Congress would give us that 
opportunity, and my time after that was principally spent with Sena- 
tor Thurston. 

“Q. In what way were you going to make a fight on the floor of 
the House?—A. We were simply going to base it on the restrictive 
features of past legislation and ask that those would be removed. 

“Q. I know, but you would not have had access to the floor of the 
Hou yourself.—A. We are going to ask whatever Representative 
would be interested in such a fight. We had not decided upon any 
particular Representative as yet whom we would have, but I had in 
mind two or three Members of Congress. 

“Q. Whom did you finally determine —e to make the fight?—A. 
Mr. Hill, I think, is the man that I had in mind. I think he was a 
Representative from the Bridgeport district. : 

*Q. A very good man.—A. And I thought we would ask him. Our 
remarks were not personal or directed against our competitors; they 
were simply on the broad principle of competition, and we intended 
to make a fight along those lines. 





“Q. And you would have furnished the informatfon for the argu- 
ment ?—A. e Senator and I discussed it together. 

“Q. What part was Mr. Litiey to take?—A. We had not given 
him on ver ash He had not been very favorable to us and we wanted 
somebody to t. 

“Q. You did not consider him much of a fighter?—A. We did not 
think he had ana very hard for us up to that time and it was tried 
material we wanted.” 

CHRONOLOGY. 


A chronological narrative of the related events that preceded and 
followed the inauguration of this propaganda of the Lake Torpedo 
Boat meets to secure a modification of the submarine clause as 
agreed upon in the Naval Committee will show the part that Mr. 
LILuLey’s resolution and this investigation played in the propaganda. 

906—Mr. LILLEY goes on the Naval Committee in the first session 
of the Fifty-ninth Congress and votes for the committee item for sub- 
marines (pages 1357, 1551). 

This vote Mr. Franklin Taylor, a lifelong personal and political friend 
of Mr. LILLEy’s and a manufacturer who supplied materials used in the 
construction of submarines, thought was due largely to a request made 
of Mr. LILLBy by him, for when Mr. LILLEy returned to Connecticut he 
said to his friend, ‘1 voted yes, Franklin, and your face was in front 
of me when I voted” (page 481). 

1907.—Mr. LILLEy votes for the committee item for submarines (page 
1357). The naval appropriation act of March 2, 1907, contains an ap- 
propriation for submarines and for a competitive test to be concluded 
by May 29, 1907. 

Only the Lake Company and the Electric Company entered boats for 
see tanta, which were held at Newport, R. L, and completed on the 

of May. 

May 29.—Water test completed at Newport. 

May 30.—Unanimous report of the trial board, known as the “ Marix 
pear oan that the Electric boat is superior in all particulars 

page . 

June 22.—Unanimous report of the board on construction, approving 
the findings of the Marix board. The same approved by Admiral Dewey 
and the Secretary of the Navy (pages 308-311). 

June 29.—Prior to this date Mr. John C. Lake, vice-president_of the 
Lake Torpedo Boat Company, requests the Secretary of the Navy to 
refer to the Attorney-General the question whether the Government is 
bound to let all the contracts to the winner in the test (pp. 1225- 
1226). Senator Thurston, counsel for the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, 
writes the Secretary of the Newt urging that the question be referred 
to the Attorney-General (p, 1050). e a filed a brief with 
the Department in behalf of his client (p. 1049). _ 

July 30.—The Attorney-General gives an opinion in favor of the con- 
tention of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company (p. 271). 

August 7.—Mr. J. C. Lake, vice-president of the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company, writes to Mr. LILLEy as follows: 

[The Lake Torpedo Boat Company, submarine torpedo boats. Simon 

Lake, president; J. C. Lake, vice-president; L. B. Miller, treasurer ; 

Henry J. Miller, secretary.] 


WASHINGTON, D. C., August 7, 1907. 
Hon. G. J. Linusy, 


Member of Congress, Waterbury, Conn. 


DpaR Mr. Litter: As you are probably advised, the Attorney-General 
has given an opinion in accordance with our views—that the late legisla- 
tion of Congress does not interfere with the absolute discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy in awarding contracts for submarines. This of 
course is very gratifying, but strong efforts will be made by the Holland 
people to secure contracts for the greater part of the present appro- 
priation of $3,000,000. ; 

I had hoped to see you in person, but am confined to my bed under 
the advice of physician, and I therefore have asked the bearer, Mr. 
A. R. Neff, to go to Waterbury for the purpose of laying the matter 
before you. He will give you Mr. Thurston's brief, the opinion of the 
Attorney-General, and also show you the telegram and letters we have 
addressed to the Secretary of the Navy in California. 

While we do not anticipate that the Secretary will authorize the 
Assistant Secretary to make these awards before the Secretary returns 
to Washington, yet there is danger that he may do so. in view of 
this, I trust that you will give careful consideration to the facts Mr. 
Neff will present, and I respectfully request you to address a telegram 
to the Secretary and supplement it by as strong a letter as I know you 
can write, urging him not to decide as to how the appropriation shell 
be expended until he can return to Washington and personally examine 
not only the reports of the seagoing tests, but the plans and specifica- 
tions submitted with our bids. I am satisfied that if you will do this, 
the Secretary will become convinced that the Lake Company should 
be awarded contracts for at least one-half of the boats authorized by 
the appropriation. 

This is a critical time for the Lake Company, and a decision in its 
favor along the lines suggested will be of the utmost valine. Please 
make this Setter to the Secretary as strong as possible, and I assure 
you that any efforts in our behalf will be very greatly appreciated. 

You know that the strongest possible efforts will be made by our 
competitor to enlist some very strong political advocacy for their 
boats, and I feel that this is a time when the State of Connecticut, 
through you, can be heard to great advantage. 

Respectfully, 








Vice-President. 
{Page 1310.) 


August 9.—The above letter was taken to Waterbury by_Abner R. 
Neff. who was commissioned with a special message from Mr. J. C. Lake, 
to Mr. Littsy. Spends the night at Mr. Lituey’s hotel (page 1311). 

August 10.—At the request of Mr. Lake and Neff, Mr. Lititey sent the 
following telegram: 

Waterscury, Conn., August 10, 1907. 
Hon. Vicror H. METCALF: 

Your favorable consideration interests my constituents Lake Com- 

pany solicited. See letter. 


(Page 1502.) 
He reenforces the telegram by the following letter: 


{Georce I. Littry, at large, Connecticut, Naval Affairs. House of Rep- 
resentatives United States, Washington, D. C.] 


(Stamped :) Office of the Secretary Tey Department. Received Sept. 
oo, . 


Geo. L. LILuey. 


WATERBURY, CONN., August 10, 1907. 
Sir: I understand the late legislation of Congress does not inter- 
fere with the absolute discretion of the Secretary of the Navy in 
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> 
awarding contracts for submarines, and it will no doubt appeal to you 
that for the best results keen and active competition must supplant 
monopoly. Such competition will benefit the Navy in two ways: 

1. A monepoly of the business by one company would result in ex- 
orbitant prices after this policy had destroyed its competitors, but 
competition means the best for the least money. 

2. A monopoly of the business would do away with the keen rivalry 
for improvements. Active competition will- bring out the best in the 
shortest time. 

I sincerely hope that before awarding the contract you will examine 
not only the reports of the sea-going tests, but also the plans and 
specifications submitted by the Lake Company, and that you will see 
your way clear to divide the business. 

Yours, very sincerely, 


To the Honorable Victor H. MEeTca.r, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
(Copy sent to Fouts Springs.) 
(Page 1503.) 
September 23.—Mr. Lilley sends the following letter to the Secretary 
of the Navy: 


[George L. Lilley, at large, Connecticut—Naval Affairs. 
Representatives, United States, Washington, D. C.] 
(Stamped :) Office of the Secretary, Navy Department, received Sep- 
tember 24, 1907. re 


The Honorable Vicror H. METCALF, 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sire: My constituent, Mr. J. C. Lake, writes me you are 
in doubt as to the intention of the Naval Committee and the House in 
the matter of submarines. 

As for the attitude of the House toward Mr. Robert’s argument, 
nobody listened to it when it was made. Neither the House nor the 
untrammeled members of the Naval Committee would care whether 
the boats were on paper or completed, as long as when delivered to 
the Government they would be equal to any afloat. And as I under- 
stand it the Lake people do not ask you to accept any boat unless it 
fulfills all the conditions of the contract. 

I am certain that the House would vote against monopoly. Con- 
gress clearly showed its disposition when in the appropriation for the 
last two battle ships it stipulated that with any one company but 
one ship should be contracted for. 

Among the well-meaning Members of Congress the Lake people 
have more friends because they have neveg employed the methods of 
the Holland type people. It is well known that the company Mr. 
Roberts appears to represent is doing more to-day in the employment 
of questionable methods to intimidate Members of Congress and the 
Naval Committee than all other corporations in the United States. 

Yours, very truly, 


Geo. L. LILLEY. 


House of 


Gro. L. LILLEY. 

WATERBURY, CoNnN., September 23, 1907. 

(Page 1503.) 

December.—Mr. J. C. Lake entertains at luncheon at the New Wil- 
a the Senators and Representatives from Connecticut (page 

Ex-Senator Thurston, the counsel for the company, advises the dele- 
gation as to what can be done for the interest of the Lake Torpedo 
Boat Company (pages 1206-8). 

1908. 


January.—The Senators and Representatives call on the Secretary of 
the Navy in a body, and urge giving a contract to the Lake Torpedo 
Boat Company (pages 1322, 1504, 1611). 

February 5.—Signing of a $450,000 contract between the Government 
and the Lake Torpedo Boat Company (page 314). 

Ex-Senator Thurston requests of Mr. Foss, chairman of the Naval 
Committee of the House, an opportunity to present the views of the 
Lake Company respecting the form of the submarine item in this year's 
bill (page 1051). 

February 5.—Representative Sperry, of Connecticut, introduced in the 
House an independent bill, drawn by Ex-Senator Thurston, for an ap- 
propriation for submarines to be expended in a way that would this year 
again admit the Lake Company to competition. 

February 6.—Ex-Senator Thurston makes another request of Chair- 
mgn Foss, in writing, for a hearing in behalf of the Lake Company 
(page 1052). 

February 10.—Form of naval bill agreed upon by committee with 
the provision relating to submarines, to which the Lake Company and 
Mr. LILLEY objected (page 1061). 

It is an exciting session of the committee. 

After adjournment Mr. LiLtiey sees Neff and tells him “that the 
thing had failed and said that they had a pretty hot struggle in there” 
(page 1201). 

[On being questioned as to whether he did not say at this meeting 
of the committee, “‘ That some of the other Members were nothing bet- 
ter than traveling salesmen for the Electric Boat Company,” Mr. LILLEY 
refused to swear as to what he had said in the committee. His entire 
testimony on this subject is as follows: 

“Q. Now, Mr. LILLEy, have you at any time said to a newspaper 
man—I ask you this because you are reported in the newspapers, I 
have a clipping here somewhere, to have said that other members or 
some members of the Naval Committee were nothing more than travel- 
ing salesmen for certain torpedo-boat companies?—A. Not in that 
language. , 

“Q. Did you use anything bearing that interpretation?—A. What I 
said I said in executive session of the Naval Committee the day the 
vote was taken on the naval programme. I think it appears in the 
testimony here. 

“Q. It was not executive to us; we haven’t got it, but we did read 
it in the papers.—A. I gave no interview of that character. 

“Q. Did you say it in the Naval Committee ?—A. Not in those words. 
Q. That some of the other members were nothing’ better than 
traveling salesmen for the Electric Boat Company?—A. Not in those 


words. 
“Q. Anything that would bear that interpretation?—A. Different 











people put different constructions on 
“Q. Perhaps if you would tell us what you did say A. I do not 
recall. I did not charge my memory with those things. 


“Q. That is an important matter; did you not use some language 
very much like that?—A. I have given no interview to any news- 


paper of that character. 





| 
| 
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“Q. I know, but that is not what I ask. Did you make some such 
utterance in the Naval Committee?—A. Why, Mr. OLMSTED, I do not 
remember just what I said in the Naval Committee. 

t « be Did you say something like that?—A. I won’t swear as to what 
said. 

“Q. Will you state that you did not say something of that kind?— 
A. I won’t testify either way, except that I said nothing in that lan- 
guage, as you have put it” (page 1502). 

February 12.—Fred Brown Whitney, vino guia of the Lake Sub- 
marine Company and personal attorney of Mr. Simon Lake, mails an 
anonymous letter to Mr. Carmichael, of the Detroit Free Press, suggest- 
ns _ tas of Representative Loup by the Electric Boat Company 

page . ¥ 

The same day Representative L1LLEy leaves Washington (pages 1525-— 
1598) for Connecticut. He claims that before leaving he directed his 
secretary Webster, an inexperienced young man of 23, who had been 
his clerk for only a few months, to prepare a resolution for an in- 
vestigation of the methods of the Electric Boat Company and the con- 
duct of Members, without giving him any instructions as to whom he 
should consult or in what form the resolution should be prepared 
(pages 1363-1364, 1598). 

February 13.—Whitney sends to a New York paper & fictitious state- 
ment couselene. among other things,"a general estimate of alleged ex- 
cessive profits in the contracts of the Electric Boat Company with the 
Government. His statement contains the following paragraphs : 

“It is our unanimous opinion that it is best to have the full quota- 
tions sent you printed, so that our friends can use naval opinions with 
Members as from newspaper authority.” 

“Memorandum showing lack of economy in submarine at proposed 
cost of $1,476,296.60 more than contractor testified they were worth.” 

“The committee thinks it necessary to get prominent officers’ ideas 
and opinions before public, so that other newspapers will start editorial 
discussion of the problem that is far more serious than surface indica- 
tions tell” (page 1783). 

February 14—Mr. J. C. Lake, vice-president of the Lake Torpedo 
Boat Company, who has heretofore been in charge of the Washington 
offices, leaves Washington (page 1214). 

10311002)" Lake and Mr. LILLEy have interview at New Haven (pages 

February 15.—The fictitious figures of excessive profits concocted by 
Whitney, $1,476,296.60, a pear in a New York paper. 

Whitney sends to Frank Edinborough, formerly a clerk of Congress- 
man Loup and an aspirant for Mr. Loup’s seat in Congress, an anony- 
mous letter accusing Mr. Loup of bribery by the Electric Boat Company, 
saying, “ Loup voted for the $1,476,296.60 graft” (page 1783). 

Mr. Royal W. Thompson, secretary of Senator BULKELEY, at Web- 
ster’s request, makes the draft, as subsequently introduced, of Mr. 
LILLEY’s resolution calling for an investigation (page 1711). 

February 18.—Mr. Lituey returns to Washington. Shows draft of 
his resolution to Representative SHERMAN (page 1725), and says he 
will not introduce the resolution if Mr. SHERMAN can bring about an 
amendment to the submarine clause in the Naval Committee's Dill 
(pages 1725-1726). 

The evidence of this is given by Mr. SHERMAN on pages 1725-1726 
and corroborated by Mr. LILLEY, pages 1364-1365. Mr. SHERMAN said: 

“Q. Are you acquainted with Representative Grorce L. LILLeEy, of 
Connecticut ?—A,. I am. 

“Q. Did you have any conversation with him relative to submarine 
legislation and the introduction of any resolution?—-A. He had with me. 

a Q. Tell us what it was.—A. A few days before Mr. LILLEy intro- 
duced his resolution he called me into the Republican coat room and 
showed me a_ resolution which he said he proposed to introduce. 
Whether it is identical with the one he did introduce of course I can 
not now say. I read it and I can only give the substance of the con- 
versation. He said in substance that such a resolution would stir up 
a muss, and I intimated that I thought so, too, and he said in sub- 
stance that if the action of the committee could be moved so that the 
competition for submarine boats could be open to other competitors 
that he would not introduce the resolution, and he asked me to see 
some member of the Naval Committee, with the hope that seeing such 
member might possibly induce the committee to change its action. 

“Q. Did you tell him at that time that you would do that?—A. I 
told him I would not; that the Navy Committee were supposedly con- 
versant with the whole subject, and that I was not, and that I did 
not propose to approach them on a matter that they knew about and 
that I did not” (page 1725). 

February 20.—Mr. LiLtey’s resolution 255 dropped in the basket on 
the Clerk’s desk late in the afternoon (page 1279). 

The first of a series of postal cards extolling the merits of the Lake 
type of boat prepared in New York, by Mr. Robert G. Skerrett, an old 
employee of the Lake company, mailed in the afternoon in New York 
City to all Senators and Representatives and to Government officials 
in Washington (page 835). . 

In the evening Abner R. Neff, Washington agent for the Lake Tor- 

edo Boat Company, calls on Mr. Littey in his rooms at the New Wil- 
ard, and offers the services of Ex-Senator Thurston, counsel for the 
Ts Torpedo Boat Company, in conducting the investigation (page 

February 21.—A carefully prepared and authorized interview by Mr. 
LILLEY appears in the Washington Post (page 30) hinting at the 
charge against Representative Loup. 

The second in the series of Lake company’s postal cards mailed in 
New York City (page 836). 

February 21 to 25.—Interviews with Mr. LILLey appear in numerous 
papers, in which he accuses Members of Congress of heing bribed by the 
Electric Boat Company, mentioning several by name, and the charges 
against Representative Loup appear in Michigan papers. 

February 25.—Mr. LILLey appears before the Committee on Rules, 
makes his charges, and reads a statement on his responsibility as a 
Member of the House, which statement was prepared by ex-Senator 
Thurston, of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company (pages 1575-1576). 

February 27.—Mr. LILu8y introduced House resolution 264, reciting 
excess profit to the Electric Boat Company in Government contracts 
of $1,476,296.60, which resolution calls upon the Navy Department for 
cost of construction of the Electric Boat Company's torpedo Moats. 
The resolution was prepared by Neff, who obtained the fictitious figures 
from newspaper clippings given him by Whitney (pages 1490-1492, 
1499, 1500, 1501, 1545, 1585). 

March 6.—Committee on Rules reports House resolution 288, which 
is unanimously passed, and this committee appointed. 

March 9.—Mr. LILLEY appears before _ committee, but refuses 
to give the committee the knowledge in his possession on which his 
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charges are based (page 15). He reads a statement prepared by ex- 
Senator Thurston, attorney for the Lake Company, giving a list of 
witnesses furnished by the Lake Company (page 1203). 

March 12.—Mr. LILLey again appears before your committee and reads 
another statement prepared by ex-Senator Thurston, counsel for the 
Lake Company, in connection with Attorneys Brown and Judson, and 
then for the first time consents to be examined under oath as to the 
information on which his charges were based (pages 1202, 1576). 

Mr. Robert G. Skerrett, an old employee of the ke Company, hands 
to the Scientific American and Harper’s en articles extolling the 
merits of the Lake type of boat, which appear in the Scientific Ameri- 
798). March 21 and 28 and Harper’s Weekly of April 4 (pages 1796— 

ave . 

March 16.—At the hearings on this day Mr. Litury hands to the com- 
mittee a large number of typewritten questions, addressed to the chair- 
man of the committee, and bearing Mr. LiniEey’s signature. Most of 
the communications handed in close with one or the other of these 
paragraphs : 

“ Not being an attorney, and being refused by your committee to par- 
ticipate in this investigation through an attorney, I must leave the 
responsibility, the line of the examination, and its thoroughness to your 
members, in whose skill as attorneys I have great confidence. 

Not being an attorney, and being denied the privilege by your com- 
mittee of having witnesses examined or cross-examined by an attorney 
qualified to bring out the real facts, I am compelled to leave the gen- 
eral character and questioning of this witness to the superior wisdom 
and ability of the learned attorneys, members of this committee.” 

While the examination progresses from Md to day Mr. LILLEY sub- 
mits numerous other sets of questions similarly prepared, which dis- 
play a most exhaustive knowledge of the history of the development 
of submarines, the cost of construction, and the business methods of 
the ‘Electric Boat Company. 

April 2.—Frank L. Edinborough appears before the committee and 
produces an anonymous letter received from Whitney attacking Repre- 
sentative Loup (page 726). 

April 3.—Mr. Carmichael appears before the committee and produces 
an anonymous letter received by him from Whitney attacking Repre- 
sentative Loup (page 769). 

About this time Whitney is taken ill and confined to his room, so 
that he is unable to respond to a subpeena or appear as a witness be- 
fore the committee. : 

April 15.—For the first time during the hearing it is disclosed that 
the questions submitted by Mr. LILLBY were not based on any informa- 
tion of his own, but were prepared by counsel of the Lake Torpedo 
rest ed (pages 1186-1188, 1190-1191, 1194-1196, 1309, 1202- 

- '’ wv . 

April 30.—Whitney, now in the hospital and unable to a r before 
the committee, sends physician’s certificate to that effect be his coun- 
sel, and an affidavit con are the authorship of the anonymous letters 
and of the fictitious figures of the excessive profit to the Electric Boat 
Company in its submarine contracts, and stating that when he mailed 
these documents “he had good reason to belleve that a resolution 
would be introduced in the House of Representatives for an investi- 
gation of the methods of the Electric Boat Company and it prede- 
cessor, the Holland Boat Company.” 

It needs no argument to show that there is a logical 
foregoing interrelated events that tell the history o 
constituted the propaganda which was designed as indicat in the 
frank admission of Simon Lake to “ educate Members of Congress up to 
= po of recognizing the merits of the Lake type of boat.” 

Mr. LILLEy’s resolution and charges and the investigation that fol- 
lowed form an important part in the peopegende. Mr. LILLey testifies 
that he talked with no one connected with the Lake Boat Company con- 
cerning his intention to introduce such a resolution, and that no one 
connected with the company knew of his intention. The officers of the 
Lake company say that they had no knowledge that it was to be intro- 
duced. According to the evidence, both Webster and Thompson, how- 
ever, knew a week beforehand that it was to be introduced, and Whit- 
ney swears that “he had good reason to believe that such a resolution 
would be introduced.” 

But whether or not the Lake Company’s officers knew that it would 
be introduced is quite immaterial. If hey did not, they showed a 
miraculous degree of preparedness in availing themselves of the vast 
opportunity which this resolution opened up for carrying on their 
poeeqeem. A few hours after its introduction Neff, the agent of the 

ake Torpedo Boat Company, was ready to make an arrangement with 
Mr. LILLey to consult with the general counsel of the company con- 
cerning the conduct of the investigation. And from that time: until 
the completion of the examination of all the witnesses named by Mr. 
LILLey the conduct of his case was in the hands of the counsel and 
agent of that company. 

By stating on his honor and responsibility as a Member that he had 
information not based on hearsay that required an investigation re- 
gotine the conduct of his colleagues, he invoked the entire machinery 
of the House of Representatives to institute a proceeding against a 
private corporation for the benefit of another private corporation. The 
gravity of this offense is apparent when it is considered that in no 
other way by any private citizen in any civil or criminal proceeding in 
any of the courts of law could such an examination be carried on as 
has been carried on in this proceeding by the Lake Torpedo Boat Com- 
pany against its rival through the sqency of Mr. Lintitzy. And the 
eee | of his offense is not lessened by the disclaimer made by Mr. 

ILLEY and the officers of the Lake Company, that the latter did not 
induce him to offer the resolution. 

For six months prior to the introduction of the resolution Mr, Lintipy 
had been doing everything in his power to help the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company. After the introduction of the resolution the Lake Torpedo 
Boat Company, through its officers and agents, did all in its power to 
help Mr. Littey. Your committee therefore has no doubt, and feels 
that no one who reads the evidence or even the foregoing brief chron- 
ology can have a doubt, that Mr. LiLLEy’s resolution was not introduced 
to secure an investigation, but was introduced to secure legislation. A 
further analysis of the entire evidence will confirm this finding. 


DETAILS OF ALL OF MR. LILLEY’S SOURCES OF INFORMATION. 


In. view of all the evidence gathered in this investigation, Mr. LiIt- 
LEY’s statement to the Committee on Rules—“I shall be very glad 
to go into this matter just as soon as this resolution is passed and 
the committee is esgeese. and I assure you, gentlemen, I am not 
talking on hearsay; I know my ground, and I know that I can prove 
these things before a committee that means business ’"—makes it im- 

rtant to ascertain what he knew and probably could prove at the 
ime of making this statement, and classify the whole of his evidence 
in accordance with the demonstrzted sources of his information. The 


uence in the 
what led up to and 
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wide latitude Mr. Littry allowed himself in making his charges reveals 
that he has relied upon facts within his own knowledge, facts within 
the knowledge of others, newspaper reports, illogical assumption, 
rumors, suspicions, and misstatements too often stubbornly adhered to. 


FACTS WITHIN HIS OWN KNOWLEDGE. 


He knew that Mr. Taylor had repeatedly urged him to vote for sub- 
marines prior to the naval appropriation bill of 1908. 

He knew that Mr. Kellogg had argued with him the wisdom of addi- 
tional a propriation for the construction of submarine boats, and that 
Mr. Kellogg represented the Electric Boat Company. 

He knew that Mr. Kellogg introduced Mr. Ferry to him, and made 
an appointment for Mr. Ferry to have an interview with him on the 
subject of submarine boats. He knew that Mr. Ferry did interview 
him on that subject. 

He knew the terms of the Loudenslager amendment to the naval 
pnt bill of the present year, and that Mr. LOUDENSLAGER 

He knew of his own votes in the Naval Committee in favor of sub- 
marines in the naval bill of 1906. 

He knew of the votes on the various motions and amendments 


respecting battle ships and submari in th i 1 r 
pristion bill pi nes in e@ pending naval appro- 


FACTS WITHIN THE KNOWLEDGE OF OTHERS. 


He knew that Mr. Gordon, who lived in Mr. Lovun’s district, had 
been employed by the Electric Boat Company, because Mr. Loup and 
Mr. Foss told him so. 

He knew that Mr. Speee had offered to assist Representative Hos- 
son in his effort to obtain appointment on the Naval Committee, be- 
cause Mr. Hopson told him so. 


ASSUMPTIONS. 


He assumes that the Electric Boat Company. set Mr. Taylor on him 
to influence him in favor of submarine legislation, and persists in this 
assumption in the face of Mr. Taylor’s sworn statement that he ap- 
proached him on his own initiative and in his own interest, and swears 
that Mr. Taylor is an honorable man and that he (Littey) would be- 
lieve what he (Taylor) swears. 

He assumes that the Electric Boat Company and Admiral Bowles, 
—— of the Fore River Ship Building Company, sent Mr. Ferry to 

im to influence him to vote for Holland submarines in the face of the 
denial both of Mr. Ferry and of Mr. Bowles. 

He assumes that Mr. Kellogg sent Mr. Ferry to him by direction of 
the Electric Boat Company, in face of the denial of the officers of the 
Electric Boat Company and of Mr. Kellogg, the latter being his 
(LILLEY’s) oe and political friend, and an honorable man worthy 
of belief as he (LILLEY) swears. 

He assumes that the expert naval constructors in the Navy Depart- 
ment could and would testify to the excessive profit of a million or 
more dollars obtained by the Electric Boat Company on its past con- 
tracts and an equal amount of excessive profit if they obtain all the 
contracts provided for in the Loudenslager amendment, and he persists 
in his assumption, notwithstanding the testimony of Admiral “ae 
the chief constructor of the Navy, that no such excessive profit ha 
— a or could have been made under the contracts executed or to 

executed. 

He assumes that an investigation would prove that the boats owned 
by the United States and proposed to be purchased under the Louden- 
slager amendment are, and would be, inferior in type, size, power, arma- 
ment, and efficiency to boats now in European navies, notwithstanding 
the testimony of the Secretary of the Navy, the chief constructor of the 
Navy, and other witnesses not connected with the Navy Department, 
that, so far as it was possible to make such a comparison, no such 
alleged fact could be established. 

He assumed, and persisted in the assumption, though unable to sup- 
port it by proof or probability, that $745 per ton is a reasonable price 
and as much as the Government should pay for submarine boats, and 
upon this false assumption he charges that this is the inducement to 
the Electric Boat Company to corrupt or attempt to corrupt Congress 
to legislate in its favor. 









































































SUSPICION. 


Mr. Litugy stated his fundamental suspicion to the Committee on 
Rules as follows: 

“T think the membership of this House is of the very highest quality, 
and that they are the very best men, usually, from the district from 
which they come, but with a flock of 383 here it would be strange if 
there were not some sheep in it that had the rot foot or scabies. I 
think the disease ought to be eradicated before it spreads.” 

He alleges that as there is an attorney of the Electric Boat Company 
in his district, one in Mr. Loup’s district, and one in Texas; that 
there are other attorneys or agents in the districts of other members of 
the Naval Committee, and wherever the ground is found favorable, 
except in the districts of Messrs. Foss, Papcett, and HoBson. 

Another charge is arraigned under the head of suspicion. Whether 
or not money has been improperly used or improper methods have been 
employed to secure favorable action in Congress, can only be success- 
ful a shown by an examination of the officers, attorneys, and agents of 
said companies, and by an examination of the books, accounts, vouchers, 
checks, and other written memoranda relating to such practice which 
are in the ion of the officers, attorneys, agents, and representa- 
tives of said companies, and when the officers, attorneys, and agents 
of said companies had sworn positively that no such expenditures had 
been made by either of them, and that no such accounts had ever been 
he on their books because no such expenditure was made, Mr. LILLEY 
bolstered that fallen suspicion with this further remark : 

“ Now, I do not expect those books will show any names that checks 
were drawn for er funds, but I do expect that there will be 
some such fund as the ‘ yellow-dog’ fund in the New York insurance 
investigation.” 

In his charge that contributions were made to Members of Congress 
who were on the House Naval Committee, contributions to elect some 
and defeat others, Mr. LintLey relies on the same suspicion that the 
officers and books of the Electric Boat Company would furnish a proof 
in a suspected “ yellow-dog” account. 


RU MOR, 


To the authority of rumor Mr. LILuezy refers his charge against the 
Electric Boat Company’s contributing to the campaign fund of members 
of the Naval Committee, in maintaining an expensive lobby at Wash- 
ington, and in efforts made to subsidize or unfairly influence the publ 
press in its utterances and criticism of the said companies, and appro- 
priations made for submarines, 
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NEWSPAPERS, 


Mr. LILLEy cites an article from the Detroit News dated February 
21, and another dated February 22, 1908, as the proof justifying his 
statement that Mr. Gordon was employed for the sole purpose of 
endeavoring to secure favorable action on the part of Representative 
Loup for such legislation as the Electric Boat Company might desire. 
Whereas the article offered in proof of this states that— 

“The hint has been thrown out that his influence for the Holland 
submarine boat was secured by a species of intimidation.” 

If Mr. Littey did not know the contents of this article before he 
introduced his resolution, he would have been without a semblance 
of truth as to Messrs. Gordon and Loup. If he did not know the 
contents of the second publication before he introduced his resolution, 
he would not have had the benefit of Edinborough’s insinuation con- 
tained therein. 

If, however, it is conceded that he knew the contents of each, it was 
within his power to ask his colleague (Loup) on the Naval Committee 
whether he knew or believed that Mr. Gordon was employed by the 
Electric Boat Company to intimidate him by threat of opposition, or 
otherwise, in supporting submarine legislation favorable to them. He 
could with equal facility have inquired what statements Mr. Loup 
made to Edinborough that could lead Edinborough to believe that ‘Mr. 
Gordon was lobbying with him (Loup) for the Holland concern. These 
two inquiries addressed to Mr. Loup would have reached an original 
source of information as against the repetition of a “ hint” and the 
publication of Edinborough’s “ suspicion.” 


ANALYSIS OF MR. LILLEY’S EVIDENCE CONCERNING ALL THE FACTS IN HIS 
OWN KNOWLEDGE WHEN HE INTRODUCED HIS RESOLUTION, 


In his statements to the Committee on Rules, Mr. LILLEY said: 

“In the last Congress a large manufacturer in my town, an intimate 
friend of mine, who would probably have as much influence with me 
as any man in my State, told me that he had the promise of a large 
order if I would vote for submarines (page 7).” 

Mr. Franklin A. Taylor, of Waterbury, Conn., vice-president and 
manager of the Randolph-Clowes Company, engaged in the business of 
manufacturing brass and copper, testified that he was the man referred 
to by Mr. LiLLey in that statement, and Mr. LILLey subsequently stated 
that it was Mr. Taylor to whom he referred. Mr. Taylor said: 

““Mr. LiLLey and I were personal friends. I met him frequently and 
did not hesitate to discuss with him frankly my interest in submarine 
construction. I told Mr. Linttey the amount of business the Navy De- 
ees did in the Naugatuck Valley. I suggested to him to talk with 

is constituents ; that it would be a good scheme to start at Bridgeport 
and go to Winsted, and told him of the things manufactured; I went 
into it very thoroughly; I told him our business in the matter of tubing 
and sheathing and brass plates, and all that sort of thing. I said to 
him that the business amounted to several millions a year, and I think 
he felt at the time that it was a very much bigger thing than he had 
any idea of. I did not leave any stone unturned to influence him to 
vote for submarine boats. 

“These conversations related to legislation of 1905 or 1906. Mr. 
LILLEY was influenced in his first vote on submarines by the request of 
his constituents who were to secure orders as a result of any appropria- 
tion for submarines. Mr. LILLEY was, I think, opposed to submarines 
from the beginning. On one occasion I met Mr. LILLEY in Waterbury, 
and, as he says, shook my fist at him; I do not think I have missed an 
opportunity to shake my fist at him and tell him to vote for subma- 
rines every time I have met him. This was not intended as a threat 
or an act of intimidation, and Mr. LILLEy took it in a friendly spirit. 
I had no doubt that the conversations had with him were influential 
in gaining his vote when the matter first ‘went through Congress. I 
had very good reasons for thinking so, because when he came home 
after the committee had voted he said to me: ‘I voted “ yes,” Franklin, 
and your face was in front of me when I voted.’ So I felt that I had 
influenced Mr. LILLEY, and I had nothing to be ashamed of in it. 

“The articles which we manufacture and which enter into the con- 
struction of submarine and torpedo boats generally are sold to the 
Electric Boat Company, the Lake Boat Company, or any other company 
that manufactures torpedo boats. I was looking out for the business 
from the corporation that got the contracts, and it didn’t bother me a 
bit nor did I care which one of them got the contracts. We manu- 
facture brass and copper piping and air flasks, all of which went into 
submarines and other kinds of ships, and there was no possibility of 
any legitimate share of any appropriation made by Congress passing 
into the hands of anyone else. have had no conversation with Mr. 
LILLEY with reference to influencing him to vote for submarines in this 
year’s bill. The Electric Boat Company never intimated to me in any 
way that they desired me to approach or attempt to influence Mr. 
LILLEy to vote for submarine boats, nor did they ever give or tender 
to me any order contingent upon anything that I might do to induce 
Mr. LILLEY to support submarine legislation. What I did was always 
on my own initiative and from my own instincts of my business in- 
terest.” 

Mr. LItiey, in testifying in reference to Mr. Taylor's approaching 
him on the subject of submarines, said: 

“JT did not charge Mr. Taylor with having done anything wrong in 
trying to obtain a large order for goods. * * * I am not making 
any complaint against Mr. Taylor in approaching me.” 

Mr. LILLey’s attitude with respect to Mr. Taylor is one of complete 
exoneration of Mr. Taylor from any improper motive or wrongful act 
in all that he said and did to him with respect to submarine legislation. 
He substantially complains as follows: “ But I do charge the party 
that set him on a Member of Congress for that purpose is doing some- 
thing that ought not to be permitted,’ and the emphatic testimony 
of Mr. Taylor is that he was “ set on,” as he says, “ always on my own 
initiative and from my own instincts of my business interest.” So 
that, knowing Mr. Taylor as well as Mr. LILLEY swears he did, regard- 
ing him as a man of high character, meeting him frequently socially, 
enjoying his confidence and support politically, Mr. LitLey had only to 
ask Mr. Taylor whether the Electric Boat Company had inspired him 
to urge submarine legislation upon him [LILLEY]. 

And Mr. Taylor's answer would doubtless have been in conformity 
with his sworn statement on the subject—that he was acting on his 
own initiative and in his own interest and without the suggestion or 
dictation of any other person or corporation, and if Mr. LILLEy had 
accepted this answer as the truth, as in his testimony he swears that he 
would believe what Mr. Taylor says, it would have been an end of. this 
groundless suspicion that the Electric Boat Company was endeavoring 


to influence him through his friend Mr. Taylor, and there would have | 


been no truthful basis for this instance in Mr. LILLEY’s personal ex- 
perience related to the Committee on Rules and made one of the charges 
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on which this investigation was based. It is a conspicuous instance 
of Mr. LILLEY’s stubborn refusal -to substitute an easily ascertained 
fact for groundless suspicion. 


MR. LILLEY’S EVIDENCE CONCERNING HIS FRIEND, MR. JOHN P. KELLOGG. 


Mr. LILLEy. At the same time there came down here a lawyer in 
politics who had been a member of the State committee and the town 
committee where I live; was then; who probably hed as much to do 
with my being in Congress as any man. He came here to Washington 
and stayed with me, and he was certainly employed by the Electric 
Boat Company * * * mm Th. 

This charge relates to Mr. John P. Kellogg, esq., a lawyer of Water- 
bury, Conn., who is assistant State attorney of New Haven County, 
and who has been a member of the Republican State central committee 
and chairman of the Republican town committee of Waterbury. He 
has known Mr. Littey for twenty-five or thirty years; his political 
and social relations during that time were exceedingly friendly. He 
was employed by the Electric Boat Company in 1906 to “ counsel with 
them in regard to matters in Connecticut generally, where they had a 
competing company and had some little trouble with the company, 
and also to give them professional assistance in any way * * *” 
(p. 370). And for this service he received an annual retainer; has 
conducted no litigation for them; has Visited Washington on business 
of the Electric Boat Company twice. First in January, 1907, at the 
direction of Mr. Frost; came to discuss matters of pending legislation 
with Mr. LILLey. 

I think it was the month of December, the latter part, when Mr. 
LILLEY was home during the Christmas holidays. I went to him then 
and told him that I had been employed by the Electric Boat Company, 
and told him through whom, through Mr. Frost, and discussed with him 
at that time legislation with regard to submarine boats. 

In substance, what I said was based upon the necessity for subma- 
rine boats, for the defense or secondary defense of harbors, and also 
considerable of the conversation, as I recall it—I am talking about 
things now that happened over a year ago—and as I recall it, it was 
not only the necessity, but whether they were available, whether they 
were of advantage to secondary defense. 

Mr. Kellogg came to Washington in January, 1907, while the naval 
appropriation bill was pending in the committee, and had other con- 
versations with Mr. LILLEY on the necessity and advantage of the Gov- 
ernment purchasing additional submarines, and that such purchases 
should be made as the result of competitive tests, and while Mr. LILLEY 
did not agree with Mr. Kellogg that submarines possessed all the merits 
Mr. Kellogg claimed for them, he admitted that there was sufficient 
good in them to warrant the purchasing of a limited number. Mr. 
Kellogg swears that Mr. LILLEY never expressed any disapproval of his 
conversations with him on this subject, nor did he express any dis- 
approval of the method adopted by Mr. Kellogg to persuade him to his 
point of view. On the contrary, Mr. Kellogg swears that Mr. LILLEY 
has told him since the investigation began that there was nothing he 
(Kellogg) had ever said to him at any time that anyone could not 
fairly say to him, 

Mr. Kellogg admits that he spoke to Mr. Taylor and Mr. Ferry about 
conferences with Mr. LILLEY on the subject of submarines. He further 
swears that he did not intimate to either Mr. Taylor or Mr. Ferry, nor 
did he suggest to them'to say to Mr. LILLeY, that they might secure 
orders in case of favorable submarine legislation. He understood that 
both companies had been having orders right along and would keep 
on having them whether Mr. LILLEY voted fer or against additional 
submarines. He swears further that he never had any authority from 
the officers of the Electric Boat Company to promise any of these manu- 
facturers that they should receive orders in case of favorable sub- 
marine legislation. Nor did he ever state to any manufacturer that 
they would receive orders from the Electric Boat Company in case of 
favorable submarine legislation. 

In brief, Mr. Kellogg’s evidence a, and frankly states the time, 
manner, and scope of his employment by the Electric Boat Company, 
and he details with frankness the substance and nature of his con- 
versations with Mr. LILLEY on the subject of submarines, and Mr. 
Littey himself exonerates him from any blame or censure for any- 
thing that he said or did by right of his employment by the Electric 
Boat Company, but charges, as he said in the case of Mr. Taylor, 
that it was an improper practice for the Electric Boat Company to 
employ a prominent and competent attorney who was his personal and 
political friend to present in a legitimate and honorable manner the 
necessity for submarine legislation. 


MR. LILLEY’S EVIDENCE CONCERNING HIS CONSTITUENT, MR. CHARLES 
FERRY. 


Mr. Charles Ferry, of Bridgeport, Conn., metallurgist and salesman 
of the Bridgeport Brass Company, went to Washington in February, 
1908, by direction of Mr. F. H. Kingsbury, jr., manager of the com- 
pany, to get all the information he could as to the possibility of the 
Government purchasing additional submarines, and to meet and confer 
with Mr. Kellogg in Washington for that purpose. Mr. Kellogg told 
Mr. Ferry that he thought that Mr. LILLEY ought to know that the 
Bridgeport Brass Company made a great deal of material, a portion 
of which had been used in submarine boats, and introduced him to 
Mr. LILLEy, with whom he made an appointment to talk on this sub- 
ject the next day at Mr. LILLEy’s office in the House Office Building. 

In the interview between Messrs. Ferry and Littey, Mr. Ferry 
swears: 

“T told Mr. Litisy that I understood that the Government was 
likely to purchase more submarine boats, that inasmuch as we had 
made material which we supposed had been used in submarine boats, 
or at least purchased by the company that constructed the Holland 
boat, we thought it was perfectly fair that he should know this, and if 
he could consistently vote for that bill we would be glad to have him 
do so. I told him that I was seeking business, or prospects of busi- 
ness, with unusual diligence at this time, because we were running 
short-handed and not through the full week, and that we never needed 
an order as badly as at that time. Mr. LILLEY asked me if I came to 
ask him to vote for a bill appropriating a large sum of money for the 
construction of submarines. I told him I did not, unless he could do so 
consistently. To my best knowledge and belief, I did not tell Mr. 
Littey that I or mv company had the promise of an order from the 
Holland or Electric Boat Company, if he (LILLEY) would vote right on 
that proposition; I did not know that any promise was made by the 
Holland or Electric Boat Company to me or to my company that if 
LILLEY voted right we would secure an order. 

“Neither Mr. Kingsbury or Mr. Kellogg gave me - such informa- 
tion, nor were any such conditions in my mind when I conferred with 











1908. 


Mr. LILtey. LILLEy asked me how much material of our manufacture 
was used in a submarine boat. I told him I had no information or data 
upon the subject, and therefore could make no intelligent estimate. He 
said: ‘How much do you imagine would be used in submarine boats to 
be provided for?’ I still told him I had not any idea. As I remember 
it, he said: ‘A hundred thousand dollars’ worth?’ I said I did not 
believe as much as that. Then he came down to $20,000, and I said: 
‘Possibly, and possibly a little more.’ Then he asked me how much 
profit we made on the material. I told him I was not in a position 
to say, but, for a guess, it might be 10 per cent. So that he arrived 
at a profit of $20,000, as an example, and wanted to know if I came 
there to ask him to vote for a bill in which we might make a possible 
profit of $2,000, and I still told him that I was not there to ask him 
to vote for_a bill unless he could consistently do so. 

“T told Mr. Lituey that we had received so much business from the 
shipbuilders who constructed the Holland boat that we naturally felt 
sanguine and interested in any bill of that sort—sanguine about receiv- 
ing orders from that concern. I think that he intimated that he would 
vote for the bill on account—mainly on account. of the extreme desire 
of high officials who wished submarines, particularly the Secretary of 
the Navy. He expressed his preference for battle ships to submarines. 
I did not discuss with him any form of legislation intended to provide 
for submarines. I had no experience with such matters and knew 
nothing about the necessary form of legislation in providing for them. 
We employ about 1,500 men when our plant is in full operation, and 
I should think our monthly sales when we are running full might be 
$250,000 a month. An order amounting to $20,000 would have been 
desirable. My company has never taken an active part in political 
— and it has never sought to influence me or the men, so far as 

now. 

“ Neither Mr. Bowles, president of the Fore River wn Building Com- 
pany, nor any of its agents, officers, or attorneys, offered to pay or 
[= eae to pay me anything for coming here to see Mr. LILLEy last 
‘february; neither did my company have any promise of orders from 
anybody if I came here and secured the vote of Mr. Litiey in behalf of 
submarines. Mr. Bowles never suggested to me that I should influence 
Mr. LILLEY or any other Member of Congress from Connecticut or 
elsewhere, either by word, letter, or any other manner. He ‘ told me at 
one time that he thought Mr. Hriu did not know that we made material 
for the Holland boat, and he thought that it would be desirable that 
Mr. Hitt should know it;’ but he did not suggest, as I remember, that 
I should write or speak to Mr. H1Lu about it; and while I neither wrote 
nor spoke to him on the subject, I talked with Mr. Enos, who expected 
to go to Washington, and he promised to tell Mr. HILL that we were 
making a large amount of material for the Fore River Ship Building 
Company, a portion of which was used in submarines, and Mr. Enos 
told me that he reported that to Mr. Hitt. That was about three years 
ago. I never attempted to get Congressman HILL to withdraw his sup- 
port from the Lake people of ane at the request of Mr. Bowles 
on the condition that if I succeeded, he would give me $100,000 of or- 
ders ; no such conversation ever occurred with Mr. Bowles. I never had 
any communication with Mr. HILL concerning submarines, except the 
message sent to him Mr. Enos above referred to.” 

On this subject Mr. J. C. Lake testified that Mr. Ferry told him some 
two years ago that— 

“He (Ferry) had been requested or approached by what he termed 
him, Admiral Bowles, as he was a ——e a of the brass company 
and did considerable business with him, and that he had spoken to 
Mr. Enos about it and wanted to do all that he possibly could to help 
the Electric Boat Company, because if they got orders, = their 
company would get business from Admiral owles. He said that 
Admiral Bowles was a personal friend of his, and he (Bowles) re- 
quested that he (Ferry) go to see Mr. Enos about it to see whether 
he (Enos) could be of any help to him (Ferry) in the way of getting 
appropriation for the Electric Boat Company, which would really go 
to the benefit of his (Ferry’s) company.” 

It will be observed that Mr. Ferry swears that Admiral Bowles did 
not send him to Mr. Hitt to cease his effort in behalf of the Lake Tor- 

o Boat Company at Washington, and on the same subject Admiral 

owles in his ene gives a very full and explicit statement of 
the interview between himself and Mr. Ferry, covering both Ferry’s 
communication with Mr. H1Ltt and with Mr. LILLEy. 


ADMIRAL FRANCIS TIFFANY BOWLES CORROBORATES MR. FERRY’S 
TESTIMONY. 


Q. Will you please state what that conversation was with him?—A. 
Mr. Ferry’s company, the Bridgeport Brass Company, have had for 
about two years our contracts for all brass and copper piping, rods, 
and so forth. And it is customary where builders confine their orders 
to one concern to expect supply men to assist them in getting busi- 
ness, and I had an understanding to that effect with Mr. Ferry when 
I gave him our contract. 

%. What did you ask him to do?—A. I asked him on one occasion 
to see that Representative of Hi~t of Connecticut, understood the re- 
lations existing between his company and mine and the extent of the 
business which in that way came to Bridgeport. 

. Did you ask him to influence Mr. Hitt as to his legislative 
action ?—A. I did not. I asked him to inform him fully in regard to 
the business which came from my company to Bridgeport. 

. Did you ask Mr. Ferry to influence Mr. Liuuny as to his legislative 

actlon ned I did not. I never mentioned Mr. LILLEY’s name to Mr. 
Ferry. I had one other conversation on the subject which occurred, 
I think, some time in February of this year. Mr. Ferry ceased some 
time ago, last year, to have my contract, because of inefficient service. 
He came to me in Boston and sought an appointment with me. He 
said that he had heard through his president, Mr. Kingsbury, I think 
he named him, that he could do something for me in Washington along 
the line of submarines. He said that they felt very seriously the loss 
of my contract; that they had profited by the discipline that I had 
administered to them, and they would give excellent service. He was 
very anxious to get it back. He wanted to know if he could do any- 
thing for me in the way of submarines in Washington—whether it 
would be any advantage to him. I told him in the most positive 
manner that when that contract came around to be awarded again that 
it would be settled in the interests of my company, as it had been 
before; that I should be very much pleased at anything he might do 
for me, but I would make him no promises of any kind, either directly 
or indirectly, in any manner, shape, or form. I used all those words 
to him. 
Q. Did you in any way inform him or intimate to him that if he 
could assist in nae favorable legislation for the Electric Boat 
Company that you would give him a contract?—A. I did not. I took 
the utmost care to prevent conveying any such idea to his mind, 
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“Q. In having this conversation with Mr. Ferry, or anybody else along 
that line, did you do this at the instigation or request of the Electric 
Boat Company or any of its officers?—A. I did not; this interview 
was sought wholly by Mr. Ferry. I would like, if the chairman will 
permit me, to absolutely clear up the Ferry matter without any possi- 
bility of doubt. 

The CHarrRMAN. That is what we are attempting to do in these clos- 
ing days, Admiral, to clear up a number of questions about the testi- 
mony.—aA. Mr. Ferry when he came to me did not mention the name 
of Mr. Lititey. I had no idea what he meant when he said that he 
could do something for me in the way of submarines. He did not 
describe it in any way. I did not know that he was going to see Mr. 
LILLEY, and did not ask him to go and see him or to see anyone else. 
Mr. Ferry, however, after he had been to Washington came back to see 
me, and he then told me that he had seen Mr. LILLEY. That was the 
first time that the aes name was mentioned between us. He 
said that he had tried to explain to Mr. LILLEY the commercial situ- 
ation in regard to the purchase of brass materials, and that Mr. LILLEY 
had burst out upon him in a denunciation of submarine boats and the 
methods that were being pursued here in Washington, and had scared 
him, Ferry, very much. I told Mr. Ferry that I was exceedingly sorry 
that any attempt to do something for me should get him into so much 
trouble, but he need have no anxiety on the subject, so far as his action 
or mine or my company’s was concerned, of any kind at all; that he 
could go home and be satisfied that he had done what was right, and 
so had I. That was the end of that episode so far as I was concerned. 
I might also state—I am anxious to clear the ground of Mr. LILLEY— 
that if I had wished to influence him in any way or had sought to do 
it I had the most excellent means, because during the previous year I 
had transferred my contract from Bridgeport to the American Brass 
Company, of Ansonia and Waterbury. I negotiated that contract with 
the president of the American Brass Company myself. 

Q. Who is that?—A. Mr. Brooker. 

Q. Charles F, Brooker?—A. Yes; and I had some understanding with 
Mr. Brooker with regard to helping me in getting business in certain 
territories, but I have never had occasion to take advantage of it. 
I have never asked Mr. Brooker to say anything for me directly or 
indirectly, but I had in that gentleman's immediate neighborhood the 
most excellent means of reaching him in case I had so desired. 


CHARGES AGAINST ELECTRIC BOAT COMPANY AND ANALYSIS OF TESTIMONY 
OF ITS OFFICERS, ATTORNEYS, AND AGENTS. 


Although Mr. LiLtey had, as already pointed out, said to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, “I am not talking on hearsay; I know my grounds, 
and I — that I = rove these ~~ before a committee that 
means business,” nevertheless, your committee having been appointed 
he appeared before us and said: - - d 

“Whether or not money has been improperly used or improper meth- 
ods have been employed to secure favorable action in Congress can only 
be successfully shown by an examination of the officers, attorneys, and 
agents of said compamies, and by an examination of the books, accounts, 
vouchers, checks, and other memoranda relating to such practices, which 
are in the ——- of the officers, attorneys, agents, and representa- 
tives of said companies.” 

In other words, having no information himself, he proposed that the 
officers of the company should be compelled to appear with their books 
so that it might, by examination, be developed whether or not his broad- 
side of charges had hit anything. He then submitted a list of the 
officers, attorneys, and agents whom he desired subpenaed. It subse- 
quently developed that not only his charges, but as well the demand for 
the summoning of these people with their books, had been framed and 
placed in his hands by counsel for their rival, the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company, who was behind the curtain rolling the putty balls for Mr. 
LILLEY to fire. He had even obtained the list of witnesses from counsel 
for the Lake Company, but as he failed to give us the addresses we had 
to call upon him for them, and he, in turn, as appears from the record, 
had to go back to the counsel for the Lake Company to get them, or 
some of them. 

Your committee sent to Mr. Littey blank forms of subpenas and 
asked that they, particularly the subpenas duces tecum, be pre- 
pared for those persons whom he desired subpenaed. He returned 
them to your committee filled out, as we afterwards learned, by coun- 
sel for the Lake Torpedo Boat Company. The subpenas were served 
and the witnesses appeared and they have all been examined. The 
following is a brief synopsis of their testimony : 

Gen. M. C. Butler, who in March, 1894, retired from the United 
States Senate after eighteen years of service as Senator from South 
Carolina, testified that in 1896 or 1897, while a practicing attorney 
in Washington, he had been employed professionally by the Holland 
Boat Company and continued as attorney for that company and the 
Electric Boat Company until a period about four or five years ago, 
when he gave up his law office in Washington and. returned to his 
own State. He appeared before the Naval Committee of the Senate 
on several occasions and made arguments in behalf of said companies. 
He said that he “ never appeared in the House and never spoke to a 
human being in the House. I never spoke to any Senator or Repre- 
sentative on the subject except in the argument before the committee 
which I made, perhaps, four or five times” (page 74). He said that 
the boat Holland was brought into the Potomac River and that “I 
went down on a tug and invited quite a number of Members of Con- 
gress and Senators and Representatives, and they had something to 
eat and something to drink.” Admiral Dewey was one of the party. 
General Butler invited some of the guests. The entertainment was 
furnished by the company whose boat was making the experiments. 
Speaking of Representative LiLuey, he said: 

“Ido not think it is quite fair for a man who has not fortified him- 
self with the facts to attack a man outside of the House, a private 
citizen, and not give him an —— to reply to him. That is what 
I complain of in this case. have no apologies to make on earth to 
him for my employment by that company, not the slightest, but I resent 
as an offense and as untrue the statement that I Delong to what he 
chooses to call the ‘ organized lobby.’ ”’ 

General Butler, having retired several years ago, took no part for 
or against legislation in the present Congress with reference to sub- 
marine boats; he did not appear before any committee nor address 
any Member of the House; he said he had been at his home in South 
Carolina “ until I got this notice which brought my name in here, and, 
I think, unfairly and unjustly and falsely” (page 79). 

Mr. C. E. Creecy testified that he practically had the management 
of the business in Washington of the Holland Submarine Boat Com- 
pany from 1894 down to 1902, and appeared innumerable times before 
committees of Congress and before- boards appointed by the Secretary 
of the Navy, but has not been in the service of the company since 














1903 (pages 83-84). 
any Government contract for submarines he consulted Gen. Eppa Hun- 
ton, of Virginia, then penaieins law in Washington, who advised that 


After working several years, without getting 


the company should bring a submarine boat to Washington and exhibit 
to Congress, the Navy Department, and the War Department, so as to 
show its successful operation. For this advice General Hunton received 
$100, and so far as the evidence goes was not in any other way em- 
ployed by the company or consulted about its business (page 86). The 
at called the Holland was built in part with funds contributed by 
Mr. Frost, his father, his uncle, and his mother (page 86). Mr. Creecy 
says that “up to 1902, when I had control of the company, I am sure 
that no Member of Congress, no Government official, or anyone else 
was ever improperly paid a bill” {page 89). He also denies positively 
that the company, through any person, attempted to influence any 
Member of Congress who was on the Naval Affairs Committee (page 
90), and that while he had control down to the end of 1902 “ there 
was hever any Member of Congress approached or anything of that 
kind ;” also that no money was spent to defeat any Member of Con 
and that it would have been impossible without his knowledge, adding 
“I do not think it was possibile up to that time; I had full control” 
(page 90). He says: “ We did not have to pay the newspaper men; 
they ran over us for news. * * * {I never had occasion to ee 
them; there was no necessity ” (page 95). Mr. Creecy further testifies 
that h present relations with company are unfriendly, owing to 
a disa ment about fees. He has not been connected with it since 
1983, azd is now interested in*a rival concern (page 93). 

Mr. E. W. Creecy testified that he never had any official or business 
relations whatever with either the Holland or the Electric Boat Com- 
pany. 

Mr. F. P. B. Sands had a contract with the Holland Boat Company in 
1896 which applied only to contracts with the Russian Government 
(page 107). “It had no application to any business in the United 
States, not the slightest, nor under any circumstances whatever, nor 
in any place have I ever approached or spoken to a Member of Congress 
or a Senator in respect of the interests or rights of this submarine 
beat * * * My work related solely with Russia’ (page 108). He 
secured the presence here of certain Russian officials who inspected the 
Holland boat at our navy-yard and secured contracts from the Russian 
Government for similar boats (page 108). He also succeeded in per- 
suading Admiral Dewey and certain other naval officers to go down the 
Potomac and watch the performance of the Holland boat. He testified 
that his connection with the company ceased in 1904, “ when I brought 
suit against it for fees claimed by me to be due.’ He has had no 
business connection with the company since and knows “not a word 
about what they are doing or intend to do” (page 115). 

Dr. W. R. Kerr testified that he was never in the employ of the 
Holland Torpedo Boat Company or Electric Boat Company (pages 
116-122); he was friendly with Vice-President Frost, but never re- 
ceived any compensation in any way, directly or indirectly, as an agent 
er employee of the company (page 120) ; has not “ followed the history 
of this torpedo-boat matter, * * * not for last five years or 
so” {page 120), and “ never spoke to any Member of Congress about 
submarine boats” (page 121). 

Mr. Marion Butler, who retired from the United States Senate in 
1901, and has since then been practicing law in Washington, was em- 
ployed by the Electric Boat Company professionally about 1905. He 
or his firm, Butler & Vale, appear to have been consulting counsel for 
the eompany in Washington, but they have not appeared before any 
committee of Congress with reference to the company’s business. He 
says: “I have not, and, as I have said, they decided not to on our 
advice. That is a thing we took up and advised them about when they 
wanted to employ us” (page 126). He testified that he never talked 
to a member of the House Naval Committee or any Member of Con- 
gress, and would have appeared before committees if he deemed it 
necessary to do so, but says: “‘I have thought that the best policy was 
to have competition to prove the best boat and that that was more 
powerful argument with the committees of Congress and with the Gov- 
ernment than anything else, and my advice has been followed and I am 
gratified with it up to date” {page 129). WHe, or his firm, and Mr. Mc- 
Neir are the only attorneys for the Electric Boat Company in Wash- 
ington (page 131). He says the company does not ——- press bureau 
and has no newspaper men in its employ. “I do not know of a single 
one” (page 135). Replying to an inquiry as to the truth of Mr. LIL- 
LEY’s charge that the company has an organized lobby at Washington, 
Mr. Butler said: “I feel that the committee should indulge me to say 
that I want to here and now enter a most — and earnest pro- 
test as a citizen against any man, a Member of Congress or not, stat- 
ing such wild, irresponsible, and untrue charges without any founda- 
tion in fact to justify it” (page 135). 

Referring to the House Naval Affairs Committee he said: “I have 
never spoken to a single member of that committee since I have been 
employed about submarine matters.” He added that he did not know 
who had drawn the provision relating to submarines in the naval bill 
o2 1908 {page 128). He also denied that he had prepared and drafted 
the Senate amendment to the appropriation bili of March 2, 1907, as 
charged by Mr. LiLuer. 

It should be borne in mind that Mr. Litizy’s charge in this regard 
and also of the maintenance of an organized lobby, as submitted by 
him to the Committee on Rules, was prepared by the able and genial 
counsel for the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, after it had developed in 
the testimony that the Lake Company had in the present Congress im- 
portuned members of the present Naval Committee to offer amendments. 
The same learned counsel, in his testimony before this committee, said: 

“Mr. Chairman, on this matter of the propriety of any man inter- 


ested in legislation in Congress seeing Members or drafting bilis or | 


asking an introduction, or that sort of thing, I would like to submit 
here the opinion of the court of appeals (40 N. ¥. Report, pp. 382 and 
ose) my think it is a splendid enunciation of the law upon that sub- 
ect. 

“*Tt must be the right of every citizen who is interested in any 
proposed legislation to employ an agent for compensation payable to 
him, to draft his bill and explain it to any committee, or to any mem- 
ber of a committee, or of the legislature, fairly and openly, and ask to 
have it introduced; and contracts which do not provide for more, and 
services which do not go further, in our judgment, violate no princi- 


ple of law or rule of public policy. (Earl, J., in Chesebrough v. Con- 
over, 140 N. Y., S82, 387.)’ ” 
Mr. Charles 8S. McNeir_ was employed by the Electrie Boat Company 


about three years ago. He attends mostly to its detail business with 
the Departments, particularly the Navy Department, in looking after 
the obtaining and carrying out of the provisions of its contracts for 
the construction of boats. Asked if he had “ever spent any money for 
this company at any time in any way intending by spending the money 
to influence or affect the judgment of any Member of Congress,” he 
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answered, “Absolutely none. I do not believe I gave even a cigar to 
any Member of the House or the Senate or any employee connected 
with it” (page 142). It appears from his testimony that when the 
Holland was brought to the Potomac in 1900 the company took guests 
down the river to a int where the water was deep enough to make 
tests. At that time he was not in the company’s employ, but was a 
clerk in the office of Mr. Creecy, who represented the company. On 
that occasion a boat was used for the convenience of newspaper men. 
As the excursions occurred in the middle of the day, entertainment 
was provided, and on a later occasion, when another boat was brought 
here, there were similar excursions and entertainment. That was in 
1900 and 1902. Those matters occurred, however, before his employ- 
ment ty the company, since which time he says he has never extended 
any official entertainment or given any entertainment, or tendered so- 
cial hospitality of any kind, and never aided or assisted in creating any 
agency of the company in the Congressional district of any Member of 
Congress, and says: “I never heard of any such suggestion until I 
saw it in Mr. Livizy’s charges” (page 143). He says: “ We have no 
press agents; we have no newspaper men in our employ at all (page 
a _— nn) paid anything to anybody for the publication of arti- 
MeNeir testifies that he had paid Mr. Erly (who is a newspaper 


Mr. 
man) about $36 for preparing certain literary work (pages 150-152) 
and had paid Mr. Lora (who is also a newspaper man) edo or $700 for 
literary work in the preparation of a series of articles (pages 150-153). 


These articles were not printed in any newspapers represented by Mr. 
Erly or Mr. Lord, and were not printed during any session of Congress. 
They were stories of a general nature—“ feature stories ’—concerning 
submarines. Having had read to him Mr. LiLuey’s charge that “ under 
the guise of the employment of certain newspaper representatives for 
insignificant service, considerable sums have been paid to them by the 
Electrie Boat Company, presumably for the purpose of securing their 
aid and assistance in coloring their newspaper reports in favor of the 
Electric Boat Company,” Mr. McNeir said: “I state here under oath 
that that is untrue, and I defy anybody to present themselves here and 
show that it is true. It seems to me that that would be a proper time 
for me to answer the details of this matter, instead of answering some 
vague charge. I deny it under oath’ (page 152). He testified that 
he spent no further sum of money for the company; never arranged any 
dinners for Members of Congress; did not stock the Dolphin with 
liquors and “ never heard of it in my life.” 

Mr. Lawrence Spear had no connection with the company prior to 
1902 (page 204). In that year he became naval constructor and is now 
also one of the vice-presidents of the company. It appears from his 
testimony that the Electric Boat Company has several manufactur- 
ing plants of its own in which it builds boats of various kinds, small 
craft, steam yachts, launches, electrical maiones, dynamos, etc. it 
employs from 250 to 400 men. It does not wholly construct its own 
submarine boats, but dees about 25 per cent of the work, subletting 
the balance (page 240). Replying to the charge that the company 
had made an excessive and unjust profit of more than $1,000,000 on 
submarines, he said: “That is an outrageous and ridiculous misstate- 
ment, without a single iota of fact to support it and without a par- 
ticle of truth in it. The facts of the matter are we have never re- 
ceived excessive profit on any submarines and on the last we haye 
built we have not received any profit at all” {page 229). He testi- 
fied that our Government is not paying more proportionately for sub- 
marines than is paid by other governments, and also that the price 
pata. or agreed to be paid, by the Government to the Lake Torpedo 

t Company in the contract which Mr. LiLtiey helped to secure, 
consummated —_ a few days before his resolution was introduced, 
the actual price is $90,000 higher than the highest price paid to the 
Electric Boat Company, and that reducing the two boats to the same 
es pememamee the Lake Company is getting about $70,000 more 
than its rival. 

Mr. Spear denied that foreign governments are getting submarine 
torpedo boats at lower prices than our own, and upon this point said: 

“A, * * * ‘There are no excessive profits in it. Every government 
in Europe pays just as much, and the French Government, where they 
have enormous competition, where they have no profits to them or 
patents to consider, no development expenses, no trial expenses, and 
the cost of their vessels is as great as ours—the actual cost of build- 
ing them. This Government gets a vessel of a certain tonnage and it 
is better than the corresponding French boat and it has not paid any 
more for it. 

“Q. You say, then, that our boats are not costing more proportion- 
ately than the boats of other countries cost them?—A. They are not, 
sir. Other governments have never paid our company less for the 
same product.” 

Upon. this point his testimony was subsequently corroborated by that 
of Mr. Flint, of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, and Admiral Bowles. 

Mr. Isaac L. Rice, president of the Electric Boat Company since its 
organization in 1899, testified that it is a New Jersey corporation, 
having its main office in the city of New York (page 424); that in 
addition to its submarine business it has also the electric launch bust- 
ness, the electro-dynamic business, and controls the Industrial Oxygen 
Company and has several plants (page 424). He is also president 
of the Holland Submarine Company, which still exists, but is not in 
active operation, as the Electric Boat Company now owns all the 
Holland patents and makes all the boats. Confronted with Mr. 
LILLEY’s charge “ that continued and repeated efforts have been made 
by representatives of the Electric Boat uneasy and its predecessor 
to influence the action of officials of the Navy Department, and that 
such efforts in the past were so persistent and notorious as to call 
forth the condemnation and criticism of high officials of the Navy 
Department,” Mr. Rice said: “The only influence we have ever used 
with the Navy Department is to build the best boat we knew how. 
The rest of that story is a malicious lic. There is no other word for 
it. There is nothing on record to substantiate any such talk as that, 
and Mr. Liturgy has no information of that and nobody in the world 
has. I think, considering the amount of money we have expended in 
order to improve this boat and give the United States this method of 
defense, which we think very effective and very cheap—I think we 
have not been treated remarkably well by the Navy Department. I 
think that they have given preference to our competitors * * * 
the Lake Company” (pages 425-426). 

In answer to Mr. LILLEY’s charge that from 1893 to the present time 
the efforts of the Electric Boat Company and Holland Company have 
resulted in suppressing any possibility of competition in submarine con- 
struction and securing and awarding of contracts by legislation, Mr. 
Rice said: “That is so absolutely absurd that it sounds like ravings 
tome. * * * After we won out in the last competition, neverthe- 
less, the Lake Boat Company got the contract for a boat, although it 
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was so absolutely inferior that it could not be mentioned in the same 
breath” (pages 427-430). Concerning Mr. LiLtEy’s charge that “ cer- 
tain newspaper representatives had been subsidized and paid by the 
Electric Boat Company for favorable newspaper articles and reports in 
behalf of the said company,” Mr. Rice said: “I can only say it is pure 
invention ; there is not a word of truth in it” (page 430). Referring 
to the matter of entertainment of Members of Congress, Mr. Rice said 
that in 1900 and 1902, upon each of which occasions they had a boat 
in the Potomac River for exhibition or demonstration, entertainment 
was furnished to Senators, Members of the House, Department officials, 
and others, who were the company’s guests upon those occasions, but 
that was the extent of the entertainment (page 431). Mr. LILLEY’s 
charge that large sums of money had been contributed by the company, 
its officers, or agents, to campaign funds of Members of Congress who 
favored the Electric Boat Company’s monopoly of submarine construc- 
tion, and also that large sums of money had been spent to accomplish 
the defeat of members of the Naval Committee who had not favored 
that company, was read in extenso to Mr. Rice, who said: “ That is a 
malicious lie. That is all I can say about it. Never.a penny. The 
company never, to my knowledge, that I know, ever contributed one 


penny to any campaign fund of 7 Member of Congress or any one 
else. * * * No, sir; nor for the defeat of any Member of Con- 
gress” (page 432). 


The following also is from his (eatinang : 

“Q. Mr. Lintey further stated in that hearing before the Committee 
on Rules, and used this language: ‘This Electric Boat Company has 
been a stench in the nostrils of the country for years, and in my opin- 
ion it has done more to corrupt legislation than all the other corpora- 
tions on earth. 

“A. Well, I think it is not my business to say anything here, ex- 
cepting that as a citizen of the United States I think that is an attack 
on Congress and on the integrity of Congress rather than on us. How 
cah we corrupt the incorruptible? The idea of all this is to injure us 
in our foreign business, to injure us here, to intimidate Members of 
Congress, that they dare not vote for our submarine boats, and then 
to create such an atmosphere in Europe that we can not compete with 
the Lake Company. That is the object. This atmosphere is being 
created all over Europe now.” 

In support of that statement he produced extracts from _forei, 
newspapers, which articles, whether or not instigated by the Lake 
Company as intimated by Mr. Rice, shows the lamentable extent to 
which this Congress and this country have been drawn into disrepute 
as the result of Mr. LILLEY’s charges. A French paper, the Liberté, 
containing a dispatch purporting to have been sent from Washington 
February 21, under the heading “The American Navy—aA scandal,” 
refers to Mr. LILLBy’s charges and says: 

“The Naval Commitree was firm for two battle ships instead of 
four and for eight submarines in place of four. It was rumored that 
these changes had been brought about by means essentially lucrative to 
the members of the committee.” 

The El Noroeste of February 27, 1908, says: 

“Mr. LILtey proved that the increase in the number of submarines 
and the decrease in the number of battle ships to have been due to 
the activities of a firm building the former class of vessels, which 
succeeded in purchasing the good will of the members of the commit- 
tee. The occurrence consequently shows the grossest corruption and 
the great iniquity.” y 

Another Spanish paper published in Madrid says, under date of 
February 25, 1908: 

“Mr. Littgy, the Congressional nee for Connecticut, has 
shown that the reduction in the number of battle ships is due to the 
doings of a firm of submarine boat builders, which succeeded in brib- 
ing the members of the Naval Committee. Mr. Littpy has moved the 
appointment of a Congressional commission to make an investigation 
of the facts in the case. The occurrence has made a painful impres- 
sion in the United States.” 

The Berliner Tageblatt of March 13, 1908, contains the following: 

“According to a dispatch from Washington, a Congressional inquiry 
is at the present time being held concerning the Electric Boat Company, 
on account of the accusation which has been made publicly, averring 
that the said company had bribed Members of Congress for the purpose 
of inducing them to support the purchase by the Government of sub- 
marine boats built by the Electric Boat Company and to influence legis- 
lation in that direction. Congressman LILLEy, who has been questioned 
by Congress as a witness, added the following deposition: ‘I accuse 
the company to have made exorbitant profits, amounting to a million 
dollars, because the legislative body of the United States has given the 
inferior boats of the Electric Boat Company the preference over the 
superior boats built by other companies.’ ”’ 


The Schlesische Zeitung, published at Breslau, February 22, 1908, 
contains the following: 
“The following occurrence is reported from New York: In the 


House of Representatives Congressman LILLEY accused the Electric 
Boat Company and the Holland Submarine Cones of having in- 
fluenced by dishonest means the present as well as previous pro- 
grammes for the building of ~ for the United States Navy. Ac- 
cording to the accusation made by the said Member of Congress the 
two aforesaid companies succeeded in inducing the House of Repre- 
sentatives to modify the present programme for the building of naval 
vessels in accordance with their wishes, in respect to the construc- 
tion of submarine boats, notwithstanding most energetic opposition 
on the part of President Roosevelt, the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
naval experts. This is the second time that American firms have been 
accused of having exercised a corrupting influence on the House of 
Representatives in respect to Government supplies.” 

Concerning the charges, insinuations, and suggestions in these dis- 
patches, Mr. Rice says: 

“Absolutely false. You see Congress, I think, and the people of the 
United States have been made—I do not like to use the word—well, 
I will say have been attempted to be made the instrument of pro- 
moting an unsuccessful boat as against a successful one. That is the 
whole object of all of this. If Mr. Littey had been actuated only 
by upright motives, why did he wait until the appropriation bill had 
been voted upon by the committee? He says it has been a stench in 
the nostrils for years and years. Mr. Litiey has been in Congresd 
for years, and why did he wait? Mr. Lessler waited until an appro- 
priation could be defeated and so did Mr. LILuey.” 

Mr. LILLeY’s charge in regard to applying for positions on the Naval 
Affairs Committee for new Members and assuming to have influence 
in securing their assignment, and also in regard to contributions to 
individuals and party campaign funds was read to this witness, who 
said: “It is absolutely false; that is all I can say about it. We never 
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claimed to have any influence with the Speaker, and it Is an outrage 
to say such a thing.” About the second he said: “That we have con- 
tributed to campaign funds? * * * ar false.” 

He also testified positively that no funds had been given to any 
officer or representative of the company for discretionary disburse- 
ment, and that no Member of Congress or official of the Navy Depart- 
ment has been at any time a stockholder in the company; that neither 
the company nor himself had any knowledge of the attempt of Mr. 
Ferry to influence any Congressman, and that Mr. Taylor nor Mr. 
Kellogg had no authority from the company to influence any Member 
of Congress ; that no money was paid to any Member of Congress “ not 
for submarine legislation or anything else’ (page 461); that the 
company never employed Doctor Kerr or paid him money (page 464) ; 
that the fact that there was a Congressman from ‘North Carolina on 
the Naval Committee had nothing to do with Mr. Marion Butler’s em- 
ployment, “not in the slightest degree; they are not of the same 
ee party ;” that the company had employed Mr. J. F. C. Archi- 
ald with reference to business in Venezuela and Peru, but “ we never 
employed him for business in this country at all” (page 466). 

Mr. Elihu B. Frost testified that he is vice-president and has gen- 
eral management of the Electric Boat Company (page 491). He em- 
ployed Mr. Gordon chiefly with reference to matters coming up at 
the Navy Department; and Mr. Kellogg as a kind of “Ananias anti- 
dote,” to correct matters in Connecticut, which he says “was the 
center of all the misstatements that came out about our boats.” He 
asked Mr. Kellogg to satisfy himself as to the merits of his company’s 
proposition and “whether he would not interest himself in it and 
correct some of the misinformation which was constantly coming 
from Connecticut and poisoning the ears, or minds, rather, of the 
Members from that State.” So far as he knew the company had no 
attorneys in the districts of any members of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, with the exception of Mr. Kellogg and Mr. Gordon. He had 
never paid for any newspaper advertising, except the expense ac- 
counts of Mr. McNeir, including the amounts paid Mr. Erly and Mr. 
Lord for literary work. He denied emphatically any knowledge of 
any contribution to any campaign, either Republican or Democratic, 
in any year, or any contribution to any Member or candidate for 
Congress, either Republican or Democratic, at any time. His denials 
upon these points were very full and explicit (page 503). He never 
requested, instructed, or directed Mr. Gordon to approach any Member 
of Congress with reference to legislation on the subject of submarines, 
and did not procure Mr. Ferry to interview Mr. LILLey, nor Mr. 
Taylor to go to Washington to see him (page 506). He corroborated 
the testimony of other officers of the company that when, in 1900 and 
1902, it had submarine boats here on exhibition it invited Congress- 
men, naval officers, newspaper men, and others to witness their exhi- 
bitions, and did provide entertainment for the trips necessary to wit- 
ness such trials, which entertainment was common to all the, guests. 
The trip usually occupied from 11 o’clock in the morning to 1 or 2 
o’clock in the afternoon, covering the lunch hour, and the lunch was 
ee at the expense of the company (page 507). Also on two trips, 

5 or 100 persons, including Members of Congress, were taken to 
Annapolis to observe the operations of the Holland there, but nothing 
of that kind has been done since 1902 (page 516). While in Washington 
he stopped at the New Willard Hotel and his total expenses charged 
to the company for the four years ending with 1906 averaged $1,800 
a year (page 508); neither he nor his company spent any money to 
elect or defeat any Member of Congress in any Congress (page 509) ; 
he never paid or promised to pay any Member of Congress anything 
of value in connection with submarines (page 511); and he had not 
appeared before any committee of Congress since 1904 or 1905, and 
had never approached or argued with any member of the Committee on 
oo S20) of the present House with reference to framing legislation 

page 5 . 

Mr. Norman G. Johnson, general counsel of the Electric Boat Com- 
pany. With reference to the employment of Mr. Kellogg he said: 
“Our principal rival, the Lake Company, in Connecticut, and for the 
last five years Connecticut has been the seat, or rather the origin, of 
persistent rumors discrediting this company and its methods * * * 
and Mr. Kellogg was retained, as Mr. Frost specified, as a general 
counsel, to counteract, so far as he could by general argument and by 
stating the history of our company and our wares, the libelous things 
that were being said about us” (p. 728). At the time of Mr. Gordon’s 
appointment Mr. Johnson did not know Mr. Loud nor in what Con- 
gressional district he lived. He suggested Mr. Gordon’s name to Mr. 
Frost. He testified that the company had no attorneys in Ohio, Mary- 
land, Texas, Iowa, Oregon, or Missouri. It has one in Texas, but not 
in Mr. GreGa’s district (p. 729). “I do not think during the last three 
or four years anybody has ever appeared for our company, either before 
the Naval Committee of the House or the Naval Committee of the Sen- 
ate” (p. 730). He further says: ‘“ We do not do much now in that 
line at all. Originally we had to show our boat * * * so as to 
bring the merits of the boat to Congress. But of late years there has 
been very little legislative effort” (p. 731). Upon the subject of po- 
litical contributions he said: “The company has never made a con- 
tribution of a cent, but I would say in this connection that from my 
long personal acquaintance with Mr. Frost and my long personal ac- 
— with Mr. Rice, knowing both of those gentlemen, Mr. Frost 
or more than ten years and Mr. Rice ever since 1899, and in my ca- 
pacity as general attorney of the company, I can state positively that 
there is absolutely no foundation for such a report or rumor” (p. 735). 
He said that none of the officers of the company had made contribu- 
tions, except that he himself had, in response to a postal card request for 
a dollar contribution, contributed that amount to the Republican Con- 
gressional campaign committee, the same fund to which President Roose- 
velt also contributed $1. He denied emphatically that the ougey had 
attempted either to assist or defeat candidates for Congress; that it 
had no publicity department, or that it paid any bills of that character 
except “as has been disclosed by the testimony of two isolated cases,” 
meaning the amounts paid by Mr. McNeir to Mr. Lord and Mr. Erly, as 
already shown. He said that expenses incurred in Washington “ are 
paid by check to the person incurring them.” In all cases a memoran- 
dum is required to show the expenditures, but for the past four or five 
years expenditures had been very small, the largest item being Mr. 
‘rost’s, which averaged about $1,800 per annum. He denied that any 
poseen bed ever been employed by the company for the purpose of 
* lol ng.’ 

Mr. Maurice Barnett, secretary and treasurer of the Electric Boat 
Company, corroborated the statements of the other officers. The fol- 
lowing extract is taken from his testimony : 

“Q. Mr. Barnett, it has been stated before this committee by a 
witness, Mr. LILLEy, as follows: 

**] also became advised of prevailing and persistent rumors that 
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the Electric Boat Company had contributed in some Congressional 
districts represented by members of the Naval Committee to their 
campaign fund, and that it had contributed in one instance to the 
campaign fund of the opposing party in the Congressional district 
represented by a member of the Naval Committee.’ 

“*T will ask you to state whether or not that is true—aA. That is 
not true. 

“Q. Is it true in any particular?—A. In no particular. 

*Q. Do you state that from your knowledge as secretary and treas- 
urer and director and any other relation you have in the company ?— 
A. In every relation I bear to the company or officers of the com- 
pany I know the statement is absolutely untrue; the company has 
never contributed in any way, shape, or form to the campaign funds, 
either for or against the election of any Congressman. 

“Q. Upon another charge specifically made, which I bring to your 
attention, made also by Mr. Linury: 

“*]T further state that the question as to whether or not contribu- 
tions or expenditures have been made in these certain Congressional 
districts represented by members of the House Naval Committee can 
be shown by an examination of the officers of the Electric Boat Com- 
pany, and the presentation of vouchers, checks, books, and check stubs, 
as well as accounts.’ 

“JT ask you what you say as to that?—A. My first statement is that 
an examination would not reveal such entries, because they do not 
exist; the disbursements have never been made, and therefore it would 
be an impossibility for them to be shown by an examination of the 
books of the company. 

“Q. Then do I understand you to deny in the first place that any 
such contributions or payments have been made?—A. Deny absolutely 
and positively. 

“Q. And in the second place you say, if I correctly understood 
you—I will ask you whether the vouchers, check books, check stubs, 
or accounts of your company will show any such expenditure ?—A. 
They will not show any such expenditures.” 

teferring to other officers of the company he says: ‘They have 
never drawn any money without signifying the purpose for which it 
was drawn” (page 669). 

“Q. Did the Electric Boat Company keep any books of accounts 
showing money paid by it to Mr. Isaac L. Rice, Mr. E. B. Frost, Mr. 
Norman G. Johnson, and other persons employed as attorney or other- 
wise in its efforts made to secure legislative appropriation for subma- | 
rines? If so, what books were they, how kept, who by, and in whose | 
possession are they at the present time?—A, There was no money paid | 
for such purposes” (page 670). 

“Q. Then were there any books in which accounts of such money 
was kept?—A. No” (page 670). 

Mr. Augustus Treadwell, jr., assistant secretary and treasurer, was 
equally clear and explicit in his denials of Mr. LILLEY’s charges. He 
declared that the company “ keeps all the books such as are kept by 
any corporation,” and that none of them had ever been destroyed. 
They do not show any such expenditures, as charged by Mr. LILLnEy, be- 
cause no such expenditures had ever been made. Speaking of cam- 
paign contributions, he said: “I am certain none have ever been 
made.” He denied that he or Mr. Barnett, the treasurer, had ever 
signed any checks for any such purpose. Referring to the charge that 
the company, its officers, or agents had contributed to the campaign 
funds of Members of Congress who favored the Electric Boat Company 
he said: “I should say it is absolutely false.” And to the charge that | 
expenditures to accomplish the defeat of members of the Naval Com- | 
mittee not favoring the Electric Boat Company, he said: “It is abso- 
lutely false” (page 741). Again, upon the subject of compaten, con- 
tributions, he said: “ There has been no money paid, to my knowledge, 
and I believe it is absolutely false, because there has never been a cent 
paid.” Replying again to a question savour the charge of con- 
tributing to ee funds of an opposing party in a district of a mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee, he said: ‘“‘I do desire to be understood as 
saying that no such payment has been made.” And again, replying to 
a question as to where the vouchers, check-books, and accounts could 
be found, showing contributions of that kind, he said: “ Nowhere; be- 
cause I do not believe that they exist * * *. No, sir; I do not 
believe that they exist * * I mean to say that no such pay- 
ments have ever been made, and consequently no necessity for such 
entries” (page 742). And again: “‘My answer to that is, as I firmly 
believe there have been no such payments made, there could be no such 
books * * *. If such expenditures existed they would * * #* 
appear in the books, but as they never existed I do not see how they 
possibly could show it” (page 743). And again: “I firmly believe, 
in fact I know, not one single penny could be paid to anybody that 
does not appear on the books” (page 744). 

Mr. William D. Gordon, of Midland, Mich., is and for the 
years has been United States district attorney at Detroit, an 
other prominent political positions. 


bp eight 
has held 
In 1906 he had professional busi- 
ness in New York City in a matter in which Mr. Norman G. Johnson was 


interested. Mr. Johnson introduced him to his partner, Mr. Frost, 
vice-president of the Electric Boat Company, who retainzed Mr. Gordon 
rofessionally on or about March 7, 1906. Mr. Gordon testified that Mr. 
‘rost “said that the company had considerable difficulty with the De- 
partment of the Navy—Navy Department—through some unwarranted 
hostility toward the company” (page 396). After asking him if he 
knew Assistant Secretary Newberry, of Michigan, he said he desired 
“to retain him (Mr. Gordon) as attorney for the company to look after 
the general business of the company to advise it from time to time and 
to appear before the Navy Department whenever I was called upon in 
the interests of the company” (page 390). He testified that Mr. Frost 
thought “there was some antagonism existing in the Navy Department 
that ought not to exist, and he mentioned the fact that Mr. Newberry 
was from Michigan and that I could present matters to Mr. Newberry 
from time to time and to the Secretary of the Navy himself in the in- 
terest of the company and that it might be beneficial to the company ” 
(page 392). Mr. Gordon had conferences and presented matters to 
the Navy Department on several occasions (page 393). He also as- 
sisted in the preparation of the brief which was submitted to the At- 
torney-General of the United States on behalf of the Electric Boat Com- 
pany, as testified by Mr. Marion Butler. 

Mr. Frost was very much exercised about a rumor that the Secretary 
of the Navy was to give half of the $3,000,000 appropriation to the | 
Lake Boat Company, and Mr. Gordon went to the Secretary of the | 
Navy in that matter (page 416). He also took an active part in behalf 
of the Electric Boat Company before the Navy Department after the 
rendering of the opinion by the Attorney-General (page 395). He says 
that he talked with Mr. Loup in March, 1906. “I simply wanted to | 





get his views, and he expressed them as being practically in accord with 
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Admiral Dewey’s. The subject was dropped there, and that is the only 
conversation I had with Colonel Loup relative to submarine boats” 
(page 419). He was never directed nor requested by officers of the 
Electric Boat Company to hold = conference with Mr. Loup, and it 
was never intimated to him, directly or indirectly, that as part of his 
employment he should confer with Mr. Loup concerning submarine leg- 
islation (p. 392). He never appeared before any committee er con- 
ferred with any Members of Congress concerning submarine legisla- 
tion. “On the contrary, I told Mr. Frost that I did not care to do 
it; at the time he did not ask me to do it, as I remember. I think I 
volunteered the statement that I did not care to do anything that might 
be regarded as lobbying ”’ (page 393). He testified that his name “ has 
been mentioned by my friends as a candidate for Congress as early as 
1886 and periodically since then; I was mentioned for governor of the 
State, lieutenant-governor, and all that kind of thing.” Asked if he 
had ever been a candidate at all, he answered, “ No, sir; I never have” 
He says that he has taken no part in political campaigns with a view 
to influencing Mr. Loup to be friendly to the Electric Boat Company 
(page 393), and that his political efforts had not been indicated, di- 
rected, or affected by his employment with the Electric Boat Company. 
“Not in the slightest degree.” He does not know of any political 
action of the Electric Boat Company or its officers in any locality. .“I 
know nothing at all about it.” 

“Q. Have they ever had conversations with you or given you any 
directions to interfere in ony political contest concerning Representa- 
tives in Congress?—-A. They have not” (p. 394). 

He does not know of their assisting any Members of Congress or 
assisting in defeating any Members of Congress. “I have never heard 
anything of the sort until this investigation; on the contrary, I never 
saw anything in their conduct or heard anything said by any member 
of the company that was other than honorable and upright and 
straightforward” (p. 394). He has never appeared before any com- 
mittee of Congress since his employment by the Electric Boat Company, 
and does not personally know and has never made an effort to find out 
how Mr. Loup voted on submarine legislation. He testified that it was 
not in the scope of his employment that he should know. He was in 
Washington February, 1908, for consultation with Mr. Frost, with ref- 
erence to the attempt of the Lake Company to secure a contract for a 
part of the appropriation of the act of 1907. He did not do or say 
anything intended to affect the action of the Naval Affairs Committee 
with respect to submarines (p. 421). The following passage occurs in 
his testimony : 

“Q. I will invite your attention to this statement: 

“* The story as it is being passed about the Capitol is that a promi- 


| nént lawyer of the Tenth Michigan threatened to become a candidate for 


Congress against Mr. Loup, and that he agreed to keep out of it when 
Mr. Loup promised to be not hostile to the Holland submarine boat.’ 

“Q. Did you catch that question ?—A. Oh, yes. 

“Q. Is that true or untrue?—A. It is absolutely untrue. 

“Q. In all of its parts?—A. In all of its parts.” 

Some time in the latter part of November, 1907, before the organiza- 
tion of the present Congress, there was an interview in Washington 
between a young man named Clarkson, secretary to Congressman 
Hosgson, and Mr. Spear, and later a conversation by telephone between 
Captain Hopson and Mr. Spear. There is some difficulty in reconcil- 
ing the recollections of these three gentlemen as to just what was 
said. Captain Hopson and Mr. Spear were in the Naval Academy 
at Annapolis together, have been in the naval service together, and 
have enjoyed friendly and cordial relations for more than twenty-two 
years, and they had recently met upon the Pacific coast. Mr. Spear, 
Cae in Washington, dropped a letter to Captain Hopson, stating that 
he would like to see him. Captain Hopson was ill at the time, and at 
his request his secretary had a_telephonic communication with Mr. 
Spear at his hotel, and finally called upon him there, telling him that 
Captain HOBSON was not well enough to be seen. He then reported 
the interview to Captain Hopson, whereupon there followed a tele- 
phonic communication between the latter and Mr. Spear. Captain 
IoBson says, “‘He called up over the phone, and it was over the 
phone that he spoke to me directly.” gain he says, “Q. Then he 
called you up by telephone?—A. Yes, sir” (page 64). 

Mr. Clarkson, however, says, “He (Mr. HOBSON) was on a couch 
and I told him what Mr. Spear had said to me. He says, ‘Call up 
Mr. Spear.’ I called him up. I told him to wait a minute, Captain 
Hopson wanted to speak with him, and Captain Hopson said, ‘ Spear, 
what did you want to see me about?” (page 335). 
Mr. Spear also said in the course of his testimony, “ The next thing 
was a telephone conversation between Mr. Hopson and myself. Q, 
po ety at come about?—A. I think Mr. Hopson called me up” 
page 2 . 

As to which called the other up is entirely unimportant. The dis- 
crepancy on this trivial point is referred to merely as possibly tending 
to show whose recollection as to the entire occurrence may be the more 
accurate. Captain Hopson says that over the telephone Mr. Spear said 
substantially this: “That he understood I wanted to get on the Naval 
Committee and that his company would be able to help me; would have 
influence to bring that about if I stood right on submarines, * * * 
He said ‘with the Speaker’” (page 64). 

Mr. Spear’s account of the interview is as follows: 

“Q. Then, as to the result of that interview with him on the Pacific 
coast?—-A. That convinced me, that result, that he favored a large 
number of submarines as compared with a small number, and I have 
— pething since that would lead me to think that he had changed 

s mind. 

“Q. Then did you or not say to him if he stood right on submarines 
your company would be able to help him to get on the Naval Commit- 
tee?—A. I did not, sir. 

“Q. I read further from the testimony immediately following that 
which I did read: 

“*Q. Did he say influence with whom?—A. Yes, sir. 

“*Q. Whom did he say?—A. I would rather not tell that, sir, unless 
you insist. 

“*Q. We would like to have you state, Mr. Honson.—A. He said 
with the Speaker.’ 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. What do you say as to that?—A. No reference was made to 
the Speaker except the reference I have told you about, which, in my 
recollection, occurred in the interview with his secretary, but I told him, 
‘Of course, I wish you to understand that if you get Mr. WILLIAMS’S 
favorable recommendation that is all there is to it, the Speaker always 
acts on that, as far as I have ever heard.’ 

“Q. The only thing you said then to either Mr. Horson or his secretary 
about the Speaker was, if they secured the recommendation of Mr. 
WILLIAMS, in pursuance with the custom of the Speaker, he would un- 
doubtedly appoint him?—A. That was it; yes, sir. 
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“Q. But you made neither of these men, nor did your company, any 
offers of influence or friendship of the Speaker?—A. No, sir. The only 
thing that could be construed into an offer of help at all was the offer 
I quoted to you, ‘If there is anything I can say to help you I would be 
very glad to do it’” (p. 216). 

Spear further testified that he had no influence with the Speaker, did 
not know the Speaker, had never spoken to him in his life, never com- 
municated with him nor had any communication from him, had never 
held out to anybody that either himself or the Electric Boat Company 
had in any way, shape, or manner any influence with the Speaker, and 
that the same was true as to Mr. WILLIAMS; that no officer, agent, 
or employee of his company ever did anything with Mr. WILLIAMS or 
the Speaker or anybody else to secure Mr. Hosson a place on the com- 
mittee, and that as to Captain Hopson’s views in the matter, “I was 
very much =e that he had drawn these conclusions, which I think 
he drew by mixing u my conversation with him and my conversation 
with his secretary ” t. 218). 

That there was some possible confusion would seem from Captain 
——* own testimony, in the course of which the following oc- 
curred ; 

““Q. Did he seem to inderstand how minori Members secured 
places on the committees?—A. I think he did. do not remember 
whether it was to me or my secretary that he said that I would have 
to look out for Mr. WILLIAMS, but I can tell whether it was myself or 
my secretary by sending for the secretary; but it is immaterial, I think. 

“Q. But the idea was that if you secured the support of Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS A. That he would do the rest” (page 64). 

Mr. Clarkson says that in his interview with Mr. Spear the latter 
did speak of “both Mr. WiLLiaAMs and the Speaker.” The accuracy 
of Captain Hosson’s recollection is perhaps further tested by his state- 
ment of the manner in which he did secure appointment upon the Naval 
Cofhmittee in the present Congress. He says: “I made an official 
application to Mr. ILLIAMS and to the Speaker, and I think that 
was all. I do not remember that I urged my case to the minority 
leader, and I do not know whether my friends did” (pages 65-66). 

His secretary, Mr. Clarkson, testifies that “he also got the indorse- 
ment of the Alabama delegation, indorsing, I think, to Mr. WILLIAMS 
for appointment on this committee” (page 336). 

There is also abundant other evidence in the record that Captain 
Hosson himself prepared the indorsement which at his request the 
other members of the Alabama delegation (save one who was absent) 
signed ; that several members of the Alabama delegation did personally 
interview Mr. WILLIAMS in his behalf; that he, Mr. WiLuiaMs, the 
minority leader, did in writing present the name of Captain Hopson 
to the SPEAKER for such —e ntment, and upon that By oy: by 
Mr. WILLIAMS, and upon that alone, he was appoint to that com- 
mittee by the SPEAKER. 

In every instance save one, which had no reference to the Naval 
Committee, the Speaker placed Democrats upon the committees in 
accordance with the recommendation of Mr. ILLIAMS, who, having 
received the Democratic nomination for the § ership, became, in 
accordance with custom, the Democratic or “ minority leader.” 

As all the parties to the interviews seem to have clearly understood 
that the appointment would be made upon the recommendation of the 
Democratic or “ minority leader,” it would have been, to say the least, 
an idle and foolish thing to proffer influence with the Sppaker. In 
any event, no such influence was attempted. The interview, or tele- 
phonic communication, did not seem in any way to disturb the friendly 
and cordial relations between Captain Hosson and Mr. Spear, for some 
six weeks later, at the Capitol, they had a friendly conversation con- 
cerning which Mr. Spear testified as follows: 

“Q. Was any reference made in that meeting at the Capitol to the 
telephone conversation?—A. Not at all, not the slightest, and at the 
close of that conversation Mr. Hogson volunteered the information 
that he thought the number of submarines ought to be double what 
the Secretary ordered. 

“Q. That would make eight instead of four?—A. Yes, sir. I have 
in no way, shape, or form, then or at any other time, endeavored to 
influence Mr. Hopson, acting as a member of the committee on sub- 
marine boats, or on any other matters pending before it. 

“Q. Have you sought in any way to get him to favor one com- 
pany’s boats as against another company’s boat?—A. I have not. The 
sole purpose of my conversation with Mr. Hopson which referred to 
submarines I have stated to you, and it was purely voluntary on his 
part; have never even discussed with him the relative merits of differ- 
ent types. I have never discussed with him in any way, shape, or 
form, because I felt the company’s record was quite sufficient to make 
his judgment coincide with mine. I did not consider there was any 
question about merit of the different types of boats. I did not con- 
sider that anybody with technical information would consider that 
there was any question about it” (page 218). 

This testimony has not been disputed by anybody. It is, on the 
contrary, corroborated by Mr. Clarkson, who was present part of the 
time; and he also, speaking of Captain Hopson, says: “I have not 
ever heard him mention any boat except the boat, as I understand, 
made by the Holland boat porns. He made a statement to me that 
they had a very good boat, and if they would employ the proper 
means and methods they would have no trouble about getting plenty 
of Government contracts, because they had a very good boat. 

“Q. What did that refer to?—A. That occurred in a discussion of 
the Holland boat, as I understand. I asked him what kind of a boat 
‘that company made that the investigation was about. He said it was 
a very good boat” (page 339). 

The cident above referred to, having been casually mentioned 
by Captain Hopson to Mr. LILLEy, the latter made it in the authorized 
newspaper interview produced before the Committee on Rules the sub- 
ject of the general charge, that “they have even gone so far as to 
find out what new Members of the House have applied for positions on 
the Naval Affairs Committee, and they have assumed to have influence 
in securing the assignment of Members on that committee” (page 12). 

But before this committee he said: 

“I do not charge and I do not believe the person in question could 
exercise any actual influence in procuring an appointment to the Naval 
Committee. I do say and I do believe that the pu was to ingra- 
tiate the Electric Boat Company in the favor of the Member of the 
House without warrant, by this offer of pretended influence and to mis- 
lead said Member to believe, in case he were appointed, that he owed 
his appointment to the Electric Boat Company.’ 

As Captain Hopson testifies that both he and Mr. Spear understood 
that the appointment would be made upon the recommendation of the 
minority leader, it is difficult to see that there could have been any 
attempt on the part of Mr. Spear to hoodwink and delude his former 













comrade in the naval service into the belief that if accomplished it 
would be the result of influence of the Electric Boat Company with the 
Speaker. In any event there was no such influence attempted. 

With the exception of Frank L. Edinborough (not an officer of the 
Electric Boat Company), this embraces the entire list of witnesses sub- 
mitted by Mr. Litter as those whose testimony would support his 
charges. For the purpose of eliciting the truth, these witnesses were 
most thoroughly examined by members of your committee, their exam- 
ination covering hundreds of pages, and there were also submitted to 
them hundreds of questions, presented for that purpose by Mr. LiLury, 
over his own signature, but which questions, the later evidence shows, 
were prepared in the office of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company. Two 
hundred and four such questions were propounded to Mr. Rice alone, 
and large numbers to other witnesses. 

As the testimony of these witnesses did not sustain the charges of 
Mr. LILLEy, and your committee had by this time discovered that the 
Lake people were really back of the charges against the Electric Boat 
Company and back of the inquiry, it occurred to us that they might be 
able to furnish some evidence as to the conduct of their rival. We 
therefore thoroughly examined the officers, attorneys, and agents of the 
Lake Torpedo Boat Company. 

( The 1059). is from the testimony of Mr. Simon Lake, president 

page 1059): 

“Q. You have been for some time in re hot rivalry or competi- 
tion with the Electric Boat Company ?—A. About fifteen years, I think. 

“Q. I would like to ask you, assuming that in that competition you 
must have seen a good deal of the other boat company, whether you 
have any personal knowledge of any improper expenditures of any 
moneys by that emery with reference to securing Congressional legis- 
lation ?—A. No, sir; I have not. 

“Q. State whether you have knowledge of any expenditure by the 
Electric Boat Company or its officers for the purpose of electing any 
particular Member of Congress.—A. No, sir; I have not. 

“Q. Or the defeating of any Member of Congress or candidate for 
Congress ?—A. No, sir; I have not. 

“Q. Have you any knowledge of any such expenditure of money or 
any attempt at electing or defeating any particular Member of Con- 
gress by any of the officers of the Electric Boat Company ?—A. No, sir. 

_ Have you any knowledge of any attempt by any torpedo boat 
company to secure the election of any person as a Member of Con- 
gress ?—A. No, sir. 

“Q. Or to defeat any person in his attempt to secure his election to 
Congress ?—A. No, sir. 

“Q. It has been charged here by Mr. Litimy, and this ts his lan- 
guage: ‘That it can be shown upon investigation that certain bh 
resentatives of the leading newspapers have been subsidized and paid 
by the Electric Boat Company for favorable newspaper articles and 
reports in favor of said company.’ Have you an re upon 
that point?—A. No personal knowledge; only what I have read in the 
testimony before the committee. 

“Q. Have you any knowledge of such action on the part of any 
other torpedo boat company ?—A. I have not. 

“Q. Or any activity on the part of any torpedo boat company to 
secure the publication of newspaper or magazine articles favorable to 
its boats or unfavorable to the boats of any other company?—A. I 
can only speak for my own company. We have always published such 
matter as we thought was pertinent to the subject of submarines, 
whereb eee could be enlightened in regard to the merits of our 
type of boa 

mn Q. You have not considered it improper to state in newspaper or 
magazine articles the merits of your boat?—A. No, sir. 

“Q. Or if in any particulars the other boat was inferior, you have 
not hesitated to say so?—A. We have not hesitated to give the facts 
as we understood them as to the merits or demerits of any type of 
submarine. 

“Q. Do you know of any improper conduct on the part of the Electric 
Boat Company or its officers or of the Holland Boat Company or its 
officers in connection with either the securing of legislation by Congress 
or contracts from the Navy Department?—A. No, sir.” 

None of the other officers, agents, or attorneys of the Lake Com- 
pany had any information upon the subject so far as their testimony 

isclosed. 

Mr. Charles R. Flint, agent of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company for 
the sale of its submarines in other countries, testified that the prices 
paid the Electric Boat Company by the United States Government 
would not, in his judgment, afford an unjust profit, and that “ these 
prices are not materially higher than the prices paid by European 
governments and they are not materially lower” (p. 141). 


MR. LILLEY’S CHARGES AS TO EXCESSIVE COST OF SUBMARINES. 


One of the guaiees subjects of criticism of naval affairs by Mr. 
LiLuey, and one of the charges filed by him before this committee, was 
that contained on page 32 of the hearings, as follows: 

“T also submit as one of the facts influencing me to introduce my 
resolution that in my judgment under special and exclusive legislation 
the Electric Boat Company and its predecessor have already received 
from the United States an excessive profit of more than $1,000,000 for 
the construction of its submarines, and that under the proposed legis- 
lation now pending it will receive a profit of more than $1,000,000 in 
excess of what ought to justly and fairly be paid for the construction 
of submarines provided for, and that this fact can be substantiated by 
your committee b cms = — the expert officials and con- 
structors of the Nav partment.” 

This charge of euuanive and corrupt profits was adhered to by Mr. 
Lituey to his latest testimony before the committee (pp. 1608-1618). 
Such a serious and persistent charge requires careful consideration and 
investigation. The original resolution and the charges and hear 
by Mr. Lituey before the Committee on Rules, February 25, 1908, a 
his interview in the Washington Post, February 21, 1908, did not in- 
clude this specific a It first a red in his examination before 
this committee on March 12 (p. 32). r. LItLEey states that this charge 
can be proven by calling as witnesses the expert officials and con- 
structors of the Navy Department. Concerning their qualifications to 
so yom | he states as follows: 

“Chief Constructor Capps, who I believe to be the best engineer in 
the world (p. 8). 

“Those men are splendid, able naval officers (p. 1351). 

“T believe they are the best there are in the world (p. 1353). 

“TI think Admiral Bowles has no superior as a constructor and busi- 
ness man (p. 1354). 

“I desire that Admiral Bowles shall be summoned to testify as to 
these facts (p. 1368).” 
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It is to be considered at this point that nowhere does Mr. LILLEY 
attempt to prove by Capt. R. P. Hopson, of Alabama, the fact that 
these charges and profits were corrupt and excessive; and throughout 
the testimouy and proceedings concerning these charges Captain HOBSON 
appears to have been one of his friends and advisers, associated with 
him daily upon the Committee on Naval Affairs, both acting and work- 
ing together upon many subjects of naval interest, and apparently they 
had some conferences together upon the subject of this investigation. 
It is conceded that Captain Hopson is a naval officer of experience and 
ability in this particular line of work, and could Poe assist Mr. 
LILLEY in obtaining the facts as to excessive cost an rofits, if he had 
been consulted and if such were found to have existed. No testimony 
by Captain Hopson was offered before this committee upon this point 
and none was suggested by Mr. LILLEY. 

The charges of excessive cost appeared before this committee sub- 
stantially in the following manner: On the 13th day of February, 
1908, F. B. Whitney, vice-president of one of the subsidiary Lake 
companies, prepared an article for a New York newspaper, elsewhere 
referred to in this report, in which he claimed that there were exces- 
sive profits and graft to the Electric Boat Company in the sum of 
$1,476,296.60, under the provisions of the item concerning submarines, 
in the naval appropriation bill which had been peonet upon by the 
House Committee on Naval Affairs on the 10th day of February 
previously (p. 1783). These figures were based upon the testimony 
of Admiral Bowles, then Chief of the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair of the Navy Department, before the House Committee on Naval 
Affairs in January, 1902, as it appears in these hearings, pages 353— 
354. Admiral Bowles is shown to have testified as follows: 

“TI was about to say that the cost of a submarine boat largely de- 
ends on the amount of experimentation which has to be done. That 
Ss certainly very expensive. Now, my calculations show that a reason- 

able cost, with a handsome profit to the contractor for the boats now 
building, would be $89,459. 

“ Of that I have allowed $11,100 for trials and tests. This price in- 
cludes a fair percentage for the usual margin of general expense, such 
as are incurred in manufacturing work, but nothing more.” 

The testimony further shows, on page 355, that the boat referred 
to, then building, was of the so-called “Adder class” of 120-ton boats, 
submerged tonnage. The average cost per ton is thus calculated by 
dividing this aggre ate cost of $89,459 by 120 tons, producing a result 
exactly of $745 498, By some process, apparently known only to Mr. 
LILLEY and to those who employed the figures throughout these hear- 
ings, instead of using an actual calculation as a basis of the reasonable 
cost of boats of this class, they used instead the figures, as a basis cost 

er ton, of $745.45. These were entirely fictitious and arbitrary, had no 
basis of fact, and can not be calculated from any testimony of Admiral 
Bowles or of anybody else, so far as this commitee is advised. Yet they 
appear to have been used by Mr. Littey, Whitney, Neff, and Webster, 
and all of the other witnesses who used such figures as a basis of cost 
per ton upon which to reckon a charge of excessive and corrupt profits 
(pp. 364, 1289, 1487, 1492, 1735). 
he figures “of $1,476,296.60 graft appearing in the naval bill of 
1908,” as described in the newspaper articles and later in the anony- 
mous letter, and later in resolution No. 264, introduced by Mr. LILLEY, 
and later as appearing in the testimony throughout these hearings, 
appear to be calculated in somewhat the same way. The Louden- 
slager amendment to the naval appropriation bill of 1908 provided for 
eight submarines of the type of the winner in the tests of May, 1907 
(p. 423). The calculations upon this basis, to show excessive cost, ap- 
pear upon page 355 of the hearings, as follows: 

- Pn ae the excessive profit to the Electric Boat Company from 
the peapenee egislation, as above quoted, on Admiral Bowles’s figures, 
we have: 

“ Eight submarines of the Octopus type at a cost of $3,500,000, which 
means a unit cost of $437,500 for a 340-ton boat, or $1,286 per ton. 
Deducting from ae osed price the price per ton ($745) recom- 
mended by Admiral Bowles, who, as I have stated, is the builder of 
these boats, and it is seen that the Government would be paying an 
excessive profit of $541 per ton. In other words, the excessive profit 
on these eight boats of 340 tons each would be $1,471,520.” 

Another method of calculation is further shown by the preamble in 
House resolution 264, introduced by Mr. LILLEY on the 27th day of 
February, 1908 (p. 364) : 

*“ Whereas, first, the following statements have been published in the 
public press: ‘It can be readily seen that the programme of the House 
committee at this session proposes to pay at least $1,286 per ton for 
the submarines, against a reasonable price named by Mr. Bowles of 
$745.45 per ton, or $1,476,296.60 more than the present builder said 
og were worth when he testified before the committee in 1902.’” 

ut none of these calculations produce the exact figures of $1,476,- 
296.60, shown in the New York paper and as subsequently used by all 
the parties in the investigation as to the excessive cost, profit, and graft 
contained in the submarine item of the pending naval appropriation 
bill (Pp. 364, 366, 1289, 1486, 1491, 1492, 1494, 1495, 1496, 1501, 1545, 
1602, 1783, 1784). 

No evidence appears before this committee and no calculation has 
been presented by which these figures can be ascertained. They seem 
to be entirely arbitrary and fictitious, have no basis for existence, and 
certainly do not show any definite thing as proven before this com- 
mittee, so that whoever used them evidently received them from the 

rson who first prepared or calculated them, and then put them be- 
‘ore the public without knowing or realizing or caring whether or not 

they had any basis of fact. These figures next appear in the anony- 
mous letter sent to Frank L. Edinborough, Bay City, Mich., on the 15th 
“7. of February, 1908 (p. 726). 

hey next appear in House resolution 264, introduced by Mr. LiILiry 
in the House of Representatives on the 27th day of February, 1908 
(p. 364). Adnsiral wies testified (p. 1748) that his testimony of 
1902 had been the subject of much discussion and controversy in the 
six years following it, but during all-of that time and in all of the 
discussion he had never seen, heard, or known of this peculiar use 
or construction or calculation of either the $745.45 per ton as a basis 
for cost of submarines of the Adder type, or later the peculiar amount 
of $1,476,296 excess cost of submarines provided in the naval bill of 
this year. The only other figures relating to excess cost appearing in 
the testimony are the general ones concerning undue profits or excessive 
charges in past contracts of $1,000,000 (pp. 43-45, 241, 278-280, 295- 
296, 445, 1100-1101, 1602). 

But no testimony was adduced to show any connection of these 
figures with the actual facts. No calculation is put into the record 
as a basis for the use of these figures, and no testimony from any 
source was presented, showing that these figures had any relation at 
all to either the cost as provided by the contract or the profits accru- 
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ing to the contractors. But on the contrary, the testimony of Sec- 
retary Metcalf, Admiral Capps, and Admiral Bowles was all to the 
effect that no such excessive profits could have been possible under 
io Sobor aaa methods, and tests of the Navy Department 

pp. 280, 297, 17 s 

fi is next important to ascertain whether the testimony of Admiral 
Bowles before the House committee, of January, 1902, was an accu- 
rate and proper basis in the consideration, by this committee or any 
other committee, in trying to ascertain whether or not excessive or 
corrupt profits’ had been extorted by the Electric Boat Company 
from the United States Government during the past years and in 
past contracts, or is attempted to be extorted by the provisions of the 
present bill. 

Admiral Bowles stated that he and Admiral O’Neil and Admiral 
Melville sought to prepare figures which would give them an approxi- 
mate idea of what would be the fair commercial value of a boat of 
that type. The boats had not been completed and neither of those 
officials had ever had any practical knowledge or fs err in con- 
structing them (pp. 1734, 1745). The manner of calculation was to 
take the total weight of the boat, dry, and divide it into groups of 
materials of a similar commercial character; then assume for each group 
a price per pound, and in that way a fair commercial market value 
of the material could be made (p. 1734). Admiral Bowles stated that 
any estimate of value per ton is very erroneous and must not be 
understood to be correct, and can only be a rough approximation (p. 
1735). In making any estimate of the cost or value per ton, considera- 
tion should be had to the type of the vessel, its method of construction, 
the kind of materials, workmanship, cost of assembling, and many other 
details which can not be fairly presumed unless the boats are exactly 
sa same type and built upon thé same standards (pp. 291, 296, 

Other witnesses corroborated this statement that the cost and value 
per ton of a vessel of this class is entirely misleading. 

Spear (p. 229). 

Simon Lake (p. 1090). 

Flint (p. 1449). 

Admiral Bowles also showed that other corrections should be made 
to his testimony of 1902 in order to obtain a fairly accurate result 
at the present time. First, the tonndge of the Adder in the calculations 
of Whitney, Mr. Litvey, et al. is reckoned at 120, which is the sub- 
merged tonnage of the boat with the tanks full of water (p. 1735). 
The estimate of Admiral Bowles was made solely upon the dry weight 
ef the materials used in the construction, which would be about 20 
tons less. The divisor thus should be 100 instead of 120 tons (p. 1735). 

Second. Next, labor and materials would cost between 10 and 20 per 
cout Tony now than they did at the time the calculation was made 

p. (30). 

Third. The Adder was built of commercial materials and subject to 
commercial inspection and not subject to Government tests. Vessels 
now are built on Government specifications and tests, which cost about 
20 per cent more on an average than when constructed on a commer- 
cial basis (p. 1736). 

Fourth. The cost of tests and trials at the time the Adder was con- 
structed was comparatively small as against the cost of the tests re- 
quired now. It is estimated that about 8 per cent of the total cost is 
required for experimentations and trials under the requirements of the 
Navy Department at the present time (p. 1735). 

Fifth. This estimate does not include the expenses of incidentals, 
ee general shop, and power and patents (pp. 

(56, ‘ . 

Adding these various items to the basic cost obtained from previous 
figures of $745.493, it would thus appear that at the present time the 
approximate cost would be about $1,240 per ton (p. 1737). That ap- 
rae the cost of vessels under the latest contracts (pp. 313, 1090, 

). 

Admiral Bowles further testified that there was no profit in the con- 
struction of the Octopus, and that it really represented a loss to the 
Electric Boat Company (pp. 1733, 1743) ; that his company was inter- 
ested in the financial result of the Octopus, and so expenses were kept 
down to the closest margin, and he knew the details of cost, and that 
it really represents a loss to those constructing it (p. 1743). This is 
the substance of the testimony of Admiral Bowles, whom Mr. LILLEY 
stated was the ablest constructor in the country (p. 1356); that he 
was a = business man (p. 1354), and that he desired him to be 
summoned to show the facts and charges as to excessive cost (p. 1368). 

The testimony of Admiral Bowles as to excessive cost is sustained by 
Secretary Metcalf, who testified as follows (p. 280): 

“A. If the Department had even felt that the company was asking 
an exorbitant price for these boats it would not have let the contract, 
but waited until the next session of Congress and then reported the 
facts to Congress.” 

Mr. Simon Lake testified on the question of cost as follows (p. 1089) : 

“This present boat would cost from $50,000 to $75,000 more than 
we could put it out six years ago.” 

This would be from 15 to 20 per cent more than the cost at the time 
that the figures of Admiral Bowles first appeared. . 

Mr. Charles R. Flint, who has had large experience in the sale of 
submarine boats to foreign governments, testified as follows (p. 1449): 

a rhaps gave you the figures incorrectly. 1 have now before 
me page 299 of our hearings, in which it appears in the testimony of 
Admiral Capps that of the last seven boats contracted for and to be, 
supplied by the Electric Boat Company four were at $285,000 each and 
three at $360,000 each. Now, having those figures in mind, would 
your answer be the same?—A. My answer is that these prices are not 
materially higher than the prices paid by European governments, and 
they are not materially lower. 

“Q. Are they materially higher or lower than the prices paid by 
foreign governments for the boats of the Lake t ?7—A. No. 

“Q. In your judgment are these prices you have stated now the 
comparison with foreign governments? I will ask you this question: 
Do you consider that at the figures I have mentioned they will yield an 
undue or unjust profit to the Electric Boat Company ?—A. I am not 
competent to answer that question. I have not a sufficient detailed 
knowledge of the business to answer that, but my general impression is 
that the profit is not an excessive profit, but I have not the technical 
knowledge that is obtainable so as to answer it specifically. 

“Q. But your judgment is that the prices indicated would not afford 
an unjust profit?—A. That is my judgment.” 

This testimony should be considered in connection with the legis- 
lation and comtracts under it for the past ten years. (See pp. 583, 
584, Naval Yearbook, 1907. 

Mr. Litigy based his cha of excessive and corrupt costs upon 
three classes of facts: First, the arbitrary and fictitious figures as used 
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or created by Whitney and subsequently adopted by Neff, Webster, and 
himself without — —- investigation or calculation (pp. 1343, 
1346, 1349) ; second, that the Secretaries of the Navy were men with- 
out experience in business matters, and did not remain in office long 
enough to become acquainted with such duties, or did not ascertain 
whether the Government was suffering from extortionate or excessive 
profit in prices of construction (pp. 1341, 1345, 1852, 1355); third, 
that the naval officers in charge of the various bureaus were not busi- 
ness men, had no business experience, and were by training unfitted to 
judge of fair prices in contracts (pp. 1351, 1352, 1354). 

As to the first class of facts upon which such charges were based, 
that of arbitrary fictitious figures, the committee consider that such 
charge has no basis in fact, results from no calculation shown in the 
testimony, has been demonstrated to be false in fact, is based on false 
premises, did not contain the necessary items of cost of couminuction, 
and has not been used by anybody of official, professional, or technica 
standing or repute onruneee though the alleged basis of them has been 
on record for more than six years. Furthermore, they first appeared 
to have been first prepared or used by a man who confessedly sent an 
anonymous letter, secretly designed to ruin a trusting friend, and were 
used by another young man who had no experience in any class of busi- 
ness, and particularly not in this business, and without knowledge or 
verification of them in any way. 

Lastly, these fictitious figures were used by Mr. Liztumy himself with- 
out any personal knowledge or investigation as to the legislative his- 
tory, policy, or course of action of the Na Department concernin 
the matters which should be a basis for them PP. 549 et seq.), thou 
at the beginning of the testimony he testi hat he had personally 
familiarized himself with these facts (p. 28). 

Mr. LiILttpy never made any calculation, investigation, or verification 
as to either facts or figures, but used these arbitrary and fictitious 
figures without question (Dp. 1843-1349). He did not inquire concern- 
ing them of his friend Captain Hosson, who was in a ition to cor- 
rectly inform him about them. He requested naval officers to be ex- 
amined and then refused to take their word (pp. 1341 et seq.) ; he de- 
manded that Admiral Bowles testify as to these facts and then declared 
he would not believe his testimony {p. 1354) ; he charged all the Secre- 
taries of the Navy for more than fifteen years with incompetence ap- 
—— corruption (pp. 1352 et seq.), and all the heads of the Navy 

ureaus at the same time to be incapable and incompetent and unable 
to know what were fair prices and profits in construction (pp. 1354 


et seq.). - 

It was called to his attention that the men who had filled the 1- 
tion of Secretary of the Navy during the past fifteen years had all 
been men of successful business attainments, of the highest character 
and private professional standing (p. es and that the naval 
officers who had a of this work were eminent in their profession 
of the highest character and ability, and especially trained by the best 
education in the world to do this very work (pp. 1354-1855). 

Mr. LILLEyY admitted that he had voted for these past appropria- 
tions, and in the _—- bill had voted for submarines to cost 
$3,500,000 (pp. 135 1359). 

Notwithstanding this conclusive array of facts saatnat, his conten- 
tions and the gross errors underl ing and pervad ng his attempted 
proof, he yet insisted upon his original claims (p. 1360). 

This perversity in face of demonstration to the contrary, and re- 
gardiess of the damage it may do to the good name of the Navy and 
ts officials in the eyes of the world (pp. 433-434), in the estimation 
of your committee completely discr@d his faith in originally 
making such charges and subsequently on following them up before 
this committee. s 

Connected with the charge of excessive and undue profits Is the 
charge of special and exclusive 1 lation by which excessive and 
corrupt profits were realized (p. 32); that appears in the testimony 
of Mr. LILupy, and is as follows: 

“TI also submit as one of the facts influencing me to introduce my 
resolution that in my judgment under special and exclusive legislation 
the Electric Boat Company and its predecessor have alrea received 
from the United States an excessive profit of more than $1,000,000 for 
and has already 


the construction of its submarines.” 

The legislation upon the subject speaks for itsel 
been set forth in this report. There was competition under the act 
of 1896 and 1899, and the act of 1900. It was express! eeevieed by 
the act of 1903. The acts of 1906 and 1907, for whi tT. LILLEY 
voted (p. el "re discretion to the Secretary of the Navy to make 
a contract wit th the winner and the loser in the tests of May, 
1907. The opinion of the Attorney-General settled that fact (p. o7iy, 
and Mr. Litiey knew this in the summer of 1907 (p. 1502). From 
that time continnally to the date of the filing of his resolution Mr. 
Littey knew that the Secretary of the Navy had the discretion and 

wer to make any contracts which he saw fit, which complied with 
he requirements of the law and the tests of the Navy Department. 
Yet he swore that owing to special and exclusive contracts excessive 
pron of more than $1,000,000 had been paid by the United States 
Pon this point he stated to the committee not only what he had every 
reason to know was false, and in spite of the fact that he had person- 
ally acted and solicited benefits for his friends upon the basis that the 
direct contrary to his statement was true (p. 1502). It is only neces- 
sary in this case to state the facts as Mr. Liniey himself has testified, 
to show the insincerity and deliberate falseness of his position. 


FINAL ANALYSIS OF MR. LILLEY’S MOTIVES AND CONNECTION WITH THB 
LAKE COMPANY PROPAGANDA, 


Hon. Grorce L. LILLEY was appointed on the Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee in the latter part of 1905. 

In his first written statement, submitted at the opening of the hear- 
ing before this committee, he makes the specific charge that “one of 
the facts influencing me to introduce my resolution is that in my judg- 
ment under special and exclusive legislation the Electric Boat Com- 
pany and its predecessor have wir received from the United States 
an excessive profit of more than $1,000,000 for the construction of its 


submarines” (p. 32). 
testified that he voted for the submarine appro- 


He subsequent! 
priation of $1,000,000, provided for in the naval appropriation act 
the appro- 


of 1906, and for the provision in the act of 1907 incr 
priation of 1906 from $1,000,000 to $3,000,000 (page 1357). 

While he was on the stand several times during the course of the 
hearings, he nowhere explains the reasons that prompted him to vote 
in fayor of the two bills providing for submarine appropriations dur- 
ing his service on that committee prior to the bill of this year, though 
he is persistent in his contention that he is and always has been 
opposed to submarines; and thus by his vote cast against his judg- 
ment he contributed to this “excessive profit” and assisted in the 
enactment of this “special and exclusive legislation.” We therefore 









have to look for the reasons from some other source. Before quoting 


the words of the witness who testified as to Mr. LiLumy’s reasons for 
voting for these provisions, it may be proper to obtain Mr. LiLiey’s 
opinion of the witness as well as the witness’s opinion of Mr. LILLny. 

hen being examined by the Committee on Rules on his original reso- 
lution, Mr. Lituey testified with regards to Mr. Franklin A. Taylor, 
of Waterbury, Conn., as follows: 

“In the last Congress a a manufacturer from my town, an inti- 
mate friend, a man who would probably have as much influence with 
me as any man in my State, told me that he had the promise of a large 
order if I would vote for submarines” (page 7). 

At a subsequent time appears from Mr. LILumy’s testimony: 

“Q. You have known Mr. Taylor fairly well for same time? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. He is a man of standing in your community? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. He is a man whose reputation for proven veracity is good in 
your community. 

“A. I think so” (page 1337). 

Mr. Taylor testified that he supported Mr. Littgy in a political way 
in his various candidacies for office in Connecticut and that he is sup- 
porting him at this time (pages 474 and 477). 


. Later on in his testimony Mr. Taylor says: 


“I told him (Associated Press reporter) I had been friendly with 
Mr. Littey, and our relations had been most cordial, and that I had 
no doubt that the ‘prominent manufacturer’ which he named before 
the Rules Committee—that I was the man whom he referred to—and 
for that reason I did feel that I had influenced Mr. Litiuy to vote for 
a submarine boat, and I had very good reason for feel so, because 
when he came home after the committee had voted he said to me: ‘I 
voted “ yes,” Franklin, and your face was in front of me when I 
voted.” So I felt I had influenced Mr. Litigy, and I had nothing to 
be ashamed of in it” (page 481). 

Mr. Taylor, continuing his testimony, sums up his whole argument 
with Mr. Littey in behalf of his vote for submarines by reciting the 
fact that a great many manufacturers in Connecticut were interested 
in securing subcontracts for furnishings to the contractors engaged 
in building submarine boats for the Navy Department. He asserts that 
Mr. LiItiny had always been opposed to submarines from the beginning 
of his service on the Naval Committee (pages 482-483). 

At a subsequent part of Mr. Lituiey’s testimony he testified that he 
had heard the testimony of Mr. Taylor and had listened very closely 
to him while he was testifyin He confirms Mr. Taylor’s testimony 
with reference to his vote, and admits that he had knowledge of the 
fact that Mr. Pa was interested in his own behalf in securing his 
vote in behalf of submarines (page 1554). 

He says that Mr. Taylor’s conduct toward him with regard to 
sans his vote in behalf of submarines was not corrupt (page 
1338); that it was not wrongful, and that he makes no complaint 
against the conduct of Mr. Taylor in approaching him on the subject 
(page 1570). Nowhere in the testimony is there to be found any 
other explanation of the vote of Mr. LILLEy in 1906 and 1907 except 
in the testimony of Mr. Taylor, and at no time while Mr. LILLzy was 
on the stand did he undertake to explain anything about the a 
situation in which he found himself by his declaration of opposition 
to appropriations for subm e boats and his affirmative vote upon 
these Spercgeas, Mr. Taylor’s standing in the community in 
which both he and Mr. Littey live, his prominence as a business man 
in that community, the good character given him by Mr. LILLBY as a 
man of ~~“ and as a personal friend, must inevitably force the 
conclusion that he has given the true reasons for Mr. LILLExy’s vote on 
the question of submarines. It is difficult to reconcile the declarations 
with the acts of Mr. Liuuey. Indeed, they can — be reconciled by 
considering the recklessness with which he makes all charges that are 
calculated to prove the particular thing he desires to prove at the 
particular moment. Or perhaps it can be reconciled through that 
convenience of his memory which will not permit him to remember 
woe not in neeping with the particular thing he desires to prove. 
After the naval bill of 1907 had been passed with the provision for 
competition between boats owned by parties desirous of securing con- 
tracts under the $3,000,000 appropriation of that year, the special 
board and the Board on Construction of the Navy Department having 
unanimously decided in favor of the boat of the Electric Boat Com- 
pany and against the boat of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, and 
while the Secretary of the Navy was about to award a contract for 
eight submarine boats to the winner in the contest, the Electric Boat 
Company, Senator Thurston, the attorney of the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company, wrote the Secretary of the Navy, on June 29, 1907, request- 
ing that the = of his discretion to award contracts to other than 
a n the test be referred to the Attorney-General (page 

The Poceetary of the Navy having referred the question of his dis- 
cretion under the act to the Attorney-General, the Attorney-General 
decided that he had the discretion to do what the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company sought to obtain from him; that is, to give it a contract 
under the act of 1907. This decision of the Attorney-General was ren- 
dered on the 80th of July, 1907. Shortly thereafter Neff, the Wash- 
ington representative of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, arming him- 
self with a letter of Mr. J. C. Lake, vice-president of said company, 


went to Bridgeport, Conn., to see Mr. Litizy. Not | him there 
and ascertain that he would be in ieee he immediately went 
to Waterbury and there met Mr. LILiLEy at his hotel. 


from ene 
The letter of Mr. Lake solicited the support of Mr. Litizy toward se- 
curing a contract with the Navy Department for his company (page 
seer But Neff did not find it necessary to deliver the letter; he 
simply informed Mr. LitiEy of the purpose of his visit and ae 
to him the situation at the Navy Department growing out of the de- 
cision of the Attorney-General (page i311). 

Neff, after discussing the matter with Mr. Littzy at Waterbury, 
wrote the following telegram: 


WATERBURY, Conn., August 10, 1907. 
Hon, Victor H. METcaLr: 


Your favorable consideration interests my constituents Lake Com- 

pany solicited. See letter. 

r. LILLEY signed this telegram, and the telegram was immediately 
sent to the Secretary (page 1503). 

The follow morning Mr, LILLEy wrote his first letter to Secretary 
Metcalf, heretofore quoted. 

A copy of this letter was sent to the Secretary of the Navy at the 
Department and another copy was sent to the Secretary at Fouts 
Springs, Cal., and a third copy was handed over to Neff, so that he 
= BBY have evidence of the result of his efforts with Mr. LitLEy (page 
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On the 23d of September, 1907, Mr. LILLEY’s second letter was sent 
to the Secretary, as heretofore quoted. 

It is thus seen that Mr. LILLEy, having voted for both submarine 
propositions in the sessions of 1906 and 1907 at the solicitation of his 
friend, Mr. Franklin A. Taylor, having subscribed by his vote to the 
provision for the competitive test as provided in the act of 1907, no 
sooner hud the opinion of the Attorney-General been given than he 
shifted his position from a supporter of the provision in the interest 
of his friend Mr. Taylor to that of becoming very active in behalf of 
annulling, so far as he could, the action of Congress, and in securing 
for his constituent, the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, part of the con- 
tract for the construction of submarine boats. It is a singular coinci- 
dence that while he was reported in the newspapers as charging the 
members of the Naval Affairs Committee of the House with being 
“traveling salesmen” for the Electric Boat Company, that he alone of 
all members of that committee appears as “ soliciting” a contract, and 
that contract in the interest of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company. 

On February 10, 1908, we find him voting for the provision appro- 
priating $3,500,000 (p. 423), providing for the construction of addi- 
tional submarine boats, so that, protesting all of the time that he is not 
in favor of submarine boats, declaring that oe: are worth very little 
as a weapon of defense, charging that ‘“ excessive profits” have here- 
tofore been made, and “ excessive profit’ will hereafter be made, we 
find him on all occasions supporting every proposition in the Naval 
Committee in behalf of appropriations for the construction of subma- 
rines for the Navy. Mr. Limiey has at no time while a witness before 
the select committee explained how he came to shift from his support, 
at the request of Mr. Taylor, of the Electric Boat Company, to the sup- 
port at the Navy Department of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company. We 
are driven to seek the reason for his change of heart from his conduct 
and his acts as they appear in the testimony. That he did shift his 
position is beyond question. 

Mr. Robert G. Skerrett had been in the employ of the Lake Tor- 

o Boat Company until January of 1904, working for that company 

rst ond si7,° week and expenses, and later at a salary of $5,000 a 
year (p. 7). 

Mr. Simon Lake, the president of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, 
was in Europe and returned to the United States about the middle of 
December, 1907 (p. 1059). Upon his arrival in New York he visited 
Mr. Skerrett (p. 823). 

Fred Brown Whitney, who had been secretary of the Naval Affairs 
Committee of the House, left his position in 1904 to become the second 
vice-president of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, and remained in 
et poate until May 19, 1906. In December of 1906 he was em- 
ployed by Mr. Simon Lake to go to Europe, “ but his employment was 
not on the part of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, but he was em- 
ployed to look after matters for Mr. Simon Lake in connection with his 
submarine construction and other independent affairs in Europe, and 
that the submarine construction referred to has nothing whatever to do 
with submarine boats. He returned to the United States with Mr. 
Simon Lake in December of 1907. He is now the vice-president of the 
Lake Submarine Company, in which Mr. Simon Lake owns a controlling 
interest; that soon after his return to the United States in December, 
1907, he reoccupied his own office in the Munsey Building, in the city 
of Washington, but having no typewriter in his office he did, from time 
to time, and for his own convenience and by the courtesy of A. R. 
Neff, &° to the office of the Lake Torpe@o Boat Company in the Colo- 
rado Building, in the city of Washington, to use one of the typrewriters 
therein in the prosecution of his own work; he naturally took a deep 
personal interest in the efforts being made by the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company and by Mr. Simon Lake to secure from the Navy Department 
a contract for the construction of a submarine’’(p. 1782). 

These facts must be kept in mind in order to ez understand the 
movements of Mr. LILLEY and the officers and former employees of the 


-Lake Torpedo Boat Company, starting from the day on which the Naval 


Committee voted on the question of submarines, February 10, 1908. 
Benjamin Webster, Mr. Lituey’s secretary, says he was instructed by 
Mr. LILLEey to draw up his resolution No. 255 on the 12th of February, 
1908, or two days after the vote on submarines had been taken in the 
Naval Affairs Committee (page 1774). Mr. Litusy confirms the testi- 
mony of his secretary and says that immediately after giving the in- 
structions to draw up the resolution he left Washington on his way to 
Connecticut and stopped in New York on business (pages 1363 and 
1346). The vote was taken in the Naval Committee on February 10, 
1908. meg ge oe the adjournment of the committee, Mr. LILLEY 
and Neff met in the Marble Room of the Capitol and talked over the 
vote that had been taken in the committee on the question of submarine 
appropriation, and Mr. LILLEy remarked to Neff: “ Our proposition lost 
out.” That seems to be the beginning of great activity on the part of 
both Mr. Lityey and the officers of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, 
roo the two former employees, Whitney and Mr. Skerrett (page 


Mr. Simon Lake had come to Washington, and he says: “I had to see 
Mr. LILLEY in Washington, as he was a member of the Naval Com- 
mittee * * * and I found he had gone to Connecticut. I tried to 
reach him at Waterbury, but he was busy and I was not able to see 
him. He stated he would be up in New Haven the following day.” 
He had a conversation with Mr. LiLLtey on the subject of the provision 
in the naval bill of 1908 (page 1061). Mr. LiLuey introduced his 
resolution of investigation February 20, 1908. 

Now let _us review the activity of Messrs. Simon Lake, Skerrett, 
Whitney, Neff, Thurston, Webster, and Lituey between these dates— 
February 10 and 20. Whitney, at about the same time that Mr. LILLEy 
was instructing his secretary to draw up his resolution, wrote the 
anonymous letter to Mr. Carmichael of the Detroit Free Press and 
mailed it on that day. On the next day he wrote the statement to a 
representative of a New York daily paper, containing three or more 
typewritten sheets, and among other things containing the figures 
$1,476,296.60. On the 15th of February he wrote the Edinborough 
anonymous letter and mailed it to Senator Frank Edinborough, Bay 
City, Mich., on the same day. This anonymous letter also contained 
the figures $1,476,296.60. All three of these communications were 
written by him on the Smith-Premier typewriter and on the L. C. 
Smith typewriter, both typewriters being in the office of the Lake 
Torpedo Boat Company (page 1783). 

Neff says: “I think I hunted and looked him up (Mr. Liniey) 
after the Naval Committee had adjourned and asked. him about the 
action of the committee. He told me that the matter had failed and 
said they had ora a hot struggle in there, and said it was an execu- 
tive session, and I did not discuss it any more with him. * * #* 
Senator Thurston and I got together and we prepared to fight on the 
floor of the House, and we had the whole thing prepared, and we were 
to fight on tbe floor of the House for open competition on the fact 











es 


that it was for the best interest of the United States Government to 
foster competition, and we were the competing company to bid for the 
business, and we felt confident that Congress would give us that 
opportunity ; and my time after that was principally with Senator 
Thurston” (page 12 1). 

Mr. Simon Lake, who had a from Washington to Connecticut, 
to see Mr. LILuLey, telephones Mr. Skerrett, a former employee of his 
company in New York, and secures from him the printing of a series 
of ten postal cards, advertising his boats, and on the same day that 
Mr. LILLEY introduced his resolution in the House, February 20, 1908, 
the first of that series of postal cards is mailed to every Member of 
Congress in Washington and to the representatives of the various 
newspapers in Washington. On the next day, February 21, 1908, the 
second number of that series was mailed to Representatives in Con- 
gress and newspaper correspondents at Washington (page 836). On 
ed day appeared Mr. LILLEyY’s authorized interview in the Washington 

ost. 


Mr. Skerrett obtained the names of Members of Congress and news- 
paper correspondents from the Congressional Directory (page 837). 

hese postal cards, while intended to advertise the Lake boat, were 
not signed by anyone and condemned the Holland boat. After the 
mailing of the second lot of the series, the balance of the cards printed 
were shipped to Mr. Simon Lake at Bridgeport and the sending of 
them was discontinued. 

Mr. Simon Lake testifies: “And I immediately came down and made 
provision to start a propaganda of my own to see if I could not educate 
the Members of Congress up to a point of recognizing the merit of the 
Lake type of boat. First, we sent out a number of catalogues that I 
had prepared—lI presume all you gentlemen have received them— 
called ‘Submarine Torpedo Boats.’ think the next thing was these 
postal cards ” (pages 1062-1064). 

While these things were going on Mr. LILLEY met Representative 
Bates, of Pennsylvania, in the House restaurant at lunch time and 
showed him his resolution of investigation and said to Mr. BATEs: 
“See what I am going to introduce in the House.” And a day or two 
after the resolution was introduced he was walking with Mr. Bares 
in the corridor of the Capitol from the Naval Committee room of the 
House and was complaining of the provision in the sagramehtion bill 
with regard to submarine boats, and he remarked: “ @urse, if the 
committee sees fit to change it before the bill comes up in the House, 
then I will withdraw my resolution” (page 1724). 

Mr. LILLEy also saw Mr. SHERMAN, of New York, in the Republican 
cloakroom and showed him his resolution. He- told Mr. SHERMAN in 
substance that “such a resolution would stir up a muss,” to which 
Mr. SHERMAN assented, and he said, in substance, “if the action of the 
committee could be moved so that the competition for submarine boats 
would be open to other competitors that he would not introduce the 
resolution,” and he asked Mr. SHERMAN to see the other members of 
the Naval Committee that he might possibly induce them to change 
their action. This Mr. SHERMAN refused to do, saying “ that the Naval 
Committee was supposedly conversant with the whole subject,” and 
that he was not, and that he did not propose to approach them on a 
matter about which they knew more than he did (page 1725). 

While on the witness stand before the select committee Mr. LILLEY 
admitted, in answer to questions propounded to him by the chairman 
of the committee, that he would not have introduced his resolution 
if the naval bill of this year had contained a proposition for a full 
free, and open competition which met with Mr. LILLEy’s approval 
(pages 1624 and 1625). 

What was the object of the “ propaganda” being conducted by 
Whitney through his anonymous communications to New York news- 
papers; through his anonymous letters to Senator Edinborough, aud 
through anonymous communications to Mr. Carmichael, a newspaper 
correspondent ? 

By Neff, acting in concert with and under the advice of Senator 
Thurston, Washington a for the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, 
through his plans to have the submarine appropriation controversy 
ar from the Committee on Naval Affairs to the floor of the 

ouse, 

By Mr. Skerrett, apparently the press agent or the “ propaganda,” 
through the publication of post cards and their distribution to Mem- 
bers of Congress and to press representatives; throughout magazine 
articles in the Scientific American, Harper’s Weekly, etc. 

By Mr. Simon Lake, through post cards ordered through Mr. Sker- 
rett, and through elaborate circulars issued by him treating of his 
submarine boats, which circulars were sent to Members of Congress. 

By Mr. Liuuey holding back his resolution to investigate the Elec- 
tric Boat Company, through his representations to Mr. Bates, of the 
Naval Affairs Committee of the House, and to Mr. SHERMAN, a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Rules. 

Now, how —— the apparent concert of action between Mr. 
Simon Lake, Neff, and Senator Thurston, the most active officials of 
the Lake Torpedo Boat Company; Skerrett and Whitney, former 
employees of the said company, and Mr. LILLEY? 

The letter of Senator Thurston, attorney for the Lake Torpedo 
Boat Company, of date February 6, 1908, addressed to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, in its concluding sentence, indicates: 

“For these reasons, and others which we are prepared to present, 
we ask for a fair field and no favor—the same opportunity, if nec- 
essary, at our own risk, to compete for the construction of submarines. 
I once more respectfully request that an opportunity may be given 
us to be heard” (page 1054). 

The Senator calis it “fair field and no favor;” the others engaging 
in the “ propaganda” call it “ open competition.” 

Now, we are quite clear as to the interpretation of “fair field and 
no favor” and of “open competition” placed by these gentlemen on 
the submarine appropriation of the naval appropriation acts of 1906 
and 1907. There a test was provided for. A contest was had. ‘The 
Electric Boat Company won out in “open competition” with a “fair 
field and no favor,” and yet all of the “ peceeenets * contended 
that they were entitled, although losers in the contest, to one-half of 
the gp meme ge or at least to a contract for one boat, and had 
actually secured a contract out of that appropriation. That was their 
interpretation of “a fair field and no favor” and “ open competition.” 

Mr. LILLEY, on the night of the same day that his resolution, No. 
255, was introduced in the House, February 20, gave an interview to 
the Washington Post, published the next day, February 21. This inter- 
view was declared by Mr. LILLEY to be the only authorized interview of 
the many published in different parts of the country as coming from 
him. In testifying as to the correctness of this report before the Com- 
mittee on Rules of the House, he says: 

“T am in favor of a square deal, and my resolution aims to bring 
that about” (page 12), 


1908. 


Mr. Skerrett, in both his articles appearing in Harper’s Weekly and 
the one appearing in Scientific American, takes the ition that the 
action of the committee has been to substitute eight submarines for two 
battle ships; in other words, that the Navy Department recommended 
four battle ships and four submarines, and that the committee reduced 
the number of battle ships by one-half and increased the submarines 
twofold, making two battle ships and eight submarines instead of four 
of each (pages 497, 802, 804, 819). 

Mr. LILitey in his interview in the Washington Post, says: “ The 

proposal of a Congressional investigation is an outgrowth of the refusal 
of the Naval Affairs Committee to follow the President’s naval con- 
struction programme. The President personally backed the Navy De- 
artment in its request for authorization of the construction of four 
attle ships, ten torpedo-boat destroyers, four submarines, etc. 
committee cut the battle ships to two and raised the submarines to 
eight (page 11). 

“I point to the fact that the four battle ships recommended by the 
President were cut to two by the committee. Secretary of the Navy's 
plans for improved submarines was voted down. Instead, double the 
quantity asked for by the Government—eight in number—were provided, 
but they are to be of the old “yor type ” (page 11). Whitney, the 
personal attorney of Mr. Simon Lake, in his newspaper anonymous arti- 
cles, makes the same charge. So that it will be seen that Mr. Sker- 
rett, the former employee of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, in his 
magazine articles, Whitney in his newspaper articles, and Mr. LILLey in 
his authorized interview in the Washington Post the night of the day he 
introduced his resolution, were all seeking to impress the country with 
the fact that there had been a substitution of submarines for battle 
ships, this despite the fact that not one of them was acquainted with 
the others, though all three were in touch with Mr. Simon Lake. They 
all seem to be acting with a common purpose, resting their position on 
fdentical grounds, and that is the more remarkable since what really 
occurred in the committee did not warrant any such conclusion. Mr. 
Foss, chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee : 

“Was there, or was there not, any connection, so far as the discus- 
sion and action of the committee was concerned, between the battle-ship 
proposition and the submarine proposition? 

“A. From my knowledge and observation there was absolutely none. 

“IT was present at every meeting. 

“T heard all the discussion. 

“T noted the votes” (page 1634). . 

Mr. ELLIs, a member of the commitee, says: 

“Did the vote = the battle-ship proposition depend in any way 
upon the vote on the submarine proposition? 

“A. Not with me and no one else that I know of. 

“Q. Was there any statement made or argument made that the four- 
a proposition should be divided in order to secure more sub- 
marines 

“A. Oh, no; I never heard of any such a thing, not to my knowledge ; 
certainly not in the open committee in hearings during any time I was 
present ”’ (page 1630). 

Mr. BaTEs, another member of the committee: 

“ Will you state whether or not at that time or in any of the dis- 
cussions of the committee the question of battle ships and the question 
of submarines were discussed together, so that one depended in any 
Way upon the other? 

“A. Absolutely not, not in my mind and so far as one man can know 
the mind of another, they did not have the slightest relation to each 
other in the consideration of the committee as a committee. They did 
not have the slightest relation to each other in the matter of determin- 
ing how many we would recommend in the bill of one and how many we 
would recommend of the other. They came up at different hours. The 
battle-ship proposition was brought up on one day, and on account of 
the extended remarks of Brother Hopson on the subject, he had some 
remarks to make on the subject, and we adjourn over to another 
meeting, so that that was pending from one time to another. The 
submarine question came up on a succeeding day, after we had voted 
on battle ships, and had no connection. so far as I am able to know 
the mind of another. I do not think it had in the mind of a single 
member of the committee. The fact of voting for a certain number of 
one vessel did not depend on the number of another. 

“During the discussion of the number of battle ships no sub- 
marines were referred to in any manner, shape, or form. It was not 
thought of. I will say further, if you will allow me, that there were 
three things before the committee in making up the number of sub- 
marines we ordered. One was the power or recommendation of the 
Secretary and President, and the other was information that had 
come before the committee a few days before from the Secretary of 
th Navy that ee had decided to send two submarines to Manila. 
The other was a letter from the Secretary of the Navy a few days 
before that, I think dated January 31, to the Senate in res 
a resolution of inquiry of Senator ANKENY, of Washington, 
that an appropriation made for the construction of bgats for specia 
use on the ashington coast and Puget Sound. The# three things 
were in the minds of the committee in re at the number of 
eight as over four which had been recommended last November in the 
Secretary's annual report” (pages 1724 and 1725). 

Mr. PapGerr, another member of the committee: 

“The battle ship proposition was disposed of before we reached 
submarines. 

“Q. Your vote then for the battle ships in that bill had no rela- 
tion whatever to submarines? 

“A. None, whatever” (page 1727). 

It is thus seen that both Mr. Skerrett in his solicitude in the inter- 
est of the Lake Company was advertising through magazine articles 
an absolutely false and misleading statement with regard to the man- 
ner in which the question of submarines and battle ships had been 
disposed of in the committee. It is also seen that Mr. LILLEy, who 
was present and had full knowledge of the falsity of that position, was 
occupying the same attitude toward the committee and giving pub- 
licity to this false charge and yet, strange to say, Mr. LILLEY was not 
acquainted with Mr. Skerrett nor Mr. Skerrett with Mr. LILuey, but 
both were in touch with Mr. Simon Lake. There can be no account- 
ing for their common sition, predicated upon an absolutely false 

remise, except it was due to the fact that each drew his inspiration 
rom a common source. Each was advancing the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company’s interest without regard to the truth. Mr. Lititey himself, 
in the face of his Washington Post interview, which he said, when 
appearing before the Committee on Rules, was authorized by him, 
admits that there was no connection between the battle ships and the 
submarine proposition (page 364). But this was not all of the 
“propaganda” that Mr. LILLEY was carrying on in his efforts to 
further the interests of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company. 
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On the 27th of February, 1908, he introduced House resolution No. 
264 containing the figures $1,296,476.60, and when on the stand he 
was asked who had drawn the resolution and he could not say. He 
thought that either Neff, the Lake Torpedo Boat Company’s Washing- 
ton agent, or Webster, his secretary, had drawn it (p. 1488). 

Webster was placed on the stand and he denied having drawn the 
resolution (p. 1488). Neff was placed on the stand and he admitted 
having drawn the resolution on his L. C. Smith typewriter in the office 
of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company (p. 1489). He said he had gath- 
ered the figures appearing in the document and the resolution from the 
New York Herald and other newspaper publications. He said he had 
drawn the resolution the day before it was introduced, the 26th o¥# 
February (p. 1490). He said it had not been drawn prior to the 23;] 
of February (p. 1492), and when his attention was called to the fact 
that the resolution first had been dated February 22 and that subse- 
quently the “7” had been placed over the second figure “2” in “ 22” 
he was compelled to admit that he had drawn the resolution on or 
about the 20th of February, or the day on which Mr. Litiey had in- 
Ce ane — resolution to investigate the Electric Boat Company 

p. 3). 

Later on, in his testimony, he said that he had been advised by 
Whitney, he of the anonymous letter fame, to draw up this resolution 
in order to secure certain evidence which he thought he could secure 
from the Navy Department to assist the committee (p. 1494); that he 
was going to get some friend of his to introduce the resolution and at 
first did not think of Mr. Litter; that Whitney had called his atten- 
tion to the figures appearing in the resolution, $1,476,296.60 (p. 1495). 
Mr. LILLey, after hearing the testimony of Neff in regard to his resolu- 
tion No. 264, and as to the time when it was drawn, admitted the cor- 
rectness of that testimony (p. 1499). 

He at first claimed to have introduced the resolution by request and 
then admitted he had introduced it on his responsibility as a Member 
(p. 1500). He finally admitted that he had introduced the resolution 
without ever having read it. The figures which had been peer by 
Whitney and embodied in his memorandum to the New York paper, in- 
cluded in his anonymous letter to Edinborough, were included in Mr. 
LILLEY’s resolution, No. 264. And yet the resolution itself was written 


on the same day on which Mr. Litiey introduced his resolution of in- 
vestigation, and singular to say, Whitney did not know Mr. LILLey, nor 
eo LILLEY know Whitney, but both were in touch with Mr. Simon 


e. 

Webster, Mr. Littey’s secretary, wrote a forged letter to Edin- 
borough, signing thereto the name of “ Smith,” the same person to 
whom Whitney had written the anonymous letter of February 15. 
He says he can not fix the date of the letter, but he said it was some 
time in March (page 1530). Neither Webster nor Mr. LiLtry are 
acquainted with Edinborough, and yet we find Mr. Littey’s secretary 
writing the same person that Whitney had written to and in bekalf 
of the same subject. Strange to say Mr. Litiey nor Webster knew 
Edinborough nor Whitney, nor did these know Mr. LILLEY nor Web- 
ster, but they all were in touch with Neff. The contents of the 
letter are not made known to us. Mr. Litiny claimed that he got the 
initials and address of Edinborough from a newspaper man whom he 
calls “Mr. Cameron.” When Mr. Cameron is brought before the com- 
mittee and contradicts this statement, Mr. LILLHy says that he is 
not the newspaper man who furnished him the information; then, 
that he can not recollect the name of the newspaper man he has in 
mind, though he states the newspaper man frequently came to his 
office, =o admits that Mr. Cameron was never in his office (pages 
1529, 1530). 

Edinborough was summoned before the committee. Immediately 
on his arrival at Washington he makes an appointment by telephone 
to meet Mr. Lituery at his hotel (page 708). He called at Mr. LILLEy’s 
hotel, produced the forged letter of Webster, signed with the name 
“Smith; ” Mr. Litiey reccgnizes the “ Smith” letter at once as being 
written by his secretary, Webster. Edinborough leaves. the letter 
with Mr. Litiey, and Mr. LILLey destroys the letter (page 1581). 
And yet Edinborough, placed on the stand the next day after his 
interview with Mr. LiLLey, testifies that he has received no communi- 
eation on the subject of the investigation from Washington except 
the one on the postal telegraph blank written him by Whitney (page 
709). 

Mr. Littey testified that he did not know Neff. 

“Q. Who was the man who asked you to submit the motion in 
committee? 

“A. He is a representative of the company here. I think his name 
is Neff or Neth. ove 

“Q. Does he live in the city 

Ni I think he lives in Pennsylvania. My impression is that he 
comes from Mr. Bates’s district. I think he used to be Mr. BaTEs’s 
nom. ” (page 39). 

Again: 

“Q. Can you gr us the name and address of Neff; you know how he 
spells his name 

“A. It is either N-e-f-f or N-e-t-h. I don’t know where he lives or 
what his initials are. I can tell you who would know. Congressman 
Bares would know; he was formerly his secretary, I believe” (page 61). 

And yet Mr. Lituey first met Neff as early as January, 1907, at 
Bridgeport, Conn. Neff took Mr. Littey down in the Lake boat at that 
time (page 1197). He had seen Mr. LiLLey and spoken to him on Feb- 
ruary 3 or 4 of this year. He had walked with Mr. Litter through 
the Capitol and had spoken to him of the Sperry bill for an appro- 
priation of $3,000,000 for submarines (page 1180). He had had a 
conference a few days after his first interview with Mr. LiILiey with 
reference to securing Mr. LiLuey’s introduction of an amendment to 
the naval appropriation bill of this year carrying the provisions of the 
Sperry bill (page 1182). He had spoken to him over the telephone 
from Bridgeport and afterwards met him at his hotel at Waterbury and 
had written and secured the signature of Mr. LILLEyY to the telegram 
sent the Secretary of the Navy, and he had again met him the next 
day and had secured the writing of the letters to the Secretary of the 
Navy, copy of which he took along with him (page 1199). He had met 
him the afternoon of the day of the vote on the submarine proposition 
in the committee, February 10, 1908, at which time Mr. Littey had told 
him “ Our proposition has lost out” (page 1199). He had met him at 
the Willard. Hotel on the night of the 20th, the night of the day on 
which Mr. LiLtey introduced his resolution of investigation, and sug- 
gested that Senator Thurston, attorney for the Lake Company, was 
willing to advise Mr. Littex (page 1201). He had written the state- 
ment dictated by Senator Thurston and presented by Mr. LiILtry to the 
Committee on Rules on the day of the hearing on that resolution. He 
had tyvewritten dictations from Senator Thurston of the statement 
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which Mr. Lituzy had furnished to the select committee (page 1186). 
He had advised with him three or four times a week from the time Mr. 
LILLeEY introduced his resolution of investigation. 

Senator Thurston and Neff had written the questions propounded by 
Mr. LILLEY, signed by him, and submitted to this committee to be asked 
witnesses on the stand (p. 1186, ete.). Neff and Senator Thurston 
had prepared the subpcena duces tecum which Mr. LitLey had prayed 
for (p. 1309). Senator Thurston had dictated and Neff had prepared 
statement furnished by Mr. Litury to the Committee on Rules and to 
the select committee (p. 1202, ete.}. Senator Thurston had dictated 
and Neff had prepared letter of Mr. Liutuy, dated Mareh 19, 1908 
(pp. 350, ete., 1421). 

And Mr, LILLEy admitted that these statements had been prepared by 
Senator Thurston and Neff (pp. 1575, 1576). 

In fact, Mr. LILLEY_was continually in touch with this representative 
of the Lake Torpedo Boat pone and with that usual lack of frank- 
ness which is characteristic of all his evidence before both the Com- 
mittee on Rules and the select committee, he not only pretended not to 
know anyone connected with the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, but 
sought to make it appear that his colleague, Mr. Batss, of the Naval 
Committee, could furnish the information as to Neff, whose name he 
pretended not to know even how to spell. 

Fred Brown Whitney swears that he had reasons to believe at the 
time that he sent his anonymous communications, to wit, February 12, 
13, and 15, that a resolution would be introduced in the House to in- 
vestigate the Electric Boat Coumpany; that he believes he sent certain 
documents, containing the figures $1,476,296.60, to Mr. LiILtpy (p. 
1784). We thus see a common eo in acts of Messrs. Whitney, 
Neff, Thurston, Simon Lake, and Skerrett, and Mr. LILLEY’s acts. 
We see the same plans maturing at the same time in the two camps, 
supposedly neither having knowledge of the existence of the other. e 
see continual conferences, legal advices, clerical work, exchange of 
figures, resolutions, magazine articles, and newspaper interviews, all 
predicated upon the same statements, and wherever a statement is false 
as emanating from one camp the same falsity appears as emanating 
from the other pT Whitney says that Mr. Litiey had voted against 
the Lake Torpedo Boat Company prior to 1908 (p. 1784). He says 
that he had reasons to believe that the resolution would be introduced 
at the time he was writing the anonymous letters, the first of which 
was written only two days after the vote had been taken in the com- 
mittee and on the same day that Mr. Litutey had directed his secretary 
to draw up his resolution of investigation. 

There can be no doubt but that there was concert of action between 
Mr. Littpy and the officers and friends of the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company; that their purpose was a common purpose; that their ob- 
ject was to secure legislation to further the interests of the Lake Tor- 
uote Boat Company, despite the fact that that company had been 

feated in the test which had been had between it and its competitor. 
But while these circumstances are sufficient to convince the impartial 
mind that there was concert of action, we find ample direct confirma- 
tion of the fact in the testimony and ample proof to join the efforts 
of Mr. LiLtey with those of the company. Mr. Taylor, Mr. LILLEY’s 
——- and political friend, the man whom Mr. LILLey certifies as 

ing a man of character and veracity, testifies that he talked with Mr. 
LILuEy at the Elkin Hotel, Waterbury, and that Mr. Littuy told him 
that he wanted the Lake people to get a square deal; that he wanted 
the Lake people to have a fair chance (page 475). Mr. LILLEy, on 
March 19, 1908, wrote a letter to your committee quoting the name of 
the Electric Boat saoete and asking that “both sides” be heard. 
This letter was dictated by Senator Thurston, typewritten by Neff, 
signed and presented your committee by Mr. LiLLEy (page 1475). 

Neff explains the purpose of this letter: 

“Q. And you must have had Mr. Litiey’s stationery?—A. Webster 
brought some over for that special purpose. 

*Q. That date and those extracts from hearings before the House 
Naval Committee and the newspaper clippings were prepared by Mr. 
Webster and yourself, as I assume, and as the letter itself seems to 
state, for the purpose of getting before this committee the other side 
of the controversy—that is, as between the two companies. The letter 
starts out: ‘ Your committee has, I confess, somewhat to my surprise, 
permitted witnesses—both those who could by reason of expert knowl- 
edge know some of the construction, qualities, and cost of our present 
submarines, and also those who could have no possible expert or other 
knowledge as to the construction, performances, neem and cost of 
these submarines—to give as part of their supposed test mony glowing 
accounts of the remarkable qualities of the Blectrict Boat Company's 
submarines; and having thus established the precedent, and in order 
that the question of the cost and efficiency of these boats may be pre- 
sented on both sides, I submit the following: 

“Q. What did you mean by both sides?—A. Well, it looked as if 
they were making out our boats as not worth anything and that our 
side ought to be in there just as well as the other side. I wanted to 
show the cost of our boats, and also show that the prices for those 
boats were not in accord with the performances of their boats. 

“Q. What you meant in that letter when you said ‘both sides’ had 
reference to the Lake Torpedo Boat Company on the one side and the 
Electric Boat Company on the other, and you thought they both ought 
to be in it?—A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And that is the reason of that letter and the data?—A. Yes, 
sir” (page 1497). 

The testimony of Mr. Taylor, the letter of Mr. LItuey, and Neff’s 
explanation of Mr. Littisy’s letter are as conclusive as can be that 
Mr. LILLEy was at all times acting in behalf of the Lake Torpedo Boat 
Company, and that his sole purpose was to secure such action regard- 
less of the merits of the boats, regardless of any contest heretofore 
had between the Lake boats and the Electric boats, to wit, recognition 
in the matter of contracts for the Lake torpedo boats. 


THD ANONYMOUS ATTACKS UPON REPRESENTATIVE LOUD. 


Representative Loup’s name was brought into this investigation by 
Mr. Lituey in his first day's testimony. His suspicions of Mr. Loup 
were indicated in the Washington Post article. He said that Mr. 
W. D. Gordon, an attorney living in Mr. Loup’s district, had been em- 
ployed by the Electric Boat Company for the sole purpose of endeavor- 
ng to secure favorable action on the = of Representative Loup for 
such legislation as the Electric Boat Company might desire. To sub- 
stantiate this statement, as Mr. Liitey said, he offered in evidence 
extracts from Michigan papers of February 21 and 22, 1908, with this 
observation, “So far as I am advised these public utterances of the 
ress have never been questioned or denied” (page 30). A paragraph 
rom one of these extracts reads: “The story as it is —, passed 
about the Capitol is that a prominent lawyer of the Tenth Michigan 


District threatened to become a candidate for Congress against Mr. 
Loup and that he ance? to keep out of it when . Loup promised 
not to be hostile to the Holland submarine boat” (pages 30-31). 

The same article contains this paragraph: 

Frank L. Edinborough, of Bay City, former secretary to Loup, and 
now a candidate against him for Congress, is suspected of furnishing 
LitLexy with some of the facts which he is so anxious to have brought 
out in the proposed investigation.” 

In the list of witnesses given to the committee by Mr. LILLuY on 
March 9, Edinborough’s name appeared, with no suggestion as to who 
he was or what the nature of his evidence would be. He took the 
stand on April 2. It then appeared that he was formerly Mr. Lovup’s 
secretary, and that he decided last January to be a candidate against 
Mr. Loup for the nomination for Congress. 

Edinborough’s testimony is conspicuous for three things: Its lack 
of frankness, treachery to his old friend and employer, and: one dis- 
tinct, willful act of perjury. When Edinborough reached Washington 
on April 1 he brought with him two documents which he had received 
by mail from Washington—one an anonymous letter attacking Mr. 
Loup, the other a forged letter written by Benjamin Webster, Mr. 
LILLEY’s secretary. Webster had written the letter to Edinborough in 
the name of “Smith,” asking for information that would help Mr. 
LILLEY in proving his charges against Mr. Loup. Webster gave his 
own boarding house as the address to which he wished Edinborough to 
send a reply to Mr. Smith. When Edinborough reached Washington 
he arranged by telephone to call on Mr. LILLEY in the evening. At 
that interview he showed Mr. Litisy the forged letter, which Mr. 
LILLEY recognized. Edinborough left the letter with Mr. Liutpy, and 
the latter destroyed it, so that it could not be produced in evidence 
when called for. The next morning Edinborough swore (p. 709) that 
he had received no communication of any kind from Washington bear- 
ing upon this investigation except the anonymous letter and some news- 
oe elippings. 

This committee can not decide which was the most despicable act, 
Webster’s, in writing the forged letter, r. LILLEY’s, in destroying it, 


M 
or Edinborough’s, in swearing that he had never r ved it. 


During this testimony Edinborough referred to an anonymous letter, 
which he delivered to the committee with apparent reluctance. It was 
written in type on a Postal telegraph blank, and inclosed in an envelope 
directed to Senator Frank Edinborough, in type, and postmarked Wash- 
ington, February 15. He received it on the 17th: 

“Loup voted for this $1,476,296.60 graft in the Naval Committee. 
There is a story in circulation that the Holland a got a prominent 
attorney to become a candidate against Loup time; that Loup 
finally agreed to vote for the submarines upon deal that the attorney 
withdraw—that the attorney withdrew. 

“ Subscribe for New York Herald and Washington Post. 

“Loup can be defeated on this proposition alone by you. 

es —— eee ge tio 

‘Have your local papers play up proposition. 

“ Have them write Loup for explanation and whether the withdrawal 
story is true.” 

This communication had for the committee a much greater signifi- 
cance than would attach to a mere a , cowardly attack upon a 
public man. Though written five days before the LILLEy resolution 
was introduced, it hinted plainly at an investigation. It also contained 
the mysterious figures $1,476,296.60 which appeared in the public press 
the same day it was posted. As these were also the same figures that 
were used in the resolution (H. Res. 264) introduced by Mr. LILLEy 
on February 27, a week after he introduced his resolution for an 
investigation, it was clear that Mr. Lintey and Edinborough derived 
their inspiration from a common source. To discover the author of this 
anonymous communication was therefore to discover the person who 
had deceived the public and Mr. Liutey with fictitious figures of alleged 
excessive _— on the submarines sold to the United States, as well as 
to unmask the seeret enemy who had attacked the honor and good 
name of Representative Loup. i 

On April 3, Mr. Jesse L. Carmichael appeared before the committee 
and testified that he had received on February 3, 1908, an anonymous 
typewritten letter mailed at Washington the preceding day, of similar 
import to the one sent to Edinborough. It is as follows: 

“A Mpeg che man does not want to get what happened to Lessler. 
Here is a big story tip for what it is worth. 

“The submarine people brought out a candidate—a prominent 
lawyer—against Loup. He withdrew upon agreement of Loup to vote 
for submarines. 

“Frank Edinborough, Michigan State senator, former secretary to 
Loup, knows details.” 

It seemed to the committee on cleaty inspecting these two anony- 
mous communications that they were written on the same machine and 
composed by the same person. One member of the committee, on com- 
paring those letters with numerous communications addressed to the 
committee over Mr. Littzy’s signature, was impressed by certain 
similarities in type and style of composition that characterized both 
sets of documents. The committee then submitted the letters and the 
typewritten communications which they had received to Mr. David N. 
Carvalho, of New York, an expert on questioned documents. After a 
thorough comparison he decided that the two letters and four pages 
of questions submitted to the committee and signed by Mr. LInLEy were 
all written on the same Smith Premier typewriter. In this opinion 
he was confirmed by Mr. William J. Kins ey, of New York, and Mr. 
Albert S. Osborn, of Rochester, N. ¥. It had previously been admitted 
by Senator Thurston and Neff that the questions sign by Mr. LILLEY 
were dictated by Mr. Thurston and written by Neff on the Smith Pre- 
mier typewriter in the office of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company in the 
Colorado Building. A few days after the conclusion of the experts’ 
testimony the official stenographer of this committee made, in the 
presence of Neff, copies of the anonymous letters on the same paper 
as the originals, on the typewriter on which the Litimy questions had 
been written. 

The next day on the stand Neff conceded that no one could deny 
that the letters and questions were written on his machine. Suspicion 
of course rested upon all who used this machine as well as those who 
dictated to those who used it, including Mr. Simon Lake, Mr. J. C. 
Lake, Senator Thurston, Neff, Whitney, and Webster, who had been 
helping Neff write out the questions for Mr. Litter, and Mr. LILLEY 
himself. All doubt as to the correctness of the experts’ conclusion 
was removed when Senator Thurston produced before the committee 
the affidavit of F. B. ie in which he confesses that he wrote 
letters attacking Representative Loup, and furnished the fictitious 
figures to the press that were used by Neff and Mr. LILLEY. 
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It is characteristic of Mr. LILLEy’s attitude toward the House and his 
colleagues through all these proceedings that when he learned his sus- 
picions of Representative Loup were groundless and were created by the 
secret attacks of an unscrupulous schemer, he has never up to the 
present time expressed his gratification at the removal of the cloud 
which hung over his colleague, or made to him any apology, or given 
any expression or manifestation of regret that he should have made 
2 seeeeseanee attack upon the honor and good name of his fellow- 

ember. 

As the affidavit of Whitney throws light on several subjects in- 
volved in this investigation, it is given in full: 


“CITY OF WASHINGTON, 
“District of Columbia, U. 8. A., 88: 


“Fred Brown Whitney, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That 
he is 34 years of age; that he is an attorney at law, a member of the 
bar of the State of Illinois, of the District of Columbia, and of the 
United States Supreme Court; that from about 1901 to early in 1904 
he was clerk of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; that shortly thereafter he became second vice-president 
of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, of which Mr. Simon Lake was and 
still is the president, which postion he retained until May 19, 1906, 
when he resigned and left the employ of said company, and has not 
been connected with or in the employ of said company since; that in 
December, 1906, he was employed by Mr. Simon Lake to go with him 
to Europe, but his oe was not on the part of the Lake Tor- 

o Boat Company, but he was employed to look after matters for Mr. 
Simon Lake in connection with his submarine construction and other 
independent affairs in Europe, and that the submarine construction re- 
ferred to has nothing whatsoever to do with submarine boats; that 
afterwards he made one trip to the United States, and, returning to 
Europe, remained there until he arrived in New York with Mr. Simon 
Lake in the latter part of December, 1907; that he is the vice-president 
of the Lake Submarine Company, in which Mr. Simon Lake owns a 
controlling interest, which is an entirely independent company, not en- 
gaged in submarine torpedo-boat construction, but was organized to 
engage in commercial and other enterprises connected with matters 
ether than submarine torpedo construction; that soon after his return 
to the United States in December, 1907, he reoccupied his own cffice in 
the Munsey Building, in the city of Washington, but, having no type- 
writer in his office, he did from time to time and for his own con- 
venience, and by the courtesy of A. R. Neff, go to the office of the Lake 
Torpedo Boat Company, in the Colorado Building, in the city of Wash- 
tngton, to use one of the typewriters therein in the prosecution of his 
own work. 

“That having been associated in an official way with the Lake 
Torpedo Boat Company, and then being associated with Mr. Simon 
Lake in the business affairs of the Lake Submarine Company, he natu- 
rally took a deep personal interest in the efforts being made by the 
Lake Torpedo Boat Company and by Mr. Simon Lake to secure from 
the Navy Department a contract for the construction of a submarine, 
and also in the efforts which he understood were being made to secure, 
if possible, from Congress such legislation as would leave the disposi- 
tion of any appropriation made for submarines to be expended under 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy without legislative restric- 
tiens that would prohibit the Lake Torpedo Boat Company from com- 
peting with the Electric Boat Company for submarine construction. 

“That of his own initiative he undertook what appeared to him at 
the time to be not improper methods to have brought to iiie attention 
of Congress the methods which he had believed had been pursued by 
the Electric Boat Company in their endeavor to secure through Con- 
gressional action what might be termed exclusive legislation, which 
would shut out competition and prevent the Lake Torpedo Boat Com- 
pany from competing in the United States for submarine torpedo-boat 
construction. 

“That for the reasons last stated he did, on or about the 12th day 
of February, write the following undated and unsigned communication 
on a sheet of the New Willard Hotel note paper: 

“*For Mr. CARMICHAEL: 

“*A Congressman does not want to get what happened to Lessler, 
but here is a big story tip for what it is worth. 

“* The submarine people brought out a candidate, a prominent 
lawyer, against Loud. He withdrew upon agreement of Loud to vote 
for submarines. 

“*Frank Edinborough, Michigan State senator, formerly secretary 
to Loud, knows details.’ ‘ 

“That he inclosed said communication in an envelope of the New 
Willard Hotel stationery and directed it, in typewriting, as follows: 
‘Detroit Free Press, Washington, D. C.’ That he mailed said com- 
—= so directed at Washington on said 12th day of February, 

“That on or about the 15th day of February, 1908, deponent wrote 
upon a Postal Telegraph blank the following undated and unsigned 
communication : 

“*QLoup voted for this $1,476,296.60 graft, in the Naval Committee. 
There is a story in circulation that the Holland people got a prominent 
attorney to become a candidate against Loup last time; that Loup 
finally agreed to vote for the submarines upon deal that the attorney 
withdraw. The attorney withdrew. 

“** Subseribe for New York Herald and Washington Post. 

“* Loud can be defeated on this proposition alone by you. 

“* Watch CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

“* Have your local eo play up proposition. 

“* Have them write up for explanation and whether the with- 
drawal story is true.’ 

“That he inclosed said communication in a blank envelope and 
directed it, in typewriting, as follows: ‘Senator Frank Edinborough 
Bay City, Mich.,’ and mailed it in Washington on said 15th day of 
February, 1908. 

“That said communications and the addresses on said envelopes 
were written by deponent upon the Smith-Premier typewriter in the 
office of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, in room 606, in the Colorado 
Building, in the city of Washington. 

“That on or about the 13th day of February, 1908, said deponent 
sent to a representative of a New York daily paper three or more 
bo mapch es sheets, containing among other statements the following 
paragraphs : 

“*Tt is our unanimous opinion that it is best to have the full _ 
tations sent you printed, so that our friends can use naval opinions 
with Members as from newspaper authority. 

“$ Memorandum showing lack of economy in submarine at proposed 

, cost of $1,476,296.60 more than contractor testified they were worth. 


























“*The committee thinks it necessary to get prominent officers’ ideas 
and opinions before public, so that other newspapers will start editorial 
Sneneen of the problem that is far more serious than surface indica- 

ons tell.’ 

“That said typewritten statements were prepared by deponent and 
were written in part upon said Smith-Premier typewriter in the office 
aforesaid of the said Lake Torpedo Boat Company and in part upon 
the L. C. Smith typewriter in said office. 

“That said deponent sent said communications and said statements 
to said newspapers, believing that Représentative Loup had voted 
for an exclusive appropriation for submarines of a certain type, but 
that he subsequently learned that Representative Loup voted by letter 
for submarines without conditions, and he deeply regrets the wrong and 
injustice so done by him to Representative Loup, who was innocent 
of all suspicions entertained by deponent concerning him. 

“The deponent further says that neither Mr. Simon Lake nor counsel 
for the Lake Torpedo Boat Company knew that he had written any 
of said communications and that he had been endeavoring in that 
way to bring out facts connected with submarine-boat legislation until 
within a few days last past, and after the experts employed by the 
investigating committee of the House had testified as to the fact that 
the said first two communications had been written on the Smith- 
Premier typewriter in the said office of the Lake Torpedo Boat Com- 
pany. 

*“Deponent says that when he sent said anonymous communications 
he had good reason to believe that a resolution would be introduced 
in the House of Representatives for an investigation of the methods of 
the Electric Boat Company and its predecessor, the Holland Boat Com- 
pany. 

‘““Deponent further says that he did send newspaper clippings to 
some members of the Naval Committee, and may have sent to Repre- 
sentative LILLE, before the 20th day of February, 1908; that he had 
sent said communications, including the figures of alleged excessive cost 
of submarines, to wit, $1,476,296.60, which deponent attempted to com-. 
pile from the testimony of Admiral Bowles given before the Naval Com- 
mittee. of the House of Representatives in 1902. 

“Deponent further says that he has no personal knowledge from 
which he could give any evidence to sustain any of the charges of Rep- 
resentative LILLEy. I think that in the sessions of Naval Committee 
of 1906 Mr. LILLEy voted against the Lake Boat Company. 

“ Deponent further says that this affidavit is made at his own sug- 
gestion and of his own free will and accord, to be used as evidence by 
said investigating committee and spread upon its record, and is made 
by said deponent solely because he is ill and unable to appear before 
said committee pursuant of the subpena directed to and served upon 
him pursuant to the order of said committee. 

“And further deponent saith not. 

“Forty words interlined and forty-four words erased before signing. 

“FreD Brown WHITNEY. 

“ Subscribed and sworn to before me at Washington aforesaid, on the 
30th day of April, 1908. 

“ [NOTARIAL SEAL.] Wa. B. Matruews, Jr., 


“Notary Public. 
“ Commission expires March 22, 1910. 
“ Witnesses to the signature of Fred Brown Whitney: 
““ WAYNE F. Cowan, M. D. 
“ CHARLES WHITNEY.” 


THE PRODUCTION OF BOOKS AND PAPERS. 


The power of a select committee of one House of Congress to compel 
the testimony of witnesses and the production of books and papers can 
not, of course, rise higher than the authority of the House itself, and 
that power must be found in the Constitution, either in express terms 
or by necessary implication. 

“Neither House of Congress was constituted a part of any court of 
general jurisdiction, nor has it any history to which the exercise of such 
power can be traced. Its power must be sought alone in some express 
grant in the Constitution or be found necessary to carry into effect such 
— as are there granted. (Kilbourn v. Thompson, 103 U. S., 168- 

69.)” 

The right to exercise the power in question and to punish for con- 
tempt is limited to very few cases. Each House, acting separately, is 
by the Constitution expressly authorized to be the judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own Members, to compel their attend- 
ance, in such manner and under such penalties as it may provide, to de- 
termine the rules of its proceedings, punish its Members for disorderly 
behavior, and, by a two-thirds vote, to expel a Member. Each House is 
pom vested with certain power and authority in impeachment proceed- 
ngs. 

After enumerating these powers, Mr. Justice Miller, delivering the 
unanimous opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, in Kil- 
bourn v. Thompson, supra, said: 

“Whether the power of punishment in either House by fine or im- 
prisonment goes beyond this or not, we are sure that no person can 
be punished for contumacy as a witness. before either House, unless 
his testimony is required in the matter into which that House has 
jurisdiction to inquire, and we feel equally sure that neither of these 
bodies possesses the general power of making inquiry into the private 
affairs of the citizen.” 

It having been alleged that J. Cooke & Co., debtors of the United 
States, were interested in a so-called “ real-estate pool” in Washing- 
ton, a select committee of investigation was appointed, and later a su 
pene duces tecum issued to Mr. Hallet Kilbourn requiring him to pro- 
duce certain deeds, declarations of trust, printed papers, copies, drafts, 
vouchers, bank books, bank checks, stubs of checks, ledgers, blotters, 
daybooks, etc., “that can or may afford any information or evidence 
relating to the said matters .to be inquired of by said committee, belong- 
ing to you or subject to your control, either individually or as trustee, 
or as a member of the firm of Kilbourn & Latta.” 

Mr. Kilbourn having refused compliance the matter eventually reached 
a Court, where it was, as stated in the syllabus, decided 
that— 

“There existed no power of Congress, or in either House «hereof, 
on the allegation that an insolvent debtor of the United States was 
interested in a private business partnership, to investigate the affairs 
of that partnership, and consequently no authority to compel a wit- 
ness to testify on the subject.” 

In the course of his opinion Mr. Justice Miller said (p. 195): 

“What was this committee charged to do? To inquire into the na- 
ture and history of the real-estate pool. How indefinite. What was 
the real-estate pool? Is it charged with any crime or offense? If so, 
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the courts alone can punish the members of it. Is it charged with a 
fraud against the Government? Here, again, the courts, and they 
alone, can afford a remedy.” 

And again (p. 196): 

“We are of opinion; for these reasons, that the resolution of the 
House of Representatives authorizing the investigation was in excess of 
the powers conferred on that body by the Constitution; that the com- 
mittee, therefore, had no lawful authority to require Kilbourn to 
testify as a witness beyond what he voluntarily chose to tell; that 
ine orders and resolutions of the House and the warrant of the Speaker 
under which Kilbourn was imprisoned are, in like manner, void for 
want of jurisdiction in that y, and that his imprisonment was 
without any lawful authority.” 

Under this ruling it is very clear that had a committee been ap- 

inted under House resolution No. 255, introduced by Mr. LILLEY, 
t would have been powerless. No witness could have Leon compelled 
to answer a single question or produce a paper, save by his own yolun- 
tary act. The resolution charged nothing, but propesed merely the 
pecieeenans of a special committee “to investigate the conduct of the 

ectric Boat Company of New Jersey and their predecessor, the 
holland Boat Company, respecting the methods more by said com- 
ome in connection with past or proposed legislation before Congress. 

here was not even an allegation that there had been any conduct, 
and certainly none that it had been ar met gym and there was no refer- 
ence whatever to the conduct*of Members of the House with regard 
to legislation. Such an investigation would therefore have been en- 
tirely outside of and beyond the jurisdiction of the House itself, and, 
of course, beyond that of any committee of the House. 

But, by newspaper interview and in his statement before the Com- 
mittee on Rules, Mr. Littey did make very serious charges which led 
the Committee on Rules to bri forth a resolution of their own, No. 
288, which, having been passed by the House, is the one under which 
this committee is now proceeding. That resolution sets forth the 
charges by Mr. Liniey that the companies named “ have been engaged 
in efforts to exert corrupting influence on certain Members of Congress 
in their legislative capacity and have, in fact, exerted such corrupting 
influence.” The resolution charges this committee “to investigate the 
charges made by said Gnorcu L, Litter of corrupt practices on the part 
of said companies and Members of Congress with respect to legislation.” 

The investigation of alleged corrupt conduct on the part of Mem- 
bers of the House in respect to legislation was clearly within the power 
of the House, and it is probable that the conduct of a private corporation 
in its dealings with Members of Congress in respect to legislation may 
also be the subject of investigation, under certain circumstances, or 
at least may be considered in an investigation of the conduct of Mem- 
bers themselves. Be that as it may, this appears to be the first case 
in which either branch of Congress has attempted by resolution specific- 
ally to investigate the affairs of a private corporation. 

Representative Litumy having demanded that subpene duces tecum 
be issued to the officers of the Electric Boat Company, such subpenas 
were made ovt in blank and delivered to him to be filled out as he 
thought proper to accomplish the desired purpose. They were made 
out, as it subsequently appeared, by the counsel of the Lake Torpedo 
Beat Company and are, in terms, very sweeping.. The one served upon 
Mr. Isaac L. Rice, president of the Electric Boat Company, reads as 
follows: 

“The said Isaac L. Rice to bring with him all books of accounts, 
showing payments made to attorneys and ——— for work performed 
or to be performed at Washington or in any Congressional district of 
the United States. Also all vouchers covering expenses of that char- 
acter. Also all checks, check books, check stubs, showing all such 
checks issued for such ——eement. Also all vouchers and memoranda 
showing payments to Hlihu B. Frost for expenses of kind and 
character at Washington or elsewhere in promoting the interests of 
legislative enactments of appropriation and for the procurement of con- 
tracts. All books, records, vouchers, checks or check stubs, drafts, or 
other evidences of any money contributed by Isaac L. Rice personally 
to the comecten fund of any litical party in the United States. 
Also certified list of all stockholders of the Electric Boat Company at 
the present time. Also certified list of all stockholders of the Holland 
Torpedo Boat Company, as well as those who have ever at any time 
owned or held stock of either of those companies.” 

The others may not be considered, as Mr. Rice gathered the books 
of the company together in his own control and came to Washington. 
He did not refuse to produce them before the committee, but by such 
able counsel as Martin W. Littleton, esq., and John D. Lindsay, esq., 
presented argument in support of the proposition that the committee 
ought not to insist upon their production, no ground having been laid 
and neither the committee nor the House itself having authority to 
investigate the purely private books and papers of a private corporation 
in the absence of positive evidence that they contained anything re- 
lating to the conduct of Members, but, on the contrary, in the face of 
positive evidence that they did not. 

It must be conceded that in any event the subpena is altogether too 
broad. The evidence shows that the company operates several manu- 
facturing plants and has several hundred employees. The demand to 
produce the books and documents showing payments to them “for 
work performed, or to be performed, in Washington or in any Con- 
gressional district of the United States” would include the services of 
attorneys in the trial of litigation and of mechanics engaged in boat 
building anywhere in the United States, all of which is clearly beyond 
= ve of this inquiry, and equally beyond the power of the House 


if. 
In other particulars the subpcena is too broad. What has this House 
or this committee to do with “the procurement of contracts,” unless 


* in some way the conduct of Members in regard to legislation is in- 


volved? It is true that a new subpena might be issued or this one, 
limited in scope so as to call only for hooks, check stubs, vouchers, 
ete., showing —- to ona funds for the election or defeat 
ef Members of Congress, conditioned upon their agreement to vote 
for certain legislation, but all through the most thorough and exhaust- 
ive examination each and every one of the officers, agents, and attor- 
neys of the company have sworn that there are no such books and 
papers to be produced because there were no such payments. 

he question is whether, in the face of such positive and uncontra- 
dicted testimony, and in the absence of any specific charge pertaining 
to any particular year, or any particular Congress, or any particular 
Congressional district, or any particular campaign fund of any par- 
ticular party, but merely upon indefinite and general charges shown 
to have been based entirely upon rumor, the committee is authorized 
to examine books, papers, and accounts relating to the private affairs 
of this private tion merely for the purpose of determining 
whether or not in their testimony the officers have lied. If they have 
told the truth, there is nothing in their books and papers into which 
this committee or the House itself has authority to inquire. 
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case was entirely different 


was within the power of the Senate and the question pertinent to the 
inquiry. ‘The case finall 


mous opinion of that body was delivered 
commenting w 


be entirely different, because specific charges publicly made against 


Senate, he said: 


May 20, 


In 1894, there having been made charges of corruption in the Senate 


in connection with the passage of the sugar schedule in the tariff bill, 
that body passed a resolution under which a select committee was ap- 
pointed for the purpose of investigating and reporting, inter alia, 


whether any Senator has been or is speculating in what is known as 


‘sugar stocks’ during the consideration of the tariff bill now before 
the Senate.” 


brokers in New York, dealing in the stock of the American Sugar 


Mr. Elverton R. Chapman, a member of a firm of stock 


tefining Company, was asked whether his firm had, during certain 


months, bought or sold any ome stocks for or in the interest of any 
United States Senator, and w 
carryin 


ether the said firm was at that time 
any sugar stock for the benefit of any United States Senator. 
Mr. Chapman refused to answer either one way or the other. His 


refusal was certified to the district attorney of the District of Columbia 
under section 102 of the Revised Statutes, and he was thereupon in- 
dicted. Chief Justice Alvey, of the court of appeals of the Di 
Columbia, in a very elaborate opinion, reported in Senate Miscellaneous 


ct of 


Document No. 278, page Met sustained the indictment, holding that the 


rom Kilbourn’s case, and that the inquiry 


reached the Supreme Court, where the unani- 
y Chief Justice Fuller. After 
m the Kilbourn case and declaring the case at bar to 


Senators had been brought to the attention of the Senate, and that the 
subject-matter as affecting the Senate was within the jurisdiction of the 


“The questions were undoubtedly pertinent to the subject-matter of 
the inquiry. The resolutions directed the committee to inquire ‘ whether 
any Senator has been or is speculating in what are known as sugar 


— during the consideration of the tariff bill now before the Sen- 
ate.’ 


What the Senate might or might not do upon the facts when 
ascertained we can not say, nor are we called upon to inquire whether 
such ventures might be defensible, as contended in argument, but it is 
lain that negative answers would have cleared that body of what the 
enate regarded as offensive imputations, while affirmative answers 
might have led to further action on the part of the Senate within its 
constitutional powers.” 

Suppose, however, that Mr. Chapman, instead of standing mute, had 
answered and sworn —— that no Senator had at any time been 
speculating in stock through the medium of his firm; that he was not 
carrying and had not at any time carried any stock for any Senator; 
theh the case of Chapman would have been like the present case of 
Rice, except that in the Chapman case there were specific and positive 
charges, while in the present case there is neither evidence nor specific 
eharge. Had Mr. Chapman answered “ no,” would then the Senate have 
been justified in examining his books to ascertain whether or not he 
had lied? Such answer, it would seem, would have brought him within 
the ruling in Kilbourn’s case and protected the private books and 
papers of his firm from examination. 

he requirement of the books and papers seems to have been desired 
chiefly to prove payments to campaign funds. Prior to the passage of 
the act of 1907 there was no Federal law making such contributions 
illegal. That act makes it an offense to contribute to political funds 
for the election or defeat of Congressmen, and makes it an offense pun- 
ishable, not by the House, but through the instrumentality of the 
proper court. It is conceivable, however, that in a proper case where 
there was a ific allegation that such contribution had affected the 
conduct of a Member of the House, testimony as to such contribution 
by a corporation might properly be demanded by the House, not for the 
punishment of the corporation, but as a basis of proper action against 
the Member. In this case there is no allegation that any Member has 
been corrupted, and there is positive evidence that no contribution 
whatever has been made, and that there are no books showing any pay- 
ment of any character having a tendency to affect legislation. 

Furthermore, the subpeena, like the charges of Mr. LiLLEey, has no 
relation to any particular date or dates, but covers all time from the 
incorporation of the company to the present moment. There is no 
allegation anywhere that any candidate for a seat in the present House 
was either elected or defeated by the use of campaign funds contrib- 
uted by this corporation. It may well be asked, What jurisdiction has 
this present House to inquire into allegations against Members of any 
preceding House? In 1875 the Committee on the Judiciary, in a report 
submitted by Mr. William P. Lynde, of Wisconsin, declared that— 

“The committee are of the opinion that the House of Representatives 
has no authority to take jurisdiction of violations of law or offenses 
committed against a previous Congress. This is purely a legislative 
body and entirely unsuited for the trial of crimes. ‘The fifth section of 
the first article of the Constitution authorizes ‘each House to deter- 
mine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for disorderly 
behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a Member.’ 
This power is evidently given to enable each House to exercise its con- 
stitutional function of legislation unobstructed. It can not vest in 
Congress a jurisdiction to try a Member for an offense committed be- 
fore his election; for such offense a Member, like any other citizen, 
is amenable to the courts alone. Within four years after the adoption 
of the first ten amendments to the Constitution Humphrey Marshall, a 
Senator of the United States from Kentucky, was charged by the legis- 
lature of his State with the crime of perjury, and the memorial was 
transmitted by the governor to the Senate for its action. The com- 
mittee to whom it was referred reported against the jurisdiction of 
the Senate.” 

In Hale v. Henkel (201 U. S., p. 43) the United States Supreme 
Court decided, as stated, that— 

“A corporation is but an association of individuals with a distinct 
name and legal entity, and in organizing itself as a collective body it 
waives no appropriate constitutional immunities, and although it can 
not refuse to produce its books and eo it is entitled to immunity 
under the fourth amendment against unreasonable searches and seiz- 
ures, and where an examination of its books is not authorized by an 
act of Congress a subpene duces tecum requiring the production of 
practically all of its books and pa is as indefensible as a search 
warrant would be if couched in similar terms.” 

Sub duces tecum were, at the instance of this committee, served 
upon Mr. Simon Lake, president, and other officers of the Lake an 
Boat Company, who thereupon placed themselves in the same tion 
as the officers of the Electric Boat Company. Their counsel, who had 
prepared the subpenme duces tecum under which the Electric Boat Com- 
pany’s officers were required to a their books and papers, now 
took the position that they could not be required to do so. e stated 
to the committee that he adopted the argument of counsel for the Elec- 
tric Boat Company and considered it sound. 

The fact that the Lake Company is not mentioned in the resolution 
of the House, under which this committee was appointed, does not 
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affect the liability of its officers to testify and produce the books and 
papers of the corporation in the investigation of charges of eens 
conduct on the part of Members of the House. There is fully as much, 
if not more, reason to infer from the facts appearing upon the record in 
this ease that the books of the Lake Company would show payments 
for the influencing of legislation as there is that the books of the Elec- 
tric Boat ae should so show, but there is no positive, direct, spe- 
cific, or tangible charge against either, and the officers of both companies 
have positively testified that they have made no such payments and 
consequently can not produce any books or papers showing such pay- 
ment, because having been no such payments there can be no such 
books and papers. , 

Many authorities might be cited in addition to those herein men- 
tioned, but they are sufficient to convince us that under all the facts 
of this case if we were to persist in our demands and positive refusals 
to comply being made the House should certify the fact to the district 
attorney of the District of Columbia under the law, the courts would 
not sustain an indictment against the officers of these corporations for 
failure to produce their books and papers. 

It is perhaps not strange that the Blectric Boat Company objected 
to the examination of its private books, papers, and accounts at the 
behest and upon subpena prepared by its bitter rival, the Lake Tor- 
pone Boat Company. Neither is it strange that the latter did object 
© an examination of its books, papers, and accounts which might result 
in disclosing the secrets of its private business to the public. But 
your committee was somewhat surprised when Mr. LILLBY, having de- 
manded and insisted upon the production and examination of the books, 
papers, and accounts of others, should be the first to object to the 
authority of the committee to compel the production. This committee 
is charged with the investigation of the conduct of Members with 
reference to legislation. The adoption of the resolution itself, under 
which we are proceeding, was, in a sense, legislation. The passage of 
the naval appropriation bill was, of course, an act of legislation. 

The pending inquiry of this committee touches legislation. It seems, 
therefore, to us that the conduct of Mr. Liutey relating to these mat- 
ters might be proper for investigation, and that he of all persons 
insisting upon an investigation into the acts of others should not seek 
immunity as to his own. It appearing that he had been in corre- 
spondence with some officials of the ke Torpedo Boat Company 
touching the matter, and that the company had inaugurated a “ — 
ganda” to influence Members, we desired that correspondence or copies 
thereof. A newspaper published in his home town, and in which he or 
members of his family are financially interested, published articles mak- 
ing very serfous charges against Members of the House in matters 
affecting or likely to affect legislation. It appeared in evidence that 
that newspaper had no Washington correspondent and that Mr. LILLEY 
had addressed at least one letter to the editor thereof. We desired a 
copy of that letter and of any other letter or letters which might have 
been written by him tending to shape the course of that newspaper in 
regard to Members of this House. 

It developed also in evidence that a letter signed with his name, 
severely criticising and unjustly aspersing Members of the House, had 
been published in a newspaper, and that he, knowing such publication, 
had not disavowed the genuineness of the letter. After it had been in 
print for some thirty days he was asked concerning it and testified 
that it had been written by his secretary without his knowledge. His 
secretary testified that he had written the letter and had signed Mr. 
LILLEY’s name thereto in accurate imitation of Mr. Linuey’s signature. 
He also admitted that he had written and signed Mr. LiILtey’s name 
in a similar manner to twelve or fifteen other letters commenting 
upon and criticising this inquiry. A copy of the one letter which was 
published was produced from Mr. Lituzy’s letter-press book. We de- 
sired copies of the others. If they were not written by Mr. Linuzy, 
and his name was affixed to them without his knowledge, we did not 
see that they constituted such private correspondence as to be immune 
from investigation. Instead 0 roducing them, however, he, through 
his counsel, Senator Brown, made the very first argument against the 
authority of this committee. 

Among other propositions he asserted that having used Mr. LILLEy 
as a witness it was not competent for the committee to attempt to im- 
Ee his testimony, as upon cross-examination, by the production of 

is books and papers. If that argument of Mr. Lituey’s counsel is 
valid, it affords a clear defense for the officers of the two boat com- 
panies, the only —- of the investigation of whose books could be to 
contradict their oral testimony. 

We are not convinced by the arguments of Mr. LiILiey’s counsel that, 
Mr. Littey having waived the privileges of the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution, the compelling of the production of the documents above 
indicated would be so unreasonable as to violate either the letter or the 
spirit of the fourth amendment. 

The committee suspended all further action with reference to the 
demand for these documents on account of Mr. LILuey’s health, which 


—— his further attendance or examination before your com- 
mittee, 

































Sixth. That Mr. Lituzy allowed himself to be used as an instrument 
of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company in its rivalry and attack upon a 
competing company. 

Seventh. That Mr. Lintzy’s real object in introducing his resolution 
and making his args was the same as the purpose of the “ propa- 
ganda” of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company, namely, the defeat of the 
clause in the Naval Committee's bill relating to submarines. 

Eighth. That Mr. LILupy acted in bad faith in concealing from your 
committee the real parties in interest who were behind this investigation 
and furnishing him with information and evidence. 

Ninth. That the charge that the four battle-ship proposition was de- 
feated by the adoption of the submarine clause in the Naval Committee’s 
bill was false; that Mr. Lituey, as a member of the Naval Committee, 
knew that the charge was false, and that he refused to maintain the 
charge before this committee. 

Tenth. That Representative Loup was made the object of anonymous 
charges that were without any foundation in fact. 

Eleventh. That Mr. Littxy violated his obligation as a Member of 
this House in formulating and urging before this committee the ground- 
less charges against Representative Loup. 


[Applause.] 


Twelfth. That Mr. Littey acted in contempt of this House in de- 
stroying the for; letter from Webster to Edinborough instead of de- 
livering it to this committee. 

Thirteenth. That Mr..Litiey violated his obligations as a Member of 
this House in permitting his clerk to send out letters in Mr. LILLEY’s 
name reflecting upon the honor and integrity of Members of this House. 

Fourteenth. That Mr. Litiey acted in contempt of this House in not 
disavowing openly upon the floor of the House the letter to Goff, pub- 
lished over his signature, reflecting upon the honor and integrity of 
Members of this House. 

Fifteenth. That no official of the Navy has been induced by the 
officers of the Electric Boat Company, or anyone else, to act in his 
official capacity from corrupt or improper motives. 

Sixteenth. That Mr. LILLEy’s charge of excessive profits in the sub- 
marine contracts was based on fictitious figures, composed by an agent 
of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company by a perversion of the testimony 
of Admiral Bowles in 1902. 

Seventeenth. That the charge that an excessive profit In the sub- 
marine contracts was due to special and exclusive legislation in favor 
of one coments was false, and Mr. Litter knew that the charge was 
false when he made it. 

Eighteenth. That no segues of the press have been bribed 
or corrupted by the Electric Boat Company. 

Nineteenth. That no member of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
has been induced * the officers of the Blectric Boat Company or 

n 


anyone else to act his official capacity from corrupt or improper 
motives. 


Twentieth. That no Member of this House has been induced by the 
officers of the Electric Boat Company or anyone else to act in his 
official capacity from corrupt or improper motives. 

Twenty-first. That the only two attorneys employed by the Electric 
Boat Company in the districts of members of the Naval Committee, 
and remote from the business of said company, did not exercise a 
corrupting influence upon either Mr. Littex or Mr. Loup, in whose 
districts they lived. 


Twenty-second. That no campaign or other contributions were made 
by the Electric Boat Company to any Member of this House or to any 
campaign committee or fund of any political party. 

Twenty-third. That Mr. Littey has sworn repeatedly, including his 
last appearance before this committee, that he had no further oan. 
gestions, facts, or sources of information, and that he had withheld 
from the committee nothing that would tend to sustain his charges. 


HENRY SHERMAN BOUTELL, 
FREDERICK C. STEVENS. 
MARLIN E. OLMSTED. 
WILLIAM M. Howarp. 

R. F. Broussarp. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and move its adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the as of the select committee appointed under 
House resolution 288 to investigate charges made by Grorcn L. LILLEY 
a Representative of the State of Connecticut, is — approved, and 
the conclusions of said committee are hereby adopted as the conclu- 
sions of the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United 
States, and that the said committee be discharged from further con- 
sideration of said charges. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hieers]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, the Connecticut delegation, after 
conferring with each other and having been in telegraphic com- 
munication with Mr. LILxey, do not propose to actively oppose the 
adoption of this report. The Connecticut delegation, however, 
will vote against its adoption. A service in this body in two 
Congresses has impressed at least one fact upon my mind, and 
that is the integrity of this House. In a service upon its com- 
mittees and in attendance upon its sessions here I have been 
impressed with the fact that this House is above venal and 
improper influences, and it would take very positive and direct 
evidence for me to change that opinion. 

I shall vote against adopting this report which has just been 
read, as will my colleagues from Connecticut. This, however, is 
not to be taken in any sense as disagreeing to the findings of 
this special committee, so far as the tenth paragraph and its 
conclusions are concerned. I do not in any sense wish to dis- 
sent from that part of its conclusions, so far as it affects the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup]. I am free to say, and it 
is but due me to say, that I freely here and now express my 
confidence in him as an able, honest, and just legislator, free 
from any suspicion of corruption, and I know that that is his 
reputation among his colleagues and Representatives, justly 


CONCLUSIONS OF THE COMMITTES. 


The hearings before this committee began on March 9 and closed on 
April 30. Testimony was taken in Washington, New York, and New 
Orleans. The evidence, which is hereby submitted as part of this re- 
port, covers 2,000 pages. Many points of law and methods of pro- 
cedure were subjects of difference of opinion among the members of 
the committee, but, after discussion and reflection, every step taken, 
every opinion rendered, and every decision made was the unanimous 
act of the committee. 

After a careful examination and analysis of all the evidence and an 
exhaustive review of all the legal and parliamentary decisions bearing 
— questions involved, your committee unanimously find and 
report: 

First. That House resolution 255, introduced by Mr. LILLBy, was an 
a resolution, and no evidence could have been compelled there- 
under, and that this investigation required the adoption of House reso- 
a ae of the Committee on Rules, under which the inquiry has 
proceeded. 


e - -aamana That Mr. Litipy’s resolution was not introduced in good 
‘aith. 


Third. That Mr. Littey had no information to justify his charges 
made before the Committee on Rules. 


S 
Fourth. That Mr. Litusy acted in bad faith in making his charges 
before the Committee on Rules. 

Fifth. That Mr. Litiey acted In bad faith in stating before this 


committee that he had made no charge reflecting upon Members of the 
House before the Committee on Rules. 
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one which he may be well jealous of and anxious to see sus- | The findings are many in number and are not confined in any 


tained and preserved. [Applause.] 

Membership in this body carries obligations, not only to one’s 
constituency and to the country, but to this body itself. I do 
not want to penalize an honest effort to get at any and all facts 
that may show either a conspiracy on the part of anyone out- 
side or inside of this House to secure any advantage by ques- 
tionable and improper motives seeking to influence the judg- 
ment and action of this House. 

The charge has been made by my colleague that one the Elec- 
tric Boat Company has received contracts from the Government 
for the construction of submarines, and has contracts now, 
and has been engaged in efforts to exert corrupting influences 
on the Members of this House. This was substantially the sub- 
ject-matter of the investigation. My colleague honestly be- 
lieved, as shown upon the record made up in the case and 
now before us, that it was his duty to bring about this inves- 
tigation. I sincerely regret that on account of his physical 
condition he can not be present during the consideration of the 
motion to adopt this report. Upon the advice of his physician 
he has left the city to recover his health, broken as it has 
been by the demands of this investigation. 

Those who know my colleague can not accept the findings of 
this committee that he was either guilty of bad faith, will- 
fully and knowingly made any misstatements intended to de- 
ceive, or that he had any other than a proper and absolutely 
right motive in attempting to reach the ultimate truth of the 
subject-matter of this investigation. Certain facts were within 
the personal knowledge of the gentleman who brought about this 
investigation. The resolution under which the committee acted 
stated that these charges were preferred upon his responsi- 
bility as a Representative. The responsibility was surely 
upon my colleague, having been the mover of the resolution, but 
it is equally true that this responsibility shifted from him to 
this special committee when he indicated, as he did, how he 
wanted witnesses called and was prepared to furnish able coun- 
sel at his own expense to direct the presentation of the facts as 
he believed them capable of proof. 

There can be no doubt of the right of the committee and its 
power to conduct the investigation in such manner as to them 
seemed fit. After the refusal of the committee to accept my 
colleague’s suggestions as to the method of conducting the in- 
vestigation, how and when witnesses should be called, then the 
committee relieved, it seems to me, Mr. Lititey of further re- 
sponsibility and assumed it themselves. The record discloses 
that the issue was clouded with much that is immaterial and 
irrelevant. The committee was appointed to investigate a cer- 
tain corporation and its relation to legislation. Still, sixteen 
of the twenty-three conclusions of the committee are devoted 
to the mover of the resolution, and I for one can not accept those 
conclusions as true. It is not fair to constriie technical and 
parliamentary defects as evidence of bad faith. My candid 
judgment, based upon a long acquaintance with my colleague, 
is that this report does not represent his attitude toward this 
subject-matter or the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Hix]. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, by telegraphic re- 
quest of my colleague, Mr. LILLEy, not to antagonize the report 
of the committee, I refrain from so doing, but I feel it my duty 
to express my confidence in his integrity and sincerity of pur- 
pose, and shall vote “no” on this resolution. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to do more than to 
explain why I can not vote for this motion. I do not attack 
the great committee that has made this report. I do not under- 
take to say whether all its findings are justified or not. I have 
not read or heard even the whole of the report. I have read 
substantially nothing from the above 1,800 printed pages of testi- 
mony, but I am not prepared to condemn anybody by my vote 
when I am not fully advised. The report, so far as I have 
examined it, is a brief against Mr. Littey, first, because he 
made the charges; second, because he was a witness, and the 
findings are substantially all against him and not against or in 
favor particularly pf anybody that was charged with something 
in his resolution. 

The matter referred to this committee had no relation to 
charges against Mr. Littey, and the result of the findings are 
all against him. I read from the first page of the report, being 
a portion of the resolution authorizing the Speaker to appoint 
the investigating committee: 


Resolved, That a committee of five members be appointed to investi- 
gate the charges made by the said Grorce L. Littey of corrupt prac- 
tices on the part of said company and Members of Congress with re- 
spect to legislation, and that said committee shall have authority to 
send for persons and to take testimony, etc. 








Sense to the resolution or the charges the committee was ap- 
pointed to investigate, but are findings against Mr. LILLEY as 
the man who made the charges, and who was only a witness. 
In so far, Mr. Speaker, as it was necessary to weigh the effect 
of any testimony, whatever it was, of Mr. Litiey, the committee 
had a right to comment upon his conduct, but when that was 
through, it could only be done for the purpose of showing its 
bearings upon the real charges referred to the committee, un- 
less it found him guilty as a Member of this House “of cor- 
rupt practices,” and I can not vote for the motion for the rea- 
son that it had no jurisdiction to investigate him or his motives 
otherwise than I have just stated. We are not called on here 
to do anything with reference to Mr. Littey, and if he has been 
guilty—and he may have been, so far as I know, for I am 
not familiar enough with the testimony to pass up6dn the ques- 
tion and must accept, in a large sense, the report of the com- 
mittee—if he has been guilty of anything, let him be charged 
with it and investigated, and let him be heard. I know of no 
man so humble in life in this country that he is not entitled to 
a hearing before being condemned. [ Applause. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, no one else has asked me for any 
time. I do not know whether any gentleman desires any time. 
If not, I have but one word to say. Mr. Speaker, I have kept in 
touch with the evidence as it was taken by the committee, from 
the copies that were sent to me from time to time. I read care- 
fully this report before it was brought into the House, and I 
think the committee was justified in making the able report they 
have made and in drawing the conclusions they have drawn 
from that report. Therefore I offer this resolution, and I now 
move the previous question upon its adoption. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman moves 
the previous question I will ask him to yield to me for a little 
while. 

Mr. PAYNE. I withhold the motion, and will yield to the 


| gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to yield 
two minutes to me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman yields 
to me, I would ask him to yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Horson]. 

Mr. LTIOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I expect to vote against the 
resolution. I shall not attempt to enter into any discussion of 
the subject, but desire simply to read the following from the 
testimony taken before the committee and bearing upon the in- 
vestigation. I read from the testimony of Mr. Lawrence Spear, 
contained on page 237 of the hearings. Mr. Spear is the vice- 
president of the Electric Boat Company : 


Q. Would you say, then, that Representative Hopson, when he voted 
on the Naval Committee for eight boats, that that action of his could be 
referred by any fair means to his interest in or relation to you, or as 
the result of any possible solicitation from you to him, or any promise 
from you to him of any _benefit?—A. Certainly not, sir; certainly not. 

Q. In view of the conflict between you, his testimony contrasted with 
yours on the matter of your interview on the subject, I will ask you 
if you and Representative Hopson entered the Naval Academy in the 
same year?—A. No, sir; I entered the year after. 

Q. You were then three years together?—A. We then were there 
three years together, 

Q. And were in the same corps?—A. In the same corps afterwards. 

Q. Both naval constructors?—A. We were, sir. 

Q. Can you tell me the year he went out of the service of the United 
States ?—A. It must have been 1902 or 1903. 

Q. Can you tell ‘me the year you went out?—A. 1902, sir. 

Q. He quit the active service of the ag and particularly the branch 
of naval construction to go into private life?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For his private business?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you quit the active service of the Navy, the construction 
department, to go into private life, your private business?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you derive from your careers in this time any reason for 
sup oats oe either of you have an advantage of the other for 
cr y 


Mr. Speaker, a credible witness testified to the accuracy of 
my statements as against those of Mr. Spear, though a member 
of the court in these questions parallels our credibility, 

That is all, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wititams]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this is, or is supposed to be, 
a free Government controlled and administered by the “ rep- 
resentatives of the people.” The representatives of the people 
are as a rule tolerably fair representatives of the people who 
send them here. If they are not, it is the fault of the people 
who send them here. If there is any breakdown in representa- 
tive institutions, it is because the people themselves are in- 
capable of self-government. If so, they are incapable of select- 
ing wise, intelligent, and honest representatives. If so, they 
are likewise incapable of governing themselves wisely, honestly, 
and intelligently. The very worst form of treason to a Govern- 
ment like ours consists in corrupt practices upon the part of 
representatives of the people. Any man upon this floor who is 
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guilty of corrupt practices, or would be, is an enemy to the 
American people themselves; not only an enemy, but a traitor 
to the American people. He is not a gentleman, because no 
gentleman betrays a trust. The very next worst possible form 
of treason to the American people is to stigmatize as being 
guilty of corrupt practices fellow-representatives of the people 
who are not guilty of them. [Applause.] I have no hesitancy 
in saying that any man who wantonly and without due cause— 
at least probable cause—accuses an elected representative of 
the people of the very highest possible form of treason under 
a free Government, to wit, corrupt practice, is himself so guilty 
that he ought not to be a member of this body, and this body 
ought to be purged of his association—unless he shows a rea- 
sonable ground for his charge. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Speaker, this committee—I will 
yield in a minute 

The SPEAKER. 
from Connecticut? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will in a second. This committee has 
brought in a resolution. The friends of the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Lirrey] who has been treated so leniently by 
the committee do not seem to appreciate the leniency of the 
committee. They do not seem to appreciate the fact that one 
of two things is true—and I quote the language of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] in reading the resolution contain- 
ing the charge of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Li- 
LeEY]—‘ corrupt practices of Members.” Either the charge of 
“corrupt practices upon the part of Members,” as made by the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Littrey] is true or else upon 
the other ground the charge itself was absolutely false, wanton, 
and unprovoked. If the charge had been proven against a 
single Member of this House he ought to have been expelled 
from this body, and any Member who will make an unproven 
charge of this sort against a fellow Member ought to be ex- 
pelled from this body [applause], unless he had a reason- 
able right to make it and probable cause to make it and shows 
his cause. In that event, he ought to be honored as a very 
hero in the front of American life. Gentlemen who are defend~ 
ing the gentleman from Connecticut do not seem to appreciate 
the leniency of the select committee of the House. 

I presume that the reason why the committee did not recom- 
mend the expulsion of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
LittEy] is because he is, or is reported to be, sick and absent. 
On that account I had not proposed to say a word. No man ought 
to be arraigned and visited with a heavy penalty in his absence 
and without opportunity to be heard here. [Applause.] I suppose 
that was the reason why the committee did not make this recom- 
mendation and carry out to its logical conclusion the finding 
of facts in this case, a charge clearly made of corrupt practices 
upon the part of fellow Members, and equally clearly not sup- 
ported. Mr. Speaker, I am tired of the degradation of the 
representatives of the people; I am tired of my own associa- 
tion with that degradation. It has reached a point where sim- 
ply because a man has been elected by the people of the United 
States to fill a place upon this floor he becomes “ suspect.” <A 
man who is a gentleman the day before and the day on which 
he is elected a Member of Congress becomes “suspect” the 
day after that. On Monday he is a gentleman, upon Tuesday 
he is elected a -Member of the House of Representatives, and 
upon Wednesday he is “suspect.” Suspect! and becomes an 
open, palpable, plain victim of yellow journals and self-inter- 
viewing Members of Congress. 

If there be rotten men amongst you, for God’s sake find them 
out and put them out of this House. Purge the House, and if 
any man dare wantonly, unprovokedly, without cause, with no 
support of testimony, to break down the very reverence that 
the American people owe to their own institutions, their respect 
for their own elected and selected representatives, let the man 
who does it be visited with the penalty that is due to the crime. 
It is treason not against the House of Representatives, it is 
treason against the American people who elect the Members of 
the House of Representatives. 

I am surprised at the argument made by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Ketrer]. He said that the committee did not find 
somebody guilty on the charge of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut of “ corrupt practices by Members of the House.” Why 
were they not found guilty? Simply because nobody was guilty, 
so far as the evidence shows. And then the gentleman from 
Ohio seems to be surprised that a special committee of this 
House should reflect upon the honor and integrity of the man 
who made the charge without any proof. Would he like me to arise 
here and accuse him or anybody else in general language, in 
interviews and in a hearing before the Committee on Rules, and 





Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 








in a hearing before a special committee, of all sorts of dishon- 


esty, and then decline to furnish the proof? 
live it? Do you not know that a lie travels faster than the 
truth? The truth may outlive it, travel longer, but the lie 
travels faster. I am peculiarly susceptible to this sort of argu- 
ment, because I am the minority leader of this House. 

I could have been the sewer of conveyance for all sorts of 
miserable, unsupported charges against mighty near everybody 
on the Republican side of this Chamber, from the Speaker down 
to the whip, because no lack of men will come to the minority 
leader as the representative of all sorts of opposition to govern- 
ment and organizations, with all sorts of stories about all sorts 
of men, good, bad and indifferent. Suppose I had really gone 
into the press? Suppose I had really made charges? Do you 
realize how long it would have taken a whole lot of the very 
best men in the opposition ranks to outlive them? Suppose a 
newspaper man here, or a Member of Congress here, comes out to- 
morrow and says that the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. Scortr— 
I happen to be looking at him, and that is the only reason 
why I mention him, a man honest and true, and straight, and a 
gentleman, every inch of him [applause]—suppose a man came 
out to-morrow and said he was a corporation agent or cor- 
poration attorney, or a railroad attorney, or a lobbyist for some- 
body, God knows what not, and sent me a whole lot of truck 
to vamp upon the press, and suppose I vamped it—it might be a 
lie, or it might not be; and in this particular supposed case it 
would be a lie, of course—how long would it take him to live it 
down? Now, Mr. Speaker, one word more, and I am through, if 
the gentleman will yield to me. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I say, asa gentleman, as a man, as a Dem- 
ocrat, as a Representative, that there is no worse form of 
treason to the American Republic than encouraging the idea 
that men are corrupt and dishonest merely because they have 
received the fiat of approval of the American people by election 
to office. [Applause.] 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatr]. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I have a very high regard for 
the committee that has made this investigation. Their find- 
ings would have great weight either for or against anybody ac- 
cording as they condemned or approved; but when we are asked 
as Members of the House by this resolution to make those find- 
ings our own findings, then, as honest men, we must first look 
into the testimony ourselves and it is certainly our duty care- 
fully to read the report which they have presented to the House, 
I can not honestly pronounce such conclusions my own without 
first studying the case. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCay] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr, 
Parsons]? 

Mr. PAYNE. For a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. PARSONS. A parliamentary inquiry. Would it not be in 
order to move to postpone consideration? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCatx] yield? 

Mr. McCALL. I yield to the gentleman, 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PARSONS. Would it be in order to move to postpone 
consideration of the resolution until the first Monday in De- 
cember? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not at this time answer that 
parliamentary inquiry, because conditions have not yet arisen 
to make the inquiry in order. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, this report finds 2 Member of 
this House guilty of bad faith, of a breach of the privileges of 
a Member, of making charges which he knew to be false, and 
also, it seems to me, of perjury, and if we vote these conclu- 
sions as our own, then we compel ourselves out of self-respect to 
expel that Member from the House of Representatives. [Ap- 
plause.] There is no man here who can vote to make those 
charges his own and not make it his duty to do all he can to 
drive that man from our midst. I do not propose to condemn a 
man upon testimony which I have not read, since the pending 
resolution makes it necessary for me, if I vote for it, to make 
the conclusions of the committee my own, I shall have to vote 
against the resolution of the gentleman from New York [Mr., 
PAYNE]. 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr, Payne] 
moves the previous question, 


How could he out- 


He desires to make 


6624 





Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. PARSONS. I desire to move to postpone the considera- 
tion of the resolution until the first Monday in December. 

The SPEAKER. 
moves the previous question under the rule. The motion of 
the other gentleman from New York [Mr. Parsons] is not in 
order, 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not withdraw it for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question, 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PARSONS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 143, noes 80. So 
the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion, 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 159, nays 82, 
answered “ present” 36, not voting 110, as follows: 

YEAS—159. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] | 


Allen 
Ansberry 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky, 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
soyd 
Brodhead 
Brumm 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
surton, Ohio 


syre 
Clark. Fla. 
Conner 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Dunwell 


| Edwards, Ga. 
| Ellerbe 
| Favrot 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NOT VOTING—110. 


Fornes 

Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J, 
Gilhams 

Gill 

Glass 

Goulden 
Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 

Ilale 

Hall 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardy 

Hill, Miss. 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, lowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 


James, Addison D. 
Johnson, 8. C. 


Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Langley 
Laning 

Leake 
Lenahan 
Lewis 

Lilley 
Lindbergh 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McLain 

Malby 
Marshall 
Mondell 

Morse 

Mudd 

Parker, 8S. Dak. 
Pearre 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 


May 20, 


Perkins 
Peters 
Powers 
Pratt 
Pray 

Pujo 

Reid 
Saunders 
Sheppard 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Te) 
Thomas, Ohlo 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa, 





Adamson 
Aiken 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Ames 
Andrus 


Currier 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Dawson 


Johnson, Ky, 
Jones, Va. 
Kahn 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Richardson 
Roberts 
Robinson 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Foss with Mr. Bartiett of Georgia. 
GRONNA With Mr. KIpp., 

Mupp with Mr. Tarzort. 

Hacecotr with Mr. Witu1Am W. KITCHIN, 
BINGHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

HarpINnG with Mr. Perers. 

McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
BrirRDSALL with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 


Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
tartiett, Ney. 
Bates 
Beale, Pa, 
fede 
Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Bowers 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Brownlow 
Brundidge 
sutler 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Candler 
Carlin 
Carter 
Chaney 
‘hapman 
‘lark, Mo, 
‘layton 
‘ocks, N. Y. 
‘ook, Colo, 
‘ook, Pa. 
‘ooper, la. 
‘ooper, Tex. 
‘oudrey 
‘ox, Ind. 
Crumpacker 


De Armond 
Denver 
Diekema Lafean 

Durey Law 

Dwight Lee 

Edwards, Ky. Legare 

Ellis, Mo. Lever 

Ellis, Oreg. Lloyd 
Englebright Longworth 
Fairchild Loud 

Finley Loudenslager 
Floyd McKinley, Ill. 
Focht McKinney Sparkman 
Fordney McLachlan, Cal. Spight Mr. 
Foster, IL McLaughlin, Mich. Stanley Mr. 


Foulkrod MeMillan Sterling ‘ el 7" 
Fuller nm eaten lien, Mr. GirHAMs with Mr. HEFLIN. 


Gaines, W.Va. Madden Sulloway Mr. Roperts with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Garner Mann Sulzer Mr. ReyNoitps with Mr. SAUNDERS, 
eee oe Taylor Ala. Mr. Powers with Mr. Sanaru, 
Greene Moore, Pa. Taylor, Ohio Mr. PERKINS with Mr. Ret. 
Hamilton, Mich. Moore, Tex, Thistlewood _ Mr. Pearre with Mr. Murpny, 
rae neg ouuer a Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. McHenry. 
Hawley o'Connell Tou Velle Mr. MonvDeELL with Mr. Lewis. 
felt Olmsted Underwood Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. LENAHAN, 
onew, Sex. eansteest Watkins. Mr. MALby with Mr. LEAKE. 
Hinshaw Page Wheeler Mr. McGavin with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, 
Holliday Patterson Williams Mr. Lowpven with Mr. Jounson of South Carolina, 
oe a + falieaa Mr. LinpsercH with Mr. Rrorpan, 
Hughes, N. J. Pou Young Mr. LANING with Mr. HAMMOND. 
Jenkins Rainey Mr. KNowLAND with Mr. HAMILL. 
NAYS—82 Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. Hackett. 
Humphrey, Wash, Parker, N. J. Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. HAMLIN. 
——— a: oe Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. Gries, 
Keifer Rauch Mr. Howe. of New Jersey with Mr. Greaa, 
Kimball Reeder Mr. Hayes with Mr. GouLDEN, 
pase ee ” Mr. Hate with Mr. Gorpon. 
oie ee seek Mr. Gorzet with Mr. GoLproate. 
Lassiter Sherley Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. GILt, 
oreaee —_ Mr. GarpNer of Michigan with Mr. GARRETT, 
Littlefivid Stafford Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. Favror. 
Lovering Steenerson Mr. Escu with Mr. ELLeRBe. 
ee ene Tex. Mr. DarracH with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Moon, Tenn, Waldo Mr. Conner with Mr. DaveNpPor?. 
Murdock Wanger Mr. Core with Mr. CRAWForRD, 
Needham Wood Mr. Cary with Mr. Cravens. 
ae W.¥e. wWieloe weenyare Mr, CALDERHEAD with Mr. CriarK of Florida, 
Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. Byrp, 
Mr. Burke with Mr. BuRLESON. 
Mr. BANNON with Mr. BurGgss. 
Mr. BurLeigH with Mr. BropHEAD, 
Mr. ALLEN with Mr. ANSBERRY. 
Mr. Lorimer with Mr. Humenreys of Mississipp!. 
Mr. Husparp of Iowa with Mr. Hutt of Mississipp!. 
For the session : 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. FLoop, 


Knapp 
Knopf 


Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Tex, 
Ryan 

Scott 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Smith, Mich, 
Snapp 
Southwick 


Mr. DUNWeELL with Mr. LAmar of Florida. 

Mr. WASHBURN with Mr. McLAIN, 

Mr. Mapison with Mr. Gass. 

Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Weeks with Mr. WILLETT?T. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. VoLsTEAD with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Parker of South Dakota with Mr. Pratt, 

Mr. Smitru of Iowa with Mr. WEISSE, 

Smiru of California with Mr. Smirnu of Texas, 
Stemp with Mr. SMALL. 


~ 


tm me tm 


Fowler 
French 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Gillespie 
Grillett 
Godwin 
Granger 
Hackney 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Haskins 
Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hitcheock 
Hobson 
Hfouston 


Acheson 
Adair 
Alexander, Mo. 
Anthony 
Beall, Tex, 
Booher 
Burnett 
Burton, Del, 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cockran 
Cooper, Wis. 
Craig 
Cushman 
Davis, Minn, 
Denby 
Dixon 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Fassett 
Ferris Hull, Tenn. Norris 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT” 
Foss Hayes 
Garrett Helilin 
Goebel Howell, Utah 
Goldfogle Kennedy, Ohio 
Gordon McGavin 
Gregg McKinlay, Cal. 
Hamill McMorran 
Hamlin Madison 
Haugen Moon, Pa. 


—36. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Calderhead 
Cary 
Cauifield 
Cole 

Douglas 
Esch 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 


Murphy 
Padgett 
Porter 
Reynolds 
Riordan 
Sabath 
Smith, Cal, 
Talbott 
Webb 
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M .rson with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
\loRRAN with Mr. Pugo. 
M vnet of New York with Mr. Fornes. 
| balance of the day: 
\ LFIELD with Mr. Harpy. 
‘} yote: 
M \UGEN with Mr. Howe tt of Utah. 


sult of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
‘ ive from the Senate, by Mr. Crockerr, its reading 


ounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of | 


ttee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


H the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 6155) 
to e for an enlarged homestead. 
Tl ssage also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the ¢ dments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
S153 make Monterey and Port Harford, in the State of 

Calif . subports of entry, and for other purposes. 

The essage also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the : dment of the House of Representatives to joint reso- 
ition (S. R. 51) providing for additional lands for Idaho under 
the pl sions of the Carey Act. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendment, bills of the following titles; in which the con- 
irrence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. kt. 1861S. An act fixing the status of the Porto Rico Pro- 
visio Regiment of Infantry; 

H. ht. 21410. An act granting condemned ordnance to certain 

ritutl ms 


rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of 
tatives was requested : 


Represe 


S. 7006. An act granting permission to Rear-Admiral C. H. 
Davis, United States Navy, to accept a silver cup and salver and 

silver punch bowl and cups, tendered to him by the British 
and Russian ambassadors, respectively, in the name of their 
Governments 

S. 6418. An act authorizing the sale of lands at the head of 
Cordova Bay, in the Territory of Alaska, and for other pur- 

8. $056. An act authorizing a credit in certain accounts of the 


rreasurer of the United States; and 
S. 7111. An act to authorize the construction of four bridges 
ross havigable waters in the District of Alaska. 
rhe message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. Rt. 19855) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 


¢} 


curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other | 


The inessage also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
‘otes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (IL. R. 21260) making appropriations for the sundry 


| expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June | 


ov, 1900, and for other purposes, and further insisted upon its 
] 


endl 
asked i further conference with the House, and had appointed 
‘Tt, ALLISON, Mr. Hare, and Mr. TreLier as the said conferees 
i the part of the Senate. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
Utles were taken from the Speaker's desk and referred to their 
“ppropriate committees as indicated below: 

\n act to authorize the construction of four bridges 
igable waters in the district of Alaska—to the Com- 
fee on Thterstate and Foreign Commerce. 

. An act authorizing a credit in certain accounts of the 
, f the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 006, An act granting permission to Rear-Admiral C. H. 
( States Navy, to accept a silver cup and salver 


Under 


S. 7111, 


roe 


tiubassadors, 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
LED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


ON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
ed that they had examined and found truly en- 
- id joint resolution of the following titles; when 
"y “pea sned the same; 

an . An act to amend section 4919 of the Revised 
‘atules of the United States, to provide additional protection 


Mr. W 
Pr . 


DUIS, pe 
rol ed } 
Ny 
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99, 100, 104, 115, 116, 117, 125, 126 


ments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 6, 10, 12, 20, 2 
40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 56, 57, 59, GO, 61, G2, 
G4, 65, 66, 67, GS, G9, 70,.71, 72, 
103, 105, 106, 109, 110, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 
133, 137, 
153, and 157, and agree to the same. 
ts, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had | 


| shall not be sufficient to enable him to make any 
the making and execution of said contract;” and the Senate 


punch bowl and cups tendered to him by the British | 
agree to the same. 


respectively, in the name of their | 


post-office, and for other purposes: 
model said building, including all necessary changes tn, addi- 
tions thereto, alterations thereof, repairs to the present building, 
and of the heating and plumbing systems therein, and drainage 
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for owners of patents of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses : 


H. R. 15841. An act to amend section 4896 of the Revised 


Statutes; 


H. R. 17708. Anactto amend section 4885 of the Revised 


Statutes; and 


H. J. Res. 124. Joint resolution authorizing the transfer of 


the statue of President Washington, now located in the Capitol 
grounds, to the Smithsonian Institution. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill and 


joint resolution of the following titles: 


S. 3153. An act to make Monterey and Port Harford, in the 


State of California, subports of entry, and for other purposes; 
| and 


S. R. 51. Joint resolution providing for additional land for 


| Idaho under the provisions of the Carey Act. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 


on the sundry civil appropriation bill and ask that the state- 
ment be read in lieu of the report. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota calls up the 


conference report on the sundry civil bill and asks that the 
| Statement be read in lieu of the report. 


Is there objection? 
Let us hear what the report is. 
The gentleman unanimous 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


The SPEAKER. asks consent 


that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has it been announced what report 


it is? 


The SPEAKER. The sundry civil appropriation bill. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The conference report has not been re- 


ported. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the request to be that the 


statement be read in lieu of the report. 


The SPEAKER. The request is to read the statement in 


lieu of the report. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. To that I object. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 
The conference report was read as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (Il. R. 
21260) 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 11, 


18, 19, 21, 28, 31, 32, 34, 35, 53, 54, 55, 58, 73, 77, SO, 81, 88, 95, 97, 


32, 134, 136, 142, and 15%. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
23, 24, 25, 27, 30, 
75, 76, 87, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 96, 
124, 129, 130, 
138, 139, 140, 141, 143, 145, 146, 147, 149, 150, 151, 152, 


Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


“Clarinda, Iowa, post-office: For completion of building, 


twenty thousand dollars,” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
after the word “ six,” 
including the word “ fire,” 
| lars” 


Strike out all 
in line 8 of said amendment, down to and 
in line 11, and after the word “ dol- 
at the end of said amendment insert the following: 
Previded, That the amount allowed said Thomas Butler 
profit out of 


Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its dis- 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


In lieu of the 


“New Haven, Connecticut, public building, now used for a 
’ 
To enlarge, extend, or re- 
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’ 


and approaches thereto, which may be incident to such exten- | 
sion and enlargement or remodeling of said building, fifty thou- | 


sand dollars.” 

And the Senate 

Amendment 
disagreement to the : 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word “journals” in said amendment insert the words “ pub- 
lished abroad;’”’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “forty-two thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Repair, and so forth, of ‘The Hermitage:’ For repairing 
buildings and improving the grounds of ‘The Hermitage,’ the 
home of President Andrew Jackson, situated in Davidson 
County, Tenn., five thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, 
and to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert as a separate 
paragraph the following: 


agree to the 
numbered 8: 


same. 


That the House recede from its 


its 


on. 
ot. 


agree 


mendment of the Senate numbered 8, and | 


its } 


“ Hereafter no light-ship shall be removed from the place | 


designated for its station, in the act authorizing its construc- 
tion, and be stationed elsewhere except upon express author- 
ity of Congress. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 4 of 
said amendment, after the word “ May,” insert the word “ four- 
teenth,” and in line 5 of the amendment strike out the word 
“For” where it first occurs and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“Toward construction of,” and in lieu of the sum named in 
the amendment insert “one hundred thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “one million one hundred and sixty thou- 
sand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 of 
said amendment insert before the word “ document” the word 
“Senate;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the name “ Colorado” where it occurs in lines 1, 3, and 10 of 
seid amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 80 of 
the bill, in line 7, after the word “ buildings,” insert the words 
‘‘not including hospital buildings;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the last two words of said amendment and insert in lieu 


| from said courts: 


thereof the words “for the fiscal year nineteen hundred and | 


nine;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the matter inserted by said amendment insert as a separate | 


paragraph the following: 


“The officer in charge of public buildings and grounds is 


authorized to grant licenses, revocable by him, without com- | 


pensation, to erect temporary structures upon reservations 


used as children’s playgrounds, under such regulations as he 
may impose.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For the repair and reconstruction of the buildings and for 


the replacement of furniture and equipment destroy 
whole or in part by the cyclone on the twelfth day of 
nineteen hundred and eight, at Fort Crook military p. 
Nebraska, to be immediately available, one hundred tho 
dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede fro; 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbere | 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | ( 
of the word inserted by said amendment insert the word “ {y 
thirds; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: That the House recede fro; ; 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11° 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 
of the sum proposed insert “ three thousand three hundr 
thirty-three dollars and thirty-four cents;” and the Xe 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 113: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 113. 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
of the word inserted by said amendment insert the word “ two- 
thirds;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie 
of the sum proposed insert “three thousand three hundred and 
sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven cents;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede f: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ three hundred and fifty-nine thou- 
sand eight hundred dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “four million five hundred and ten 
thousand three hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede fro 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in the 
States of Wyoming, Montana, Washington, Oregon, California, 
Nevada, Idaho, Colorado, and Utah, and in the Territories of 
New Mexico and Arizona shall be entitled to receive for actual 
attendance at any court or courts and for the time necessarily 
oecupied in going to and returning from the same, three dollars 
a day, and fifteen cents for each mile necessarily traveled over 
any stage line, or by private conveyance, and five cents for each 
mile by any railway or steamship in going to and returning 
Provided, That no constructive or 
mileage fees shall be allowed by reason of any person being 
summoned as both a witness and juror, or as a witness i! 
or more cases pending in the same court and triable at tl 
term thereof.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 158: That the House recede ! 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbe' 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: |‘ 
the matter stricken out of said amendment amended t 
follows: 

“Sec. 6. All funds realized during the fiscal year 
hundred and nine by the Isthmian Canal Commission f! 
performance of services by the Commission, or from t! 
materials and supplies upon the Isthmus under the cus! 
control of the Commission, are hereby reappropriate: 
penditure under any of the foregoing classified appro 
for the department of construction and engineering, ® 
and separate report in detail of all transactions hereun 
be made to Congress.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference has been unable to as! 


its 
197 


hal 


double 


two 


same 


| amendments of the Senate numbered 9, 13, 14, 15, 


33, 36, 38, 78, 79, 82, 83, 84, 86, 101, 102, 107, 131, 
154, 155, 156, 160, 161, 162, and 163. 
J. A. TAWNEY, 
WALTER I, SMITH, 
JoHN J. Firzcer’ 
Managers on the part of th 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Everneé HALE, 
H. M, TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the + 
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1 tement is as follows: On amendment No. 37: Appropriates $1 15,000, as proposed by 
STATEMENT the Senate, for a light-ship on the knuckle of the Frying Pan 
: aia ss Shoal, North Carolina and inserts a provision prohibiting future 
; nagers § 2 ¢ rence Sagreeing votes of | ; “naitege~ ; - 
I inage rs at ~~ cmentneeie at ae wens a bill | "moval of light-ships from stations designated by law. 
the ; onan aera . maneuanaes for sundry civil expenses | On amendment No. 39: Appropriates $100,000 instead of 
(H, Rt. 21260) ane aa rt fis rf rae = ending June 30. 1909 and $200,000, as proposed by the Senate, for a light-house tender in 
of t vernme or * HScal yet “ ae en ee the first light- se distric 
for purposes, submit the following written Statement in | On sateen ee 42, 43, 44, 45, 46. 47 18. 49. 50 
= ae = ae os f Soalnbvalies Peper neat Tecm |} and 51: Provides for the construction of aids to navigation 
me the meee? BC : i ’ ~~ | authorized by the act approved May 14, 1908, and as proposed 
ents, namely ; ei ~~ | by the Senate 
0 ‘ndment No. 1: Strikes out the appropriation of $12,500 | “On seeniiienade Nos. 52, 53, 54, 55. and 56 relating to the 
j » Sans > > ie i ing ; te rd, a . ; - e Ce ee ee ae a A ; an . 
pre "3 sas eae oo vinden op eee tne ae Light-House Establishment : Appropriates $1,160,000 instead of 
a d by es nat : i the mublic building at Clarinda, | $1,000,000, as proposed by the House, and $1,180,675, as proposed 
as pl ed by the Senate, I : “? | by the Senate, for the salaries of keepers of light-houses: 
low ey? 5 . . | $900,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $1,000,000, as 
On —_ No. : ; ae ee Proposed by proposed by the Senate, for expenses of buoyage. Strikes out 
the St C, Ian tte a: ne - ied dial ‘an roposed by the provision proposed by the Senate to light the Pasquotank 
On amendment 1 ol . ee ot ae > 4 Va. Proposed by | River. North Carolina, and the Hillsboro, Halifax, and Matan- 
the Senate, for Se a ' ue a i Sane a osed by the | “8 Tivers, in Florida, and inserts the provision proposed by the 
On ae z hioeiaae tar the a aeheaimie ce the custom. | 5¢@@te for lighting Lake Winnebago and connecting lakes and 
Senate to pay the contrac 2 cons > Cul ~ | channels 
house at San Francisco, Cal., in addition to the contract price ae kas , ai 
B= af uch sum as may be equitable and just to reimburse | os amendment No. 57: Appropriates $25,000 a8 proposed by 
here s é ae ow 4 < . 6 » Sen: > - . ota 
him for work and material destroyed by the earthquake and | ¢ Senate for biologi 


fire in 1906, such reimbursement not to 


include 
inaking and execution of said contract. 


On amendment No. 6: Appropriates $6,000, as proposed by the | 
Senate, for completion of public building at Wichita, Kans. 

On endment No. 7: Appropriates $50,000 for enlargement 

the public building at New Haven, Conn. 

O! endment No. 8: Authorizes payme 


Superv sing Architect’s Office for periodicals and journals pub- 


lished abroad. | 
On amendment No. 10: Appropriates $157,564.74 for increased 
pay of Revenue-Cutter Service under the Army appropriation 
CT. 
On amendment No. 11: 


oposed by the Senate for a launch for the customs service at 


Los Angeles, Cal. 

On amendment No, 12: Appropriates $3,000, as proposed by | 
the Senate, for a launch for the customs service at Portland, | 
tlre 

Un amendment No. 17: Appropriates $42,000, instead of 
$40,000 as proposed by the House and $45,000 as proposed by 
the Senate, for the Bureau of America Ethnology. 

On amendment No, 18: 


Appropriates $22,000, 
the House, instead of $25,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 


Heating and lighting the National Museum. 
On endment No. 19: Strikes out the appropriation of | 
*0,000 Proposed by the Senate for 


le Smithsonian building for e 
Un amendment No, 20: 
“S Proposed by the Senate, 


House, for 


xhibition purposes, 
Authorizes the expenditure of $3, 
instead of $1,500, as proposed by the 
purchase of books and periodicals for the Interstate 
Commission, 

amendment No, 
$75,000 proposed by the 


Commerce 


On Zi: 


Strikes out the appropriation of 
Sen 


any profits be- 


‘nt in advance by the 


Strikes out appropriation of $10,000 | 


as proposed by | 


fitting up the upper hall in | 


000, | 


ate for the transportation of silver | 


“nN amendments Nos, 23, 24, and 25: Appropriates for the gen- 
eral inspector of supplies for public buildings, the inspector of 
‘irniture and other furnishings for public buildings, and an | 
Ussistant inspector of furniture, as proposed by the Senate. 

Vn amendments Nos, 27 and 28: Makes a verbal correction in 
the text of the bil] and strikes out the provision inserted by | 
pel mraty with reference to Specimen coins for the mint at 

hiladel + i. 

Vn amendment No, 29: Appropriates $5,000 instead of $25,000, 
7 proposed by the Senate, for repair of The Hermitage, the 
womne of President Andrew Jackson. 

Ob ame dment No, 30: Appropriates $65,000, as proposed by | 
- yrs e, for dredging channel for immigration station at 

ais Sin 

a yucndnent No, 31: Strikes out the appropriation of 

gg “posed by the Senate for the immigration Station at 

On amy 


dment No, 32: Strikes out the 
sed by the Senate for the St 
‘tations, New York. 


$50,000 | 
Bank ligh 
On 


appropriation of 
aten Island and West 





$5,000 1a. iment No. 34: Strikes out the appropriation of 
~ Proposed by the Senate for additional aids to navigation 
the Potumae River, 
On ; y 
| n ame “Guent No. 35: Restores to the bill the provision pro- 
“sed to be stricken out 


by the 
and for St. Joseph lig 


Ceptance of 


Senate with reference to ac- 
ht-house depot, Michigan, 




























al station in the 
ley for the propagation of mussels. 

On amendment No. 58: Strikes 
$166,500 proposed by the Senate 
iners and others in the Bu 
zation. 

On amendment No. 5O: ) 
the Senate to complete the records of the surveyors-general of- 
fices in Minnesota. North Dakota, and Florida. 

On amendment No, 60: Makes the provision for a card-index 
system in the Pension Office available during the remainder of 
the present fiscal] year. 

On amendment No. 61: 
the Senate for heating 
buildings, 

On amendments Nos. 62, 63, 64 
priates as proposed by the 
the Supreme Court room, 
document room, $1,800 for 
$10,500 for 





Mississippi River Val- 





out the appropriation of 
for compensation of exam- 
reau of Immigration and Natura li- 











Appropriates $7,700 as proposed by 












Appropriates $20.000 


4s proposed by 
apparatus for 


Interior Department 












, 65, 66, 67, 68, and 69: Appro- 
Senate $120 for marble bracket in 
$7,000 for filing cases in the Senate 
repairs to the Senate document room, 
















































bronze doors for the west eytrance of the Capitol 
| building, $1,249,761 for the Senate Office Building, and S300,500 
| for furnishing the Senate Office 


Building, 
and 72: Increases the compensa- 
as and electric meters in the Dis- 
UO to $1,600, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, and makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

On amendment No. 73: Strikes « ut the apy 
proposed by the Senate for prote 

On amendment No, 74: Inserts a provision allowing an ad- 
ditional 1,000,000 aeres of arid lands to each of the States of 
Idaho and Wyoming, Striking out from said provision the State 
of Colorado, proposed to be included by the Senate. 

On amendment No, 75: Inserts the provision, proposed by the 
Senate, fixing the rates for surveying of public lands in certain 


On amendments Nos. 70, 71, 
tion of the Superintendent of g 
trict of Columbia from $1,2 


ropriation of $5,000 
ction of national monuments, 


States, 

On amendments Nos. 76 and 77: Appropriates $50,000, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $95,000, as proposed by the 
Senate for surveying public lands in certain counties in Utah. 

On amendment No, SO: 


Strikes out the 
WOO proposed by the Senate for 

On amendment No. 81: Strikes out the provision proposed by 
the Senate relating to Idaho, Montana, and California with 
reference to surveying of publie lands therein. 

On amendment No. 85: Appropriates $200,000 as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $175,000, as proposed by the House, for 
education in Alaska. 

On amendment No, 87: 
the Senate, to Suppress the traffic in intoxie 
the natives of Alaska. 

On amendment No, 88: Appropriates $3,000, as 
the House, instead of $10,000, as proposed by the 
the Crater Lake National Park, Oregon. 

On amendment No, 89: Limits 
pended for furnishings for the 
ment Hospital for the Insane 

On amendments Nos. 90 and 91: Increases the amount for 
subsistence and other expenses for the Freedmen’s Hospital 
from $10,500 to $15,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 92: Makes available for 1 
priation which has been made for furniture for 
Hospital building. 


appropriation of $10,- 
making petroleum tests. 


Appropriates $6,000, as proposed by 


ating liquors among 


pro] osed by 
Senate, for 


the amount that may be ex- 
assembly hall of the ¢ 


rovern- 
to not exceeding $7,000. 









HU the appro- 
he Freedmen’s 
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On amendment No. 93: 
certain appropriations for 
On amendment No, 94: 
appropriations for 


Reappropriates and makes available 
the San Juan Piute Indians. 
Reappropriates and makes available 
certain the North Cheyenne and Arapahoe 
Indians, 

On amendment No, 95: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$6,000 proposed by the Senate for the Augusta Arsenal, Ga. 

On amendment No. 96: Appropriates $9,550, 
the Senate, for repairs to the Moline bridge. 

On amendment No. 97: Restores to the bill the provision pro- 

sed by the Iiouse transferring the testing machines at 
Watertown Arsenal to the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

On amendment No. 98: Inserts a provision proposed by the 
Senate authorizing the erection of temporary structures for 
children’s playgrounds on certain reservations in Washington. 

On amendments Nos. 99 and 100 : Strikes out the appropria- 
tions proposed by the Senate of $7,500 for paving of roadway 
around the Washington snepeeamnned and $3,000 for children’s 
playgrounds on public reservations in Washington. 

On amendment No. 103: Appropriates $200,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $86,000, as proposed by the House, 
for lock and dam No. 11 on the Ohio River. 

On amendment No. 104: Strikes out the provision proposed 
by the Senate with reference to repairing the roadways to ceme- 
teries within corporate limits, 

On amendments Nos. 105 and 106: Makes a verbal correction 
in the text of the bill and extends the limitation proposed by 
the House as to quarters for officers of the Army to barracks 
and quarters for the artillery. 

On amendment No. 108: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for reconstruction of buildings at Fort Crook, 
Nebr. 

On amendment 

the Senate, for 
On amendment 
Logan, Colo. 


On amendments Nos. 111 


No. 109: Appropriates $36,707.50, as proposed 
land for Fort Sheridan, Ill. 
No. 110: Appropriates $110,000 


by 


, 112, 113, and 114: Reduces the pro- 


portionate part of certain expenses on the Fort Monroe Reser- | 


vation by civilian interests there from one-half to one-third. 

On amendments Nos. 115 and 116: Appropriates $65,000, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $85,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for 
provision proposed by the Senate stipulating how certain of 
the appropriations shall be expended. 

On amendment No. 117: Strikes out appropriation of $20,000 
proposed by the Senate for the Platt National Park. 

On amendment No. 118: 
the Senate, for repair of buildings and removal of fallen trees 
at the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park. 

On amendment No. 119: Makes the appropriation 
Vicksburg National Military Park available for pay 
torian as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 120: Appropriates $24,430, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $19,430, as proposed by the House, for the 
Garfield Memorial Hospital. 

On amendment No. 121: Appropriates 
the Senate, for the Emery gun carriage. 

On amendments Nos. 122, 1235, 124, 125, 126, 127, and 128, 
lating to the Soldiers’ a at Milwaukee: Appropriates, 
proposed by the Senate, $5,500 for dormitories for nurses, $5,000 
for iron fence, and 96,000 for curbing and gutters 
out apprepriations proposed by the Senate of $5,000 for 
phone system and $4,000 for chaplain’s quarters. 

On amendments Nos. 129 and 130: 
by the Senate, $75,000 instead of $45,000, 
House, for defense of suits before the Spanish Treaty Claims 
Commission and $25,000 instead of $12,500, as proposed by the 
House, for taking testimony under the Spanish Treaty Claims 


Commission. 


to a his- 


$30,000, as proposed by 


re- 


tele- 


On amendment 
by the House, 


ASSISTANTS To TI 


No. 132: Appropriates $150,000, as proposed 
nstead of $250,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
» Attorney-General in naturalization proceedings. 
On amendment No. 1343: Provides that fees to the clerks of the 
courts in Montana shall be the same as those in Oregon. 

On amendment No. 154: Strikes out the provision proposed by 
the Senate providing for expenses of travel of United States 
district judges. 

_ On amendment No. Fixes, as proposed by the Senate, the 
fees for jurors and witnesses in United States courts in certain 
States and Territories. 

On amendment No. 136: Strikes out the appropriation of $500, 
as proposed by the Senate, for a safe for a United States Com- 
missioner in Alaska, 


OF, « 
on. 


as proposed by | 


the | 








| No. 
for Fort | 


the Yellowstone National Park and strikes out the | 
No. 33 


Appropriates $26,000, as proposed by | 


No. 
for the | 


as | 


and strikes | 
| No, 107, page 135, 
| No, 131, page 170, fixing 
Appropriates, as proposed | 
as proposed by the | 








On amendments Nos. 137, 138, 139, 140, and 141, relat 
the Reform School for the District of Columbia: Proyi; 
proposed by the Senate, for two foremen at $1,560 and { 
additional watchman at $360. 

On amendments Nos, 142 and 143: Strikes out the ap, 
tion of a proposed by the Senate, for the navy-) 
Portsmouth, N. H., and makes a verbal correction. 

On amendment No. 145: Appropriates $10,000, as prop 
the Senate, for an international conference at London to 
late rules for the International Prize Court. 

On amendment No. 146: Appropriates $10,000, as pro; 
the Senate, for a fisheries convention, United States a: 
ada. 

On amendment No. 
by the Senate, 

on 


147: Appropriates $100,000, as | 
for the Northeastern Fisheries Arbitratio: 
amendments Nos. 149 and 150: Makes appropria 
$2,625 for payments to certain Senate employees, 

On amendments Nos. 151, 152, and 153: Increases the allot- 
ment for printing to the Smithsonian Institution from $33.00 


osed 


mn of 


| to $34,000, as proposed by the Senate. 


On amendment No. 157: Appropriates $10,000, as propos 
the Senate, to compensate an employee on the Isthmian Canal 
for injuries received. 

On amendments Nos. 158 and 159: Restores to the bill the 
section proposed by the House, limiting its operation to the 
fiscal year 1909, relating to the use of funds received hy the 
Canal Commission for services or from the sale of materia! 
and supplies. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on 
the following amendments: 


No. 9, page 11, land for building for Departments 

of State, Commerce, and Labor__.___________- . $3, 000, 000 
No. 13, page 18, revenue cutter for coast of Oregon__ 2 
14, page 18, revenue cutter for Narragansett 


s 


O00 


oO" OOD 

No. 15 }, page 19, revenue cutter for N SO, 000 

No. 16, page 19, 
Wash 
No. 22, page 31, custodia in 1 for building in St. Paul, 

Minn- 2 


No. 26, ‘page 35, forbidding payment of details from 


Secret Service Division. 


Yew York Harbor. 
wharf and storehouse, Neah Bay, 


24, 000 


in) 


33, page 43, anchorage buoys in the port of New 
York 
No. page 45, 


10, 000 
36, tender for light-house depot, San 
F rane isco, Cal. a Se aod «fan 215, 000 
No. 38, page 45, light vessel for. St. Johns River Bar, 


Fla. - 


125, 000 
78, page 93, survey r of I ‘ort Keogh Military Res- 
ervation, Mont bes eae 
No. 79, page 93, boundary line “between Idaho and 
Washington. 
No. 82, page 96, 
ID hi ccnibedinecnith 
Nos, 83 and 84, page 97, proviso relating to the ex- 
amination of fuels by the Geological Survey. 
No. 86, page 100, reindeer for Alaska_ eo ios 
No. 101, page 124, surveys of Galveston Hi irbor. 
No, 102, page 126, for strengthening the levees along 
the west bank of the Mississippi River between 
Flint Creek and Iowa River 


geological surveys in the United 
100, 000 


TO) CH 


erecting barracks and quarters_- 

salary of United States at- 
torney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. 

No. 144, page 185, international investigation 
opium evil 

No. 148, page 186, International Commission at Rio 
de Janeiro tli cmchidsesidirhes cabin salhdkn ae RENE Sl ticeee 

No. 154, No. 155, and No. 156, page 199, purchase of 
two steamships of American registry for use Isth- 
mian Canal Commission =. J 

No. 160, page 204, requiring National Ac ademy of 
Sciences to make report on scientific surveys. 
0. 161, section number. 

No. 162, page 205, Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition- 

No. 163, page 216, International Exposition Albu- 
querque, N. Mex 


“ay) (We) 
of 
Om) Oe 


ann. 000 


TOO ww 


Total amount involved 


J. A. TAWNEY, 

WALTER I, SMITH 

Joun J. F ITSGE R 
Managers on the part of t/ 








WNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
the following order. 
read as follows: 
t the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation 
reby is, agreed to; that the House hereby insists on its 
». Senate amendments numbered 13, 14, 15, 16, 22, 26, 33, 
s® 88, 84, 86, 101, 102, 107, 131, 144, 148, 154, 155, 156, 
163. and agrees to the Semate’s request for a conference ; 
Senate amendment numbered 9 there be twenty minutes 
which the question shall be taken without further 





LIAMS. Upon that I demand a second. 
M ‘GERALD. I want to make a parliamentary in- 
| this order provide for limiting the time to twenty 
be used on a side only? 
.KER. On amendment No. 9 there will be ten min- 
»on each side. 

i ZYGERALD. I wish to suggest to the Chair that the 
) suspend the rules and to agree to the conference 
to insist on the House disagreement to the other 
s, Under the rule there is twenty minutes’ debate 


SPEAKER. Oh, undoubtedly. 

FITZGERALD. Then we have the same under the mo- 
end the rules. 

SPEAKER. The order provides that on amendment 

No. 9 House shall have an opportunity to vote after twenty 

debate, ten minutes on each side. That is the effect 


FITZGERALD. I demand a second. 


rhe SPEAKER, It is segregated from the other amend- 
‘ir. WILLIAMS, I have demanded a second. 
The SPEAKER. jut the gentleman from New York is a 
mber of the committee and has demanded a second. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. That is all right; let the gentleman from 
New York be recognized as demanding a second. I did not un- 
tand that the Chair was cognizant of the fact that a second 
had been demanded—I do not care who demanded it. 





fhe SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 


from Mississippi did not know that the gentleman from New 
York had demanded a second. Under the rfiles a second is 


ordered. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNey] is en- 
titled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from New York 
Mr. FirzceraLp] is entitled to twenty minutes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendments added 
the sundry civil bill between eleven and twelve million dollars 
n the aggregate. The conferees on the part of the House and 
part of the Senate have disposed of all of these amend- 
ts, with the exception of those enumerated in the rule 
e order that is now pending, and as to these amendments 
that the House further insist upon its disagreement, 
he exception of No. 9, and as to that amendment we 
a separate vote in favor of the proposition of further 
usisting upon the disagreement of the House. 
ir, GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman kindly tell 
he amendments are as he goes along? 
rAWNEY. I will. No. 9, on page 11 of the sundry civil 
is it comes to us from the Senate, is the amendment author- 
‘zing the purchase of a block of property at the other end of 
ia avenue at a cost of $3,000,000, to be used as a site 
tion of one or two departmental buildings. It is the 
tion that has been proposed by the Senate at both 
‘ions of the last Congress, and it is the same proposition that 
House on a direct vote has rejected heretofore by almost a 
The vote, 
PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield? 
TAWNEY, Certainly. 
PAYNE. I desire to ask the gentleman if they propose 
’ property by condemnation proceedings? 
“wr. TAWNEY. They propose to take it by condemnation 
a ; ings Or by purchase. 
vt. PAYNE. So that $3,000,000 is not the limit? 
at 'AWNEY, Three million dollars is not the 
st fo! site for the buildings. 


; 


on the 


is 


se 


M 
Vie 
M 
‘ 
\ 


limit of 


; 


tion of $2,500,000 for the location of a building 
posed site, and in addition to that there has been 
ed the public-building bill an appropriation and au- 
Y lor the purchase of this same site at a cost of at least 
’ Same amount that is carried in this amendment. 
purpose of giving the House an opportunity to 
ee its disapproval of this proposition that I have 
kan © opportunity be given for the House to vote sepa- 
= ius proposition. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





; It is also proposed in the | 
ee ¢ bill, as that bill will come to the House, to carry | 
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I will call attention to the principal items that are in dis- 
agreement. There are a number of items in disagreement that 
perhaps there will be very little difficulty in re ng final 
agreement, because some of them are entirely new propositions, 
unauthorized by law, or are new legislative propositions which 


under the rules which govern the conferees, the House pr 


)- 


posing them ultimately recedes in the event that the other 
House insists on its disagreement. 

No. 138 is for the construction of a revenue cutter for the 
coast of Oregon, a proposition that is not authorized by law, 
and the limit of cost is $250,000. 

No. 14 is for a revenue cutter for Narragansett Bay, at a 
cost of $225,000, which is not authorized by law. 

No. 15, on page 19 of the bill, is for revenue cutter for 
New York Harbor, at a cost of $80,000, which is not authorized 
by law. The amendments between Nos. 14 and 36 are of com- 
paratively little consequence. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman said that the revenue 
| cutter for the harbor of New York was not authorized by law, 
but I wish to suggest that it is absolutely necessary that we 
should have a good, first-class revenue cutter. For a long time 
we have not had a proper revenue cutter there that was ade- 
quate and sufficient. I speak from experience. 

Mr. MANN. I will suggest to the gentleman from New York 


that we have just turned over to the Light-House Department, 
at the request of the department, the duty of caring for the 
anchorage in New York Harbor, and the Light-House Depart- 
ment has plenty of tenders for that purpose. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. But this is for the Revenue-Cutter 
Service. 

Mr. MANN. This says that it is for anchorage patrol duty, 
and the Revenue-Cutier Service will not have anything to do 
with that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The law charges the Treasury Depart- 
ment with the enforcement of that act. 

Mr. MANN, No; it is the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman from Illinois is 


mistaken. The act of 1888 expressly puts it under the authority 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that, but so far as the anchorage 
is concerned, the anchorage buoys and all that has just been 
turned over to the Light-House Service, and nobody knows what 
will be required. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will not the revenue cutter provided for 
in the amendment be used as other revenue cu are, for the 
purpose of sending inspectors aboard doing that 
work? 

Mr. MANN. The item says not; if the gentleman will look 
at the item in the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The next item in disagreement 


tters 


and 


vessels 


is amendment 


No. 36, on page 45 of the bill, authorizing the construction of a 
tender for light-house depot at San Francisco, Cal., at a cost 
of $15,000. That is not authorized by law. The same is true 


of amendment 38, authorizing a light-vessel for St. Johns Riv 
bar, Florida, for $25,000, which is not authorized by law. 


er 


The next is 82, being an addition made to the Geological 
Survey in the United States of $100,000. Two hundred thou- 
sand dollars is the total amount that the Geological Survey 


has had for the service for the last ten or twelve years, and it 
is proposed now to increase this appropriation to the extent of 
50 per cent, which the House conferees have not agreed to, and, 
in my judgment, should not agree to. The revenues of the Gov- 
ernment do not justify this new service at this time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I 


the conferees 


understand that 


have reduced the Senate amendment of $25,000 for the main- 
tenance, and so forth, of the Hermitage to $5,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No: we have not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That amendment was made 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have not reduced the appropriation for 
the maintenance of the Hermitage at all. We have not given 
any appropriation for the maintenance of the Hermitage. We 
have agreed, however, to appropriate $5,000 for the repair of the 
buildings, the home of Andrew Jackson, and for the improve 
ment of the grounds. There is nothing allowed for maintenance 


and nothing allowed for investment for future maint 


In other words, there is no donation to the people who own t 
but 


| home, or the association which owns it, it is proposed to 
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repair the building which was the home of Andrew Jackson and 
to improve the grounds within a limit of cost not exceeding 
$5,000 

Mr. MANN, The building and tomb. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We do not say the tomb. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have not the language here—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
report, he will see the exact language. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have read that, but I have not 
the language of the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
in the conference report. That is, it is the language that will 
become the law in the event that the conference report is finally 
agreed upon and accepted. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, 
this great Government which has not contributed one cent 


more than $5,0007 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that the gentleman thinks 
only thinks, but states as a fact—that in appropriating $5,000 
for the repair of the home of Andrew Jackson we are appro- 


priating more than we have ever appropriated toward the care | 


and maintenance of the home of any man who has 
cupied the office of President of the United States. We have 
never contributed a dollar toward the maintenance of the home 
of George Washington. We have never contributed a dollar 
toward the maintenance of the home of Thomas Jefferson, or of 
any other President of the United States, and we are in this in- 
stance doing what we have never done for any other President, 
by appropriating $5,000 to repair the buildings. Owing to the 
peculiar financial circumstances of the people who do own the 
building, the conferees on the part of the House felt constrained 
to repair the building and defray the expense from the Treas- 
ury of the United States, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not yield any more of my time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But the gentleman does not wish 
to say the people own it. No people own it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the organization. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They control it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If they are not people, they are an organi- 
zation. The next item in the disagreement, Mr. Speaker, of 


ever oOc- 


any importance is amendment No. 107, for the erection of bar- | 


racks 


and quarters, $750,000. Your conferees have 
this 


amendment for the reason that when the Bureau 
was before the Committee on Appropriations we made a careful 
estimate of how much money would be required to meet the 
necessities of the service during the next fiscal year, and the 
amount agreed upon and the amount carried in the bill 


resisted 


Chief of this Bureau; but for some reason that has not yet 
been explained to the conferees on the part of the House, this 
amount was increased in the Senate to the extent of $750,000. 

The next is amendment No. 154 for the purchase of two 
steamships of American register for use in the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, $1,600,000. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY.. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. I wish to ask the gentleman what became of 
Senate amendment No. 136? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is that for the safe in Alaska? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY,. It has gone out. 

Mr. SULZER. It ought not to have gone out. 

Mr. TAWNEY, That may be. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask about the amendment 
transferring the testing laboratory at the Watertown Arsenal 
to the Bureau of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Senate has receded from its amend- 
ment, and it is in the agreement. Amendment No. 162, the 
Alaska-Yukon-Pacifie Exposition, is still in disagreement. They 
propose to appropriate $700,000 for that exposition. Also 
amendment No. 163, for an international exposition at Albu- 


querque, N. Mex., which is an irrigation exposition, as near as I | 


can ascertain, They propose to appropriate $50,000 for the pur- | the grounds and in the construction of buildings, 


pose of aiding the people of Aubuquerque to defray the costs 
of the exposition. I should say, in justice, however, that 
$25,000 of that is for that purpose, and 
is not described 
my time. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, 
question, 


and is not definite, 
Will the gentleman permit a question? 
I have no more time. 


I would like to ask the gentleman 
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If the gentleman will turn to the conference | 
| $700,000 for the Alaska-Yukon-Pacifie Exposition, to be 


The language in the bill is the language now | of the House has reported favorably a similar measur 


Does the gentleman think that | 
for i 
the purpose of this Hermitage association should contribute no | 
not | hibit not merely the wonderful resources of the States 

| Pacific slope, but also the material resources of Alaska 


| is to be held, all of whom are directly interested in this ex] 


Chief | 


| make it 


| progress they are making in all that tends to the advancen 
and | 
adopted by the House was agreed upon with the consent of the | 


| and suitable grounds for the exposition. 


| This 
$25,000 is for the pur- | 
pose of paying the expenses of the Government exhibit, which 


I reserve the balance of | 
| already said, the great Yukon territory is to be a | 


May 20. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
of my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes ¢ 
colleague from New York [Mr. Suze]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I want to take adya) 
this opportunity to speak in favor of the Senate am. 
in the pending sundry civil bill, making an appropri: 


I have not the time. I reserve the | 


) 
Liahte 


iment 
; ; al iy 
Seattle in 1909, and to urge the House conferees to s.¢ 


the same when the bill goes back to conference. The co 


is now on the Calendar. I believe the House is overwly 

in favor of this appropriation for this desirable exposi' 

would vote in favor of the Senate amendment by mo 
three to one if an opportunity were now offered. {i 
worthy project, and commands our earnest support and 
mendation. 


This Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition, Mr. Speaker, wil! ex. 
f the 
, the 
Yukon territory, British Columbia, the Philippines, and Hawaii. 
Its object is to demonstrate the progress and the development 
and the resources of the entire region of the Pacific and to for 
cast its mighty future possibilities. It means much to us a 
The Alaska-Yukon-Pacifiec Exposition is peculiar among 
prises of this character, because it will comprehend | 
the resources of the Pacific possessions of this country, but 


uk 2ISO 


enter- 


only 


| the Canadian territory of British Columbia and the far-famed 


Yukon, thus affording the unusval spectacle of two countries 
under different flags joining forces and uniting in interest in 
one great exposition. 

The Yukon territory and British Columbia, under the Domin- 
ion of Canada, are to be as much a part of this exhibition as 


| Alaska, Hawaii, and the Philippines, under our own CGovern- 
| ment, and it is destined to be an exposition expressive of har- 


mony and of good will and of international comity, and speak- 


ing much for the continuance of the amicable relations between 
|} us and our English-speaking neighbors. 
| 10,000,000 people now live within a radius of 1,000 miles of 
| the section of qur country and Canada where this exhibition 


It is estimated that 


I 


1)0- 
sition and welcome an opportunity to show the material re- 


sources and the wealth and the development of their respective 

sections, 
Mr. Speaker, the people of the Pacific and the Great North- 
west take a deep interest in this exposition. They intend to 
a success. They are determined to demonstrate tl 


ask the Government for no help. They 
appeal for no loan. All they ask is that 


of humanity. 
want no gift. 


They 
They 


| the Government recognize the importance of this exposition, 


lend its official indorsement to it, take part in it, build its own 


| buildings, and make its own exhibits, and do so at its own es 


pense. The States and the Territories are doing their part 
They are all doing what is right. Why should the © 
ment, so deeply interested, lag behind? The Govern! 

aided financially and participated in every expos! 
national character ever held in this country. No Go 

aid is asked for this exposition—not a dollar is ask 

rectly or indirectly—only suitable participation. 

The exposition is in the interest of all the people. It \ 
rially benefit all the people. In an educational way it 
blessing to all the people in a thousand ways. Then why 
the Government refuse to take part in this magnifice 
of the natural resources of our great Northwest and \ 
Pacific possessions? I can not believe that we shall |» 


to our own best interests as to permit this appropriati 
| Congress should lend a friendly hand to the enter)! 


progressive people on our Pacific borders. 
to it. 
ple 


They a 
They are doing a great work that benefits 4! 
of our country. They have already secured 
It is to b 
the campus of the State University at Seattle. Th 
$432,000 has already been expended in the impro 
of the well toward © 
bring to the attention of 

the great commercial resources and _ possibilitl 
countries bordering the Pacific and strengthen th 
and trade relations of the nations on this ocean. 


structures 
exposition will 


are already 


exposition. Thus, two nations under two flags w! 


| one exposition, something never before known in our 


exposition will not only tend to strengthen national « 
our English-speaking neighbors on the north, but it \ 











» harmony and good will with all nations of the Pa- 
pecially with the countries of the Orient. 
\ ker, IT am a friend of these expositions. All things 
, they cost little and do much good. It is money 
ended. It benefits all. These expositions are mile- 
rking great epochs in our onward progress. They 
wledge, educate the people, and exhibit the wonderful 
of our country and the constructive genius of our 
hey mean ocular demonstration; they are great ob- 
s: they are historical and educational and industrial 
nical and commercial; they mean progress and ad- 
and enlightenment. They emphasize our greatness 


1 srandeur and our glory. They illustrate our mar- 
velous wth in every line of human effort, and they demon- 
strate the giant strides the race is making along every avenue of 


Mir. Speaker, the money for the Government buildings and 


exhibits is to be wisely expended under the provisions of this 
Se 1dment. One hundred thousand dollars is to enable 
to make an exhibit. This is not too much. The won- 


Alask 
derful resources of this vast territory are beyond the appre- 
ation of the finite mind, and as yet but little is known. We 
on the threshold of the door of Alaska’s greatness. 


re oT 


\laska has already produced over $300,000,000 worth of prod- 

ts. She has paid taxes to the Federal Government of over 
$11,000,000. She only cost us $7,200,000. Alaska has no power 
to tax herself to benefit herself. The Federal Government 
taxes and absorbs the taxes. She asks $100,000 of this 


eleven 1 ion of her own taxes to exploit her own varied and 
rvelous resources. This is really her exposition. 
ernment should listen to her appeal. 

rhe sum of $25,000 is for an Hawaiian exhibit. 
naving over $1,000,000 annually to the Government. 
sma |l portion of this sum is spent for her benefit. 

icant sum of $25,000 should be given to her. 

The sum of $25,000 is for the Philippines. ‘This is a small 
to enable these newly acquired islands to show their 
wonderful material resources. The State of Washington has 

for this exposition $1,000,000 ; 
rhe exposition managers asked the people of Seattle 


marvel 


Only a 
This in- 


ignificat 


onnt 


$278,000, 


to subscribe $500,000. The first day the books were open 
$625,000 were subscribed. Of this amount every dollar has | 
eady been paid. This amount is to be increased to $800,000. | 


sum of over $2,000,000 is therefore now absolutely pro- 
vided for by these vigorous, up-to-date, go-ahead, enterprising 
They ask that the Government shall spend only $700,- 
and this for its own exhibit and for the exhibits of our 
fie possessions, Is this asking too much? Let the Mem- 
House answer by an emphatic and an overwhelming 
ote in favor of the Senate amendment. 


people, 


(Me 


@aht 
SOL tl 





Now, just a word in conclusion, as my time is nearly ex- 
sted. I hope that the conferees on the part of the House 
will agree to the Senate amendment for this exposition. I 
want to see this exposition a success. I want to do all I can 


make it a suecess. I want the Government to make a 
reditable exhibition—one worthy of all that we are and all 
that we hope to be. It will have a beneficial effect on all the 
cially, I hope, on some Members of Congress who 


people— 


resent often exhibit a woeful lack of knowledge concerning | 


¢ material resources and the greatness and the grandeur and 
glory of our Pacific possessions, especially of Alaska and 


great Northwest, and enable them to get information 
ugh its agency that will aid them in the future to legis- 
a little more intelligently regarding the wants and the 
(is and the hopes and the aspirations of the progressive peo- 


re th Pacific side of our God-favored land. [Applause.] 
: rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
‘rom New York has expired. 


_ Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
he gentleman from Washington [Mr. CusHMan]. 


Mr. Cl ‘HIMAN. I would like to call to the attention of the 


House and the members of the Appropriations Committee two 
ms S sundry civil appropriation bill, both of which 
eins in conference and not agreed to at this time. 

* - Senate amendment No. 16, on page 9 of this bill. 
98 aon hich is not yet agreed to, seeks to appropriate 


* construction of a wharf and storehouse at Neah 
state of Washington. What makes this item more 
my judgment, than anything else {s that the wharf 
+ Rdla cai e designed to be constructed under this appropria- 
are used in connection with the ocean-going life- 
ich tug we appropriated for some two years ago. 
nt, it is most important that we have this appro- 
ld the wharf at that point, because without the 
irf it will be difficult, if not impossible, to properly 
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e Gov- | : : : : : 
The G | this connection I wish to emphasize two things: 


the counties in the State, | 


| been for a number of years, but I did 
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use this tug. The rugged character of the coast and shore line 
at that point tend to make the tug very nearly useless without 
the necessary wharf—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. The tug is not there. The tug has not yet 
started for the Pacific Ocean, and there will be no use for 
a dock until next year, and the dock can be constructed by the 
time the tug gets there. That is the reason we have not agreed 
te it. There will be no trouble about building the dock ulti 
mately. It is only a question of whether it should be built 
before it is needed or not. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I am glad to hear the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. TawNey] say that. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ton has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word about 
Senate amendment number 162 in this sundry civil bill, which 
is one of the items yet in dispute between the Senate and House 
conferees. This is the item that relates to the Alaska-Yukon- 

acific Exposition, which is to be held in the city of Seattle, 
in the State of Washington, in the summer of 1909. It is worse 
than useless for me to attempt in this little time to try to make 
any adequate statement regarding this great matter. The Sen- 
ate amendment provides for the appropriation of $700,000 in 
relation to this great exposition. When I say I hope the eon- 
ferees will agree to this item, I speak for not only myself and 
my two colleagues in this House, but for the great body of the 
people in the State of Washington, who are preparing to make 
this one of the greatest expositions ever held in America. In 
First, the Gev- 


The gentleman from Washing- 


Hawaii is ernment of the United States will never be called upon to loan 


any money to this exposition or to make good any deficit. 
That is provided for in the amendment itself, and is backed up 
by our people at home, who propose not only to make this ex 
position a success, but further than that to make their word 
good in relation to it. 

Second, I wish to emphasize the fact that the people who are 
behind this great exposition are not asking or expecting the 
United States Government to finance if. I firmly believe that 
there has never been held an exposition in the United States 
where the people have furnished much in proportion to 
what they ask of the Government as in this instance. There 


SO 


| will be spent, in my judgment, on the shores of Puget Sound 


on that great exposition by the people not less than $10,000,000. 
That great contribution represents the people; it represents 
the private enterprise of that region. That represents what 
the people themselves will do to make this exposition a 


suc- 
cess. In return they ask the United States Government to 
contribute the small sum of $700,000. They do not ask the 
Government for this $700,000 to finance the exposition, but 


merely that this amount be appropriated to cover the expense 
of the Government exhibit at that fair, and also that out of 
this amount may be set aside a sum to enable Alaska to make 
her exhibit, to enable Hawaii to make her exhibit. and to en- 
able the Philippine Islands to make their exhibit. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Washington has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment to 
this bill that I am very earnestly interested in and of much 
importance to the people I represent. But I think that the rule 
that has just been proposed for the agreement to this conference 
report in part and disagreement to other parts shows the ab- 
surdity of this House attempting to legislate under the present 
Republican organization of the House. It is supposed that a 
conference is appointed for the purpose of attempting to reach 


an agreement between the two Houses that shall be ratified 
by the Houses after they shall have reached an agreement. 
jut the conference committee, in this instance, come before 
the House with a bill containing 163 Senate amend ts. To 
these Senate amendments they propose to agree in toto except 
29, but 29 of these Senate amendments they propose to dis 
agree to. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They have reached an agreement on a 
but 29. We do not yield to the Senate on all of them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what I intended to say. 

Mr. MANN. That is very different from what the gentleman 
did say. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not mean that the House has lain 
down on all the amendments. I know it is cust ry for the 
House conferees to lie down f ! ! 


we 
on most amendm s ! HAs 
in 


not tend to say that 
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they had 
was that 


lain down on them all. But what I meant to say 
the House and the Senate have agreed to all but 


twenty-nine of these amendments, and the other twenty-nine | 


may want to disagree to them. Now, it has been customary 
for the conferees on a conference report, when they could not 
agree to an amendment, to bring the matter before the House 
and to submit the question as to whether the House would 
agree to the Senate amendments before they acted in 


erence to the matter. But the way this conference 
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| 
| 


ref- | 
report | 


is presented to the House to-day it is absolutely impossible | 
for any man on the floor of the House to vote intelligently | 


as to whether he will agree or disagree to these twenty-nine 
Senate amendments that are now in dispute. He may be 
in favor of one, he may be opposed to the others, but the con- 
ferees through this rule expect us to vote all up or all down, or 
to disagree to them all or agree to them all. More than that, 
under these rules they pick out these special amendments that 
they are interested in the House voting on, and decline to give 
the membership of this House the opportunity to vote on those 
amendments that the House itself has insisted on. 

Now, there is an amendment here, No. 83, to the sundry civil 
bill that is of vast importance to a very large number of people 
in the United States. It is not a question involving money. 
There is no dispute between the two Houses as to the amount 
of money that shall be expended, but it is a difference in ref- 
erence to procedure. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman refer to the provision 
that is to authorize the Geological Survey to test the coal of 
Alabama, Indiana, Pennsylvania, and other States, owned by 
private individuals? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I refer to that amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is what I thought. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnges]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smirn], if he has this bill, to please 
read the language of the amendment with reference to the 
Hermitage, if the gentleman will accommodate me. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have not the language before me. 
The amendment, as agreed to, gives $5,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course I have read everything 
in the Recorp, and so forth. I do not know whether you make 
it payable to the governor of the State or the Ladies’ Hermitage 
Association, or what. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
payable for repairs—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Repairs to be made by the proper department 
of the Government. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


It is not payable to anybody. It is 


Well, Mr. Chairman, the House 


The gentleman’s time has ex- | 


Mr. Speaker, I will ask now the | 


| ment between the two Houses 163 amendments. 


2 | have reached an agreement upon 134. There are still 29 am: 
committee reported $30,000 and the Senate committee $25,000 | - “x 


for this undertaking; that is, to aid the Ladies’ Hermitage As- | 


sociation to care for the Hermitage. 
has spent about $165,000 on this Hermitage farm—500 acres— 
and the Ladies’ Hermitage Association has spent about $28,000, 
co buy and presetrve what is known as the “ Hermitage,’ the 
home of Andrew Jackson, situated in 25 acres of the land 
controlled by the association. The Government of the United 
States has never paid one cent toward this patriotic un- 
dertaking. From the time Andrew Jackson was 13 years old 
down until he died he was a public factor—both a State and 
national benefactor in war and peace, 

From the time he was 13 he was a soldier, was wounded; and 
two of his brothers died in the war of the Revolution. Their 
graves are unknown, and the burial place of the mother is un- 
known. His father is buried somewhere in a graveyard in 
North Carolina, but they do not know exactly the spot where he 
is buried. 


care of the Hermitage and tomb of Jackson, and, I think, Mr. 
Speaker, with all sincerity 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield two minutes more. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do think, in all sincerity, for 
the great American Congress, representing nearly 90,000,000 of 
people, a Government that Jackson fought for from the time he 
was 15 until old age and disease took him away, to make this 
appropriation of $5,000 is an act that is not creditable to Con- 
gress, and I deeply regret the fact, and say so, I am almost 
tempted to say 


The time of the gentleman has 


The State of Tennessee | 


May 


20, 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is aware, I suppose, th 
Senate amendment only contemplated the appropriat 
$25,000, of which $20,000 was to be invested in bonds? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. So that under this amendment all the 1» 
that will be expended is appropriated? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. This appropriates as much money as the s 
amendment, or as far as the present expenditure of nx 
concerned. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. Why is not the gentleman just as well off 
this as he would be under the Senate amendment, wi: 
opportunity afforded hereafter of getting more than the a 
of the $20,000 investment in bonds would be every year? Aji j 
he stays in Congress I think undoubtedly he will secure every 
year a larger sum of money. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend for speaking as kindly as he does of this propositi 
and thank him for what he says of me. I am not here beeving 
nor is anybody else begging; it is something that the Federa 
Government has not done and should take a pride in doi 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s 
expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
minute. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not believe that future Congresses wi 
it is necessary, agree that $5,000 is the limit that the Amer 
Congress has of love and respect for Jackson. It can not 
weighed or measured in dollars and cents, of course, but $5,000 
to be given by this great Government, when Tennessee and her 
people have spent about $180,000, is a matter that I can not 
exactly reconcile. I am not prepared right now—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee |» 
an interruption? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have only a minute. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you think the American people measure 
their love and respect for their Presidents in dollars and cents? 

-Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No, indeed; but we ought to 
show—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the effect of your statement. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We ought to sufficiently show in 
a practical way that we really have that proper regard that they 
should have. But, as my friend from Illinois [Mr. Many] 
suggests, Congress can complete its offering at a future diy. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, there ee disagree- 

The confere 


time 


I will yield to the gentleman one : 


. if 
“an 


he 


rimit 


ments upon which no agreement has been reached. The) 
volve expenditures of $7,100,000. While I have no sy} 
with the method by which the House is asked to adopt t 
port, yet I do believe that the report should be agreed to, 


| that the House should further insist upon its disagree! 


the amendments upon which an agreement has not been 1 a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from \! 
sota has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield that, and any other time that r 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarTHOoLpT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, just a word on the 
ment to appropriate $3,000,000 to purchase a site for a !) 
ment building on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue 
city. I hope the House will insist on its opposition to t 
for two reasons: First, because it does not belong fo | 


| and, secondly, because the same matter will come U! 
| thrashed out in connection with the public buildinss 


| do not care at this time to express an opinion upon U 
So, laying aside the public services of Jackson to the State | 
and the United States, there is some reason why we should take | 


of the proposition. I hope the House will instruct _ 
mittee to insist upon its disagreement to that amen! 
the additional reason that if there was no public bul! 
pending at this time and there was a great public eu 
there might be a justification for putting this ite! 
sundry civil bill; but under the circumstances, since 
is bound to come up in connection with the other b 
the House will unanimously vote to instruct its 
insist on its opposition. oo. ’ 
Mr. MANN. Why not vote on the merits now - It ae 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OLcoTT). The questo 
on suspending the rules and agreeing to the order. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yeas and nays! 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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T) estion was taken, and there were—yeas 173, nays 80, 
‘ ‘present ” 12, not voting 122, as follows: 


YEAS—173. 

‘ Douglas Hiubbard, W. Va. Olcott 

‘ Draper Huff Olmsted 

; Mo. Durey James, Ollie M. Parker, N. J. 
Alex N.Y. Edwards, Ky. Jenkins Parker, 8. Dak. 
‘ Ellis, Mo. Johnson, Ky. Payne 

AI Ellis, Oreg. Keifer Pearre 

Ant Englebright Kennedy, Iowa Perkins 
aa Esch Kennedy, Ohio Pollard 

B Fairchild Kinkaid teeder 

Ba Fassett Knapp Reynolds 

B Fitzgerald Knowland Riordan 

B Focht Lafean Rodenberg 

R Fordney Landis Scott 

p Foss Lawrence Sherman 

B Foster, Ind. Lee Slemp 

Br Foulkrod Lindbergh Smith, Cal. 
Br French Lindsay Smith, lowa 
B Fuller Littlefield Smith, Mich. 
R Gardner, Mich. Longworth Snapp 

R Ohio Gardner, N. J. Lorimer Southwick 
("9 Gilhams Loud Sperry 

Cald d Gillett Loudenslager Stafford 

Cald Glass Lovering Steenerson 
Cat Godwin McCall Stephens, Tex. 
( : Goebel McDermott Sterling 

( Graff MeGavin Stevens, Minn. 
Cary Graham McGuire Sturgiss 

Char Granger McKinley, Ill. Sulloway 
Cha ' Greene McKinney Tawney 

( N. ¥ Hackney McLachlan, Cal. Taylor, Ohio 
( Hale Madden Thistlewood 
“ ( Hall Madison Thomas, N. C. 
Cook, I Hamilton, Mich. Mann Townsend 
Cooper, Pa Haskins Miller Volstead 
Cooper, Wis Hawley Mondell Waldo 

Coudre Hayes Moore, Pa, Wanger 
Crumpacke Henry, Conn. Morse Weeks 

( Higgins Mouser Wilson, Il. 
Dalzell Hinshaw Murdock Wood 

Davis, Minn Hitchcock Needham Woodyard 
Dawes Holliday Nelson Young 
Dawson Howell, N. J. Nicholls 

Den Howell, Utah Nye 

Diekema Howland O'Connell 

NAYS—80. 

Adamson Floyd Johnson, 8. C. Richardson 
Aik Foster, Ill, Jones, Va. Robinson 
Bartlett, Ney Fulton Jones, Wash. Rothermel 
Bes lex, Garner Keliher Rucker 

Bell, Ga. Garrett Kimball Russell, Mo. 
Booher Goldfogle Lamb Russell, Tex. 
Bowers Hamill Lassiter Sabath 
Burleson Hamilton, lowa Lloyd Saunders 
Burnett Hardwick Macon Shackleford 
Candler Harrison Maynard Sherley 

Clark, Mo. Hay Moon, Tenn, Sims 

Clayton Heflin Moore, Tex. Slayden 

Cooper, Tex, Helm Murphy Smith, Mo. 
Cox, Ind Henry, Tex. Padgett Stanley 
Craig Hobson Page Sulzer 
Cushman Houston Rainey Tou Velle 
Denver Howard Randell, Tex. Underwood 
Dixon Hughes, N. J. Ransdell, La. Watkins 
erris Hull, Tenn. Rauch Webb 
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Humphrey, Wash. Rhinock 


ANSWERED 


* PRESENT ”"—12. 


Williams 


Ber Gaines, Tenn. Lever Pujo 
Bu Gordon McMorran Small 
rood Haggott Parsons Talbott 
NOT VOTING—122. 
Allen Dunwell Kahn Peters 
Ansberry Dwight Kipp Porter 
Bant Edwards, Ga. Kitchin, Claude Pou 
Ellerbe Kitchin, Wm. W. Powers 
Favrot Knopf Pratt 
Fornes Kiistermann Pray 
Foster, Vt. Lamar, Fla, Prince 
Fowler Lamar, Mo. Reid 
Gaines, W. Va. Langley Roberts 
Gardner, Mass. Laning Ryan 
Gill Law Sheppard 
Gillesple Leake Sherwood 
Goulden Legare Smith, Tex. 
Gregg Lenahan Sparkman 
Griggs Lewis Spight 
Gronna Lilley Taylor, Ala. 
Hackett Livingston Thomas, Ohio 
Hamlin Lowden Tirrell 
Hammond McCreary Vreeland 
Harding McHenry Wallace 
Cole Hardy McKinlay, Cal. Washburn 
Cousts Haugen McLain Watson 
Cra — Hepburn McLaughlin, Mich.Weems 
ae Hill, Conn. MeMillan Weisse 
ood Hill, Miss. Malby Wheeler 
, Hubbard, Iowa Marshall Wiley 
Davey. | Hughes, W. Va. Moon, Pa, Willett 
Davidson” Hull, lowa Mudd Wilson, Pa. 
De Armen , Humphreys, Miss. Norris Wolf 
Driscoll Jackson Overstreet 


James, Addison D. Patterson 








S the order was adopted. 
a amp ing additional pairs were announced: 
* the session : 


- Borter with Mr. Bartierr of Georgia. 
t. BRavtey with Mr, GouLpen, 
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Until further notice: 

Mr. WeEEMs with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. TrrRrect with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

Mr. Porrer with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Parsons with Mr. Smiru of Texas, 

Mr. Overstreet with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Norris with Mr. SHerwoop. 

Mr. McMILLan with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. McLauGuuin of Michigan with Mr. Ret. 

Mr. McKintay of California with Mr. Pratt, 

Mr. Law with Mr. Patrrerson. 

Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. McLain. 

Mr. KiUsTeERMANN with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. Lowbden with Mr. LeGare. 

Mr. Knorr with Mr. CLaupe KircH in. 

Mr. Appison D. JAMes with Mr. Hackett. 

Mr. Hitz of Connecticut with Mr. Greaa. 

Mr. Hepsurn with Mr. Gorpon. 

Mr. Havucen with Mr. GILLespre. 

Mr. Gaines of West Virginia with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee, 

Mr. Fowrer with Mr. Lamp. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Dwienrt with Mr. ELLeRee. 

Mr. Driscoti, with Mr. De ARMOND, 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. CockKRAN. 

Mr. Roperts with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. Burke with Mr. Crark of Florida. 

Mr. BENNettT of Kentucky with Mr, CARLIN. 

Mr. Bepe with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. Beate of Pennsylvania with Mr, BropHEAD. 

Mr. BarcLtay with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Worr. 

Mr. JACKSON with Mr. WILLETT. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Pray with Mr. Spicnr. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Otcotr). Under the order 
the Clerk will read Senate amendment No. 9, upon which there 
| are twenty minutes’ debate; the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY] is entitled to ten minutes and the gentleman from 
| New York [Mr. Firzceratp] to ten minutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

9. Land for buildings for the Departments of State, Justice, and 
Commerce and Labor: To enable the Secretary of the Treasury, in his 


discretion, to acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, the 


whole of square Nos. 226, 227, 228, 229, and 230, in the city of Wash- 
one or two buildings thereon, 


ington, and toward the erection of 
| $3,000,000. That part of C street, Ohio avenue, D street, and E street 
lying between the squares named herein is hereby made a part of the 
site authorized by this provision. That should the Secretary of the 
Treasury decide to institute condemnation proceedings in order to se 
cure any or all of the land herein authorized to be acquired, such 
proceedings shall be in accordance with the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved August 30, 1890, f the enlarge 


vroviding a site for 
ment of the Government Printing Office (U. 8. Stats. L., vol. 26, ch. 
837). 


That a commission, to be composed of the Secretary of State, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Attorney-General, the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, and the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and 
Grounds, which is hereby created, shall report to Congress preliminary 
plans and an estimate of cost for one or two buildings to be erected on 
said site for the use of the Departments of State, Justice, and Com 
merce and Labor, and for other governmental purposes, sald prelimi- 
nary plans and estimate of cost to be paid for out of the appropriation 
herein made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like the attention of 
the House just a minute to state the proposition. This is the 
item, amendment number 9, to which I called attention in pre- 
senting the conference report. It involves the appropriation 
of $3,000,000 for the purchase of a site for departmental build- 
ings at the other end of Pennsylvania avenue upon which is 
now located the Regent Hotel, Chase’s Theater, and a number 
of other buildings in the block back of that toward the Mall. 
I do not care to discuss the merits of the proposition at this 
time. This House has twice practically, by unanimous consent, 
voted to reject this proposition, and a vote in favor of the 
motion to further insist upon our disagreement is a negative 
yote on the purchase of this proposed site. I will now yield 
one minute to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri open- 
ing the discussion upon the order gives as a reason for voting 
for the motion which is against the appropriation the fact that 
this same item was in the public building bill as a Senate 
amendment. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the Members of this 
House will vote according to their sentiments upon the merits 
of this proposition, if they are going to vote against it, and not 
merely vote against it because it happens to be in this bill in 
order to fight the same thing in the other bill. If the House is 
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“l to this propositi n 
now and have 


at this time, let us say so upon its 
further dispute about it with the 


mer 
Senate, 
Mr. TAWNEY. I 
from Miss ippi [Mr 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
lic buildings bill a 


ate 


Lig 


how 


Worry 
¥ 


yield one minute to the gentleman 
IAMS], 
iker, I understand that in the pub- 
is been made in line with this Sen- 
and I dare even to express the 
resentatives may prove itself not 
in eonference, but that the 
against this proposition; and I hope 
upon its merit, or rather upon its de- 
pt the challenge of the gentleman from 
ion. I do not see any reason why at 
» Government of the United States should 
» Regent Hotel and for this theater. 
the gentleman from Mississippi yield? 


Certainly. 


amendn 

hope that 1 > “4 I Rep 
altogether abs tely impotent 
House ‘ I vot 


te 
they 


MANN Will 
WILLIAMS. 
MANN. 


¢ 


{id the gentleman from Mississippi understand 
favor the $3,000,000 appropriation ? 
WILLIAMS. I did. 

Mr. ROBINSON. So did I. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all. [Laughter.] I said I favored 
the motion, which was to disagree to the Senate amendment, and 
I favored the motion to disagree on the merits of the proposi- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield to the gentleman one minute 
more, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if I had not been so deaf 
physically, or so stupid mentally, one or the other, I do not 
know which, as to misunderstand the gentleman from Illinois, 
1 would not have made this speech at all. I agree with the 
gentleman from Illinois, as he explains himself, absolutely. I 
agree with the gentleman from Minneseta, and I think the 
House conferees ought to stand for the House upon this proposi- 
tion. And, by the way, while I am talking about that, Mr. 
Speaker, I am tired of the House giving way to the Senate on 
everything. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Mississippi has again expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield to the gentleman two min- 
utes more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course, Mr. Speaker, I recognize that 
the House of Representatives has been made utterly ridiculous 
and absolutely impotent as a branch of the legislative power of 
the Federal Government. I know that that has occurred as a 
result of special rules that have been adopted by the House, 
in which the House has virtually confessed that the minority 
controls the House and that the majority can not control it 
with intelligent regard in its rules to the public business and 
the public welfare. It affords me so much pleasure, therefore, 
to stand with the gentleman from Minnesota and the gentleman 
from Illinois, now and then, upon a proposition that is made in- 
telligible to the House by subsequent explanation and which 
has been finally,comprehended by the House, that I do not 
know how sufficiently to thank the Republican majority for the 
opportunity that is given me to express my desire and accord 
with the gentleman from Illinois, so badly misunderstood a mo- 
ment ago, and the gentleman from Minnesota, not because of 
any lack of explicit statement by either, but because of the lack 
ef complete understanding by me. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is extremely modest—much more 
than he deserves to be. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to explain 
the situation to this side of the House. The Senate has put on 
in amendment appropriating $3,000,000 to buy several parcels 
if land on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, and the 
$3,000,000 are appropriated not only for the purchase of the 
ground, but to be applied to the erection of one or two public 
buildings. Nobody knows what the land will cost. No buildings 
authorized. If this land is to be bought, ft should 
be authorized in a definite and proper way. I do not think that 
it this time we should purchase in the District any large tracts 
of Jand for public buildings. The motion before the House is to 
further insist on disagreeing to the Senate amendment, and I 
hope this side of the House, in order to emphasize the position 
of the House, will vote “aye” on this motion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron], 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the House 
conferees will adhere to the last to their disagreement on Senate 
amendments 101 and 102. Amendment 101 provides for an ex- 
tensive and elaborate survey of Galveston Harbor and vicinity. 


Mr. 


The time of the gentleman 


have been 
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Amendment No. 102 provides for the diversion of a 
amount of the appropriation for that part of the Mj 
tiver between the mouth of the Missouri and Minnes 
the repairing of a levee on the west bank. Both of thy 
belong in a river and harbor bill, and it is a fact, whi 
score Members of this House know, that surveys have | 
fused at this session. To allow such an amendment 
would be to make of the sundry. civil bill a river and 
bill. 

The adoption of either of these amendments would | 
cided interference with the prerogatives of this Hous 
either of them been proposed here at the time the sun 
bill was under consideration, a point of order would have | 
mediately sustained. In order that we may have legis 
rivers and harbors that is fair to both Houses and judic 
the country, the rule sHould be the same in both Hi: 
submit there could be no worse tendency than to all 
items to be taken up by another committee, and that co) ee 
not a committee of the House, but the Appropriations « nit- 
tee of the Senate. I want to say further that the second 
one of a class that has been considered by the House (Co 
on Rivers and Harbors many times and has been rejected 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the crayamen 
of the gentleman’s objection to be that the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors of the House is set aside in regard to this : 
upon the merits of which he differs—— 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Not set aside. It is as if a question 
belonging to the Committee on Foreign Affairs should be re- 
ported upon by the Committee on the Aleoholie Liquor Trattic. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand; and he reinforces that ob- 
jection by the remark he has just made. I want to a him 
what the distinction is between the case he is now pr 
to the House and the case he the other day presented to the 
House. The other day, I believe, he advocated setting aside 
Committee on- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Ohio has expired. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe | 
ask for further time as I do not think the question is of 
cient importance to justify my asking am extension. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘Then I ask of the gentleman fro’ nne- 
sota [Mr. TawNey] time enough to complete the question and 
to receive a reply from the gentleman from Ohio, if he wishes 
to give it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Minnesota has only 
two minutes remaining and I would like to say something my 
self on that matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘Then in view of the fact that the 
is to be enlightened later on, by promise at any rate, 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] I shall not 
the question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield three minutes to the 
from New, York [Mr. SuLzer]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just a few words, to s 
am in favor of the House concurring in Senate a 
No. 9, now before the conferees, authorizing the Gove! 
acquire the land mentioned for suitable buildings [01 
partments of State and Justice and Commerce and |‘ 
is high time this was done, These great Departments 
Government should We suitably housed and homed 
buildings of their own. The Government pays every 
dreds of thousands of dollars for rent for offices for 
mental officials in the District of Columbia. The sa\ 
great rent expense for a few years would total the © 
purchase of the land and the construction of the 
buildings now eontemplated. We sliould do this now 
will be wise economy in the end. 

The eonferees on the part of the House in their par 
attitude to this commendable project seem to be pen 
pound foolish. Sooner or later this land must be © 
can be purchased cheaper now than hereafter, Soo! 
these buildings must be erected. It strikes me that 
best time to do it. The longer we wait the more it 
It is real economy to do it now. 

The House passed a day or so ago an omnibus pi 
ings bill carrying between twenty and thirty millions | 
Mueh of 1 
will be spent at way cross stations. Much of it was e! 
necessary. Much of it could be saved. Much of 
squandered. I am glad to say I did not vote for the »! 
of the vast sum carried in that bill could be saved, |! 
lated for the best interests of all the people, and coul 
for necessary Government buildings in the District of ‘ 


tain 
sippi 
Ss to 
tems 


three 


dle. 
Had 
civil 
Iih- 
1 on 
s for 
I 
These 


tt 


utter, 


ntineg 
iting 


j 
the 


The time of the gentlem: 


ia 


y 


cost, 


1 















































ernment is paying too much rent to-day for office room 
of private property in Washington. We should stop 
vernment should erect and own suitable buildings for | 
is in the capital. I believe it to be the wisest policy, | 
it will be economy in the long run. The Department 
wuld have a home of its own. The Department of | 
id have a temple that will be a credit to all the | 
an object of beauty forever to the capital. The | 
+ of Commerce and Labor should be housed in a suit- | 
( ment building. I trust the day is not far distant | 
whe Government will own all the property on the south side 
f | vania avenue from the White House to the Capitol 
nd build on it great and enduring and magnificent | 
idings that will be a credit to the Government, that 
nd the admiration of the people, and that will go far 
Washington the glorious capital it is destined to be— 
the est and the grandest and the most beautiful city in all 
the | 
a huildings should be up to date, sanitary, fireproof, and 
ful in an artistic sense as the constructive genius of 
ean make them. Let me call the attention of the | 
te one department of the Government—the Geological 
It is cramped and crowded in dingy, unsuitable, 
vned buildings—unsafe, unsanitary, and far from be- | 
i ¢ fireproof. The Government has spent millions of dollars to | 
data and gather the information now stored and filed 
Department. Its loss would be a catastrophe—a na- | 
tio lamity—and all this invaluable material is stored in an | 
id rat-trap of a building, wholly unsuited for the purpose, | 


ble to take fire and burn down any day or any night; | 
| this information, and all this data, all these priceless 
and all the work of years and years of human effort, 
at the cost of millions of dollars, should be destroyed by fire, 
the loss would be inealeulable and the material of years of in- | 
dustry could never be replaced. 

The very contemplation of delay in a matter so important as | 
minal. This great Geological Department should have | 
fireproof building for its home and to safeguard its priceless | 
work. I want to see this appropriation go through, and I do not 

re what bill earries it through. I am now, always have been, 
nd : ys will be a friend of wise ecuaomy in the expenditure 
if the people’s money, but I have no sympathy with the econ- 


records 


Wi 


omy, or rather parsimony, proclaimed by the conferees of | 
the House in their policy of straining at a gnat and swallowing | 
camel, and all to the detriment of the public welfare. 


Applause, | 


The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from New York 





has expired, 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 
um tl 


he gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suerriry]. 
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I speak for no parsimonious policy, but I do believe that this 





| House will never rise to its full dignity, will never occupy that 


place of importance in the country’s affairs or in the judgment 
of the people that was contemplated by the makers of the Con- 
stitution until it asserts, and emphatically asserts, its right to 
control the great appropriation bills and the other bills spending 
the money of the nation [applause], and we can not do it any 
too soon, and I hope that the vote of every Member will be an 
affirmative vote to insist upon the disagreement to the Senate 
amendment. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Sutzer] a few moments ago spoke about the parsimonious 
way in which we have treated the city of Washington, or the 
District of Columbia, in the public buildings bill, and I want to 
call to his attention and to the attention of the House the fact 
that the city of Washington, or the District of Columbia, dur- 
ing the last six or eight years has received a great deal more 
than its proportionate share of the money expended for public 
buildings throughout the States. We have expended, and are 
now expending, in the construction of public buildings, more 
than $12,000,000 in this city. No one can complain, therefore, 
that the Congress of the United States is discriminating against 


| the city of Washington in favor of the rest of the country. 


I believe that the time is coming when the Government should 
provide more room, more departmental buildings for the trans- 
action of the public business, but I submit that this is no time 
for us to consider a proposition that has not the support of any 
testimony in regard to the terms and conditions under which 


| this property is now held, or in regard to the value of the prop- 


erty that it is proposed to buy. A proposition like this has 
never been presented to the House of Representatives except 
as an amendment coming to the House from the Senate, and [ 
trust that the House on this occasion will, as it has on two 
previous occasions, vote unanimously to further insist upon its 


disagreement to this Senate amendment, and I move, Mr, 
Speaker, that the House do now further insist upon its dis- 


agreeing vote to Senate amendment No. 9. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is that the House 
do further insist upon its disagreement to Senate amendment 
No. 9. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I call for a division. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 229, nays 2, 


answered “ present ” 10, not voting 146. as follows: 
YEAS 


229 


| Adair Davis, Minn. Hawley Madison 
Adamson Dawes Hay Mann 

| Aiken Dawson Hayes Miller 
Alexander, Mo, De Armond Helm Mondell 
Ames Denby Henry, Conn, Moon, Tenn, 
Ansberry Denver Henry, Tex. Moore, Pa. 
Anthony Diekema Higgins Moore, Tex, 
Ashbrook Dixon Hinshaw Morse 
Barchfeld Durey Holliday Mouser 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, ordinarily I should regard 
thi iment with more favor than I feel it ought to be re- 
garded at this time. Some day, in a proper way, I hope to see 
Congress adopt a scheme that will make of Pennsylvania ave- 
nue the greatest thoroughfare in the world, but I believe that 
should be done, not by putting the buildings, as is suggested | 


ia avenue, and then place your buildings on the north side, 
ing the Mall, and have a street that will outrival the Ring- 
sse of Vienna or Prince’s street in Edinburgh, “the noblest 


au f Europe.” But the proposition that the House is con- 
fronted with now is whether we should appropriate $3,000,000 | 


in furtherance of an undigested plan, one not fully considered, 
put on appropriation bill in the closing days of Congress 
nd a lime when we are likely to have a deficiency in the 
ues. To my mind the voting of such an expendi- 

‘ slight consideration that is possible to this House 
would be the doing of not only a very unwise and 
je thing, but would amount to a disregard of our 
This House ought to insist that matters of this 
to be rushed through at the ninth hour by the 


are not 


uch as the appropriation bills must be passed, there- 
House can be whipped into receding from its position. 

been offered or brought in by the Committee on Ap- 

8 of this House it would have been subject to the 
hi a Order. If it had been offered by any Member upon 
— _ or it would have been subject to the point of order, and, 
‘oye td, for the House to surrender now is simply to en- 
slation of the most extravagant character. If we 


Y) 


it, i 
lore the 
if this } 
propriati 


int of « 


Courage 


oie to : : 
= ld . 1 analysis made of the expenditures of this Gov- 
ali Het) if 


by the ott . “te be surprising to see the amount that is added 

ing 4 viner branch and to see how much is put on in the clos- 

pected te - ongress. The House of Representatives was ex- 
‘0 be the guardian of the Treasury of the country. 


here, upon the south side, but by extending the Mall to Pennsyl- | 












Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bede 

bell, Ga. 
tooht r 
towers 

toyd 
Brantley 
Brownlow 


| Brundidge 


Burgess 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carter 
Cary 


niotts . . . Chaney 
putting them upon appropriation bills with the idea | Ghaun 


Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cocks, N. Y, 
Cole 
Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 





Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davidson 


Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 

Ferris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Focht 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foulkrod 
French 

Fuller 

Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Glass 

Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Graft 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hardwick 
Harrison 


Houston 
Howard 

Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 

Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash 


James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C, 
Jones, Wash, 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Legare 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
MecGavin 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 
Macon 
Madden 


Murdock 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Padgett 
Page 

Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 

Pou 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex, 
Ransdell, La, 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Ryan 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scott 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
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Alexander, ! 
Allen 
Andrus 
Danna 

arcl 

art! 

ite 


n 


B 
i 
B 
B 
Ii 
BK 
B 
i 
Ls 


Bre adil ey 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Burk 
Byrd 
‘alder 
aldwell 


‘lark, Fla, 
ton 


Stephens, Tex. 
, Minn. 


Stevens 
Sturg 
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Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watkins 
Webb 
Weeks 


NAYS—2. 


n 


Sulzer 


N SWERED “ PRESENT "— 10 


W 
enport 
NO! 
is, Me 
mn ebright 
avrot 
‘orne s 
oster, Vt. 
owler 
ardner, 
sil 
ebel 
! : 
Gould n 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
liackett 
Haggott 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Harding 
Ilardy 
Iiaskins 
Haugen 
Heflin 
Hepburn 
Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 


VOTING— 


Mass. 


Gillett 
MecMorran 
Small 

146. 
Jones, Va. 
Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 

Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo, 
Lamb 
Langley 
laning 

Law 

Leake 

Lee 

Lenahan 
Lewis 

Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Loud 

Lowden 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGuire 
Mcllenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Lill. 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


Wheeler 
Williams 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Talbott 


Patterson 
Pearre 
Peters 
Porter 
Powers 
Pratt 
Pray 
Prince 
Pujo 
Reid 
Richardson 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex. 
Sperry 
Spicht 
arnes 
Taylor, Ala. 
T homas, i 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weems 


Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. Maynard 
Hull, lowa Moon, Pa. 
Humphreys, Miss. Mudd 
Jackson Needham 
James, Addison D. Overstreet 
Jenkins Parker, 8. Dak. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. RopeNrnerG with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. Huenes of New Jersey. 
Mr. Wixson of Illinois with Mr. Tuomas of North 
Mr. McKIniey of Illinois with Mr. MAYNARD, 
Mr. Loup with Mr. McDermortr. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Lee. 
Mr. Drarer with Mr. Jones of Virginia, 
Mr. DoueLias with Mr. Horson. 
Mr. GILietr with Mr. Hrrencock. 
Mr. Bourett with Mr. Griges. 
Mr. ANpbrus with Mr. CLayTon. 
Mr. ALeExanper of New York with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. Garpner of Massachusetts with Mr. Heriin. 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. Haskins ‘with Mr. Lamps. 
Mr. Burton of Delaware with Mr. RIcHARDSON. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: 
Tawney, Mr. Smirn of Iowa, and Mr. Frrzaeraxp. 
EXTENSION OF RAILWAY LINES, DISTRICT OF 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
on the bill (8, 
in the lines of the 
pany, the 


Malby 
Marshall 


Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Iil. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolt 


Dri oll 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
edwards, Ga 


Mr. 


COLU MBIA, 


Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
Washington Railway and Electric Company, the City 


and Suburban Railway of Washington, and the Capital Traction 


Company, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
and ask to have the statement read. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk wili read the report. 


The Clerk read the report as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 
#02) authorizing certain extensions to be made of the lines 
of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company, the 
Washingten Railway and Electric Company, the City and Sub- 
urban Railway of Washington, and the Capital Traction Com- 
pany in the District of Columbia, and for other purpwses, hay- 


Carolina. | 


I call up the conference report | 
902) authorizing certain extensions to be made | 


May 20, 


a 
| 


| 


| ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as { 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to thx 

ment of the House and agree to the same with an anx 
as follows: In lieu of the language proposed by th 
insert the following: 

“That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad ( 
| be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to con 
| double-track connection with its tracks on EB street south). 

northwardly along First street east to East Capitol stre 
to connect with the tracks of the Washington Railway a 

| tric Company; also a double-track extension from D 
| avenue and C street northeastwardly along Delawar 
to the plaza in front of the Union Station, together 
double-track loop located as near as may be to the 
circumference of said plaza’ and passing in front of : 
to the Union Station; also a double-track connection ex- 
isting tracks on G street near New Jersey avenue N\W. and 
thence eastwardly to and along Massachusetts avenue, with 
such northerly deviations as may be necessary to bring the 
tracks immediately in front of and adjacent to the main 
entrance of the Union Station, to junctions with an existing 
track at Third and D streets NE. and at the northwest corner 
of Stanton square. 

| “$e. 2. That the City and Suburban Railway of Washing- 
ton be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to extend its 
double tracks on North Capitol street southwardly from the 
| intersection of G street to Massachusetts avenue, there to con- 
| nect with the tracks hereinbefore authorized on Massac! 
avenue, 

‘Sec. 3. That the Capital Traction Company of the District 
| of Columbia be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to 
construct and extend, by double tracks, the lines of its under- 
ground electric railroad from Florida avenue and Seventh street 
NW. southeastwardly along Florida avenue to its intersection 
with Eighth street east, thence southwardly along Fighth street 
to Pennsylvania avenue, there to connect with existing tracks 
of the Capital Traction Company; also a double-track ext 
sion from the tracks hereinbefore authorized on Florida avenue 
southeastwardly along New Jersey avenue to its intersection 
with Massachusetts avenue and First street west, thence along 


rior 


CUT 


setts 


said Massachusetts avenue southeastwardly to the said plaza, 
and with such northerly deviations as may be necessary to 
bring the tracks immediately in front of and adjacent to the 
main entrance of the Union Station, thence by such route as 
may be determined by the Commissioners of the Disirict of 
Columbia to the corner of Second and F streets NE., then 

| on F street north to Eight street east to connect with the | 

of the Capital Traction Company hereinbefore authorized 

a double-track extension of its lines from Seventh and | 

NW. eastwardly along T street to Florida avenue to « 
with the tracks of the Capital Traction Company here 
authorized; also a double-track extension of its lines fro! 
street and Delaware avenue NE. along Delaware avenue to 
plaza in front of the Union Station, together with a doub| 

loop passing in front of the station on said plaza; also a « 
track connection from First and B streets SE. nort 

along First street east to B street north. 

“Sec. 4. That the companies hereinbefore named be, 2! 
are hereby, permitted to lay duct lines on such streets 
| be necessary for the proper operation of their lines, the 
| tion of such duct lines to be approved by the Commissione! 
| District of Columbia, and the cost thereof and all | 
costs and expenses of construction, removal of tracks, 
| and restoration in this act mentioned shall be borne 
solely by said street railway companies, and they shal! | 
liable for all damages to persons and property occis 
any construction or work authorized by this act. 

“Src. 5. That the said street railway companies me! 
this act be, and they are hereby, authorized and require: 
eighteen months from the date of the passage of this 
it shall be the duty of each of them, to remove their © 
railway tracks and appurtenances from the followin 
and at the time of their removal to repair, restore, 
good in all respects the space now occupied by said 
tracks and appurtenances to the satisfaction and w1 
proval of the Commissioners of the District of ¢ 
namely: G street NW., from North Capitol street to 
sey avenue; C street north, from First street east | 
street east; D street north, from First street east | 
chusetts avenue; First street west, from © street 1 
street north; Sixth street west, from Louisiana 
B street north, and Louisiana avenue, from Fifth * 
to Sixth street west; and upon neglect or refus: il of 
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emove their respective tracks and to repave, repair, 
make good said space to the satisfaction of the 
ssioners within the time above limited, any said 
iy company so neglecting or refusing shall be 
ty of a misdemeanor and shall be subject to the 
vided in section 710 of the Code of Laws for the 


r) Columbia regarding the removal of abandoned 
, . . . . 
ty said Commissioners are authorized, without notice, 


id tracks and to repave the space oecupied by 


g iarge the cost thereof to such railroad company, 
9 iy be the manner or cost of doing said work, and 


cost thereof in the manner provided in section 


f Congress entitled ‘An act to provide a permanent | 
vernment for the District of Columbia,’ approved | 


| 3 ‘ 5. 
‘hat the construction of the underground electric 
etre ay lines in this act hereinbefore mentioned shall be 
within thirty days and completed on or before May 1, 
default of such commencement or completion 
| time or within the extension of time by this section 
orporate rights, franchises, and privileges of any 
iy company so in default shall immediately cease 
ne: Provided, That the Commissioners of the Dis- 
bia may, for good cause shown in writing, extend 
the t ir completion; but the said Commissioners shall in no 
Si int such extension for a longer period than six months. 
rhat where the route or routes provided for in this 
with each other or with the route or routes of ex- 
railways or street railways hereafter authorized 
to be operated or constructed, one set of double tracks only shall 
ted and shall be used in common, upon terms mutu- 
upon, or, in case of disagreement, upon terms deter- 
el he supreme court of the District of Columbia, which 
f sal and directed to give notice and hearings to the 
irties and to fix and finally determine the terms of 
kage: Provided, That there shall be two sets of 
tracks immediately in front of the main entrance to the 
on, facing Massachusetts avenue, the most northerly 
less than seventy feet from the axis of the south 
rtico of said station. 
Sec. hat authority is hereby given the Commissioners of 
District of Columbia to use such portions of reservation 
‘7 as may in their judgment be necessary for sidewalks 
roadways and for street railway use. And authority is 
n said Commissioners to acquire by purchase or to 
accordance with existing law, for street purposes, 
quare No. 626, lying north of the north building 
square No. 567, extended, as they may deem necessary, 
the st of acquiring said property as above shall be paid 
ostia and Potomac River Railroad Company: Pro- 
hat where a portion of any lot is authorized to be ac- 
ove the said Commissioners may, in their discretion, 
the entire lot; the portion thereof, when so acquired, 
* south of the north building line of square No. 567, ex- 
led, to become the property of said Anacostia and Potomac 
Railroad Company as soon as the entire cost of acquisi- 
‘ specified shall be paid by it. 
hat whenever, in the construction of the new tracks 
thorized, the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
‘ssary, in order to reasonably accommodate 
ar traflic, to widen the roadway of any street or streets 
| track or tracks are to be laid, such widening shall 
said Commissioners, the cost and expense of such 
uding the laying of new sidewalks, the adjust- 
ail underground construction, and of every public ap- 
shall be borne by the railway company constructing 
nd the said railway company shall deposit with 
‘of taxes of the District of Columbia in advance the 
t of changing or widening the said street or streets, 
he done by said Commissioners; and whenever, at 
ne, the Commissioners deem it necessary to widen 
adway of any street or streets occupied by the extensions 
ze, said railway company shall bear one-half the 
; and improving such street or streets, to be col- 
ime manner as the cost of laying or repairing 
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ne 
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he roadway of any street oceupied by such track 


OF tracks, ‘ company shall adjust the grade of its tracks to 





ne ‘ between the exterior rails of the tracks of said 
tra ind for a distance of two feet exterior to such 
= eet s is collectible, under the provisions of section 5 
led ‘An act to provide a permanent form of gov- 
a S e District of Columbia,’ approved June 11, 1878. 
chev, -l&t whenever in the construction of any of the 
r trvnra thorized it is necessary, in the opinion of the Com- | 
7 eae ‘he Distriet of Columbia, te improve, by paving 
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| the new grade of the street or streets, the cost thereof to be 
| borne by the said company in the same manner as the cost of 
| paving between the exterior of the tracks of the street railroad 
companies as referred to in the preceding section. 

“Sec. 11. That the arrangement of all tracks herein author- 
ized within the lines of the plaza in front of the Union Station 
Shall be in accordanee with the plans approved by the Comn 


iS 


sioners of the District of Columbia, and all work of constru 
tion and extension herein authorized shall be executed in ac 
cordance with plans to be approved by the Commissioners of 


the District of Columbia and under a permit or permits from 
| said Commissioners. 

~ Sec. 12. That existing transfer arrangements between the 
Washington Railway and Electric Company and the Metro} 
tan Coach Company, a corporation of the District of Colum! ia, 
shall not be terminated, except by authority of Congré and 
unless said Metropolitan Coach Company shall, within one year 


oli 


after the passage of this act, substitute motor vehicles to be 
approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, for 
the herdics now used by it, its right to operate its line shall cease 
and determine: Provided further, That all transfers issued by 


the Metropolitan Coach Company shall be 


properly dated an 
punched as to time limit as provided by ru 


os and regu ! 


iMo1LisS 
to be made, altered, and amended from time to time by t’ e In 
terstate Commerce Commission, and that unless said transfers 
are so dated and punched the Washington Railway and Ele 
trie Company shall not be required to receive them. 
‘Sec. 13. That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 


Company and the Capital Traction Company be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and required, jointly, to construct, maintain. 
and operate, by overhead trolley, temporary railway tracks for 
passenger service from the Union Station to the intersection of 
Delaware avenue and C street north, said tracks be con- 
structed within sixty days from the date of the approval of 
this act, in accordance with plans approved by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, said tracks to be main- 
tained by said companies to the satisfaction of said Commi 
sioners, and to be removed by said companies after the con- 
struction of the permanent street railway tracks herein pro- 
vided for within thirty days after notice from said Commis 
sioners so to do: Provided, That the companies herein named 
may, at their option, substitute permanent underground for 
temporary overhead construction on Delaware avenue from © 
street to the southern edge of the plaza, and thence by tempo- 
rary underground construction to the north line of Massachu- 
Setts avenue; such temporary construction to be removed within 
thirty days from the date of operation of cars over the perma- 
nent construction provided for in section 1 of this act. 

“ Sec. 14. That the railway companies affected by this act shall 
have, over and respecting the routes herein provided for, the 
same rights, powers, and privileges as they respectively have 
or hereafter may have by law over and respecting their other 
routes, and shall be subject in respect thereto to all 
provisions of their charters and of law. 

“Sec 15. That no transfer ticket or written or printed instru- 
ment giving or purporting to give the right of transfer to any 
person or persons from a public conveyance operated uy 1e 
line or route of a street railroad, or from one car to another car 
upon the line of any street railroad, shall be issued, sold, or 
given except to a lawfully entitled thereto. Any 
person who shall issue, sell, or give away such a transfer ticket 
or instrument as aforesaid to a person or persons not lawful y 
entitled thereto, and any person or persons not lawfully entitled 
thereto who shall receive and use or offer for passage any such 
transfer ticket or instrument to another with intent to have 
such transfer ticket used or offered for passage shall be pun- 
ished by a fine not exceeding twenty-five dollars. 

“Sec. 16. That every street railroad company or corporation 
owning, controlling, leasing, or operating one or more street 
railroads within the District of Columbia shall on each and all 
of its railroads supply and operate a sufficient number of cars. 
clean, sanitary, in good repair, with proper and safe power, 
equipment, appliances, and service, comfortable and convenient, 
and so operate the same as to give expeditious passage, not to 
exceed fifteen miles per hour within the city limits or twenty 
miles per hour in the suburbs, to all persons desirous of the use 
of said cars, without crowding said cars. The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission is hereby given power to require and com- 
pel obedience to all of the provisions of this section, and to 
make, alter, amend, and enforce all needful rules and 
tions to secure said obedience; and said Commission 


To 


Qe. 


the other 


on ol 


passenger 


regula- 


is given 


power to make all such orders and regulations necessary to 
the exercise of the powers herein granted to it as may be 


| reasonable and proper ; 
| tions, their officers 


and such railroad companies or corpora- 
and employees, are hereby required to 
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obey all the provisions of this section, and such regulations 
and orders as may be made by said Commission. Any such 
colpany or corporation, or its officers or employees, violating 
any provision of this section, or any of the said orders or regu- 
lations made by said Commission, or permitting such violation, 
shaii be punished by a fine of not more than one thousand 
dollars. And each day of failure or neglect on the part of such 
company or corporation, its officers or employees, to obey each 
and all of the provisions and requirements of this section, or 
the orders and regulations of the Commission made thereunder, 
shall be regarded us a separate offense. 

“Sec. 17. That prosecutions for violations of any of the pro- 
visions of this act shall be on information of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission filed in the police court by or on behalf 
of the Commission. 

“ SEC, 
or repeal this act.” 

And the House agree to the same, 


That the House recede from its amendment to the title of | 


the bill. 
S. W. SMITH, 
P. P. CAMPBELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
CHESTER I. LONG, 
THoMAS S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement is as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on | 
the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on the amendment | 


of the House to the bill (S. 902) “authorizing certain exten- 
sions to be made of the lines of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company, the Washington Railway and Elec- 


tric Company, the City and Suburban Railway of Washington, | 
and the Capital Traction Company in the District of Colum- | 


bia, and for other purposes,’ 
ment 


submit the following written state- 
in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon 


and submitted in the accompanying conference report on the | 


agreed amendment to the House amendment, namely : 

Sections 1 and 2 provide for the arrangement and location of 
tracks unanimously recommended by the Engineer Commis- 
sioner of the District of Columbia, the architects and engineers 
of the Terminal Company, and the engineers and traffic experts 


of the various street railway companies, and the House recedes. | 


Section 8 provides for the extension of lines by the Capital 
Traction Company from Florida avenue and Seventh street 
NW., along Florida avenue to Eighth street east, and thence to 
Pennsylvania avenue SE.; from Florida avenue along 
Jersey avenue to Massachusetts avenue to the Union Station 


plaza; from the Union Station plaza on F street NE, to Eighth | 


street east; from Seventh and T streets NW. eastwardly along 
T street to Florida avenue; from First and B streets SE. north- 
wardly along First street east to B street north; also provides 
the Capital Traction Company with the necessary right to oc- 


cupy Delawara avenue to the Union Station plaza. The Sen- 


recedes on extensions along Delaware avenue to the plaza, and 


First street east from First and B streets SE. to B street north. | honmian 
Section 4 provides for the laying of duct lines by the various | ; 


companies, and is as passed by both Houses, 

Section 5 provides for the removal of tracks which by reason 
of the extensions and changes set forth in sections 1, 2, and 3 
will necessarily be abandoned, and the Senate recedes. 

Section 6 provides that the date of completed construction 


recedes, 

Section 7 provides for the customary occupation of tracks in 
common, and is as was passed by both Houses. 

Section 8 provides that the cost of acquiring certain necessary 


private property shall be paid by the Anacostia and Potomac | 


River Railroad Company instead of by the City and Suburban 
Railway of Washington, as amended by the House, and the 
House recedes. 

Section 9 grants the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
authority to widen, if necessary, the roadway of any street or 
streets in which tracks are to be laid, and is as passed by both 
Houses. 

Section 10 provides for possible changes of grade, and is as 
passed by both Houses, 


1k. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, | 


New | 
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Section 11 provides for approval of all construction work py 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and is as passeq 


by both Houses. 

Section 12 provides for the continuance of existing tra 
rangements between the Washington Railway and Elect) 
pany and the Metropolitan Coach Company in language 
rially amended in conference. 

Section 13 provides for the construction of temporary 
with a proviso permitting the companies to substitute pe: 
underground for temporary overhead construction fro) 


sfer ar- 
Com- 
umate- 


tracks 
nanent 
Dela- 


ware avenue and C street to the north line of Massachusetts 


avenue, and the House recedes. 

is as passed by both Houses. 
is as passed by the House, and the Senate recedes, 
confers upon the Interstate Commerce Commission 
make effective all of the provisions of the section 
with the character of service to be furnished by 


Section 14 
Section 15 
Section 16 
authority to 
which deals 


the street railway companies of the District of Columbia, and 
the Senate recedes. 

Section 17 provides that prosecutions for violations of any of 
the provisions of this act shall be on information furnished by 


| the Interstate Commerce Commission and filed in the police court 


by or on behalf of the Commission, and the Senate recedes, 
Section 18 is as passed by both Houses. 

S. W. Situ, 

P. P. CAMPBELL, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
the conference report. 


Mr. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


PAYNE. 


RECESS. 
Pending that, I move that the House tiuke a 
recess until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 


Mr. PAYNE. 


is present. 
The 


SPEAKER. 


The 


Chair will count. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to agree to 


The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 


{After counting.] 


One hundred and seventy gentlemen are present—not a quorum. 
The Doorkeeper will close the doors; the Sergeant-at-Arms wil! 
notify absent Members; as many as favor the motion will, as 
their names are called, answer “ yea;” as many as are opposed 


will answer “nay; ” 


“ present,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 137, nays (7 

answered “ present ’—11, not voting 172, as follows: 

YEAS—137. 


Ames 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Beale, la, 
Bede 
Bonynge 


| Booher 


Boyd 


| Brownlow 


Burleigh 


| Calderhead 
ate recedes on the extensions along Florida avenue, New Jersey | 


- 71 | Capron 
avenue, Eighth street east, and F street NE.:; and the House | — 


Campbell 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 


Cocks, N. Y. 


| Cole 
| Conner 


Cook, Colo. 


| Cook, Pa. 


Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 


. . : | Coudrey 
of the underground electric street railway lines authorized be | : 


extended from February 1, 1909, to May 1, 1909, and the House | 


Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Dawes 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Diekema 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ashbrook 
Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Ga, 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Burgess 


Douglas 
Driscoll 

Ellis, Oreg. 
Esch 

Fassett 

Focht 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Foulkrod 
French 

Fuller 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 

Glass 

Graff 

Greene 
Hamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hawley 
Hayes 
Henry, Conn, 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Huff 


Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Landis 

Law 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 

Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMillan 
Mann 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa, 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Norris 

Nye 

Olcott 
Olmsted 
Padgett 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 


Humphrey, Wash. Payne 
NAYS—-67. 


Burleson 
Burnett 
Candler 
Carter 
Clark, Mo. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Denver 
Dixon 
Ferris 


Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
Foster, Il. 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Godwin 


those present and not voting wil! answe! 


Pearre 
Pollard 
Dray 
Rainey 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rodenberg 
Russe!! 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sherman 
Slemp 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, 
Southw 
Sperry 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgi 
Sullow 
Tawne) 
Taylo 
Thistl J 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wange 
Wheel 
Wilson 
Woody l 
Young 


uf 
lich. 


Hackn 
Harr! 
Hay 
Helm 
Henrys 
Houst 
Hugh 
James 
Johns 
Johns: 








th 


Vy 


Mr. HAL 


KENN 


Nicholls 
O'Connell 
Page 

lou 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Rhinock 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—A11. 


Davenport 
Granger 
Haggott 
NOT 
Ellis, Mo. 
Englebright 
Fairchild 
Favrot 
Flood 
Fornes 
Foster, Vt. 


} owler 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 


Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graham 
Gr 


r 








qronna 
Hackett 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Heflin 
Hepburn 
Hill, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 
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Riordan 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Sherley 
Sims 


Jenkins 
Lamb 
MeMorran 


VOTING 72. 


Kipp 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lee 

Legare 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McDermott 
MecGavin 
McGuire 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, DL. 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Morse 


Humphreys, Miss. Mudd 


Jackson 


Nelson 


James, Addison D. Overstreet 


Kennedy, lowa 


Parker, 8. Dak. 


with Mr. SuLzer. 
py of Iowa with Mr. HARDWICK. 


Mr. Netson with Mr. GRANGER. 
Mr. LovertNe with Mr. SLaypDEN. 


Mr. I 


Vy 


| 


ATI 


s with Mr. Bartrietr of Nevada. 
urton of Ohio with Mr. Ranvett of Texas. 
vis of Minnesota with Mr. LASSITER. 


Mr. Denny with Mr. ANSBERRY. 


Mr. Eruis of Missouri with Mr. BrRuNDIDGE. 


Mr. Farrcnitp with Mr. Coorrer of Texas. 


Mr 
Mr 









Mr 







Mr 


"™ 







ow 






\ 






) 


















The 


Ha 
ALI 


LON 
SNAPP 

SPEAKER, 
ring 


ording 


2 a TeCE 


A letter 


& letter fro 


» 


' 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 


the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 


with Mr. GoLproGLe. 
EN with Mr. LEVER. 
‘wortH with Mr. Hvurx of Tennessee, 
Mr. Mappen with Mr. Rucker. 

with Mr, SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. Sterrine with Mr. Smiru of Missouri. 
KNapp with Mr. STANLEY. 

On this vote the ayes have 137, noes 67, 
“present” 11, a quorum. 
have it, and the Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

(at 6 o'clock and 36 minutes p. m.) the House | 
ss until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow, May 21, 1908. 


e Chief of E 


ngineers, report of examination of 
nessee (H. R. Doc. 951)—to the Committee on 


Stephens, Tex. 


Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 


Small 
Talbott 


Patterson 
Perkins 
Peters 
Porter 
Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 
Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid 
Richardson 
Roberts 
Rucker 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mo. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 


Thomas, N. C. 


Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 

Wood 


‘erk announced the following additional pairs: 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


ors and ordered to be printed. 


the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
e Chief of Engineers, report of examination of | 
ver, Virginia (H. R. Doc. 9 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with | 


1 the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of water- 


52 


—to the Commit- 
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way connecting Puget Sound with Lakes Union and Washington 
(H. R. Doe. 953)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of South River, North Carolina (H. R. Doc. 954)—te 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of harbor of Gary, Ind. (H. R. Doc. 955)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustrations. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Clainis, trans- 
| mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph Roberson, administrator of estate of Joseph W. Rober- 
son, against The United States (H. R. Doc. 956)—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
copy of the acts and resolutions of the second session of the 


fourth legislative assembly of Porto Rico (S. Doc. 479)—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7091) to grant 
to the State of Mississippi certain lands for the use of the 
common schools of that State, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1715), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11325) an- 
thorizing rebate of duties on anthracite coal imported into the 
United States from October 6, 1902, to January 15, 1908, and for 
other purposes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1716), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. PARSONS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19914) au- 
thorizing the sale of lands at the head of Cordova Bay, in the 
Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1717), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22013) to establish 
a naval militia and define its relations to the General Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes, reported the same without amend 
| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1718), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
| the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
| which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 78) 
establishing the boundary line between the States of Colorado 
and Oklahoma and the Territory of New Mexico, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1726), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6805) to encour- 
age the development of coal deposits in the Territory of Alaska, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1728), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Sen- 








ate (S. 3433) to establish on the coast of the P States a 
station for the investigation of problems connected with the 
marine-fishery interests of that region, reported the same wit] 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1729), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (8S. 6335) to establish a fish 


cultural station 


in the State of Minnesota, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1730), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, 
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COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8448) to pay Velvia 
Tucker arrears of pension due her father, William N. Tucker, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 
(No. 1719), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9617) for the relief 
of Joseph Swisher, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1720), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21571) for the relief of John T. Free- 
man, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1721), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21781) for the relief of William F. 
Sinithey, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No, 1722), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 21782) for the relief of Joseph S. 
Muster, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1723), which said bill and report were referred 


REPORTS OF BILLS AND 


jaw), 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18639) for 
the relief of George W. Wickes, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No, 1724), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22017) for the relief 
of William Parker Sedgwick and others, and for other pur- 





poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 


a report (No, 1725), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 22026) authorizing a 
survey of the West Fork of White River, Indiana—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 22027) to authorize inscrip- 
tions to be made on the tombstones of officers or enlisted men 
of the United States Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the regu- 
lar or volunteer forces who may be buried in any of the national 
cemeteries, using the highest lineal and brevet rank held in the 
militia, Naval Militia, or National Guard of any of the States, 
Territories, or District of Columbia—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 22028) authorizing a survey 
of Black Fish Bayou, in St. Francis County, Ark., from its | 
mouth of Fifteen-Mile Bayou, witha view to improving the navi- 
gation thereof—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H, R. 22029) to incorporate the | 
Congressional Club—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Ry Mr. COCKRAN: A bill CH. R. 22080). creating a special 
commission to devise a method of ending delays:in the disposal 
of causes by courts of the United States, frequently amounting 
to denials of justice and tending to impair public confidence in 
the judicial department of this Government—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 22031) to establish a fish | 
hatchery and biological station in the State of Oklahoma— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R, 22082) to regulate the | 
granting of injunctions and restraining orders—to the Commit- | 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill CH. R, 22083) to fix a license 
fee and regulate soliciting orders, making sales, or exhibits 
of women's wearing apparel or headgear, by sample, picture, or 
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model of any description, by nonresidents within the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum)ji:. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware (by request): Joint resoly. 
tion (H. J. Res. 187) proposing an amendment to the (Consti. 
tution acknowledging the Deity in this foundation dociunent of 
the Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: Resolution (H. Res. 420) providing for 
the publication of 2,000 copies of plan of the Constitution py 
Pelatiah Webster, and so forth—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War (Clains: 
tesolution (H. Res. 421) referring to the Court of Claims the 
bill H. R. 21781—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, resolution (H. Res. 422) 
ferring to the Court of Clgims the bill H. R. 21782 
vate Calendar. 


re 
to the Pri- 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 22034) for the relief of 
the State of Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 22035) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Potter—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22036) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Toney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 22037) for the 
relief of Robert B. Rodney—to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 

By Mr. CAULFIELD: A bill (H. R. 220388) granting a pen 
sion to John H. McBride—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill. (H. R. 22039) for the relief of the 
widow of Frederick W. Raether—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22040) for the relief of Patrick Powell— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (TI. R. 
granting an increase of pension to Charles B. Smith 
Committee on Invalid lensiors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22042) granting an increase of pensi 
Stephen H, Chew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22048) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Brewster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 22044) granting an increase of |» 
Cephas Applebee—to the Committee on Invalid DPensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22045) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward G. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 22046) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Coles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22047) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid l’ensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22048) granting an increase of pensioi to 
Richard Gennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (CH. R, 22049) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Ranigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22050) granting a pension to Thomas >. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 22051) to correct the military re 
Bernard Rodgers—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R, 22052) to correct the military recor 
Patrick McClafferty—to the Committee on Military Aflai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22053) to correct the military ™ 


22041) 
to the 


nh to 


sion to 


“ord of 


| Daniel O’Sullivan—to the Committee on Military Affa 


By Mr. GILHAMS: A bill (H, R, 22054) granting « 
of pension to August C. Hartwig—to the Committee on | 
By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R, 22055) for th 

A. H. Nichols—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 22056) granting an | 
pension to Gabriel Duffy—to the Committee on i) 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 22057) granting an increase ot 
Thomas H. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Also, a bill (CH. R, 22058) granting an increase ©! 
Jacob Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill CH. R. 22059) granting an increase 0! 
William 8. Dontt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. BR. --""" 


| the relief of the State of Kentucky—to the Committ 


Claims. 
By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 22061) for the ! 
M. L, George—to the Conimittee on War Claims, 































































the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
LB \icGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 22068) granting an increase 
to Franklin Spurgeon—to the Committee on Invalid 


prgo: A bill (H. R. 22064) for the relief of the 
ez Tanner, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. | 
B ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 22065) for the relief of | 
i. A. Crutcher, deceased—to the Committee on War 


| 

j 

B SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 22066) for the relief of | 

{. Helveston and others—to the Committee on Mili- | 

B STURGISS: A bill CH. R. 22067) granting a pension | 
, Sponseller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 22068) for the relief of the 

‘eorge Lloyd Raley—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
ners re laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of District No. 5, United Mine 
Workers of America, favoring Senate bill appropriating $195,000 | 
for protecting lives of miners—to the Committee on Mines and | 
Mining 

\lso, petition of H. P. Dougherty, representing Division No. | 
“8. Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Newcastle, Pa., 


the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill and Graff ash-pan bill 





(‘H. R. 171387 and H. R. 19795)—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 
By M ALEXANDER of New York: Petitions of Louis | 
Picard Henry Moses, for amendment to Sherman antitrust | 


iw and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour 

aw—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Nevada: Petition of citizens in mass 
at Tekamah, Nev., for the Acheson bill to dam the 

juor traffic at every State line by prohibiting all interstate 

in liquor—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | 

Commerce, 


\lso, petitions of Goldfield Typographical Union, No. 105, of | 





(i Jd; Union No, 1417, of Tonopah, and Union No. 1581, of 
Rhyoli te, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
{merica; Tonopah Trades and Labor Council, of Tonopah; 


lonopah Union, 

d Paper Hangers of America; H. E. Wilson, John W. Brooks, 

d A. L. MeFadden, of Goldfield; Union No. 1326, 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Ely; 
\. H. Ruffles, J. J. Dranger, and W. H. McNulty, of Tonopah; 
Local Union No. 801, Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Inter- 

ional Alliance, of Tonopah, all in the State of*Nevada, for 
amending Sherman antitrust law by passage of Wilson Dill 
(Hl. R. 20584) and for passage of Pearre bill (H. R. 94) relat- 
ng to injunctions, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour Goy- 


ernment employee bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
by Mr. BURKE: Petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., for 
dment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), for 


Pearre bill CH. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined gen- 
eiployers’ liability law, and for an eight-hour law—to the 
mmittee on the Judiciary. 
\lso, petition of Pittsburg Construction Company, against any 
injunet legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
by Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Madison, Me., for 
micment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, 
ability, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee 
ry. 
RTON of Ohio: Petition of Lodge No. 132, Brother- 
way Trainmen, favoring the Rodenberg anti-injunc- 
| the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill 
itlee on the Judiciary, 


vers 
e Jud 
_ By Mr. B 
hood of R 


hill 


No. 34, Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, | 


United | 


to the | 





America, for repeal of duty on wood pulp 
on Ways and Means. 


anti-injunction legislation 


delphia, 
known as the “Wilson bill” 
(H. R. 94), and the employers’ liability bill. 


and Kenosha, Wis., for amendment to Sherman antitrust 
and for 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Ill, for S. 4432, 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ciation, of Streator, 
trust law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


of Chicago, 
amending the Sherman antitrust law; H. R. 94, to define the in- 
junction power and restrain its abuse; 
employers’ liability law, and for the extension of the provisions 
of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


tional highways commission 
for Federal assistance in construction of public highways 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


dacks, favoring H. R. 10457, for forest 
Mountains and Southern Appalachian Mountains 
mittee on 


amendments 
Judiciary. 


Lodge, No. 84, Division of Locomotive Firemen and 
of Battle Creek, Mich., favoring the Rodenberg anti-injunction 
bill 





“so, petitions of United Trades and Labor Council of Cuya- 
ga Co Amalgamated Wire Weavers’ Protective Associa- 
= $ of Bellaire; Local No. 77, I. L. M. and T. A., of 
‘-"* citizens of Cleveland and New Straitsville, and 
: i. B. L. U. of A., Local No. 10, all in the State of 
» Tor idment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the 
One ot, iployers’ liability, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
me "Ms _the Judiciary. 
pas Ol rLER: Petition of the Building Association 
neue of insylvania, for amendment of H. R. 18525 so as 
oo i its operations building and loan associations | 
lat foan their members only—to the Committee on Ways 


and Mea 
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By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Lewis H. Campbell and other 


citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., for amendment to Sherman anti- 
trust law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of United Master Butchers’ of 


to the Committee 


Association 


Also, petition of Ode & Gerbereux, of New York City, against 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOK of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Phila- 
for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law 
(H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Racine 
law, 


Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour 


Also, petition of Milton S. Harrington, of Elkhorn, Wis., for 


reimbursement by the Government for property taken and de- 
stroyed by the 
Hall, Oreg., in the Miltmore massacre—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


sannock Indians on August 31, 1859, near Fort 


By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of Stoneware Potters’ 


Union of Red Wing, Minn., against any constitutional amend- 
ment 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


intended to extend the right of naturalization—to the 


Also, petition of labor organization of Red Wing, Minn., for 


|} amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill, 
employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


to the Com- 


By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Hand in Hand Lodge, No. 183, 


Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Clinton, Iowa, for ex- 
emption of labor unions from the operations of the Sherman 
antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, for the 
employers’ liability act, and for the eight-hour law 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


to the Com- 


By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Dr. George Giles, of Earleville, 


for betterment of Dental Corps in the Army— 


Also, petition of Retail Merchants’ Association of Illinois, 


against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, 


Also, petition of the James R. Foard Company, of Balti- 


more, Md., against restriction of carrying material and sup- 


plies to the Panama Canal to American ships—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, petition of Branch No. 3, Glass Bottle Blowers’ Asso- 


Ill., for amendment to the Sherman anti- 
Also, petition of Commercial Telegraphers’ Union of America, 


Ill., for the enactment of the bill (H. R. 20584) 


for the enactment of an 


Also, petition of National Grange, for the creation of a na- 
(H. R. 15837) and appropriation 


to 


Also, petition of Association for the Protection of the Adiron- 
in White 
to the Com- 


reservations 


Agriculture. 
By Mr. FULTON: Petition of legislature of Oklahoma, for 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Memorial of 


Calhoun 
Engineers, 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GRAHAM: Paper to accompany bill for 
Pembroke B. Banton—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, petition of Dickerson Run Lodge, No. 632, for Rodenberg 


relief of 


| anti-injunction bill (CH. R. 19795) and for the Hemenway-Graff 
safety ash-pan bill 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Carpenters’ District Council and citizens of 
Pittsburg, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 


20584), and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, 
and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petitions of Builders’ Exchange League and Master 
Builders’ Asseciation, of Pittsburg, Pa.; Thomas W. Irwin Man 
ufacturing Company, Builders’ Exchange League, and Master 
Builders, of Allegheny County; Union Steel Castings Company, 
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and United Engine and Foundry Company, against anti-injunc- | 
tion legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George N. Capp, delegate of Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, Divisions Nos. 411 and 452, favoring the 
Rodenberg anti-injunction and the Hemenway-Graff safety ash- 
pan bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of officers and members of | 
the Sarah E. Doyle Club, of Providence, R. I., and the Rhode | 
Island Sorosis, urging the passage of H. R. 18445, to investigate | 
and develop methods of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Local No, 632, United Brotherhood Carpenters 
and Joiners of America, of Providence, R. I., urging passage of 
Wilson bill, to amend the Sherman antitrust law, the Pearre 
bill, the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to | 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Minnesota State Association | 
ef Builders’ Exchanges, against anti-injunction legislation—to | 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Carpenters’ Union, No. 483, for 
amendment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), for the | 
Pearre bill (H. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined general | 
employers’ liability law, and for an eight-hour law—to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Jose, Cal., for amendment | 
to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, employers’ liabil- 
ity bili, and eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

$y Mr. HOWLAND: Petition of Lodge No. 32, Brotherhood | 
of Railway Trainmen, of Cleveland, Ohio, for the Rodenberg 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUFF: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
Gabriel Duffy, Thomas H. Campbell, Jacob Kelley, and Wil- 
liam 8S. Dontt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Pat- 
erson, N. J., for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 
20554, a general employers’ liability law, and bill limiting a 
day’s labor to eight hours upon work done by the Goyernment— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of citizens of Oswego, N. Y., for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, em- 
ployers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of citizens of the Twentieth Con- 
gressional District for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and 
H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law, and bill limiting a 
day’s labor to eight hours upon work done by the Government— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Cigarmakers, Printers, 
Weavers, and Shoe Workers’ unions of North Adams, Mass., for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, em- 
ployers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary 
Saylors, heir of Henry Pritchard, deceased, late of Whitfield 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of Minnesota State Associa- 
tion of Builders’ Exchanges, against the passage of anti-injunc- 
tion bills now pending—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of Local Union No. 2200, 
United Mine Workers of America, of Sixmile Run, Pa., for 
amendment to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), and for 
earre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
of Thomas Duty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of BE. A. Scott and others, for | 
the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill and Hemenway-Graff safety 
ash-pan bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of United Master Butchers’ Asso- | 
ciation of America, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for removal of tariff 
on wood pulp—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Agrarian League of Cuba, favoring an in- 
crease of freedom of trade between the island of Cuba and the 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, 
favoring the Fowler credit-currency bill, and for legislation 
to amend the Sherman antitrust law, to regulate and limit the 
issuance of injunctions, to establish employers’ liability, and 
to extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Robert E. Jackson, for legislation to prevent | 
President or Cabinet officers from taking active part in behalf of | 
any candidate for the nomination for President by any politica] 
party—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 








| agreed to the report of the committee of conference on 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 


| Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending Jy 


| yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to 


| and Suburban Railway of Washington, and the Capiial T 


| tion Company, in the District of Columbia, and for ot 
|} poses, 


|} ments to the 


| anti-injunction ” 


SENATE, 
Tuourspay, May 21, 1908. 

Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city o: 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of y: 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by u 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands appro 

MESSAGE FROM THE 


Wash- 


rday'g 


Llnous 


HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr 


W J 
SROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Hi: 


had 
the dis. 
s of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 19158) makirg appropriations for the 


ie ou, 


190), 


The message also announced that the House had agreed ty 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagre 


the bill (S. 902) authorizing certain extensions to be made of 


| the lines of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Con. 


pany, the Washington Railway and Electric Company, the City 


i Tac- 
pur- 


i 


The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the dis:greeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 21260) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and for other purposes; further insists upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the said bil! upon 
which the committee of conference were unable to agree; agrees 
to the further conference asked for by the Senate on the dis 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Tawney, Mr. Smiru of Iowa, and Mr. FirzceraLp managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by 
sundry Polish-American citizens of St. Joseph County, Ind. 
expressing their disapproval of the expropriation law enacted 
by the Prussian Diet, which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tacoma, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the investigation and the development of the methods of the 
treatment of tuberculosis, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry labor organiza 
tions of Bruce, [1l., praying for the adoption of certain amend 
so-called “Sherman antitrust bill,” relat 
labor organizations, which were referred to the Committ 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Villa Park Lodge, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, ©! 
kee, Ill, praying for the passage of the so-called ~ lou 
and the “Hemenway-Graff ash-pan 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARNER presented a petition of sundry cilize! 
Coldspring, Cheney, Denlow, Springfield, Veracruz, and | 
knob, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the enactinent ' 
legislation to correct the military record of Richard A. Ilus 
private, Company A, Twelfth Missouri Volunteer Cava'ry, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens « 

Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation grant 


| sion to Clara J. Sitton, wife of Felix G. Sitton, on 


his services rendered in the war with Mexico, wh 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the congregation « 
minster Presbyterian Church, of St. Joseph, Mo., 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale a 
tion of opium into the United States and insular 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens o! 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation prov! 
construction of all the new battle ships at the 
navy-yards, which was referred to the Committ 
Affairs. ; 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of ' 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohib 
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fact nd sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Co-| ment of the methods of the treatment of tuberculosis, which 
a ell hich was ordered to lie on the table. was referred to the Committee on Public Health and National 
| presented a petition of sundry cittizens of Gentry | Quarantine. 
Co ., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- He also presented a petition of Boilermakers’ Union No. 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which | 10, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the adoption of certain 
. g d to lie on the table. amendments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating 
M 'T presented petitions of sundry labor organizations | to labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on 
of B i and Huntington, in the State of West Virginia, and | the Judiciary. 
of ( is, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Frankfort 
oR ¢ anti-injunction ” and “ Hemenway-Graff safety ash- | and Middletown, in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against 


;' : which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- | the enactment of legislation to prevent Sunday banking in post- 
olary. offices in the handling of money orders and registered letters, 


He ) presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or-| which were referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
ranizZ s of Grafton, Clarksburg, and Wheeling, all in the} Roads. 
Siete of West Virginia, praying for the adoption of certain He also presented a petition of West Grove Grange, No. 2117, 
amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating | Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennville, Ind., and a petition of 
.Jabor organizations, which were referred to the Committee | Union Grange, No. 938, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pimento, Ind., 
( . the Judiciary. praying for the passage of the so-called “rural parcels-post 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wheeling | bill,” which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Benwood, in the State of West Virginia, praying for the | and Post-Roads. 
enact! of legislation providing for the investigation and the He also presented resolutions adopted by the Commercial 
development of the methods of the treatment of tuberculosis, | Club of Goshen, Ind., indorsing the action of the President in 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Health and | calling a conference of the governors on the conservation of the 
National Quarantine. natural resources of the United States, which were referred to 
Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of Lynden Grange, No. 170, | the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Patrons of Husbandry, of the State of Washington, praying for | Game. 
the passage of the so-called “rural parcels post” and “ postal REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
savings bank” bills, which was referred to the Committee on 


Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appropria- 


. vr s wi s > ¢ “ndments » bil . R. 21946 aking 
Mr. NELSON (for Mr. Krrrrepce) presented the petition of perth Meee en dumanadiuy tu = = a vistson fen 
A. M. Urquhart, of Huron, 8S. Dak., praying for the pussage of | | so : es . ae ¢ 


; ’ “ he fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, : r prior years, an 
e so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction” and “ Hemenway- + nn ee a a aia . eo terngh = Ba4) ier - 
‘raff safety ash-pan” bills, which was referred to the Com- ; age 4 : Pee ; ag 
utal a pe ay » Va wv . dt I wish to say to the Senate that I have asked the Printing 
ttee on the .e lary. 


cece aia . Oftice to expedite e printing ¢ se > bi » Senate 
Mr. DIXON presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor ne sine thie aatane a aon ann oF veneben a sr oem to 
. . ‘ | ‘ > 4 ‘ : re, : 
organizations of Anaconda and Stockett, in the State of Mon- 


tana. praving for the adoption of certain amendments to the expedite business, I shall ask the Senate, when it has possession 
so-called “ Sherman antitrust law ” relating to labor organiza- of copies of the bill, to take it up to-day and, I hope, pass it. 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 


Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
oes ane a : . 7” whom was referred the bill (S. 7114) to correct the military 
ae rred to the Committee on Pensions. tentang | record of Stephen Feather, deceased, reported it with amend- 

ir. DICK presented petitions of sundry labor organizations ments and submitted a report (No. 686) thereon 
if Cleveland, Columbus, Toledo, Cincinnati, Chillicothe, San- Mr. BAILEY I a directed by the Joint Select Committee 
dus! al \ St: ‘ .t a ° cae 4 us . ‘ é : e . E ( 
nes ind Canton, all in the State of Ohio, any ns for the on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart- 
passage of the so-called “‘ Rodenberg anti-injunction” and the ments, to whom was referred the letter of the Secretary of Com 
6 eme ‘ Gre s sty ash-pe ” s , "oO T° Sy» ar : : . ary ) - 
éatamtheral the Jediciany. Ree atet weer merce and Labor transmitting a schedule of documents and 
‘Se aes ‘eee a ae . papers in the Department of Commerce and Labor not necessary 
a, al presented memorials of sundry business firms of forthe transaction of the public business, to submit a report 
Cleveland, Columbus, Toledo, Warren, Springfield, Fostoria, (No. 688) thereon 
ind Leetonia, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against | ‘°,,., +, NG , ‘ ; 
oe ; ; S ‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The report w » printed : ie 
the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called ‘‘ Sherman ae Mes Pans SRO repect will be pelnted and tk 
— law” relating to labor organizations, which were re- Mr SCOTT I am directed by the Committee on Military 
ferred to the C i Ee y ey . S . : ee » 4 ey 

Mr NEWI ANDES presented petitions ot sundry citizens and Affairs, to whom was referred the bili (H. R. 21875) making 
labor organisations ; Rhyvolit — > To 1 y citizens anc | appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 

the Sato of Movaiin, peaaink the the aaenelen oF cert = fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes to re- 
l state Nevada, ay erti Sega ited waaent. a ; he eee lie 
imendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating a % sen aaiee ae ie ~ an — ’ 
‘labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee on | oo yjiest_ moment ae ee ee ee 
the Judiciary. 7 ; nT 

> RRANN ROT aad . The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bi rj > place » Cal- 
A... BRANDEGEE presented petitions of sundry citizens of aa VICE PRESIDEN! The bill will be placed on the Cal 
South Norwalk, Bridgeport, and Bristol, all in the State of a 
‘ : . . TV ER 1E - ~_ or ttt a i 
‘onnecticut, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to ae at eo ote oe i. 5830) to provid - eee s, to 
the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relatin labor organi- , ao eee ~~ oo ‘ de for an appro- 
zations, which were referred to the Auiaatiioe an tee boaieioee priation to defray the expenses of the constitutional convention 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bridgeport, and State election of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, re- 

: : “ = , s 3 . e ail > 
‘oun. praying for the enactment of legislation providing for — it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
ue Investigation and the development of the methods of the 689) thereon. 


Mr. BROWN presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill (S. 6989) granting a pension to Catherine Mastick, which 
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treatment of tuberculosis, which was referred to the Committee | , He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
0 Public Health and National Quarantine. bill (H. R. 21957) relating to affairs in the Territories, re- 





Mr. BEV RIDGE presented a memorial of Post V, Travelers’ ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 690) 
Protective Association of America, of La Porte, Ind., re- | thereon. 
eee against the repeal of the duty on leaf tobacco, — 

He — reserrem to the Committee on Finance. Mr. ALLISON. From the Committee on Appropriations I 
“aan : resented resolutions of the Shelbyville Civic Asso- | report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 
ine thew v;e, the Indiana State Federation of Clubs, approv- | 21927) to reimburse certain Departments of the Government for 

fe action of the President in calling a conference of the | expenses incurred incident to the recent fire in Chelsea, Mass, 

























































































SMA teowoccan Gat the question of the conservation of the | and for other purposes, and as it is a brief bill and local in its 

the Commis - es 0 the United States, which were referred to | object, I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

Gama _ on Forest Reservations and the Protection of The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Be ales i el Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 

Eranevite i. ted a petition of sundry citizens of Howell and | eration. 

f evislati the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 








providing for the investigation and the develop- | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 7197) granting an in- 
( e of pension to Luther C. Wright, which was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (8S. 7198) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Perkins, which was read twice 
by its tithe and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pe 


Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 7199) for the relief | 
of the heirs of Jenkins & Havens, which was read twice by its | 


title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 7200) granting an increase of 
pension to Fenton Bagley, which was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7201) to establish a Board of 
Visitors to the United States Naval Academy, which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 7202) for the relief of the 


heirs of Dr. T. H. Maddox, deceased, which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7208) for the relief of the estate of Alfred L. Shot- 
well; and 


A bill (S. 7204) for the relief of the estate of Nathan A. 
Davis. 


Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 7205) for the relief of | 


Willoughby L. Wilson, administrator of the estate of Wil- 
loughby Wilson, deceased, which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. OWEN introduced the following bills, which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles and referred te the Committee | 


on Claims: 


A bill (S. 7206) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims | 


to adjudicate the rights of persons who formerly held town lots 
in the city of Sulphur, in the Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T., which 


have been taken for a United States reservation, and for other | 


purposes; and 
A bill (S. 7207) for the refunding of certain moneys. 


read twice by its title. 
Mr. OWEN. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table. 
UNCLE SAM OIL COMPANY. 


Mr. OWEN submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on 
and the same is hereby, directed to investigate the matters set forth 


in the memorial presented to the Senate by the Uncle Sam Oi! Com 
pany and 


Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, 


and the testimony produced before the said committee. Said com- 
mittee is hereby directed to 
subject of said memorial, and particolarly the following matters: 

(1) What means, if any, have been used by the Standard Oil Com- 


| 


| 


| 
| 
| 


| the litigation and affairs of that company be investigated by 





I ask that the joint resolution lie on the table. | 


Mr. OWEN. I ask that the resolution may lie on ¢! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on 1 

Mr. OWEN submitted the following resolution, w) 
read: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General, the Department 
and the President be, and they are hereby, requested to | 
the Senate all information in their possession concerning t} 
of a fraud order against H. H. Tucker, jr. or the Unck 
Company, the prosecution of said H. H. Tucker, jr., in 
States district court fer the district of Kansas, his incar 
jail for making an application for a change of trial jud 
United States circuit court for the district of Kansas, and tt 
and circulation of a report by R. P. Goodwin to the Postma: 
as a basis for said fraud order, and why said fraud ord 
been revoked since the acquittal of said H. H. Tucker, jr. 

Mr. OWEN. I ask that the resolution may lie on { 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on 1 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to inquire if the resolutions | 
go over, under the rule, or whether it is intended to cai! { 
up during the day? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions were ordered to 
lie on the table, The Senator from Oklahoma made uo further 
request. 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest that the resolutions be referred to 


table, 


| the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana moves 
that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. OWEN. That course will be agreeable to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. OWEN subsequently said: I present a memorial of the 
Uncle Sam Oil Company requesting that the conduct of the 
Post-Office Department and the other official offices touchin 


Congress. I ask that the memorial be printed as a document 
for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requent for 
the printing of the memorial as a document? The Chair bears 
none, and that order is made. 

Mr. OWEN. I ask that the memorial when printed be re 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That reference will be made, in the 


| absence of objection. 
He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 91) proposing an | 
amendment to the Constitation of the United States, which was | 


QUAPAW AGENCY, OKLA. 
Mr. CURTIS submitted the following resolution, which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to re 
Tiouse of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (1! 
for the removal of the restrictions on alienation of lands of 


| the Quapaw Agency, Okla., and the sale of all tribal lands 
| agency, or other buildings on any of the reservations witlin th 


diction of such agency, and for other purposes. 
CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIAN BOLLS. 
Mr. CLAPP. On January 20 I submitted a resolution call 


| on the Secretary of the Interior to transmit to the Senate a 


inquire into and investigate the whole | 


pany to subsidize or influence the public press in favor of the Standard | 
Oil Company and against the Uncle Sam Oil Company or to prevent the | 


Uncle Sam OY Company engaging in the business of producing, refin 
ing, and marketing oil in competition with the Standard Oil Company. 

(2) What connection or relation, if any, exists between the Stand 
ard Oil Company and the railroad companies doing business in the 


States of Kansas and Oklahoma and what discriminations have been | 


made by any of said railroad companies against the Uncle Sam Oi! 
Company and in favor of the Standard Oi] Company, and what efforts 
any of said railroad companies have made to influence or prejudice the 
judges of the United States district court for the district of Kansas. 

(3) What means, if any, have been used to influence the officers of 
the Post-Office Department to interfere with the officers of the Uncle 
Sam Oil Company 
officers and refusing to pay to said company or its officers postal money 
orders payable to said company or its officers and to circulate untrue 
reports concerning said —— 

(4) What means, if any, have been used to influence the Department 
of Justice to prosecute any officer of said Uncle Sam Ol] Company, and 
why the manager of said company was three times indicted by the 
grand jury in the United States district court for the district of Kan- 
sas on a charge of which he was innocent. 

(5) What means, if any, have been used to secure the incarceration 
of the manager of said Uncle Sam Oll Company in a common jail for 
the period of three months for making an application for a change of 
trial judges in the United States circuit court for the district of Kan- 
sas, and what means, if any, were used to influence the Department of 
Justice to advise the President to refuse to pardon said officer. 

(6) What reason exists for the low price of crude ofl in the Kansas- 
Okiahoma oil fields, and why the price of refined oil in the United 
States has not decreased in proportion with the decrease in the price 
of crude oil, 

Pn said committee is hereby authorized to send for persons and 
papers, administer oaths to the witnesses, and sit during the recesses 
of Congress et such places as shall be most accessible te the witnesses. 


it shall have the testimony reported in full for the information of the 
Senate. 


by withholding the mail from said company and its | 





its find! | of the rolls which have been prepared since 1830 of the ‘ 
to report its findings and conclusions with reference thereto | 


taw and Chickasaw Indians, and so forth. Since that 
have received a number of communications from the Depart 
of the Interior relative to this matter. I move that these co 
munications be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CRIMINAL, PAUPER, AND DEFECTIVE CLASSES 

Mr. CLAPP. I present a paper by Arthur Mcl) 
hearings on bills to establish a laboratory for the s 
criminal, pauper, and defective classes. I move that 
be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT ON DISEASES OF CATTLE. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, there is in the Se 
time House joint res“lution 176, which provides f 
the Special Report +» Oliseases of Cattle. It provides ‘» 
ing 100,000 copies or this excellent work. 

I will state in this connection that there only thr 
of the Committee on Printing, and all three are 4 
unless the process is taken which I shall suggest the | 
lution is likely to fail, while there is a very generai wo" 
its passage. I move to discharge the Committee 
from the further consideration of the joint reso! 
Res. 176) providing for the printing of the Speci 
the Diseases of Cattle, and I shall then ask unanii 
to put the joint resolution on its passage. I have 
members of the Committee on Agriculture and Y 
cluding the acting chairman [Mr. Warren], whom ! 
in his seat at the moment, and they have expr 
selves— — 

Mr. KEAN. What is the joint resolution? 
















































\r. DANIEL. It provides for printing the Special Report on 
ses of Cattle. 

E-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia moves 
Committee on Printing be discharged from the fur- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 176) pro- 
for the printing of the Special Report on the Diseases of 
Cattle, | asks unanimous consent that the motion may be now 
' is there objection? 





Mr. KEAN. I do not see any member of the Committee on 
ry ' r present, 
— DANIEL. I beg leave to state—— 

\Ir. KEAN. Did the committee agree to this action? 

Mir. DANIEL. Will the Senator permit me to make a state- 

in that regard? All three members of the Committee on 

printing are absent. It is not likely that they will be here at 
the present session, and I think every Senator 

Mr. KEAN. I think that if the Senator from Virginia would 
communicate with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. EL- 
xins}], who is a member of the committee, his consent might be 
obtained. 

ur. DANIEL. I do not think there is any objection at all 


to the joint resolution. 
Mr. KEAN. Personally, I have no objection to it, but I think 
it isa very bad practice to discharge any committee. 
Mr. DANIEL. It would be except in such a case as this. 
Mr. MONEY. If the Senator from Virginia will excuse me, 
I want to say to the Senator from New Jersey that this is a 
reprint of an extremely valuable book to farmers on diseases 
r catue. 
Mr. DANIEL. It is out of print. 
Mr. MONEY. It is out of print. 
Mr. KEAN. I will say to the Senator from Mississippi that 
I myself should like to have the document very much, but I do 
not believe in the practice of discharging committees from the 
consideration of measures which have been referred to them. 
Mr. MONEY. I hope the Senator will consider the circum- 
tances for a moment. Congress is about to adjourn, and the 
members of the committee will not be here again. They are 
of them absent and two of them are sick. So the committee 
eing here to act upon the measure, I think the motion of 
he Senator from Virginia should prevail. This very valuable 
should be printed, for there is an extraordinary demand 
for it. It is extremely valuable to the farmers. It is one of 
the best bulletins, I think, ever issued by the Department. I 
‘ the Senator from New Jersey will not, on account of 


0 


' technicality, object to the reprint, 
Mr. KEAN. I am as anxious for the book as any of the 
Senators here. There are a great many farmers in my State, 
| they are very fond of these reports on the diseases of the 
se and the diseases of cattle. I should like to distribute the 


. them, but I should like to observe the rules of the 
and I do not think it ought to be done without some 
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sultat with at least one member of the Committee on | 
il he 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
leration of the motion of the senior Senator from Virginia? 
. KEAN I object. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
DANIEL. Mr, President—— 


ir. GALLINGER. 
r its present consideration. 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hamp- 


STRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
LLINGER submitted the following report: 


m committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | 


‘ amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
¢ appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
t of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ne 30, 1909, and for other purposes, having met, after 
| free conference have agreed to recommend, and do 
, to their respective Houses as follows: 

; e Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 5, 
‘4, 21, 22, 23, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, 38, 40, 41, 45, 49, 


5 my ae, al, 
6, 61, 62, 68, 69, 70, 71, 75, 76, 78, 85, 88, 93, 94, 95, 


100, 104, 109, 113, 115, 118, 119, 122, 124, 125, 127, 129, 130, 
,, J4, 166, 192, 198, 197, 201, 203, 211, 212, 213, 215, 218, 219, 
ory ana? 224, 229, 237, 239, 241, 248, 244, 247, 248, 252, 253, 255, 
= 261, 267, 269, 278, 286, 289, 203, 296, 297, 298, 302, 308, 313, 

’, 920, 324, and 328. 
ant ~ louse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
%4 9 A Senate numbered 4, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 20, 
7 WW, of 


"= 


Ob, 67 
’ 


12, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 52, 53, 57, 59, 60, 63, 64, 65, 
‘4, 77, 79, 81, 82, 83, 86, 87, 89, 90, 91, 92, 97, 98, 


ie, 60, 








| 


| “thirteen thousand eight hundred and twenty dollars;” 
I beg to submit a conference report and | 
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99, 101, 102, 103, 105, 107, 110, 114, 116, 123, 126, 128, 132, 
134, 138, 139, 140, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 
154, 155, 156, 157, 159, 160, 161, 162, 167, 168, 169, 170, 
173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 
187, 188, 190, 195, 196, 198, 200, 202, 204, 205, 206, 207, 
210, 214, 216, 221, 223, 227, 232, 233, 238, 245, 249, 250, 
260, 262, 264, 265, 268, 271, 273, 274, 275, 276, 277, 282, 283, 
285, 290, 291, 292, 295, 299, 301, 304, 305, 306, 307, 309, 311, 
312, 321, 322, 323, 327, 329, 331, 333, 334, and 335; and agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be 
stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: On page 2 
of the bill, in line 9, strike out the words “ five hundred” and 
insert in lieu thereof “two hundred and fifty;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“two thousand four hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreemnt to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same wiih 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“one hundred and two thousand and fifty-four dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Omit the matter inserted by said 
amendment, and on page 5 of the bill, in lines 3 and 4, strike 
out the words “ assistant superintendent, who shall be a stenog- 
rapher, one thousand dollars” and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “clerk and stenographer, one thousand two hundred 
dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert “ one dynamo tender, cight hundred and 
seventy-five dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“thirty-two thousand eight hundred and ninety-five dollars,” 
and on page 5-of the bill, in line 18, after the word “ dollars,” 
insert “ : Provided, That the employees herein authorized for 
the care of the District building shall be appointed by the 
sistants to the Engineer Commissioner with the approval of the 
Commissioners; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“thirty-two thousand two hundred and fifty dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
and 


»» 
we, 


152, 153, 
171, 172, 
185, 186, 
208, 209, 


or, ory 
254, 257, 


an 


> 
ry 


ae 
us- 


the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ one 


| hundred and eighty-nine thousand four hundred and sixty-two 


dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“forty-five thousand two hundred dollars;-’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ eighty-eight thousand eight hundred dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 24 of the bill, in line 25, 
after the word “avenue,” insert the word “only;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Omit the amended paragraph by 
striking from page 27 of the bill lines 1 to 11, inclusive; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert: 
“one hundred and thirty-eight thousand four hundred dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“seven thousand dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 112, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In the last line of said amendment 
strike out the word “ Naval” and insert the word “ Potomac; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its 
ment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert :, 
“eighty thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 120, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“Toward constructing Fourth street SE. relief sewer from 
Pennsylvania avenue and Fourth street to Virginia avenue and 
Second street SE., fifteen thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“two hundred and fifty thousand dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: “ electrical inspector, two 
thousand dollars; electrical inspector, one thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 36 of the bill, in line 17, 
after the word “dollars,” insert the following: Provided, That 
hereafter the Washington Terminal Company, its successors, or 
transferees shall pay to the District for the lighting of the 
streets, avenues, alleys, and grounds over and under which its 
right of way may cross, as well as for the lighting of those 
streets, avenues, alleys, and grounds bordering ‘on its right of 
way, under the direction and control of the Commissioners; and 
in case of default of payment of such bills actions at law may 
be maintained by the District of Columbia against said Termi- 
nal Company or its successors or transferees therefor;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 38 of the bill, in line 9, 
after the word “ dollars,” insert the following: “Provided, That 
hereafter the Washington Terminal Company, its successors, or 
transfereeg shall pay to the District for the lighting of the 
streets, avenues, alleys, and grounds over and under which its 
right of way may cross, as well as for the lighting of these 
streets, avenues, alleys, and grounds bordering on its right of 
way, under the direction and control of the Commissioners; 
and in case of default of payment of such bills, actions at 
law may be maintained by the District of Columbia against 
said terminal company or its successors or transferees there- 
for; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 141, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“For teachers of the normal, high, and manual training 
schools promoted for superior work, group B of class six, 
seven in all, at a minimum salary of one thousand nine hundred 
dollars each: Provided, That hereafter no teacher shall be eli- 
gible to group B, class six, who has not attained the maximum 
of group A: And provided further, That hereafter teachers em- 
ployed in normal, high, and manual training schools may be 
placed in group A, class six, and receive their longevity in- 
crease according to their number of years of experience in 
teaching in accredited normal, high, or manual training schools: 
Provided further, That hereafter no more than seven teachers 
shall be promoted in any one year from group A, class six, to 
group B, class six.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
of the Senate numbered 142, and agree to the same with an 


” 


disagreement to the amend- 


” 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed jn said 
amendment insert “one hundred and eighty-eight;” ang the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the among. 
ment of the Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ingor 
“one million two hundred sixty three thousand and twenty. 
five dolars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“* $146,900; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same wit 
an amendment as follows: In line 5 of said amendment strike 
out the words “eighteen thousand” and insert in lieu thereos 
the words “ twelve thousand five hundred ;” and in line 9 strike 
out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“three;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$1,400; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $105,320; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ seventy-five thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 194, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 
insert “ninety thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 199, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“one thousand two hundred dollars;”’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 217, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 


nty- 


|} amendment insert the following: 


“For additional amount for ‘Repairs and improvements to 
school buildings and grounds’ for the purpose of replacing 
wooden stairs in brick buildings with those of fireproof con- 
struction, removal of old and unsuitable fire escapes, and ere 
tion of improved fire escapes, and improvement of approacles 
thereto, improving exits, and for such miscellaneous alteration 
and repair work as may be necessary to secure protection 
against fire in existing school buildings owned by the District 
of Columbia, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be immediately available.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 225, and agree to the same w' 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“nine hundred and fifteen thousand five hundred and niet) 
three dollars and thirty-five cents;” and the Senate agree © 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amet 
ment of the Senate numbered 226, and agree to the 
an amendment as follows: At the end of the matte! 
by said amendment insert the following: “: Provided furtic 
That within thirty days after the passage of this act and ever) 
two years thereafter persons on the pension roils in the !'* 
trict of Columbia for disabilities incurred while in the ser" 
of the police department or fire department of tl ane 
of Columbia shall undergo a medical examination, an °° 
result of such examinations, the Commissioners sha!! determi” 
whether the pension being paid in each case sha!! continue - 
whole or in part; ” and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
ment of the Senate numbered 228, and agree to th 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro! 
**$35.000;”" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
ment of the Senate numbered 230, and agree to the 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proj" 
amendment insert “$20,000;” and the Senate agree 
same, 


ame wit 
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he amend 
same with 
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r . House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
Senate numbered 231, and agree to the same with 
t as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
ud the Senate agree to the same. 
‘louse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
Senate numbered 234, and agree to the same with 
nt as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
’ d the Senate agree to the same. 
House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
Senate numbered 235, and agree to the same with 
nt as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
d the Senate agree to the same. 
House recetie from its disagreement to the amend- 
‘ Senate numbered 236, and agree to the same with 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
nd the Senate agree to the same. 
That . House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
' Senate numbered 240, and agree to the same with 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


* SF 


rie ent 


ent 


? and the Senate agree to the same. 
rhat louse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ent of » Senate numbered 242, and agree to the same with | 


mt as follows: 


In liew of the sum proposed insert 





000:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 246, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$111,530; and the Senate agree to the same. 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 251, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


“fifty-nine thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
silie. 
rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
t of the Senate numbered 258, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“nine thousand two hundred and forty dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


ment of the Senate numbered 263, and agree to the same with 
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an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


; 


y-seven thousand four hundred and eighty dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 266, and agree to the same with 
imendment as follows: In Heu of the sum proposed insert 
“one thousand five hundred doliars;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 270, and agree to the same with 
1 amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“thirty-eight thousand six hundred and seventy-six dollars;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
t of the Senate numbered 272, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
Said amendment insert the following: 
he President is authorized to appoint three commissioners, 
of whom may be nominated by the Attorney-General and 
one by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who 
investigate the condition of the jail of the District of 
imbia, now under the control of the Attorney-General, and 
of the workhouse within said District and other buildings ad- 
Jacent to said jail; and im connection with the investigation 
the commissioners, under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
may visit and inspect similar institutions in other cities within 
the United States; and they shall report to the President on or 
tore December thirty-first, nineteen hundred and eight, con- 
“rhing said condition and the expediency of removing said 
) Workhouse, and other buildings to other sites more appro- 
Driate for their needs and located so near to railroad lines as 
~ “care suitable facilities for the delivery thereto of material 
suitable or necessary for industries to be therein carried on; 


and all « 
; ‘Shall also make such other recommendations on the subject 


mi 


{ 


,. wvers there is hereby appropriated the sum of one thousand 
“‘t hundred dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
mates ae House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
mr = Senate numbered 279, and agree to the same with 
481 oy Miment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
0; and the Senate agree to the same. 
House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


Chat the 
Went of the Senate numbered 280, and agree to the same with 





“ay Seem to them expedient; for the expenses of the com- | 
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an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“For necessary fire protection, water mains, plugs, and the 
necessary piping connections, and laying and installing the 
Same, to be immediately available, $1,500.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 281, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
** $41,968; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 287, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $25,633 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 288, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
** $3,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 294, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert “$500;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 300, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$12,140; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 303, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $37,140; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 310, and agree to same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $6,060; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 








|} ment of the Senate numbered 314, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph 
insert the following: 

“ For necessary tiling and pipes, $500.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 315, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$300; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 316, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$14,360; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


| ment of the Senate numbered 317, and agree to the same with 


| an amendment as follows: After the word “ school,” at the end 


of said amendment, insert the following words: “during the 
fiscal year nineteen hundred and nine;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 318, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert “two thousand dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from fits disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 325, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: “Provided further, That 
any of the moneys appropriated for the fiscal years nineteen 
hundred and eight and nineteen hundred and nine for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Militia may be used to supplement specific ap- 
propriations or allotments which may be found insufficient for 
the purposes for which made, and authority is hereby given to 
supplement the regular ration by purchase of such additional 
articles of subsistence as may be deemed necessary;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 326, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 3 of said amendment strike out 
the word “shall” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ may; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 330, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“eighty thousand one hundred and sixty dollars;” and the 


Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 332, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: 


“ 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
sixty-six thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

Murpny J. Foster, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

WASHINGTON GARDNER, 

MARTIN P. MADDEN, 

ALBERT S. BURLESON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 

DATE ON CANNED MEAT, ETC. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I ask the acting chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry whether he 
contemplates any report upon Senate bill 912. 
providing for the date being placed upon cans of meat. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, responding to the inquiry of 
the Senator from Indiana, I will state that the Committee on 


Agriculture and Forestry had a special meeting last Saturday | 


morning, and the bill referred to by the Senator was consid- 
ered at that meeting. 


long, and at any time the committee might designate. 


Those of the committee present, I think, voted unanimously, 
or nearly so—and there was a quorum present—that the time | 
was too short in which to properly consider that measure or to | } . 

| in this country, fatal and otherwise, had come from this very 
Therefore it is | fact. 
not the intention of the committee to report the bill during the | 


grant the hearings which they felt were due to the societies 
that had requested them before adjournment. 


present session, . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, this measure has been 
considered by the Senate for two years. It has twice passed 
this body and was rejected by the House conferees in the House. 
The House last year was given no chance to vote upon it. With 
reference to the hearings, very extensive hearings were had 


upon this particular subject when the original meat-inspection | 
bill, which included this point, was before Congress a little more | : 
| reason has yet been assigned except the reasons assigned before 


than two years ago. Those hearings embraced every argument 
that can be adduced against this measure. All of the facts were 
presented elaborately by the representatives of the packers. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I want some information. 
As I recall the legislation which the Senator from Indiana 
mentions, it was put in on the floor of the Senate upon an ap- 
propriation bill, without any notice whatever to anybody. I 
will say that as a member of that committee I sat in all its 
meetings in considering the appropriation bill up to the time 
it was decided that it should be reported to the Senate as we 
had up to that time passed upon it. I went West to my home, 
to be gone a week or such a matter, and when I came back the 
amendment was in conference, having been placed by unani- 
mous consent upon the bill. I ask the Senator if I am correct? 

Mr. BEVBRIDGE. The Senator is entirely correct in his 
statement. 

Mr. WARREN. Was the dating of the cans a part of the 
original measure included in the appropriation bill when it 
was first proposed? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. WARREN. 
these hearings had? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
committee, not by the Senate committee. 

Mr. WARREN. It seems, from the statement of the Senator 
from Indiana, that no hearings have been held by any Senate 
committee. Were not those hearings directed entirely to the 
matter of meat inspection and not to the general subject of 
dating the cans of meat and other products? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Both, Mr. President. Every possible ob- 
jection to the original measure was considered, including this 
provision, which was one of the two points out of some twenty 
points in the bill on which the Senate was defeated. All of 
those points were considered in that hearing. The report of 
those hearings was printed. That report was at the time in the 
hands of nearly every Senator, and it has been at the command 
of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and of 
every member thereof. 

The measure itself has passed the Senate twice, both times 
as an amendment to the appropriation bill. I should have 
offered it this year again were it not for the fact that the 
Senator from Wyoming informed me that he would do with 


It was. 
May I ask a little further? 
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It is the bill | 


| itself upon the ground that some person has asked to 


Laid before the committee at that time | 
were requests from societies of wholesale grocers, retail grocers, | 
packers, and others, respectfully requesting a hearing, short or | ca . 

| the original measure was up—I mean my meat-inspection pill, 


When were | 


The hearings were held before the House | 
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reference to it what was done by him the last time wit), rofoy. 
ence to the other provision—that he would make a point of 
order against it. That point of order was made the |<; time 
and the Chair sustained the point of order, and the am ‘ndment 
was rejected upon that ground. 

Now, Mr. President, in view of the fact that this has peep 
before Congress for two years, in view of the fact that it has 
passed this body twice without a dissenting vote, in view of tho 
fact that full hearings were had when the origina! })j1) wae 
up before the House, which hearings were printed, and jn view 
of the very grave nature of this particular provision—{ a1 talk- 
ing about the date on the cans—in view of the number of people 
whose lives have been endangered and are daily endangered by 
reason of keeping the date off of the cans, I think it too seri. 
ous a question for the committee at the end of a five jonthy 
session in the closing days of the session to hold a meeting to 
consider it for the first time and then postpone the ieasure 
be hear 
If some person asked to be heard, after the Senate had sian 
the measure twice, why were they not heard five months ago 
four months ago, three months ago? 

At least two or three members of this body have heen seri. 
ously affected in their health by the failure to have the date 
upon the cans of meat or meat food products. I remember whey 


which is now the law—the Senator from New Hampshire {Mr, 
GALLINGER], speaking from his wide and careful experience as q 
physician, said that most of the cases of ptomaine poisoning 


It was stated, if I remember correctly, when the hearing 
was had before the House committee, that one reason why the 
packers did not want the date on the cans was that they had an 
accumulation of old goods, and that M the date went on the cans 
it would be difficult to dispose of those goods. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Is it a House bill? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; this is an original Senate bill. 
before the Senate committee now. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate any longer. It 
is a piece of legislation demanded by the American people. No 


It is 


the House committee why it should not pass. 
Senate. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKETT. I think some member of the Committee on 


It has passed the 


Indiana 


| Agriculture ought to call the attention of the Senator to one 


fact in reference to the work of the Committee on Agriculture, 
brought out by the suggestion that it might have had a hearing 
some time ago. The Senator of course realizes that perhaps 


| no committee has had the great misfortunes that the Committee 


on Agriculture has had. While I am a member of it, it is only 
recently, and it was brought about by the series of misfortunes 
that have come about. 

The Senator will recall that the chairman of the committee, 
who served a number of years and had all these matters in 
hand and in his grasp, as almost no other Senator ever had, 
died. Then when his successor was appointed, misfortune 
came to him, and he has been in the committee room but one 
day since he has been chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all true. 

Mr. BURKETT. The other members of the committee had 
to take up the appropriation bill, and the Senator from yc 
ming performed the part of acting chairman, and this, added 
to all his other duties, has made it practically impossible for 
the committee to take up several things that they should have 
taken up. 

I will say that I myself had a bill pending before (hat con 
mittee and had some hearings on it at the last session and 
expected to have those hearings finished at this session and v0 
complete it and have it recommended for passage. There wae 
an educational measure also that I had before the commitcee 
and we had hearings just before the chairman, Senator v— 
tor, died. On account of the misfortunes that have come ™' 
have not been able to complete those hearings, and I have not 
been able to get the bill before the Senate. 

I am not saying to the Senator that this bill 
consideration enough to make it proper that it should 
up at this time, but I do not want the impression to £0 or Ur 
the Committee on Agriculture has been more ¢erelict aa, 
matter than it has been in'a great many other importa"! ae 
ters; and the Senator having stated it broadly, as he | _ ae 
without any intention, as he says, of criticising the com : = bas 
do not want it to go out to the country that that commit" "™ 


has not had 
he taken 
» out that 
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-ligent in anything. But it has been the result of misfor- 
the death of its chairman, which left the committee 
y in a chaotie condition, and the prolonged and present 
its new chairman, who has been in the committee 
it once since he was appointed chairman, and it is also 
o the great amount of work that has devolved on the 

embers. That is the reason why the consideration of 

has not been completed, and why at least two bills 
have before the committee and in which I am very much 
‘ed—one of them an educational matter and the other the 

and proposition—we have not been able to take up 
and have a hearing on and give them final consideration. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very glad indeed to hear the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska make that statement, which is entirely just. 
I was going to make it in a weaker way, of course, myself, but 
it would not have come with so much authority or weight as 
from a member of the committee. I recognize those facts. I 
recognize the singular concurrence of misfortunes that have 
afflicted that committee and how hard worked all its members 
are. The present chairman of the committee, who, as we all 
know, Las been ill, authorized me to say that so far as he is 
concerned he wants to have the bill reported out and wants to 
yote for it. 


been 
tunes 
natul 
iliness of 
roon 
owillg 
other 
that | 
that | 
interes 
grazi 


Mr. President, in view of the fact that the committee has not | 
ble to consider the bill by reason of these various things, | 


been 4 
in view of the fact that the Senate has considered it for two 


years, 


has been so placed that perhaps it has had too much work on 


hand. with the series of misfortunes that have occurred, and in | 


view of the great public necessity for this measure, I think no 
member of that committee—I have spoken to one or two of 
them—wil! 


tee: and therefore I move that the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry be discharged from the further consideration of 
Senate bill 912. 
Mr. WARREN. 
yote with the Senator on a motion to take the bill from the 


Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and refer it to some | 
other committee, if he considers the Committee on Agriculture | 


and Forestry an improper one. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not. 
Mr. WARREN. 

the Senator’s mind. 


It must be one of two. He either wishes 


to have the bill considered by some other committee without the | viged, the United States attorney for the district in which the 


consent of the Committee on Agriculture, or he wishes to have 
it considered without committee action. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will call 
the fact that unanimous consent will be necessary for 
present consideration of the motion. Is there unanimous con- 
sent that the motion may be now considered? 

Mr. SCOTT. I object to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me, Mr. President. 


to any other committee. 
ture and Forestry as one of the best committees in either House 
and all the members thereof. 


members of the committee do not consider it so. 


because I shall ask action upon it then, is that the bill ought 
to be passed. That is the only reason and the only motive. 
the reason and motive are to get the bill enacted into law. 

Mr. Bevermce’s motion was subsequently reduced to writing, 
as follows: 
Resolved, 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
he act 
Agricult 
4, 1907: 
for the 


1907," 


(S. 912) 


ure for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908,” approved March 

and to amend the act entitled “An act making appropriations 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
approved June 30, 1906. 


JENNIE CARROLL AND MABEL H, LAZEAR. 
Mr. SCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 


whom was referred the bill (H. R, 21884) granting an annuity 


to Jennie Carroll and Mabel H. Lazear, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I submit a report (No. 685) thereon. 
I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 


a. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
On, 
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| have examined the same and report as follows: 


| there on 
| excess of the amount allowed the widow of any other officer. 


view of the fact that the Senate twice passed it with- | 
out a dissenting voice, in view of the fact that the committee | 


ake i 3 fensiv » in anywise re- | : ' * 

take it ‘it = “ ce met by } — sarahen etc | relation to the collection of the revenues, 
‘Ting y > * a i > Ss Ss 3 ¥' > ai ; ; . , ; 

flecting upon them if the Senate should discharg | eighteen hundred and ninety, as amended by the act entitled 


| age the industries of the United States,” 


Mr. President, I shall be perfectly willing to | 


There can be, of course, but two objects 12 | amendment strike out the following words: 


; | the 
attention to | 


the | 


I wish to} 
say to the Senator from Wyoming, in view of what the Senator | 
has just said, that I do not desire that the bill shall be referred | 
I regard the Committee on Agricul- | 


I explained very clearly that | 
there is no refléction on the committee, and I understand the | 
The reason | 
why I made the motion, which, upon the cbjection of the Sena- | 
tor from West Virginia, will go over to come up to-morrov, | 
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Mr. SCOTT. I ask that the report be printed in the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. 
21884) granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll and Mabel H. 


Lazear, 


A similar bill (S. 6350) granting an increase of pension to the 
above beneficiaries was favorably reported by your committee this ses- 
sion and passed the Senate March 30, 1908. The Senate report, No. 
431, contains a very full statement of the services of the officers and 
their discoveries. This bill went to the House, but was objected to 
the grounds that the pension of $125 per month was in 
The bill 
Committee on Mili 

was favorably re- 


eH 4 
tary 


21884 was introduced and 
Affairs of the House of 


referred to the 
Representatives It 


| ported by that committee and passed the House May 12, 1908. 


This bill directs the Secretary of War to place on the rolls of the 
War Department the names of Jennie Carroll and Mabel H. Lazear and 
pay them an annuity, in lieu of all pension they now receive, of $125 
each per month, and a provision has been inserted in the general de 
ficiency bill, anticipating the passage of this bill, to provide the neces 
sary funds for the payment of this annuity by the Secretary of War 
for the ensuing year. 

In view of the extraordinary services rendered by the officers and 


| the important discoveries made by them, as set forth in the report on 
| the 


Senate bill, your committee 
recognition and the widows of those officers should receive 
the Government in the amount set forth in the bill. 

Your committee report the bill back favorably and recommend that 
it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

COLLECTION OF THE REVENUES. 
Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following report: 


believe these services should receive 


aid from 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
17506) to amend an act entitled “An act to simplify the laws in 
approved June tenth, 


“An act to provide revenues for the Government and to encour- 
approved July twenty- 
fourth, eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with amendments as 
follows: 

On page 5, lines 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22, of said Senate 
“When a case has 
been remanded to the Board of General Appraisers as above pro- 


appeal is pending may appear in the proceedings had before 
soard under the order remanding the case.” 

And on page 8, in line 5, of said Senate amendment strike 
out the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“ nine.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
W. B. ALLIson, 
JouN W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
SERENO FE. PAYNE, 
JOUN DALZELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
HITCHMAN COAL AND COKE COMPANY Y. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 


JOHN MITCHELL. 
I desire to ask leave to print a docu- 


| ment, and in order that the request may be understood it will 


be necessary for me to make a statement, for which I ask the 


| indulgence of the Senate. 


« 


On January 23 I introduced a resolution, No. 81, with refer- 


| ence to a temporary injunction granted by one of the United 
That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be dis- | 
/ to amend | 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the Department of | 


States district judges for West Virginia. That resolution 
suggested that on October 24, 1907, a temporary restraining 
order had been granted and a hearing set down for January 
14, 1908. There was in the temporary injunction, as I think, 
a purpose to extend the judicial power of the United States 
to the question as to whether or not an attempt to unionize 
a mine was an offense, or at least an act which was actionable 
in equity. In addition to that, the injunction carried with it, 
in my judgment, a suggestion that the circuit court of the 
United States could by injunction interfere with the freedom 
of speech and freedom of action of citizens of the United 
States. Among other things the defendants in this case were 
“enjoined from interfering and from combining, conspiring, 
or attempting to interfere with the employees of the plaintiff 
for the purpose of unionizing plaintiff's mine, without plaintiff's 
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consent, by representing or causing to be represented in express | 
or implied terms, to any of plaintiff's employees, or to any per- | 
son who might become an employee of plaintiff, that such per- 
sou will suffer or is likely to suffer some loss or trouble in | 
continuing in or entering the employment of plaintiff, assign- | 
ing, representing, or causing to be represented in express or 
implied terms to such employee or employees that such loss 
or trouble will or may come by reason of plaintiff not rec- 
ognizing the United Mine Workers of America, or because | 
plaintiff runs a nonunion mine.” 

That resolution a few days after its introduction was referred | 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent HEx- 
penses of the Senate, and notwithstanding repeated personal 
efforts on my part to secure some character of report from that 
committee with reference to the resolution it still lies in that 
conunittee unacted upon, so far as I am advised. 

1 have caused to be prepared a statement from the decisions 
of the courts, the Supreme Court of the United States, the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States, and some of the 
supreme courts of the States of the Union, showing the extent 
to which the courts have gone or attempted to go in enjoining 
the freedom of speech of laboring men under such circumstances | 
as indicated in the bill of complaint in this West Virginia case. | 

I ask, Mr. President, that this statement which I have caused 
to be prepared may be printed as a Senate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks that 
the paper submitted by him may be printed as a Senate docu- 
ment. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 
if the case he refers to is the decision of Judge Dayton, formerly | 
of the House of Representatives and now a Federal judge in 
West Virginia? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 
if he has further investigated the order made by Judge Dayton 
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beyond the investigation he had made up to the time that he 
called the attention of the Senate to that order? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state to the Senator from Ilinois | 
that I have carefully examined the injunction issued in the ease | 
to which he refers. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the Senator contend that the order 
which was issued is an order that is out of the ordinary, or | 
that it goes beyond what the Supreme Court of the United 
States has held is a proper order? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think, Mr. President, that fairly con- 
sidered, it is beyond any order ever issued by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
will look at the bill of complaint that was filed, upon which 


the restraining order was issued, will find that it was simply | 


to restrain the parties from breaking a contract—that is the 
real gravamen of the charge—and that the decision of Judge | 
Dayton was along the line of the decisions of the Supreme | 
Court and varigus other Federal courts in the country. 


I will state further to the Senator from Texas that I under- | 


stand the contention was not made by counsel for the de 
fendant in that case that there was anything extraordinary in 
the issuance of that order. 

Mr. President, if agreeable to the Senator from Texas, in 
order that those who read the statement made by the Senator 
may know just what Judge Dayton has done in the premises, | 
I ask that the bill of complaint and the order that was issued 
by Judge Dayton may be printed, in connection with the paper 
now presented by the Senator, as a public document. I say this 
much, Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULBERSON., 
vite the attention of the Senator from Illinois to the fact that 
the resolution which embodies the complaint and the order of 
Judge Dayton has already been printed as a Senate document 
and in the CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorp as well. 

Mr. HOPKINS. So that the whole question is before the 
public? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is my purpose—that this question 
may be fairly presented to the American public. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I also rose, Mr. President, for the purpose 
of defending, in a way, Judge Dayton. I had the honor of 


| President. 


| printed as a Senate document. 


Mr. President, in that connection I in- | 





serving with him for many years in the House of Representa- 
tives, and I always found him a fair-minded, honorable man; 
I always found him; upon questions that affected the interests 
of labor, a man quick to respond to such a call; and when 
the Senator from Texas raised this question some weeks ago, 


May 21. 


I confess that I was somewhat shocked at some of the state 
ments made. I therefore gave a little more attention to the «yp. 
ject than I otherwise would have done; and I have found, from 
the investigation I have made, that the order is one that js 
clearly within the decisions, not only of the various Fé jera) 
courts of the country, but of the Supreme Court of the Uniteq 
States; and, as I stated a moment ago, as I understand, the 
learned counsel who represent the interest of labor in that 
particular case have stated publicly and privately that the 


| order which Judge Dayton made in that case was not out of 
| the ordinary and was strictly within the limits of the lav. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is not to my purpose 
to discuss this resolution or the action of the district judge 
in this particular case. I have no personal acquaintance with 
Judge Dayton; I have no reason to suppose that he is other 
than an upright and honorable official of the United States, put 
I think, Mr. President, his action has gone beyond the prece- 
dents, and that, if acquiesced in and it should become the law 
of the United States, it would have the effect to interfere with 
the freedom of speech and the freedom of action of laboring 
people to right their wrongs. 

I now submit, Mr. President, my request that the document 
sent to the desk may be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sep- 


| ator from Texas a question. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to ask the Senator from Texas if 
any appeal has been taken by the defendants from the order 
of Judge Dayton? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the case is still pending. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Was there an appeal taken from the order? 

Mr. CULBERSON. My statement was, and I repeat it, that 


| the case is still pending undetermined 


Mr. HOPKINS. Unappealed from? 
Mr. CULBERSON. And of course no appeal has been taken. 
Mr. HOPKINS. It is pending in the same court where the 


| order was made? 


Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Texas has answered my question. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 


I submit my request, Mr. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the papers submitted by him may be 
Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now, Mr. President, I am requested to 
ask that the papers which I hold in my hand, being injunctions 


| granted by various State courts in labor cases, may be printed 
Mr. President, I think that anybody who | 


as a separate document, my purpose being to show the tendency 
of the courts of the country, Federal and State, to interfere 
with the freedom of action of laboring people. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks that 
the papers sent to the Secretary’s desk may be printed as a 
Senate document. 

Mr, CULBERSON. As a separate document from the one 
just submitted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And as a separate Senate docu- 
ment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

NATIONAL MONETARY COMMISSION, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I am directed by the Committee on Finance 
to report a joint resolution to create a commission to be called 
the “ National Monetary Commission.” I ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode [sian 
reports from the Committee on Finance an original resolution 
and asks unanimous consent for its present consideration. T° 
Joint resolution will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 92) to create a commissic 
called the “National Monetary Commission” was re: the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows 

Resolved, etc., That a commission is hereby created, to be « 

“ National Monetary Commission,” to be composed of nine ™ 
the Senate, to be appointed by the Presiding Officer thereof, : 
Members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed 
Speaker thereof; and any vacancy on the Commission shall be 
the same official who made the original appointment and in ‘ 
manner. 5 

Sec. 2. That ft shall be the duty of the Commission to fnquire 
and report to Congress, at the earliest date practicable, what | ceates 
are necessary or desirable in the monetary system of the t nited Tae 
or in the laws relating to banking and currency, and for this purrs 
they are authorized to sit during the sessions or recess of Conare’™ 
such times and places as they may deem desirable, to send for | — 
and papers, to administer oaths, to summons and compel the eV 


1 to be 



































































































al f witnesses, and to employ a disbursing officer and such secre- | 


xperts, stenographers, messengers, and other assistants as shall 
sary to carry out the purposes for which said Commission was 
The Commission shall have the power, through subcommittee 
vise. to examine witnesses and to make such investigations 
minations, in this or other countries, of the subjects com- 
their charge as they shall deem necessary. 
That a sum sufficient to carry out the fe age of this act 
nay the necessary expenses of the Commission and its mem- 
ereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
appropriated. Said appropriation shall be immediately avail- 
hall be paid out on the audit and order of the chairman or 
airman of the said Commission, which audit and order shall 
sive and binding upon all Departments as to the correctness 
ounts of such Commission. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
eration of the joint resolution? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Wl proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the managers of the commit- 
tee of conference on the part of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives on the bill (H. R. 21871) to amend the na- 
tional banking laws have so far been unable to agree upon a 
report. If Congress is to adjourn at an early date, it is evident 
that no agreement can be reached at this session. In order that 
there may be a thorough investigation of all the subjects con- 


templated in that bill, the managers of the conference on the 
part of the Senate and of the other House have unanimously 
agreed that the joint resolution which I have reported, provid- 
ing for the creation of a commission, should be passed. It is 
the same in terms as the provision which was included in the 
currency bill as it passed the Senate, which was adopted as a 
substitute for the House measure. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. As the resolution was read I did not 
understand that it named any time when the commission should 
report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the earliest date practicable. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask the Senator from Rhode 
whether the intention is that the commission shall be appointed 
before the adjournment of this session of Congress? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

COL, WILLIAM F, STEWART. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I desire to call up the bill (S. 4316) to 
further amend the act entitled “An act to promote the efficiency 
of the militia, and for other purposes,” approved January 21], 
1908, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before the Chair recognizes the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway], the Chair will lay 
before the Senate a resolution coming over from yesterday. 
Morning business is closed, and the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. RAYNER 
on May 20, 1908, as follows: 


Resolved, That Col. William F. Stewart, of the Coast Artillery, 
United States Army, is, in the opinion of the Senate, entitled to be 
heard, together with his witnesses, upon the charges that have been 


made against him and that are contained in a report to the President, 
and that the President is requested to convene 2 court of inquiry for 
the p of giving him and his witnesses the opportunity to 
heard, and that the said court render its opinion upon the facts sub- 
mitted after the hearing, as is usual in the proceeding of courts of 
Inquiry 

Mr. RAYNER. 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


resolution. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I move that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Irpose 


Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the 


The question is on agreeing to the 





Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 


Mr. CULBERSON, I thought the Senator had concluded. 
do not desire to interrupt him. 

Mr. WARREN, I have not concluded. 
brief statement. 

Mr. President, this resolution is the same in general intent as 
the joint resolution presented some days ago, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. The Senator 
from Maryland (Mr. RayNer], on yesterday, made some re- 
farks upon this resolution, indulged in sarcasm, of which he 
'S Inaster, and referring to the chairman of the Military Com- 


I 


I wish to make a 


luittee, insinuated, or rather asserted, that he could not expect 
u ma tion, and indicated that there had been no action. 
ls n 


* hatter came before the Senate one week ago. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland discussed it on Wednesday. The joint 
en Was ordered sent to the Committee on Military Af- 
“irs, and the chairman of that committee did not wait until 


| 


Tsland | 


be | 
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the papers had reached the committee from the presiding offi- 
cer’s desk before writing a letter to the President of the United 
States and another to the Secretary of War, which included a 
carbon copy of the one to the President, asking for all the pa- 
pers in the case. On Thursday morning, which was the morn- 
ing of the following day, the Committee on Military Affairs had 
its first meeting, and granted to the Senator from Maryland 





| all the time he wished to present and argue this matter. I will 
say in this connection that the letters to the President and the 
| Secretary of War were sent by a special messenger. It was 


after hours and the messenger had trouble in finding the proper 
party at the White House offices to whom to deliver his mes- 
but nevertheless he did deliver the letter, which was 
promptly responded to by the President. The messenger found 
the private secretary to the Secretary of War at his home and 
delivered the letter to the Secretary there. On the following 
day some hundreds of pages of matter, possibly three or four 
hundred pages, were received by the committee from the Presi- 
dent, and matter has been received from day to day since that 
time as fast as it could be arranged, the last package coming 
to me last night at nearly 11 o'clock to my committee room by 
private messenger. 

Members of the Committee on Military Affairs have had 
access individually to these papers. I have examined them as 
carefully as I could with the other duties I have had to perform. 


| The Committee on Military Affairs is composed of gentlemen on 


both sides of this Chamber who take an active interest in other 


| legislation and occupy important places upon other committees, 


and they have been compelled, as a matter of course, to serve 
as conferees on the great supply bills and on other bills. So 
that there can not be alleged against that committee any inatten- 
tion to the evidence that has been brought before it. 

I hold in my hand here a portion of that evidence, possibly 
eight hundred or a thousand pages, more or less, so that the 
Senate may see its volume. It is largely on thin paper. For 
instance, here [exhibiting] is a bunch of about 500 pages in 
typewriting, closely written, and there is yet much more of it 
here on my desk, as Senators can see. So far as the members 
of the Military Committee are concerned, to my knowledge 
many of them have worked late at night over these matters. 
The chairman of the committee has not been in his bed until 
after 2 o'clock at night a single night since this matter was re- 
ferred to it, and did not leave this building until nearly 4 
o'clock this morning, after a long and dreary night spent in the 
examination of these papers. 

Mr. President, fine speeches and sarcasm may amuse the 
galleries, but when it comes down to the business of this Sen- 
ate, it strikes me that every committee has the privilege to 
stand upon its rights as a committee and the individual rights 
of its members. 

The Committee on Military Affairs has had this matter re- 
ferred to it, and has the right to insist upon proper time during 
which to investigate it. 

As I have said before, I honor the man who loves his friend: 
but this is not a matter of one man. This is a matter affecting 
the discipline of the Army. This is a matter that, presented 
as it has been here, can not, should this resolution pass, be other 
than a rebuke to the President of the United States and every 
general officer of the Army who has passed upon this case. 

All this talk about exile and about punishment is nothing 
more nor less than sentimentalism—sentimentalism gone mad, 
indeed, at that. Fort Grant is one of the posts of the United 
States Army. It has good buildings; it is located in as healthy 
a country as any post of the United States, and I will except 
none; it is a fairly well-built post; and, indeed, the matter is 
before the Secretary of War to-day whether they will not re- 
invest this post and give it a garrison. 

As to Colonel Stewart, as I said heretofore on this floor, and 
I repeat it now, that I do not intend to discuss the merits of 
his particular case nor him as an individual while this matter 
is before the committee; but it is purely a matter of whether 
this officer shall have a command or not. There are Fort 
Assinniboine, Fort Keogh, and one or two posts in the South 
that are not at present garrisoned with troops. There were 
left these posts which an officer of the grade of colonel might 
command. This officer was first sent to Fort Grant by his 
superior officers, with no knowledge, as I understand, on the 
part of the President of his being sent there. 

The President had nothing to do with it in the first instance: 
and I want to say, before going further, that, notwithstanding 
the insinuations of the brilliant Senator from Maryland, I have 
not even seen the President of the United States since this mat- 
ter came up, save once, and then I was in his presence probably 
less than three minutes and did not discuss the merits of this 
case, and I have not even been in the War Department nor have 
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I discussed it with a single Army officer. I am discussing, as far 
as I go, this case upon what lies before us in the papers and 
what I know of certain facts surrounding it, gained from re- 
Jiable sources other than the Executive or the Army. 

Fort Grant, as I said before, is in fit condition to-day to re- 
ceive any officer of the Army with any number of troops that 
it can shelter. It has a good sewer system; it has a good water 
system ; substantial buildings, It is true that this officer 
found fault with one of the buildings, but the shortages were 
promptly made good, and the repairs were all attended to with- 
out delay. This officer is there, receiving full pay, which is now 
$5,000 a year., He had his choice whether he should have a 
buckboard or other style of carriage. He is furnished with 
horses and a driver. He has every privilege that the com- 
mander of any post in the United States usually has. All of his 
friends can go there. His wife and family can be there. There 
is a regular United States mail which goes there twice a week, 
and there is nothing in the comparison between that post and 
any other that makes it seem like punishment except the fact 
that he is there alone without command. 

Mr. President, it is true that officers of the Army may like 
the routs, the dances, and dinners of Washington and Balti- 
more, but the Army does not contract that its officers shall 
have all of the social advantages that men about town, so called, 
are addicted to and arrogate to themselves. Sherman said that 
“war is hell.” So it is, and the Army must always be pre- 
pared for hell, if hell comes. If an officer is sent to the very 
farthermost ends of the earth, it is his business to go without 
questioning his orders. 

As to the matter of retirement, how did it come up? The 
officer in 1906 made a request before anything had been said to 
him about retirement, as these papers will show, to be ap- 
pointed a brigadier-general. 
indorsements show that he was not considered fit for command, 
and consequently he was not made a brigadier-general, and 
the counter offer went back that he could retire and leave the 
service if he so desired, but otherwise he would be sent to some 
post without command. This same condition of affairs has ex- 
isted many times heretofore. I recall that a major in the ar- 
tillery when in command of post in Massachusetts was consid- 


it has 


ered to be temperamentally unsound for the time being, and | 


he was relieved of command and sent to one of those smal! 
artillery posts where he had no command. He was afterwards 
reinstated to position and since promoted, and is now an hon- 
ored and trusted officer. This man, Colonel Stewart, was sent 
to Fort Grant by his superior officers. From there he was later 
sent to a Southern post, probably because he had requested it; 
he was taken from that Southern post because the post had been 
committed in some way to the State of Florida, in which it 
was situated, and he was then sent back to Fort Grant. He 
can be taken, to-morrow or any other day, from Fort Grant 
and sent to any other place. He can be put in command or 
left without command, 

Now, as to a court of inquiry, the statutes and the papers 
show very plainly there are two ways to bring it about. A 
commanding officer can call a court of inquiry, provided that 
the officer about whom he proposes to make the inquiry is will- 
ing or will appear before it. On the other hand, the President 
has power at any time to call a court of inquiry without re- 
striction. Had the Senator from Maryland asked me, had the 
Senator from Maryland asked the members of the Committee 
on Military Affairs to use their influence to try to relieve this 
officer, I feel sure they would have investigated as far as they 
could and joined him in that purpose. Instead the 
has brought the matter in here and—TI leave it to Senators to 
say whether I am right or not—has made one of the most, if 
I may use the term, vicious speeches against the President of 
the United States, and incidentally it must apply to such com- 
manders as Generals Grant and Duvall and Murray and Davis 
and Wade, and all the others who passed upon this question 
and acted upon it long before the President knew anything espe 
cial about it, as the papers show. 


Returning again to the matter of the Military Committee, | 


the members of that committee are now on this floor, and I 
want the members of the committee to rise—any one or all of 
them—if I make a wrong statement. I want to ask whether 
or not the Committee on Military Affairs has neglected this case. 
If any member of the committee thinks so, I want him to rise 
now and say so, and I pause for such expression, [After a 
pause.| Since no one responds, I will proceed. 

There are other ways of reaching things than by attacking 
the President because of acts done by Army officers of long 
standing and untarnished reputation. The duty of this com- 


mittee, before it asks the President to do anything about this | 


man, is to examine thoroughly the papers, to acquaint itself 
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with the law and the Constitution, as we have been commanded 
to do, and to see what the effect will be upon the disciplin 
the Army. I had hoped we might make a report at this sos. 
sion. The Senator from Maryland has not made it any easier 
for the committee to make a report. These attacks made jp 
this way do not help the committee to consider the quest; 
If it so be that we do not report at this session, and it is Jef; 
until December, and in December we make a finding and pring 
it in here, what will happen? ‘This officer of the Army occy. 
pies a location, a home which I would love to have my brother 
or father or son occupy if he wanted to spend a pleasant ani 
restful summer. He receives everything due him as colone). 
which is his position in the Army, except that he is not charged 
with the responsibility of handling troops. He reporis ty 
headquarters; yes. So does every commander of every post, 
Will we put ourselves on record here in the Senate by passing 
a resolution, which has never been sent to a committee, that 
| will open the doors for every Army officer, if he happens to get 

a post he does not like, to come here and ask some Senator 
whom he knows to rise in his place and move that his station 
be changed or that he have a court of inquiry? 

Does the Senate want to take that responsibility? If this 
man were a prisoner, if he were under sentence, if he were ay 
exile such as the Senator from Maryland would have us be- 
lieve, it would be another question. But, without wishing to use 
offensive language, I want to say that such sensationa! appeals 
as have been made by him are, in my judgment, simply maudlin. 
What is going to happen to this man? You might make the 
same statement regarding the man in charge of Fort Etha: 
Allen, Vt., because he might want to go to San Antonio, whe: 
the weather is warmer, or the one in San Antonio because he 
might not want to go to the frozen regions of Vermont. It 
simply comes down to this: Shall the Army be commanded by 
its proper officers, educated for that purpose, having had long 
experience? And if the matter comes up, as sometimes it does, 
where it must be passed upon by the Commander in Chief, shal! 
the Army be run and commanded across the desk of tle pre- 
siding officer of the Senate upon the caprice of any one Senator, 
even” though he may be a brilliant, eloquent, and thrilling 
speaker? 

It is a matter of the discipline of the Army on the one hand, 
and it is also a matter of the rights and duties of the United 
States Senate. It is a question whether we will proceed pr 
erly and conduct business as we have always conducted it, or 
enter upon a new departure and run the Government upon tle 
wishes of a single Senator, one at a time. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I had not intended this mon 
ing to say a word about this resolution. I think I have said q! 
enough. I have said almost everything I could say. But 
address of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Wakrre> 
some of its rather distasteful observations, compels me | 
very briefly. 

There is no amusement to me about this case, nor is | 
any comedy about it, as the Senator seems to intip 
strikes, me as a tragedy rather than a comedy. The | 
from Wyoming speaks about applause in the gallerie: 
is no one in the Senate who cares less about applaus 
| galleries or applause from any quarter than I do. \yViien 
concluded what I had to say yesterday, I heard no 
from the galleries. The Senator from Wyoming is tra\ 
tirely outside of the sphere of this argument, I think, | 
ing any allusion or observation of that sort. 

I want to say this in passing: There is no one in fl 
for whom I have greater respect and esteem than I ! 
the distinguished Senator from Wyoming, and by nol! 

I have said, by no intimation that I have made, have | 
either the Committee on Military Affairs or any m 
that committee with evading its or his duty in refer 
resolution. If I thought for one moment, Mr. Presid 
| the record which the Senator from Wyoming has prod 
morning, or the smallest fraction of that record, w"s 
before his committee, I would not have asked for the 
or the rejection of the resolution during this ses 
whole contention has been, and it is now—and the Se 
Wyoming does not seem to pay the slightest attent! 
that it is not a question of the man’s record. I sul 
| Senator from Wyoming that he has not touched upon 
sition on which I addressed the Senate. It is not wha 
ord of Colonel Stewart is. It is the question whether |! 
| the right to be heard in self-defense upon the record 
enemies have made against him. 

Mr. President, I care not what that record is. ! 
know what it is. I know the President read to me | 
| from the record, and I have no doubt he read tl 
| charges. But the charges may be as severe and * 


e of 


on, 





l 
i 
i 











1908. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


u 


not 


ator, and I 
I 


NAT IS I 





————— =n . 


ssibly formulate. The question now is this: Those 
made against Colonel Stewart. Has he not the | 
f-defense, to be heard before a proper tribunal of 
» to vindicate himself from those charges? The 
m Wyoming has not touched upon that point. 
RREN. Mr. President—— 
E-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
ater from Wyoming? 
YNER. I do. 
RREN. Charges, as understood in Army affairs, are 
es that can be presented before a court of inquiry 
nartial. I have stated—and the Senator should ad- 
has examined these papers—that the Department has 
on charges regarding this man, but upon general in- 
has had by way of inspections, and so forth, as to 
and has concluded that he can be spared from more 
ice and ought not to be in charge of troops at the 
That is all there is about it. 
-\YNER. I will admit all that, and in legal phrase I 
demurrer to the indictment. I will admit every 
officers have stated. But if the demurrer is 
i is not the man entitled to be heard in his own defense? 
: answer to that proposition here in the Senate of 
e | i States? 
ir. WARREN, Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
» Senator from Wyoming? 
Yes; I will submit. 
I will not interrupt the Senator again. 
No; I do not object to interruptions, I made 
yesterday in not permitting the Senator to interrupt 


t 


it 
ie. 


These 


-. WARREN. I am very sorry I have interrupted the Sen- 
will not do so further. 
r. RAYNER. I do not object. 
monn 
WARREN. I know, but I am breaking the thread of 
tor’s remarks, and I will desist. 
Mr. RAYNER, No, not at all. Of course if the Senator does 
desire to interrupt me, very well. 
[ said it is not a question of depriving him of command. That 
ot the proposition. The Senator asks whether I have looked 
t How could I have looked into papers that I 
How can Colonel Stewart answer charges of 
f s never been notified? When Senators discuss this 
tter I should like them to discuss the proposition before the 
nate and not a proposition that is not before the Senate. The 
position I have advanced before the Senate is not in refer- 
the sewerage at Fort Grant or similar propositions; 
iot the proposition. Nor whether or not it is a station 
anyone would be willing to spend a summer; that is 
roposition. Nor the proposition whether the President 
: Colonel Stewart or whether he has a right to pun- 
iat is only a corollary of the proposition I am 
The proposition I have argued before the Senate for 
th time is that certain charges have been made against 
ind he is entitled to be heard in his own defense to 
the charges that have been made against him. 
\RREN rose, 
RAYNER, Now, if the Senator wants to interrupt me 
t, or if any other Senator does, I will gladly submit to 
y interruption, Here are a thousand pages, I understand. 
tone! Stewart has never seen one of them. Here is charge 
i ce. He has never seen one of these charges. Here 
ns, so many of them that the Military Affairs Com- 
id I will admit that that is a true statement—would 
have time during this session, and probably not 
® hext session, to investigate them fully. Colone! 
never seen them. 
KREN. Part of the papers are his own letters and 


I want to be perfectly 


sel 


ipers, 


» not 


seen ? 
} 


1 him: t 


' 


ul 


LANER, Part of it is in his own writing? I will be 
Q { the Senator will give me the part that is in his 
‘REN, It runs all through these papers and occurs 
! scores of places, 
RAYNER. This is the first notice I have had of it. 
nature of it? The nature of it is that Colonel 
8 for a court of inquiry, and the President has de- 
The nature of that writing, I suppose, is that 
vo or three months’ leave of absence, and the Presi- 
ed it to him. 
ittacking the President here. The Senator from 
mistaken. He talks about a vicious attack. I am 
an act the President has committed and not about 


La ; 
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the President. Nobody in this body has a highe 
than I have, personally and otherwise. But when 
an act of injustice I propose to follow it to the end He 


r opinion of ] 


he 


1. s 
| denied to a man the right to be heard in self-defense. That is 
the proposition before the Senate. You must separate the two 
propositions. The Senator from Wyoming must not confound 


the punishment of this man with the right of this man to be 
heard upon charges made against | 

I have intended no refiection upon the Military 
mittee. Not one word that has fallen from me ref 
chairman of that 


lin. 
Affairs Com- 
lects upon e 





committe or any member of the committ 
I have intended, and no words of mine will bear any other i 
pretation, no reflection upon the President. My purpose is to 
bring the resolution before the Senate, and the resolution reads 
as follows: 
_ Resolved, That Col. William F. Stewart, of the Coast Art 
United States Army, is, in the opinion of the Senat entitled to 
heard, together with his witnesses, upon the charges that have | 1 
made against him and that are contained in a report to the |] d 
and that the President is requested to conven i uurt of inquiry 
the purpose of giving him and his witnesses the opportunity to 
heard, and that the said court render its opinion upon the facts sub 
mitted after the hearing as is usual in the pr “lings of courts of 


inquiry. 
The Senator from Wyoming has not touched upon this point. 

I should like to ask him or any other Senator if these charg 

are aS grave as he says they are, and as many as he cla 








them to be, why is not this officer entitled to the same right to 
be heard in self-defense that a criminal has under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States? 

Mr. WARREN. ‘The Senator from Maryland asks me the 
question. Shall I answer it? 

Mr. RAYNER. I have no objection. 

Mr. WARREN. I have not stated that any charges were 


made against him. Quite the contrary. 
Mr. RAYNER. I should like to ask the Senator, then, what 
is in these thousand pages, if there are 
Mr. WARREN. 


no charges? 

I have reason to believe that if the Senator 
had referred to him this whole matter whole of 
papers—he would either never read all this stuff or else, having 
read it. he would drop it where it is. 

Mr. RAYNER. I would never drop it. What is in it? The 
man has not been heard. If the Senator from Wyoming can 
satisfy me the mah has been heard, I am willing to abandon 
the proposition, but the man has never had a tribunal before 
which 


this stack 


he has had the right to be heard. Now, do not let us 
make any mistake about that. I will not wander away from 
the main proposition before the Senate. I will not go into the 


question whether it is a detail or punishment. I think it is pun- 
ishment. And I do not think the President of the United States 
or any commanding officer has the right to inflict punishment 
before he gives the accused a right to be heard in his own 
defense before a tribunal. But that is only a corollary from the 
proposition that I am advancing to the Senate. The proposition 


o 


I am advancing to the Senate—and I hope the Senator from 
Wyoming or the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopcEe], who 
appears to be getting ready to answer my argument, will pay 


attention to the proposition that I am making now 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 

yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. RAYNER. I do. 


Senator from 


Maryland 


Mr. HOPKINS. I want to ask the Senator from Maryland 
if he thinks that every time a subordinate officer in the Army 
of the United States receives an order from his superior 
he has a right to contest that order and have a court of in 


quiry to determine whether it shall be obeyed by him or not? 

Mr. RAYNER. I think that question selt I 
do not think anybody would advance any proposition 
that. 


answers il 


such as 


Mr. WARREN, That is the whole case. 
Mr. RAYNER. I do not think any man would advance any 


such proposition. 
Mr. HOPKINS. If the question answers itself, 
argument the Senator can make in the premises, 





there is to this is that the superior officer issued an or to 
Colonel Stewart, and Colonel Stewart, through the Senator 
from Maryland, is resisting the obeying of that order. 

Mr. RAYNER. With all deference, that shows how litt! 
the Senator from Illinois knows about the question which has 
been argued here. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Whether “the Senator from Illinois” know 
much or little, he knows enough to know that in the Army and 


in the Navy subordinates are supposed to obey orders without 
question. We could not have an army, we could not have a 
| havy, unless that rule prevailed. 
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Mr. RAYNER. The Senator again has not touched upon this 
question. I am not arguing against the order of the President. 
I am arguing for the right of this man to a court of inquiry. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

Mr. RAYNER. Just let me finish this sentence. It matters 
not where this man is. Suppose he were not at Fort Grant. 
Suppose he were at the most delightful place to which the 
resident could send him. This question would still be before 
the Senate 
so far 
time 


as concerns the Senator from Illinois, for the fourth 


he is not entitled to a court of inquiry. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
vield to the Senator from Illinois? 
” Mr. RAYNER. I will yield if it has anything to do with the 


to do with it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The trouble with the Senator from Maryland 
is that he discusses everything on earth aside from the very 
proposttion that involves the rights of Colonel Stewart. 
talked about what has been said here in order to determine 
the rights of Colonel Stewart. We go to the order issued, not 
to any letters written. We take the official order. 
ator can find any fault with that, I should like him to discuss 
that instead of to “tear a passion to tatters.” 

Mr. RAYNER. Suppose there is no order in this case? 

Mr. HOPKINS. But there is an order. 

Mr. RAYNER. 
as a corollary from the main proposition. I discussed that mat- 
ter before the Senate, and I do not think the Senator from Illi- 
nois could have heard the first argument I made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will not speak of an argument. 
the speech. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have never heard very much of an argu- 
ment made by the Senator from Illinois on anything, if it comes 
to that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am not trying to argue. I am merely call- 
ing attention to a fact. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I shall not submit to any fur- 
ther interruption. I think I have acted very courteously. If 
the Senator has not understood the argument, it is simply be- 


cause he can not understand an argument when one is addressed 
to him. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
clines to yield further, 
floor. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will yield to anybody, but I will not yield 
for a statement of that sort. It is not fair. I am trying to 
discuss this proposition in an orderly way, and I want to put 
it before the Senate. I admit it is susceptible of discussion ; 
most decidedly. The two propositions I have advanced are, 
first, that this officer is entitled to a court of inquiry. That is 
one proposition, distinct from the order, distinct from the 
punishment the President has inflicted upon him. There may 
have been no punishment; there may have been no order; but 
Colonel Stewart has had accusations and charges made against 
him, and owipg to the gravity of the charges he is entitled to 
have them inquired into. The President has charged him with 
being disqualified for the military service of the United States. 
lias he the right to have that question examined into? That 
is the proposition, and the only answer to it is that if he has 
the right, then every other officer has the right. 

I deny the truth of that proposition. I think every case 
must stand upon the environment that surrounds it. I think 
it is a matter of discretion whether an officer, when charges 
are made against him, has the right to a court. I will say that 
every criminal has the right to ask for a court. A man who 
has committed the greatest crime in the calendar of crimes 
has the right under the Constitution of the United States to be 
confronted by his accusers, to have witnesses summoned in his 
behalf, and to a speedy trial by an impartial jury. Under the 
Constitution of the United States you give to every criminal 
the right to a trial, and yet you deny a trial to this man, who 
claims to have been charged with things that unfit him for the 
military service. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. RAYNER, Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator’s opinion upon 
a question of law in reference to his proposition. He has 
studied the matter-and can answer, Suppose a court of inquiry 


The Senator from Maryland de- 
The Senator from Maryland has the 
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I have tried to argue it, it seems in vain, at least | 


whether, outside of the place where this man is stationed, | 
entirely apart from the question whether he is being punished, | 


| Commander in Chief any other impression than that which je 


| has been denied that right. 


| the President to deny this officer the right to be heard in his own 
Sut I am not discussing now the order, except | 


I heard | 
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were awarded this officer, and it should make a report and recom. 
mendation. ‘Does the Senator think the Commander in (Chjcr 
would be bound by that report or recommendation? 

Mr. RAYNER. I do not, and I so told the Senator from 
Indiana the other day. I do not think so. I do not think tho 
President—and I so stated in the first argument I ;poq 


bAidgde— 


| would be bound by any opinion that a court of inquiry ren dereg, 


A court of inquiry merely advises the President as to tho 
facts, and it is still for the President to act upon the findings 
of the court of inquiry. There seems to be an unbrokey 
rent of authorities upon that proposition. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That being true as a matter of lay 
it not follow when the President says, as the Senator 


“ur: 


: does 


from 


; Maryland said the other day he had said, that he (the Prosj. 
| dent) had been advised upon this case very thoroughly by two 
; or three or four commanding generals and a large nun 


| other officers, and having himself a great mass of tes' 
subject, but please do not get off on something that has nothing 


er of 
mony, 
that a court of inquiry would not make upon his mind » 


is 


had arrived at upon the recommendations and the advice of 


| these eminent officers? 
He has | 


Mr. RAYNER. I think decidedly not, because the President 


| has neither heard the officer nor heard any witnesses jn jis 
| defense. 
If the Sen- | 


How many times must I state that proposition in the 
Senate? The President has heard the charges made by the 
commanding officers, but this officer has upon three different 
occasions asked him for the privilege of being heard: and he 
Does the Senator think it fair for 


defense? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator asks me the question, and 
I think it is a very important question and goes to the heart 
of this controversy, and I will answer it in just one moment. 
Not only as a matter of law, but also as a matter of policy, 
I do not think that, in the command of the Army and the main- 
tenance of its discipline, any officer or soldier, as a matter of 
right, can ask to be heard upon the question where he shall 
be sent, what duty he shall perform, what command he shal! 
have, or the division of the Army to which he shall belong. I 
do not think—and I think it goes to the heart of the whole 
controversy, since the Senator asks me—that he has a right 
under the law to any such thing. If such a doctrine were ac- 
cepted, it would be totally destructive not only of the disci- 
pline of the Army, I will say to the Senator, but of the whole 
philosophy that underlies military organization. 

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator from Indiana has not answered 
the question. I will admit that the question of duty and the 
question where an officer is to be sent are questions to be deter 
mined in the regular course of military discipline. Has not a 
man a right to be heard in defense of the charges made against 
him, so as to relieve his character from imputation? I read to 
the Senate the other day—I do not remember whietlier tlie 
Senator from Indiana was present or not—a parallel case to 
this, an exact precedent, where men perhaps not so great 4s 
some of the Senators arguing this question now debated this 
whole proposition in the Senate of the United States. Mr. 
Thurman debated it; Mr. Conkling debated it. Mr. Morton de 
bated it. Logan debated it from the military point of view. I! 
was discussed in the House, and Mr. Frye, now a Senator from 
the State of Maine, was a Member of the House of Representa: 
tives. They proceeded to discuss the whole question, «nd the 
Senate and House unanimously held that General How:rd had 
a right to a court of inquiry to relieve his character. If ! 
could only get Senators to understand that, there would be ne 
further difficulty in the argument of this question. se 

Mr. FULTON, Mr. BEVERIDGE, and Mr. WARREN at: 
dressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes; I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. RAYNER. 
yourselves, aad 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from }!0! ' 
yield the floor? 

Mr. RAYNER, 
the floor. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from \! 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. RAYNER. For an interruption. 

Mr. FULTON. I suggest to the Senator from Mar; 
the question here is not whether a man is entitled to © 
We all agree, I think, that every man is entitled to ; 


I yield to all of them. 
Mr. President—— 


I yield to all of you. Distribute |t 


I yield for an interruption. I do ! 


rvland 


nd that 
earing. 
searing 








referred against him in a formal way, whether it 
life. But the question here is 
to adopt a resolution directing a court of 
it has carefully investigated the matter itself in 
rtain whether or not it is a proper case in which to 
ry. 
ne of the Army is involved. While we will all 
1 is entitled to a hearing, yet I think no one will 
to say that on a mere suggestion that an officer 
has been treated unfairly and unjustly we will 
sation or a court of inquiry. If we were to do 
ody will concede that we would destroy all possi- 
itaining discipline in the Army or in the Navy. 
sition here is to refer this matter to a 
e committee an opportunity to investigate the facts 
and whether or not there is sufficient behind 
a court of inquiry. I take it the committee will go 
estigation fairly and fully and report to the Senate 
Then we will be advised whether or not it 
; where we ought to provide that a court of inquiry 
| in order that justice may be done to this officer. 
President, the committee has not had time to con- 
it says it has not. It has had the case before it for 
and in the closing hours of the when 
rushed and the Senate is crowded with work. To 
‘ ommittee of the investigation of an important mat- 
character, that has been before it for only a week 
pon ourselves the responsibility of saying that we 
his inquiry, that we will enter upon the domain of 


; y matter or in civil 


ate Ls 


is 


conimittee 


sSuy 


is one 


session, 


rain 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| Officer, and the answer was made, “ The character of the officer 
is involved in the charges that are made against him.” 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 
Mr. RAYNER. Let me finish the sentence. The direct point 
that is in the Senator’s mind came up before the Senate to 
whether an officer of the United States bad a right to a court 


h of the Government without any preliminary in- | 


urselves is assuming a very great responsibility, | 


that I do not wish to assume. 


Is ribe to all that the Senator says in the abstract about 
f every individual to a hearing. That is true. But 

ew vithout investigating the matter, to presume that the 

er branch of the Government has been derelict in its duty? | 


e very great principles involved here, and matters of 
c concern. 

I do not mean to say that if it shall appear on investigation 
hat injustice has been done a citizen it is not our duty to pro- 


nubi 


t he shall have an opportunity to be heard. I will! 

cree to that. The question is, How shall we approach the 
of that duty? Shall we not take order, in the first 

8 e, to see that we have sufficient ground upon which to 
our action? And how can we know that until this matter 

has been carefully inquired into by a committee? 

If the committee, on inquiry, shall develop facts which to my 
! show that this man is being unjustly treated, then I 

» for a court of inquiry or for some substantial meas- 
ef; but I am not ready to do that until it has been | 
red carefully into. I do not think that the committee has | 


t had the time or the opportunity to give it that investigation 
tl iportance of the principle involved requires should 


Mr. RAYNER, Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon 
nd experienced a lawyer not to draw the 
between the punishment that is being awarded to this man 
tht of this man to be heard in his own 
» charges and accusations that are made against him. 
) propositions are entirely distinct. The right of the 
President to punish him is one thing. Has the President or has 
nding officer the right to punish without a court of 
! [ say not. I have just sent for the War Regulations 
|! have them here in a few moments. 
FULTON, Mr. President—— 
VER. I will yield in a moment. 
sion is made for a court-martial, where the officer 
vith certain offenses, and the offenses are enumer- 


is 


estion which arises is an interesting one. I 
out all this, but I have my own views about it, 
it to a conclusion, notwithstanding the im- 

e Senator from Massachusetts. I shall go on with 
and I shall show that the question whether a 
flicer has a right to punish is a question entirely 
the right of an officer to have charges that are 

him examined into. 

- LON. Mr. President 
NER, One moment. If the Senator from Oregon 
splendid argument of the Senator who some time 
50 pre | the Senator from Massachusetts in this body, 
ner, he will find an answer to the very proposition 
me. The proposition was put to Sumner and to 
that case that there are no charges against this 


press 








: ~ s e . 
distine- | ceeded and the circumstances under which he 


defense | 


Tn one article after 


may 





of inquiry to relieve himself from charg ind imputations 
against his official character. A court of inquiry in Howard's 
case was ordered. The court of inquiry convened and Genera! 
Howard received, I will not say an honorable acquittal, but, as 
I said the other day, an honorable vindication at its hands. 
That is an entirely distinct question from the question whether 
the President has right to punish. Make no mistake about 
that. The President’s right to punish depends upon certain 
principles of law. The right of officers to demand a court of 
inquiry depends upon an entirely different set of principles. I 
am Satisfied that the Senator from Oregon can draw easily the 


distinction between the two. 

Now I will yield to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. FULTON. What I wish to say to the Senator from Mary 
land is this: I can distinction between two propo 


see a 
sitions. The Senator says the question is, Has the President 


} 
the 


the power to punish? My answer is, How does it come that 
the Presicent has inflicted any punishment? I do not know. 
The Senator says he do but we have no official knowledge 
whatever that any punishment has been imposed upon this 
man. That is why I want a report from the committee, so 
that we may know what has been done, why and under what 


c-ircumstances the steps were taken. Simply bec 
great as our confidence in him may be, shall come on the floor 
and state that he understands punishment has been inflicted on 
an officer of the Army or Navy and demands a court of inquiry, 
this body can not afford to proceed along any such lines. We 
must proceed in an manner, give the committee the 
subject in hand, and let the committee investigate it and report 
what the facts are. The Senator says that this officer is being 


iuse a Senator, 


orderly 


punished. How does the Senator know that? 

Mr. RAYNER. I will tell the Senator from Oregon how I 
know it. It is because the President five times in his letter 
stated that he was punishing him. 

Mr. WARREN, The President said “incidentally” every 
time. 

Mr. RAYNER. Five times did the President state in the 
communication that this is punishment inflicted upon Colonel 


Stewart, and I do not want any better authority than that. 


Mr. FULTON. Suppose the President said that to the Sen- 
ator, the question is whether or not there is any official order 
showing it. Has the President said that to the Senate? No. 
I say we must proceed in an orderly manner and refer this 
matter to the committee. If the committee reports the fact 
showing that, then we will determine it. I am not willing to 
proceed simply because the Senator comes here and says he has 
a letter from the President saying that this man is being pun- 


ished. I wish to have further knowledge as to why, under what 
circumstances, and what was the ey on which he pro- 
» contended he had 
a right to inflict punishment. All matters we must know 
before we should presume to interfere with the conduct or busi- 
ness of another branch of the 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. 


den e 
these 


Crovernment, 
Mr. President 


Mr. FULTON. I yield to the Senator from Florida if he 
wishes to ask me a question. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 


yield to the Senator from Florida? 


Mr. RAYNER. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I wish to call the atter 
tion of the Senator from Oregon and the Senate to the fact that 
there is a letter in the Recorp from the President of the United 
States in which he distinctly states that no ques 1 of punish- 
ment in this case has concerned him in the slightest decree: 
that if there were puishment it was purely incidental that 


for the purpose of 


this 


man had not been sent to Fort Grant 
punishment. 

Mr. FULTON, - All those are matters that co to snp m 
position and contention that the only way we can proceed with 
any accurate knowledge, the only way by which we may safel: 
proceed, is to have the subject fully investigated by the 
mittee, and get a report from the committe Then w in 
act intelligently and know what we ought to do. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 


yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 
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‘Mr. CARTER. I observe that the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. RayNer] has a copy of the Articles of War in his posses- 


sion at this moment, and before he refers to the articles to | 
which he desires to direct attention I desire to call his atten- | 
tion particularly to the issue here presented, to the end that | 


he may in addressing himself to the subject hereafter give such 


attention to the view I have obtained of this matter as he may | 


think proper. 


As I understand the case which is presented here on the floor | 


of the Senate Chamber, this officer has not been charged with 
any crime known to the law or the Articles of War. It is 
alleged that the inducing cause leading to a certain assignment 


is traceable to a quarrelsome disposition and certain mental | 


and temperamental infirmities. 


I recall very distinctly that many years ago when the selec- | 


tion of officers for duty in connection with the Spanish-Ameri- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. May 21, 





can war was a subject of interest to the country Army officers | 


and the President, as Comniander in Chief, discussed in my | 


presence, not once, but repeatedly, the temperamental features 
of an oflicer, his mentality, his prudence or the lack of it, his 
courage, his strength, his age, and in many, many cases officers 
were pronounced temperamentally unfit, mentally unfit, physic- 
ally unfit for the discharge of a particular duty. Does that 
constitute a charge against the officer cognizable before a court 
of inquiry ? 

Mr. President, I think the Senator from Maryland will find 
that the Articles of War do not cover and no statute applies to 


data with reference to character, courage, temperament, and | 
mentality generally, by which the Commander in Chief of the | 
Army determines the particular post where an officer or en- | 
listed mman may best serve the Government he has sworn to | 


serve, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, Will the Senator permit me just there? 
Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In addition to what the Senator has so 
clearly stated, even if it did justify any of the things the Sena- 


tor pointed out; if it justified a court of inquiry, which, of | 


course, it does not, is it within the proprieties that the Senate 
of the United States should express its opinion as to an Army 
officer, as to whether we think he should have a court of in- 
quiry, and as to whether that was a sufficient cause? 

Mr. CARTER. The Senate, of course, will not engage in a 
futile work. The Senate will not put itself upon record as vol- 
unteering an opinion which no one is bound to respect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside in order that the Senate may proceed to the 
consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside, in order that the Senate may proceed to the consid- 
eration of the general deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire merely to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The resolution goes over and comes up to-morrow at 
the conclusion of the morning business, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go to the Calendar, It 
loses its day. 

Mr. LODGE. It goes now to the Calendar? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I will take occasion to say what I have 
to ssy in connection with the general deficiency bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of | 


the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 


Tha V ‘nm Dp 7 Jay > » Sa 7 ine wia i 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield | pensed with, that the bill be‘read for amendment, and 


to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank the Senator from Maine, and I cer- 
tainly will not abuse his courtesy by continuing long. 

Mr. HALE. Several Senators have indicated a desire to con- 
tinue this debate, but I think I must insist on going on with the 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I for one do not desire to detain the deficiency 
appropriation bill a moment, and I am perfectly willing to stand 
aside and let the whole matter go over until to-morrow, but I 
should like the unanimous consent stated to allow the resolution 
to come up to-morrow, 








Mr. ALDRICH. It could be printed and lie on the tabje. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that it lie on the table, so that it cs; 
taken up to-morrow after the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massac! 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution may lie on the | 

Mr. LODGE. Otherwise, of course, I can say what | | 
to say on the deficiency bill which would leave it in th 
nection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What resolution is it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution that has been under 
consideration. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. The resolution offered by the Senator 
from Maryland? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution offered by the Sep. 


ator from Maryland. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 


1 be 


iSetts 
ible, 
live 


it con- 


| withdraw his request for unanimous consent? 


Mr. LODGE. I want to relieve the passage of the genera] 
deficiency bill. If I can have unanimous consent that the reso. 
lution will be taken up to-morrow after the morning business, 
I will say nothing now, of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 


| asks unanimous consent that the resolution lie on the table, to 
| be taken up after the close of the routine morning business 
| to-morrow. 


Mr. RAYNER. Before the question is put over, I should 
like to know about my right to the floor. I had the floor until 
2 o’clock and I suppose I will have the floor to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have not yielded the floor. I yielded to one 
interruption after another, until the hour of 2 o’clock arrived. 
When the resolution comes up to-morrow I suppose I wil! have 
a right to finish my argument, which will be very brief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution can come up to- 


| morrow only by motion or by unanimous consent. 


Mr. RAYNER, I shall object to unanimous consent unless 


| the Senator from Massachusetts agrees that I may finish my 


argument, which will be very brief, I suppose. I submitted to 
one interruption after another. Two-thirds of my time was 
taken up by interruptions. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not interrupt the Senator from Mary- 
land, and I had no intention of doing so. 

Mr. RAYNER. I know, but you would have had thie right 
to do so. Several other Senators interrupted me. 

Mr. LODGE. I only desire, at the proper time, when thie 
Senator shall have concluded—I do not know when that will 
arrive—that I shall have an opportunity to say a few words 
in behalf of the Military Committee, of which I am a member. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let us go on with the deficiency bi 

Mr. BURKETT. Is the question pending on a request for 
unanimous consent to-morrow ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BURKETT. I object to making a special order for to- 
morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr, HALE. Let us go on with the deficiency appropriation 
bill. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the gencrs 
ficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Con! 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2110) 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appr: 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for pr 
and for other purposes, which had been reported frou | 
mittee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the |} 
pensed with and that the amendments of the committ« 
sidered as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ma 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bi 


committee amendments be first considered. Without « 
it is so ordered, and the Secretary will proceed to re: 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropri:' 
in the item “ Department of State,” on page 2, line 
the word “Institution,” to strike out “the Commiss 
the District of Columbia;” in line 15, after the wo! mr 
tional Museum,” to strike out “ Municipal;” and in "© on 
after the word “ provisions,” to insert “and the sum ©! a . 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expe aon 
cordance with the directions of the President for the at 
of expenses in connection with the suitable temporary | epare 
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m of d buildings for such purposes, is hereby appro- 


as to make the clause read: 


President be, and he is hereby, empowered and requested 

i Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution and the Secre- 

eulture to place at the disposition of the International 

Congress, under such terms and conditions as the Presi- 
thorize or prescribe, such space, not now occupied, in the 
Museum and Agricultural buildings, respectively, as may 
properly provide for the meeting of such_ International 
Congress, including exhibits, to be held in September and 
e present year, and the use of said buildings for such pur- 
yy authorized; and permanent occupancy of such build- 
vely, shall be postponed in so far as may be necessary to 
» foregoing provisions ; and the sum of $40,000, or so much 
‘ ay be necessary, to be expended in accordance with the 
the President for the payment of expenses in connection 
table temporary preparation of said buildings for such 

hereby appropriated. 

The dment was agreed to. 

amendment was, on page 3, after line 3, to insert: 

{ the owners of the Norwegian steamship Nicaragua in full 
tion for damage to said owners by reason of the rescue of 
citizen, John McCafferty, and the consequent quarantine 

i at Mobile, Ala., in the year 1894, $4,926.67. 

ndment was agreed to. 
amendment was, in item “ Treasury Department,” 
; after line 19, to insert: 
the Auditor for the Navy Department: For the following 
» in the office of the Auditor for the Navy Department 
‘e of the fiscal year 19068, namely: Two clerks of class 
:s of class 3; two clerks of class 2; in all, $800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 3, to insert: 

For rent of the third and fourth floors of the Union Building, 

ted on G street, between Sixth and Seventh streets NW., Washing- 

cluding light, heat, janitor, and elevator service, and re- 
fices of Auditor for the Interior Department, for the fiscal 

, 000. 


*» 
Os 


The 
Th 


endment was agreed to. 
t amendment was, on page 4, after line 9, to insert: 
| she ng and transferring records, furniture, and files from the 
ling, including the personal services of laborers and skilled 
i n connection therewith, for the fiscal year 1909, $10,500. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 22, to insert: 
Payment Walter Hunnewell, administrator of Samuel Welles: The 
1.22, heretefore appropriated to be paid to H. Hollis Hun- 
iistrater of Samuel Welles, in the act entitled “An act for 
va of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the 
t of ¢ ms under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 
monly known as the ‘Bowman Act,’ and for other pur- 
DI ved May’ 27, 1902 (p. 232, vol. 32, U. S. Stat. L.), be 
| to Walter Hunnewell, as administrator of Samuel Welles; 
| er, That the same shall not be paid until the Court of 
ertify to the Secretary of the Treasury that the adminis- 
Hiunnewell, represents the next of kin of said Samuel 
\ estate he has administered, and the court which 
administration to the said administrator shall certify that 
adequate security for the legal disbursement of the sum 
iated. 


ndment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Public build- 
13, line 6, before the word “ cents,” to strike out 
’ and to insert “ fifty-five,” so as to make the clause 


c fs ) 


Se 


ipl 


The ame 


gs,” on page 
thirty fi t 
read: 
accounting officers of the Treasury are directed to credit in the 
s of Thomas J. Hobbs, late disbursing clerk of the Treasury De- 
, im of $131.55 standing against him on the books of the 
ry De 
1o0 


Lg ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Under 

an Institution,” at the top of page 14, to insert: 
Statue: For the transfer of the marble statue of Wash- 


the 


mithson 

Washin 

ton, y G 

Smithes i Se 
t lian 

hsonian Ty 

iG 


titution, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
titution and the Superintendent of the Capitol Building 
including the construction of a foundation and a marble 


Mr. BI 
' Washington was not carried in another bill. 
‘clon that we had it up in some other bill. 
Mr. HAL I That bill contained no appropriation to carry it 
lit. This money is needed for a base and for the statue when 
ved. 

Mr. BURKETT, 
SOY } 


TT 
ALIN 


TT. 


I have a recol- 


eno 
I thought the subject had been covered 
ey 
Mr, HALE. Yes: but no appropriation was made. 
the amendment was agreed to. 
euin v song endment was, in the item “ District of Columbia 
ae penses,” on page 23, line 22, to increase the ap- 
or an additional amount required for provisions, 
harness, and vehicles and repairs to same, etc., at 
i Asylum from $6,000 to $12,000. 


ere 


vr ‘ 
Propriation 

fuel, lorage 
th 


We Washing 


XLII 417 


nough, from the plaza in front of the Capitol to the | 


I should like to ask the Senator in charge of | 
Whether this item with reference to moving the statue | 





rtment under the appropriation “ Plans for public build- | 





The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 25, line 25, after the word 
“cents,” to insert “and for additional judgments amounting 
to $96.95, in all, $20,945.85,” so as to make the clause read: 


Judgments: For payment of the judgments, including costs, against 


the District of Columbia, set forth in House Document No. 880, of 
this session, $20,848.90 and for additional judgments amounting to 
$96.95, in all, $20,945.85, together with a further sum sufficient to 
pay the interest, at not exceeding 4 per cent, on said judgments, as 


provided by law, from the date the same became due until the date of 
payment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 15, to insert: 


Reimbursement of Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad 
Company: For reimbursemen: of the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Wash 
ington Railroad Company for the cost of maintenance of the Long 
Bridge from February 12, 1906, to December 18, 1906, $6,418.16. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Maine in charge of the bill something with reference 
to that item. I have had it called to my attention somewhere 
else, but I consulted the chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia [Mr. GaLLIncer], and we could not recall 
that the matter had been before that committee. If the Senator 
from Maine has any information in regard to the subject, I 
should be glad to have it. 

Mr. HALE. I have a 
it which states: 


The Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington 
its own cost, although it had discontinued the 
August 28, 1904, maintained and operated the 
should have been removed, namely, Februar, 12, 1905, to February 12, 
1906, for the reason that during this period it was receiving rental 
from the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railroad Company, 
which rental would be an offset against the cost of maintenance and 
operation. The Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Rallroad 
stopped running over the bridge February 11, 1906, and the rental 
ceased. The Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad Com 
pany then proposed to remove the bridge in accordance with the pro 
visions of the act to which I have referred. 

At a conference between Mr. Macfarland, president of the Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, Mr. Babcock, chairman of 
the House District Committee, and Col. John Cassels, acting for the 
Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company, it was 
agreed that if the bridge was not removed, the cost of operation and 
maintenance until the new highway bridge could be utilized should be 
defrayed by the District government. 


memorandum before me in regard to 


Railroad Company, 
use of the bridge 
same from the time 


at 
on 
it 


I have the items here under which the agreement was made, 
and it is on that basis that the appropriation has been put into 
the bill. The items that make up the cost are given, but the 
committee did not examine into them at all, taking this state- 
ment for them. That is all the committee has upon the subject. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator, 
the committee have no evidence, nothing further with reference 
to that agreement which was entered into, than the statement 
which has been furnished? 

Mr. HALE. We have the items as to what the expenditures 
are for maintaining the bridge, amounting to the sum named. 

Mr. BURKETT. I recall, of the Senator 
when we built these bridges there. It seems rather an unusual 
item, and it is almost two years old now. It really ought to be 
presented in the nature of a claim, I think. 

Mr. HALE. No; it in the regular estimates of the De- 
partment, who have been over the whole matter and estimated 
for it as a deficiency. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the item “ Military 


course, as does, 


is 


establishment—Miscellaneous,” on page 29, after line 23, to 
insert: 

The accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to allow the sum of $521.67 in the accounts of 
Maj. G. S. Bingham, Quartermaster’s Department, on account of char ; 
paid for the storage of baggage of officers on duty with the for in 
military occupation of the island of Cuba during the interval between 
their return to New York on May 20, 1902, and their subsequent as 


signment to stations in the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 8, to insert: 

The proper accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and 
directed to credit the following-named officers with ms set op- 
posite their respective names in the settlement of their accounts for 
furniture purchased by them by authority of the Secretary War f 
public buildings at posts, including expenditures for the equipment of 
messes for bachelor officers : 

Capt. Charles C. Ballou, Twelfth Infantry, assistant quartermaster, 
Presidio of Monterey, Cal., $98.61 

Capt. Leon 8. Roudiez, assistant quartermaster, Fort Ril Kans., 


$784.83. 
Capt. George C. Barnhardt, Fort Ethan Allen, Vt., 
Lieut. William J. Davis, 
Fort Slocum, N. Y., $1,563.5 


$1,655.62 


Eighth Infantry, assistant quartsrma 
t. 
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Willis C. Metcalf, Coast Artillery Corps, Fort Washington, 
tae 

apt. Courtland Nixon, quartermaster’s department, Fort Oglethorpe, 
Ga., $1,382.90, 


ive 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 9, to insert: 

To reimburse First Lieut. Charies E. Morton, Sixteenth United States 
Infantry, the amount refunded by him to the United States Govern 
ment to cover loss of public funds for which he was accountable and 
which were stolen at Echague, province of Isabela, Luzon, P. L, with- 
out fault or neglect on his part, $186. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 16, to insert: 

The m of $60,000 appropriated for the erection and completion 
of a military hospital at San Juan, P. R., under construction and re 
pair of hospitals in the act approved March 2, 1907, for the support 


j 





The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 12, ty 


For fuel, oil, grease, tools, pipe, wire, and other materia!s needed 
for the maintenance and repair of boilers, engines, heating a)». 
electric lighting and power plant, and water-supply system: 
and maintenance of teams; material for boxing nautical in 
for transportation; paints, telegraph and telephone service 


insert . 
ratus 
Chase 

iMents 


| cidental labor, $407.50. » and ip. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item “ Naval establis 
on page 35, after line 20, to insert: 
PAY OF THE NAVY. 
To supply a deficiency in the appropriation “ Pay of Navy 


iment,” 


| fiscal year ending June 30, 1908 (act of March 2, 1907, vol. 34 for the 


of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908 (34 Stats., | 


p. 1172), is hereby reappropriated and made available during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, for the erection and compietion of said 
10spital. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 13, to insert: 

For payment of certain claims approved by the Auditor of the War 
Department for damages done to private property by the firing of heavy 
guns at Forts Heath and Banks, Winthrop, Boston Liarbor, Massachu 
setts, $1,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Connected with that amendment, I offer the 
amendment on behalf of the committee, which I send to the 
desk. 


sec. 1), $457,363.50. +B 2006, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item, “ Marine Corps,” 
page 46, after line 16, t6 insert: 
For the fiscal year 1908, $12,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item, “ Interior Depart: 


on 


ment,” on page 48, after line 9, to strike out: 


or salary, traveling and other miscellaneous and eme: 


| penses, including a per diem in lieu of subsistence not ex 


per day, of expert agents appointed by the Secretary of th: 
whose employment shall be limited to the examination and 


| of the various offices and bureaus and the work and busin 


| Interior, and to be expended at his discretion and under his 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine will be stated. 


The Secretary. On page 32, after line 18, it is proposed to | 


insert: 
lor payment of twenty-five approved claims for damages to and loss 


of private property belonging to citizens of the United States and the | 


Philippine Islands, estimated for on page 406, House Document No. 


» 


2, Sixtieth Congress, first session, $4,705.45. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


in the offices and bureaus under the control of the Depart: 


authority 
and approval. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 15, to insert: 

To reimburse B. R. Rhees for services and expenses incurred during 
the last half of August, 1906, while engaged upon duty connected with 
the Interior Department, $193.26. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the item, “ Capitol buildin 


° 
5 


| and repairs,” on page 49, line 3, after the word “ seven,” to strike 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of | 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 32, after line 15, | 


to insert: 
Claims for property taken from Confederate officers and soldiers after 


under act of February 27, 1902, and amendments thereto, for horses. | 


saddies, and bridles taken from Confederate soldiers in violation of 
ierms of surrender, $20,000. ‘The time for filing these claims under 


the provisions of the above-entitled act and amendments thereto and | 


for the payment thereof is extended for twelve months from the passage 


of this act; and all claims not presented within this time shall be for- | 


ever barred. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 4, to insert: 


ii 


out “and nineteen hundred and seven,” so as to read: 


The unexpended balances of the appropriations of the fiscal ye: 
1907 and 1908 is hereby reappropriated and made availa)! 
fiscal year 1908, for payment of the items disallowed and 
by the Auditor for the Interior Department against the appropriat 


j ‘ “ Capitol building and repairs,’ 1907 and 1908, amounting to $2,005.91! 
surrender: For payment of claims filed with the Quartermaster-General | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 11, to insert: 

The unexpended balance of the appropriation for the necessary in 
provements in the Senate kitchen, ete., provided for in the defi 
act approved June 30, 1906, is hereby reappropriated and made avail 
able for work at the Capitol and for general repairs thereof for 


| fiscal year 1909. 


a : » State of Texas: To rei we 5 » of Texas, in | ‘ . 
Vayment to the State of Texas: To reimburse the State o 'on page 51, after line 16, to insert: 
moneys actually expended by that State after June 20, 1860, from | 


full settlement of all claims of any nature whatever on account of 


appropriations made by the legislature of the State of Texas before that 
date in payment of State volunteers or rangers called into service by 
authority of the governor of Texas in defense of the frontier of that 


The amendment was agreed to. pot 
The next amendment was, in the item “ Public Land Service, 


To pay Howard B. Carpenter the balance due him for survey of 


| boundary line between the States of Idaho and Montana, under col 


State against Mexican marauders and Indian depredations, for whicia 


reimbursement has not been made out of the Treasury of the United 


States, as ascertained under the act of Congress approved March 43, | 


1905, and certified in Senate Document No. 169, first session Fifty-ninth 
Congress, $21,395.95. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next,amendment was, on page 33, after line 19, to insert: 

General Depot for United States Army Supplies at Fort Mason, Cal.: 
The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to proceed with the con- 
struction of the general depot for the supply departments of the 
United States Army at Fort Mason, Cal., authorized by the Army ap 
propriation act approved June 12, 1906, without waiting for the com 


pletion of the condemnation proceedings which have been instituted | 


with a view to the acquisition of certain submerged lands which are 
necessary for the construction of the wharves and buildings constitut 
ing said depot; and the requirements of section 355 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States are hereby suspended in their application 
to this case. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the item “ Navy Department, 
Office of the Secretary,” on page 34, line 13, before the word 
“nineteen,” to strike out “ year” and insert “ years;” and in 
the same line, after the word “six,” to insert “and nineteen 
hundred and seven,” so as to make the clause read: 

The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to pay from the appropria- 
tions for library, Navy Department, for the fiscal years 1906 and 1907, 
voucher in favor of Ballantyne & Sons, Washington, DL. C., for city 
directories, amounting to $29, purchased for the Library of the Navy 
Department, the Comptroller of the Treasury having decided, after the 
obligation was incurred, that the — for library, Navy De- 
partment, being for “ professional and technical books and periodicals,” 
was not available for said payment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 6, to insert: 
NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

For repairs to bulldings, fixtures, and fences; furniture, gas, chem- 

ieals, and stationery; freight (including the transmission of public 


documents through the Smithsonian exchange), foreign postage, and 
expressage; plants, fertilizer, and all contingent expenses, $300, 


The amendment was agreed to. 





tract dated February 10, 1904, $2,446.34. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item “ Bureau of Immicra- 
tion and Naturalization,” on page 54, after line 14, to insert 
For refund to the Compagnie Generale Transatlantique of an amount 


| erroneously collected from said company for hospital treatment of the 


aliens Ofeana and Sargquis Persigian, from January 31, 1‘)\):, to June 


| 30, 1907, inclusive, to be paid from the appropriation “ l’xpeuses of 
| regulating immigration,” $273. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 22, to insert: 
COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

To reimburse J. 8. Hill, chief of party, Coast and Geodetic Surveys, 


| for amount expended in replacing a sail skiff lost in a storm at Bea 


mont, N. C., which was rented in connection with a survey ' 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, on the North Carolina coast, during Fi 


ruary, 1908, $20. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the item “ United 
courts,” on page 56, after line 15, to insert: 


For salaries of district attorneys and marshals for Oklahoma, 
November 16, 1907, to June 30, 1908, at the rate of $4,000 per 88 
each, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item “Court ©! 
on page 59, after line 10, to insert: 

For payment to Lucien B. Howry for services rendered the © art of 
Claims during the month of May, 1906, $108. 

The amendment was agreed to. Po tal 

The next amendment was, in the item of “Out of the po” 
revenues,” on page 61, after line 10, to insert: 

To close the account of the Doremus Machine Company, for 5M 
celing machines furnished during the fiscal year 1903, 5-0." of all 
vided, That said sum shall be accepted by raid company '" *V" 


claim and demand against the United States arising unde: thelr com 
tract with the United States, dated May 6, 1902. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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; ° 
T! t amendment was, in the item “ Legislative,” on page The next amendment was, in the item “ Public printing and 
£9 e 2, to insert: binding,” on page 70, after line 8, to insert: 
i SENATE. » a pay William SS. Rossiter, for services in conducting, by direction 
; / . of the President, an investigation of the affairs and operations of the 
Alice Latimer, widow of Hon. Asbury C. Latimer, late | ~.. r ca oe 2 a 
m the State of South Carolina, $7,500. ~~ rnment Printing Office, and reporting thereon, $1,000. 
iment was agreed to The amendment was agreed to. 
ame y,asS = > ° ; : The nex a . . "9 . ie “ 1 a ents C ur 
amendment was, on page 62, after line 6, to insert: | 56 q),; xt amendment was, in the ite m J idm nts, yurt 
> t -idow of Hon. Redfield Proctor, late a | 0 aims, on page 10, line ae after the words eight hun- 
ie sin a Cadden OF — , P ~ “| dred and eighty-eight,” to insert “and Senate Document No. 
; : 1 t 498,” so as to make the clause read: 
et > ré€ aAoTE 
a iment was agreed to. 22 . ‘ . : For the payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, 
rhe amendment was, on page 62, after line 9, to insert: | reported to Congress at its present session in House Document No. 888 
tfanet G. A. Bryan, widow of Hon. William James Bryan, and Senate Document No. 498. 
from the State of Florida, $7,500. | The amendment was agreed to. 
rh dment was agreed to. The next amendment was, on page 70, line 20, after the word 
T) amendment was, on page 62, after line 12, to insert: | “ Department,” to strike out “ $54,368.52" and insert “ $77,- 
Joseph Whyte and Clymer Whyte, sons, and to William | 359.86," so as to make the clause read: 
1 te, Charles G. Whyte, Mary T. Wallbrecht, and William | Under War Department $77,389.86. 
i Whyte, grandchildren, of Hon, William Pinkney Whyte, ik euneniinges> enn enneed 
| s from the State of Maryland, $7,500. = 1e amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
iment was agreed to. rhe next amendment was, on page 70, line 24, after the word 
rhe amees wes : | “Department,” to strike out “$27,462.67” and insert “ $28,- 
rl t amendment was, on page 62, after line 18, to insert: | 14 7 * = as to make the clause read: Hn 
I Ida Mallory, Stephen R. Mallory, Kathleen Mallory, Ruby sacks ek cd oe : ae AG aes 
Ma isl Cora Mallory. Nellie Mallory Pasco, and Stephen R. Under Navy Department $28,154.14. 
\allory Kennedy, nephews and nieces of Hon. Stephen R. Mallory, late| The amendment was agreed to. 
; m the State ‘lori $7,500. . ; ~ : , 
Sena m the State of Florida, $7,5 | The next amendment was, on page 71, line 4, after the word 
The amendment was agreed to. ‘ “and,” to strike out “ $7,203.77” and insert “ $7,258.20,” so as 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 63, to insert: to make the clause read: 
For § s and mileage of Senators, $8,440.62. Under Post-Office Department, $7,258.20. 
The amendment was agreed to. a y The amendment was agreed to. 
, , « € ye ; § i »)" © . S - . -_ 
rhe next amendment was, on page 63, after line 2, to insert: | The next amendment was, on page 71, line 7, before the word 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $25,000. | “dollars,” to strike out “one hundred and thirty-three” and 
rhe amendment was agreed to. insert “two hundred and fifty-eight,” so as to make the clause 
rhe next amendment was, on page 63, after line 4, to insert: | read: 
I e the official reporters of the proceedings and debates of | Under Department of Justice, $2,258.75. 
the Senate for expenses incurred from March 4, 1907, to March 4, 1908, | The : aiepent wan eareal * 
f erk hire and other extra clerical services, $4,740. whe ame "3 men site o ed to. wee - o e 
' le next amendment was, on page 71, line 16, after the 
ie A en > TAS ALgTee ». 99 . = ” ‘ » 
The amendment was agreed t | word “all,” to strike out “ $894,465.84," and insert ‘“ $91S,- 


The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 9, to insert: 


» pay 
fee on 
, $187,. 


To pay 
clerk to th 


To 
the ¢* 
the 


I he ail 


wil) ? 
Wil pes 


The Sy 


on tine 





lred,” sy 


ra 





Mr. HALE. 


William M. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, 


Farrar, 
mmittee on Pensions, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 16, to insert: 


vennis M. Kerr, for services as assistant clerk by detail to 
ttee on Pensions, $1,000. 


endment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 18, to insert: | 


Robert W. 


ec 





¢ 


tated. 
CRETARY,. 


Malloy for reporting hearings before the Com- 
Foreign Relations on wireless telegraph treaty and consular | 


Mr. President, as an amendment to that amend- 
ent I offer what I send to the desk. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 


On page 64, line 4, after the word “ dollars,” 

Where it first occurs, it is proposed to insert “to E. L. Corne- 
is, $600; Peter Reiley, $100; John R. Williams, $100;” and 

1, after the word “thousand,” to insert “ eight hun- 

as to make the total $4,800. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

rhe amendment as amended was agreeri to. 


358.08,” so as to make the clause read: 

Under Department of Interior, $788,866.87; in all, $918,358.08: Pro- 
vided, That none of the judgments herein provided for shall be paid 
until the right of appeal shall have expired. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item “ Judgments in Indian 
depredation claims,” on page 71, line 26, after the words 
“eight hundred and seventy-eight,” to insert “and Senate Docu- 
ment No. 500,” and on page 72, line 1, after the word “ hun- 
dred,” to strike out “ $114,449,” and insert ‘* $144,094,” so as to 
read: 

| For payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian 
depredation cases, certified to Congress at its present session in llouse 
Document No. 878 and Senate Document No. 500, $144,094: said 


after line 13, to insert: | 
for indexing and for extra services as 


"> 


~”» 


To pay extra services rendered to the Committee on Military judgments to be paid after the deductions required _ be made under the 
\fairs during the investigation of the Brownsville affray, from Janu- | provisions of section 6 of the act approved March 3, 1891. 
<8, 1907, d iring the noense of the Renate. and until March 11, 1908, The amendment was agreed to. 
iuthorized by Senate res . “OR Kifty- ‘ aed Ac rr F ’ : ae ~ 6 = : - oo 
inne teste rescreton, No,.208, Fifty ninth Congress, second | | ‘The next amendment was, in the item “Judgments, United 
to CB. Lane, $600; to Ray Colwell, $100; to Joseph Carter, $100; in | States courts,” on page 73, line 4, after the word “ session,” to 
34,000 | strike out “by the Attorney-General,” and in line 5, after the 


words “eight hundred and eighty-four,” to insert 
Document No. 499,” so as to make the clause read: 
For pegmens of the final judgments and decrees, including costs of 
suit, which have been rendered under the provisions of the act of March 
%. 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States.”’ certified to Congress at its pres- 
ent session in House Document No. 884 and Senate Document No. 499, 
and which have not been appealed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 
Under the War Department, $222.54. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


“and Senate 


The amendment to the amendment 


~ 


73, after line 7, to insert: 





The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment The next amendment was, on page 73, line 11, after the word 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 64, after line “dollars,” to insert “in all, $1,267.54," so as to make the 
1, to insert clause read: 

fo pay J. HI. Jones ‘ices fy — » ici | Under the Navy Department, $1,045; In all, $1,267.54, together with 

st seg 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘imendment was, on page 64, after line 8, to insert: | 


'. Wakefield for service rendered in preparing a tracer of 
| Ma Soh the members of the Senate of the movements 
ills, 1,000. 


uneut was agreed to. 
tnendment was, under the head of “ House of Rep- 
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“St,” so 


‘XT 
N.M 
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2,760. 


ihendinent was agreed to, 


Sixtieth Congress. 


on page G5, line 23, after the word “ for,” 
second time, 
(o make the clause read: 
service for House Office Building for last half of the 


spective judgments at the rate of 4 per cent per annum from the date 
thereof until the time this appropriation is made: Provided, That none 
of the judgments herein provided for shall be paid until the right of 
appeal shall have expired. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 22, after the word 
| * session,” to strike out “ by the Attorney-General; ” and in line 
24, after the word “ principal,” to strike out “for” and insert 
“ of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For the payment of interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, in 
accordance with section 10 of the act of March 3, 1887, upon the final 
judgments and decrees. including costs of suit. certified to Congress at 
| its present session in Senate Document No. 195, the principal of which 

was provided for in the deficiency act approved February 15, 1908, so 
much money therefor as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


where 


to strike out “first” and insert 
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establishments ; 
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The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 9, to strike 
out 

Sr 2 June 30, 1908, where the salary or compensation of 
any er, t, clerk, or employee in the service of the United States 
is an or monthly rate the following rules shall be followed 
in computing the amount due: An annual salary or compensation shall 
be divided into twelve equal installments, one of which shall be the 
pay * each calendar month; and in making payment for a fractional 
nart of any calendar month there shall be paid such proportion of one 
of such installments, or of the amount of the monthly salary or com 
pensation, as the number of days in the fractional part of that month 
bears to the actual number of days in that month. 


The anendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 21, to strike 
out: 

Sec. 3. Hereafter all supplies of fuel, ice, stationery, and other mis- 
cellancous supplies for the Executive Departments and other Govern- 
ment establishments in Washington, when the public exigencies do not 
require the immediate delivery of the article, shall be advertised and 
contracted for by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, instead of by 
the several Departments and establishments, upon such days as he may 


There shall be a general supply committee in lieu of the 


designate. 
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board provided for in section 3709 of the Revised Statutes as 
amended, composed of officers, one from cach such Department and 
other Gover nt establishment in Washington, designated by the head 
thereof, the duties of which committee shall be to make, under the 
direction of the said Secretary, an annual schedule of required misce!- 
lan supplies, to standardize such supplies, eliminating all unnec- 
essary grades and varieties, and to aid said Secretary in soliciting bids 
based upon formulas and specifications drawn up by such experts in 
the service of the Government as the committee may see fit to call 
upon, who shall render whatever assistance they may require. The 
committee shall aid said Secretary in securing the proper fulfillment 
of the contracts for such supplies, for which purpose the said Secre- | 


tary shall prescribe, and all Departments comply with, rules providing 
for such examination and tests of the articles received as may be nec- 


essary for such purpose; in making additions to the said schedule; in 
opening .and considering the bids, and shall perform such other sim- 


ilar duties as he may assign to them: Provided, That the articies in- 
tended to be purchased in this manner are those in common use by or 
ble to the ordinary needs of two or more such Departments or 
but the said Secretary shall have discretion to amend 


the annual common supply schedule from time to time as to any articles 


only 



















that, in his judgment, can as well be thus purchased. In all cases 
one bond for the proper performance of each contract shall be 
required, notwithstanding that supplies for more than one Department 
or Government establishment are included in such contract. Every 
purchase or drawing of such supplies from the contractor shall be im 
mediately reported to said committee. No disbursing officer shall be a 
member of such committee. No Department or establishment shall 
purchase or draw supplies from the common schedule through more 
than one office or bureau, except in case of detached bureaus or offices 
having field or outlying service, which may purchase directly from the 
contractor with the permission of the head of their Department or es- 
tablishment: And provided further, That telephone service, electric 
light and power service purchased or contracted for from companies or 
individuals shall be so obtained by him. All laws and parts of laws 
inconsistent with this section are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item ‘“ Claims allowed by 
the Auditor for the Navy Department,” on page 79, after line 
24, to strike out: 

For payment of certain claims approved by the Auditor of the War 
Department for damages done to private property by the firing 
heavy guns at Forts Heath and Banks, Winthrop, Boston Harbor, 
Massachusetts, $1,250. 

The amendmeyt was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 14, to insert 
as a new section the following: 


Sec. 3 


due by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or 


earried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, and under Sa heretofore treated as 
permanent, being for the service of the fiscal year 1905 and prior years, 
un! otherwise stated, and which have been certified to Congress under | 


‘ 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in Senate Docu- 


me No. 497, reported to Congress at its present session, there is 
appropriated as follows: 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For payment of judgments against internal-revenue officers, $2,610.49. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
pay, ete., of the Army, $695.34. 

or encampment and maneuvers, organized militia, $ 

For subsistence of the Army, $77. 

lor transportation of the Army and its supplies, $388.23. 

for pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Wash- 
ington volunteers in 1855 and 1856, $86.69. 


or 
oi 

1 One On 
! 253.35. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED EY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
For pay of the Navy, $4,705.14. 


For pay, miscellaneous, $< 
For contingent, Navy, $76. 
For pay, Marine Corps, $381.65. 
For contingent, Marine Corps, $742.95. 
For gunnery exercises, Bureau of Navigation, $21.75. 
For equipment of vessels, Bureau of Equipment, $6,234.62. 
. For construction and repair, Bureau of Construction and Repair 
2,953.56. 
‘ yor indemnity for lost property, naval service, act March 2, 1895 
503.29. 
$ For destruction of clothing and bedding for sanitary reasons, $6.95. 
For enlistment bounties to seamen, $308.34. 





’ 


of | 


3. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be | 


May 


2] 





CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARY) 

For surveying the public lands, $14,571.81. 

For incidentals in New Mexico, 1907, $21.01. 

For payment to estate of Wyatt Gilchrist, deceased, for si 

from him by Comanche Indians in 1866, $300. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER 
MENTS. 


Treasury Department: To pay the State of Oklahoma the 
found due by the accounting officers as interest at 3 per cent per : 
on the sum of $5,000,000 appropriated by section 7 of the act ved 
June 16, 1906 (34 Stats., p. 267), from June 16, 1906, to De. 17 
1907, in accordance with the decision of the Comptroller of the Tre 
ury dated May 11, 1908, $225,409.84. 

Department of Agriculture: For protection of forest reserves, 

Department of Commerce and Labor: For repairs and incide: 
penses of light-houses, $42.75. 

; Department of Justice: For fees of clerks, United States 

907, $263.63. 

For fees of commissioners, United States courts, $31.40. 

For prosecution of Indians in Arizona, act of March 4, 1907 (A 
County), $3,626.06. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in at the end of line 12, on page 64. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 64, after line 12, it is proposed to 
insert : 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay for extra services ren- 
dered in transferring, rearranging, remarking, cleaning, and refiling 
the papers of the Senate: To Bayard C. Ryder, $700; Ansel Wold 
$400; R. R. Dutton, $300; George Payne, $50; Christopher Woodlen 
$50. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is not recommended by any standing committee of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire if that 
is so? 

Mr. NELSON. I think it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the point of order is well taken, and therefore sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 48, after line 23, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to continue negotiations for 
the establishment of international methods of testing petroleum and 
for making the necessary tests, $5,000. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask if that is recommended by any stand- 
ing committee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Maine inquires if that 
is recommended by any standing committee. I do not know 
that it is necessary for it to be recommended by a standing 
committee. It is a matter that the Senate is familiar wi 
There was in the last bill a small appropriation for this p 
pose. It is a very important matter, as it deals with an 


I offer the amendment which I send to 


national conference on this great question. Other governments 
have discriminated against our Government in this 

matter, and it is of exceeding consequence that we should havea 
representative to protect the interests of the United States. 


That is all there is to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing ' 
amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hanip: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN. I offer the amendment which 
desk, to come in on page 48, after line 8. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be s! 

The Secretary. On page 48, after line 8, it is proposed 
| insert the following: 

That the sum of $215,393.28 be, and the same is hereby, ®! 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United > 
otherwise appropriated, to pay the unsettled expenses 0! 

| tutional convention of Oklahoma and for the elections 
and thereunder; said deficit to be paid upon vouchers 
the governor and secretary of state of the State of Oklahoi 
manner and form as may be prescribed by the Secretary of t 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that the an 
proposes general legislation. 

Mr. OWEN. I call the attention of the Senate fo ™° ’ 
that this has been reported by one of the standing © ; 
of the Senate—the Committee on Territories—it has b ; 
on by the Senate itself, and the Committee on Appr 
last year reported on this bill $135,000 for this pur) 
passed the Senate. I call attention to the fact that 
of Wyoming the appropriations were made for the 
of the constitutional convention and for the elect 
thereof and thereunder; that in the case of Utah the ! 
appropriated in like manner for paying the expenses ‘ 
stitutional convention and for elections held thereof {nc 
under. So we have the precedents of Congress; anu ' a 


I send to tl 








be appropriated for Oklahoma for this purpose is 
sive amount, judged by the precedents, because in 

sum for holding the convention amounted to 50 
that basis for Oklahoma it would 
I think, therefore, the Senate ought to | 
ecedents, ought to follow the report of the Com- 


ita, and on 
720,000. 


rritories, ought to follow the action of the Com- | 
ropriations of last year, and ought to follow the 


Senate of last year. 


Senator from Maine will not insist upon the point 


LE. The committee has had no opportunity to ex- 


atter, and I must insist upon the point of order. 
PRESIDENT. 


{ENHEIM. 
serted on page 5, after line 2, 


rary. On page 5, after line 2, it is proposed to | 


ANSPORTATION OF STANDARD SILVER DOLLARS. 


ation of standard silver dollars, by registered mail or 
10: and in expending this sum the Secretary of the 
rized and directed to transport from the Treasury or 
» of charge, standard silver dollars, to June 30, 1908, 
Provided, That an equal amount in coin or 
have been deposited in the Treasury or such subtreas- 
jlicant or applicants; and the Secretary of the Treasury | 


| to do so: 


» Congress the cost arising under this appropriation. 


Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that the amendment 
ses general legislation, 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the 
proposes general legislation, and therefore is in | 
of paragraph 3 of Rule XVI. The Chair sustains 
f order. 


eTARY. On page 9, after line 22, 
proposed to insert: 


on of sites and additions to sites for and to begin the 
a public buildings and the extension of public buildings 
ng st session of the Sixtieth Congress, so much thereof as 


, is hereby appropriated. 


Iment was agreed to. 


ir. H I think that is all. 
lhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
mendme were concurred in. 
iments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
1a third time. 
l was read the third time and passed. 


N COAL AND COKE COMPANY VY. JOHN MITCHELL. 


Mr T. Mr. President, during my 


] 


WHEELING, W. VA., April 23, 1908. 
LEFIELD, 


ishington, D. C. 


AR § Replying to your favor of March 28, 1908, we appeared in 
Unit . circuit court as counsel for the defendants in the 
{ N nal Telephone Company v. Kent et al. No contempt pro- 
: it of the injunction case. We have no criticism what- 
the action of Judge Dayton in awarding the restrain- 

granting the preliminary injunction. Our clients d 
‘ontinue their defense, and no motion to dissolve or to 
made, The injunction was made premanent as to our 
part in the injunction suit brought by the Hitchman 

ly, yours, Dovener & FISKEISEN. 

It ? ‘ ere 
At is the ne case referred to by the Senator from Texas. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA, 
ir, HEMENWAY. 
| the act entitled “An act to 
militia, and for other purposes,” 


ws led to consider the bill, which had been reported 
a ittee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

He VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill has been read. The 
ae will be stated. 

*, endment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
oa a 1, after line 15, to insert “through the governor 
ethos” ve State or Territory, or through the commanding 
efuera 
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The Chair sustains the point of 


I propose the amendment I send to the 


{ \ To establish a basis of appropriations for public 
dings, I report from the committee the amendment I send 


under “ Public 


absence from the 
senate | lerstand the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON | 
! t ie case in regard to Judge Dayton’s restraining 


| desire to read the following, in order that it may go into the 


I desire to call up the bill (S. 4316) to 
promote the ef- 
approved Jan- 


no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


militia of the District of Columbia, from which 
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State, Territory, or District such troops may be « 
to read: 

Sec. 4. That whenever the United States is invaded or in danger of 
invasion from any foreign nation, or of rebellion a 
of the Government of the United States, or the P 


illed,”’ so as 


with the regular forces at his command to execut ws 

Union, it shall be lawful for the President to call forth such nur 

of the militia of the State or of the States or Territories or of the 
District of Columbia as he may deem necessary to repel such invasion, 
suppress such rebellion, or to enable him to execute such laws, d to 
issue his orders for that purpose, through the governor of e 
spective State or Territory, or through the commanding general of 
| the militia of the District of Columbia, from which State, Territory, 


or District such troops may be called, to such officers of the militia 


as he may think proper. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 4, after the word 
procure,” to insert “by purchase or manufacture,” so as to 
read: 


“ 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to procure, by pur- 
chase or manufacture, and issue from time to time te the organized 
militia. 

And so forth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 14, after the words 
*“‘and the,” to strike out “ governor thereof” and insert “ gov- 
ernors of the States and Territories and the commanding gen- 
eral of the militia of the District of Columbia ;” and in line 17, 
before the word “ returns,’ to strike out “his” and insert 
“their,” so as to read: 

When the organized militia is uniformed as above required, the Secre- 
tary of War is authorized to fix an annual clothing allowance to each 
State, Territory, and the District of Columbia for each enlisted man 
of the organized militia thereof, and thereafter issues of clothing to 
such States, Territories, and the District of Columbia shall be in ac- 
cordance with such allowance, and the governors of the States and T 
ritories and the commanding general of the militia of the District of 
Columbia shall be authorized to drop from their returns each year as 
expended clothing corresponding in value to such allowance. 


“ 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to add at the end of section 8 the 
following: 

Provided, That the sum expended in the execution of the purchas 
and issues provided for in this section shall not exceed the sum 
$2,000,000 in any fiscal year: Provided also, That the Secretary of War 
shall annually submit to Congress a report of expenditures made by him 
in the execution of the requirements of this section 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 23, after the word 
“ authorized,” to insert “together with the necessary clerical 
and office expenses of the division of militia affairs in the office 
of the Secretary of War;” and on pa#re 13, after the word 
“ Columbia,” in line 5, to insert: “and a list of such expenses 
shall be submitted to Congress annually by the Secretary of 
War in connection with his annual report,” so as to read: 

The actual and necessary traveling expenses of the members of the 
board, together with a per diem to be established by the Secretary of 
War, shall be paid to the members of the board The expenses 
herein authorized, together with the necessary clerical and effice ex 
penses of the division of militia affairs in the office of the Secretary of 
War, shall constitute a charge against the whole sum annually appro- 
priated under section 1661, Revised Statutes, as amended, and shall be 

iid therefrom, and not from the allotment duly apportioned to any 
particular State, i al 
such expenses shall be submitted to Congress annually by 
of War in connection with his annual report. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PAY OF CAPITOL EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the Committee on 
report a joint resolution, 
sidered. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 93) to pay the officers and em- 
and House of Representatives their re- 
the month of May, 1908, on the day of 
adjournment of the present session of Congress was read the 
first time by its title and the second time at length as folloy 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and in- 
structed to pay all officers and employees of the Senate and Hot of 
Representatives, including the Capitol police, their respective sala ; 
for the month of May, 1908, on the day of adjournment of the present 
session of Congress. 





ferritory, or the District of Columbia; and a list of 
the Secretary 





and the 


Appropriations I 
which I should be glad to have con- 


ployees of the Senate 


spective salaries for 








Mr. ALLISON. For the convenience of the employees of the 
Senate and House, I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 21875) making appropriations for the support 


ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, | 


1909, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, that the bill be read for 
amendments, and that the committee amendments be first con- 
sidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
was, under the subhead “ Permanent establishment,” on page 
2, line 3, before the word “ thousand,” to insert “and sixty,” 


so as to read: 
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Without objection, it is so ordered. | 





For pay of cadets, $360,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
“dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, That section 4 of an act approved June 6, 1900, entitled 
= making appropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 


2, line 4, after the word 


An act 
emy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes,” 
be amended to read as follows: 

The corps of cadets shall consist of one from each Congressional 
district, one from each Territory, one from the District of Columbia, 
four from each State at large, and forty from the United States at 
large. ‘They shall be appointed by the President, and shall, with the 
exception ofthe forty cadets appointed from the United States 
large, be actual or legal residents of the Congressional or Territorial 
districts, or of the District of Columbia, or of the States, respectively, 
from which they are appointed: And provided further, That hereafter 
cadets shall be entitled to rations, or commutation therefor, as hitherto 
allowed under the act approved June 28, 1902, entitled “ An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Militury Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes.” 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I want to offer an amendment, but I desire 
to find out first the point in the bill at which it is to be offered, 
because, as the Senator knows, we have no printed copies of the 
bill as proposed to be amended. 
to state the line where the 
acted upon was offered. 

Mr. SCOTT. 


last amendment which has been 


after the bill has been read for committee amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. BACON. I withdraw it on the suggestion of the Senator 
from West Virginia and will wait until the committee amend- 
ments shall have been acted upon. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
of the Committee on Military Affairs was, on page 3, line 2, to 
increase the total appropriation for the permanent establish- 
ment from $331,800 to $391,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of one professor of ordnance and science 
of gunnery from $1,000 to $1,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 13, to strike 
out: 


“That the Secretary of War may detail an officer of the Medical 
Corps of the Army to the Military Academy as professor to teach mill- 
tary powene.” Provided such officer receives no extra compensation 
therefor. 


And insert: 

For pay of one professor of military hygiene (lieutenant-colonel), in 
addition to pay as major, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 3, to insert: 
For pay of one professor of English and history, to be selected and 
appointed by the Secretary of War, and to be on the same basis of | 
rank, pay, and allowances as the other professors of the Military 

Academy, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, in line 10, before the | 
word “artillery,” to strike out “ cavalry,” and in line 11, before 
the word “engineering,” to insert “military,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For pay of four senior assistant Instructors of artillery and infantry 
tactics and ordnance and gunnery and practical military engineering 
(captains), in addition to pay as first lieutenants, $1,600, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


at | 


I was about to ask the Chair | 


I will ask the Senator from Georgia to allow | 
the bill to be read thyough, and I will accept his suggestion | 


The next amendment | 
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The next amendment was, on page 4, in line 21, af; 
word “ quartermaster’s,” to strike out “ depot” and ins: 
partment,” so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of one line officer, on duty in quartermaster’s department at 
academy, in addition to pay as first lieutenant, $400. 


the 


* de. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 9, to incre:se the 
total appropriation for extra pay of officers of Army on (de. 
tached service at Military Academy from $31,000 to $34,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 17, before ¢! 
“dollars,” to strike out “forty” and insert “ forty-five, 
in line 19, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “five thoy. 
sand seven hundred and sixty” and insert “six thousand four 
hundred and eighty,” so as fo make the clause read: 


Twelve enlisted musicians, at $45 per month, $6,480. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 20, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “thirty-six” and insert “forty,” and 
in line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “one hun. 
dred and eighty-four” and insert “seven hundred and sixty,” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Twelve enlisted musicians, at $40 per month, $5,760. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 23, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “ thirty,” 
in line 25 


2d, 


‘ word 
and 


and 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ four thou- 


| sand six hundred and eight” and insert “five thousand seven 


hundred and sixty,” so as to make the clause read: 

Sixteen enlisted musicians, at $30 per month, $5,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 8, after the word 
“ sergeant,” to strike out “ with pay of first-class musicians,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For pay of field musicians: One sergeant, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 19, to insert: 

Hereafter the we pay during the first enlistment of enlisted 
men of the band and field musicians of the United States Military 
Academy shall be as hereinbefore stated, and the continuous-service 
pay of all grades shall be the same as provided in the act approved 
May 11, 1908, entitled “An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909:" Provided, That 
the band or members thereof and the field musicians of the Military 
Academy shall not receive remuneration for furnishing music outside 
the limits of the military reservation when the furnishing of such 
music places them in competition with local civilian musicians 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for additional pay for length of service frow 
$14,784 to $17,172. s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 9, before the word 
“ corporals,” to strike out “six” and insert “ eight,” and in /ine 
10, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “one thousand five 
hundred and twelve” and insert “two thousand and sixteet, 
so as to make the clause read: 

Light corporals, $2,016. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 16, before the were 
“ privates,” to strike out “ Seventy-nine” and insert © Seventy 
seven,” and in line 18, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ fourteen thousand two hundred and twenty ” and insert” thir 
teen thousand eight hundred and sixty,” so as to make U 
clause read: 

Seventy-seven privates (cavalry), $13,860. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 20, before ' 
“dollars,” to strike out “four thousand five hundr 
insert “five thousand three hundred and sixty-four, *° 
make the clause read: 

Additional pay for length of service, $5,364. 

The amendment was agreed to. ee 

The next amendment was, on page 13, in line 2, before 
word “cents,” to strike out “fifty” and insert “ thirty 
and in the same line, after the word “and,” to * 
“eighty-two dollars and fifty cents” and insert © tw’ 
dollars and seventy-five cents,” so as to make the ela a 

For extra pay of one first sergeant (artilleryman), at ~. oe 
day, $127.75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 14, befor 
“cents,” to strike out “fifty” and insert “ thirty-five 
the same line, after the word “and,” to strike out < 


e word 
and 


as to 


the 
five; 

» out 
seven 


read: 


é word 
vl 
y-two 


































































nd fifty 


“Xl i 


, 


eents’ 


ents,” 


y of 


one first sergeant 


dment was agreed to. 


amendment was, on page 13, after line 
(cavalryman) 


of one 


ay 


sergeant 


at 50 cents per day, $1582.50. 
dient was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 14, after line 7, to insert: 


pay of 


ximent was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 14, after line 10, to in- 


one enlisted man employed 
sages, at 50 cents per day, $156.50. 


in 


in the department 


charge 


and insert “twenty-seven dollars and 
so as to make the clause read: 
(cavalryman), at 35 cents per 


23, to insert: 


of 


ty of one sergeant of engineers, acting first sergeant, $108. 


ndiment 


‘i 


iment 


was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 14, after line 1 
pay of two cooks of engineers, at $12 per month each, $288. 


was agreed to. 


” 


= 


to insert: 


amendment was, on page 14, line 19, after the word 


strike out 


* $78,259.87 


” 


» the clause read: 
pay of Military Academy Band, field musicians, general 


cavalry 


and insert. “ $84,729.37,” so 


detachment, artillery detachment, enlisted men 


d service, and extra pay of enlisted men on special duty at 
Academy, $184,729.37. 


imendment was agreed to. 


xt amendment was, under the subhead “Pay of ci- 
page 1S, after line 11, to strike out: 
of engineer of steam, electric, and refrigerating apparatus 


$1,200. 


mess, 


endment was agreed to. 


1 
I 
1 
n 


nendment was, on page 19, line 4, to increase the 


tion for pay of one chief engineer of power plant from 


amendment was, on page 19, line 5, before the word 
“four” and insert 


” 


three,” and in 


before the word “dollars,” to strike out “four thou- 
| insert “three thousand six hundred,” so as to make 


for power plant, 


o $2.400. 
rhe endment was agreed to. 
The next 
iwineers,”’ to strike out 
ine 6, 
nd ’ 
se read: 
I of three engineers 
The ndment was agreed to. 
rot of tw 
The dment was agreed to. 
he me 
> ? “YT 


t il 


StS 


»7 


Ly 


$3 


Peo, 


600. 


rhe next amendment was, on page 19, after line 6, to insert: 
pe o oilers for power plant, $1,440, 


‘t amendment was, on page 19, line 10, to increase the 
propriation for civilians employed at Military Academy 


580 to $69,320. 


1¢ amendment was agreed to. 


xt amendment was, on page 19, line 14, to increase the 
from 


for the 


xt 


ney 


Military 


hereinbefore 


Academy, 


mendment was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 19, after line 15, to insert: 
appropriated for pay 


$609,639.87 to 


of the Military 


be disbursed and accounted for by officers of the Pay 
pay of the Military Academy, and for that purpose shall 


fund. 


iment was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 19, after line 20, to strike 


t section 


d so 


Military 


1427 
as to read as follows: 


of the 


Revised Statutes be, 
That hereafter the Board of 
Academy shall consist of the members of the 


and it is 


Military Affairs of the Senate and the House of Repré 


pectively, who shall eonstitute a joint committee which 
visit the Military Academy between the Ist day of 
{ the Ist day of March of the ensuing year, the actual 


h committee to be paid out of the contingent fund of 


portionat 


ely: 


Provided, 


That the 


actual 


expenses for 


be paid from Washington to West Point and return: 


, That 


so much of sections 1328 and 1329 as is incon- 


the provisions of this act is hereby repealed. 
thereof to insert: 


it hereafter the Board of Visitors 
i of four members of the Committee on 
Senate and five members of the Committee on 
use of Représentatives, to be appointed by the respec 


ll consist 


to the Military 
Military 


Military 


of, and three persons to be appointed by the Presi 


annually visit the Military Academy on such date a 
the chairman of the said committees ; 


3 


and the Presi- 


itendent of the academy, and the members of the Board 
be notified of such date by the chairman of the said 


‘ing jointly, 


at least thirty 


day 


8 


before 


the meeting. 


the Board shall be their actual expenses while engaged 


es as members of said Board, and their actual 
shortest mail routes: 


~ 


and 1329, 


Revised Statutes 


of 


the 


expenses 


Provided further, That so much 
United States, 
with the provisions of this act is hereby repealed. 


as 


of stables | 


ae arecmaaeanaraeacas crease eaaerenecmemrmmmcmmmameaa 
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mu 


priation for gas pipes, gas and electric 
telephone and lighting supplies, ete 
from $ 


appropriation for fuel for cadets’ 
from $14,000 to § 


items aud incidental expenses,” 
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For expenses of the members of the Board of 
nnd expenses of stenographer and clerk for the 
h thereof as may be necessary 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, to incr 


Boat 


ease the ippro- 


fixtures, electric lamps 


.» at the Military Acaden 


LY; 
2,000 to $6,500. 

The a.nendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, 


‘ “wy t . . ? 
page 22, ll, to reduce the 


mess hall, shops, and laundry 


ye 
on ile 


SLO.000, 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 2, to insert: 


ree 


For the preparation of topographical relief models, $100 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 28, line 14, to increase the 


total appropriation for current and ordinary expenses, Military 
Academy, from $115,268 to $118,868. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Miscellaneous 
on page 28, line 22, before the 
word “ wicking,” to strike out “and;” and in the same line, 
before the word “ for,” to insert “and electric lamps and sup- 
plies,” so as to make the clause read: 


For gas-coal, oil, candles, lanterns, matches, chimneys, wicking. and 
electric lamps and supplies for lighting the academy building, chapel, 
library, cadet barracks, mess hall, shops, hospital, offices, stables and 


riding hall, sidewalks, camp, and wharfs, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment wes, on page 30, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for the policing of barracks, bath houses, supply- 
ing light and plain furniture to cadet barracks, from $9,500 to 
$12,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 18, to insert: 


For maintaining the children's school, the Superintendent of the 
Military Academy being authorized to employ the necessary teachers, 
$3,520 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 22, to insert: 

For plaster and other models, relief plans and maps to illustrate the 
facts of geology. physiography, geography, hydrography, the processes 
ind results of the useful arts, of the arts of war, fortification, artil- 
lery, and the like, to be displayed on the walls of the new building of 
the academy, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 12, to increase the 
total appropriation for miscellaneous items and incidental ex- 
pepses from $46,910 to $57,930. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 14, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Military Acad- 
emy from $771,817.87 to $857,247.37. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ 
grounds,” on page 34, line 6, 
one garbage crematory and installation of same 
$2,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after 

For repainting, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 5, to insert: 

For material and labor to continue the work of forestry 
ment on the United States Military Reservation at West 

The amendment was‘agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 15, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of buildings and gro is 

; to $57,720. 


from $54,520 
The amendment was agreed to. 


suildings and 
to increase the appropriation for 
from $2,000 to 


' 


line 12, to insert: 


1e 


improve- 
Point, $2,000. 


init 


The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 16, to insert: 

No pay shall be withheld from Maj. G. S. Bingham, Quartermaster’s 
Department, United States Army, because of the acceptance of the 
quartermaster’s steamer Joseph E. Johnston. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 
The Secretary of War is here 

seven Filipinos, to be designated 


35, after line 20, to insert: 
‘by authorized to not exceeding 
by the Philippine Commission, to rs 


nermit 


ceive instruction at the United States Military Academy West Point: 
Provided, That the Filipinos undergoing Instruction, as rein author 
ized, shall receive the same pay, allowances, and emoluments as are 


authorized by law for cadets at the Military Academy appointed fi 


the United States, to be paid out of the same appropriations: And 
vided further, That said Filipinos undergoing instruction on gra ition 
shall be eligible only to commissions in the Philippine Scouts ind ft 
provisions of section 1321, Revised Statutes, are modified in thi se 


of the Filipinos undergoing instruction, so as to require them 
to serve for eight years, unless sooner discharged, in the I 
Scouts. 


to engage 


MWlippir 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
Recorp certain remarks of William J. Bryan on the subject of 
imperialism, 

Mr. SCOTT, 

Mr. KEAN. Let it be published as a separate document. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator can have it published as a docu- 
ment, but I hope it will not go in the Recorp. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. We have an amendment here regarding 
the Filipinos. The question of imperialism, therefore, becomes 
a legitimate matter of disc#ssion. I wish, as preliminary to | 
what I shall say, to have the Secretary read the remarks of | 
William J. Bryan upon this subject. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada to} 
have it put in the Recorp and not delay the passage of the bill. | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the insertion 

the remarks without reading? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will not object if there 
is no objection to my putting in the Recorp an article from 
the New York World treating of Mr. William J. Bryan from a 
Democratic standpoint. I ask unanimous consent to insert it 
in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
shire yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will inquire whether I did not have the 
floor when the Senator from New Hampshire interrupted me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada did not 
have the floor. The Chair understands that his request was 
granted. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. 
dition that the article which I sent to 
wise be inserted in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada asks 
that the remarks mentioned by him shall be inserted in the 
Recorp without reading. 
asks, if this consent is granted, that then the communication | 
submitted by him shall also be inserted in the Recorp. 

Mr. WARREN. May I interrupt the Senator from 
Hampshire? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to suggest that the request 
these matters go in the Recorp may delay the consideration of | 
the bill, and in conference we want to have the debate in such | 
shape that the Recorp will show its continuous consideration 
by the Senate. I therefore suggest that if the papers are ‘to 
be inserted they follow the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the insertion 
of the two communications in the Recorp following the close of | 
the consideration of the pending bill? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire what is the nature of the publication he submits? 

Mr. BEVERDGE. Mr. President, I object to both. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the 
paper I send to the desk be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire | 
asks that the paper submitted by him be printed as a document. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CULBERSON. No person, so far as I am advised except | 
the Senator from New Hampshire, knows what the paper is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is an article from the New York World, | 
a Democratic newspaper, treating of Mr. William J. Bryan as a | 
Democratic candidate for the Presidency. It is very interesting. | 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, if to-day’s Recorp is to be made | 
a campaign book, I want to insert an extract from the testi- 
mony of Hon. Paul Morton given before the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, in which he admits that his railroad had 
been granting rebates; that he knew it was going on; that it | 
was done under his department, and that it amounted to be- | 
tween half a million and a million dollars during the year of | 
which he was speaking. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma asks 
that the communication submitted by him be printed in the | 
Recorp without reading. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I withdraw my objection 
to all of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn. The 
Chair will again put the request of the Senator from Nevada | 
and the Senator from New Hampshire. 


| 


i 
| 


I object. 


of 
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| from West Virginia to the insertion of any of the articles 


Does the Senator from New Hamp- | 


Alfaro, 


. . . * | missions in accordance with such advanced rank. 
The Senator from New Hampshire | ~~ x 


New | 


May 


Mr. SCOTT. I hope the Senator from New Hampshi: 


| yield to me for a moment. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. SCOTT. 


Yes, 
I certainly object to this political debat; 


| injected into the consideration of the appropriation bill, 


trying in this bill to provide appropriations to take care 
young men whom Senators and Members have appoini 
West Point, so that they may become in the future comm: 
officers of our Army. As I understand it, there is no | 
in the Army. Consequently I object most seriously to 
sertion of these papers, and I hope the Senators who are | 


| to make political capital out of it will refrain until the } 


passed. Then let the matter follow this bill, but I hope j 
not be injected into the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. * Objection is made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are to follow the bill, I wil 
the Senator from West Virginia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made by the Senator 
1 the 


Recorp. orted 


The question is on agreeing to the amendment r 


| by the committee. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affi 
was, on page 36, after line 10, to insert: 
The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to permit Colon Eloy 
of Ecuador, to receive instruction at the Military Academ)\ 
at West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be caused to the United 
States thereby, and that the said Colon Eloy Alfaro shall agree to 


rs 


| comply with all regulations for the police and discipline of the academy, 
| to be studious, and to give his utmost efforts to accomplish th 


in the various departments of instruction: And provided furthe) 
in the case of the said Colon Eloy Alfaro the provisions of 


| 1320 and 13821 of the Revised Statutes shall be suspended. 
No; it was not granted, except upon con- | 
the desk should like- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 22, to 
Officers of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps on the ret 


insert: 


ed lis 


| whose rank has been, or shall hereafter be, advanced by operation o 


or in accordance with law shall be entitled to and shall rec com 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I move an amendment on page 4 of the bill, 
lines 16 and 17. I move to strike out the three words “as 
second lieutenant,” and to insert in lieu thereof the words “of 
his grade.” 


Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me 


| for a moment? 
that | 


Mr. BACON. I will. 

Mr. WARREN. The intent of the Senator is evidently to 
put in place of second lieutenant a captain. If that is true, 
the Senator wants to change the $700 to $600. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. Let it be “six,” then, instead of 
“seven.” That is the rank of the officer and has been for t! 
last ten years, 

Mr. SCOTT. I will accept the amendment as the 
ment of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed 
Senator from Georgia will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 4, lines 16 and 17, strike oul! 


| words “as second lieutenant” and insert the words ‘ 
| grade; 


” 


and in line 17, before the word “ hundred,” s! 
“seven” and insert ‘“ six,” so as to read: 
For pay of one adjutant, in addition to pay of his grade, $00 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 4 


| amendments were concurred in. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and 


| to be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the | 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before the passage of the bil! 
that the situation may be cleared up as far as I may |! 
contribute to that end, I desire to ask if any of t! 
suggested to be inserted in the Recorp of a quasi 
nature were inserted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They were not inserted, : 
having been made, 


Mr. CULBERSON., I desire to say that if they had 


| serted I intended to offer an article in the New Yo! 
| entitled “‘ Deal with the Steel Trust,” and have it pri 


The bill was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr 


| Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the H 


passed a bill (H. R. 21986) to enable any State to ' 
with any other State, or States, or with the United . 
the conservation of the navigability of navigable rive! 
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e concurrence of the Senate. 
| ssage also returned to the Senate, in compliance with 
st, the bill (H. R. 16743) for the removal of the re- 
on alienation of the lands of allottees of the Quapaw 
\ Okla., and the sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, 
I - buildings on any of the reservations within the juris- 
lict f such agency, and for other purposes, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


T essage further announced that the Speaker of the 
Hot id signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thers 1 signed by the Vice-President: 

§ An act to provide for participation by the United 
S 1 an international exposition to be held at Tokyo, 
Jai 1 1912; 

HH. lt. 16882. An act making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, ¢ itive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fis ir ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes; 

H.h. 17874. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and other 
wars | to certain widows and dependent relatives of such 
soldit nd sailors; and 

H. kh. 21884, An act granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll 

id to Mabel H. Lazear. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. lt. 21986. An act to enable any State to cooperate with any 
other State or States, or with the United States, for the con- 
servation of the navigability of navigable rivers, and to provide 
for the appointment of a commission, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILD LABOR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. DOLLIVER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the | 


two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 


12) to regulate the employment of child labor in the District | 


bia, having met, after full and free conference have 
igreel to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: That the Senate recede from its disagree- 


ment to the amendment of the House and agree to the same 
vended, so that it will read as follows: 
“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 


the Lnited States of America in Congress assembled, That no 
ild under fourteen years of age shall be employed or per- 
ted to work in the District of Columbia in any factory, work- 
shop, mercantile establishment, store, business office, telegraph 
or te one office, restaurant, hotel, apartment house, club, 
bowling alley, laundry, boot-black stand, or in the dis- 
or transmission of merchandise or messages. No 
d shall be employed in any work performed for wages 
iher compensation, to whomsoever payable, during the 
irs when the publie schools of the District of Columbia are 
session, nor before the hour of six o’clock in the morning or 
er the hour of seven o’clock in the evening: Provided, That 
provisions of this section shall not apply to children em- 
(1 in the service of the Senate: And provided further, That 
(ge of the juyenile court of said District may, upon the 
m of the parent, guardian, or next friend of said 
ea permit for the employment of any child between 
the ages of twelve and fourteen years at any occupation or em- 
wht not in his judgment dangerous or injurious to the 
ih or morals of such child, upon evidence satisfactory to 
Af that the labor of such child is necessary for its support or 
for ssistance of a disabled, ill, or invalid father or mother, 
or t ipport, in whole or in part, of a younger brother or 
ster Ol widowed mother. Such permits shall be issued for 
“elinite time, but they shall be revocable at the discretion of 
t dge by whom they are issued or by his successor in of- 
Hh gs for granting and revoking permits shall be held 
' \otice and under such rules and regulations as the 
(ge of said court shall prescribe. 
That no child under sixteen years of age shall be 
’ permitted to work in the District of Columbia in 
tie establishments named in section one, unless the per- 
r ration employing him procures and keeps on file 
. ‘sible to the inspectors authorized by this act and the 
amK rs of the District of Columbia an age and schooling 
heate, and keeps two complete lists of all such children 
rein, one on file and one conspicuously posted near 


| entrance of the building in which such children 
> employed, 

me That an age and schooling certificate shall be ap- 
ved only by the superintendent of public schools, or by a 














for the appointment of a commission, in which it re- | person authorized by him in writing, who shall have authority 


to administer the oath provided for therein, but no fee shall 
be charged therefor. 

“Sec. 4. That no age and schooling certificate shall be ap- 
proved unless satisfactory evidence is furnished by duly attested 
transcript of the certificate of birth or baptism of such child, 
or other religious record, or the register of birth or the afli- 
davit of the parent or guardian or custodian of a child, which 
affidavit shall be required, however, only in case such last- 
mentioned transcript of the certificate of birth be not procured 
and filed, showing the place and date of birth of such child, 
which affidavit must be taken before the officer issuing the em- 
ployment certificate, who is hereby authorized and required 
to administer such oath, and who shall not demand or receive 
a fee therefor. 

“Sec.5. That the age and schooling certificate of a child 
under 16 years of age shall be in the following form: 

“AGE AND SCHOOLING CERTIFICATE. 
“This certifies that I am the (father, mother, guardian, or 


custodian) of (name of child) — _— , and that (he or 
she) was born at (name of town or city) — , in the county 
(name of county, if known) — - and State (or country) 
———, on the (day and year of birth) ———, and is now 
(number of years and months) — - old. 


“Signature of (father, mother, guardian, or custodian). 

“(Date.) 

“There personally appeared before me the above-named 
(name of person signing) ———— - — and made oath that 
the foregoing certificate by (him or her) signed is true to the 
best of (his or her) knowledge and belief. I hereby approve 
the foregoing certificate of (name of child) - - ———; 
complexion (fair or dark), ———; hair (color), — _s 
having no sufficient reason to doubt that (he or she) is of the 
age therein certified, I hereby certify that (he or she) can read 
at sight and can write legibly simple sentences in the English 
language, and that (he or she) has reached the norma! develop- 
ment of a child of (his or her) age, and is in sound health and 
is physically able to perform the work which (he or she) in- 
tends to do, and that (he or she) has regularly attended the 
public schools, or a school equivalent thereto, for not less than 
one hundred and thirty days during the school year previous to 
applying for such school record, or during the year previous to 
applying for such school record, and has received during such 
period instruction in reading, spelling, writing, and arithmetic. 

“This certificate belongs to (name of child in whose behalf it 
is drawn) ———— ——— and is to be surrendered to (him or 
her) whenever (he or she) leaves the service of .he corpora- 
tion or employer holding the same, but if not claimed by said 
child within thirty days from such time it shall be returned to 
the superintendent of schools. 

“ (Signature of person authorized to approve and sign, with 
official character of authority.) 

“ (Date.) 

“A duplicate of each age and schooling certificate shall be 
filled out and kept on file by the superintendent of public 
schools. Any explanatory matter may be printed with such 
certificate, in the discretion of said superintendent: Provided, 
That in exceptional cases the judge of the juvenile court, upon 
the recommendation of the superintendent of public schools or 
the person authorized to act for him, may, in writing, waive the 
necessity of the schooling certificate provided for in this act, 
and in such cases the age certificate shall entitle the holder to 
be employed without a violation of this act. 

“Sec. 6. That whoever employs a child or permits a child to 
be employed in violation of sections one, two, eight, or nine of 
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and for such 
offense be fined not more than fifty dollars; and whoever 
continues to employ any child in violation of any of said sec- 
tions of this act, after being notified by an inspector authorized 
by this act, or a truant officer of the District of Columbia, shall 
for every day thereafter that such employment continues be 
fined not more than twenty dollars. <A failure to produce to 
an inspector authorized by this act, or a truant officer of the 
District of Columbia, any age or schooling certificate or list 
required by this act shall be prima facie evidence of illegal 
employment of any person whose age and schooling certificate 
is not produced or whose name is not listed. Any corporation 
or employer retaining any age and schooling certificate in viola 
tion of section five of this act shall be fined not more than 
twenty dollars. Every person anthorized to sign the certificate 
prescribed by section five of this act who knowingly certifies 
to any materially false statement therein shall be fined not 
more than fifty dollars. 

“Sec. 7. That the inspectors authorized by this act and the 
truant officers of the District of Columbia shall visit the estab- 
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iments named in section one and ascertain whether any 
rs are employed therein contrary to the provisions of this 
nd they shall report any « of such 
to the superintendent of public schools and the corpora- 


counsel of the District of Columbia. The inspectors au- 


ases 
ert 


tion 


j 


| of Columbia 
illegal employ- | 


thorized by this act and the truant officers of the District of | 


Columbia shall require that the age and schooling certificates 
and 
establishments named in section one shall be produced for their 
inspection. 
‘. 


‘Sec, That no minor under sixteen years of age shall be 


employed, permitted, or suffered to work in any of the estab- 
lishments named in section one more than eight hours in any 
one day, or before the hour of six o’clock a. m., or after the hour 
of seven o’clock p. m., and in no case shall the number of hours 
exceed forty-eight in a week. 

“ SEC. 


place in every room where such persons are 


on each day of the week, the hours of commencing and stop- 


ping work, and the hours when the time or times allowed for | 
The printed form | 


dinner or for other meals begin and end. 
of such notice shall be furnished by the inspectors authorized 
by this act and the truant officers of the District of Columbia, 
and the employment of any such person for a longer time in 
any day than that so stated shall be deemed a violation of this 
section. 

* SEC, 


lumbia 


10. That the Commissioners of the District 
are hereby authorized to appoint two inspectors to 
carry out the purposes of this act, at a compensation not ex- 
ceeding one thousand two hundred dollars each per annum, 


‘Sec. 11. That no male child under 10, and no girl under 16 | ; : ; ; 7 
and ir > | the Chamber in respect to emergencies which sometiny 


years of age shall exercise the trade of bootblacking, or sell or 
expose or offer for sale any newspapers, magazines, periodicals, 
or goods, wares, or merchandise of any description whatsoever, 
upon the streets, roads, or highways, or in any public place 
within the District of Columbia. 

“Sec. 12. That from and after July 1, 1908, no male child 
under 16 years shall exercise the trade of bootblacking or sell 
or expose or offer for sale any newspapers, magazines, period- 
icals or goods, ware or merchandise of any description whatso- 
ever upon the streets, roads, or highways, or in any public 


place within the District of Columbia unless a permit and badge | 


as hereinafter provided shall have been issued to him by the 
superintendent of public schools of the District of Columbia, 
or by a person authorized by him in writing for that purpose 
upon the application of the parent, guardian, or other person 
having the custody of the child desiring such permit and badge, 


or in case said child has no parent, guardian, or custodian, then | 


on the application of his next friend, being an aduli. 

“Sec. 13. That such permit and badge shall be issued free of 
charge to the applicant, but shall not be issued until an age and 
schooling certificate shall have been issued as provided in this 
act. 

“ Sec. 14. Such permit shall state the date and place of birth 
of the child, the name and address of its parent, guardian, cus- 
todian, or next friend, as the case may be, and describe the 
color of hair _and eyes, the height and weight, and any distin- 
guishing facial mark of such child, and shall further state that 
the age and schooling certificate has been duly examined and 


before the officer issuing the permit. 


corresponding to the number of the permit and the name of the 
child. Every such permit, and every such badge on its reverse 
side, shall be signed in the presence of the officer issuing the 
same by the child in whose name it is issued. The badge pro- 
vided for herein shall be worn conspicuously at all times by such 


child while so working, and all such permits and badges shall | 
The color of the | “ ta 
| by Senators and Representatives and the Secretary © 


expire annually on the first day of January. 
badge shall be changed each year. No child to whom such 
permit and badge are issued shall transfer the same to any 


other person, nor be engaged in the District of Columbia in any | 


of the trades or occupations mentioned in this section without 


having conspicuously upon his person such badge, and he shall | 


exhibit the same upon demand to any police or truant officer 
or to the inspectors in this act provided for. 

“Spo. 15. That no child to whom a permit and badge are 
issued as provided for in the preceding sections shall sell or 
expose or offer for sale any newspapers, magazines, or period- 


icals or goods, wares, or merchandise of any description what- | 


ever after ten o'clock in the evening or before six o’clock in 
the morning. 

_“ Sec. 16. That nothing in this act contained shall apply to 
the employment of any child in a theatrical exhibition, provided 


May 21, 


the written consent of one of the Commissioners of the 1 
is first obtained. Such consent shall speci 
name of the child, its age, the names and residences of ; 
ents or guardians, together with the place and character 
exhibition. 

“ Sec. 17. That the juvenile court of the District of € 


rict 


le 


| is hereby given jurisdiction in all cases arising under {! 
lists provided for in this act of minors employed in the | 


And the House concurs in said Senate amendments 


| House amendment. 


9. That every employer shall post in a conspicuous | 
employed ai | 
printed notice, stating the number of hours required of them | s 

| the table until to-morrow. 


| at this time. 


of Co-|,. : 
~,,. | bill agreed upon by the conferees reserves the important amend- 


| ments which were adopted by the Senate, particularly 
|} amendment submitted by the Senator from Washingtoi 


| to 


|of cattle. 


J. P. DOLLIver, 

Botrs PENROSE, 

Jno. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the S 


J. VAN VECHTEN OLCorr, 
E. L. TAyior, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the H 
Mr. NELSON. I ask that the report be printed and lie on 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered 
Mr. NELSON subsequently said: Mr. President, I hay: 
brief opportunity of examining the child-labor bill; and while 
it does not come up to what I think it ought to be, yet it is a 
thuch better bill than I thought it would be. Therefore | 
draw my objection and consent to the consideration of th 


id a 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I will state briefly that the 


the 
| Mr. 
Pites| and the amendment presented from the other side of 
Wali* 
rant the waiving of schooling certificates. It changes the hour 
at which newsboys may begin the delivery of newspar rom 
8 o'clock to 6 o'clock, it preserves the rights of the pa: 
Senate in their present employment, and it involves the I! 
amendment relative to the employment of children of te 
years upon the streets, which is an exact copy, I am informed, 
of the statute of New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
conference report. 

The report was agreed to, 


the 


ler 


The question is on agreeing t 


REPORT ON DISEASES OF CATTLE, 


Mr. DANIEL. The members of the Committee on Printing 


| are absent, and I have been requested by them in their belialf 


to submit a favorable report on the joint resolution (II. J. Res. 
176) providing for the printing of the Special Report 
Diseases of Cattle. It provides for the publication of 100,000 
copies of this very valuable book. There is a large cali for it. 
It is now out of print. I ask that the joint resolution » 
read, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there lb: 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pr 
its consideration. It provides that there shall be | 
and bound 100,000 copies of the Special Report on the !) 
of Cattle, the same to be first revised and brought to d: 
the supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture; 50,0 
for the use of the Senate, 60,000 copies for the use of the |! 


on the 


y he 


} Pe Se iv § ist “il itior 
filed, and that the child named in such permit has appeared | of Representatives, and 10,000 copies for distrib 


| Depe 1 
The badge furnished by | PePartment of Agriculture. 


the officer issuing the permit shall bear on its face a number | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
one or two questions, 
of this book? 

Mr. KEAN. 
passed. 


I wish to ask the Senator fron 
What is the purpose of the di: 


It is the same resolution that we ha\ 
The Members of the Senate and House and t! 


| ment will distribute it. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. DANIEL. 


To whom is the book to go u! 
Ultimately to the people to whom 


ture. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I take it, then, it is meant f 
distribution throughout the country, probably to farme: 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To inform them concerning tl 
That being true, I wish to ask the Sen 
Virginia what constitutional authority be thinks ex 
expenditure of the nation’s money for this purpose: 

Mr. DANIEL. Whatever authority exists, if it is 
in the Constitution—and the Senator of course know 
it is or not, as he knows all about the Constitution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The public-welfare clause, I t 
ers it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGBE. I think so, too. 














\ \NIEL. It has been the habitual practice of the Gov- 
It is a road that has been worn in a rut by constant 
ind aequiescence. Whether or not there is specific 
expressed in so many words, the Senator can judge 


f as I can. I am satisfied to vote for it. 
M EVERIDGE. Well, I am, too. 
\l \NIEL. I would rather not argue a national child- 


stion on a measure for printing a report on diseases 


EVERIDGE. I think it is a 


eu ‘velop later. 


rather important point, 


‘ the same principle we would not have the authority 
1) | and distribute books among children to instruct them 
ogy? 

(W.ANIEL. I would like to answer that question when 
I had longer time, but I would rather not detain the Senate 
ising hours of the session to listen to any discourse 
of m n on the subject. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have printed a portion of the Bible. 

Vr. BEVERIDGE. I am informed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire that we printed a portion of the Bible. 

[ wish to ask a further question, because these are very 
t points. They do not appear to be important when we 


ort 


my 


aye a subject like this, but on other legislation they are made | 


ho ’ 


that 


ers, 


wrtant. I ask the Senator whether he does not think 
the question of education, whether of children or of farm- 
ther upon arithmetic or upon the diseases of cattle or 
orst <s not one of the rights of the States. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL, If I thought as the Senator does on the sub- 
ect I would not take the roundabout way of getting at it by 
load » all the railroad trains with freight to go by inter- 
state commerce, 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; but, as a matter of fact—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. GORE. I want to suggest to the Senator from Virginia, 
if he | permit me, it might be in order to have the children 
ho are employed in factories provided with purer milk. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. My point is this: We have heard so 
very much for the last two years about the violation of the 


wil 


Virginia 


W 


W 


rights of the States by the nation, the encroachment upon | 


their province, and so forth; and yet, when a question of this 
kind arises, which in principle goes to the heart of the whole 
question, where it is the very extreme of the exercise of national 
powers that ever has been claimed by anybody ; 


s 


[ publishing and distributing among the farmers of the coun- 


try literature to educate them upon the diseases of cattle; | 
vhen last year we did the same thing with reference to dis- 
e horse, not one word was said then or is said now 
stretching our 
have 
Nobody sees that the rights of the States 
Nobody perceives any ‘“ dangerous 
and yet it goes to the ulti- | 
ite and extreme of anything that anybody has ever claimed 


ses of th 


nf 


“the violation of the Constitution ” 
itional powers,” or any 
“0 familiar. 
being attacked. 
toward centralization ; 


or 
of those phrases 


t that 


WCOTNE 
are thu 


tendeney ” 


lor the 


the power of the nation under the Constitution. 
When I asked the question of the 


‘ehator from Virginia [Mr. Danret] nor any other 


y constitutional authority for it. 


hot, of 


hut 










( 
t 
@ 


It sae 1 


very Inany specters concerning the 


rights of 


“ 


COST 
mate 
Mr. | 
lent ‘| 
the offic 


Which has 
( 


(| extreme exercise of national power. 
\ANTEL. 
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As a matter of principle, I desire to ask | 
whether, if we have authority to appropriate the | 
, ioney for the purpose of publishing and distributing | 
a bo nong the farmers to instruct them on the diseases of | 


where we are 
ictually appropriating the money of the nation for the purpose 


Senator, neither the 
Sena- 
' who takes that view answered or will answer that there 
From my view point, I 
ik there is abundant constitutional authority for it; and I 
course, intend to obstruct this bill—not for a mo- 
I merely took this occasion to call attention to the 
ict that, after all, when Senators want to do a thing they do 
destruction of the | 
the States” or “the dangerous tendencies toward 
‘iitralization,” even when, from their view point, there is 
(tional authority whatever for it and when it is the 


I wish to say only a few words, Mr. Presi- 
publication is in the nature of an official report from 
of the Government at Washington upon a matter | 
already been taken jurisdiction of by the Federal 
The diseases of cattle, like the diseases of men, 


t undertake now to draw the lines of differentiation 


6667 


on a subject that has been a matter of discussion since this 
Government was founded; but this is to be observed, that it 
invades no rights secured by either Federal or State constitu- 
tions; it does not interfere with the domestic affairs of any 
locality, and he who can see an equality of questions between 
this and the regulation of child labor by interstate commerce 
has a different kind of vision from myself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not mention the latter subject, I 
will say to the Senator. 
| The joint resolution 





was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following report: 


| 
| 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
| two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
| 18347) “making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
| Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and 
for other purposes,” having met, after full and free conference 
| have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 

4, 5, 6, 36, 43, 44, 45, 51, 52, 54, 60, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 71, 72, 
73, 74, 75, 78, 79, 81, 82, 88, 89, 92, and 93. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ments of the Senate numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 


» 
oO, 


17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 39, 
10, 41, 42, 47, 48, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 70, 76, 77, 80, 84, 


S86, 87, 91, 94, 95, 96, 97, and 98; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
|} amendment as follows: Page 5, line 15, strike out the words 
“And provided further” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Provided ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 10, line 16, strike out the words 
“and fifty-one;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 10, lines 15 and 16, strike out the 
words “four hundred and ninety-seven” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “five hundred and forty-eight;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 11, lines 12 and 13, strike out the 
words “twenty-nine million” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘twenty-eight million seven hundred and twenty-six 
thousand five hundred;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Page 13, line 21, strike out the word 
“six” and insert in lieu thereof the word “five;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 14, line 13, strike out the word 
“twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word “eleven;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Page 14, line 19, strike out the 
words “thirty-eight thousand six hundred” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ thirty-seven thousand four hundred;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Page 18, after the word “ actual,” 
insert the word “simultaneous;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 20, after the word “annum,” add 
the words “and to defray the expenses of said headquarters 
the sum of twenty thousand dollars is hereby appropriated ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
| That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

ment of the Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with an 


” 


the hings which are transmitted by wind and wave, and | amendment as follows: Page 25, after the word “national, 

= ough all of those agencies of creation which pass State lines | insert the words “or State;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

a = ‘ll over the country in a way that can hardly be detected. | That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
Shal] | 


ment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an 
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an Lin as follows: Page 25, strike out the amendment, and | “ such;” and in line 12, after the word “ portions,” to str 
inser lieu thereof the following: “ That section thirty-eight | the comma and to insert the word “and,” so as to read 
undred and ninety-three of the Revised Statutes of the United That if any artisan or laborer so employed shall die during | 
be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto | year by reason of such injury received in the course of such 
the following - ment, leaving a widow, or a child or children under 16 year 
: re 5 An 8 ’ 003.8 . ee ee or a dependent parent, such widow and child or children and «& 
And the term ‘indecent within the intendment of this sec- | parent shall be entitied to receive, in such portions and un 
tion iall include matter of a character tending to incite arson, | regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may 
murder, or assass tien.”’ the same amount, for the remainder of the said year, that the 


» Ont 


: ° or father, or son would be entitled to receive as pay if he y 
d the Senate agree to the same. and continued to be employed. 

I hat 1e House recede from its disagreement to the amend- The amendment was acreed to. 
ment of the Senate m uibered 90, and agree to the same with an Mr. DEPEW. I offer an additional amendment, in s: 

iment as follows: Page 27, line 1, strike out the word on page 4, line 3, before the word “ days,” to strike out “ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen;” and | ang insert “ fifteen.” 
ate agree to the same. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. In section 4, on page 4, line 3, bef 
o = word “days,” it is proposed to strike out “thirty” and 
A. 8. CLayY, “* fifteen,” so as to read: 
Managers on the part of the Senate. In the case of incapacity for work lasting more than fift: 
JESSE OVERSTREET, the injured party or his legal representatives desiring to take t 
J. J. GARDNER. ° fit of this act shall— 
JoHN A. Moon, And so forth. 
Managers on the part of the House. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DEPEW. In section 9, on page 5, line 18, I n 
We agree to this report except action on Senate amendments | strike out the word “ July” and insert “August.” 
43, 44, 51, 76, and 77, the latter two known as “ ship-subsidy The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
amendments.” The Secrerary. In section 9, on page 5, line 18, before the 
A. 8. Cray, word “first,” it is proposed to strike out the word “ July” and 
Joun A. Moon, insert “August,” so as to make the section read: 
The report was agreed to. compensation for auy demmge from accidents am 60 these occu 
INJURIES TO GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. and after August 1, 1908. 

Mr. DEPEW. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- The amendment was agreed to. 
sideration of House bill 21844. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks Mr. FULTON. I should like to offer an amendment to the 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, the | bill. 
title of which will be stated. Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to offer an amendment to strike 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 21844) granting to certain | out all after the enacting clause and insert what I send to the 
employees of the United States the right to receive from it | desk. 
compensation for injuries sustained in the course of their em- Mr. GALLINGER. Mr.. President, that being a substitute, 
ployment. had not the Senator from Indiana better withhold it until the 

ty unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | amendments that are to be offered to the bill itself shall be 
Whole, proce@ded to consider the bill. acted upon? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read. Mr. BAILEY. I thought the amendments had all been agreed 

Mr. DEPEW. I desire now to offer some amendments to the | to. 
bill. In section 1, line 6, after the word “harbor,” I move to Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought so, too. 
insert “or fortification.” Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furtoy] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | has just said that he desires to offer an amendment. ' 
Senator from New York will be stated. Mr. FULTON. If the Senator from Indiana proposes to offer 

The Specrerary. In section 1, page 1, line 6, after the word | 2 substitute, I should like to offer an amendment, if the Sena- 
“harbor,” it is proposed to insert the words “or fortification,” | tor will yield to me. 
so as to read: Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly ; I yield. 

That when, after the passage of this act, any person employed by The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Indiana with 
the 1 mand Ghates os om artisan or iabever - _ of os ye holds his amendment, 
and barbor of fortification work or the management apd control of the | ,. Mit. FULTON. | I offer an amendment on page 1, line 
same, or in hazardous employment under the Isthmian Canal Com- | the word “ work,” to insert “or work in the reclamatio1 
mission, is injured in the course of such employment. lands.” 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. DEPEW. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. DEPEW? In section 1, page 2, line 4, after the word The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stat: 
“injured,” I move to insert “or unless it shall continue for The Secrerary. On page 1, line 6, after the word “| 
more than fifteen days.” it is proposed to insert “or work in the reclamation 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— ‘ lands.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the| Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Let me suggest to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. from Oregon- 

Mr. BAILEY. Has unanimous consent been given for the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
present consideration of this bill, Mr. President? yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent for its consid-| Mr. FULTON, Certainly. ei 
eration was given. The Senator from New York proposes an| Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator is going ‘v 
amendment, which will be stated by the Secretary. that amendment, would it not be proper to say “in © 

The Srcrerary. In section 1, page 2, line 4, after the word | tion work in the Reclamation Service?” 
“injured,” it is proposed to insert “or unless it shall continue Mr. FULTON. I thought the word “ construction, 
for more than fifteen days,” so as to read: | applies to river and harbor work, would also apply to i), 

Provided, That no compensation shall be paid under this act where | ment. 
the injury is due to the negligence or misconduct of the employee Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not understand the 
injured or unless it shall continue for more than fifteen days. Mr. FULTON. I thought the word “ construction 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | same line, applying to river and harbor work, would « 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Of course, I do not su| 

The amendment was agreed to. | Senator would want to include all the employees of | 

Mr. DEPEW. In section 2, page 2, at the end of line 11, I | mation Service. 
move to strike out “equal” and insert “such;” and in line| Mr. FULTON. I will be glad to accept the sugges! 

12, after the word “ portions,” to insert the word “and.” | Senator. How does the Senator suggest that the an 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments proposed by the | be worded? 

Senstor from New York will be stated. | Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the amendment, |! 

The Secrerary. In section 2, page 2, line 11, before the word | at all, should apply only to those engaged in the co! 
“portions,” it is proposed to strike out “equal” and insert | work. 


Borers PENROSE, 
J. C. Burrows, 
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fe HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyo- | question of fact to be determined by the jury, and our courts 
is the character of the construction work in that | have held that it is error for the court now to take a case from 


« hat would make it extrahazardous or would make it | the jury on a pure question of negligence. It is to be left for the 
; for Congress to take such action as is proposed here? | jury to determine as a matter of fact whether the party was 
‘\r, CLARK of Wyoming. I myself have not expressed any | negligent or not. 
- s to the amendment proposed, but construction work While it is true that the present Secretary of Commerce and 
lamation Service is exactly the same as construction | Labor is not a lawyer, everybody recognizes him as a man of 
wo! on river and harbor improvements and fortifications. great business ability, and the questions that will be presented to 
er HOPKINS. It was extrahazardous work, then? him can be presented in the same spirit that this class of cases 
wr FULTON. I call the attention of the Senator to the | is presented to the courts in Illinois, and, in fact, in most of 
read f the text of the original bill as it is: the States of the Union at the present time. 
n, after the passage of this act, any person employed by Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois is 
t | States as an artisan or laborer— not accurate when he says that the question of negligence was, 
[ st be in the employment of the Government and not | under the common law, always a question of law. That has 
ond tract. been true in a very few jurisdictions. The question of negli- 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes. gence was always largely left to the determination of the jury 
Mr. FULTON. It continues: under the instruction of the court. 
In any of its manufacturing establishments, arsenals, or navy-yards, I have no objection to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
or in t nstruction of river and harbor work— acting as a jury, although I would rather have twelve men than 
I suggest that we add there “or work in the reclamation | one man, but I object to him being the judge and the jury 
of arid lands.” both. 
Mr. CARTER. “ Construction work.” The Senator is right when he says that the modern tendency 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the word “ construction” | is to commit all questions of negligence to the decision of the 
ought to be inserted. jury, yet we have not reached the point where the judge is ex- 
Mr. CARTER, It should read “or in construction work in | empted from the duty and the necessity of delivering instruc- 
the reclamation of arid lands.” tions to the jury in cases involving personal injury. I main- 


Mr. FULTON. Very well. I am satisfied that the amend- | tain that as this is a new departure in governmental policy, 
shall be modified to read “or construction work in the | and a very violent departure, too, it looks to me like the simple, 
reclamation of arid lands.” orderly, and proper way would be to allow these injured em- 
rl [CE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will | ployees to bring suit in the courts of the country. If you tell 
he stated, me that the litigation produced in that way will encumber the 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— dockets of the courts, I answer that, with the great number 
Mr. FULTON. Let us get the amendment worded right first. | of courts in every part of the country, it would not be so seri- 
ous an embarrassment to them as it would be to the one De- 


Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | partment here at Washington. 

Seyator from Oregon will be stated. Moreover, sir, these accidents and these injuries will occur in 
The Secretary. On page 1, line 6, after the word “work,” | every part of the country. Under the provisions of this bill 


it is proposed to insert “or construction work in the reclama- | the beneficiaries in the case of death, or the employee himself 


tion of arid lands.” in the case of injury, must arrange to come to Washington to 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I simply want to observe that, | try the case. The inconvenience of that is obvious to every Sen- 
when they have included under the provisions of this bill all| ator. It is inconvenient enough for him to have to go to the 
of the various works of every kind undertaken by the Govern- | nearest United States court to have his rights adjudicated; but 
ment, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor will have abso-| if the Government has determined to allow its employees to 
lutely no time for the performance of any other duty when | present and haye adjudicated their claims arising out of these 
he finishes the trial of all these damage suits. injuries, then I repeat that the orderly, sensible, and proper 


his is the most remarkable proposition, I think, ever pre- | way is to remit them to the courts, where the rules of evidence 
sented to an assembly composed largely of lawyers. It is a | are understood and enforced and where the rules of law are 
proposition to submit one of the most difficult questions with | presumed to be understood. I use the word “presume” ad- 
\ | the courts are required to deal to the decision of a man | visedly, because, I regret to say, they are not always under- 
) need not be a lawyer and who, as a matter of fact, gen- | Stood in all the Federal courts, even within my knowledge and 
erally is not a lawyer. The present Secretary of Commerce and | my experience, but they are at least presumed to be understood, 


Labor is not a lawyer, and yet, under the terms of this bill, he | and there the injured man, asserting a right under the law, has 
required to be both the judge and the jury and to determine his twelve peers, instead of one superior officer, to decide his 

some of the nicest questions that arise in the court room upon | case, 

the trial of cases. At the proper time, after the Senator from Indiana shall 
The lawyers of this body all know that one of the most per- | have proposed his amendment, the nature of which I do not 

plexing questions with which a jury must deal is the question | know now, I intend to move to recommit this bill to the com- 


ligence in its various degrees and character, contributory | mittee with instructions to provide for a trial in court instead 
herwise, and yet all of these questions are by this bill of a trial by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 








tted toa man who may have no training in the law, and Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

rally has none. I am rather inclined to think that the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
ea man knows about commerce and labor the less he is | to the Senator from Georgia? 
7 to know about the law, and the man who is experienced in | Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

siness and whose general knowledge best qualifies him forthe} Mr. BACON. In connection with what the Senator from 
ies of that Department generally will be found to | Texas is saying as to the particular purpose in view in the 
fied to discharge this particular duty. selection of what may be called by courtesy a Cabinet officer, 
‘he time is past, Mr. President, when we regard a Cabinet | I wish, with his permission, to read from the Constitution what 
r a constitutional adviser to the President. Men are | is the office of the head of a Department that we call a Cabinet 


‘or Cabinet positions now, not because they are sup- | officer and the function as an adviser that he performs. I will 
0 be profoundly versed in a knowledge of the law, be- | read the language of the Constitution—and they are the only 
‘ with the fundamental of all law, which is the Constitu- | words in the Constitution which make any reference to the 
but they are chosen rather because of their business and | head of a Department. 

(l experience, There is of courge no such officer under the law, as we know, 
'. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him | as a Cabinet officer. The only reference made is in this lan- 

guage. Speaking of the powers of the President and his duties 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield | the Constitution says: 


i? 


— t from Illinois? He may require the opinion, in writing, of the principal officer in 
‘t. BAILEY. Certainly. each of the Executive Departments, upon any subject relating to the 
‘ HOPKINS. I would suggest to the Senator that the | @tles of thelr respective offices. 
— mn, relating to the question of negligence, is one that is That is the scope contemplated by the Constitution of their 
“i in the spirit of modern decisions and modern law on the | duties as advisers. 
neg! : of negligence. The old common-law rule was that Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Georgia is, of course, ex- 
t Ce ® was a question of law to be determined by the court. | actly correct about that. We have, however, gone far beyond, 
, . © State of Illinois in all the damage suits that are litigated | and much further than it was wise to go; but I never supposed 


uS courts the question of negligence has become a! we would go to the extent of constituting one of these Cjabinet 
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officers, or, more properly described, the head of one of these 
Departments, as a judge to try a case. Analyze it as you please, 
and describe it as you please, this is nothing more and this is 
nothing less than the trial of a lawsuit—John Smith v, The Gov- 
ernment of the United States. If the Government of the United 
States was not a sovereign, John Smith could sue it in the 
courts and have his case determined under the law and upon its 
merits, 

The Government of the United States, being sovereign, can 
only be sued with its own consent, and the consent that it gives 
here is that the case of Smith against it shall be tried by a man 
who may not be a lawyer and may know nothing about the 
law, may know nothing about the rules of evidence, and may 
be burdened with a thousand other details of more or less im- 
portance. It simply remits John Smith to the tender mercy of 
some $1,800 clerk. I do not mean to disparage the $1,800 
clerk, because I have known $1,800 clerks who knew more law 
and had as much judgment as some Cabinet officers. 

But after all the Congress would not commit this directly to 
the clerk, and yet every Senator in this body knows perfectly 
well that the result will and must be that there is where it 
goes at last. You are establishing a judiciary department in 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. If you are going to 
commit it to any Department, send it to the Department of 
Justice, where every man connected with it is presumed to have 
a knowledge of the law. This is such an inexcusable and inde- 
fensible proposition that it looks to me like the Senate will not 
hesitate to send it back to the committee and let there be a 
proper provision, if any provision is to be made at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Texas a question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We can understand that if a man is in- 
jured in the service of a corporation and negligence exists or is 
asserted, the corporation will make a contest, but if a person 
is injured in the service of the Government, who is going to 
make the contest? Is it not the probable fact that every one 
will go to the Department of Commerce and Labor, there will 
be no contest, and damages will be allowed, whether there has 
been negligence or not? 

Mr. BAILEY. If that would be true, it would be true at one 
place just as well as at the other. 

But my opinion is that the district attorney representing the 
Government in the district where the suit is brought should be 
required to defend the suit in the interest of the Government, as 
he is required to defend any other suit brought against the 
Government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I quite agree with the Senator in his 
criticism of making the Secretary of Commerce and Labor a 
judge in cases of this kind. But it seems to me there will not 
be any suits. A man is injured in a navyy-yard, and his case 
goes to the Department of Commerce and Labor. Who is going 
to assert that he did not exercise due care? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true. In other words, there is a 
plaintiff and there is a defendant, in effect, and the defendant's 
attorney may know nothing about it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is it exactly. 

Mr. BAILEY. And he is a long way from the scene of ac- 
tion. Are you to bring all of the employees associated with him 
to Washington ; or you may say their depositions may be taken? 
The trouble with that, however, is that a lawyer finds it ex- 
ceedingly difficult to determine from a deposition so well as 
from oral testimony whether the witness is telling the truth or 
not; and as sure as this bill passes in this form almost every 
man who makes a claim against the Government will have 
that claim allowed. 

M:. GALLINGER. There is no question about it. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the Government will be mulcted without 
mercy and without reference to the facts. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
interrupt him again? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the attentjon of the Senator 
to section 3 of the bill, which provides that in case of an 
accident a report shall be made by the superior of the injured 
employee, and that that report, through the proper channels, 
shall be sent to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and 
upon that the Secretary is authorized to act. The Senator will 
see from that section that it is not contemplated by the enact- 
ment of this legislation that there shall be any lawsuit or that 
the person who is injured shall make a claim against the Gov- 
ernment or have any rights other than is provided in the bill. 
The rights provided here emanate with Government officials— 
the superior of the party injured—and there will be no taking 
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of depositions, no hiring of lawyers, no requirement to bring 
witnesses to Washington. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then that makes it worse. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Wait a moment. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is a simple proposition to give every 
man injured in the employment of the Government recourse 
against the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all, because the report comes from 
the superior officer, who is supposed to represent the interest 
of the Government. This officer is to gather all the inform. 
tion relating to the accident and make a full report regarq- 
ing it. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘Then does the Senator from Illinois under. 
stand that the injured employee is not permitted to furnish 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor with a presentation of 
his side of the case? 

Mr. HOPKINS. He would undoubtedly be permitted to pre- 
sent to the officer whose duty it was to make out the report a|! 
the facts connected with the accident. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Illinois is a lawyer of long 
experience, and for years has been connected with the public 
service. He knows that even the best men, when the recovery 
comes out of the Public Treasury, are not so tender with their 
consciences as they ought to be. There is—and I do not say 
it is discreditable to human nature—in the heart of every man 
a disposition to do the generous thing to one man when what 
he receives is contributed by all men. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BAILEY. There is amongst us a belief that if it comes 
out of the Government nobody is damaged very much. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think the Senator from Texas has prop- 
erly stated the principle upon which this legislation is sug- 
gested. Everybody recognizes the fact that a poor man who is 
injured so that he is unable to support himself and his family 
after an injury must go to the poorhouse or be the subject of 
charity of some kind. 

The framers of this legislation have believed that where 
such an employee was in the service of the Government 
and was injured it is better for the Government immediately 
to give him a certain allowance for that injury than to let him 
go through the heart-breaking experiences that many of these 
men do under existing law. 

Mr. BAILEY. That kind of philosophy, if carried to its 
ultimate and proper conclusion, would make all the men who 
san work work and divide what they make with those who can 
not work. In other words, we would soon have an idea! state— 
a socialistic republic. That day may come. I pray God He 
may postpone its coming until I am gone. I believe in a gov- 
ernment under which every man takes the consequences of his 
own folly, and if a man working for the Government or work- 
ing for an individual or working for a corporation brings upon 
himself an injury, nobody ought to be compelled to pay hiin 
any sum of money to recompense him for the consequences of 
his own folly. You ought to teach men in the employ of the 
Government that they must be prudent; that they must be 
careful; that they must practice no negligence, because, be |t 
remembered, they are not the only sufferers from their nes!) 
gence. The injury under which they suffer sometimes [1!'S 
on others besides themselves, and mere dollars and cents cil 
not compensate for. many injuries. 

Instead of framing this legislation upon the idea of beneve 
lence—and that is exactly what it is here—let us frame it upo! 
the idea of justice. Let us give to every man who has bec! 
injured without his fault a recovery. Let us deny it to ever) 
man who is injured through his fault. 

When you come to determine whether or not a man as aoe 
at fault there are rules of law and rules of evidence which 
ought to be followed, and a man who, under those rules of ¢v! 
dence and under those rules of law, is not entitled to 
ought not to be made a charge upon the Public Treasury, *" 
the man who is entitled to recover ought to have fair cole 
pensation. a 

I do not subscribe to the theory that the Government sie''™ 
permitted to injure men and make no atonement for it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that he s'°' 
rule of law in its harshest form. 

Mr. BAILEY. No. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The tendency of the courts everyw! 
modify that harsh rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. The old and harsh rule of fellow-sery"' ad 
it obtained in the common law has been practically @° aoe 
in every State of the Union. I will agree with the Sena! “es a tee 
lilinois and provide that the recovery in each case S'\" 
governed by the laws of the State in which the case '» 


recover 


and 


» js 10 


int as 


tried. 
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\ [OPKINS. Yes. 

\ \ILEY. Surely in this enlightened age nobody would 
. harsh rule of the common law. 

\ HOPKINS. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to 

th that in the first section it is provided— 


ompensation shall be paid under this act where the injury 
be negligence or misconduct of the employee injured. 


S Government is protected in that respect. 

\ILEY. That is a little indefinite and unsatisfactory. 
1 prefer myself that if the negligence of the injured employee 
y t as compared with the greater negligence that pro- 
‘ e injury, it should be considered in mitigation of the 


ind not as a bar to recovery. That is the more 
nut and just rule; and I would prefer it. But, rather 
f devolve upon the committee the duty of working out a 
Federal liability bill, I would provide that in each case the 
eourt trying it sheuld try it according to the State law existing 
+» the jurisdiction where the case is tried. 
“Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 





Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
ir. BANKHEAD. ‘The bill includes labor employed on river 
and harbor work. Im a great many instances labor on river 


and harbor work in this country is done by contract. Some in- 
dividual corporation makes a contract with the Government to 
do the work, and in that case the contractor has control and 
direction of the labor. What I want to ask the Senator is who, 
under the provisions of this bill, if a laborer employed on such | 
work was injured and the injury should be the result of gross 
negligence on the part of the contractor who has centrol, would 
be liable for damages? 

Mr. BAILEY. In that case the contractor would be liable 
nd not the Government. 





Mr. BANKHEAD. I should like to have that made clear. 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes; I think myself this section could be 
fed in that respect because it uses the words “ and control.” 
The Government may be said always to be in control of its 
ublic works ~ 
Mr. BANKHEAD. ‘That is true. 
Mr. BAILEY. Although they are being done under contracts. 
[ will say to the Senator—and I owe the Senate an apology 
for the fact—that I have not read the bill. Yesterday afternoon 
when it was read the first thing that struck me was the estab- | 


lishment of a judicial tribunal in the Department of Commerce | 
ind la bor. I did intend to take the bill home with me last 
night and examine it. But I did not. It passed out of my mind. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I want, if the Senator will permit me, to call 
his attention to lines 3 and 4 on page 1. The Senator from 
Texas, 


as well as the Senator from Alabama, will see that the 
Government of the United States could not be liable to anybody | 
mployed by a contractor. The bill limits it to an artisan or 
borer employed by the United States. If the laborer or arti- | 
sin is employed by a contractor engaged in Government work, 
the Government would not be liable. It would be a question 
between the laborer-and the contractor. 
Mr, BAILEY. That is true, except that I can not quite 
ee and I say for the second time that I have not 
ully examined the bill—why it is that in the sixth line, 
sinning g ; with the last words, there should be the words “or 
ement and control of the same.” That seems to re- | 
e work which might not be prosecuted’ directly by 
nment itself. But wholly apart from that, the rule | 
Ul do wut te dl y would be that when an employee was working for 
‘ contractor he would not be working for the Government of | 
he Ti uted States, and his remedy would be against the con- | 
tractor and not against the Government. That remedy now | 
“cists, and of course it meeds no legislation. If a laborer is | 
sre in any work being constructed under contract, the | 
can ‘can call to the bar of the court the contractor to answer | 
“or any damages that may have been occasioned to him by the | 
- he contractor or the contractor's other servants. | 
Mr. € u L BERSON and Mr. MONEY addressed the Chair. 
= z VIC E-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield? 
= BAILEY. My colleague desires to make a suggestion. 
aint CULBERSON. I desired to call attention to the provi- 
rs in the first section to which the attention of my colleague 
‘s invited by the Senator from Minnesota. 
' MONEY. Mr. President—— 


Does the Senator from Texas yield | 


ber \ 
th 





ate tO some 
the Goy 





: The — E-PRESIDENT. 


Mr, 


lator from Mississippi? 
BAILEY, Certainly, 





} as an act of justice and not of benevolence. 


|} and I put it on this ground: 
| answer, 


| wards deserving our charity, 


Mr. MONEY. I Gesire to say that I concur in what the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. Bamzy] has said—that the liability 
should be determined by the lex loci—but what I ask him new 
is whether that is the meaning of this bill? It strikes me as 
being a very vague bill. I have not read it; I can not read it; 
but I have had it read to me. Does it not undertake to fix the 
responsibility upon the Gevernment, whether the employment is 
directly by the Corps of Engineers or by contractors, corporate 
or individual? Is that the intent of this bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, a hasty glance at the bill leads 
me to fear that this might relieve the contractor and impose 
the burden on the Government, or else I can not, upon one 
moment, find any meaning to give to the words “or the manage- 
ment and control of the same.” I will read it, with the per- 
mission of the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Texas ai- 


| low me fer a moment? 


Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think a careful reading of the 
first section will clear up any doubt the Senator may have in 
his mind. It applies only to persons who are employed by the 
United States, without reference 

Mr. BAILEY. To where they are employed or how. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think that is probably true. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I support the position taken 
by the Senator from Texas, that there should be a court to de- 
termine this. I think this very provision ought to have a 
lawyer to decide it. It says: 

Any person employed by the United States as an artisan or laborer— 

It should read, continuing— 
in any of its manufacturing establishments, or navy-yards, 
or employed by the United States im the construction of river and 
harbor work, or employed by the United States in the management and 
control of the same. 

I think a first-class jurist would give that construction to 
it; and for that reason I concur in the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Texas that there should be a court to decide this, 
presided over by a lawyer, and not a layman. 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe we ought to pass a bill of this kind 
I believe if any 
man in this world, compelled to work for a daily wage in or- 
der to support himself and family, is injured while at that 
work, and without his fault or negligence, somebody ought to 
pay for the injury. The old idea that you could not call a 
government into court was purely technical and, I had almost 
said, mythical. There is nothing sacred about a government, as 
we view them to-day. But I waive all questions of that kind, 
If the Government is going to 
let it answer according to the rules of law, which not 
only include rules by which men’s rights are measured, but 
also the rules of evidence under which rights are established. 

Let us say to the men who are working for the Government 
of the United States in certain kinds of employment, that if 
they are injured without their fault they can step into court 
and call the Government to answer them there just as they can 
call any other employer. I infinitely prefer that to this other 





arsenals, 


| system of doing them some sort of charity or extending them 


some sort of benevolence. 

It is the business of government to be just, and not to be 
benevolent. A benevolent government in the end is a bad goy- 
ernment, because the benevolence which the government be- 
stows upon one man it is compelled to take from other men. 
Sut when a government does justice no man under its flag can 
complain about it. Let us treat these men not as children or 
but let us treat them as citizens 
of the United States, entitled to justice at our hands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. Futron], 
which will again be stated. 


The Spcrerary. On page 1, line 6, after the word “ work,” 


insert “or construction work in the reclamation of arid lands.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana pro- 


poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after 
enacting clause and insert-—-—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have two or three small ame 
should like to offer before the substitute is proposed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. I withhold it for 
being. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 1, 
“passage ”’ and insert “ approval,” 
after the approval of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


the 
1dments I 


the 


time 
line 3, I move to strike out 
so as to read: “ That when, 
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Mr. GALLINGER. After the word “navy-yards,” in line 
6, page 1, I move to insert “or as postal clerks on railroad 
trains.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the fact that we already have a special 
law about postal clerks. 

Mr. GALLINGER. When was that enacted? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. About four or five years ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Do they get compensation for injuries? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is compensation to the heirs 
in case of death. It also applies to the Life-Saving Service. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think they get compensation 
for injuries. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It applies to—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest that the amendment be 
agreed to and let it go into conference, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “navy-yards,” in line 6, 
page 1, it is proposed to insert “ or as postal clerks on railroad 
trains.” 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether he does not think that the remedy these employees have 
against the railway company is ample? They can now re- 
cover for any negligence which arises as to the conduct of the 
train. I can not understand where any negligence on the part 
of the Government could result in injury to railway mail clerks. 

Mr. BAILEY. There could not be any doctrine of fellow- 
servant there. 
company. 
an injury. 

Mr. DEPEW. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that the law in regard to railway mail clerks as it is now and as 


The Government could not be responsible for such 


it has existed for five years is that a postal clerk is paid his | 


wages for one year unless he is sooner able to resume work, and 
if he is killed or dies within a year his estate receives $1,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not know that that law existed. I 
had the impression that there was a law covering his death. I 
withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Section 5 provides— 

That the employees shall, whenever and as often as required by the 


Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submit himself to medical examina- 
tion, to be provided and paid for under the direction of the Secretary. 


I take it that the Secretary of Commerce and Labor is not | 
going to follow these injured persons and be able to determine | , 2 
| that occurred in my absence from the Senate. 


whether they ought to be reexamined. But it is evident that 
they ought to be reexamined from time to time. 


in three months.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator will turn to section 
5 of the bill I think he will find perhaps that his view is covered. 
Section 5 of the bill provides “that the employee shall, when- 
ever and as often as required by the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, submit himself to medical examination.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is precisely what I object to. The 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor never will do that of his own 
volition, and "I think it is but proper that there should be 
an examination at stated times, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
shire will again state his amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. On page 4, line 13, after the words “ Sec- 
retary of Commerce and Labor,” I move to insert “at least 
once in six months,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN. On line 5, page 2, I move to strike out 
the words “ Secretary of Commerce and Labor” and to insert 
the words “court of the district in which the injury is in- 
flicted.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi 
that that is entirely too indefinite. For example, suppose a 
Government employee in the city of Chicago was injured there. 
There are probably sixty or seventy judges in the district, and 
there would be no means of determining which court the in- 
jured party should go to. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Surely there is some jurisdiction, 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator could say the Federal court. 

Mr. McLAURIN, I would understand, when passing a law, 
that it means the Federal court. I am willing to adopt the 
suggestion of the Senator from Illinois and say “court of the 
United States in which the injury is inflicted.” 

M>. BEVERIDGE, I can not yield further if this matter 
is going to be debated. 


New Hamp- 
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They would have recourse against the railroad | 





I move to in- | 
sert after the word “ Labor,” in line 22, the words “ at least once | 





May 21, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has a right to perfect 
the bill before an amendment is made to strike out and inser; 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course I have no objection, but at th. 
same time I understood that I had offered an amen; 
and I was withholding it in order that other Senators ) 
offer amendments, 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator’s amendment is a substitute. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You can call it an “amendment” or a 
“ substitute; ” it is immaterial. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The reason I proposed to insert “ court” 
was because I understood the word “court” would imply 4 
United States court. I have no objection to the words “of 
the United States” being put in after “ court.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi will be stated. : 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 5, strike out the words “ Sec. 
retary of Commerce and Labor” and insert “ court of the United 
States in which the injury ts inflicted.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I prepared a bill which applies to the ep. 
ployees of navy-yards, and after consulting with one of my legs! 
colleagues he suggested the following language, which I wil! read 
and suggest to my friend from Mississippi: 

The employee so injured, or, in case the injury results in death. the 
legal representatives of such employee, shall have a right of action. in 
any United States court having jurisdiction over like cases arising 
between individuals, for the recovery from the United States of com 
pensation for such injuries or death. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have no objection to that part. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest, with the permission of both Sen- 
ators, that instead of “ individuals” you say “ persons,” 
to include corporations as well as individuals. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would suggest to the Senator from (Cali- 
fornia that the adoption of the amendment suggested by hin 
changes the entire spirit of the act; and if it should be adopted, 
every section in the bill would have to be remodeled. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the object I have in view. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, if the Senator wants to defeat the 


nent, 
light 


SO as 


| bill, let him state it without offering the amendment. 


Mr, PERKINS... I have had a great deal of experience in the 
transportation business and in claims for injuries. When I was 
connected with the management of the company, I always made 
a compromise when it was practicable to do so, but I believe in 
giving the court jurisdiction over those injured in the employ 


| of the Government, as well as those who have claims against 
| corporations or individuals on account of injuries received. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I take advantage of the 
latitude of debate allowed to-day to say a word about a matter 


The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] had read a 
letter dated Wheeling, W. Va., April 23, 1908S, addressed to Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD, and he stated at the close of the letter that this 
is “the same case referred to by the Senator from Texis.” | 
sent for the stenographer’s notes containing the statement of 
the Senator from West Virginia, and I ask that it be incorpo 
rated as a part of what I am saying. I take this opportunity 
to say that the letter addressed to Mr. LarrLeriecp refers to the 
case of the National Telephone Company v. Kent and others 
and the case to which I referred and the bill which I presentec 
is that of the Hitchman Ceal and Coke Company v. Join 
Mitchell and others. As far as I am concerned, I never heard 
before of the case of the National Telephone Company ¢. he. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission » 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Mr. Scorr. Mr. President, during my absence from the senir, | 
understand the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] brought Ul 
case in regard to Judge Dayton’s restraining order. : 

I desire to read the following, in order that it may £0 
RECORD. 


Senate | 


Into the 


WHEELING, W. Va., Apri! Le 
Hon. C, E. LITTLerievp, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Str: Replying to your favor of March 28, 1908, w: 
in the United States circuit court as counsel for the defends 
case of National Telephone Company v. Kent et al. No cont: 
ceedings grew out of the injunction case. We have no criti 
ever to make of the action of Judge Dayton in awarding t! 
ing order or in granting the preliminary injunction. Our 
rected us to discontinue their defense, and no .motion to (\~ 
to modify was ever made. The injunction was made perma! 
our clients. eee 
We took no part in the injunction suit brought by the ! 
Coal Company. a sa 
Very truly, yours, Dovener & FIs S 
It is the same case referred to by the Senator from Texas Site 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope the Senator from Mis 
sippi will not insist upon his amendment. Hither the smen" 
ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi or the one S'> 


gested by the Senator from California would defeat the vel’ 
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accidents to 
The language 
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' . for which the bill was drawn. The purpose of this They have not the statistics for the navy-yards. 
ir bill is to avoid, if possible, the necessity of sending During the calendar year 1907, under the Isthmian Canal 
; into court to receive compensation for his injuries. Commission, there were 142 accidents resulting in death, and 
RAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? I remind the | approximately 1,300 were treated in the hospitals. 
Ss from Wyoming that laborers in the employment of | and harbor work, since the year 1894, there were about 75 
als and corporations have to resort to the courts to} casualties, and of those 2 were killed and 1 died. 
y heir rights in cases just like this, and I can not under- Mr. BACON, That is very good, as far as it goes. 
cron why a man in the employment of the Government, if Mr. LODGE. It covers everything but the navy-yards. 
eivery the right to recover, might not be expected and required Mr. BACON. It does not cover a great many 
to er according to the same course of procedure that his | which the Senator from Wyoming has alluded. 
fe tizens engaged in other employments have to pursue. | of the report is as to serious accidents. 
I s st that for the Senator’s consideration. Mr. LODGE. It covers everything. 
\r. CLARK of Wyoming. The suggestion is pertinent; but, Mr. BACON. In dealing with the practical purposes contem- 
. President, I have an idea that a lesson might be taught or | plated by the bill, it is very important to know the effect of 


iple set to other corporations employing large num- 
workmen or to individual employers employing large 
of workmen by which they would be shown that an 
nd a less expensive and a quicker compensation for 
‘ight be realized. This bill may perhaps set an example 
that sort. 
President, I do not know what we might call the bill. 
it is an administrative bill. It is simply for the pur- 
f determining, without expense to the beneficiary, whether 
iry received by a man in the employ of the Government, 
in a zardous employment, has been received in such a way 
that the Government ought to compensate him either for his 
time when he is laid up or compensate his family in a measure 
in the case of death. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
vield to the Senator from Georgia? 

" Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON, I did not happen to be present when the Com- 
on the Judiciary considered this bill, and I desire to 
n inquiry of the Senator from Wyoming as to how far 
the committee made an investigation of the practical features 
of the administration of the bill. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator, in the first place, if the committee considered the 


re 
prose 


the 


mittee 


make 


question as to how great a number of employees would be | 


beneficiaries under the bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
under consideration. 

Mr. BACON. How many employees of the Government did 
the committee estimate would be beneficiaries of the bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The estimate of the committee 
may be found in the report that was submitted. 
contains the information that was gathered by the House com- 
mittee. It contains a compilation from each of the Depart- 
ments to be affected with the exception, I understand, of the 
War Department, that Department having been unable to col- 
late their records in time to fill the purpose. 

DEPEW. I will state that the House committee made 


Yes; the committee had that 


Mr. 
an exhar 


been ail 


session on it—and they find that the total number of 
of the Government is 337,751 connected with the 
classified and unclassified service, and of that number (337,751) 
tle number who would be affected by the bill is 71,600, 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask my colleague upon the commit- 
tee if the committee, after the estimate had been made as to the 
umber of empolyees of the Government who would be the bene- 

tries under the bill, went further and made an estimate 
as to the number of casualties which would call for the exercise 
of this judicial power by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The only information the com- 
mittee had on that point, I will say to the Senator, was the 
its and deaths that had been reported upon Government 


Of course there would be probably some accidents that 
hot 


employees 


Work, 
were 
which would come under the bill, for instance, minor injuries, 
Where the accident might not perhaps lay a man up for more 
than thirty days. But the committee had in its possession in- 
on as to the number of accidents and deaths that had 
orted in certain Departments, not in all of them, I will 


. 1 
ran 


AMOAIY Say to the Senator. 

ve BACON, How many were there? 

» (T Ane ; 

z CLARK of Wyoming. . I could state if I had the report 
OF the ey mittee, 

ms LODGE. TI have it right here. 
: Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from Massachusetts 
as it, 


Mr. LODGE. The report states that— 


approximately 6,600 artisans and laborers employed 
ore 


in 

‘’, and other manufacturing establishments of the War 

, and during the past ten years eight were killed and forty- 
ess seriously injured. 


areenal 
I 


Vepartn 


ohne mors 


ALI 
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That report | 


it when we devolve upon the Secretary practically the control 
of every one of these cases, because in every case of accident 
under the law as it now exists in the States, where individuals 
and corporations are concerned, the great question is the ques 
tion where the negligence has been, and those questions would 
have to be considered by the Department of Commerce and La- 
bor as carefully as they would be considered by a court. It 
is the purpose of my inquiry to ascertain whether the committee, 
when they recommended the bill, in which it is prescribed that 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall practically be the 
judge and the jury for the trial of the crucial questions in the 
case, had such information as to the probable number of these 
accidents as would lead them to the conclusion that the 
retary of Commerce and Labor could himself—not through a 
clerk, but himself—consider and determine the question 
whether there had been negligence in that vast number of 
accidents. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not suppose the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor himself individually could, by any possi- 
bility, in view of his other duties, consider them. 

Mr. BACON, Then certainly no one else than the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor under the bill would have the authority 
to do it. He can not delegate it to anybody else any more than 
a judge on the bench can delegate to a subordinate the power 
to hear and try a case. It is true that under our machinery of 
judicial procedure there are delegations to masters in chancery, 
referees, and so forth, but that is always by authority of law— 
express authority of law, and not implied authority. 

Here the bill provides that it shall be determined by the Sec- 
retary of Commerce and Labor. The point I have in mind in 
making the inquiry is to demonstrate the fact, as stated by the 
Senator himself, that it would be a practical impossibility for 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to discharge the duty 
which the bill would devolve upon him. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow a question? Suppose 
the bill should become a law and the Secretary of Commerce 


Sec- 


|} and Labor had an able lawyer there in his Department and had 


istive investigation of this subject—in fact, they have | 


| 
| 


him investigate and make his report. If the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor signed the order, it would be the act of the 
Secretary, would it not? 

Mr. BACON. And so it would be if a judge on the bench 
should have a lawyer make up a decision and the judge signed 
the order. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. BACON. That would be in compliance with law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is entirely different; that is a judicial 
proceeding, I will say to the Senator from Georgia. This 
not proposed to be such. This is only such an investigation 
as a manager of a great corporation would give where an em- 
ployee was injured to find out the facts without the technicali- 
ties of the law surrounding him. 

Mr. BACON. It does not make any difference as to techni- 


iS 


| calities; the duty would be upon the Secretary of Commerce 
reported to the different Government Departments | 


and Labor to ascertain with all the accuracy and all the solem- 
nity of a judge whether the party had been negligent. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all, under the bill, if the Senator 
please. I called the attention of the Senate a little while ago 
to section 3 of the bill, which provides for an entirely different 
procedure than at law. The report is sent up by the superin- 
tendent in charge and the member of the Cabinet having this 
matter in charge acts upon that report. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. It simply provides the means 
by which he may get the facts, but when he has secured the 
facts the obligation upon him to come to a correct conclu 
sion upon those facts as certainly as it is upon a judge to come 
to a correct conclusion upon testimony submitted to him. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Some time ago the Senator from 
Georgia asked me a question. The question directed to me was 
as to whether the Secretary of Commerce and Labor could him- 
self personally investigate all these matters, My reply was that 


is 
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it would be beyond the range of human possibility for him to do 
that in connection with his other duties. Whereupon the Sen- 
ator from Georgia expressed the belief in effect that a personal 
investigation of all matters connected with accidents would be 
necessary in order to carry out the provisions of this proposed 
law and give the relief which the proposed law seeks to give. 

I do not care to enter into a legal discussion; it would take 
too long; but upon that point, being in favor of the bill, I am 
obliged to differ with the Senator from Georgia. My own be- 
lief is that the Secretary of Commerce and Labor can act upon 
this matter the same as any other head of a Department can 
act upon matters coming before his Department. He can render 
a decision, not upon an investigation which he has made per- 
sonally, but upon investigations which have been made or upon 
legal points that have been suggested to him. He can act in 
his official capacity upon the information thus gathered for him 
by those in the Department and under his control. That is the 
answer which I personally give to the question. I presume from 
what the Senator said it would not satisfy his legal mind. 

Mr. President, addressing myself once more to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi, the adoption of that 
amendment, as I stated, would absolutely make impossible a 
bill constructed upon the lines which this is constructed upon. 
The purpose of the committees of the two Houses of Congress 
in constructing the bill and presenting it has been, as I said 
before, to relieve the employees of the necessity of going through 
the long, tedious, and expensive determination of the court, and 
it becomes rather an administrative measure than a judicial 
measure. I think the Senator can see that. 

Of course, if the Senator in a general way desires to provide 
for it, he may do it in another bill. He might remove in four 
lines the bar of sovereignty so far as the employees of the Govy- 
ernment are concerned, and then let them sue in a court of 
justice. But unless we do that, if we are seeking to give some 
definite advantage to the employee at this time upon which he 
ean act, upon which his family can be supported during the dur- 
ation of his injury, or upon which they can derive some imme- 
diate benefit at his death, let the bill go along the line upon 
which it has been constructed, to wit, a measure more adminis- 
trative than anything else. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I wish now, if it will not greatly incon- 
venience Senators, to ask that at this juncture for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, the amendment which I intend to offer to 
the bill after the bill has been perfected may be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not like to interpose an objec- 
tion, but it seems to me that the bill should first be perfected. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not offering it now, I will say to 
the Senator. What I am now proposing to do I think may 
change the course of the discussion a good deal. Most cer- 
tainly it will eliminate a very large portion of the discussion 
that we have had this evening or rather the questions that 
aroused it, although perhaps on the contrary it may raise other 
questions, 

The only thing I ask now is that for the information of the 
Senate, as is frequently done, the amendment which I intend 
to propose at, the proper time be read. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Of course we understand very 
well that if the amendment is read now it will simply postpone 
another day the discussion of this question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That will have to be done in any event. 
It is perfectly clear that we can not conclude this matter to- 
night. I hope the Senator will permit me to have the amend- 
ment read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will not object, but I throw upon 
the Senator the burden of the delay of the bill now under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, I accept that, Mr. President. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish the Senator from Indiana would yield 
for a moment. I think there is a misapprehension about the 
nature of this bill, and I should like to make a brief explana- 
tion of it. Then the Senator from Indiana can offer his sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All that I am asking, I will say to the 
Senator from Minnesota, is that I do not wish now to discuss 

portion of the bill, but merely that the amendment 

be read for the information of the Senate. I merely ask 
- the reading of the amendment for the information of the 
Senate: that is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

The Secrerary.. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert : 

That the United States shall be llable to its civillan employees whose 
compensation is or probable earnings are less than at the rate of $2,500 
per annum, including as well those employed under the Isthmian Canal 
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—— 


Commission and by the Panama Railroad and Steamship Line, fo; an 
injury or death by accident arising out of or in the course of {ho in 
jured person's employment. No compensation shall be paid und this 
act for the first thirty days of incapacity from such injury or where tip 
injury is due to serious and willful misconduct on the part of {\» em. 
ployee injured. All questions of misconduct shall be determined by 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. . 

Sec. 2. That when death results from the injury provided against in 
the first section of this act, compensation shall be made by the | hited 
States, as follows: 

(a) If the employee leaves any relatives wholly dependent on his 
earnings, a sum equal to such earnings during the period of five years 
next preceding his injury, but not less than $2,000 nor more than $5,009 
shall be allowed. _ If the period of his employment has been less than 
five years, the amount to be paid shall be computed as for five years 
on the basis of his average earnings during the period of such employ: 
ment, but subject as to amount to the foregoing limitation. 

(b) If the employee leaves any relatives partially dependent on hig 
earnings, a sum not exceeding such earnings ——— the two years next 
preceding his injury, but not more than $1,800 all be allowed, the 
total amount of such payments to be determined by the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor and to be proportioned to the degree of dependence 
he shall find. If the period of his employment has been less than two 
years, the amount to be paid shall not exceed his average earnings com. 

uted as for two years during the period of such employment, but 
ect as to amount to the foregoing limitation. 

(c) Payments made to dependent relatives shall be divided among 
them in such p rtions as may seem equitable to the Secretary of 
Commerce and La under the circumstances of the case. 

(d) If the employee leaves no relatives dependent upon him, the 
reasonable expenses of his medical attendance and burial, not exceed- 
ing $150, shall be paid. 

Sec. 3. That where ineapacity for work results from buch an injury as 
is referred to in section 1 hereof, the employee so injured shall be entitled 
to receive a monthly payment during the entire period of incapacity, 
computed at a rate equal to 60 per cent of his average daily or monthly 
earnings during such part of the preceding twelve months as he may 
have been employed, but such monthly payment shall not exceed $50, 
Where ~ ge! for work resulting Frden an injury described in « 
tion 1 of this act has continued for twelve months, the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor shall cause an examination to be mace, as 
hereinafter provided for, and, if it appear to him that such incapacity 
is then permanent, he shali direct that the monthly payments cease, 
and that in place thereof the injured employee be paid a sum equa! to 
ten times the annual amount payable to the employee at the rate re 
ceived by him at the time ef such examination. 

Sec. 4. That whenever an accident occurs to any employee embraced 
within the terms of the first section of this act, and which results in 
death or a bable incapacity for work, it shall be the duty of the 
official superior of such employee to at once report such accident to th e 
head of his bureau or independent office, and his report shal! be ir 
mediately communicated through regular official channels to the § 
retary of Commerce and Labor. Such report shall state, first, the 
origin and nature of the accident and the bye duration of the in- 
jury resulting therefrom ; second, whether the accident arose out of or 
in the course of the injured person's employment; third, whether th 
accident was due to serious and wiliful misconduct on the part of the 
employee injured ; fourth, any other matters ulred by such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may prescribe. 
The head of each Department or independent office shall have power, 
however, to charge a special official with the duty of making such report 

Sec. 5. That in the case of any accident which shall result in deat! 
the persons entitled to compensation under this act or their |cgal rep 
resentatives shall, within ninety days after such death, file with the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor an affidavit setting forth their rela- 
tionship to the deceased and the ground of their claim for compensation 
under the provisions of this act. This shall be accompanied by the 
certificate of the attending physician setting forth the fact and cause 
of death, or the nonproduction of the certificate satisfactorily : { 
for. in the case of incapacity for work lasting more than thirty 
the injured party or his legal representatives desiring to take th« 
of this act shall, within a reasonable period after the expiration of such 
time, file with his official superior, to be forwarded through regular 
official channels to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, an aticay 
setting forth the grounds of his claim for compensation, to be 4 nd 
panied by a certificate of his attending physician as to the cause an 
nature of the injury and probable duration of the incapacity, or [" 
nonproduction of the certificate satisfactorily accounted [0! If oS 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall find from the report anc 4 
davit or other evidence produced by the claimant or his ! 
sentatives, or from such additional investigation as the » 
Commerce and Labor may direct, that a claim for compensation 
lished under this act, the compensation to be paid shall be det 
as provided under this act and approved for payment by the > 
of Commerce and Labor. : 

Snc. 6. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall ha\ 
whenever satisfied a change should be made, to increase « 
in accordance with the provisions hereof, the payment mace, « 
continue compensation altogether. The employee shall, wl 
as often as required by the Secretary of Commerce and I. 
himself to medical examination, to be provided and paid fo! 
direction of the Secretary, and if he refuses to submit t: 
such examination his right to ss shall be lost for ' 
covered by the continuance of such refusal or obstruction 

Sec. 7. That to seek to obtain by fraudulent means or ' 
benefits under this act to which the person is not entiticc 
deemed a misdemeanor on his part and punishable by © fine « 
than $1,000 or by imprisonment for not more than two yea 

Sec. 8 That payments under this act are only to be | 
beneficiaries or their legal representatives other than as 
shall not be subject to the claims of creditors. ; 

Sec. 9. That the United States shall not exempt itself fr 
under this act by any contract, agreement, rule, or regulat! : 
such contract, agreement, rule, or regulation shall be pro (at 

Sec. 10. That the Secreta of Commerce and Labor sh 
ately upon the approval of this act, proceed with the nece 
incident to the putting of it into operation, and there is h 
priated the sum of $10,000, out of any money in the Tr: 
United States not otherwise appropriated, to be immediat 
for the payment of cost of administering and executing th a 

Sec. 11. That this act shall only take effect as to tie 
ceive compensation for any damages from accidents as to tho 
on and after July 1, 1908. 


sub 
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® That all acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith or pro- 

different scale of compensation or otherwise regulating its pay- 
hereby repealed. 

| e the reading of the amendment was concluded, 

\y REVERIDGE said: Mr. President, it is perfectly clear that, 

ess of the amendment which is now being reatl by the in- 


res 
duigence of the Senate at my request, we can not conclude the 
lb lf to-night. That has been clear for the last hour. 


T! re, in order to save time, I ask that the amendment 

! | have offered may be printed, so that it may be on the 

f the Senators to-morrow morning, 

\LDRICH. And printed in the Recorp, 

\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Let it be printed in the Recorp and also 
ordinary way. That will save time to-night. 

I it to say just one word more while I am on my feet. 


It is called out by the kindly suggestion of the Senator from 
Wy ¢ {[Mr. Crark]—and I took it as such—which is that 


endment might delay the bill. It has been perfectly 
clea s I said once before, for the last hour that it was out 
of the question to conclude to-night the consideration of the 
riginal bill that we are now perfecting, and therefore there 


» delay so far as to-day is concerned occasioned by the 


W 
reading of the substitute. 

The truth about it is that the amendment which I have pro- 
posed as a substitute, if it had been proposed in the first in- 
stance, would have eliminated from discussion nearly all of the 
principal questions that have consumed this afternoon. I will 


not that it does not nor that it does raise other questions. 
[ merely wanted to say these words by way of explanation, 
and | now ask that the further reading of the amendment be dis- 
pensed with. 


mil} 


Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Indiana - 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 


yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from In- 
diana what committee has reported his proposed substitute? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No committee reports it. It is an original 
proposition. 

Mr. HOPKINS. An original proposition? 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President——- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr, FULTON. I merely want to say to the Senator from 


Indiana 


Indiana that, in my judgment, if he hopes to get any legislation | 


along the line of the original bill, he ought not to press the 
mendment he has offered, because it is going to cause so much 
discussion and take so much consideration that it will be ut- 
terly impossible at this late hour in the session to pass any 
measure on the subject if his amendment is to be fully dis- 


cussed 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FULTON. In my judgment, Mr. President, there are 
80 many objections to the propositions embodied in the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Indiana that, when Sena- 
tors have read it and considered it, it is going to give rise to 


‘ good deal of discussion, and far more time will be required 
than it 


it will be possible to give to it in these closing hours. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in answer to that I have 
say two things. 
ore time than could be given to it in these closing hours. 


sing hours? 


te 


What 
No resolution from either House has been re- 
adopted as to final adjournment; there has been no 

determination of either body to adjourn. Here is a piece 
legislation immediately at hand, which requires our action 

or the other. 
uman interests involved in this bill, whether one side or 


ted or 


remain in session a day or two days longer, if necessary. 
‘ssume that what the Senator from Oregon had in mind was 
' report—the rumor—that we are going to adjourn on Satur- 
Vell, lam as anxious as any other Senator to adjourn when 
“© Set our work done; but that we shall fix upon an arbitrary 
“ate to adjourn, regardless of whether our work is completed 
pleted, and that a proposition should not be considered 
aiuse it might hold us here one or two days longer is, 
incorrect in theory. Now, the other answer— 
'. FULTON. I want to say that whatever may be the Sena- 
- - Views or mine as to whether these are the closing hours 
~ He session, I think a few days will demonstrate the fact 
re now in the closing hours. 
VERIDGE. Well, I think perhaps that is quite true, 
it to be true. Why not do our work before we 


we 


ory 
erely by 


think 


that we 
Mr. BI 
ut ought 


adjourn 7 


First, the Senator says it would require | 
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Certainly the great questions and the | 


ier side be wrong, deserve consideration enough for Con- | 


1D 


Of 


Mr. FULTON. And now, so far as these two bills are con- 


cerned, I want to say that personally I do not favor the bill 
that is pending—— 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Oregon asked me a 


question. 


Mr. FULTON. I understood the Senator from Indiana had 


yielded to me. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
tirely. 

Mr. FULTON. I did not want the Senator to yield to me 
entirely. I do not want to take him off his feet. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Just another word in answer to the other 
suggestion that the Senator from Oregon made to me, and that 
is, the endangering of the bill itself by any delay caused by the 
discussion of this substitute. First, at least in theory, every- 
body will have to admit that there can not be any danger, be- 
cause there has been no time fixed for adjournment, and there- 
fore we have plenty of time to consider the question. That is 
the first thing. The second consideration is that it does not 
need any more discussion than the Senate sees fit to give it. 
So far as I am concerned, I expect to submit some remarks to 
the Senate to-morrow, not longer than fifteen minutes, perhaps, 
and after that time, so far as I am concerned, I will be ready 
to vote, or would be ready to vote before. So that no more 
time is needed than the Senate sees fit to give to the measure. 
We can vote upon it within twenty minutes from the time the 
amendment is offered. If that does not carry, I shall have other 
amendments to offer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
Rhode Island will withhold his motion for a moment, at least 
for a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
land withhold his motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withhold the motion for a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I understand the parlia- 
mentary situation with reference to this bill is as follows: 
That the Senate has proceeded to the consideration of this 
measure by unanimous consent. Is that correct? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is true. 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the present day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was not for the present day, 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the unfinished business, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is what I wished to inquire about. 
Does the Chair say that the agreement only applied to to-day? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was only for to-day. 

Mr. LODGE, It requires a motion to make it the unfinished 
business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


I did yield to the Senator, but not en- 


Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 


Mr. 


The pending bill does not become 


That is correct. 
Then, Mr. President, before the Senator 


| from Rhode Island renews his motion that the Senate proceed 


to the consideration of executive business, I ask unanimous 
consent that we proceed to the consideration of this measure 
to-morrow morning immediately after the close of the morning 


| business. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 


| unanimous consent that the pending bill be taken up for con- 


sideration immediately after the routine business to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that at this stage of the public 
business it is important that no unanimous-consent agreement 
of that kind should be made by the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Subject to appropriation bills, then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Subject to appropriation bills and confer- 
ence reports. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
ference reports; yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I am exceedingly desirous 
of bringing up as soon as possible the inland-waterways Dill. 
Can the Senator from Indiana provide for that in some way in 
his motion? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam very much afraid that I can not. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I am very much afraid that the pending 
bill has not been provided for yet. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire whether the granting 
of this request would make the pending bill .the unfinished 
business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is unfinished business now. 

Mr. BACON. It would simply come up in the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would come up in the morning 
hour, 


Subject to appropriation bills and con- 


It would not. 
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Mr. McLAURIN,. I think we had better let this go over. NOMINATIONS, 
* Suilicient unto the day is the evil thereof.” oe . . ER, F 7 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made by the Senator | Executive nominations eters by the Senate May 2/, } 
from Mississippi. eae 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator will not object. . “oe Wes scot 
2 : a ceieiien caitlin os a ae 2 Ella New to be postmaster at Delta, Delta County, ¢ 
wma RIN. To-morrow we can see about getting the place of Ella New. Incumbent’s commission expired Apr 
Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President—— 1008. somneaaane 
Mr. McLAURIN. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will A t G. Isl to b Ee ‘ t - 
withhold his motion for a moment until I can make a request | Gian” fteen <n a caminaneeie’ _ o'r Fairfiel 
in reference to this bill. ve eo ta . ae . cum! 
The i(CE-PRESIDENT id _— > , | commission expired February 22, 1908. 
Island eld fo ao Bead can ated eripedmceics | George K. White to be postmaster at East Hampton, Mig 
“Mr \LDRICH I do. : | sex County, Conn., in place of Delos D. Brown, deceased. 
Mr. McLAURIN,. I request that the bill, with amendments ‘ a / 
as far as they have been adopted, be reprinted, so that we can Ouest as vanbe dit “Wiese ig om Kent 
see to-morrow what we are to act upon. neta “? : Soa & incunih 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the santana be printed in italics. | Commission expired January 18, 1908. 
I made a similar request the other day, and the bill was printed INDIANA. 
in Roman, and it was impossible to see what the amendments | Eugene F. Cummings to be postmaster at Cannelton, Perry 
were. | County, Ind., in place of Charles T. Miller, removed. ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi asks | Siti, MICHIGAN, 
that the pending bill be reprinted with the amendments which | _ Bangs i, W arner to be postmaster at Paw Paw, Van Buren 
have been adopted, the amendments to be in italics, Is there | County, Mich., in place of Bangs F. Warner, Incumbent’s 
objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. | mission expired January 11, 1908. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish merely to siy that I have now | ear, 
made a request for unanimous consent that we should proceed | Philip G. Wild to be postmaster at Spickard, Grundy County, 
to the consideration of this measure after the morning busi- | Mo., in place of Philip G. Wild. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
ness to-morrow, subject to appropriation bills and conference | pired March 16, 1908. 
reports, and, having in mind what the Senator from Wyoming | NEW YORK. 
{Mr. CLARK] says, I wish to call particular attention to the fact | William H, Allen to be postmaster at Farmingdale, Nassau 
that, so far as I have been able to do so, I have furthered the | County, N. Y. Office became Presidential October 1, 1907. 
consideration of this bill, and that delay must not be laid even | | William D. Smith to be postmaster at Northville, Fulton 
for a moment at my door. And I repeat that we have all the | County, N. Y., in place of Charles G. Bacon. Incumbent’s com- 
time necessary to consider this bill; why should we adjourn | mission expired April 19, 1908. 
before we finish our work? The responsibility for killing this Francis Worden to be postmaster at Coxsackie, Greene County, 
measure and other measures will be on those who refuse to con- | N. Y., in place of Francis Worden, Incumbent’s commission 
sider them—not on those who wish to consider them. expired April 27, 1908. 
Mr. McLAURIN. So far as I am concerned, any delay that ace WOSTH CARCLINA. 
I shall cause I will be responsible for. I merely want to wait S. Arthur White to be postmaster at Mebane, Alamance 
until to-morrow to see what comes up, and then we can tell | County, N. C., in place of Stephen A. White, deceased. 
better whether or not we shall be prepared to consider this bill. | OHIO, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. William R. Tyler to be postmaster at Huron, Erie County, 


Ohio, in place of William R. Tyler. Incumbent’s commission 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | expired November 24, 1907. 


Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had | 


PENNSYLVANIA, 
passed a bill (H. R. 20883) to establish in the Department of 2 Srie County 
the Interior a Bureau of Mines, in which it requested the con- Harry L. Cooper to be postmaster at Edinboro, Eri« unty, 


currence ‘of the Senate. | mien mg ony L. Cooper. Incumbent’s commission ex 
The message also announced that the House had disagreed to | | Baus F "Hershey to be postmaster at Steelton, Dauphin 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21897) to in- | @oynty Pa. in place of Henry F. Hershey, Incumbent’s com- 
crease the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize | ission expired Avril 27, 1908. ‘ 
the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improvement of cer- Georse Th. Renshaw to be postmester at Scenery Hill, Wash- 
tain puvlic buildings, to authorize the erection and completion ington County Pa Office became Presidential January 1, 1908. 
of public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public F ivaii seurn cansama 
buildings, and for other purposes, asks a conference with the : ail a Path, An- 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and | , Lawrence O. Harper to be postmaster at —. “ me 
had appointed Mr. Bartnorpt, Mr. BurtergH, and Mr. Branrt- derson County, 8. C., in place of Lawrence O, Harper. 4 
LEY managers at the conference on the part of the House. bent’s commission ee 
Isaiah Stephens to be postmaster at McMechen, Mars 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the | County, W. Va. Office became Presidential October 1, 1. 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 21927) to reimburse sill lea 
certain Departments of the Government for expenses incurred Wh . 7 
incident to the recent fire in Chelsea, Mass., and for other 7 ee CONFIRMATIONS. - 
purposes, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. | 2vecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May ©! 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. a 
Thomas V. McAllister, of Mississippi, to be receiver 0! 
moneys at Jackson, Miss., his term having expired De 
17, 1907. 


IS, 


in 
ul 12 





ULs 


Uilie 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


HI. R. 20883. An act to establish in the Department of the In- 
terior a Bureau of Mines was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. Under the provisions of an act of Congress approved Apr! 
Mr. ALDRICH. I renew my motion that the Senate pro- | 1904, I nominate Capt. Joseph A. Sladen, United States 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. | retired, to be placed on the retired list of the Army, \ 
Mr. OWEN. I ask the Senator to yield to me for a moment | rank of major, from May 12, 1908. 
to secure the consideration of a bill. PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I must insist on my. motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. T esti § sing 2 eB 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the | Capt. Daniel B. Devore, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 

from May 15, 1908. 


motion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

tr ; r¢€ AoTee Lens Oy 

rhe motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the | CAVALRY ARM. 
consideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes eauteninite 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 To be first lieutenants. 


' 
o'clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- | Second Lieut. Robert W. Lesher, Third Cavalry, from Al 


ymnorrow, Friday, May 22, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian, 1908, 








nd Lieut. George Grunert, Eleventh Cavalry, from April 
16, 1908. 
“dl Lieut. William R. Pope, Second Cavalry, from April 
. d Lieut. Olney Place, Sixth Cavalry, from May 6, 1908. 
d Lieut. Thomas H. Cunningham, Eighth Cavalry, from 
, 190s. 


Medical Corps. 


Henry P. Birmingham, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- 
c from May 1, 1908. 
’ _ Albert BE, Truby, Medical Corps, to be major from May 1, 


\ioj. W. Fitzhugh Carter, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- 
co from April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required 
G. 


M . Rudolph Ebert, Medical Corps, te be lieutenant- 


colonel from April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required | 
by law. 

“M Robert J. Gibson, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required 
by law 


"9 


| from April 25, 


©" 
-_v, 


from April 
Capt. Henry Page, Medical Corps, to be major from April 23, 
1908, subject to the examination required by law. 

Cant 
April 23, 
April < 

Capt 


1908. 

Henry A. Webber, Medical Corps, to be major from 
3, 1908, subject to the examination required by law. 
Jere B. Clayton, Medical Corps, to be major from April 
©3. 1908, subject to the examination required by law. 


faj. George E. Bushnell, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- | 
lo 1908, subject to the examination required | 


Bailey K, Ashford, Medical Corps, to be major from | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








Capt. Weston P. Chamberlain, Medical Corps, to be major | 


from April 23, 1908. 
April 23, 1908. 
Capt. 


LOO, 


Capt. Frederick M. Hartsock, Medical Corps, to be major 

from April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required by law. 

( Douglas F. Duval, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 23, 1908, subject to the examination required by law. 

Clarence J. Manly, Medical Corps, to be major from 
25, 1908, subject to the examination required by law. 

David Baker, Medical Corps, 

«0, 1908, subject to the examination required by law. 


Car 


Corps of Pngincers. 
Capt. George P. Howell, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 


May 8. 1908. 
First Lieut. Ernest D. Peek, Corps of Engineers, to be captain 
from May 8, 1908, 
MEDICAL CORPS. 
To be captains efter three years’ service 
First Lieut. 


William A. Duncan, Medical Corps. 
Earl H. Bruns, Medical Corps. 
Herbert C. Gibner, Medical Corps. 
Clarence Le R. Cole, Medical Corps 


POSTM ASTERS., 


First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 


NEW YORK. 
7 try W. Roberts to be postmaster at Utica, Oneida County, 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
_ Ge rge N. Breed to be postmaster at Brookings, Brookings 
County, S. Dak. 
Robert E. 


ert KE. Grimshaw te be postmaster at Dendwood, in the 
y of Lawrence and State of South Dakota. 


REJECTIONS. 


cou 


nt 
ul 


Erecutive nominations rejected by the Senate May 21, 1908. 
POSTM ASTERS, 
GRORGIA, 
oan T. A. McCullom to be postmaster at Conyers, in the 
ity of Rockdale and State of Georgia. 
ae eae be postmaster at Toccoa, in the county of 
‘els and State of Georgia. 
~ TEXAS. 
ene, Johnson to be pestmaster at Jacksboro, in the county 


and State of Texas. 


| lars; ” 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, May 21, 1908. 

[Continuation of legislative day of Tucsday, May 12, 1908.) 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker at 11 o'clock a. m. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKDER. The gentleman calls up the conference re- 
port on the agricultural bill. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read the report as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


| 19158) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
| ture for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred 


and nine, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 


| to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
Mai. William H. Arthur, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant- | 
1908, subject to the examination required 


follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 16, 
21, 40, 43, 44, 53, and 79. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 18, 
19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 36, 37, 41, 42, 45, 
46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 
67, GS, 69, T0, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, and 78; and agree to the 
same. 


Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum inserted by said amendment insert “four thousand dol- 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its 


| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and 
Capt. Edward R. Schreiner, Medical Corps, to be major from | 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


| the sum inserted by said amendment insert “one hundred and 


Ira A. Shimer, Medical Corps, to be major from April | 


thirty-two thousand nine hundred dollars;” and the 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum inserted ;by said amendment insert “one hundred and five 


Senate 


| thousand dollars; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


to be major from April | e 
| agree to the same with an amendment 


| thousand dollars; 








Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and 
as follows: In lieu of 
the sum inserted by said amendment insert “eight hundred and 
fifty-two thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its dis- 
greement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and 
gree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum inserted by said amendment insert “one million six 
hundred and sixty-two thousand two hundred and sixty dol- 


a 
a 


lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the sum inserted by said amendment insert “one million 
three hundred and forty-one thousand six hundred and seventy- 
six dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum inserted by said amendment insert “six hundred 
” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum inserted by said amendment insert “three million 


| eight hundred and ninety-six thousand two hundred dollars; ” 
| and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 38: That the House 


recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the sum inserted by said amendment insert “seven hundred 
and sixty thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum inserted by said amendment insert “eight hundred 
and twenty-six thousand seven hundred and twenty dollars;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 





















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































6678 


CONGRESSIONAL 





Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum inserted by said amendment insert ‘one hundred 
and thirty-nine thousand seven hundred and ten dollars; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum inserted by said amendment insert “one hundred and 
seventy-nine thousand seven hundred and ten dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its 
cisagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum inserted by said amendment insert “ eleven. million 


six hundred and seventy-two thousand one hundred and six | 


dollars;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Cuas. F. Scorr, 
GILBERT N. HAUGEN, 
JOHN LAMB, 


Managers on the part of the House. 
F. E. WARREN, 
J. P. DOLLIVER, 
H. D. Money, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill, H. R. 19158, an act making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1909, submit the following detailed statement 


in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and | 


recommended in the conference report, namely : 
Office of the Secretary. 


Amendment No. 1 increases the salary of the solicitor from | 


$3,500 to $4,500. The Senate recedes, with an amendment fixing 
the salary at $4,000, the sum named in the bill as it was first 
reported to the House. 
Amendment No, 2 
the bill the language stricken out upon a point of order on the 
floor of the House providing for the addition of $500 to the 
salary of the ehief clerk as custodian of buildings. 
Amendments Nos. 38 and 4 rearrange the engineering force 
so as to give one assistant engineer a salary of $1,400, and 
two assistant engineers, $1,000 each, instead of providing for 
three assistant engineers, at $1,000 each; and the House recedes. 
The Weather Bureau. 


—s 


Amendment No. 8 provides not to exceed $2,000 of the sum | 


appropriated to be immediately available for the pay of ob- 
servers and employees engaged in evaporation investigations; 
and the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 9 restores the word “ establishment,” which 
was always carried in the bill until last year, when it was 
stricken out in connection with amendments offered in relation 
to Mount Weather; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 10 increases the appropriation for new build- 
ings for ihe use of the Weather Bureau from $45,000 to $120,000. 
The Senate recedes with an amendment fixing the sum at 
$105,000. 

Amendment No. 12 provides for the erection of temporary 
buildings for living quarters for observers engaged in evapora- 
tion work, but it causes no increase in appropriation; and the 
House recedes. 

Amendment No. 14 increases the sum which may be used 
for the maintenance of the printing office in the city of Wash- 
ington to $30,000, but involves no increase in the total appro- 
priation; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 16 provides that not to exceed $10,000 
should be immediately available for evaporation investigations; 
and the Senate recedes. 

Bureau of Animal Industry. 

Amendment No. 18 strikes out the following: “ Provided 
also, That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to expend 
not to exceed $5,000 of the amount hereby appropriated to es- 
pecially investigate hemorrhagic septicemia, infectious cerebro- 
spinal meningitis, and malignant catarrh, prevalent among do- 
mestic animals in the State of Minnesota and adjoining States, 
to work out, if possible, in cooperation with the Minnesota ex- 
periment station, the problem of prevention by developing anti- 
toxin or preventive vaccines, and to secure and diffuse informa- 
tion along these lines; ” and the House recedes, 


to which the House agrees, restores to | 
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Bureau of Plant Industry. 


Amendment No. 20 inserts the word “farm” so as to }imit 
| the study of water contaminations; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No, 22 provides a sum not to exceed $10,000, to 
be immediately available, for cotton boll-weevil work: and ¢) 
House recedes. 

Amendment No. 24 increases the appropriation for the pur- 
chase and distribution of valuable seeds from $248 (x) ; 
$258,000; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 25 designates the use that shall be made of 


ie 


0 


the increased appropriation for the purchase of seeds by roy id- 
ing that $56,000 (instead of $46,000) may be used by the Sec- 


| retary of Agriculture for the collection and introduction of rare 
and valuable seeds, etc.; and the House recedes. 
Forest Service. 

Amendment No. 29 inserts the proviso that the prevention of 
the exportation of dead and insect-infested timber from the Black 
Hills National Forest shall be allowed until such time as the 
Forester shall certify that the ravages of the destructive insects 
are practically checked, but in no case after July 1, 1910; and 
the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 30 inserts the following language: “And 
hereafter advances of money under any appropriation for the 
| Forest Service may be made to the Forest Service and by au- 
thority of the Secretary of Agriculture to chiefs of field parties 
for fighting forest fires in emergency cases, who shal! give 
bond under such rules and regulations and in such sum as the 
| peckeuaey of Agriculture may direct, and detailed accounts 
| arising under such advances shall be rendered through and by 
| the Department of Agriculture to the Treasury Department;” 
| and the House recedes. 
| Amendment No, 33 strikes out the language: “Provided, That 
! 





no part of this appropriation shall be paid or used for the pur- 
pose of paying in whole or in part the preparation of any news- 
paper or magazine article” and inserts the following: “/ 
vided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid 
or used for the purpose of paying for in. whole or in part the 
preparation or publication of any newspaper or magazine article, 
but this shall not prevent the giving out to all persons without 
discrimination, including newspaper and magazine writers and 
| publishers, of any facts or official information of value to the 
| public; ”’ and the House recedes. 

Amendment No, 34 strikes out the words “And there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of five hundred thousand dollars, to be 
expended as the Secretary of Agriculture may direct, for the 
proper and economical administration, protection, and develop- 
ment of the national forests” and inserts the following: “And 
there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of one million dollars, to 
be expended as the Secretary of Agriculture may direct, fo 
construction and maintenance of roads, trails, bridges, fire lanes, 
| telephone lines, cabins, fences, and other permanent improve 
ments necessary for the proper and economical administration, 
protection, and development of the national forests.” The 
Senate recedes, with an amendment which leaves the language 
of the paragraph as passed by the Senate, but reduces the 
| propriation from $1,000,000 to $600,000. 

Amendment No. 36 inserts a new paragraph, as follows: — 
“That hereafter twenty-five per centum of all money received 
| from each forest reserve during any fiscal year, including the 
year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and eight, sna 
be paid at the end thereof by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the State or Territory in which said reserve is situated, \ 
be expended as the State or Territorial legislature may [re 
scribe, for the benefit of the public schools and public ™ 

the county or counties in which the forest reserve 1s S!' 

| Provided, That when any forest reserve is in more thi 
| State or Territory or county the distributive share to ec! 
the proceeds of said reserve shall be proportional to i 
therein.” 

And the House recedes. 

Bureau of Chemistry. 

Amendment No. 37 inserts the following language: ~‘'" 
tinue collaboration with other Departments of the Gov ?— 
desiring chemical investigations and whose heads reduces b. 
Secretary of Agriculture for such assistance, and for e 
miscellaneous work; to demonstrate and illustrate the me 
for the making of denatured alcohol on a scale suifay’ 
utilization by the farmer or associations of farmers; — 
House recedes. The first part of this amendment sin 
stores to the bill language which has been earried fo! 
years, but which was left out of the House bill under — 
pression that it was not necessary. The second provis! 
new matter; the language explains its purpose. 


- 


ap- 


ds of 
ed: 
one 
trom 


area 





many 


thea 





\ iment No. 38 increases the appropriation for the mis- 
s expenses of the Bureau from $725,000 to $810,000, 
Senate recedes with an amendment which leaves the 
tion $760,000, 

Bureau of Soils. 

No. 40 strikes out the language “to investi- 

' 1 the view of improving, the conditions relating to the 

S d sale of domestic tobacco to any foreign country or 

\ where the business of buying and selling tobacco is 

cond | by the Government;” and the Senate recedes. 

nt No. 41 reduces the appropriation for general 

the Bureau from $330,460 to $200,000; and the 
cedes, 

Division of Accounts and Disbursements. 

{mendment No. 43 reduces the salary of the custodian of 
records and files from $1,200 to $1,000; and the Senate recedes. 

Division of Publications. 

\mendments Nos. 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, and 51 provide a read- 
instment of the number, classes, and salaries of the clerks, in- 
yolving a total increase in appropriation of $2,900; and the 
Tor 


nt 


\ or 
( 


House 1 


» recedes, 

\mendment No. 53 increases the appropriation for the gen- 
eral expenses of the division from $40,000 to $45,000; and the 
Senate recedes. 

Bureai of Statistics. 

\mendment No. 55 increases the number of clerks in class 
1 from thirteen to fourteen; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No, 56 decreases the number of clerks at $1,000 
each from nine to eight; and the House recedes, 

Contingent expenses. 

Amendment No. 59 inserts the following language: “For 
rent in the District of Columbia, not to exceed $8,000; for the 
construction of a suitable building for shops, stables, and stor- 
. including labor and other expenses, work to be done under 
» supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture, not to exceed 
$25,000; and the House recedes. The purpose of this amend- 

ent is to permit the Secretary of Agriculture to pay the rent 
of necessary buildings in the District of Columbia and also to 
construct a suitable building for shops, stables, and storage out 
of the material of certain buildings which it is necessary to re- 
move from their present locations to lessen the danger of fire. 


Office of Experiment Stations. 


Amendment No, 61 corrects a clerical error by reducing the 
appropriation from $843,000 to $833,000; and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 63 inserts the language, “and the Island of 
Guam;” and the House recedes. The purpose of this amend- 
ment is to permit the Secretary of Agriculture to maintain an 
agricultural experiment station in the island of Guam, and 
amendments 64 and 68, to which the House recedes, are the 
S ves in language made necessary to earry amendment No. 
3 into effect. 

Amendments Nos. 69 and 70 provide for the completion of 
the apparatus used in nutrition investigations and increases the 
appropriation for that purpose from $3,000 to $7,000; and the 


House recedes, 
Ay 


imendment No. 77 inserts the following language: “To en- 
hle the Seeretary of Agriculture to inquire into the destruction 
of forests by the production of turpentine and resin, and the 
sources and methods of said industry, and in cooperation with 
the Bureau of the Census to report upon the production of the 
naval stores industry, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, including the employment of labor in Washington or 
elsewhere; and the House recedes, 
\mendment No, 78 inserts a new paragraph as follows: 
“National bison range: The President is hereby directed to 
reserve and except from the unallotted lands now embraced 
Within the Plathead Indian Reservation, in the State of Mon- 
not to exceed 12,800 acres of said lands, near the con- 
~y of the Pend Oreille and Jocko rivers, for a permanent na- 
a mat bison range for the herd of bison to be presented by the 
~uetican Bison Society. And there is hereby appropriated the 
on Of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
able the Secretary of the Interior to pay the confed- 
tribes of the Flathead, Kootenai, and Upper Pend 
ind such other Indians and persons holding tribal 
ise Se rightfully belong on said Flathead Indian 
fixed ~ a the appraised value of said lands as shall be 
eben ae termined under the provisions of the act of Con- 
ver mee oved April 23, 1904, entitled ‘An act for the sur- 
the Whaes, otment of lands now embraced within the limits of 
*‘athead Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and 
And 
tary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed 


al 
al 


flier 


erated 


Oreille 





? 
relations 


the sale ; 


the @ and disposal of all surplus lands after allotment.’ 
Secre 
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to inclose said lands with a good and substantial fence and to 
erect thereon the necessary sheds and buildings for the proper 
care and maintenance of the said bison; and there is hereby ap- 
propriated therefor the sum of $10,000 or so much thereof as 
may be necessary; in all, $40,000.” 

And the House recedes, 

Amendment No. 79 inserts a new paragraph as follows: 

‘Mount Tabor Industrial and Manual Training School: That 
out of the sum of money hereafter anually paid to the State of 
New York pursuant to the provisions of the acts of Congress 
relative to agricultural colleges, approved, respectively, July 2, 
1862, and August 30, 1870, and of the agricultural appropriation 
bill approved March 4, 1907, there shall hereafter annually be 
paid to the Mount Tabor Industrial and Manual Training School 
for colored youths the sum of $5,000.” 

And the Senate recedes. 

All amendments not noted in this statement are merely verbal 
or other corrections not affecting the meaning of the bill or the 
amount of the appropriations under it. 

The total appropriation carried by this bill as it left the 
House was $11,508,806. As amended in the Senate it carried 
$12,152,406, am increase over the House bill of $648,600. As 
agreed upon by the conferees the sum appropriated is $11,672,- 
106, a net increase over the amount carried in the bill when it 
passed the House of $163,300. 


Cuas. F. Scort, 
GiILBert N. HAUGEN, 
JOHN LAMB, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move the adoption of the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves the adoption of the 
conference report. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is not present. The 
Doorkeeper will elose the doors; the Sergeant-at-Arms will 
notify absent Members; as many as are in favor of agreeing to 
the conference report will, as their names are called, answer 
“vea;” as many as are opposed will answer “nay;” those 
present and not voting will answer “ present,” and the Clerk 
will call the roll. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 237, nays 1, 
answered “ present” 12, not voting 137, as follows: 

YEAS— 


°° 
mrt 


Acheson Davis, Minn, Heflin Madison 
Adair De Armond Helm Monde!ll 
Adamson Denver Henry, Tex. Moon, Pa. 
Aiken Diekema Hinshaw Moon, Tenn, 
Alexander, Mo, Dixon Holliday Moore, Pa. 
Ames Douglas Houston Moore, Tex. 
Anthony Draper Jiowell, N. J. Morse 
Ashbrook Durey Howland Mouser 
Barchfeld Dwight liubbard, Iowa Murdock 
sarclay Ellerbe Hubbard, W. Va. Murphy 
Bartholdt Ellis, Oreg. Huff Needham 
Bartlett, Nev. Englebright Hughes, N. J. Nelson 
Bates Esch Hull, Tenn. Nicholls 
Beale, Pa. Fairchild Humphrey, Wash. Norris 
Beall, Tex. Vavrot James, Addison D. Nye 

Bell, Ga. Ferris James, Ollie M. O'Connell 
Bonynge Finley Jenkins Olcott 
sjooher Floyd Johnson, Ky. 0 ted 
Bowers Focht Johnson, S. C. Overstreet 
Boyd Fordney Jones, Va. Padgett 
Brodhead Foss Jones, Wash, lage 
Brownlow Foster, Ill. Kahn larker, 
Brumm Foster, Ind. Keifer Parsons 
Burleigh Foulkrod Keliher Patterson 
Burleson French Kennedy, Iowa Payne 
Burnett Fuller Knapp Perkins 
Burton, Del. Fulton Knopf Pollard 
Burton, Ohio Gaines, Tenn. Kiistermann Porter 
Caldwell Gaines, W. Va. Lafcan Pray 
Campbell Gardner, N. J. Lamb Prince 
Candler Garner Langley L’ujo 
Capron Garrett Lassiter Rainey 
Carter Gilhams Lawrence Randell, Tex. 
Cary Gillespie Legare Reeder 
Caulfield Gillett Lever Reyno!ds 
Chaney Godwin Lindbergh Rhinock 
Chapman Gordon Lindsay Richardson 
Clark, Mo. Graham Longworth Riordan 
Clayton Granger Loud Robinson 
Cockran Greene Loudenslager Rodenh« 
Conner Gregg Lovering Rotherme 
Cook, Pa. Hackney McCall! Russell. 
Cooper, Pa. Hale MeDermott Russell, Tex. 
Cooper, Tex. Hall McGuire Sabath 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davenport 


Hamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hamlin 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Hawley 
Hay 


MclXiniay, Cal, 
McKinley, Ii. 
MeKinney 
McLachlan, Cal, 
McLain 
McMillan 
Macon 

Madden 








Scott 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Smail 
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Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mich, 


Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 


Volstead 
Vreeland 


mith, Mo. Thistlewood Wanger 
Sparkman Thomas, N, C, Washburn 
Spight Tirrell Webb 
Stephens, Tex, Tou Velle Weeks 
Sturgiss ‘Townsend Wheeler 
Sulloway Underwood Willett 
NAYS—1 


Hardwick 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "— 


Bennet, N. Y, sutler Haggott 

toutell Flood Lorimer 

Lroussard Fowler McMorran 
NOT VOTING—137. 

Alexander, N.Y. Edwards, Ga. Jackson 

Allen Edwards, Ky, Kennedy, Ohio 

Andrus Ellis, Mo. Kimball 

Ansberry lassett Kinkaid 

Bannon litzgerald Kipp 

Bartlett, Ga. lornes Kitchin, Claude 

ede loster, Vt. Kitchin, Wm. W. 


jennett, Ky. Gardner, Mass. 
Bingham Gardner, Mich. 
Birdsall Gill 

Bradley Glass 


Knowland 
Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Landis 


rantley Goebel Laning 

LBrundidge CGoldfogle Law 

Burgess Goulden Leake 

—y Graff Lee 

Byr Griggs Lenahan 
ria r (ironna Lewis 
ilderhead Hlackett Lilley 
arlin Hamill Littlefield 


lark, Fla 


; Hammond 
ocks, N. Y, 


Ilarding 
ole Ilaugen 


( 

( 

( 

( Livingston 
( 

‘ 

(ook, Colo, Ilayes 
( 

{ 

( 

c 


Lloyd 
Lowden 
McCreary 


‘oudrey }ienry, Conn, MecGavin 








Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 
Woodyard 


toberts 
Sperry 
Talbott 


Pou 

Powers 
Pratt 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 

Reid 

tucker 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Sheppard 
Slemp 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Tex, 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Sterling 


Stevens, Minn. 


Tawney 
Taylor, Ohlo 
Thomas, Ohio 
Waldo 


‘ousins liepburn Mcilenry Wallace 
‘ravens Higgins McLaughlin, Mich.Watkins 
rawford Hill, Conn, Malby Watson 
Darragh Hill, Miss. Mann Weems 
Davey, La, Hitchcock Marshall Weisse 
Davidson Ilobson Maynard Wiley 
Dawes lloward Miller Wolf 
Dawson lHiowell, Utah Mudd Young 


Denby liughes, W. Va. 
Driscoll Ilull, lowa 
Dunwell 


learre 
liumphreys, Miss. Peters 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


lor the session: 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. 
Mr. Burver with Mr. 
Mr. Watson with Mr. 
Mr, Bourret, with Mr. 


FLoop. 


SHEPPARD, 
GRIGGS, 


Parker, 8. Dak. 


Bartrietr of Georgia. 


Mr. Benner of New York with Mr. Fornes, 


Until further notice: 

Mr. Miitier with Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. ANbrRus with Mr. Wo Lr. 
Mr. Warpvo with Mr. Winery. 







Mr. Tawnry with Mr. WEISSE. 
Mr. Tayitor of Ohio with Mr. 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. 
Mr. STERLING with Mr. STANLEY. 
Mr. STEENERSON with Mr. 
Mr. Soutwwickx. with Mr. RYAN, 
Mr. Snapp with Mr. Rucker. 
Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. 
Mr. Stemp with Mr, Ravucu. 
Mr. Pearre with Mr. 
Mr. Parker of South Dakota with Mr. 
Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. McHenry, 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Luoyp. 

Mr. MAatsy with Mr Lewis. 











REID, 




























Mr. Lowpen with Mr. Ler, 

Mr. LANbis with Mr LEAKE, 

Mr. KNOWLAND with Mr. KIMBALL. 

Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. Howarp. 
Mr. Hunt of Iowa with Mr. Horson, 




































































Mr. Herpurn with Mr. 
Mr. Grarr with Mr. HamMonp, 
Mr. Gorner with Mr. Hamitr. 
























































Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. 
Mr. Fasserr with Mr. Grass. 
Mr. Extis of Missouri with Mr. Grrr. 
; Mr. Denpy with Mr. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. Crawrorp. 
Mr. Couprey with Mr. CRAVENS. 










































































CALDERHEAD with Mr. CARLIN, 








i - Mr. 





Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. WATKINS, 


WALLACE. 
SAUNDERS, 


Smirnu of Texas, 


Davey of Louisiana, 


RANSDELL of Louisiana. 


Mr. McLAvuenuin of Michigan with Mr, LENAHAN, 


Mr. Hvueues of West Virginia with Mr. Hrrencock, 
Iiint of Mississippi, 


Mr. Garpner of Michigan with Mr. Hacxert, 
GOLDFOGLE, 


Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. Crark of Florida, 
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Mr. CaLper with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. Burke with Mr. Burcess. 

Mr. Rozverts with Mr. Broussarp, 

Mr. Brapiey with Mr. GouLpEeN. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. Firzeeraxp, 

Mr. BANNON with Mr. BruNpIDGE, 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. BRANTLEY 

Mr. ALEXANDER Of New York with Mr. ANSBERRY, 

Mr, Gronna with Mr. Kipp, 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Ta.sort. 

Mr. Haacorr with Mr. Witi1aAmM W. KITcHIN, 

Mr. BineuHam with Mr, LiviNnestTon, 

Mr. Harpine with Mr. Perers. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia, 

Mr. Birpsatyt with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 

Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 

Mr. LoriMer with Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippi. 

Mr. McKinney with Mr. CLaupbE KITCHIN, 

Mr. Powers with Mr. Pratt. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

The doors were opened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 21735. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any 
law existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to re the 
House of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (II. Rt. 16743) 
for the removal of the restrictions on alienation of lands of allottees of 
the Quapaw Age ney, Okla., and the sale of all tribal lands, school, 


agency, or other buildings on any of the reservations within the juris 
diction of such agency, and for other purposes. 


EXTENSION OF RAILWAY LINES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give 
notice that at the close of one hour I shall move the previous 
question, and I ask that one half of the time be cantrolied 1 by 
myself and the other half by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee 
[Mr. Sims]. 

The SPEAKER, 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, 
after weeks and months of time spent in conference upon what 
is known as “the proposition to secure tracks to the Union Sta- 
tion,” we come to consider and adopt, if possible, the conference 
report. The report is signed by the three members of thie 
Senate conferees, and it has been adopted by the Senate with- 
out a dissenting vote. 

Upon the part of the conferees of the House, it is signed 
by two Members, and it now remains for the House of Kepre- 
sentatives to say whether or not we shall have tracks to the 
Union Station at this time. I want to say for my fellow Men- 
bers, the conferees of the House, that they have done thelr 
utmost to carry out the wish and will of the House. 

Gentlemen, there were five important matters in contention. 
First, supervision; second, universal transfers; third, the tracks 
upon the plaza; fourth, cross-town service; fifth, service 
New Jersey avenue. 

I believe I quote each member of the conferees of the House 
correctly when I say, if we could have obtained fayorable 


\ 


action for universal transfers we would have come here toe) 


Is there objection? [After a pause.| The 


down 


with a unanimous report, and all of us would have » ad that 
we yielded our judgment concerning the number of traces | 

the plaza because it was largely, if not wholly, an engineers 
scheme. It is only fair to say of the conferees of the Sei 


that at no time have they claimed that the plaza pr! 
was their own, but that they put it in the Senate bi!!! } 
it was the judgment of the engineers, after two years o! 
and the preparation of twenty or more different plans. ¢! 
being the case, gentlemen, there remained four thin; 
to try to agree upon. The House has secured three o! so 
remaining things, namely, service down New Jersey enue, 
cross-town extension, supervision by the Interstate ¢ 
Commission; and I want to say in this connection tha 
have been entirely satisfied with the District Comu = 
for I have come to regard them as men of unquestiouc: +i 
acter and ability, and who have at all times to me secu’ © 
sirous of doing that which was for the best interesi: ©’ 
District. 

It became apparent to me at least three weeks aco 
were not going to be able to get universal tr ansfers a 
vision, I then made it my business to inquire of the 


the 
cut 
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th sides of the Chamber and get their judgment as to 
which they thought the more material, universal transfers 
rvision, and I want to say to the House, that with three 
ons, so far as I was able to confer with the Members, 


| 





od wy said to me, “secure supervision by all means in 
. ‘e to universal transfers, for they can come later.” 
a w the claim will be made that if we do not get univer- 
es) transfers to-day, that we will never secure them, but I 
hardly think this is a fair conclusion. 

Since I have been a member of this committee the claim 
has been made that we would never get the cross-town service, | 


ind yet, gentlemen, we have secured it by the provisions of this 
pill, and there is no reason whatever if we fail at this time in 
- universal transfers that we can not secure the same at 


the coming session of this or some future Congress. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will it disturb the gentleman if I ask him 
a question in that connection? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to know what provision for 


has been promised, or partially promised, to the com- 
mittee to that part of the city lying west of Fourteenth street 
over to Connecticut avenue, where the herdics run? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. We have a clause in the bill for 
herdic service up H and Sixteenth streets. There has been no 
other service provided. 

) LAYDEN. Has anything been said that leads the com- 


serTvice 


Ty» ’ 
ir. & 


mittee to believe that there will be decent service given to that | 


part of the city in lieu of the obsolete and almost exhausted 
service? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, 
service, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Speedily? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, 


sion of this Congress. 


Yes; I think there will be better 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say one other thing in connection | 
will be made that the | 


with the railroads. I know the claim 
railroads ought of their own accord to have consented to the 


provision for universal transfers. When this bill was first 
brought to the attention of the House earlier in the session, I 
was asked by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] 


whether in my judgment the street railways could stand uni- 
versal transfers, 


I replied then that I believed the Capital Traction Company | 
could, but that I did not knaw about the Washington Railway | 


and Electric Company. One has a trackage of forty-odd miles, 
aud the other of one hundred and forty-odd miles. 


I would have been glad to have secured this service had it been 
possible and right, for there is no blessing that can come to 
the people of the District that will not receive my hearty ap- 
probation, and it may be possible to secure it even sooner than 
we expect, especially if there should be a consolidation of the 
lines, which, I hope, may be accomplished in the near future. 
Gentlemen must remember that a considerable burden is being 
placed upon the railroads, even under the provisions of this 
bill, if we adopt the report. We must not forget that the elec- 
tric railroads adjusted their tracks to the two old stations— 
one on Sixth street, off Pennsylvania avenue, and the other at 
the Baltimore and Ohio station. 


mm | 
There would 

seem on the face to be an injustice in demanding universal 
transfers between these two different companies, but of course | 





Yes; I hope before the next ses- | 
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A hew station has been built in the Capital City, and one | 


it we are all proud of. We now ask the railroads not simply | 
to change their trackage and go to the new Union Station, but 


Wwe Impose additional burdens upon them by the provisions of 
this bill. The Capital Traction Company will have to advance 
*1,400,000—as much money as it cost to build a steam railroad 
00 miles long in my State from my home city to Caseville 
twenty odd years ago. The Washington and Electric Railway 
Will have to spend $475,000, making a total sum of $1,875,000, al- 
oe, *=,000,000, and the burden that we put upon them, in addi- 
‘on to getting the tracks to the station, by reason of the service 
vown New Jersey avenue and the cross-town service, amounts in 
round numbers to about $1,000,000. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 


Mr, UNDERWOOD. Are we asking the street railways to go 
0 the Uy 


kong there? 
‘ Mr. SMITH of Michigan, I think I am safe in saying that 
“ ire hot simply asking, but practically compelling them to go 


there, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I had not seen any proposition origt- 


“he by whi h they were asked to go there. 
“it. SMITH of Michigan. I certainly do not know that either 


one t : 
hare companies have ever asked for the service to the 
U Stat ion, 





as aad | would read what 
ion Station, or are they asking for the privilege of | 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. From what I have heard and seen of 
the officers and managers of the companies they seem to be 
anxious to have this bill passed. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think every member of the com- 
mittee will bear testimony to the effect that the railroads have 
not asked for this service. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then why do you grant it? Why do not 
you authorize an automobile company to carry passengers in 
and out? It would be just as serviceable as railroad tracks, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The committee and Congress eyi- 
dently think this a better way. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
I would like to ask the gentleman what is meant by universal 
transfers? Do you mean the giving of one transfer upon a sin- 
gle ticket, or do you mean a transfer upon a transfer? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. We mean this, that the Capital 
Traction Company shall give transfers to the Washington Rail- 


| way and Electric Company and its subsidiary companies. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. One transfer? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Upon a single ticket? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. On different lines. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Are both railroads owned by the same com- 
pany? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; they are not. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Has the bill stated that we have legal au- 
thority to force separate and distinct companies to give uni- 
versal transfers? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman will recall, I think, 
that I put into the Recorp a short time ago an opinion that was 
written in answer to a letter of Senator GALLINGER, chairman 
of the District of Columbia Committee of the Senate, to the 
effect that universal transfers were unconstitutional. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, I doubt very much if we have legal author- 
ity to do it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If it is a short question. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman if his committee 
has investigated whether or not-the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—I believe you have given them power to control these 
questions—will have sufficient time to give the matter consid- 
eration. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
vided for in this bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. With this added to the duties they have in 
regard to looking after interstate roads 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think they will have the time. 

Mr. NORRIS. It seems to me they have much more than 
they can do already. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think the Commission will prop- 
erly look after the business as contemplated in this bill. 

Mr. McCALL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will speak later and will be glad 
to answer the question at that time. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois, who introduced the free-transfer bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much to 
that the House committee of conference found it necessary 
yield on the most important provision of the bill for the exten 
sion of the street railways of this District. The brazen effrontery 
with which the street railway companies of this city dictate the 
policies under which street railways are allowed to be operated 
surpasses the impudence of any public-service corporation that 
I have ever known. Senator Burketrr a few days ago on the 
floor of the Senate publicly stated 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman to order for 
referring to what a member of the other branch 

Mr. MADDEN. Very well, if it is out of order to mention a 
Senator—— 

Mr. PAYNE. It is out of order for the gentleman 
what a Senator has said on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. MADDEN. It is a matter of public record. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
in order. 

Mr. MADDEN. 


Yes; they will be able to as pro- 


find 


to state 


will pro eed 
I have not the page of the Recorp here or I 
he said. |Laughter.] However, I wish to 
say to the House that a distinguished member of the Senate 
stated on the floor of the Senate 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to his colleacue it 
not in order under the rules to refer to what a Senator—— 

Mr. MADDEN. Well, I will say a distinguished member of 
the Senate made the statement—I will make the statement that 
it has been stated somewhere under the Dome of this Capitol 
that no legislation 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I again call 
order. 


is 


the gentleman to 
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Mr. MADDEN (continuing). 


That no legislation could be 


enacted regulating street railroads within the District unless | 


that legislation was approved by the street railway companies 
of the District. [Applause. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
suspend for a moment. ‘The 
the rules of the House. 
proceed in order. 

Mr. MADDEN. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to be understood as 
wishing to proceed in order, but I also desire to state the facts 


Illinois will 
from 


from 
gentleman 


please 


as I understand them, so that the Members of the House will | 


understand what they are. 
The SPEAKER. 
his statement of facts—— 
Mr. MADDEN. That is what I am endeavoring to do. 
The SPEAKER (continuing). 
and the gentleman knows the rules. 
Mr. MADDEN. 
District of Columbia, one of the conferees on this bill, stated to 
the House a moment ago that the House secured three provi- 


sions in the bill which were sought by the House, and that they | 


receded only on one or two provisions which the House sought 
to have incorporated in the bill. What were the provisions se- 
cured by the House conferees? Crosstown transportation, a 
line of street cars on New Jersey avenue, and supervision. Su- 
pervision by what? 


sion of a street railroad running five or six miles within the 
city of Washington. What business has the 
merce Commission to be charged with the regulation of street 
cars in this city? 


duct the affairs of the city. The Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion is not charged with the conduct of the affairs of this city, 
and to turn the regulation of these street cars over to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission is an insult to the intelligence of 
this House, and I am surprised that the gentlemen representing 
the House on the conference would do such a thing. Every- 
body knows that the Interstate Commerce Commission will not 
regulate these cars. The manner of their operation, the kind 
of regulation they need is to compel them to run at regular in- 
tervals, to compel the use of clean cars, of decent cars, to com- 
pel them to put on automatic air brakes. Why, you can not 
get on a car now without being thrown on your face the very 
moment the car starts, or they attempt to start it. The motor- 
man of the car can not stop it within a half a block, and if he 
undertakes to stop it suddenly, every passenger is thrown out of 
his seat. 

The cars that are being operated on some of the streets of 
this town look as if they were made from the fragments of 
Noah’s Ark after it went to pieces. The kind of regulation 
we need is to compel these street car companies to understand 
that the people of Washington are entitled to some kind of 
decent, respectable service, and that kind of regulation will 
not be and can not be imposed upon them by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

They can ‘not afford to give universal transfers, they say. 
Ah, but they can afford to capitalize these companies for four 
times the amount of money they put into them, and they can 
pay dividends on this capitalization. The people of Washing- 
ton, through Congress, give these street car companies the 
streets, and the streets are the greatest part of the capital in- 
vested, 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mapven] yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bates]? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will. 

Mr. BATHS. Have you made an effort to get 3-cent fares in 
this bill, as well? 

Mr. MADDEN. No, sir. I am not a believer in 3-cent fares, 
but I am a believer in this, that the public, giving the greatest 
value that exists in the capital of these railroad companies, is 
entitled to some consideration, and I believe that no franchise 
whatever should be given to the street car companies to extend 
these tracks to the Union Station until the street railway com- 
panies recognize the right of the public to participation in the 
privileges that the railroad companies are permitted to enjoy. 
I believe that when we give the use of the public streets to 
these railroad companies they should be given upon such terms 
as will enable the public to understand that they are par- 
ticipants in the benefits to be derived from the exercise of the 
privileges granted to the railway companies. It is not of so 
much importance that we have railroad tracks laid to the Union 
Station as it is that we compel the railroad companies to un- 
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Illinois knows | 
The Chair trusts the gentleman will | 


Within the rules of the House, | 


Interstate Com- | 
et | involved in the original proposition. 
The regulation needed for these cars is | 
such as to call for the service of a man whose duty it is to con- | 
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derstand that there are principles of vital import to the people 
involved which they must recognize, one of which is that for tho 
privileges given to these railroad companies by the people the 


| railroad companies in return must recognize the right of the 


people to have something to say and to have the right to enjoy 
a part, at least, of the privileges which have been given to they 
{[ Applause. ] ; 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. SmirH] if he wants to use some of his time 
now? 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will yield two minutes to the 


| gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL]. 
But the gentleman must confine himself in | 


Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I shall support the report of the 


| conference committee, and I believe it is the duty of the House 


to do so, and thereby secure the extension of the several rail. 
way tracks to the new Union Station. This legislation was 


| under consideration in the early part of 1907, during the Fifty. 
Now, the chairman of the Committee on the 


ninth Congress, it being the hope at that time to secure the con- 
struction of these tracks by the time the new station was opened 
to the public in December last. Since the convening of this 
present session of Congress on the first Monday in last Decem- 
ber this proposition has been again under consideration, and it is 


| to be hoped we have now reached the stage of action, so that 
| the people of the District may not longer be subjected to the 


| present inconvenience in reaching the station. 
Supervision by the Interstate Commerce | 


Commission ; supervision by the Interstate Commerce Commis- | 


As originally presented, the purpose was simply to authorize 
the laying of these tracks to the new station. When the bill 
was reported to this House by the District of Columbia Com- 
mittee it was encumbered with other provisions not necessarily 
As stated by the chair. 
man of the committee, the most important of these were: The 
more rigid supervision of the railways; second, universal trans- 


| fers; third, cross-town service; fourth, service down New Jersey 


avenue. This House agreed to the amendments proposed by our 


| committee, and the bill was sent to conference, and then came 


the serious controversy between the two Houses. 

The main differences were upon the question of supervision 
and of universal transfers. After a disagreement was reported, 
the question was again submitted to the House, and the con- 
ferees were directed to insist upon all the House amendments, 
After weeks and months of delay in trying to adjust the dif 
ferences, the conferees have at last reported an agreement | 
this House. The agreement provides substantially for all the 
contentions of the House, except as to universal transfers. The 
question of supervision was settled by placing the street rail- 
ways of the District under the supervision of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, who have authority to enforce exist- 
ing laws and also to make such general regulations as may be 
needful to compel the performance of their duties in the in- 
terest of a satisfactory service. This is a very valuable pro- 
vision and one which will prove of great value to the people 
of the District. I have heretofore voted to instruct the con- 
ference committee to insist upon universal transfers, and while 
no evidence has been presented showing that such a provision 
was valid and within our power under all the circumstances, 
yet the House has been willing to follow the judgment of the 
committee upon this point. 

If universal transfers are really essential in the public in- 
terests, and if Congress can and ought to enforce such a cond 
tion upon the several companies, then there will be another 
opportunity to discuss that proposition and to enact appropria' 
legislation. For the present, at any rate, there appears to be *! 
irreconcilable difference between the Senate and the Hi 
upon this question. 

There is every indication that the House conferees have 0 
served the utmost good faith and diligence in their effort © 
earry out the will of this body. The distinguished ch 
the committee, Mr. Surrn of Michigan, not only enjoys thie co2 
fidence of the House generally, but it is well known that he 
entertains rigorous views upon the duty to the people upon t 
part of public-service corporations, and of the necessity of W 
regulation. It appears to be conceded that the bil!, as agre’’ 
upon, contains wise and meritorious propositions, the on!y °” 
jection being that it does not include a provision for univers" 
transfers. While I have favored this provision, it is prope! 
say that there is some doubt as to whether it ougit to 
enacted, both because there has been no sufficient in) ae 
to determine the extent to which revenues of the company W°"" 
be affected and because serious doubt has been expressed 85 
the power of Congress to compel the several independent © 
panies of the District of a different length and different "2°" 
cial ability to assume this additional burden. ia 

Having secured a good bill, the question it now square'y 0" 
sented to the House whether we will reject the conference - 
port and send the bill back to conference. If such shal! be 


; f 
airman of 


t 
stigation 
ly 























it is practically certain that there will be no legislation 
This will mean that another sum- 
d particularly another winter, will pass without street 
ities to the new Union Station. 
nt structure is a credit to the national 

lity should be afforded for the convenience of travel- 
hile the people of the District ought naturally to have 


- cession of Congress. 


the onsideration, yet they are not alone interested in this | 
bi rhe national capital has become more and more a po- 
litic ter of the country and a veritable mecca for sight- 
eoors and tourists. The large majority of travelers do not pat- 
ro size rriages or other vehicles upon leaving or entering a 
city. With searcely an exception, the street car lines in every | 
city ¢ r converge at the union station or are convenient of 


‘ -s. More and more women and young people travel alone | 
aud ordinarily with more or less hand baggage. In order to 


ne . this station from the present car line involves a walk of 
more than a quarter of a mile, involving many discomforts dur- 
ing inclement weather. 

The primary consideration at the inception of this legislation | 


was to secure the extension of tracts to the Union Station, but 
some Members seem to have lost sight of this purpose in their 
struggle to secure universal transfers. 


in the | 





control of Congress, 


men of this capital city. 
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This magnificent and 
‘“apital, and 


One would almost sus- 
nect that some gentlemen are more anxious to attack street 
car companies, and at the same time to acquire notoriety, than 
they are to serve the people of the District. 
letter from Mr. Alexander Britton, chairman of committee on 
railroads of the Washington Board of Trade (and I suppose 
‘each Member received a similar letter), stating that there was 
no local demand for universal transfers, and that the people 
wished better and not cheaper service. I shall insert this letter 
tecorD at the close of my remarks. 

The government of the District of Columbia is under the 


I have received a 


sioners of this District, and only give to Congress the right to 
make necessary appropriations for carrying on the business, 
[ Applause. ] 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Smarr] put the 
matter very plainly and very accurately when he stated that it 
was all the concessions that could be had from the street car 
companies. [Applause.] That was all the question that there 
was involved in this case—the question as to what concessions 
we could get from the street railway companies. Imagine it! 
The Congress of the United States getting concessions from the 
street railway companies! [Applause.] The principle involved 
in this is worth fighting for. Now, if the people of the District 
of Columbia can not walk two blocks for a while in order to se- 
cure some rights which they ought to have and which the street 
railway companies are bound to respect, then it does not speak 
very well for the people of this District. And if the newspa- 
pers, instead of pointing their darts at the Members of Congress 
here, would direct their attention to the street railway com- 
panies perhaps they might get for the people more concessions. 
[Applause.] Why, every bill that comes before the District 
Committee of late has given to the District Commissioners some 
power—absolute power, rather—either to enforce or abridge the 
law, whatever they might see fit to do, and when the committee, 
after looking over the situation down there, concluded that it 
was dangerous to have four tracks in front of the Union Station, 
where crowds of people were coming in and out and cars would 
be going in opposite directions—that four tracks would be im- 
periling the limbs and lives of the people—every member of the 
committee thought that two tracks were sufficient; yet when 
they go back into conference they make some more concessions 
to the street railway companies. 

Mr. SMALL. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 





We are, if you please, the board of alder-| Mr. McGAVIN. Certainly. 
In legislation upon District matters; Mr. SMALL. I was not listening just a moment ago, but I 


we ought to remember that we are legislating not from the | understand the gentleman interprets my remarks as saying that 
viewpoint of our own sections and States, but from the view- | the conference committee had endeavored to obtain concessions 


point of and for the good of the District of Columbia. 


I be- | from the street railway companies. The gentleman is wrong in 


lieve that a board of aldermen of a city elected by a popular | that. I was referring to concessions from the Senate. 


vote who, under the same conditions, should refuse longer to | 
provide this convenience for the people of their city would re- 


ceive just and merited criticism at the hands of the voters. 


Mr. McGAVIN. If the gentleman has made an error, his 
apology is accepted. [Laughter.] 


} tcl s the I Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, as a member of 
believe that we wil! merit like criticisms if we longer delay 


favorable action upon this bill. I hope the conferees’ report | 
will be accepted, and in so doing we will discharge a plain duty 
to the people of the District and to those who visit the city. 


| the District of Columbia Committee, I wish to say that I have 
| not heard anybody who has discussed this subject diseuss it 
| except from one standpoint, and that is from the standpoint of 
| the citizen or the resident of the District of Columbia. The 


| Applause. ] WasHinorow Boamp or Trapt | gentleman who has just preceded me has taken his text from 
ASHINGTON bt oF ADE, at sts ‘ ‘ » has ani ‘ > De > of » Titetric 

Washington, D. C., May 18, 1908. | that standpoint, and he has said that the people of the District 

i Joun H. SMaut, of Columbia would no doubt be willing to continue to walk the 
Washington, D. C. | distance between the station and the street cars in order that 

_Jrar Stn: In pursuance of specific and forceful directions by the | they may yet get the universal transfers. I speak from the 
Washington Board of Trade, I have the honor to urge prompt and favor- stand < a f : Po stituents and : , - » here 
m the report of the conferees on the bill providing for the | S@tndpoint of my constituents and yours, who come here 

extension of street railway lines to the Union Station. | throughout the year by the hundreds and thousands, and they 


uts have appeared in the public prints which indicate oppo- 
he House when the report comes up for consideration, the 


ion insisting upon universal transfers. 


‘ Board of Trade (consisting of nearly 700 business and 
men) fairly represents the spirit of the community when it reit- 
tes the statement that there is no local demand whatever for uni- 
ransfers, nor for reduction of fares in any form. 
Want better, not cheaper service. 
with are recent editorials from Washington newspapers substan- 
statements with respect to the real desires of the residents 






rton. 


Very, respectfully, ALEX. BRITTON, 


Chairman Committee on Railroads. 


are compelled, and not the citizens of the District of Columbia, 
| to walk between the railroad station and the street car tracks. 


profes- More than that. In the interest of the citizen of the District 


of Columbia you ask this universal transfer that he may be 


The people | benefited a few pennies, and at the same time you ask to im- 


pose upon my constituent and upon yours that he be compelled 
to pay from 50 cents to a dollar to find his way to a hotel, the 
location of which he knows not, by hiring a cab, instead of find- 


ing you will support the conference report (already adopted by | ing a street car at the door of the station. It has been said also, 
enate) and thus enable the public to comfortably reach the Union 
an early date, I am, 


| and then corrected, that a concession is asked of the railroads. 
I do not stand for the street railroads; I stand for the people. 
But I say that when Congress comes and asks that the street 


Mr. McGAVIN. Mr. Speaker, as one member of the District | car people surrender a constitutional privilege, if they grant it, 


Committe: 
report, 


I am opposed to the adoption of this conference | it is then a concession upon their part. But I say to you that 
‘Throughout the hearings that were had on this track- | from my investigation into this matter I find the street car 


age bill every member of the District Committee sought to give | people do not want to go to the Union Station. I say to you 


nr 


and representatives 
gave then 


Proposition fair and honest treatment. 


the street railway companies and everybody interested in this | that, in my belief, it will cost them three-quarters of a million 
We called the presidents | of dollars to get there, and when they have gone there they will 


of these street railway companies and | not be benefited to the extent of one-tenth of 1 per cent on their 


| un Opportunity to show some reason why they could | additional investment. [Applause. | 


Hot give the people of the District of Columbia universal trans- Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle- 


fers, Their 
had was one 
and skillful evasion. 
put to them 
the District o 
of the commi 

Now, it 
ought to h 
8 much as 
whether or 
Street ra 


t attitude throughout the whole hearings that were | man from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 
> of brazen misstatement, intolerable indifference, Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is 





[Applause.] Every time a question was | somewhat similar to a question with which, in a modest way, 


as to their ability to give universal transfers in | I was identified in my own home city; a contest which began 
f Columbia the questions of the different members | some years ago, to ascertain whether the street railways owned 
mittee were met with the same responses, 
iS hot a question with me as to whether or not they | in the city of Chicago has resulted in the granting of franchises, 
ive universal transfers in the District of Columbia | taken most eagerly by the capitalists, giving not only universal 

it is a question of principle involved here as to | transfers, under which you can ride for more than 25 miles, 
or not the District of Columbia shall be run by the | but in addition 55 per cent of the net receipts to the city of 
way companies of this District and by the Commis-! Chicago, [Loud applause.] 


the city or whether the people were in control. That contest 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. MANN. No; I will not. The gentleman knows that 
that will only consume my time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The question is as to securing an exten- 
sion of the street railway tracks. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will pardon me. The question 
is whether we will sell our birthright, which is control of the 
street railways, for the mess of pottage which the gentleman 
from Kansas proposes, a little line extending to the Union 
Station. 

The citizens of Chicago, who were more vitally interested 


in that question than the citizens of Washington are, for years 


“stood pat,” refusing to give away their control of the ques- 
tion, insisting that they should control the franchises which 
would be granted. The street car service ran down there as 
it has run down here. The street railway companies insisted 
that no better service could be given, or would be given, unless 
they obtained franchises on their own terms. They refused 
to extend tracks unless they could obtain franchises on their 
own terms; but in the end, when they were met with the de- 
termined resistance of the people and the municipal authori- 
ties, they seized eagerly those franchises, which provided not 
only for universal transfers, not only for the 55 per cent of 
net receipts, but many other provisions, including the ex- 
penditure of millions of dollars. 
the city of Chicago did? [Loud applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the street railway companies 
of this city should be required at the earliest possible day to 
begin the extension of the service provided for in this con- 
ference report. 

After all, it is important that street railway service be ex- 
tended to the Union Station and in the sections ef the city that 
now ask such service. We provide for this extension in this 
conference report. 

It is little short of an outrage to the people of Washington 
and those who in large numbers daily visit the capital city 
that these transportation companies are not now carrying the 
people to all parts of the city and to the Union Station. 

One day some two weeks ago I stood at the junction of Dela- 
ware avenue and C street, under an umbrella, in a cold, drizzling 
rnin for half an hour watching these street railway companies 
dump passengers for the Union Station off in the mud and rain 
a quarter of a mile from their destination. 

I saw young girls, with large and heavy suit cases; I saw 
mothers with a baby in one arm and a bundle in the other; I 
saw old, gray-haired women, with heavy satchels, all get out 
into the mud and rain and find their way as best they could 
to the station. 


. | 
For the same fare of 4} cents all these unhappy passengers 


should have been carried by these companies to the portico of 


the station, where they could get off the cars in the shelter of 
the station. 


As I left the scene, where these unhappy and unpardonable | 


incidents are multiplied in some form every hour in the day, I 
said, “I shall do my part before this Congress adjourns to stop 
this and to require these street railway companies to carry 
these passengers and such bundles as they may have with them 
to their destination, at the door of the Union Station—with 


universal transfers, if I can; without universal transfers, if I 
must.” : 


The House conferees have insisted for months on the position | 


of the House. We have held out for universal transfers and 
supervision especially. We got all we could get. The Senate 
refused to yield on the transfer question. 
last moment, in order that in the closing hours of this session 
we might require these companies to do what they have never 
asked to do, to do what they do not to-day want to do, ‘to build 
tracks to the Union Station and in other directions as provided 
in the conference report. 

We require them to expend about $2,000,000 of money in 
making these extensions provided for. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. 
expired. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Cary]. 

Mr. CARY. Mr, Speaker, as a member of the District of Co- 
lumbia Committee I am in favor of universal transfers and 


people of this District in the matter of transportation. I have 
had my attention called to several lines in the city where pas- 
Bengers pay two fares to reach a certain point. 
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| would ask for the transfer when they paid the fare.” 


| fer, and about the time he does ask for it the conductor 


| on the street cars. 


| that they do, and that they should have them. 
Can we not do as much as | 


| tickets in his pocket would use them both before he w: 





| be quite an expense. 


| at least for plain people who are not familiar with co: 
| methods. 


| to 


| whom 
| tion. 
| bile, or both, and are not dependent upon the service ©! 


We yielded in the | 


The time of the gentieman from Kansas has | iA 
| 20 cents daily, at least, is taken from the families 





May 2}, 


day several gentlemen spoke to me about getting on 9 yoy 
car in front of the Capitol and riding up to Eighth stroeo 
Fourteenth street and asking for a transfer to the same car }ino 
to reach the Buffalo Bill show at Fifteenth and HI streets xp 
They were refused, and told that they would have to pay 
another fare. It was the same line, and I can not understang 
why the people of the District of Columbia should pay two fares 
when they ought to ride for one. For this reason I insisted oy 
universal transfers being put in this bill. 

I asked General Harries, who is president of the Wa 
Railway and Electric Company, if he was willing to give » 
transfer on a straight 5-cent fare, and he said “ Yes, if people 
l said, 
“Then they would get the tickets and the straight 5-cent fare 
mixed.” He replied he didnot know about that. I said, “ Whey 
a man gets on a car, he sometimes forgets to ask for the trans. 


Ww 


or 


ngton 


would 
have punched his ticket and he couldn’t pay the extra penny.” 
General Harries said ‘‘ No.” To this I answered that we 
would have to increase the police force of Washington—just 
about double it—to attend to the disputes that would take place 
Yet some gentlemen say that the people of 
the city of Washington do not ask for universal transfers. I say 
[Applause.] 
I told General Harries at this time that a man with two 
ild pay 
a nickel, my idea being that the cash looked larger in his eyes 
than the ticket, and that the company would be the gainer by 
the transaction. General Harries admitted that this might be 
so, but that the auditing and accounting of the transfers would 
I admit that I can not understand the 
logic of General Harries’s position, for one would naturally 


_ imagine that the company had rather receive the equivalent of 
| 8 cents in tickets than a straight fare of 5 cents, the more es- 
| pecially as General Harries has repeatedly said that he would 


not oppose the universal-transfer system. However, the ways 
of corporations and corporation managers are past finding 


poration 


Closely allied to these corporation interests, apparently, is 
the Washington Board of Trade, which busied itself when the 
conference report on the extension of the street railway lines 
the Union Station was expected to come before the 
House. On the 18th instant a letter bearing the signature o! 


| Alexander Britton, as “chairman of committee on railroads,’ 


was sent to each Member of this body. In the course of this 
letter Mr. Britton said that the board of trade, consisting ol 
nearly 700 business and professional men, “ fairly represents 
the spirit of the community when it reiterates the statement 
that there is no local demand whatever for universal transfe! 
nor for reduction of fares in any form, The people want better, 
not cheaper, service.” ie 

I fully agree with Mr. Britton in part but not all of the sen- 
tence last quoted. The people do want a better service, but 
they want also a cheaper service, and it is an insult to the | 
telligence of this House to expect it to believe otherwise. 14 
“700 business and professional men” who form the I 
Trade of Washington are, with few exceptions, men of 1 
a nickel more or less is a matter of no earthly cou: 
These gentlemen have their private carriage or auton 


ird ol 


street cars or affected by the price they pay for it. 1! 
circumstances they have little, if any, interest in a U) 
transfer system, but it should not be forgotten that Was 
contains many thousands of men and women employed «1! 
salaries who have need of every nickel they possess, 21! 
philosophy it can truly be said that a nickel saved !s ' 
earned. 
On the day that Mr. Britton’s letter was received b' 


| of the House the Central Labor Union of this city )!" 


on record as favoring universal transfers. President 
his address to the delegates, pointed out the necessity /0" | 
lation of this character. “Hundreds of our mem)e's 
said, “ reside just within the District limits and are ' 
pay a double fare to reach their work. This me: 


laboring people and placed in the pockets of the corpor: o 
favor trackage to the Union Station also, but be!) 
voicing the sentiments of the 50,000 men of the Distr 


say that the universal-transfer provision is to be pr red to 


| any other regulation relative to the street-car system. 
thoroughly believe that it is the only proper way to handle the | 


gone 


The machinists’ union, representing 1,500 families, h a 
on record for this provision, and I am quite certai) | 
30,000 employees in the Executive Departments of Wash 


ington 


Only the other | also favor it. 
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om 


feebly then, Mr. Speaker, compares the “700 business | men of great financial resources. They came here and knocked 

ional men,” who compose the Washington Board of | at the door of Congress for permission to go to the Union Sta- 

| this vast army of organized labor and departmental | tion to lay tracks to keep “the poor children” referred to by 

-: who desire the universal-transfer system, and whose my friend and conferee from Kansas [Mr. CaMpseLt}] from 
I am trying to represent. [Applause.] walking to the station. [Applause and laughter. ] 

\KER,. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin | Those tracks would have been there now if it had not been 


aie d. | for the autocratic power of the street railway companies in 
M \ITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I now yield one min- | the city of Washington to hold up the Congress of the United 


' . gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lanprs]. States in its desire to pass that bill. The House committee 
Mi \NDIS. Mr. Speaker, I visit the city of Chicago fre- | never had strength enough to report it. What happened? They 
1d I must confess to this House that I was much edi- | say they can not give free transfers here in the city, in the 
idresses of the gentlemen from Illinois, all of whom | crowded, congested parts of it. Well, if they can not, what 

ve ed maledictions on the street car people and the street | did they do in this »articular case in order to defeat a bill to 
.s e of the District of Columbia—presenting a spectacle | put tracks to the station? ‘Turned around and gave that com- 
itatives from a city that for years has had the worst | pany of these great millionaires a universal transfer over the 

( system in the world [laughter and applause] abusing | Capital Traction lines, which remains a fact to-day. If you 
service in a city which, in my judgment, has the best street | want to go to church from the navy-yard 4 miles out in Vir- 


r 1 in the world. | ginia, the Capital Traction Company will send you there 
| opposed the bill brought in here some time ago for placing | on 44 cents, the cost of a ticket. If you want to go from this 
temporary tracks to the Union Station, because I felt that it | Capitol down to the Catholic Cathedral, on Ninth street, or any 
would hinder and postpone the laying of the permanent tracks. | other church on Ninth street, the Capital Traction Company 


The result of that opposition, it seems, which was participated | has a rake-off of one ticket and the Washington and Electric 
| by other gentlemen of the committee, has been to obtain an | Railway Company a rake-off of another. Why did they make 
arrangement for laying permanent tracks to the Union Station. | this rebate? It is nothing else. Nobody can go from here to 
That is what we were contending for. the Aqueduct Bridge and connect with the Old Dominion line 
| am heartily in sympathy with this measure. I do not be- | except on the Capital Traction. Nobody can go out on the 
lieve that there is any demand, either from the outside or from | Virginia line of the Old Dominion except to go on its lines. 
the citizens of the District of Columbia, for universal transfers. | In other words 
J have never heard of it myself. I want these tracks laid tothe | Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
Union Station in order that the 100,000 Republicans who will | tion? 











come here at the next inauguration will have means by which The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield? 

they can get from the station to their destination by the street | Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

car lines. [Applause.] | Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have heard it stated that to grant 
fhe SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Indiana has | universal transfers would bankrupt and confiscate the property 

expired. | of one of the companies. I have great confidence in the judg- 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I now yield one | ment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms], and I know 

minute to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, CrRuMPACKER]. | that he is informed on these questions. I would like to hear 


Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Mr, Speaker, I want to corroborate the his opinion on that. 
statement of my colleague from Indiana [Mr, LANprs] in rela- | Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, any man who says that and knows 
tion to the comparative efficiency of the street-car service of | anything about it has already bankrupted his veracity. [Ap- 
the city of Chicago and of the capital city of the Govern- | plause and laughter.] Of course this remark does not apply to 
ment. Iam frequently in the city of Chicago, and I undertake | the gentleman from Texas. 
to say that Washington, with its 300,000 population, has ei Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield? Will the gen- 
finitely better, cleaner, and cheaper service than the great city | tleman please define what he means by universal transfers 
of Chicago with its 2,000,000 of people. [Applause.] before he gets through. 

Now, I am for this conference report. This question has| Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to have a little more 
been held up and has been in controversy for three months, | light on that. 
aud I would have been glad if we could have gotten universal| Mr, SIMS. I must proceed in my own way, because I have 
transfers, We could not do it, and the question is now, Shall | s0 much to cover. To prevent competition and prevent these 
we vote down the conference report and withhold from the | great capitalists who had the money from building tracks to 
public in and out of the city of Washington this important | this station the Capital Traction Company made a rebate which 
convenience and carry this wrangle over to be renewed during | they are giving to-day to the Old Dominion Company by way 
= hext session of Congress, or shall we end the controversy | of a free transfer by which they take you from the navy yard 
ir I think the conference report ought to be agreed to, and | to the end of the line in Georgetown for 2yy cents. Having 
let the question of universal transfers be taken up in the fu-| po law to force them to give universal transfers they 


use 

ture. [Applause. ] tl . : : 
Tha SPE a “ iat power to throttle competition and keep other companies 
The SPEAKER, The time of the gentlemar has expired. out of this city which might enjoy these charity franchises 


Seats SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want to answer the last two gen- | which we give them. To-day, when you vote for this confer- 
( on. J e a Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER and Mr. LANDIS], who ence report, you vote to ratify present conditions. What else 
ae the street-car service in the city of Chicago. | gid our conferees do? When we spoke of providing for a free 
ae a in Chicago, and I do not know about the facts, transfer, the railroad people said, “Oh, there will be a whole 
one thing I do know and that is that the people of my dis- | jot of fraud, people will get the transfers and sell them.” We 
‘ire not taxed to help pay the bills of the city of Chicago, | put in a provision when we provided for the transfer to make 
ce yours and mine are for the people of the District of Co- | jt a crime to sell or give away a transfer, because we made it 
a ce Applause.] If the Government paid one-half the | g crime not to issue or receive one. When my noble conferees 
aes: -! wn ot Chicago, then they might have a great deal knocked out the free transfer provision, they kept in the pro- 
en Gear os have. Thank God, they have got some men 020 | yision creating the crime. What will you think of the gentle- 
eee Se ene ae do not bow and cringe every time @| man from Indiana [Mr. Lanpis] and his 100,000 Republicans 
le Whip 18 crac ked in their presence. [Applause.] when they come here to see Uncle Joe inaugurated? [Ap 
= Ker, talk about holding up the tracks! Who held | plause.] What will they think if this bill becomes a law, and 
and in the ae ws peenineae'< oe Ol ; ie oo they go down to the police station and see some poor negro or 
Railroad Company a corporation of the State of Virginia, to sis white eee in the workhouse because he has \ ~~ 
a ae eee — eu, lated the provision making it a crime to give away a contempti- 

acks e the Union Station, and tracks all over East Wash- | ple little piece of paper called “a transfer?” 
— i. r ann. the navy-yard. I know you want “ Uncle Joe ° nominated, therefore I am 
d Great Falls and Old Dominion Raliroad Company, and all apeaking in reference to the Sencnent of the House. If you 
Street railways In the District of Columbia, shall reciprocally nominate and elect your heart's choice, and the wenate refuses 
transfers at all connecting or intersecting points on their | to concur and send the tracks down to the station after pull- 
— ; ing out of the pockets of the people about $6,000,000 in money 
bn we years ago that bill had the indorsement of this House, | and property to help build this station, we will walk in the 
Tete action. Who were the stockholders, who were the | mud up to our shoulders to help inaugurate the old commoner 
Vir con ae ee are the owners of that railroad away out in | from North Carolina, for he looks like he is not afraid of a 
ot a r a 92,0 10,000 of capital, as reported by a sworn state- | little mud anyway. He has been here thirty four or five years 
sh ? “ongress? Senator S. B. Erxins, who owns 9,135 | and never yet has he surrendered to a corporation. If we elect 


SUATeS * 
1S 


8; Hon. John R. McLean, Washington, 10,351 shares— | W. J. Bryan, we will feel so good that we will not care whether 


T 
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there are any tracks to the station or not, just so the road to | proper appliances for the safety of the passengers, as to the 
heaven is left unobstructed, I ask every man to vote against | cleanliness and the accommodations for all the people tha; de. 
this ignoble surrender. | sire to ride. I hope the report will be agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expire, 
has expired. Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield two ; 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How much time have I left? | to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Oxcorr], 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes remaining.| Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, there has been a great des) 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield one minute to a member | that I think is not germane to this question. We hay: 
of the committee {[Mr. Nye}. pleasure of listening to the gentleman from Tennes 
Mr. NYE. Mr. Speaker, I shall support this conference re- | S1Ms] in one of his usual speeches about corporations, 
port because I dare not take the responsibility of standing in | the only question to be considered is as to whether we wij), , 
the way of securing important legislation at this session. I expeditiously as we can, give the people who live here 
shall support this report because I believe the conference com- | District of Columbia, and the people who are constan 
mittee have used every honest and faithful effort to secure | ing here, better car service than we have now. Remember that 
something that should be beneficial to the people of Washing- the railroad companies never asked to make these ex tensions 
ton and of all the people, and I do net believe that any man | They say they do not want to make them, are quite desirous to 
in this House should take the responsibility to cut off legisla- | let things stand exactly as they are, and have not any particular 
tion entirely. I do not understand that by adopting this re- | care as to whether we can get to the Union Station or not. ‘The 
port we concede anything. The law remains the same. We | only possible advantage to the railroad companies is that per 
have the right to alter, amend, or repeal charters at any time; | haps a few people who now use cabs will use cars afterwards, 
we can deal with the question of universal transfers as an | and the amount of money involved in that is so trivial as to 
independent question at the next session. We waive no right, | be scarcely worthy of consideration. When the bill was before 
we lose no right, and I think we should secure what we can se- | the committee in the House I was opposed to the present system 
cure in the interest of the people at this time. [Applause.] | of trackage provided for the new plaza, and we in the House 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes | committee had mapped out an entirely different plan. Not. 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. | withstanding all the engineers, the engineers of the Listrict of 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is a | Columbia, the engineers employed by the railroad, and outside 
very clear and plain question. The conference report comes | engineers, said that our plans were not practicable, we said that 
here with all its provisions satisfactory to all of the conferees, | we were going to insist upon them, as anything in these days 
as I understand from the discussion, save the one proposition | was practicable in the present condition of the science of engi- 
of universal transfers, a proposition, as I understand it, of | neering. The House receded and adopted this Senate plan. The 
doubtful constitutionality. I do not plume myself, Mr. Speaker, | Senate plan is strictly against the railroads’ interests in that 
as a constitutional lawyer; fortunately we have gentlemen in | regard, because it provides for more tracks, and certainly costs 
this House who are such admittedly. Now, the only proposi- | the railroads more money. In order to secure proper, conven- 
tion on which the gentleman from Tennessee opposes the con- | ient, and respectable treatment to this great capital this confer- 
firmation of this report is that it has been impossible to compel | ence report should be accepted. 
one railroad, one corporation, to give universal transfers for the Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I want to make one 
carrying of a passenger upon the cars of another corporation, | suggestion in conclusion, and that is this: I repeat that the 
and in his earnest desire to accomplish this questionable consti- | conferees on the part of the House have sought in the utmost 
tutional provision he overlooks the rights, he overlooks the | good faith to carry out what the House has asked us to do. It 
needs and requirements not alone of the Members of this House, | is rarely ever that conferees are expected to secure a favorable 
who need to use the railroads constantly, but of all our con- | report on all the matters in dispute. We have not been able 
stituents, and it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly plain | to secure universal transfers for reasons already given. This 
that the railroad companies, as the gentleman from Michigan | bill provides that the Interstate Commerce Commission is to 
has stated, are asking nothing of Congress. They have not | have charge of the street railways of the District. The Con- 
asked the privilege of laying further tracks. It is rather un- | mission will have time during the coming vacation to invest 
usual for corporations to ask the privilege of paying out a/| gate the subject of universal transfers; and if, in their judg 
couple of million dollars, but we are asking them and propose | ment, it is feasible and legal, they can so report to Congress at 
under proper restrictions that they be permitted to Jay tracks | the coming session next December; and I say to you, as 4 mien 
to the Union Station for the accommodation of tens of thou- | ber of this committee, that if the Commission so reports, 
sands of citizens of this Republic, who are coming here every | one will favor the passage of a bill for universal t) 
day, every week, all the time, and when the simple proposition | want to say one thing further. In my judgment, 
is a question of doubtful constitutionality, shall we subject ali | adopt this conference report, it means that there \ 
the people of the country who visit this beautiful capital to con- | tracks to the Union Station for some time to come. 
stant inconvenience for months to come? [Applause.] The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to tlic 
The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from New York | ence report. 
has expired. The question was taken, and the Speaker announced th: 
Mr. SMITfI of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes | 4yes Seem to have it. 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. Mr. MADDEN. Division, Mr, Speaker. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen seem to forget that| Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays 
the Senate is a coordinate branch of Congress and that we can The — and —e — ordered. ae ait wane $08 
not pass legislation unless that legislation meets with the | rhe question ‘wa. taken, and there were—yeas 1\ eS 
assent of the majority of that body. Now, we have had four answered “ present” 7, not voting v2, as follows: 
points in difference in this bill, every one of them in favor of 7 YEAS—165. a 
the people of this District and against the railroad companies, | Acheson | | Crumpacker Gardner, Mich, = Kahin 
ae ; : Alexander, N.Y, Currier Gardner, N. J. Kel 
The conferees on the part of the House, after weeks of effort, | Barclay Cushman Gill Kell 
have gained three of those points. They come in with a report | Bartholdt Dalzell Gillett Kenn 
that they are unable to get the Senate to agree on the fourth Dae Pa. — yee aah 
one, in my opinion one of the least important. Bede Dawes Graff 
They have preserved in this bill the sixteenth section, which | Bell, Ga. Denby Graham 
provides that these railroad companies shall furnish clean and | Bonynge Diekema Greene 
. . : Bradley Douglas Hale 
healthy cars to transport the people without crowding as fast Brantley Draper Hall 
as possible, not exceeding 15 miles per hour in the city, and | Brodhead Driscoll Hamilton, Mich. 
shall have safe and proper appliances and all that sort of thing, | Brownlow Durey Hammond 
fare iene 4 . ‘ ‘ Burke Dwight Harrison 
and then refers the question to the Interstate Commerce Com- | purieign Ellerbe Haskins 
mission to make proper rules and regulations to enforce the | Burton, Del. Englebright Hawley 
provisions of that section; and, in addition to that, it imposes na ae or A 
a fine, [ think, of $1,000 for every violation of these rules and | Gaiderhead Flood Henry, Conn, 
regulations. That is accomplishing a great deal. I have heard | Campbell Focht Higgins 
much in the years that have passed about the cars being over- | Capron Fordney Hill, Conn, 
es ¢ . 4 afer . m= eats Chaney Foss Holliday 
crowded, about the companies furnishing more frequent serv- | Gocks N.Y, Foster, Ind, Howard 
ice, running the cars more frequently to accommodate the peo- | Cole Foulkrod owen. &- J. 
le. Now, we leave this question subject to the rules that shall | Cook, Pa. Fowler Howlant g 
o imposed on these railroad companies by the Interstate Com- | GOoReT: P%& French Hubbard, W. Va. 


7 Coudrey Fuller Huff 
merce Commission as to the running of these cars, as to the | Crawford Gaines, W. Va. Jenkins 
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Pollard 
Porter 
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> Reynolds 

Richardson 
Rothermel 
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Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Steenerson 
Sterling 


: t Ryan Sulloway 
Scott Sulzer 
a Sherman ‘Tawney 
Slayden Taylor, Ala. 
Patt nm Slemp Taylor, Ohio 
j Small Thistlewood 
NAYS—128. 
Adair De Armond Houston 
Denver Hughes, N. J. 
‘ Dixon Hull, Tenn. 
\ r, Mo. Ellis, Mo. Humphrey, Wash. 
Ellis, Oreg. James, Addison D. 
Esch James, Ollie M, 
Ferris Johnson, 8. C, 
Finley Jones, Va. 
j 3 Fitzgerald Jones, Wash. 
Boyd Floyd Kennedy, lowa 
| Foster, IL Knopf 
! Fulton Lamb 
B Gaines, Tenn. Lawrence 
! Garner Lever 
Garrett Lindbergh 
( Gilhams McDermott 
( Gillespie McGavin 
‘ ld Glass McHenry 
( n Gordon McLain 
( Kia Granger Madden 
( Mo Hackney Mann 
( yn Hamilton, Iowa Miller 
( ! Hamlin Moon, Tenn, 
( Hardwick Moore, Tex. 
( . Hardy Morse 
( ‘ x. Hangen Murphy 
( Wis. Heflin Nelson 
( In Helm Nicholls 
Henry, Tex. Norris 
hay rt Hinshaw O'Connell 
| , Minn Hitcheock Padgett 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—7. 
net, N. ¥. Butler Lorimer 
ll Haggott Prince 
NOT VOTING—92. 
Alien Favrot Kinkaid 
\ 18 lornes Kipp 
y Foster, Vt. Kitchin, Claude 
x Gardner, Mass. Kitchin, Wm. W. 
B n Goldfogle Knowland 
Rar d Goulden Lamar, Fla. 
i Ga Gregg Lamar, Mo, 
, Nev Griggs Langley 
Ky Gronna Leake 
i im Hackett Lee 
Birdsa Hamill Lenahan 
rd Harding Lewis 
Hepburn Lilley 
3 Hill, Miss. Littlefield 
! Hobson Livingston 
( n Howell, Utah Lloyd 
‘ ns Hubbard, lowa Lowden 
vens Hughes, W. Va. McCreary 
La Hull, lowa McLaughlin, Mich 


Humphreys, Miss. 
Dur Jackson 

| 3, Ga. Johnson, Ky. 
Edwards, Ky. Kimbal: 


McMillan 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Mudd 


So the conference report was agreed to. 


The ¢ 


| ‘ ‘ 


Mr. 


rther notice: 


McMILLAN with Mr. STANLEY. 


Mr. Trrkkernt, with Mr. Craupe Krrcrrn. 


Mr. Ropt 


Mr, Husrarp of Iowa with Mr. Greco. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Favror. 

Mr. GAxpNer of Massachusetts with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. Lxoyp. 

Mr BARcHFELD with Mr. GouLDEN. 

fhe result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A mi e from the Senate by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
inced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
hg titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
tat was requested : 

S. d1S4. act for the relief of citizens of the United States 
1 tl Pi ppine Islands; 

». «v2, An act concerning the transportation of passengers 


~ Ana River; and 

». 960. An act to prevent and punish the desecration, muti- 
“a or improper use of the flag of the United States of 
4.aui( c 





Townsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Williams 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Pou 

Kainey 
Randell, Tex, 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Smith, Mo, 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Stephens, Tex. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Willett 
Wilson, IL 
Wilson, Pa, 


Talbott 


Parker, S. Dak. 
Peters 

Powers 

Pratt 

Pray 
Ransdell, La, 
Reid 

Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Sheppard 
Smith, Tex. 
Stanley 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Wallace 
Watson 


.Weems 


Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wolt 


announced the following additional pairs: 


NODENBERG with Mr. Jounson of Kentucky. 


act granting an increase of pension to Lydia P. 


hn act to construct a road along the south bank of 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title, in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 6190. An act authorizing a resurvey of certain townships 
in the State of Wyoming. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 20120. An act to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road siding to the United States navy-yard, and for other pur- 
poses; 

H. R. 15641. An act for the removal of restrictions from part 
of the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 4639) to provide for participation by the United States in 
an international exposition to be held at Tokyo, Japan, in 1912. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

8.565. An act to prevent and punish the desecration, mutila- 


tion, or improper use of the flag of the United States of 
America—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 671. An act to construct a road along the south bank of 
the Anacostia River—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


S. 7172. An act concerning the transportation of passengers 
coastwise—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

APPALACHIAN AND WHITE MOUNTAIN FOREST 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Comumit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill H. R. 21986, to suspend the rules, 
and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of the following bill, to 
suspend the rules, and pass the same. The Clerk will report the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 21986) to enable any State to cooperate with any other 
State or States, or with the United States, for the conservation of 
the navigability of navigable rivers, and to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a commission. 


RESERVATION. 






























Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of the Congress of the United 
States is hereby given to each of the several States of the Union which 
may wish to do so to enter into such agreement or compact, n in 
conflict with any law of the United States, as it may deem desirable 
or necessary with any other State or States for the purpose of con- 
serving the forests and the water supply of the States entering into 
such agreement or compact. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Nationa! 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of Agri 
culture to cooperate with any State or group of State when 
quested to do so, by supplying expert advice en forest preservation, 
utilization, and administration, and on the reforestation of denuded 
areas. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized, on such 
conditions as he deems wise, to stipulate and agree with the owner or 
owners thereof to administer and protect, for a definite term of years, 
any private forest lands situated upon the watershed of any navigable 
river; but such stipulation or agreement shall provide that t y i 
of such private lands shall cut and remove the timber thereon only 
under such rules and regulations, to be expressed in the stipulation or 
agreement, as will provide for the protection of the forest in e aid 
of navigation: Provided, That in no case shall the United Stat oe 
liable for any damage resulting from fire or any other cause 


be called the N 

follows: Five mem- 
* thereof, and 
appointed by the 


Sec. 3. That a commission is hereby appointed, to 
tional Forest Commission, and to be composed as 
bers of the Senate, to be appointed by the presiding offi 
five members of the House of Representatives, to be 


Speaker. 

Sec. 4. That the duties of said commission shall be to investigate 
all questions tending to show the direct and 1 intial connect : 
if any, between the preservation of the forests within the watersheds 
of the navigable rivers having their sources in the White Mountains 
and Southern Appalachian Mountains, and the navigability of Lid 
rivers. And in case the commission shall determine that such direct 
and substantial connection exists, it shall then be Its duty to ascertain 
to what extent, if at all, it may be necessary for the Government of 
the United States to acquire land within the watersheds referred to, 
the number of acres of such land, and the probable cost, or whether it 
may be advisable, if within the power of the United States, to « e 
without purchase, such supervision over such watersheds as may be 


of the 


necessary to conserve the navigability rivers proceeding there 
from, 

Sec. 5. That the National Forest Commission, herein established 
shall report to the President of the United States not later than 
ary 1, 1909, and their report shall be forthwith transmitted | 
President to Congress, with such recommendations as he may deem 
proper. 

Src. 6. That said commission may expend not to exceed $20,000, 


which sum 


is hereby appropriated, out of 
States Treasury 


any money in the Usited 
: ; ° 
not otherwise appropriate: 


1, for the employment 
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such stenographers and clerical assistants as may be needed, and for 
the actual necessary expenses of the members and employees while 
engaged in the performance of their duties, and also for the actual 
necessary expenses of such experts as may be requested, by a vote of 
the commission, to appear before them. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. LAMB. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Kansas is entitled to twenty minutes, and the 
gentleman from Virginia is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas what this bill virtually does—appoint a commission to 
consider the matter, or do what? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi 
asks me what this bill virtually does. In reply, I will say 
briefly that it provides, in the first section, that the consent of 
the United States is given to any State to enter into any compact 
or agreement, not in violation of the law of the United States, 
with any other State or States. The second section makes an 
appropriation of $100,000 to enable the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to enter into cooperative arrangements with the States or 
with owners of private woodlands for the administration and 
utilization of the same. The remaining sections of the bill pro- 
vide for the appointment of a commission of ten Members, five 
to be appointed by the Speaker of the House, and five to be 
appointed by the presiding officer of the Senate; these ten to 
take into consideration all the questions relating to the pro- 
posed forest reservations of the White and Appalachian Moun- 
tains, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The main object of my question was to as- 
certain whether—and I thought it was probably—it was to pro- 
vide that, or whether the Republican Congress was simply go- 
ing out into creating another commission. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then the gentleman is satisfied with the an- 
swer I have given. 

Mr, SHERLEY., 
question ? 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to close the debate myself, and I 
would prefer gentlemen having questions to ask to defer them 
until that time. I desire to yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks]. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, this is the third Congress which has 
given careful consideration to the question of the advisability of 
entering upon a national forestry policy which shall include 
other territory than that set aside for forestry purposes taken 
from the public domain. A bill was passed by the Senate in the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, and a similar bill has been passed by the 
Senate during this session of the Sixtieth Congress, providing 
for a broad general policy of establishing these reservations. 
The Fifty-ninth Congress appropriated $25,000 for the purpose 
of making investigations and reporting them to this Congress. 
That appropriation was expended under the direction of the 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


Secretary of Agriculture, and a voluminous report was made, | 
which recommended the purchase of 600,000 acres of land in | 


the White Mountain region and 5,000,000 acres in the Southern 
Appalachian Mountain region. Several bills were introduced at 
or soon after the cinvening of this Congress proposing, in differ- 
ent ways, to establish this policy and make an appropriation to 
put it into effect. These bills were considered by the Committee 
on Agriculture, and hearings were given, at which appeared a 
large number of people interested in protecting the forests, in 
the conservation of water power, and in developing and main- 
taining the navigability of streams. At one of these hearings 
there were present representations from sixteen States, includ- 
ing the governors of two States and delegations having not only 
full authority to represent officially the other fourteen, but also 
to represent many of the largest industries located in them. I 
refer to this hearing and those who attended it to indicate the 
interest which is being taken in this movement—that it is in no 


sense local, but is practically as widespread as the country | 


itself. 


The hearing to which I have just referred was given while | 


the Committee on Agriculture was considering the bill providing 
for appropriations for that Department, and while this work 
was going on a resolution was introduced by Mr. Bartierr of 
Georgia questioning the constitutionality of the General Govern- 
ment purchasing lands and setting them apart for the purposes 
defined in the forestry programme. This resolution was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary and remained in its hands 
nearly two months, so that it was not until the 20th of April 
that the Committee on Agriculture was enabled to take up this 
work and consider it on its merits. This was due to the fact 
that it was necessary to rewrite and reintroduce the bills which 
had already been presented, so that they would comply with the 
finding on the subject which was made by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. The opinion rendered by that committee was, in effect, 
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that the United States could not constitutionally purchase ] nds 
for the express purpose of creating forestry reservations or “on- 
serving water power or for any other purpose than to develop 
and maintain the navigability of streams, and that this . 
tion should be clearly defined. 

After considering the revised bills referred to for a consider. 
able time, it became apparent that there was much difference of 
opinion in the committee, not only as to the advisability of 
undertaking a forestry policy, but also as to the methods of 
bringing it about. It has been suggested that, as far as possible. 
forests should be protected by the States or by an association of 
States covering the particular forests under consideratton: 
others have believed that the Federal Government should co- 
operate with the States or with individual owners in protecting 
and conserving the forests, and a third party has contended that 
the Federal Government should undertake a general system of 
buying lands, not only for the purpose of protecting watersheds, 
but for general forestry purposes, contending that the preserya- 
tion of the forests would not only protect the navigability of 
streams, conserve and give uniformity to water powers, but that 
it would be a source of material profit to the Government for 
all time to come. 

The bill which has been given most attention, not only by 
officials of the Forestry Bureau, but by others who have been 
heartily interested in this work, is known as the Currier-Leyer 
bill. The committee, by a small majority, voted adversely on 
reporting this bill, but the sentiment in favor of doing something 
was so strong that it was decided to appoint a special sub- 
committee to prepare and report a substitute bill. The result 
of that action is the bill H. R. 21986, which was reported to the 
House and is now under consideration. This bill provides for 
three distinct purposes: First, it enables the States in which 
forests are located 

Mr. SHERLEY. Right at that point will the gentleman tell 
the House whether the question was considered of the power of 
Congress to give blanket right to the States to enter into such 
an agreement? If the gentleman will permit me to suggest, 
the Constitution provides that no State shall, without the 
sent of Congress, enter into any agreement or compact with 
another State. Now, I am not going to take the gentleman's 
time unnecessarily. 

Mr. WEEKS. I am not a lawyer, and it will be idle for me 
to indulge in a constitutional argument, but I believe that 
States may enter into agreements which would enable them to 
take up a forestry policy in cooperation, as well as individually. 

Mr. SHERLEY. There is no question as to the right of the 
yovernment to ratify such an agreement, but the question is 
whether you can give a blanket agreement in advance. 

Mr. WEEKS. I can not answer that question definitely, but 
I think we can. ’ 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I would like to ask tle 
gentleman from Massachusetts if that matter was considered in 
the committee. 

Mr. WEEKS. It was so considered, and I believe it is the 
opinion of the committee that it can be done. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. That we can give blanket 
consent in advance without knowing what the agreement will 
be? 

Mr. WEEKS. I think so. 

To continue what I was about to say when interrupted by 


CC. 


the 


con- 


| the gentleman from Kentucky, the committee decided fo insert 


section 1 of this bill. Personally, I do not believe that it wi 
be in any way operative or effective. Such a program! 
never been undertaken by States acting together, and it se"! 
to me that the best opinion indicates that any project ©! | 
kind should be undertaken by the General Government rr’ 
than by a few States cooperating for such purpose. I © 
hesitate to say that I believe this legislation should be 1 
general in character rather than applicable to the two res'" 
consantly referred to in proceedings which have tas: ( 
heretofore and in this bill. The present necessity seel 
greater in these regions than elsewhere, but there is lo ! 
why the navigation of rivers rising in other States should 1 
protected as well as those located in New England 0! 
Southern Appalachian region, and when this forestry ee 
is properly determined it will, in my judgment, include every 
section of the United States. I would have preferred | % °" 
without section 1, and should have so written it if I co ay 
done so. 

In its second section the bill provides for an appro): 
$100,000 to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to | 
with individua!s, 
ing them with expert advice and undertaking with 
policy of administration of forestry lands. The wer ( 
authorized to enter into agreements making regulations 








manner of cutting and removing timber and for protecting for- 


ostr'y ds against fires, but it very properly provides that in 
», ease shall the United States be liable for damages in case 
re results. This idea has been a part of practically every bill 
which has been introduced, and without doubt it should become 
, part of the permanent policy of the Government when this 
nrogramme is worked out in all its details. The same general 
benefits may be obtained from the protection of watersheds 





private ownership as through Government ownership, 
i the Government can stipulate the methods used in re- 
timber. 

3 of the bill provides for a National Forest Commis- 
be composed of ten members—five to be appointed by 
the President of the Senate and five by the Speaker of the 
House. It is desirable, in my judgment, that this be done. 
Every Member of Congress knows how difficult it is to properly 
consider 1 per cent of the legislation which is proposed for 
Congressional action. Even many of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, who have given considerable attention to 
this subject, have not yet determined in their own minds just 
how this policy should be undertaken to bring about the de- 
sired results and at the same time protect the Government. 

I think it will be difficult to understand the necessities for the 
insuguration of this policy without visiting the sections re- 
ferred to and giving much time on the ground to the whole 
Even those members of the committee who are fa- 
miliar with these regions and with the damage which is being 
lone through the unscientific and destructive manner in which 
timber is being removed are not absolutely sure in what way 
the Government can provide for the purposes of this programme, 





sion, to 


juestion. 


which eventually will mean appropriations involving at least | 


hundred millions of dollars, and probably much more, without 


incurring the liability of purchasing lands which are not neces- | the rivers and harbors of the country no longer exist 
5 ° ¢ . e | "livers { arpors > "Vv ger e@XISTS, 
sary or desirable or involving the Government in expenditures | We Tvers ane ; : 


There- | 


which should not under any circumstances be made. 
fore I say when we are instituting a new policy of as great fu- 
ture significance as I hope this will be, it is eminently wise that 
the fullest investigations be made before any considerable ap- 
propriations are made. 
Commission authorized in this bill shall report to the President 
of the United States not later than January 1, 1909, and the 
bill provides a suitable appropriation to pay the expenses of the 


investigation. 
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watersheds of the country, the number of acres of such iands, 
and the probable cost to conserve the navigability of the rivers. 

The forest reserves in the West are said to be worth $1,500,- 
000,000, all located west of the Mississippi River. The bill 
which the gentleman from South Carolina [|Mr. Lever] and my- 
self introduced calls for an appropriation of one-tenth of 1 per 
cent of that amount to establish reserves for the purpose of pre- 
serving the navigability of streams east of the Mississippi River, 
and, in our belief, the ultimate expenditure necessary to acquire 
the proper land would not exceed 1 per cent of the value of the 
lands held in forest reserve west of the Mississippi River. 

It is said that we have never acquired lands for forest-reserve 
purposes by direct purchase from the Treasury. ‘That is true. 
But what difference does it make to the taxpayers of this coun- 
try whether you appropriate money directly from the Treasury 
to secure the lands, or take property easily convertible into cash 
and appropriate that? If these lands were sold, they would be 
sold for the benefit of all the taxpayers in the country, and 
$1,500,000,000 would be put into the Treasury. 

It would have been infinitely better, in thousands of cases, 
had the Government purchased lands for forest purposes in the 
Far West, instead of allowing private owners to exchange lands 
for similar lands in other sections. [Applause.] Under that 
provision tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands of acres 
of cut-over land have been exchanged for virgin timber growth. 
The Government would have saved millions if it had purchased 
directly from the Treasury instead of allowing this exchange 
of lands. The rivers flowing into the Pacific have their head- 
waters protected by vast tracts of land included in national 
forest reserves, but the rivers flowing into the Atlantic, though 
of tenfold greater value for navigable purposes, are without 
protection. 

Opposition in Congress to the well-settled policy of improving 
Many 
fail to realize that in no way can money be spent more wisely 
to that end than in preserving the forests on the great moun- 
tain ranges—forests which are nature’s own storage reservoirs. 
Millions of dollars could be dispensed with in every river and 
harbor bill but for the fact that rivers and harbors, year by 
year, are filled up with silt brought down by freshets from the 
ranges. The most 


economical 


| way in the world to preserve the navigability of your rivers is 


One of the most significant movements which have been made | 


Tory . : : . . 
during this Adn stratic as > Cf gr et ; 7 ; ; 
lministration was the calling together of the gov- | the rivers and harbors located in the various States to remove 


ernors of all the 
natural resources, 


son 


States to consider the conservation of our 
There is no doubt in the mind of any per- 
who has given the subject the slightest consideration that 
e have been extremely prodigal in the past, and that we are 

e water powers and other means of replacing power which 
s heretofore been furnished by fuel supplies. 
is simply an incident of this broader policy which was advanced 
( the recent conference at the White House, only it is an inci- 
1 T 
id there is no doubt in my mind about our establishing a for- 
may policy which will not only preserve the natural beauties 


} 


ie mhountain region, conserve the water powers on our 
Lis, 


protect—to a certain degree, at. least—their naviga- 


y, but will also prove a source of large profit to. the Gov- 


leciAe While I regret that this bill does not take a more | 
ecided stand, does not mean a longer step in advance; while it 

*<pparent to anyone that it is inadequate to supply a suitable 

WSIS foe + 


Boe his ‘policy as it will finally be undertaken, still I 
“iter it a step in advance, a means to keep before the public 


which preceded the undertaking of the broader policy, | 


This movement | 
| futes it. 


desit ity of the whole question. It will have an educa- 
en on Congress itself, and through it, or as a result 

( ae ® next session of Congress or in some early future | 

mss Wwe will have instituted this most beneficent and use- | 

male policy, For those reasons I am going to give the bill 

sey regretting, as I do, that it does not furnish greater 

re a0 7 : t to the friends of our national forests. 

ir, LAMB, Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- | 

-" om om Hampshire [Mr. Currter}. 

wT. CURRIER, 


Mr. Speaker, this bill comes as a great dis- 


as i to the friends of the forest preservation in the | 
jo tan S a step in the right direction, and I shall vote | 
to by os “sition. We shall not relax our efforts, however, | 
bien ae t the policy in this House of purchasing tracts of 
he Sar on the purpose of preserving the navigability of 
this bil) streams, | One reason which leads me to support 
sion sh: Provision in the bill which reads that the commis- 


“port what lands ought to be acquired within the 


XLII——419 


| consideration of this subject. 


| to report back to Congress their findings. 


to preserve your mountain forests. How can any reasonable 
man insist that it is a constitutional, proper, and wise expendi- 
ture of money from the Federal Treasury continually to dredge 


the silt carried down by the floods caused largely by the de- 
struction of the forests, and unconstitutional, improper, 
unwise to appropriate money from the Federal Treasury 


and 
to 


cate aie : ; . | keep the silt from going into the rivers by establishing forest 
roaching the time when it will be necessary to carefully con- | ,. . 4 ; 


reserves which will, to a great extent, 
Proper to dredge out a channel, but 


filling up again. 


prevent these floods? 
improper to prevent its 
The mere statement of such a proposition re- 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. PoLLArp]. 

Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Speaker, while this bill does not en- 
tirely express my views as to what action should 
take, yet I propose to support it. The Committee on Agricul- 
ture has been devoting time more or less all winter to the 
Shortly after we began consid- 
eration of the appropriation bill, at the opening of Congress, 
we temporarily set aside that bill and devoted one day to the 
consideration of this subject and invited the people living in 
sections affected by this bill to come before us and be heard. 
We have since had hearings covering parts of three days on 
the subject. Before our committee there were presented three 
distinct propositions—one looking toward the purchase of the 
watersheds of these streams in order to conserve the flow of 
water of navigable streams, from the Treasury another looking 
to the purchase of the watersheds of these streams out of the 
earnings of the forest reserves, and another proposition looking 
to the supervision by the Government over these watersheds 
without the necessity of purchasing them. The last Congress 
appointed a commission and appropriated $25,000 to investigate 
the watersheds of these two mountain ranges and was directed 
In their report, on 
page the Commission states that there are 75,000,000 acres 
of land in that area that ought to be acquired in order to give 
full protection to the watersheds in the Southern Appalachians. 
This same report goes on to say that the average price of that 
land will be $3.50 per acre. The report also states that there 
are approximately two and one-quarter millions of acres in the 
White Mountains that can be purchased for $6 per acre. 


Congress 


oe 
32, 
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Mr. Speaker, I believe that the adoption of any of the bills | 
looking to the purchase of these areas ultimately will lead to | 
the expenditure of hundreds of millions of dollars. It will cost 
the Government before we get through more than we will expend 
in the construction of the Panama Canal. Consequently, this 
conunittee felt that before we launched the Government on a 
policy looking to the expenditure of vast sums of money we 
should first go down there and look the ground over for our- 
selves, so that when we brought the bill before Congress we 
would be in a position to state with authority from our own 
investigation what the facts were and how much it would be 
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| corrected and controlled by human activities. 


| rivulets at others, barren deserts, and destructive dro 





necessary to purchase in order to accomplish the object sought. 
lor that reason I am in favor of the pending bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I will, with the permission of the House, submit 
herewith as a part of my remarks the bill that I introduced 
on this subject (H. R. 21767) to create forest reserves outside 


“1 


ot existil 


the navigable streams, and for other purposes, which is as fol- 
lows 


it enacted, ctc., That the President of the United States is hereby 
ed to appoint a commission of five men, whose duty it shall be to 
investigation of the watersheds of the United States not in- 
clude I xi g national forests which contain the sources of navi- 
s; and report to him by particular description what parts 
watersheds have a direct and substantial connection with the 
servation and improvement of the navigability of rivers actually nay- 
ig le in whole or in part. 
Si) That the President of the United States is hereby authorized 
to declare, by proclamation, such parts of these watersheds having a 


dire 
gability of navigable streams as may be particularly described by the 


com 


aire 


ot these 


col 


authorized to make all needful rules and regulations for the supervision 
of d forest reserves. The object of such supervision shall be to con- 
improve the navigability of navigable streams by preserving 
h of immature timber, by preventing an unwarranted destruc- 
tion of timber by wasteful methods of cutting the same, by reforesting 
cut-over or denuded lands best suited for forest purposes in such man- 
ner as may be agreed upon with the owner thereof, and to protect the 
same from the ravages of fire. Any person, firm, or corporation that 
violates any of the provisions of this act, or the rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture as herein provided, shall be 
subject to a fine of not less than $1,000 or imprisonment for not less 
than six months for each and every offense. 
Si 3. That whenever any owner of forest lands sustains any 
clal loss as a result of the application of the provisions of this 


rer, 


,© ft 
the grow 


finar 


act to his property or seriously injure the value of his property, he 


may make application to the chief forester having supervision over 
the forest reserve of which his forest lands may be a part, or to the 
Chief of the Bureau of Forestry, Washington, D. C., for compensation 
therefor. Upon the receipt of such application for compensation the 
chief forester, or such person as the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry 
may direct, shall make a careful investigation of all the facts in ques- 
tion, and if possible make an amicable settlement with the owner, and 
report to the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry the terms of settlement, 
if settlement is agreed upon, together with a detailed statement of all 


the facts in the case, or where it is impossible to reach an agreement, | 


what, in his opinion, would be a fair compensation to the owner. 
the Secretary of Agriculture approves said terms of settlement, he 
shall cause warrants to be drawn in favor of said owner upon the 
Treasurer of the United States, to be paid out of any funds appropri- 
uted by Congress for the maintenance of the Forest Service. If the 
owner of said forest lands and the representative of the Forest Service 
are unable to agree upon the amount of compensation that should be 
allowed, or if, in his opinion, the amount of compensation Is excessive, 
the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry shall direct the appointment of a 
board of three appraisers, one to be appointed by the Chief of the 
Bureau of Forestry, one to be appointed by the owner of the forest 
lands in question, and the two appraisers thus selected to choose the 
third; and said board of appraisers shall determine what, in their 
opinion, would be fair compensation to the owner of the forest. When 
a majority of the appraisers agree upon the amount of compensation 
that should be allowed, they shall report the same to the Chief of the 
sureau of Forestry, who, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, shall cause a warrant to be drawn in favor of the owner 
for the amount of compensation as determined by the board of ap- 
praisers: Provided, however, That when the owner is dissatisfied with 
the amount of compensation allowed by the appraisers he shall have 
the right to agoeet from their decision to any district court of the 
United States for review. 

Sec. 4. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenses of the Commission 
herein provided for and for carrying into effect the terms of this act 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
theman from Virginia [Mr. SaAuNpERS]. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, some weeks since the rivers 
were in flood at Pittsburg. The accounts of consequent damage, 
loss, and suffering were heartrendering. Miles of territory in 
Greater Pittsburg were submerged. 


If 


business. Thousands of cellars were flooded. 
navigated in skiffs. Live stock perished in considerable num- 
bers. Disease and death followed the hardships imposed upon 
the people during the flood period, while the money loss ran into | 
the millions. Under present conditions, other floods, with even | 
more disastrous results, will continue to occur in different sec- | 
tious of our country in the years to come. 


The streets were 


g national forests in order to conserve the waters of | 


t connection with the conservation and improvement of the navi- | 


ission, provided for in section 1 of this act, as parts of the for- | 
est reserves of the United States. The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby | 


| marshes. 


May 21, 


The public is anxiously asking the question, whether the cargos 
of these floods are known, and if known, whether they can pe 

Science and experience are agreed on the causes and the 
remedy. 

The most potent cause is deforestation, the remedy for which 
is reforestation. 

Every country which has destroyed its forests has paid the 
inevitable penalty in silted streams, ravaged hillsides 
courses which are 


roaring torrents at times and dwindling 
The Holy Land was once a country of rivulets and ¢ 
fountains. The evidences of this are abundant. Her h 
mountains were stripped of verdure. What followed’ 
gushing fountains ceased to flow, the streams either 
peared or dwindled to mere threads, drought and des: 
settled on the land, and ages will be required to restore { 


ihe 


| country to its ancient fertility. 


Nor are other historic illustrations lacking to make eu 
assertion that water in a country and uniform stream 
pend upon the number of its trees. 

When the Dutch took possession of the Spice Islan 
were covered with a dense growth of spice trees. Raini 
water courses were abundant. In the interest of their 
oly, the Dutch destroyed an immense number of trees. 
this shortsighted policy they converted the islands into sa 
and barren wastes. 

The hills and mountains of Greece have been shorn of t! 
forests, and in consequence, many famous fountains now 
only in song, while rivers of historic fame have shrunk into 


| scanty brooks.” 


The same story is told of I'rance, Portugal, Asia Minor, 
tral Asia, Italy, and many portions of the New World. In 
a word, these results have followed in every country where 
shortsighted man has destroyed the forests that clothe the 
everlasting mountains. 

When Cortez conquered Mexico, the city of that name 
like Venice—a city of waters. Now it is far inshore, and the 
explanation of this recession of the lake is found in the de- 
struction of the forests which clothed the neighboring hil): 

In South America the famous Humboldt noted that L: 
Valencia had fallen 5 or 6 feet in a century, and its shor 
advanced many miles. Later the forests, which had been largely 
cut away, were allowed to grow again, and with this growth | 
waters in the lake continued to rise until they attained their 
former volume. s 

In Portugal drought, famine, and destitution have foll 
the destruction of her forests. 

But we need not draw all of our illustrations from the 

Recently Consul Harris, of Smyrna, reported as follows upon 
the effects of forest depletion in Syria: 

The disappearance of the forests in this country, especially in 
vilayet of Seeyrna, has been marked by greater degrees of heat 
cold. The date palm has practically become extinct in these 
In the winter and spring there are usually floods, which are « 
tive of life, property, and crops. In the summer there Is not § 
cient moisture in the soil of many districts, for the reason that 
rain passes away at once, down the woodless ravines, without 
absorbed by the ground. As a result large tracts have become 
Creeks and brooks which formerly retained considerable water, 
the heat of summer, are now nei dried up a few week 
spring rains. ‘These same creeks and brooks are becoming dee 
year by the process of floods, so that not only is the surfa e 
country greatly disfigured, but no bridges can be built strons ep 
withstand the annual rush of waters. It thus becomes impos 
get the crops and fruit to market at the proper time. 


Crop failures and famine in Asia Minor may therefore be tre 
the lack of forests. 


But if the influences of deforestation are certain, 
benefits of reforestation equally assured? The answer 
in the aflirmative. 

Wherever the experiment has been tried on any ! 
extended, and scientific plan, the results have conf! 
the predictions of science. . 

In the little island of St. Helena, reforestation has ( 
the supply of water since the time of the great Napoic 

In France, where reforestation has cost over 540,000," 
results have been equally happy. 

In transmitting a report concerning the methods emp 


Ww ed 


past. 


i ‘ : >» cultiy 
i ' securing » highest possible returns from the cu 
Many persons were driven from their homes and places of | 5CCUrDS the ghest | 


pine in France, Consul Murphy writes as follows fr 


| deaux during the present year: 


2,500,000 acres comprised in the Departi: 
than shifting sand dunes and diseas 
one of the Fichest, most prod’ 
healthful in France. This marvelous change has been roug 
the intelligent cultivation of pine forests. Immense —_, 
the country, the sand dunes and marshes have long - Te aust 
and the wood, charcoal, turpentine, rosin, and kindre 


Prior to 1803 the 
Landes were little more 
This section is now 











TH0d. 





wonderful prosperity to the entire department, which was 

most barren and miasmatic in France. The climate is 
and balmy, the great change being wrought by the forests. 
iver of clay beneath the sandy surface, formerly impervious 
has been so pierced by the roots of the pine, that there is 
ch drainage to the spongy earth below. 

| nufaecture of rosin, tar, turpentine, pitch, pyroligneous acid, 


the 


= var, ete. is conducted about the same as in Georgia and the 
« destined for “short life,” are bled as soon as they are bic 
er stand bleeding, when they have a circumference of a foot or 
1 the sapping of young trees being the only production of a new 


time, and when the “thinning out” time comes, they are 
eath.” and the timber used largely for pit props, the English 
tranteeing a steady and profitable market. The “ standing 
4 giving promise of most vigor, are never tapped until they 
feet in circumference. When these have reached the age 
60 years, they are cut down and utilized for telegraph poles, 
ete. 
ACK ng to recent reports, about 2,000,000 acres of the forests be- 
ot vate individuals and corporations, and 125,000 acres to the 
The Government now derives a handsome revenue from 
$95,811 in 1905, the last year for which statistics are avail- 
nst $640 in 1885, the first year showing any revenue there- 
which it has grown steadily. 
nt the spread of forest fires, wide trenches are dug about 
, and the space kept clear. 


Ww x 


t 
( ve 


country reforestation is in its infancy, but deforesta- 
has gone on apace. There is nothing in the history of 
rid, that furnishes a parallel to the slaughter of our for- 
With our inventive genius spurred to action by the im- 
mense returns promised from the conversion of timber into 
imber, we have produced new and wonderful appliances for 


the Ww 


s great work of forest destruction. An immense acreage 
f stately trees has been converted into savage, fire-swept 


id the work goes steadily ahead, “ entailing on poster- 

two great evils, a scarcity of timber—whether for lumber or 
fuel—and a searcity of water.” 

ast few years, coincident with our disappearing for- 

ests. and 


ast, of the public has begun to awaken to the fact 


that we ' killing the goose that lays the golden eggs. 
In N England, where so many industrial towns are depend- 
ent upon the steady flow of her streams, it has been found that 


the destruction of the forests has had 


ods at one 


its effect in disastrous 
time, and equally disastrous droughts at others. 
demand for a “ White Mountain Forest Reserve.” 
» South, in the States of North Carolina, South Carolina, 
| Georgia, the wonderful development of their industrial 
shave made them students of water power, and water 
ily. They have 


Hence the 


been quick to learn two lessons: First. 
that their industries are dependent on water power, and, sec- 


of 
cl 1 | 


} 


VaAInaAdDIC 


the 


rest 


streams. Hence the demand for an “Appa- 
Reserve.’ These movements have veceived the 
lil aid and enthusiastic support of President Roosevelt, 
and of Mr. Gifford Pinchot, Chief of the Forestry Service. 

Nor has the country at large been slow to realize that what 
s to be done in this respect must be done quickly. Boards of 
rade, Civic Organizations of many kinds, Farmers’ Alliances, 
Women’s Clubs, Forest Associations, Mountain Clubs, Institutes 
i Engineers, Federation of Women’s Clubs, Associations of 
College Presidents, Associations for the Advancement of Science; 


sia ry 


it forest reserve in the White Mountains and South- 


chians, 
At the present session of Congress Mr. Lever, of South Caro- 
it, Introduced a bill to acquire “ national forests in the South- 
Appa ichians and the White Mountains.” This bill, which 
S$ duly 


referred to the Committee on Agriculture, provides 
Secretary of Agriculture shall, in his discretion, ac- 
ire Tor the purposes of national forests by purchase, or by 
it, hot by condemnation, lands more valuable for the regula- 


Stam flow than for other purposes, and situated on 
© Wat eds of the navigable streams in the Southern Appa- 
. 7 Mountains within the States of Maryland, Virginia, 
vo irginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Ala- 
“ mente ky, and Tennessee, and in the White Mountains 
“aM i the States of New Hampshire, and Maine. 
——— Usition may, in many cases, be conditioned upon 
' *XCe)tion and reservation to the owner from whom title 
USSOR ty 


United States, of the minerals and of the mer- 


pe — ( ber, or either, or any part of them, within, or upon 
. “ncs at the date of conveyance, but in every such case 
such 7 
eX on and reservation, and the time within which 
SUCH tir 


shall be removed, and the rules and regulations 
the cutting and removal of such timber and the 
removal of such minerals shall be done shall be 
the written instrument of conveyance, and there- 
hing, cutting, and removal of the timber and min- 


inder W hy 
iiihing 
OX rege, 


after the 


increasing uses for water power and lumber, a por- | 


water power is equally dependent on forests at the | 


| 
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| year, as the settlers push their way toward 
ire some of the factors in the present movement to estab- | 
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erals so excepted and reserved, shall be done only under, and 
in obedience to, the rules and regulations so expressed. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall advertise in 
the several States named in section 1, for lands to be acquired 
under the provisions hereof; and as between lands of equal 
value, the lowest bids shall be accepted: Provided, That the See- 
retary of Agriculture shall have the right to reject any, and all 
bids. 

Sec. 3. That no deed or other instrument of conveyance shall 
be accepted or approved by the Secretary of Agriculture under 
this act, until the legislature of the State in which the land lies 
shall have consented to the acquisition of such lands by the 
United States for national forest purposes. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of Agriculture may do all things 
necessary to secure the safe title in the United States to the 
lands to be acquired under this act; but no payment shall be 
made for any such land, until the title shall be satisfactory to 
the Attorney-General, and shall be vested in the United States. 

That portion of this reserve which begins in Georgia, South 


Carolina, and North Carolina, enters Virginia in the counties 


| of Grayson, Carroll, and Patrick and proceeds through Frank- 


lin, Bedford, and the tier of counties lying along the Blue 
Ridge, until the Potomac River is reached. The other portion 
of the reserve is found in the eastern portion of the States of 
Tennessee, Kentucky, and West Virginia, reaching likewise to 
the Potomac, and going slightly into Maryland, 

In this great forest area is found the largest body of bard 


| wood in the United States—in fact, it is stated that the future 


hard-wood supply hinges on the control of the Appalachian 
Mountains. “ Forty-eight per cent of the hard wood of the 
country was produced in the Appalachians in 1906, and they 


must be counted on for a much larger proportion in the future.” 

While the demand for hard wood has been steadily growing, 
the cut has been as steadily declining, and the end is in sight, 
unless some wise methods of conservation are put into effect 
without delay. 

Including the timber in the Appalachians, the present supply 
of hard wood will last for about sixteen years, according to the 
latest statistics, 

It will be seen from these figures that the bill for this great 
reserve was not introduced a moment too soon, nor should there 
be any delay in its passage. A similar measure was passed 
by the Senate in 1907, so that if the bill now before us passes 
the House, it may be reasonably presumed that it will become 
a law at the present session. 

Should this be done, unborn generations will rise up to bless us. 

Nor will the attendant cost of this great scheme be excessive. 
The lands are to be secured by peaceful negotiations with the 
owners, and not by condemnation. Much of this land is rough 
and valueless for any purpose, save for growing trees. Clear- 
ing for cultivation has been going on in these mountains for 
years. On the lower slopes and foothills there is, or rather was, 
some shallow, but fertile soil. This soil has long since been 
gullied out, and washed away, so that the owners have aban 


| doned the lower clearings, for clearings higher up on the face of 


the mountains. And so the process ever goes on from year 


the 


to 
and 


steeper, 


more rugged portions of the mountains. 

The movement is always toward the higher lands, those lower down 
having finished their course. 

But all of these abandoned areas are “ fundamentally forest 
lands,” and under a comprehensive and properly administered 
system, the forests will be readily replaced. 

It is true that scattered here and there throughout this vast 
area, and entirely within its confines, are some good farming 
lands, the homes of contented and prosperous people. But the 
establishment of the forest reserve will in no wise interfere 
with the conduct and operation of these farms, or, indeed, of 
any farms, whose owners do not care to voluntarily part with 
their possessions at an agreed price. The process of acquisition 
will make a market for lands that are not salable, in the main, 
for agricultural, or other purposes, and, on the whole. a consid- 
erable expenditure of money will be required, but, in comparison 
with the certain results to be secured, this expenditure will be 
comparatively insignificant. 

Few people realize the capital, the population, and the indus- 
tries, that are dependent upon the maintenance of steady stream 
flow in the rivers that head in the Southern Appalachians. 

In the Piedmont regions of North Carolina, South Carolina, 


and Georgia, water power operates sawmills, planing mills, 
woolen mills, knitting mills, furniture factories, and cotton- 


seed oil mills to an extent equal to that used in the cotton fac- 
tories. Hence, the preservation of the Appalachian forests is a 
matter of vital importance to these industries. 
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The following figures relating to the cotton factories in these 
States will be of interest: 
THE IMI 
MILL 
Ok ATED 
CAROLINA, SOUTH 
OPERATION ARE 
APPALACHIAN 


The accompanying table gives a list of the cotton mills which are 
being operated in the Piedmont regions by water power. It gives other 
data, as exhibited by the heading of each column. ‘The table is com- 
piled to show what intere are involved in the maintenance of the 

gular flow of water in the various streams on which the power is 
mad It shows the cotton consumed, the operatives, the number of 
spindles and the number of looms. The number of operatives should 
be multiplied by at least three in order to show how 
are dependent upon this resource. 
fair to assume that the water power used for all other manufacturing, 
such as operating sawmills, planing mills, woolen mills, knitting mills, 
furniture factories, cotton-seed oil mills, etc., would make an addi- 
tional amount equal to that employed in the operation of the cotton 


RTANCE 


ING 


OF THE 
INDUSTRY OF 
BY WATER 


APPALACHIAN FOREST RESERVE TO THE 
THE SOUTH STATISTICS OF THE COTTON MILLS 
POWER IN THE PIEDMONT REGIONS OF NORTH 

CAROLINA, AND GEORGIA, WHOSE INTERESTS AND 
VITALLY INVOLVED IN THE PRESERVATION OF THE 


FORESTS. 


sts 


mills and would involve the interest of as many people in respect to 


employment. 

Therefore it is seen that the preservation of the mountain forests, 
which is the main influence in regulating the flow of these streams from 
the mountains, is a matter of the most vital importance. 
said that when the mountains of Lebanon were covered with cedars and 
other forest trees Palestine supported in affluence a population of 10,- 
000,000, After and since the denudation of the mountains of Lebanon, 
Palestine has scarcely supported 500,000 people, and these, in the main, 
in poverty. 

The following aggregate figures are the totals taken from the table: 
Capital stock $44, 226, 100 
Number spindles - 2, 759, 201 
Number looms 53, 308 
Number employees 710 
Number horsepower_— 516 
Number bales per year 3s 

Counting eleven-hour day. 


395 
The total value of the annual production of the mills enumerated is 
approximately $86,504,644. 


in the table North and South Carolina and Georgia are considered. 

Virginia, Kentucky, and Tennessee have extensive interests, 
not comprehended in this enumeration, which must be added 
to swell the grand total given. 

The cotton manufactured in these factories is worth over 
$70,000,000 in its final form. Over 60,000 hands are given em- 
ployment, and counting families, something like 240,000 people 
are dependent on these mills, 

in the White Mountains will be found the sources of four 
important streams, the Connecticut, the Merrimac, the Saco, and 
the Androscoggin. ‘These streams furnish a very large amount 
of water power, and support a considerable population engaged 
in industrial operations. 

it is stated that the Merrimac alone, supports a population of 
350,000 people, with property assessed at $240,000,000, and 
drives mills worth $100,000,000, employing 80,000 people, who 


LO 


earn annually in wages $37,000,000. 


All of these great industries, North and South, are menaced | of necessity. 


Their con- | 


by the continued deforestation of our mountains. 
tinued operation and prosperity, depend upon the sustained and 
orderly flow of the streams which furnish the water power 
necessary to drive their wheels. 

Cut away the trees, and the streams become mere threads at 
times, and destructive torrents at others. These torrents, in 
their roaring progress, Sweep away dams and buildings, spread 
sand and gravel over fertile fields, and later silt up the lower 
reaches of navigable rivers. 

This is no fanciful picture, or overdrawn statement. It is 
estimated that each year the flood damages in the United States 
exceed $100,000,000. 

“Our inland waters are our greatest national resource. The 
water flowing down our Western mountains, far exceeds in 
vaiue the fabulous wealth represented by all the metals and 
minerals lying between the Rockies, and the Pacific. To-day 
most of this resource is wasted.” 

is this the nation to idly allow this vast wealth to be an- 
nually lost to us when a wise system of reforestation and forest 
maintenance will save a large portion of it, not at once, but in 
increasing proportions from year to year? 

Should we hesitate to enter upon a comprehensive policy of 
forest preservation and maintenance, when the experience of all 
other countries points the way in that direction? 

We are investing hundreds of millions in the Panama Canal, 
and are prepared to invest other hundreds of millions in our 
internal waterways, all upon the idea that, in a certain large 
sense, these investments will pay. Now, it is just as certain 
that forest reserves will pay. 

Are we not all agreed as to the terrible effects that defor- 
estation has caused in China, in the Mediterranean states, and 
in many other countries? 

If torrential overflows, destructive droughts, barrenness, and 
desolation have resulted from the destruction of the forests, is 


COTTON | 


it not a clear case that fertility, rainfall, and uniformity of 


stream fiow will return when we replace the trees? 

The process may be a slow and tedious one, for it 
easier, in this case as in many others, to destroy than to |} 
up, but the results are certain and definite. Other countries 
have learned by sad experience what it means to destroy that 
precious national asset, the stately forest, which has been the 
growth of ages. 

Speaking from the experience of his own country, Mr. Jusso. 


far 


lild 


| rand, the French ambassador, made the following statement 


many people | 
It seems that it would be entirely | 


It has been | 





at the National Rivers and Harbors Congress in Wash 
on December 4, 1907: 


It is an absolute principle: No forests, no waterways. Without for. 
ests regulating the distribution of waters, rainfalls are at once carried 
to the sea, hurried sometimes, alas! across the country. After haying 
devastated the neighboring fields, the rivers find themselves again with 
little water and much sand ; and with such rivers, how will you fil! your 
canals? * * * ‘The question is as clear as can be: Do you want 
to have navigable rivers, or do you prefer to have torrents that wil! 
destroy your crops and never bear a boat? If you prefer the first, then 
mind your forests. We can tell you, for we know. 2.2 

If the Mississippi is the “ Father of Waters,” the forest is the father 
of the Mississippi. 


He might have added that two-thirds of the torrents of Eu- 


ngton 


| rope are in France, and that the losses which they have caused, 


are almost incalculable. These torrents are now largely under 
control, as the result of a comprehensive system of reforesta- 
tion, and scientific forestry. 

The situation with us is one of rapidly vanishing forests, in- 
creasingly destructive floods, and irregular and diminishing 
water power. 

Such is the diagnosis of the case, by common agreement. 

The prognosis is, that the evil will increase, unless some rem- 
edy is applied. At this point the Forestry Department offers a 
remedy which has been tried, with the happiest results, in 
other countries. This remedy is simple in statement, and sim- 
ple in practice. Conserve existing forests, and plant new ones. 

‘“Many people in this country think that forestry had never 


| been tried, until the Government began to practice it upon the 


national forests. Yet forestry is practiced in every civilized 
country in the world, except China and Turkey. It gets results 
which can be got in no other way, and which are necessary to 
the general welfare. 

“Forestry is not a new thing; it was discussed two thousand 
years ago, and has been studied and applied with increasing 
thoroughness ever since. The principles of forestry are every- 
where the same. They rest on natural laws which are at work 
everywhere, and all the time. It is simply a question of how 
best to apply these laws to fit local needs, and conditions. No 
matter how widely countries may differ in size, climate, popu- 
lation, industries, or government, provided only they have for- 
ests, all of them must come to forestry at some time, as a matter 
The more advanced and progressive countries 
arrive first, and go farthest in forestry, as in other things. In- 
deed, we might almost take forestry as a yardstick with which 
to measure the height of a civilization. On the one hand, the 
nations which follow forestry most widely and systematica!'y 
would be found to be the most enlightened nations. (On the 
other hand, when we applied our yardstick to such countries 
as are without forestry, we could say, with a good deal of a> 
surance by this test alone, ‘ Here is a backward nation.’ 

“ The countries of Asia and Europe, taken together, have | assed 
through all the stages of forest history, and applied all the know! 
principles of forestry. They are rich in forest experience 
The lessons of forestry have been brought home to them by 
hard knocks. Their forest systems have been built up —_ 
ally, as the result of hardship. Every step of the way towat 
wise forest use, the world over, has been made at tle Siar! 
spur of want, suffering, or loss. As a result, the seiciive 
forestry is one of the most practical, and most direct! en - 
of all the sciences, It is a serious work, undertaken as @ 1!" 
ure of relief, and continued as a safeguard against futur 
calamity. It is a living science. 

“The United States, then, in attacking the problem 
best to use its great forest resources, is not in the pos! pub 
pioneer in the field. There is no need for years of ex ne 
with untried theories. The forest principles which hu» —- 
years of actual practice have proved to be right, are at > 
mand.” 

In the management of our national forests, the Govern 
not working in the dark. It is merely putting into eX) 
principles tried, and found to be correct. | esl 

In the German Empire are about 350,000,000 acres of *”! . 
lands. A diminishing wood supply and a need of f eae 
protect agriculture and conserve streams drove Germa'') Ms ec 
up forestry. The results of this undertaking have be a as 
satisfactory. A great improvement in the stream flow, 8¥°° 
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se in the yield of wood, both for fuel and timber, 
ted from the systematic administration of the Ger- 
- with forests in as bad shape as our cwn, forestry 
bas raised the average yield of wood per acre from 
t in 1830, to 65 cubic feet in 1904. In the same 
ne it trebled the proportion of saw timber got from 
, which means that through the practice of for- 
timber lands of Germany are of three times better 
lay than formerly, and in fifty-four years it in- 
money returns from an average acre of forest, seven- 


cut 


not be supposed, however, that there is no scientific 

the United States, or that no systematic efforts have 

le to repair the ravages of the lumbermen, and to con- 

f our greatest national assets. Fortunately for the 

Gifford Pinchot, in 1898, was asked to take the 

new Bureau of Forestry, and from that time he has 

pushing its work, in the face of many discourage- 

| in spite of many difficulties. The -results secured 
astonishing. 


\fy 


he eage of our national forests has been enlarged by over | 


oO acres, and the number of foresters has been in- 
‘rom twelve, to twelve hundred, all trained men, ex- 
1 their line of work. 
hlic attitude has been completely reversed, active in- 
has replaced apathetic indifference, while tree planting 
s been taken up the country over. 
Vhat has brought about this wonderful change in the public 
ie, this acute, popular interest in the work of the Bureau? 
In part it has been induced by the intelligent and well- 
| activities of Mr. Pinchot’s department, and in other 
part it has been caused by observation of the stu- 
lous results of forest destruction. 
pressive statement of these results was recently made 
League of Improvement Societies of Rhode Island. 
Floods upon the rivers, which even now are estimated 
ition one hundred millions a year, and which are 
nstantly becoming more disastrous. 
ond. Loss of soil, valued at many millions of dollars a 
ind amounting to at least a billion tons, which fills up and 
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painful process of restoration and replenishment. In 


advance 


of that time, this nation will acquire those great domains in 
which the rivers of twelve Eastern and Southeastern States 
| have their sources. We will conserve them for ourselves and 
for posterity. In these great forests a host of active and busy 
men will be at work. New forests will be planted. Old forests 
will be intelligently cut. tarren hillsides will be restored. 
| The old and destructive processes of lumbering will be abolished, 

Taking the forest principles which have been approved by the 
experience of centuries, we will not blindly follow precedents, 
but will evolve a system truly American in its spirit, and its 


adaptation to our conditions, while it conserves all that is bi 
in the systems of the Old World. Nor is it to be supposed that 


| these forests are to be a burden on the Government. They will 
be more than self-supporting. They will yield an annual 
revenue which, if we may accept the experience of other nations, 
will increase from year to year. Germany, France, Austria, 


Switzerland, and many other countries of Europe, all show 
“how great a yield of wood and money may be brought about 
by the systematic, coherent, and continued application of 
scientific forestry.” 

It is an illuminating experience for an American to travel 
over the continent of Europe, and to see the care and scientific 
skill with which the governments there look after the woods. 

I know of communities in Germany where the forests, owned 
in common by the municipality, pay the entire taxes by their 
annual yield under a system by which they are kept unimpaired. 
Happily for Switzerland, the early inhabitants, over a thou- 
sand years ago, saw the effects upon their valleys and hill- 
sides, of the destruction of the forests. After visiting deforested 
mountain sides, and devastated valleys in the United States, 
it is a liberal education to see the Swiss mountains cultivated 
up to the snow line, the farmhouses perched so high that they 
look like fairy cabins in the air, and the trees growing so as 
to catch and hold the water from the melting snows. Except 
for this intelligent care, Switzerland would to-day be unin- 
habitable, these farms would have long ago disappeared from 
the mountain sides, the valley farms would have been destroyed 
by torrents, and the streams rendered useless by the uneven 
fall of water. There is almost as much care in Switzerland, 
France, and Germany, of the tree, as of the human being, to 





roys storage reservoirs and navigable rivers and chokes 


ountry. 
Third. Extinction of the nation’s supply of hard wood, to- 
r with the great industries dependent on it. 


Fourth. Increased cost of building materials, placing a bur- 
nsom iditional tax on every property owner and rent payer 
1 the United States. 


— Loss of agricultural production, by the destruction of 
oil fertility. 

Sixth. Destruction of recreation places, needed for the health 
id enjoyment of the people. 

Seventh. Devastation of thousands of square miles of na- 
nal domain, which are being rendered wholly unfit for habita- 
h, or any other public use. 

“ighth. Failure of navigation and water power, caused by 
‘he floods of springtime, and the increasing severity of the 





umer droughts, destroying navigation on scores of rivers, and 
iivating the possibilities of future water power for indus- 


iow producing $500,000,000 a year. 
ut | put that of Mr. Pinchot: 


forests fail, the lumber business, now the fourth greatest 
e country, will of course disappear. Suffering among all 
s will immediately follow; mining will become vastly 


ill rise; by this the railroads will be directly affected, and 
nsportation and water power for lighting, manufacturing, 
tion will immediately increase. All goods made from 

these mines will Increase in price, which will hamper not 
ire, but the cost of production generally. In fact, when 
il every man, woman, and child in the United States 
¢ pinch. And through misuse the forests are failing rapidly. 


xnow what will happen when the forests are gone. We 
that if the present processes of destruction continue un- 
‘d, rivers, in time, will run dry, and “the barren, 


Uachians will rear their scarred and ravaged sides” 
deserts, 


eel ft 


Ww 


Ay 


‘ things are not on us as yet. There is still a rich herit- 


ce tO  & heritage that will yield “wealth beyond the 
avarice,” but the end is in sight. 
ntinue the waste and destruction of our national 
ill we conserve them?” ‘This is the pregnant 
can be bind a by President Roosevelt, and to this question there 
mt dln answer. 
must, and will conserve them. 


We will nes “ ‘ 
waste will Hot wait until the last hard lesson is learned, until 


o 
rces. « «} 


luestion. m 










rbors along the whole eastern and southern coast line of the | 


Side by side with this | 


then naturally the price of coal, iron, and all other | 


‘ad ruin admonish us that we must begin the slow and 


prevent injury, or to punish injury.” 

This direct return of lumber and revenue from our national 
| forests will be something distinct from and in addition to their 
effect upon climate, rainfall, and stream flow. 

The time may well come in the near future, as predicted by 
a distinguished engineer, when the water of our rivers, secured 
| by dams at short intervals, may furnish the homes of our people 
| with the warmth which we now derive from burning coal or 
wood. 

If our homes are to be heated by the falling waters of our 
rivers, as this scientist predicts, then we can not begin too soon 
to take the steps necessary to maintain the steady supply and 
needed volume in these streams. In a word, we must conserve 
our forests. 

The pithy statement of Mr. Jusserand is true: 
no streams.” 

The project is not one in which the East or the South is 
exclusively interested. Apart from the other benefits that 
inure to the entire country, from the establishment of this great 
reserve, the preservation of the hard woods of the Appalachians 
will insure the continued existence in the Middle West of many 
wood-working establishments, which will derive their raw mate- 
rial from this quarter. These establishments represent millions 
of capital, and employ thousands of men. Hence they are vi- 
tally interested in a project that, if carried out, assures them 
not only a regular, but an increasing, supply of the material so 
essential to the maintenance and steady conduct of their business. 

So far the forest reserves of the United States have been con- 
fined to the Far West. In the East we have but little idea of 
| what a great forest reserve is. Somehow most of us picture 
it as a wilderness, a solitude uninvaded by man, where through 
the age-long centuries, the monarchs of the grove flourish un- 
| touched, until at last the whole vast area will be clothed with 
trees as stately and-as mighty as those which formed the “ for- 
est primeval.” And yet nothing could be farther from the 
reality. Such a reserve will be a hive of industry. Trees will 
be falling all the time. Every form of timber will be sold or 
put to some use. The whole adjacent country will reap imme- 
diate advantage from its proximity to such a forest. 

The establishing of a national forest— 


Says the president of the Appalachian National Forest Asso- 
ciation— 


instead of taking the region and its products from the public, converts 
the territory into public domain of such a character that the surround- 


“No forests, 
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directly or indirectly, reap every advantage. Timber suita 

luinbering is annually disposed of; where the land is fitted for 

e, grazing permits are issued; if there be mineral wealth, the 

tay be developed by any citizen; hotels, resorts, residences, 

ves, power plants, and mills may be built; the streams may be fished, 

e lands hunted, and campers may take their holidays in the forest 
litude at will. In short, a great national park, self-supporting, fos- 
tering home industries, preserving our highways of commerce, our 
water power and supply, the fertility of our soil, the salubriousness of 
our climate, and the general welfare of our section, and giving to our 


posed Appalachian national forest. 

Mr. Speaker, a most impressive conference has recently ad- 
journed in this city. Called to consider the vreat question of 
the conservation of our national resources, tuis conference has 
presented to the country in its discussion o* subjects related to 
this great theme an impressive mass of pregnant facts and 
fruitful suggestions. 

Ve are justly proud of our greatness, hut this greatness, in a 
measure, has been thrust upon us. Such has been the plenitude 
of our resources, that it has required no special effort, no nota- 
ble struggle, on our part to become great. We have seen no 
end to onr riches, but have treated our resources as an inex- 
haustible storehouse, and in the enjoyment of the present, have 
apparently taken no thought of the future. 

tut this attitude is not only unphilosophical, it is unpa- 
triotic. We must begin to build for the future, to arrange for 
posterity. As parents we should transmit an ample, if not an 
undiminished, inheritance to our children. 


The establishment of this forest reserve is only one phase of | 


this great policy of conservation, of taking thought for the 
morrow. 

The time has come— 

To quote the striking words of the President— 


to inquire seriously what will happen when our forests are gone; when 
the coal, the iron, the oil, and the gas are exhausted; when the soils 
shall have been still further impoverished and washed into the streams, 
polluting the rivers, denuding the fields, and obstructing navigation. 
These questions do not relate only to the next century or to the next 
generation. It is time for us now as a nation to exercise the same 
reasonable foresight in dealing with our great natural resources that 
would be shown by any prudent man in conserving and widely using 
the property which contains the assurance of well-being for himself and 
his children. 


of our forests. We know that we face their exhaustion before | ; 
* our fo : “| vation. It means more delay—and procrastination has been th 


order of the day—in this momentous matter. 


the middle of the century is reached. 


We know that the growth of our forests is but one-third of | 


the annual cut. We know what a timber famine will mean. 
We know into how many homes and industries the effects of 


this famine will penetrate. We know, unless the experience of | tered by this little apology for the real legislation so earnest! 


the Old World countries is at fault, what forestry has done, 
and what it can do. We know that like causes, under the same 


conditions, will produce like effects everywhere. We know that | ith guentel this keshift, Instead of the House of 

we are not exempt from the operation of natural laws, and that | VW’)! Suspicion on this makesilit, instead of me! 

a treeless country, in time, will be a waste and desolate coun- | 

try. And knowing all of these things, which reveal our plain | - 
: ; * . I | the powers that be in this House direct that the committee bring 


duty to the people of the plains, and of the mountains, to the 
people of the sections immediately affected and, in the larger 
view, to the people of the entire country, should we hesitate 


to pass a bill which will establish this great forest reserve, and | 


turn it over to the custody and fostering care of the nation, so 
long as it shall endure? [Applause.] 

[Mr. SMITH of California addressed the House. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, while I do not approve of all 
of the provisions of this bill, and I concur somewhat in the view 
with regard to some of its provisions expressed by the gentle- 


the effect of section 2, which, I agree with him is dangerous | 
| mission business—te a commission to investigate 


and likely to lead to the rankest sort of paternalism if not care- 
fully administered, yet this legislation is so conservative com- 
pared with the extravagant ideas of paternalism and federalism 
run mad which have been promulgated widely with regard to 


forestry legislation, that I shall vote for it as possibly the best | 


compromise to be had. I am one of those who believe that the 


among their citizens, can and ought to care for the forests | 


within their borders. I believe it is the duty of the States, and 
I can not give my assent to the ideas of the establishment of 


which have been so widely promulgated. 
The first section authorized agreements among the States 


which may be helpful in securing needed cooperation among | 


them not only for forest preservation in the East, but to settle 
vexed questions of water rights in the West. The provision 
for a commission is, in my opinion, a wise one and will, I trust, 
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lead to recommendations which will point the way to 


May 


forest preservation by the individuals and the Sta 


embarking on the extravagant, unwise, 
periment of the purchase and control by 


the nation 


areas of woodland. Mr. Speaker, if this measure shal! 
fully and conservatively administered, it may accom) 


mountain counties a steady source of income, is the purp“se of the pro- | results, and I hope it will. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has ex; 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous co 


extend my remarks in the Recorp. 


Mr. LAMB. That is, on the subject-matter. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request is gr: 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to t! 


man from Missouri [Mr. Rucker]. 


Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, if the provisions of 
known as the *‘ Lever-Currier bill,” are as important to 


ple of the United States as its advocates contend, and 
Government ought to expend many millions—proba}h)|) 


t 


| proper encouragement by the National Government and 
and danger 


S with 


tout 


iS @X 


f 


r 


vast 


ne ne 


1 


dreds of millions—of dollars in acquiring title to many mil 


ing the water flow in section covered in that bill, 
ought to meet the issue squarely and courageously a 
the Lever-Currier bill. If we are not willing to do that, we 
should not compromise on this measure, which fails 
the demands and expectations of the supporters of t! 
Currier bill, but which, I fear, will commit the Government { 
a policy which will result in the ultimate enactment of suc 
legislation. At present I am opposed to the Lever-Currier } 
This bill will involve the Government in the adminis 


the private business of thousands of pri 


rate citizens 


| of acres of worthless land for the alleged purpose of preser 
| and conserving the forest in that vast territory and 1 


r 


enormous expense, and, in my judgment, result in end 


| gation, without producing any corresponding or 


benefits to the people, hence I shall vote against it. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this bill to create a forest con 

mission to investigate something and report next year nothing 

regarding the protection of the forests within the watersheds of 


inta 
len we 
1 en: 


TO meet 


Leve! 


ation 
entai 


CSS ill 


substantia 


We at least have all the facts squarely before us in the matter | the White Mountains and the Southern Appalachian range is 


sad disappointment to the real friends of genuine forest prese1 


We had indulged 


the hope that the Appalachian forest reservation bill would lv 
reported and passed before this session of Congress adjourned: 
but, alas, our fondest expectations are again destined to be shat 


demanded by the far-seeing people of the country. 
Now, I want to say that I am opposed to this delay. 


I look 


Representatives responding to the appeals of the people and 
meeting this great question in a broad and statesm:n 


ke Wi 


in this bill to delegate away our legislative rights to a perfun 
tory commission. It is a great mistake. The people : 
We are * 


humbugged. The pretext will not answer. 
| to legislate on this question, and on all other questions 
| should not seek to escape the responsibility. The © 
| the lawmaking body of this Government. 


The peo] 


us to legislate, and if we are too indolent or too igno! 
incompetent to do it, we ought to be manly enough to s 


resign and go home and let the people elect Members whe 
| capable enough and competent enough and industrio 


to legislate, not only on this matter, but on all other 
I am opposed to delegating away the powers of the 


| branch of the Government to irresponsible 
man from California [Mr. Smita], particularly with regard to | 


against legislation by commission. I do 


commissi 
not like 


commission-made law. I am opposed to this legis! 


schedules, to a commission to report on banking snd 
to a commission to look into this matter of forest pr 
and to commissions to do various other things. It is 


It all means delay—more procrastination. 


These ¢ 


| to do this, and to do that, and to do something or 
States, if they will and desire to, if there is a proper public spirit | 


merely excuses for delay and for junketing parties, 
being to have a good time, created to spend the peo)’ 
and nine times out of ten utterly useless and barre! 


us obey their mandates and endeavor to 
tions. 


I am in favor of preserving our forests by intellig« 


| cial results. We are sent here to do the people’s bus 
Federal forest provinces covering vast areas of sovereign States | 


meet th 


legislation. I am in favor of protecting our water 
utilizing to the utmost our numerous rivers as they 
the mountains to the seas; and I believe that now |! 


time to begin as some time in the future. 
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ts: we must protect our watersheds; we must promote 
es of our rivers from source to sea. This is the plain 

. hour; and if we fail to do it, we invite the deluge 

the desert. This is a great economical question. I 
House that delay in this matter is dangerous. Let us 

ty now and not endeavor to escape responsibility by 

our powers to this commission that will be impotent 
ish permanent results, 
vhat does this little commission bill do? Briefly, it 
the first section, that the consent of the United 
given to any State to enter into any compact or 
t, not in violation of the law of the United States, 
other State or States. The second section makes an 
tion of $100,000 to enable the Secretary of Agricul- 
ter into cooperative arrangements with the States or 
rs of private woodlands for the administratio. and 
of the same. Just what the result of that will be 
[ know not. The remaining sections of the bill provide for the 
nt of a commission of ten members, five to be ap- 
ted by the Speaker of the House and five to be appointed by 
the presiding officer of the Senate; these ten to take into con- 
ler n all questions relating to the proposed forest reserva- 
ns of the White and Appalachian mountains, 
ion of the committee in this matter—from the bill to 
ing, now pending in the committee, to this commission 
st sprung on us, to do nothing—is the merest kind of a 
akeshift—the rankest kind of an apology—intended only for 

id to escape responsibility; and the whole proceeding is 
deplorable. I regret it exceedingly, and I appeal to the 

and to the sagacity and to the patriotism of the Mem- 
bers of Congress to do something substantial now before it is 
We are behind the age on this all-important question 

ie conservation of our natural resources. We have received 

echty heritage and with it a corresponding responsibility. 
We are the trustees for future generations; and we will be 
false to ourselves, false to our country, and false to our trust 
if we do not do our duty and preserve, in so far as we can, 
what we enjoy for the benefit of those that come after us. Let 
is be true to our trust and true to the ages yet to come, and 

vays bear in mind that willful waste makes woeful want. 

Mr. Speaker, we must preserve our forests; we must protect 
our we must look after our rivers, from their 
It is one of the most important questions of 
the day, and further delay is criminal. We must wake up before 
our forests are denuded and our rivers destroyed. After the 
forests are gone this is what will happen: The soil dries up, 

ses its fibrous life, and by erosion is rapidly washed down 

to the rivers, where it is deposited to the detriment of naviga- 

i, necessitating millions of dollars of Government money each 

‘ for dredging. The heavier forest débris, which is not 
ved, dries up and becomes a tangled mass of timber, that 

es fire from the hunter’s or the woodman’s match, or when 
the ightning strikes it. The fires, beginning in this débris, 
ead to the forests that are left and every year do incalcula- 
da then the springs and the multitude of tiny brooks 
that feed the rivers are dried up, and the latter in the dry sea- 
son get very low, causing enormous loss of the water power 
vhich runs the great mills; then the snows melt and the heavy 

‘er rains begin. ‘There is no soil now to hold back and dis- 

ute equably this downfall on the steep slopes, and so we 


ive the devastating floods, which annually entail enormous 
SSes, 


s le 


oo iate. 


watersheds ; 


source to the sea. 


wcze >; 


\nd 


So, sir, it follows like the night the day that after the 
ition of the forests comes the deluge and then a barren 
and then death to all living things and then the rainless 
It is thus that annihilation has come upon some of the 
st empires and richest domains that the world has ever 
Unce upon a time, before the mountain forests of Leb- 
we e destroyed, Palestine blossomed like a rose and sup- 
“ed In Inuch affluence a population of 10,000,000. The moun- 
s e long been denuded. Forbidding slopes, barren and 
» Tear their weird forms sharply above dismal and desolate 
scarcely 400,000 people remain in all the region, and 
> are in hopeless and abject poverty. 
valley of Babylon, where once stood the metropolis of 
A abandoned and forlorn. Nineveh, the magnificent 
the ancients, is buried beneath the shifting sands of 


VST 


hest gifts of fertility and abundance. 


5 4 scene of irreparable ruin. 
lowed by the disappearance of her soil and the de- 
ul dustries, foreshadowed the inevitable result. Man 
forests, and the lands which once flowed with 
hey were transformed into desert wastes. One- 





Tt wastes cover the sites of Carthage and Tyre and | 
vountiful nature once provided for these places its | 

Antioch is gone and | 
The destruction of her | 
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third of China, it is said, has been rendered uninhabitable, and 
the ruined hills of southern Italy will no longer support their 
population, and testify in mute eloquence the consequence of 
forest slaughter. Is such a mournful record of devastation and 
destruction, of decay and annihilation, to be repeated in Amer- 
ica? I trust not. But I warn my fellow-countrymen that if 
the carnival of loot of our natural resources is not stopped, and 
speedily stopped, and the forests administered for perpetual use, 
history will repeat itself, and the inevitable must follow here 
as in other lands. We can not escape if we destroy principal 
and interest. Let us do our duty now or sooner or later this 
will be a national issue that will sweep all opposition aside. 

The intelligent conservation of our wonderful natural re- 
sources means much to our glorious country now, and much 
more in lasting benefits to future generations. The willful 
waste of these natural resources—the devastation of our for- 
ests, the destruction of our watersheds, the elimination of our 
rivers—means decay and death and desert wastes, means in the 
centuries yet to come the conditions we now witness in north- 
ern Africa, in western Asia, in Italy, and in Spain. The world 
is learning by experience. We must learn in the same school. 
We can not have our cake and eat it, too. We can not violate 
natural laws with impunity; we can not neglect fundamental 
principles and escape the consequences; we can not decimate 
our forests and have our rivers, too, and without them our 
fertile fields will ere long be barren wastes. Shall the history 
of the ancients repeat itself here? Shall we never take heed? 
In the_story of the past let us realize the duty of the present, and 
by intelligently responding to the essential demands of the hour 
we will be true to our trust, true to humanity, true to ourselves, 
and future generations appreciating our work will rise up and 
eall us blessed. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, please notify me when I have con- 
sumed seven minutes. Mr. Speaker, I regard it as exceedingly 
unfortunate that we are not permitted to bring in here as a sub- 
stitute for this bill the Currier-Lever bill, which was considered 
so long and carefully by the Committee on Agriculture. This 
parliamentary situation is of course embarrassing. I want to 
give some reasons why gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber 
should not support this measure. I have often heard it said 
that no speech in the House of Representatives ever secured a 
vote. If you will give me your attention I think I will win 
some votes from both sides against this makeshift bill that has 
been reported by a majority of the Committee on Agriculture. 
In the first place, gentlemen, read the first section of the bill. 
In your boyhood days you have heard the comment of the cart 
being put before the horse. 

That is what this section does. I am not going to discuss it 
any further than to make this observation and to say I turn 
it over to the lawyers on both sides of this Chamber. In the 
next place the only section in this bill that can be defended 
from any reasonable standpoint is the second section. If you 
will take the Currier-Lever bill and read one section of their 
bill you will see that the only good thing that is contained in 
this measure is copied almost identically from the Currier 
Lever bill. The milk in the cocoanut, if I may call it so, is i 
the suggestion of a commission appointed by the Speaker o 
this House and the President of the Senate to go through these 
mountains and report facts. Save the second ‘tion there is 
nothing else in the bill as we know this work already been 
well done. 

The report of the Secretary of Agriculture will convince any 
man who will read Senate Report No. 91 that this has been 
well done by the Commission that was appointed at the last 
Congress. We gave, when the Senate bill was passed, $25,000 
to form a commission to report. That Commission has reported, 
and here it is. The committee report we here criticises 
this Commission report and attempts to show that it is not full 
enough. Read this report, together with the full 1 able inti 
duction by the Secretary of Agriculture, and see his wor 
has been done. Then, if that be a fact—and it is indisputable 
I ask you in all candor and frankness, What is tl! , 
bill that has been brought in here? What is it’ 


l 
f 


Sse 


has 


have 


ant 
how t k 
he use of this 


It is a measul 


to formulate an idea of “ how not to do it;” that is it, 

It is a measure to delay this work another year. It is upon 
the same principle that a lawyer acts in court wh he sees 
he has got a bad case and asks for a continuance until the next 
term of court. That is just what this bill is, and all it is. 

Mr. Speaker, there no politics in the Lever-Currier bill 
that we would like to be able to offer here as a substitute for 
this one. Let me call your attention to this fact, that there 
has been but very little politics in the Agricultural Commit- 


tee. On a vote on the Lever-Currier bill, which has been re- 
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ferred to here by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. talaaiet 
there were seven votes for it, and four were from Members 
of the majority side and three from Members or. this side. And 
it is a pity, a huge pity, that that measure could not have 
been brought in here. What would have been the result? 

It would pass this House, and in conference with the Senate, 
on a measure they passed the other day, the only difference 
being the amount of money carried there, this measure would 
have been enacted into law during this session of Congress. 
It would have met a demand that is coming up from. twenty; 
seven States of this Union. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand that the ~entleman concedes 
that it is impossible to get the Lever bill passed at this ses- 
sion? 

Mr. LAMB. 
House; yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That being so, do the forestry 
oppose the bill now before the House? 

Mr. LAMB. I do not know what the forestry people think. 
I oppose it for the reason that I am trying to give you—be- 
cause it does not meet the necessities of the case, because it 
appoints a commission to do what has already been done, and 
done better than any commission of Congress will be able to do, 
And then, it does not recognize the burning principle of all 
these measures save this one, that in order to do anything you 
must acquire possession of these lands by the General Govern- 
ment; and if you read the opinion of the Judiciary Committee 
on this matter you will find that we can do it; that if you can 
clean out the rivers you can conserve the waters of the rivers 
that have their source in these mountains. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It is a step in the right direction. 

Mr. LAMB. The step has been taken before. We have an 
able report now. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas rose. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
LAMB] yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bray]? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. The gentleman says that we have in- 
formation enough to act upon this proposition. Can he give 
the information to the House as to whether, under the provi- 
sions of the Lever bill, it would be necessary to buy 3,000,000 
5,000,000, 10,000,000, 50,000,000, or 75,000,000 acres of land? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. And can the gentleman tell whether 
the cost would be $10,000,000, $50,000,000, $75,000,000, or 
$200,000,000 ? 

Mr. LAMB. If my colleague had read this report as care- 
fully as I had hoped he had done—— 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I have read it. 

Mr. LAMB. He would have found those questions answered 
by the Commission we appointed last year. ‘There is one point 
that has been made for the bringing in of this measure here, 
that the new members of the Agricultural Committee 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes of the gentleman’s time have 
expired. The gentleman has five minutes more, 

Mr. LAMB. I want to say here now— 

Mr. HEFLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Did the majority of the committee express 
a desire to go for themselves and visit these forests in order 
that they might report and do whatever is necessary to be done? 

Mr. LAMB. Oh, the majority of the committee reported this 
bill, and that does it. Certainly, I will answer that question. 

Mr. HEFLIN. And did not the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Lamp] and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
LEVER] oppose that? 

Mr. LAMB. I did, and Mr. Lever did also, I think. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I said, and I again declare, that this bill 


Oh, I said we could not get it passed in this 


peo] le 


[Mr. 
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is an intellectual freak. That is what it is, and if it were not 
for the affection I bear my colleagues on the committee I would 
unhesitatingly declare what the country will declare and what 
intelligent men and women in twenty-seven States of this 
Union will declare, that it is a legislative trick. The country 
will call it a filmflam bill. Now, I do not know about flimflam. 
I know the meaning of it as it was given in the dictionary when 
i was a boy, and it means a freak and a trick. I say that the 
country will pronounce it a flimflam bill. I do wish that the 
substitute we offered in the Agricultural Committee could be 
brought before the House. Twenty-seven States of this Union 
demand some such measure as has passed the Senate. The 
debate in the Senate on the 16th instant shows the necessity 
for sane legislation. 

The hearings before the Committee on Agriculture have shown 
the importance of it, and the press of the country and every 
chamber of commerce and every busin ‘ss men’s league all 


May 31, 


over this country are demanding some legislation. They ask yoy 
for bread, and you give them a stone, They ask for a fis)), ; 
you give them a serpent. 

I yield one minute to the gentleman from South Caroling 
LEVER]. 

Mr. HENRY 
question ? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to ask the geni{leman 
if he does not think that if you would strike out section 2 of 
the bill it would improve it considerably? 

Mr. LAMB. I said that was all there was in it. If yoy 
strike out section 2, you would have a roving commission anq 
nothing more. Section 2 invites cooperation with the States. 
The bill appropriates only $100,000. It is inadequate and, iy 
my judgment, worthless. 

I yield a minute to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr, 


and 
[ Mr, 
of Texas. 


Will the gentleman yield for g 


| LEVER]. 


Mr. SCOTT. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Kansas has eight 
minutes remaining and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, 
LAMB] has one minute remaining. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. That gives the gentleman from 
Carolina [Mr. Lever] three minutes in all. 

Without objection the request of the gentleman from Vir. 
ginia to extend his remarks in the Recorp is acceded to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, the bill before the House does 
not meet my views nor my wishes. If we had the opportunity 
to submit the so-called “ Lever-Currier bill” to a vote of this 
House, I should be glad to take such opportunity to present it 
and to test the opinion of the House upon this proposition as 
against the bill before the House. But those of us on the 
committee are familiar with the fact that the majority of the 


How much time have I remaining, Mr, 


South 


unanimous consent to 


| Committee on Agriculture are opposed to the propositions and 
| the provisions involved in the Lever-Currier bill, and the best 


that we could do was to force from the committee this com- 
promise introduced by the chairman of the Agricultura! Com- 
mittee. So that, therefore, as a friend of the proposition 
set aside forest areas in the White Mountains and 


to 


Southern 


| Appalachian region, I feel that the only thing for us to do is 


to take this proposition—which is, in a measure, nothing—1s 
the best that we can get. 

Mr. HASKINS. Say that it is an abortion. 

Mr. LEVER. My friend from Vermont [Mr. Haskins] sus 
gests that it is an abortion. It is to some extent an abortion, 
but it is the best that we could get out of the committer, and as 
far as I am concerned I intend to vote for it and I trust that 
the friends of the proposition on this subject will join with us 
I had hoped to get a full-grown child from that committee i 
the shape of the Lever-Currier bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back my time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute of my Une 
to my colleague from Kansas [Mr. Reeprer] to make a re\est 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, so intimate is the subec! 
forest conservation with irrigation, navigation, and the w'! 
power, that I have been considering the subject eve! 
passed the national irrigation law. And I wish to 
tion, now, to a bill for forest conservation reporte:| 
Committee on Irrigation recently after years of effor' 

The time is so short for the consideration of this 
I rise simply to ask that I may extend my remui! 
Record on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the leave will ! 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, this nation is becom! 
as to demand of Congress so much in the way of ro! 
as to cause us not to give proper heed to matters (! 
absolutely demand present attention, however im)» 
may be, viewed as to their future consequence to the 
Viewing it as to the far-reaching benefits to accrue, 
cede that I take considerable pride in the fact that |! 
thing of a prominent part in the passage of a law \ 
clearly within the category of provisions that ar 
more importance in their effects for the future t! 
benefit to result for the present, I refer to the nati 
tion law. 
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proceed to call your attention to some matters I hope 
ed after by Congress in the not distant future, I de- 
upy a few moments of your time in calling your at- 
the work that is being accomplished under this law 
ill be accomplished by it if it is permitted to remain 
at the present time putting under irrigation about 
of land which in its present condition will 
rnish sustenance for a single family. 
s land is transformed by the application of water 
safe to state that it will directly and indirectly fur- 
s for 250,000 people, most of whom will live under 
n influences than is possible for any set of citizens 
nt conditions, as far as I have any knowledge. 
have the privilege of rural environment, with the 
of ample provision for all their needs, for a mini- 
The density of population in these settlements 
em most of the advantages of an urban settlement, 
| be relieved of many of the undesirable features 


res 


bor 


\\ e telephone, rural mail delivery, and the centralized 
Is these people will have fully as good an oppor- 
information for themselves and their children 

favored citizen, with even a better opportunity to 
The circumstances of their existence will practically 


as 


none of them will become either abnormally rich or | 


y poor, from which two classes come nearly all of 
is who are a menace to our peace as a nation. It 
about sixteen years to complete the irrigation of 
1.000 aeres with the $40,000,000 now in the fund set 
hat purpose and to get the settlers located thereon 


1 the ney repaid into the fund, as provided in the law. 
Sh periods of sixteen years will make a century. Thus 
we can with the present munificent fund reclaim | 


‘es of our desert each century. 
mated by those who have opportunity to know that 
re than 60,000,000 acres of arid and semiarid land 
vy by means of this law make suitable for homes. 
quires a century to prepare and dispose of 6,000,000 


reases more rapidly than the difficulties of irriga- 
require ten centuries to consummate the task we 
inducing the Fifty-seventh Congress to commence. 
make homes for fifteen to twenty thousand 
es annually, who will be so environed as to insure 
s citizenship where practically no one could exist 
will be satisfied that we have conceived a good 
xl of using the proceeds of what many regard as a worth- 
rt of our public domain. Some denominate it the land 


But it thus 


t God forgot. 
Permit to indulge a prophecy: That this same section 
tow ry is, by means of rural environment and central 


schools, to develop the greatest citizenship yet 












| also base my estimate on letters inserted below. 
| 


little ealeulation is required to ascertain that unless | 
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have sold our timber in the past instead of at something near its 
value, we will lose at least $200,000,000 more to the irrigation 
fund. See Professional Papers, by Henry Gannett, published 
in 1902, page 13; also Prefessional Papers, No. 5, page 12 I 

publications here referred to are Government publications. I 


he 


INTERIOR, 
Varch 


DEPARTMENT OF THI 
Washington, 1998 
Hon. W. A. REEDER, 
House of Representatives. 
Sir: 1 reply to your letter of the 6th instant, I have the honor to 
March 


call attention to the fact that according to table furnished you 

4, 1908, showing the number and acreage of timber and stone entri 
| made from July 1, 1900, to June 30, 1907, was 50,041 entries, : 
| bracing 6,801.970.32 acres, for which the Government received $17, 
| OL7,844.91. rhe value of each claim was estimated at $1,500 It 


would appear, therefore, that there was paid $17,017,.844.91 for tim! 
| and stone lands, which have an estimated value of $75,061,500 


i It is not practicable for this Department to give the average stump 

| age of the timber upon the lands so disposed of with any greater 

| degree of exactness than heretofore indicated 

As to the amount of public timber lands yet undisposed of, you are 

| advised that this Department, by reason of the fact that no classifi 

| tion of such lands has been made, except the return of the surve 

| who executed the survey of such lands as have been included yw 
the lines of the public surveys, and which is necessarily not accurate, 

| as such surveys are confined to the exterior lines of townships and 
sections. However, it may be roughly estimated that there are within 
the territory of the United States. exclusive of Alaska, between twenty 

| and twenty-five million acres of undisposed-of timber and stone land 

| Twenty million acres would equal 125,000 claims of 160 acres each, 
which, if disposed of at $2.50 per acre, the present price of timber and 
| stone lands, would bring $60,000,000, whereas the value of same may 
| be estimated at about $187,500,000 This estimate is based upon a 
valuation of $1,500 per claim, which it is believed is fair one when 
it is considered that while to a large extent the choicest timber has 
already been disposed of, that remaining possesses a greater value 


reasing 


because of the 
therefor. 


ine scarcity of timber and the increasing demand 


in connection with this matter attention is directed to the fact 
that if the timber were disposed of upon a stumpage basis, and the 
title to the land retained by the Government, this acreage could be 
retained by the United States for reforestation, or could be disposed of 
under appropriate land laws, and it may be estimated that for either of 

| these purposes the land should, after the timber has been removed, be 
| worth in the neighborhood of $10,000,000, 
Very respectfully, FRANK PIERCE, 
} First Assistant Secretary 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
| UNITED'STATES RECLAMATION SERVICE, 
| Washington, D. C., March 19, 1908. 
Hon. W. A. REEDER, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. Reever: With reference to value of timber on lands 
disposed of under the timber and stone act during the past ten years, 
I have a rough estimate from the Forest Service which indicates that 
the value is, at a conservative figure, not less than $25 per acre 

In a previous letter I made a rough estimate on the basis of $10 per 

| acre, but I think that you can safely increase this rate to $25 | 
} acre. 
Very truly, yours, F. H. Newe.wu, Director. 


The loss of one hundred millions to the irrigation fund, when 


| so much could be done with this vast amount in the way of 
making homes for a class of our people who so much need 


homes and would utilize them for the sustenance of themselves 


mv this old world of ours. and their families, is bad enough to cause every Member of 
\\ t task is completed we have the satisfaction of look- | Congress to cast his vote to stop this waste. 
ci rd to a population of good citizens, equal in number to I note in the circular called “An Appeal of the West to the 
“1 the present population of the United States and | East” this statement, referring to the public domain: 
ed on soil that without some such preparation would sup-| The East has had its edke and eaten it; in turn the West, too, 
rt but few, desires to munch its cooky in its own way 
ly the same may be said as to swamp drainage. But The Denver public-lands convention, which met last summer, 
| have taken the floor to call your attention to is seemed called to emphasize the right of the West to “ munch 
lity of giving more attention to the conservation of | its own cooky.” These lands and this timber do not belong to 
i resources, Since the passage of the national irriga- | the West more than to the East, in my opinion. <A prominent 
| have been ebserving from day to day the destruc- | Western man at the national irrigation congress at Boise, 
‘itional resources, with seemingly no opportunity | Idaho, declared from the platform his purpose to educate the 
8 prodigality of the waste. My observation of this | people of the nation up to his notion, which is well expressed 
. probably accelerated by watching the funds, which | in the words here quoted, “ Our own cooky, to be munched in 
tl) emth Congress so kindly turned over to us with | our own way.” 
laim the desert, gradually disappearing into the This theory is absolutely wrong. The young man in Pennsy! 
e land speculators until $100,000,000 at least has | vania, New England, or elsewhere who desires to secure a home 
wv ae ‘ed by means of a law now on our statute books, | on the public domain has, in my opinion, a better right to that 
Wale! ts the sale of our timber lands at the rate of $2.50 | 160 acres of the public domain which he needs for a home than 
ardless of their value. Since the passage of the | has the whole Denver land convention when he is ready to take 
imation law we have sold at this figure 6,800,000 | him a wife and establish a home thereon. Further, if a cer 
“A timber for about $17,000,000. Some of this timber | tain tract of land contains timber to the value of S10 per acre, 
; : “ut 50,000 feet, board measure, to the acre. If you | no one citizen has n right to that land for $2.50 per acre, thus 
en biication called ** Forest Conditions,” edited by Dod- | getting $37.50 of value for nothing, which belongs to his neigh 
a ‘ixon, and published in 1902, and examine the map | bor as much as to himself. Our land laws are absolutely wrong 
a will see that considerable of the timber on the | where they permit either of these citizens to lose their right in 
‘ er ’ will cut 50,000 feet, board measure, or more, If land by the Government turning the same over to other persons. 
thes se 5,000 feet per acre, and is worth, say, $2.50 per No agriculturist who lives in a city or town and gains wealth 
ee . or $12.50 per acre, the net loss to the irrigation | farming the farmers has any moral right to exact from such 
aed y $70,000,000 already, or nearly double the vast | farmer a bonus when he wishes to go upon the public domain 
: 7 : that useful fund, and if we sell the balance of the | to improve the country by building a home for himself and 
LDR ( | 


public domain outside of the forest reserves as we | 


family thereon. The safest foundation for our civil institutions 
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is al 


citizenship who own 


ance 


the soil they cultivate for a suste- | 
nd Congress has no more important duty than to look | 
and preserve for the people this national resource—the 
ublie domain. 
At the Boise 
the 


i er, 


after 


ntion 

position 
and 
thought 

West 


soil and the 


cony I took the ground—which I regard 
that the public lands, including the 
are the heritage of the whole 
it not only was right, but advisable, | 
persons in the should have the use of all the re- 
es of the mines, but not to the extent of ruth- 
ly destroying their value for those who may in the future | 
« to go to the West to make homes. 
to the extent of putting into the pockets of land specu- | 
vast sums in the way of title to the public domain or the | 


only 
minerals, 


but that I 


just 
waters, 


MOODLE, 


ts thereof, which any poor boy of the East or the South has | 
rest in if he desires to go West and make a home there- | 
Such placing of the wealth of all in the pockets of a few 
have a right to question, but as lawmakers we are | 


with. 
we not only 
criminally negligent of our duty if we do not stop it, and to-day 
i find myself with the first opportunity I have been able to get 
in the nine years I have been a Member of this body to offer you 
#2 plan that will save a balance of this one cooky-——the timber on 
the public domain—which consists of the difference between 
$2.50 per acre and a fair value for this timber. I refer to | 
H. R. 21140 and the report thereon, and can assure you if you 
will assist in passing this bill and thus keeping this wealth out 
of the hands of the speculators, it will, by means of the na 
tional irrigation law, forestry conservation, and drainage, be 
used for making homes for settlers, whether these settlers live 
in the West or come from the North, South, or East. 

H. R. 21986, in the consideration of which I am permitted 
to set these facts before the House and the country, most of 
which I had hoped to present during the consideration of H. R. 
21140, which can not now be considered owing to the lateness 
in the session, seems to shy at purchasing mountain lands for 

reservations, which has caused me to conceive the idea 
Hi. Kt. 21140, when it comes up for passage next term, 

hould be so amended that one-fourth of what we save by sell 

ing the balance of the timber on the public domain outside of 
ihe forest reserves at its value instead of the $2.50 per acre at 
which it has been sold in the past be used to purchase the 
necessary land for the Appalachian and the White Mountain 
forest reserves and for the reforestation of Government land | 
where advisable, one-fourth for the drainage of swamp lands, | 
and one-half to go into the irrigation fund. 

The estimates of this Department as to what this saving will 
amount to vary from one hundred and twenty-seven to four hun- 
dred and forty million dollars (see letters inserted above), 
which warrants the statement that at least fifty millions would 
thus go toward forest establishment, and not deplete the Treas 
ury a dollar. 

Forestry is a2 more important work than either irrigation or 
drainage, becnuse every day's delay of a proper forestry policy 
adds to the difficulties of its consummation, while, except for 
the of water storage caused by the destruction of the for- 

itionscan be done at one time as well as another. 

his legislation will prove very wise and far-reaching if we 
buy and manage our forests with one-fourth of the savings of 
a single law, especially if our care of the forests prove 

ssful as has the forest policy of Prussia. 

Prussian method management adopted calls for a sustained 

that no wood is cut than the forest produces. Under 
agement the growth of the forest, and consequently the amount 
risen sharply In 1830 the yield was 20 cubic feet per acre; 
», 24 cuble feet: in 1890, 52 cuble feet, and in 1004, 65 eubic feet. 
ott words, russian forest management has multiplied the rate 
production § thre ld in seventy-five years, and the quality the 
duet ha ! with the quantity. fetween 1830 and 1904 
{ timber rose from 19 per cent to 54 per cent 
ict in this connection that in the United States 
using about three times as much timber 
were everywhere practising forestry with a 
equal that made in Prussia, our forests | 
much use 
rms in Prussia make 

0 were 25 cent 

1004, £2.50 
and 


forest 


that 


los 


as 
woe" 
of 
more 
ai 


ol 


a8 we 
Net 


an even better showing. 
72 cent 


In 1865 they were 72 ; 
They are now nearly ten times what 
they are increasing more rapidly 


aLo, 


than | 
Saxon) Which ha 
ime l lores 
orrespondin increase in 
= in Pru a it 
now % cuble f , 
t Since the chief 
han avern ge 3 
the pei tage 


about 430,000 acres of State forests, the in 

management, which always means also a 
wood produced, has been nearly as marked 
yield rose 55 per cent between 1820 and 1904, and 
i greater than that of the Prussian for- 
‘ spruce, which ylelds more saw timber 
t iking up the Prussian forests, the in- | 
‘ iw timber in Saxony naturally exceeds | 
the Increase in I’r ia It increased from 26 per cent in 1830 to 66 | 
per cent in 1904 The net yearly revenue is $5.30 per acre. The 
t 


od 
m 
of « 


is 
the 


in 


ces 


en 


early expense is $3 per acre Our forests, 180,000,000 acres, the 
would produce $900,000,000 annual net revenue. 

fleni are in striking contrast with the corresponding ones 

the United States We spent on our national forests last year | 

wills per acre, and our net revenue from them was less than § 


at 
ame rate 
rhese es 


for 


will per acre, 


| 20 eubie feet in 1830 to 65 cubic feet in 1904. 


| closely as to leave the hillsides bare of trees to reseed 


| ing have completely changed public sentiment. 


| in 1793. 
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A number of the private forests of Germany are managed wi 
success. As a result of a canvass of 15,600,000 acres of Stat: 
cipal, and private forests it was found that the average net 
per acre, from good, bad, and indifferent land, was $2.40 a yea 

What, then, has forestry done in Germany? Starting wit 
which were in as bad shape as many of our own which h 
recklessly cut over, it raised the average yield of wood per 
During the,sar 
of time it trebled the proportion of saw timber got from th 
cut, which means, in other words, that through the practice of 


| the timber lands of Germany are of three times better qual 


than when no system was used, and in fifty-four years it 


| the money returns from an average acre of forest sevenfold. 


Have we a right to sit idly by and see men from pu: 


| destroy the forests, when they might be made a source 


profit, and especially when they are the greatest source « 


| necessary to transform oyr deserts into homes, especia 


these national resources are placed in our care for tl: 


| any citizen who desires to make a home therewith? 


Out of over $140,000,000 worth of the wealth that 


| men helped to take out of the Treasury to assist in 


mendable work of transforming the West, one hundred | 
have been turned into the hands of speculators through 
fluence of these same men whom we sought to assist, and 
of them now urge that we should take other millions « 
Treasury, direct, to make up that which has been thus \ 
diverted. It was with difficulty that a resolution de 
$100,000,000 of an appropriation from Congress was 4 
in the Boise irrigation convention. When one hundred | 
of this fund, generously set apart by Congress to im 
West, is thus despoiled, surely it is high time we as g 
of the people’s inheritance should take cognizance. 

And in another part of the circular, “An Appeal of tly 
to the East,” we find the following, which emphasiz 
have been stating. It says: 

It is entirely right that the press should devote much 
work and benefits concerned with forest reserves; it is pro; 
that the nation should be educated to a startling realizatio: 
we have recklessly squandered our heritage of forest, soil, 
natural resources for over a hundred years. Our prodi 
-veen shameful and criminal; no doubt about that. 

Yet this is the least of several species of folly we : 
mitting by the present means of disposing of the timber 
public domain. A worse feature lies in the fact that 
ber on the land sold under this law at $2.50 per acre 


We 


eed 


for a future crop of timber, and much of this land 
nothing else. 

Then the brush is strewn about in such a way as t 
the spread of fires over vast areas, which so completes 
vastation as to leave nothing to prevent the rainfall f: 
ing the soil from the surface, which precludes a future 1 
tion, while if taken hold of by the Government, the 
timber can be used and the lands reforested. 

FORESTS FOR PERPETUAL 
be administered for 
of a grand carnival of loot precedin 
lasting destruction. Properly developed, they can be made 


many times their present annual crop of usable lumber. 
survive if we destroy principal and interest. 


USR. 
The forests must yerpetual 


annual crop instead 


use 


PROPER FOREST REGULATIONS PAY. 

A leading lumberman of Wisconsin recently, in advocatin 
lachian bill and the Government control of forest said 
ernment regulations are thoroughly practical and but mod 
pensive. We have demonstrated that by several years’ ex! 
during all those former years in which we have been 4 
valley we had operated on the same plan, piling the 
ing it to prevent forest fires, we should now be growing po! 
land three times as much timber as we took out.” “I! 
tical answer,” says Forestry and Irrigation, “ to those w 
the national forests should continue to be looted in | 


| fashioned way.” 


e 


History shows us that drougths f 


devastations of the forest. 

MATURE TIMBER USED—FOREST GrROWN—MORE TIMBER CA? 
An attempt was made in France to check torrents by_ 6 
of planting. This, however, proved a failure, and ! 
again had to planting, by the law of 1882, which provi 
State shall bear the costs. Since then the excellent resu 
The mout 
most eager to have the work go on and are ready to offer t! 
nothing to the forest department. In addition to lands s 
the State acquires 25,000 or 50,000 acres a year. Over 
have been acquired and more than one-half of this area ha 
Already 163 of the torrents have been entirely controlled 


torrents and 


| beginning to show the controlling effects of the forests o” 


sheds. Thirty-one of the torrents now entirely contr 


| sidered hopelessly bad half a century ago. 


It is expected that $50,000,000 will have been spent be! 
of reforesting for protection is complete in France. J 

The sand dunes on the coast of France, mainly in G 
the winds drove farther and farther inland, wasting the vi" 
now largely been fixed in place by forest plantations wh 
Of the 350,000 acres of sand dunes, 275,000 hav 
in forest, and the dunes, instead of being a constant ! 
neighboring farmers, now are growing crops of pine W 
valuable wood and resin. In all, about $2,000,000 was 
work; and an additional $700,000 was laid out in bringin 


' 
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Now, though about one-half of the lands have 


nistration. 
by private persons and the State retains only about 
the State has received $120,000 above ail expenses and 
roperty worth $10,000,000, acquired virtually for nothing. 
,oo0 acres of shifting sands and marshes toward the inte- 
untry, a triangular territory known as the “ Landes,”’ has 
ym a formerly worthless condition into a profitable for- 
€ 100,000,000 Reforestation was begun about the middle 
ntury This work was done principally by the communes, 
tated by private owners, and encouraged by the State. 
forest produces both pine timber and resin, upon the yield 
present valuation is based. 
island of St. Helena reforestation has doubled the sup- 
ince the time of the great Napoleon. 
where reforestation has cost over $40,000,000, the results 
jually happy. 
itting a report concerning the methods employed in secur- 
est possible returns from the cultivation of pine in France, 
rphy writes as follows from Bordeaux during the present 


1 
a 


1803 the 2,500,000 acres comprised in the Department of 
were little more than shifting sand dunes and disease- 
arshes. This section is now one of the richest, most pro- 
nd healthful in France. This marvelous change has been 
ut by the intelligent cultivation of pine forests. Immense 
cover the country, the sand dunes and marshes have long 
eared, and the wood, charcoal, turpentine, rosin, and kin- 
tries have brought wonderful prosperity to the entire depart 
h was formerly the most barren and miasmatic in France. 
» is now mild and balmy, the great change being wrought by 
The thin layer of clay beneath the sandy surface, formerly 
to water, has been so pierced by the roots of the pine that 
thorough drainage to the spongy earth below. 
nufacture of rosin, tar, turpentine, pitch, pyroligneous acid, 
etc., is conducted about the same as in Georgia and the 
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FAILURE OF NAVIGATION. 
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more acres of fields, rivers are becoming less navigable, water | 
less valuable, agriculture less Appropriations for dré 
are more and more needed. There is no question but all these disasters 
are rapidly increasing.” 

I have known the Connecticut for over thirty-six years Unt 
recently the wooded hills kept the flow of the river even Now, 
the spring, we have floods, while in the summer the water som 
will not run our mills. 


ywers 
possible 


il 
in 


times 


THEOPHILUS PARSONS, 
New England Manufacturer, 


DESTROYING THE SOURCES. 
“What is the use to try and make rivers navigable, 
White, “if the sources are all going to dry up? 
merce between Pittsburg and Cincinnati without that belt of tiin! 
on the Southern Appalachians.” ‘“ Upon a single river,” said Profess 
Glenn, “ the Government is spending $8,000,000 to remove débris frot 


the steep slopes of distant States that ought never to have beer 
cleared.” 


asked Doct 
You cannot keep cor 


r 


i 
i 





COTTON MANUFACTURERS ALARMED. 
“One thousand members of the National Association of Cotton Man 


ufacturers,” said Mr. Woodbury, secretary of that association, “ are 
becoming thoroughly alarmed.” He said that the Connecticut River 


had diminished in its summer yolume at least 20 per cent in the last 
ten years. 


STORAGE RESERVOIRS DESTROYED. 

Mr. A. M. Schoen, Mr. W. S. Lee, Mr. Waddell, and electrical eng!- 
neers told how the storage reservoirs were quickly destroyed by mud 
from the denuded hillsides in far-away States As for the American 
Institute of Electrical Engineers, Mr. Schoen said: ‘“‘ When the subject 


of forest preservation was first brought up some of the members had 
been a little skeptical ag to the gravity of the situation. They had 


appointed a special committee, who have been studying the matter for 
three years. 
“They agree now that the perpetuation of power depends absolutely 








W ee the failure of navigation upon scores of rivers that are | ypon the preservation of headwater forests.” 

‘ useful for transportation, and this will be accompteed OF Electric transmission had been looked forward to as the great hope 
ts of springtime, by the droughts of midsummer, and by ills of Southern industry, and great systems of storage reservoirs have been 
of the channels with silt and débris from the denuded hi ‘a panned to improve the navigation of hundreds of miles of inland rivers, 

Governor Pardee, of California, has said, “The rivers and | but the reservoirs would be useless unless the forests were cared for. 
} egin in the mountains. The navigable rivers of the South | « yeg sir;” replied Mr. Lee. ‘“ Perhaps you could wash out a reser- 
ract all have their rise in_ the ——. and Se Some voir if you wanted to spend as much as the whole plant was worth, 
rit rivers that rise in the White Mountains are navigable d and then the silt would fill up the next one beyond, and the next one, 
reaches, yet the removal of the forests has so disturbec and so on. Then it would destroy the river below for navigation; also 
nature that serious difficulty is being experienced by the | the harbor at its mouth, and the Government would spend a few mil- 

w water, which is constantly lengthening. lions on jetties to push the stuff into the ocean.” 

NO USE TO DIG OUT. DREDGING MONEY WASTED. 

“The Government has expended $30,000,000 to deepen these streams, | Mr. Leighton, who has been in charge of investigations for the River 

l ts to spend $26,000,000 more, but that investment will be | and Harbor Commission, spoke of the futility of dredging operations 

le d useless In a few years unless something is done to regulate | as conducted by the Government. He spoke also of the permanent de 

e drainage.” The forest is the one natural factor that equalizes the | preciation of waterside property from Pittsburg to the Gulf of Mexico 

nd with the forest supplemented by storage-reservoir systems, | as far exceeding the $100,000,000 damage that the floods themselves 

depth many streams could be properly maintained. ‘“‘ Thirty-five | nad caused. 

ent of the Monongahela may be economically stored. That would Mr. Waddell compared the even flow of the French Broad River, 

nost eliminate flood damage at Pittsburg and Wheeling and secure | which rises in the protected forests of Biltmore, with the erratic varia- 

coveted height of water to Cincinnati. Chis is impossible of | tion of rivers coming from deforested country. One of these streams, 

ny ment except by the maintenance of the watershed forests, | that had been measured, in a single season had brought down 12,000 

) lize the flow and prevent the filling of both reservoirs and | cubic feet of sediment to a single pond, from but fourteen miles of 
I \ soll waste from the hillsides, drainage area. “That river,” he said, “dries up each summer.” 

_ MULTIPLIED MILLIONS on Where streams are subject to severe droughts or great floods, com- 

In of spending * multiplied millions” to dig out the rivers and mercial development is practically impossible. Nature has provided 

the | would it not be better policy for an “ economical Congress for the uniformity of flow by covering the watersheds at the head- 
: < the root of the difficulty and remove the chief cause of | waters of these streams with forests. When these forests are cut, great 
7 ' . freshets result. (Charles A. Stone, Stone & Webster, electrical engi- 

oil ot present process involves dredging, and more dredging, until | neers.) 
kingdom come,” testifies Mr, Leighton, of the United States Geological From the standpoint of those who know floods are superfluous. 
S : It is cheaper to keep soil out of the top than to dig it out | There is no more need of the periodical inundation of great areas of 
ttom, and a private corporation that handled such a situation | fertile land, the sweeping away of mills, factories, railway tracks, and 
ner that the Government does would be a fit candidate for | residences and the destruction of lives by river overflows than there 

. hip. was need for water pouring, at every rain, through the roof of the 

aoe | patient native interrogated by the “Arkansas Traveler.” The up-to- 
REPORT OF SENATE COMMITTER, APRIL 1, 1906. | date man mends his roof before the rain comes. When, as a nation, 
nM I of the forest is followed by that of the soil and by recurring pa up to date, we will mend our river systems before the floods 
flood devastation of property, the obstruction of navigable rivers. | Co™Me- : 
Alt high and low water periods and Government expenditures | No informed man claims that forests alone will completely prevent 
rd if and harbor improvements follow. Yet deforestation is | all floods. ‘The SRS, Rowover, is a potent factor in flood prevention. 
n first stage. Eventually the stripped mountains will become | Reservoir systems, well understood by engineers, are other factors, 
80 init to the public welfare that the Government must reforest | Here, as in the case of the roof and the pestilence above referred to, 
t the remedy is incomparably less expensive than the disease. Which 
Four the creation of these reserves is in the interest of agri- | Shall we have? 
f a rapid that within five or ten years there is not enough FLOOD DISASTERS TO CITIES. 
to wear T . > » omnia a ie = , 
a d by ‘denudation a the teowes i sente Besie’ be toe aie | The floods of 1907, which caused a damage of $9,900,000 at Pitts- 
swe ds the effect of forest destruction is felt in floods, which | Po"many cities. ‘These freshets are forever menacing all the siverside 
ridges, dams, ¢ ouses spres yarren si re ge ~ : : a a acing a 1e erside 
Hle fields dams, and houses and spread barren sand over | jon. along the Ohio and Mississippi, as well as those on the rivers 
Witt creation of these reserves is important to manufactures. —— the a Se. = a i. as oe hillton 
r power of these two reserves is of vast importance and will ‘Al wv ty the # sod Saleen i. the Ut it a Sts —— . 100.0% aaa. 
t vith the development of electricity. The present course with y ar. * With our "water controlled "and ‘utiliz od, thie un 7 ui ht Oe 
will entail severe ° sting . ; 5 » oO 2 ye e \ i : v Aut S 8 1 nigh re 
I a severe blow and lasting detriment to the entire saved and fourfold greater value produced. 
! FOLLOW FOREST DESTRUCTION—ALL ENGINEERS AGREE. MANUFACTURES THREATENED 
. Pm Swain spoke for the American Civil Engineers’ Society, Professor Shaler once remarked that “the future of manufactures 
— is & membership of over 5,000 and includes nearly all the | in our country will depend upon water power transmitted by ele« 
ee the country. They had never memorialized Congress | tricity.” Nearly every drop of water that can turn a wheel in the 
econ e fact is,” he sald, “there is absolutely no difference of | South comes from the mountains. Upon the principal streams of the 
so ng selentific men.” “They are all very apprehensive about | Southern Appalachian region there is nearly 5,000,000 horsepower for 
ot) _ supply,” he continued. “ Despite the use of concrete and | development. If 1 horsepower is worth $20 per year, which is the 
pg itutes, there is more timber needed than ever before. The | commonly estimated rate, it will be seen what a mighty factor are the 
noe carried more and more into the valleys. The destructive- | mountain brooks for the future industrial development of this country 
euler o ds is not — much increased by their greater volume and | in furnishing the possibility for vast development in manufacturing, in 
éonn, by the cutting power of the sand which they are bringing | lighting, and in transportation. It is estimated that the capital in- 
vu, ae 





river channels are being filled, the streams spread over 


vested in the manufacturing enterprises which utilize about twe-thirds 
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wer of the four principal rivers flowing from the White Moun- 
uunts to $400,000.,000. The industries dependent upon the 
these rivers in five New England States and nine or ten 
hern ones certainly produ: an annual 
f a billion dollars, but the floods of springtime and the ever-increas- 
everity of the mid droughts offer a constant menace to 
ros] 


ummer 
‘rwise be looked for it feared that decay will set in and that the 
inished streams of summer will barely trickle past a few abandoned 
wheels that have managed to escape the springtime freshets. 

SWITZERLAND. 

In Switzerland, which has 2,000,000 acres, or 20.6 per cent of its 
area, 
per cent of the total; 
sons own 28.6 per The communal holdings are constantly grow- 
ing by the purchase of private lands. The general Government, or 
Bund, owns no forests. From $6,000,000 to $8,000,000 worth of wood 
(300,000 tons) and wooden ware are annually imported. This comes 
li fro Austria-Hungary, southern Germany, and France. 

forests yield about 64 cubic feet per acre, the corporation 
forests 42 cubic feet; the average yield of both together is about 45 
cubic feet. The average wood growth per acre has been estimated to 
l 0 cubic feet In the state forests of Bern the figures show a 
growth of 50 cubic feet for the plateau country, 73 cubic feet for the 
middie country, and 75 cubic feet in the Jura. Wood prices, which 
are higher than in Germany, have been rising for forty years. 

rhe xpenditure in forest management vary greatly among the 
Cs ranging from $1.50 to $7 per acre. The net annual returns 
range from $3 per acre in the forests, where least is expended to $8 
or 5¥ per acre in the city forests, where most is expendec 

Forest regulations came very early in Switzerland. The first for- 
est ordinance of Bern was issued six hundred years ago. The city for- 
est of Zurich, famous as the Sihlwald, has been managed under a work- 
ing plan since 1680, and is to-day one of the most perfectly managed 
and most profitable forests in the world It. yields, on the average, 
a clear annual profit of $12 an acre. [rom time to time, as the evi 
dence shows, the Swiss people stood in dread of a timber famine. 
Ordinances were passed forbidding the reduction of the forest 
the making of clearings, and the exportation of wood from one Can- 
ton to another. 
industrial life began, various Cantons sought to follow the examples 
which Bern and Zurich had set in forestry. A severe flood in 1830 
brought home the need of more vigorous measures in guarding against 
torrents. The floods of 1834 and 1868 further enforced the lesson. 
An investigation of Swiss forest conditions was ordered by the Bund 
in 1857, and the same year provision was made for an annual appro- 
priation of $2,000 to the Swiss Forestry Association for engineering 
and reforesting work in the Alps. In 1871 the Bundesrath was em- 
powered to carry on this work, with an annual appropriation of $20,000. 
After the flood of 1868 $200,000 of the collections made for the re 
lief of the sufferers was devoted to reforestation. In 1876 the Bund 
assumed supervision of the water and forest police in the High Alps 
above a certain elevation, and undertook to give aid in the work of 
engineering and reforesting for the control of the Alpine torrents. 
Since 1898 the Bund has supervised all this work, and in 1902 the pres- 
ent forest policy was firmly fixed by a revision of the existing law. 

All the Swiss forests comprised in the Bund are now classified as 
protection and nonprotection forests. Whether public or private they 
are all controlled by the Government. In protection forests all cut- 
tings must be such as to preserve the protective value of the forest 
cover intact, and for this reason clean cutting is usually forbidden. 
In such forests stumpage sales are forbidden, and all wood must be 
felled and measured under the direction of a forest officer. Other- 
wise, privately owned protection forests are supervised in the main as 
are those publicly owned. Nonprotection forests are also subject to 
a number of reguiations. When they are in private hands clearings 
may be made only with consent of the Canton, logged areas must be 
= =~ es three years, and existing forest pastures must be 
maintained. 

Where protection forests can be created by planting, this may be 
ordered, and where forests are converted to farming land or pasture 
an equal area may be ordered reforested. Where ‘Laren ground is 
required to be forested for protective purposes, the Bund assists by 
paying from 30 to 50 per cent of the cost. Between 1876 and 1902 
16,000 acres were reforested at a cost of $1,000,00, in round numbers, 
the Bund having paid one-half. 

Grazing has been regulated for centuries. In protection forests it 
is entirely prohibited; but on all the rest of the forests great success 
has attended the efforts of the forest service to safeguard both pus- 
turage and the forest by supervision and range improvement. De 
spite differences in local conditions, the experience of Switzerland in 
forest grazing is, therefore, strongly in support of the policies which 
are directing the efforts of our own Forest Service. Indeed, the ex- 
perience of all Europe shows the necessity of controlling the public 
range. 

To sum up, forestry in Switzerland, where every foot of agricul- 
tural land ts of the greatest value, has made it possible for the people 
to farm all land fit for crops, and so has assisted the country to sup- 
ort a larger population, and one that is more prosperous, than would 
c the case if the valleys were subjected to destructive floods. In a 
country as small as Switzerland, and one which contains so many 
high and rugged mountains, this Is a service the benefits of which 
can not be measured in dollars. It is in Switzeriand also, in the Sihl- 
wald, that forestry demonstrates beyond contradiction how great a 
yield in wood and money it may bring about if applied consistently 
for a number of years. 


The fires then come, and then the soil is soon washed away. 


WILLFUL WASTE MAKES WOETUL WANT—ANNUAL SOIL WASTE A BILLION 
DOLLARS. 

The waterways of the United States annually sweep from land to 
sea @ billion tons of earth. Of this, 90 per cent is chiefly soil matter. 
In weight it is comparable with the total annual tonnage of all our 
railroads and river and lake vessels. Applied as a fertilizer, it would 
cover to the depth of a quarter of an inch an area of about 340,000 
square miles, or the land surface of all the Atlantic States from Maine 
to South Carolina, inclusive, with Vermont, New York, Pennsylvania, 
West Virginia, and one-third of Georgia thrown in. Its value may be 
estimated as at least a billion dollars. its loss is the heaviest impost 
borne by the American farmer. 

Soll wash and river ravage are largely to be traced to the absence of 
forests from slopes on which rivers rise. 


dim 


cent 


W J McGes, 
United States Inland Waterways Commission and Bureau of Soils. 


output of nearly or quite | 


verity, and instead of the vast future development that would | source of power. 


in forest, the communal forests are the largest, and make up 67 | 
the cantons own 4.5 pee cent; and private per- | 





| comes death and the deluge. 


| dry season get very low, 
| which runs the great mills of the Connecticut, Merrimac, 


area, | 


In the middle of the eighteenth century, as modern | 
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SOIL WASHED AWAY—PITIFUL PLIGHT WITHOUT POWER. 

Of our great sources of power, by which we operate our ind 

our means of transportation, our light, and the heat of our houses 

are three—coal, wood, and water. The first is irreplaceable, 

world’s stock will not last for long. Wood we can raise as an 

crop if we adopt intelligent means, but water is the great 

We must preserve its sources. Pitiful, indeed 

be our condition if it were gone. 

If we are to have waterways, we must have trees on the hi 

and the future of this country undeniably rests upon the preset 
of those trees. 


HOW DESOLATION STARTS. 


After the forest is gone, this is what happens: The humus or 
dries up, loses its fibrous life, and by erosion is rapidly washed 
into the rivers, where it is deposited to the detriment of nay 
necessitating millions of dollars of Government money each y 
dredgi The heavier forest débris, which is not removed 
up and becomes a tangled miass of timber that takes fire 
hunter's or the woodman’s match falls into it. In some cases |j 
strikes it. The fires, beginning in this débris, spread to th: 
that are left, and every year do incalculable damage. 


sol 


DROUGHT AND DELUGE. 


After this process is complete and the watersheds are left 
First, the springs and the multit 
rivers are dried up, and the latter in 
causing enormous 


bare, 
a 
the 
oss of the water power 

and 
rivers. Then the snows melt and the heavy later rains begin. " 
is no soil now to hold back and distribute equably this down/ 
the steep slopes, and so we have the devastating floods, which anny 
entail enormous losses. And what goes on in New England p 
with far more serious consequences on both sides of the Appa! 
Mountain Ranges from Pennsylvania down. 


tiny brooks that feed the 
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WHY FOREST PRESERVATION IS VITAL—SPEEDY RUIN IN DISTANT STATES 
FOLLOWS DESTRUCTION OF MOUNTAIN-SIDE FORESTS—THE PROCESS 
OUTLINED—ALRE WE THE CHAMPION SLEEPERS? 
“Floods and forest fires do damage annually in New England, Penn- 

sylvania, Ohio, and the Southern States amounting to hundreds of mil- 

lions of dollars. This loss is very directly traceable to the enormous 

denudation of the forests on the mountain sides.” The speaker was 

Mr. Charles 8. De Forest and the occasion was a meeting of the New 


| Haven Chamber of Commerce a few nights ago. 


HARBORS AND SOIL WASTE. 


Vast sums are spent each year in raising the levees and digging out 
the channels of the Mississippi and its tributaries and upon the ha: 
bors of the Gulf and ocean coast. We are told that a billion tons of 
the most fertile topsoil of the land goes off each year into the sea, and 
that it is worth a billion dollars. That is as much as it costs each 
year to run the Government of the United States. It is said to be 





twice the value of all the lumber products of the country, and surely 
is a tremendous lot more than the lumber products will be worth if 
present conditions continue. ; 

There is no other question now before the nation of equal gravity 
with the question of the conservation of our natural resources; and 
it is the plain duty of us who for the moment are responsible to take 
inventory of the natural resources which have been handed down to 
us, to forecast the needs of the future, and so handle the great 
sources of our prosperity as not to destroy in advance all ho 
prosperity of our descendants. * * * 

Facts which I can not gainsay force me to believe that 
clon of our natural resources is the most weighty question now |efor 
the people of the United States. If this be so, the propos 
ference, which is the first of its kind, will be among the most im 
tant gatherings in our history in its effects upon the welfare of a 
people. (President Roosevelt.) 


conser 


THE EXPERIENCE OF FRANCE, 


If we wait until forest and soil are gone before beginning a © 
policy of handling these mountains, we shall invite the bitter e» 
of France, who, at infinite pains and an expenditure of $4" 
within her limited area, is endeavoring to restore both soil a 
to her mountains after a course of destruction such as ours at | 

The streams of the Appalachians are of enormous value 
nation for water power and navigation. If the forests are r 
from the mountains, this value will be reduced to a fraction, 
the soil from the denuded watersheds will so rapidly fill ' 
and channels that even the resources of the Government itself \ 
insufficient to keep them clear, 

James WILS 
Secretary of Agri 


The following statement In reference to the James River 4) s in 
the Report of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, ‘0: — 
1885, part 2, page 947: i 

“Tt has been estimated that at least 275,000 cubic yards of se! 
matter po Rocketts Reef in twenty-four hours when there |* 
not higher than 10 feet. No account is taken in this estima 
heavy material rolling along the bottom. It is probably f 
limits to say that in such a freshet not less than 300,000 cu 
ass in twenty-four hours. Large quantities of the lighter 
1eld in suspension are carried far down the river, but the hea 
that roll alone the bottom move only by a rapid current a! 
soon as the freshet subsides and must be taken out by dreds! 
therefore believed that it will be necessary in the future, as | 
in the past, to keep on hand a dredging plant ready for emerse 

This is a significant statement. It means that, year aft 
expense of maintaining and operating a dredging plant mu 
up in connection with James River navigation; and while t'« 
any single year may not appear great, a succession of years 
duce a total expense far in excess of the cost of providin 
capacity sufficient to prevent the silting up of the lower chant 
July 1, 1905, the Government had expended in round numbers ; 
on the James River, and the total estimate for the finished 
ment of that river is $5,875,000. But, even with this expend 
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harges will continue so long as freshets continue to bring 

that must be dredged from the navigable channel. The 

the Potomac River. The conditions upon the drainage 
rivers with reference to the possibilities of water conser- 
summarized as follows: 

Potomac basin, topographic surveys reveal six reservoir 
it capacity for the storage of the entire annual discharge 
are miles. That is, if these reservoirs were constructed 
closed, a year would pass before the water would spill 

These reservoirs would thus place under control 12 

he entire drainage area of the Potomac above Great Falls. 
rvoilr sites might be designated on more careful survey. 
ity of these reservoirs is 58,510,000,000 cubic feet.” 


water stage of rivers could be augmented and the 
made ready for the next freshet by emptying the 
rs into the river as the flood recedes. History shows 

ested regions become almost uninhabitable for human 
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A DESERT—WHY SHOULD 
AND NEW HAMPSHIRE? 
our resources means for the United States a 
The waste of these resources means that we 
conditions we see in northern Africa, in Greece, in 
ilestine. We are not beyond the operation of natural 
t of the fundamental basis of land and water will bring 
- descendants the same results that have desolated those 


BECOME NOT NORTH CAROLINA 


ent 


use of 
yy future. 
d oul 
GIFFORD PINCHOT, 

Chief of Forest Service. 


REGION BECOMES UNINHABITABLE. 
rof. N. 8. Shaler, of Harvard University, said: 
f Pennsylvania there is, according to my reckoning, based 
every State in that upland country, an aggregate 
than 3,000 square miles where the soil has been de- 


ion in 
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formed into deserts.” One-third of China, it is said, has been ren 
dered uninhabitable, and the ruined hills of southern Italy will no 
longer support their population. Is such a mournful history of : 

called civilization—that is really but a record of devastation 1d*d 

struction—to be repeated in America? 

Hundreds of years ago Spain allowed the great mass of her f ’ 
on her central table-lands, to be destroyed, and has sin ys d 
her sad experience into the famous proverb, “ The tree is the fat f 
the fountain.” (Ex-Governor Pardee, of California.) 

MUCH WORSE THAN WAR. 
The devastation of war is but for a brief time, after all. There ha 


been broad strips of smiling country laid waste by the invader even in 
our own land, and ruin for the time being seemed complete, yet anoth 
generation comes upon the scene and those of us who belong to it look 
in vain for the scars that were inflicted. 

It is different when natural resources instead of artificial creations 
have been destroyed, and this destruction of the forest and the moun 
tain side, the valleys and the rivers, means ruin of States instead of 
counties; ruin that will last 





‘ a thousand years instead pf a genera 
tion ; ruin that will be complete and overwhelming; a calamity brought 
on by human ignorance and greed It is a ruin clearly foreseen by 


those who have the knowledge to foresee, clearly preventable by human 


means if we have the will to prevent It is probably within the truth 
to say that a city like San Francisco might be destroyed every t! 
or four months without bringing greater loss of the national wealth 


than is now going on all the time in the destruction of our forests 


This same appeal of the West to the East, which claims the 
right to munch its own cooky in its own way—the public lands 
and what is contained thereon or therein, also says: 


‘Much of the publication appearing now in the press and maga 
with reference to forest reserves is but the outward and v sign 


isible 





complete removal of the woods and the consequent 

matter to the lowlands and to the sea. 

lity this destruction has recently been greatly accel- 
“than was considered possible eleven years ago, these 

moving toward a forestless, soilless condition.” (From 

retary of Agriculture, December 11, 1907.) 
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THE SOIL. 
leforestation the very soil itself is being washed away. 
W J MeGee, of the United States Inland Waterways Com- 
Bureau of Soils: 
terways of the United States annually sweep from land to 
I of earth. Of this 90 per cent is chiefly soil matter. 
comparable with the total annual tonnage of all our 
river and lake vessels. Its bulk is one-fifth of a cubic 
{ a block 1 mile square and over a thousand feet high. 
a fertilizer it would cover, to the depth of a quarter of an 
f about 340,000 square miles, or the land surface of all 

States from Maine to South Carolina, inclusive, with Ver- 
York, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and one-third of Georgia 

valine may be estimated as at least a billion dollars. 
heaviest impost borne by the American farmer. 
waste is sapping a resource richer than all others com- 
namely, our inland waters. These, immeasurably our 
are, in great measure, perverted from a blessing into 
both soil wash and river ravage are largely to be traced 
» of forests from slopes on which rivers rise.”’ 

ry such an amount as this equals the bulk and weight of a 
yuntains a mile high and 40 to 50 miles long, quite enough, 
considerably depress the earth’s surface along the coast 
and faster the relentless waves are eating into New Jer- 
and the whole coast from New England to the Gulf is said 
nd more rapidly sinking. Must we augment the process? 

coast line does not sink to make up for all this waste 
from the hills, will not the result be yet more serious in the 
every bay and harbor of our whole ocean and Gulf front? 
are using up a billion dollars’ worth of good material each 
purpose of destroying our harbors and our rivers, choking 
ul annihilating manufactures that depend on water 
hard-wood famine, our coast cities 
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ny people who call themselves intelligent who can find 
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l and sinking 


BITTER LESSON FROM CHINA. 


China the mountains have been swept as bare of for- 
city pavements. Floods have devastated ,the valleys. 
me rare as to be confined largely to the making of 
vhich purpose it is borne on human backs down rugged 
defiles in journeys of some ten days or two weeks. Grass, 
roots from remote mountains, and stubbled raked clean 
ed fields constitute the chief forms of fuel. Rivers go dry 
Little wonder that the traveler passes through successive 
ely destitute of human inhabitants, and that, even in 
red regions, the parent, upon the birth of a female child, 
tes whether to drown it outright, or leave it to be car- 
1¢ next famine. 


nl 


so 


t 


DESTRUCTION 
time, before the 


OF EMPIRES. 


mountain forests of Lebanon 

estine supported in much affinence a population of 
mountains have long been denuded Forbidding 

and ugly, rear their weird forms sharply above dismal 
valleys. Scarcely 400,000 people remain in all the re 
of these are in hopeles and abject poverty. The valley 
‘ere once stood the metropolis of the world, is aban- 
orn, Desert wastes cover the sites of Carthage and 
n, yet bountiful nature once provided for these places 
'ts of fertility and abundance. Antioch is gone, and all 
e of irreparable ruin. ‘“ The destruction of her forests, 
disappearance of her soil and the decay of her indus- 
dowed the inevitable result. ‘“ Man destroyed the for- 
nds which once flowed with milk and honey were trans- 


were 









the healthy reaction, penitence, and alarm that accompanies our a 
ening sense of what has been squandered. Still, much of the pul i 
tion is due to the activity of the Forest Service's press bureau main 
tained from Washington. The slips sent out by the Forest Serv 

| make fine, readable “ fillers; and it is free “ copy for editors. 

But there is another side to this matter of forest reserves which the 
people should have an opportunity to view It is a side the East knows 
nothing about. There is only a vague impression in the East that, 
for some reason, away out in the West where the forest reserves are, 

| there is a strong opposition to this institution 

| This impression is wholly incorrect; nowhere in the world are forest 

| reserves so enthusiastically commended and appreciated as an inst 

| tion as in this arid Western country. In the two years that t writer 
has lived in the Far West, he has never yet head a word of opposition 
to forest reserves voiced by any representative citizen 

| Such a statement from such a souree creates wonder in our 
minds when we observe some of the criticisms of the Forest 
Service and the Chief Forester on the floor of Congress. 


Our present policy as to the handling of our forests is purely 
and solely the result of greed. 


EXTRACTS FROM REPORTS OF THE PRESIDENTS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS COM- 
| MISSION (8S. DOC. NO. 189, FIFTY-KIGHTH CONGRESS, THIRD SESSION) 
, The conclusion regarding the timber and stone act given on pag 

s 
“Our conclusion is that the law is defective, because even when 
properly administered it may be used for purposes for which it was 
|} hever intended, and we recommend its repeal.’ 
In the second report of the Commission, given in the sar ad n t 
|} On page 153, it is stated: 
| “In addition to the direct loss to the Government from the sale of t 
lands far below their real value, timber lands which should |! i 
| preserved for the use of the people are withdrawn from suc! ne 
the development of the country retarded until the corporations wt 
| own the timber see fit to cut ft. The bona fide settler who comes int 
| a country the timber resources of which have thus been absorbed, may 
| thus be seriously hampered by inability to secure timber exce] from 
| foreign corporations. All of the timber land has often passed beyond 
| his reach and the development of his farm may be greatly retarded and 

his expenses greatly increased, because he can no longer obtain ¢t 

necessary supply of fuel, rails, posts, and lumber.’ 

rHE PRESIDENT’S VIEW 
President Roosevelt has repeatedly expressed himself on this vital 
theme. At Raleigh, N. C., on October 19, 1905, he said: 
“The preservation of the forests vital to the welfare of every 


country. China and the Mediterranean countries offer examples of t 


8 Me 


terrible effect of deforestation. Neither State nor nation can 
afford to turn these mountains over to the unrestrained greed of th 
who would exploit them at the expense of the future We can n 
afford to wait longer before assuming control, in the interest of t 
public, of these forests.” 

UTILIZING THE WATERS. 

Our inland waters are our greatest natural resource. The water 
flowing down our Western mountains far exceeds in value the fab 
wealth represented by all the metals and minerals lying between the 
Rockies and the Pacific 

To-day most of this resource is wasted. Pach year at least 1,600,000 
horsepower runs over Federal Government dams Capitalized at 3 p 
cent, it represents an investment of _$1,066,000,000 now wholly wast 

Further, uncontrolled water is a curse Flood damage in the | ed 
States exceeds $100,000,000 per year. With our water controlled and 
utilized, this sum might be saved and a fivefold greater value prod i 

A plan for Federal action is essential, and it must infa 
clude the conservation of forests upon the slopes on which ri 
portant streams. (M. O. Leighton, chief bydrographer United States 
Geological Survey.) 

NERO'S CARELESSNESS. 

Nero fiddled while Rome burned, and he has been much criticised for 
his carelessness ; but how much better are we behaving? We ;: pretty 
patriotic when we get sufficiently aroused, and quite excited while tl 
band wagon is going by We would respond gaily to the call to arm 
if.we knew that a foreign invader was crossing our frontie With 
such unintelligent patriotism, many empires and rich domains of former 


| years have faded from the map of the world and are now buried be 
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neath the sands of the desert. 


uninhabitable. 

Hut that sort of thing takes time. 
before the country begins to pay its severest penalty for forest devasta- 
tion. So why should we care for the future of our Eastern States? 
let us eat, drink, and be merry, for to-morrow we die; and when we 


die, hooray for the overwhelming deluge and the municipal policy of 
the great Nero. 


Nothing more important than the preservation of our forests 
can claim the attention of Congress. No other portion of our 
citizenship can remedy this matter, while it is clearly our duty 
and a most important duty to do so. 

Most important because if left undone for a very few years 
the damage can never be made good. If left undone, soon it 
can not be done at all. 


Addressing the 


National Rivers and Harbors Congress at Washing- 
ton, D. C., 


on December 4, 1907, Mr. J. J. Jusserand, French ambassa- 
dor, said: ° 


“It is an absolute principle: No forests, no waterways. Without 
forests regulating the distribution of waters, rainfalls are at once car- 
ried to the sea, hurried sometimes, alas, across the country. After 
having devastated the neighboring fields, the rivers find themselves 
again with little water and much sand; and with such rivers how will 
you fill your canals? * * * ‘The question is as clear as can be: Do 
you want to have navigable rivers, or do you prefer to have torrents 
that will destroy your crops and never bear a boat? If you prefer the 
first, then mind your forests. We can tell you, for we know. 

“If the Mississippi is the ‘ Father of Waters,’ the forest is the father 
of the Mississippi.” 

The question of water power alone, and of electric power derived 
therefrom, involves millions of dollars. 

Says Mr. M. O. Leighton, chief hydrographer, United States Geo- 
logical Survey: 

POWER. 


‘Our inland waters are our greatest natural resource. The water 
flowing down our Western mountains far exceeds in value the fabulous 
wealth represented by all the metals and minerals lying between the 
Rockies and the Pacific. 

“President Roosevelt says that the one item of flood disaster would 
make this matter of preserving our forests a question of the very first 
importance.” 


The money already spent in diking and dredging our rivers 
is ample to stop our floods by means of forests and reservoirs, 
and we have just spent enough to commence to realize that to 
control a flood you should commence at the source, not after it 
becomes a raging torrent. 

TO CONTROL A FLOOD COMMENCE AT SOURCE—HOW TO CONTROL THE 
RIVERS FORESTS AT THEIR HEADWATERS THE ONLY PROTECTION FOR 
NAVIGATION AND WATER POWER—NO FORESTS, NO WATERWAYS. 


It is an absolute principle—no forests, no waterways. Without 
forests regulating the distribution of waters, rainfalls are at once car- 
ried to the sea, hurried sometimes, alas, across the country. After 
having devastated the neighboring fields, the rivers find themselves 
again with little water and much sand; and with such rivers, how 
will you fill your canals? * * * ‘The question is as clear as can 
be: Do you want to have navigable rivers or do you prefer to have 
torrents that will destroy your crops and never bear a boat? If you 
oe the first, then mind your forests. We can tell you, for we 
snow. 

If the Mississippi is the “ Father of Waters,” the forest is the father 
of the Mississippi. (M. Jusserand, ambassador from France.) 

WITHOUT FORESTS STORAGE RESERVOIRS ARE FUTILE. 

The building of storage reservoirs to take the place of the natural 
storage of the forest will be quite futile. As Secretary Wilson's report 
sets forth, “Any reservoir system in the Southern Appalachians is 
foredoomed to failure unless the watersheds which feed it are kept 
under forest.””. Examples of reservoirs completely filled are on almost 
every stream. If the silt can be “sluiced” out of the highest reser- 
volr, it gathers in the next below, and if perchance it passes the last 
reservoir it is free for deposit in the navigable reaches of the streams. 
whence its removal may only be by a steam dredge at the expense of 
the Government. Yet, if these storage reservoirs could be maintained, 
not only manufactures but inland navigation would be possible on 
thousands of miles of rivers. 

The Merrimac,“ Rhine of America,” supports a population of 350,000, 
with property assessed at $240,000,000. It drives mills worth $100,- 
000,000, employing annually 80,000 people earning $37,000,000 annu- 
ally in wages. 

This industry is menaced by the destruction of the White Mountain 

forests. 
Speaking, on May 15, 1907, of the dependence of New England upon 
her factories run by water power, and the floods and droughts occa- 
sioned by deforestation in the White Mountains, Mr. Theophilus Par- 
sons, a prominent New England manufacturer, said: “ This is a ques- 
tion in which every manufacturer on the Eastern coast of the United 
States is interested.” 

The governor of Massachusetts, Hon. Curtis Guild, jr., added his 
testimony, on April 20, 1906, in the following language : 

“ Stripping the hills of trees means floods and freshets in the spring 
and water famines during the remainder of the year. It means a 
threat to property, if not, indeed, to life. It means an enforced idle- 
ness for many of our people.” 

The following statement by Mr. Augustine T. Smythe, of Charleston, 
S. C., made on May 17, 1907, indicates graphically the situation in the 
South: 

“In the Carolinas and Georgia there is invested in cotton mills run 
by water power alone over $40,000,000. The horsepower utilized is 
105,895. ‘he spindles turned number 2,711,375. They consume an- 
nually 892.357 bales of cotton, worth, when manufactured, over $70,- 
000,000, The hands employed number 60,000. Counting families, 
240,000 people are dependent upon these mills. This vast industry 
faces destruction. The cutting of the Appalachian forests means its 
end. . A national forest reserve in the Appalachians is the only salva- 
tidn.’ 
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§ It was thus that Babylon and Tyre and | Prof. N. 8. Shaler, of Harvard, is one of the foremost stud: 
Sidon and Antioch have perished—that one-third of China has become | forestry in this country. 


Perhaps most of us will be gone | on observations in every State of that upland country, an av 
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In 1896 he said: 9 
“South of Pennsylvania there is, according to my reckoning, haseg 


regate 
area of not less than 3,000 square miles where the soil has jeoy de. 
stroyed by the complete removal of the woods and the consequent pas 
sage of the earthy matter to the lowlands and to the sea. At the pate 
at which this process is going on the loss in arable and forestalle |anq 
may fairly be reckoned at not less than 100 square miles per annum 
In other words, we are each year losing to the uses of man, through 
unnecessary destruction, a productive capacity which may be estimateg 
as sufficient to sustain a population of 1,000 people.” 

The process which Professor Shaler observed has been greatly acco); 
rated since that time, and it is not unlikely that at this time chan 
of subsistence are being withdrawn from at least 2,000 people 
Southern Appalachians alone. A peculiarity of that country is that j; 
gullies easily, so that when the forest cover is removed entirely, which 
is usually done by the settlers, but often by lumbermen through car 
logging, the heavy rains wash out gullies until a whole mountain slope 
may be made absolutely bare, with all the thin surface soil, which wi)! 
furnish sustenance for trees or crops, carried off; to be deposited, not 
where it is needed, but on top of the rich bottom lands, whic! 
are made valueless, or in the beds of streams. 

Again, he says: 

“If we wait until forest and soil are gone before beginning a sound 
policy of handling these mountains, we shall invite the bitter experience 
of France, which at infinite pains and an expenditure of $40,000,000 js 
endeavoring to restofe both soil and forest to her mountains after a 
course of destruction such as are ours at present.” 

The damage from the floods of the Missouri and the Missis- 
sippi, below where the Missouri enters it, are yearly so vast as 
to go far toward forest retention where advisable and the reser- 
voir building necessary to control a large per cent of the floods, 

The diking is another great expense, and together they wil! 
often cost as much in one year as would be necessary to retain 
the waters near the sources in sufficient quantities to lower the 
crest of every flood in these rivers at least 12 to 20 inches. 

Under the national irrigation law passed June 2, 1902, suff- 
cient reservoirs are now building on the headwaters of the Mis 
souri River to impound enough water to cover 2,500,000 acres 
of land 12 inches deep, and this will be increased every year for 
many years to come. This added to what could readily and 
comparatively cheaply be kept out of the floods by means of 
reservoirs built for that especial purpose, and this added to 
the waters which could be retained by forest preservation 
would lower the crest of every flood on the Missouri enoug! 
so that if taken from the high stages of all floods on these 
rivers would decrease the damage caused by these floods at 
least 75 per cent, and the silt carried by them to even a greater 
extent. The expenses of dikes added to the damage by floods 
for any five-year period on the Mississippi and Missouri would 
furnish the funds necessary to practically stop flood damage and 
also stop the necessity for any large future expense on thie dikes. 

If the cities along these streams will expend in controlling 
the floods at their source one-half the money Chicago has spen' 
for her ditch and is willing to add to the cost of it to en 
the same, they will have a great highway of transport:tion to 
the Gulf that will carry one-half the cereals of the United 
States to market, together with a vast and constantly growins 
amount of other commodities. Yet, instead of pursuing tis 
common-sense plan they, like the tenderfoot when you se! him 
to irrigating crops, get to the flood end of the stream and s}ed 
their energy at the impossible task of controlling the yoluie o! 
water when it has become a raging torrent, instead of gos 
to the source and directing it with comparative ease. If we 
could but get the men who are using so much money ani eliersy 
to make the Missouri River navigable to use their ingenuity 
and wealth where something can be accomplished that wi!) be 
permanent, by seeing that all the hillsides of the watershed are 
covered with timber and every feasible place made into: 
permanent reservoir, the crest of the flood could ; 
lowered so.as to prevent nearly all damage from high water. 
These reservoirs could be emptied as soon as the wit ; 
mence to recede, and thus have less water at flood and mor 
during the ebb of the streams. 

Then a channel once prepared could be kept intact 
expense. 

Yet probably the worst feature of this forest destruc! 
in the loss of our water powers. 

We are evidently nearing the necessity of a gresiy 
mented source of supply of heat and light, as well as ©! ea 
power. If the ancients could not inhabit their lands after ; oad 
had destroyed the timber on their mountains and !)'''*, re 

nits is the 
can we hope to do so when one of the important resu''~ a 
loss of water power, which they could not utilize and 4 re 
can scarcely get along without? Our rapid use of ©"! h 
and our constantly increasing demand for them, cou)!! aa 
our daily increase of knowledge as to how to derive [e''" ' 
light from our water powers and transmit it to great © 
points unmistakably to our ability when the necess! 
to propel all our means of transportation, to furnish | 
our machinery, and furnish us our light and heat with | 
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Will we by our votes con- 
process of the destruction of the forests covering our 


«ers, unless we destroy them. 


mountains, thus daily destroying these valuable as- 
water powers, at a rate that will leave us but a pit- 
» of what we have had so lavishly bestowed upon us and 
hot we will so much need in the near future, especially when 
we are doing with the proceeds is putting a few more 
to the pockets of a few land speculators who have no 
se for these dollars? 
me present this phase of the situation to you for your | 
ition: Suppose you vote with the friends of this meas- 
d later conclude we had better change back to the present 
we will still have the timber and we can do so, whereas 
ontinue our present methods of handling our timber sup- 
the damage will soon be such as can not be remedied. 
ature will result from the total destruction of the forest | 


h Ss i 


ure al 


por the burning over of large areas which are of no value 
except for the growth of trees which they will support. 

H. R. No. 21140, which we succeeded after five years of effort | 
in getting reported to the House, and to which I wish to call | 
vour attention, does not provide for the disposition of an acre of 


our public domain, and does not in any way change the method 
of disposing of a particle of our timber, except in those cases 
e the present method disposes of it at clearly less than its 
yalue. Surely no friend of irrigation can oppose such a say- 
ing to this valuable fund, unless perchance it goes to himself 
or some very close friend. Especially when we at the same | 
time save the navigability of our rivers, save the flood waters 
m, Save our water powers, which must in the near | 
furnish our only source of power _ ae our trains, | 
drive our machinery, and furnish us our heat, as well as our | 
light. Especially when we thus at the same time preserve | 
a greater system of reservoirs than man could possibly build, | 
for the forests retain a vast amount of water. 

It seems to me clear that, as I have stated earlier, there can 
be no reason assigned for continuing this policy of the destruc- 
tion of our forests which does not spring from avarice. I must 
again before closing call your attention to the fact that to sell | 
the remainder of the timber on the public demain outside of 
forest reserves, under this bill instead of as we have been selling 

t under present law, will save not less than $200,000,000, 
W chic ‘h may be used in forest perpetuation, drainage, and irriga- 

m, thus making homes on what is now worthless land for 
nillions of human beings. Besides we will thus always have 
something of a supply of timber, whereas under the present 
method that supply will totally and forever disappear as far as 
the lands thus disposed of are concerned, and the soil of the 
hillsides will be cast inte our rivers, navigation be impeded and | 
water powers very much lessened in value, while if you 
vote for H. R. 21140, you have all of these left and can turn it 
over to speculators at any time we so desire. I really hope | 
that when we get time to consider this bill no one will vote 
against it. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, this bill to preserve the forests 
is hot what it ought to be, but it is better than no bill at all. 
epresentative StaNtey, of Kentucky, offered in the commit- 

a resolution which, in my judgment, would have been the 
best step to take at this session under the circumstances. He 
wanted the Forester, accompanied by the Agricultural Commit- 
tee, fo go and inspect in person the forests sought to be pro- 
rag ed, so that each member could see for himself the necessity 

t this legislation. If this course had been pursued, we would 

lave a ad at the next session of Congress an enthusiastic com- 
mittee on th e side of forest protection. But for the opposition 
of Represenative Lever, of South Carolina, and Representative 
Lame, of Virginia, the forests would have been investigated | 
this summer, and the proper legislation would have followed. 

| 
| 


whe 





for 
LUI 


irrigatic 


ire 


the 


our 


Tes 





rhis legislation is a step-in the right direction and will lead to 
be (ter legislation later. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous consent 
in My remarks, without reading, the report of the 

upon this bill. 
EAKER, Is there objecton? 


iclude 
mittee 
The SP 


[After a pause.] The 


Mout ntains 


‘ hair hears none, 
rhe report is as follows: 
_ [House Report No. 1700, Sixtieth Congress, first sessfon.] 
— A mmittee on Agriculture, to which was referred House bill 21986, 
“At th a me under consideration and reports as follows : 
a aaa ” bes inning of the present session a number of bills were intro- | 
gener . nd referred to the Committee on Agriculture having for their 
® burpose the purchase of certain tracts of land in the White | 


ind ,a the Southern Appalachian Mountains with a view to 


; reser te the f orests on said lands and conserving the flow in the rivers 

ing duty roma therein. The committee considered its most press- | 
ment of Ace: },Ur8% to prepare the appropriation bill for the Depart- | 
pleted ‘Ag iture. Before the consideration of this bill had been com- | 


Georgi lution was introduced by Representative Barrnerr of | 
$4, providing that the bills above mentioned, commonly known as | 
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| several days, it became evident that the committee, 
| deemed proper to take. 


| committee, 


| idly destroyed, 


|} navigable streams. 


| entering into such agreement or 


| forests under consideration, 
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the “ White Mountain and Appalachian Park forest reserve bills.” be 





referred to the Committee on the Judiciary with the request that that 
committee render an opinion as to the constitutionality of the proposed 
measures. This resolution was adopted by the House, and the bills 
were referred accordingly. Pending the report of the Committ on 
the Judiciary, the Committee on Agriculture was of the opinion that it 
could not properly give consideration to these measures. 

On April 20, 1908, the Committee on the Judiciary rendered an opin 


ion to the effect that the United States would 
chase lands for the purpose of creating a forest reserve, but that ( 
gress might appropriate for the purchase of lands having a direct 
substantial connection with the navigability of navigable rivers. 

result of this decision, Representatives who had introduced the bills 
which had been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary modif 
and reintroduced them, and they were again referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, which took up the consideration of them at the earliest 
possible date. After hearing testimony and considering the bills for 
with the informa 
ommend any measure 


have no right to pur- 
ind 
AS a 


lad 
Led 


tion then before it, was unwilling to favorably r« 


| committing the United States to the policy of purchasing forest lands. 


The whole matter was therefore referred to a subcommittee, 
structions to recommend to the full committee such action as it was 
As a result of the deliberations of this sub 
the bill H. R. 21986 was reperted to the full committee 
and by its action is herewith reported to the House 

It is a matter of common knowledge that the forests in the White 
Mountains and in the Southern Appalachian Mountains are being rap- 
and the desirability of preserving what remains of 
them, or at least of introducing methods of lumbering which will pre 
vent the destruction of immature timber and will protect the forests 
from fire, is universally conceded, not only for the perpetuation of the 


with in- 


timber supply, but also for the conservation of the flow of water in the 
streams having their source within these forests. The pre »blem as to 
how this desired end should be reached has been wide ‘ly discussed and 
has awakened profound interest throughout the entire country. As a 


result of this discussion four distinct methods have been suggested. 

First. It has been held by many that the problem was one belonging 
exclusively to the States concerned. Those holding this view have 
argued that the Federal Government has no constitutional authority 
to purchase lands for the purpose of conserving the forests upon them, 
even though such preservation may conserve the supply of wate in 
They hold that the matter is one over whic h the 
States have exclusive jurisdiction, and that if the right exists it is the 
duty of the State to assume the responsibilty of meeting it. 

Second. Another view is that while it is neither the right nor the 
duty of the Federal Government to purchase the forests it may pro} 
erly cooperate with the States or with private owners in their preserva- 


tion by furnishing expert advice and assistance in their proper utiliza- 
tion and administration. 
Third. Still another view is that when it is shown that the forests 


of a given watershed have a direct and substantial connection with the 
navigability of the navigable rivers flowing from that watershed the 
Federal Government has the right to exercise jurisdiction the 
forests therein, although they remain in private ownership, pre- 
scribe the method which shall be followed in utilizing forests 
within such watershed. 

Fourth. The last, and doubtless the most generally advocated plan, 
proposes that the Federal Government shall buy all the land that may 
be necessary to protect the watersheds of navigable rivers and exer- 
cise over the forests growing upon them all the rights and privileges 
of absolute ownership. 

The bill now before the House was drawn with a view to meeting, 
in @ measure at least, each of these four proposed plans. ‘The firs! 
section proposes to give the consent of Congress to each of the several 
States of the Union which may wish to do so to enter into such agree- 
ment or compact, not in confiict with any law of the United States, as 
it may deem desirable or necessary, with any other State or St: ites for 
the purpose of conserving the forests and the water supply of the States 
compact. It has been often ur; A, by 
Federal Government should purchase the 
that the problem is interstate, and in view 
State entering into any agree- 
treatment of the problem is 
1 of this bill becomes 
among the States 


over 
and 
the 


those who insist that the 
of the constitutional inhibition against a 
ment or compact with another the proper 
made impossible to the States alone. If section 
a law, this obstacle to cooperation between and 
will be removed. 

Section 2 of the bill appropriates the sum of $100,900 to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to cooperate with any State or group of 
States, when requested to do so, by supplying expert advice on forest 
preservation, utilization, and administration, and upon reforestation of 


re 


denuded areas. It also authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to 
enter into agreement with the owners of any private forest lands situ- 


ated upon the watershed of a navigabie river, to administer and protect 
such forest land upon such terms as the Secretary of Agricalture may 
prescribe. It is believed that under the authority given in this section 
many thousands of acres of forest lands will be br ought as effectually 
within the jurisdiction of the United States for all the purposes of 
scientific forestry as if these lands were actually owned by the Gov 


ment. 

Section 3 of the bill provides for the appointment of a commission 
to be composed of five members of the Senate, to be appointed by the 
presiding officer thereof, and five Members of the House of Representa- 


tives, to be appointed by the Speaker 
Section 4 makes it the duty of this commission to investigate all 
| questions tending to show the direct and substantial connection, if any. 
between the preservation of the forests within the watersheds of the 
navigable rivers having their sources in the White Mountains and 
| Southern Appalachian Mountains, and the navigability of said rivers. 
And in ease the commission shall determine that such direct and sub- 
stantial connection exists, it shall them be its duty to ascertain to what 
extent, if at all, it may be necessary for the Government of the United 
States to acquire land within the watersheds referred to, the number 
of acres of such land, and the probable cost, or whether it may be de- 
sirable, if within the power of the United States to exercise, without 
purchase, such supervision over such watersheds as may be necessary 
to conserve the navigability of the rivers proceeding therefrom. Under 
the provisions of this section all the questions arising out of the pro- 
posal that the Federal Government purchase the forests or that it exer- 
cise jurisdiction over them without purchase, may be carefully studied 
and fully considered. It is true that by an act of the last Congress the 
Secretary of Agriculture was authorized to report and did report upon 
the watersheds of the Southern Appalachian and White mountains, the 


purpose of the report being to present to Congress “ the area and natu- 
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ernment purchasing and setting aside the same as national forest re- 


serves for the purpose of conserving and regulating the water supply 
and the flow of said streams in the interest of agriculture, water power, 
and navigation.” 

Without 
port, it 
accurate 


intending any reflection upon those who prepared this re- 
may be fairly said that it does not present such detailed and 
information any careful business man would insist upon 


as 


having before entering upon a policy which was to involve the expendi- | fairly and properly make a liberal appropriation to cooperate 


ture of many millions of dollars. It does not indicate the extent of the 
navigable portions of the rivers whose navigability it is desired to pro- 
tect, nor the value of the forests upon them. It presents no data 
showing to what extent, if at all, the volume or the steadiness of stream 
flow has been influenced by the destruction of the forests. It shows 
in only the most general way the location, area, and probable cost of 
the lands it is proposed to purchase. While it recommends (p. 37) that 
the Government acquire an area of 600,000 acres in the White Moun- 
tains and 5,000,000 acres in the Southern Appalachian Moun- 
tains, it states also (p. 32) that an area of 75,000,000 acres will have 
to be given protection “ before the watersheds and important streams 
are adequately safeguarded,” suggesting the thought that while less 
than 7,000,000 acres are to be purchased at once, 75,000,000 acres must 
ultimately be acquired if the watershed of the important streams 
are to be “adequately safeguarded.” Your committee is of the opinion 
that if a commission of ten members of the legislative body, responst- 
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ral conditions of said watersheds, the price at which the same can be This w » to th St s - ’ 
purchased by the Federal Government, and the advisability of the Gov- This will put it up to the different States to do the ir duty, 


| 


May 


21, 


so far as their own powers will permit them, and will also tae 
the shackles from their hands, so that they may cooperate 
with one another, if it is seen to be desirable. 

Then there is another class of our citizens, who believe that 
while the Government should not go to the extent of purchas. 
ing forests for the sake of preserving them, yet it may very 


| with the States in the preservation of those forests and he|) pri- 


vate owners of woodlands to administer and utilize them jy 
such a way as to preserve and protect them. To mect that 
view, we have provided in the second section for an appropria- 


| tion of the sum of $100,000 “to enable the Secretary of Agri- 
| culture to cooperate with any State or group of States, whey 


ble to their constituents and to the country for whatever report they | 


may make, is directed to investigate the subject, the information pre- 
sented in its report will be sufficiently comprehensive and exact to 
enable Congress to intelligently legislate upon the subject. The com- 
mission is given authority to employ experts and such clerical assistants 
“as mnay be needed, and is required to report to the President not later 
than January 1, 1909. 

Believing that this bill, by opening the way for the States to coop- 
erate with one another, puts it within their power to contribute much 
to the solution of this important problem; that the provision it makes 
for cooperation between the United States, the States, and 
owners of forest lands must contribute greatly to the rapid extension 
of scientific forestry ; and that by means of the commission for which 


private | merely to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to give his advice, 


requested to do so, by stpplying expert advice on forest reser. 
vation, utilization, and administration, and on the reforestation 
of denuded areas,” and also to agree with the owner or owners 
of private woodlands to administer and protect them for a deti- 
nite term of years. That brings me to the question asked me by 
the gentleman from New York. Replying to it, I wish to say it 


| is the hope of the committee, in the event this bill becom lav, 


that under section 2 a very large area in the aggregate of tl 
forest lands along our eastern coast range may be brought su! 


stantially under Government control, so that all the benefits of 


| Federal ownership in the way of forest preservation may be 


it provides the most careful study of the whole problem with a view | 


to future legislation is made possible, and that for these reasons the 
yroposed legislation will be of great public advantage, your committee 


respectfully reports the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


Mr. SCOTT. 
I desire the record to show the history of the bills that have 
been introduced in this session of Congress for the acquisition 
of the White Mountain and Appalachian forest reserves. 
feport will show that the Committee on Agriculture has not 
been derelict in its duty touching the consideration of these 
bills, but has followed the matter up as rapidly as was within 
its power. In this connection I wish also to state that no official 
of this House has attempted in any way to delay the con- 
sideration of these bills or to induce the committee to bring 
in an adverse report upon any of them. 

Now, I yield to the gentleman from New York for a short 
question. 

Mr. HARRISON. For what purpose is the $100,000 appro- 
priated in the second section of the bill? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will come to that in the discussion of the bill. 


Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of common knowledge that the 
timber supply of our country is rapidly disappearing, and tha‘ 
our mountain ranges, particularly upon the Atlantic coast, are 


being rapidly denuded of their forests. It is a most deplorable 
fact. There is no question but that the destruction of forests 
destroys also the natural beauty of the landscape, that it has a 
great deal to do with the destruction of agricultural lands, and 
that it has much to do with impairing stream flow, thereby im- 
posing loss and damage upon manufacturing enterprises which 
are seeking to use water power, and interfering seriously with 
navigation. It is therefore, without doubt, extremely desirable 
that the mountain ranges, particularly those which include the 
watersheds of important rivers, should not be ruthlessly de- 
nuded of their forests, and where such denudation has taken 
place the forests should, if possible, be restored. 

But there is a great difference between admitting the desira- 
bility of a project and demanding that the United States Govy- 
ernment should take that project in hand. A great many peo- 
ple lose sight of the fact that a proposition may have great 
merit and yet that it may not be the duty of the United States 
to take up that proposition, and that it may not be within the 
constitutional power of the United States to do it. There are 
many people, therefore, who believe that in this matter of for- 
est preservation the States have been derelict in their duty; 
that they have not exercised the power they have, but are seek- 
ing to shoulder off upon the Federal Treasury a burden which 
they should bear themselves. 
who hold such an opinion, in some degree at least, that the 
committee in this bill has made a provision giving the consent 
of the United States to each of the several States of the Union 
which may wish to do so the right “to enter into such agree- 
ment or compact not in conflict with any law of the United 
States as it may deem desirable or necessary with any other 
State or States for the purpose of conserving the forests and 
the water supply of the States entering into such an agreement 
er compact.” 


Mr. Speaker, I have made this request because | tains for a definite term of years to provide for the administra- 


This | 





| Mountain and Appalachian reserves. 


realized without incurring too many of its burdens. 
Mr. HARRISON. As the bill is drawn, the appropriation is 


Mr. SCOTT. It goes further than that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not as the bill reads. 

Mr. SCOTT. It enables the Secretary of Agriculture not only 
to supply expert advice, but to stipulate and agree with the 
owners of the forests in the Appalachians or the White Moun 


tion and protection of them. 
Mr. HARRISON. I think the gentleman will admit 
lawyers may disagree with him in that interpretation. 
Mr. SCOTT. I am not stating how the lawyers interpret it 
or how it may be interpreted by the courts. I am only giving 


that 


| the gentleman my own opinion of the meaning of the bili and 
| the interpretation placed upon it by the committee. 


Mr. HARRISON. 
bill as it is drawn. 

Mr. WEBB. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WEBB. ‘There are those who think that the passage of 
this bill means the killing of the whole project for the White 
Will the gentleman give 


I think that is a serious objection to the 


his opinion upon that? 
Mr. SCOTT. In reply to that I wish to say, speaking for my 
self and I think for a majority of the committee, that we are 


| in hearty sympathy with the main purpose of all these bil!s 


It is to meet the views of those | 





That is to say, we realize the great damage that may be in 
flicted upon the agricultural, manufacturing, and navigation 1 
terests of the country by the complete deforestation of our 
Eastern mountains, and we are anxious to have such a calamity 
averted. But in studying the proposal that the Federal! Go 
ernment should purchase and protect the watershed of ali te 
navigable rivers flowing out of these mountains we have cone 
to realize what a tremendous project it is, and the thought o! 
it fairly staggers us. It is true that the bills we have been 
considering contemplate an initial appropriation of but a sis 
amount of money, and that the report of the Secretary of \st 
culture suggests the purchase at this time of less than 7,000,000 
acres of land. 

But this same report, as the gentleman from Nel! 
just stated, declares also that there are 75,000,000 
land in these mountains that must be given protect veh 
the watersheds on the more important streams are aceqie: 
safeguarded. At the lowest average price at whic! 
has estimated these lands may be bought, this would 
expenditure of $250,000,000 merely for the purcha~ 
lands. Estimating the cost of maintenance of these res 
by the cost of administering the national forests Ww: 


| POSSESS, there would be added to this initial outlay 


expense of at least $1,000,000. The project, there! 
templates an undertaking which in its cost to the co! 
in many other features can only be compared in impo! 
magnitude to the Panama Canal. Such a project ov 
be undertaken without first obtaining every scrap © 


| tion that would help us to reach an intelligent conc 


on. 
t advo 


ffi- 
til 


without the most deliberate and painstaking consid«' 

I know that a great many people, ardent and ear 
cates of the proposed policy, insist that we already ° “tion 
cient information to warrant immediate and favorab’ #"™ 


s 














R hose who hold to this opinion tell us how much land 
timately have to buy, whether 7,000,000 or 70,000,000 

an they tell us where that land lies except in a 

| way? Can they tell us how much it would cost? 
tell us the length of the navigable rivers whose water 
forests would conserve? Can they tell us the value of 
‘ree upon those rivers? All these are questions the 


Cer a committee of this House would be derelict in its 

recommended the passage of a bill which was to 

e Government to a policy involving the expenditure 

ns of money without knowing what was going to be 

hou with the money or what price was going to be paid or 
what the value of the interests to be protected. 

\ mimittee is not ready to say that it may not be proper 

‘nd wise for the Government to enter upon this policy. On the 

he i, it certainly is not ready to recommend that such 

‘ - entered upon with the information it now possesses. 

It las therefore recommended in this bill the appointment of a 


\ hi S y it shall be to investigate every phase of the problem 

rt the information it gathers and the conclusions it 
ngress. We believe that a report made by members of 
tive body, who will be responsible to their constituents, 
leagues, and to the country for the work they do and 
he recommendations they make will be of far more practical 


ation relating to it. 
This 


from Virginia has a little more than intimated, nor 
brought in here for the mere purpose of delay. On the 
ary, it was prepared in good faith; it was brought here in 
cool faith, and those of us who favor it believe that its passage 
be a long step in the direction of the preservation of our 
ie coast watershed and the conservation of the water sup- 

y in the streams that flow from them. [Applause.] 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
the time has expired. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas to suspend the rules and pass the 





Viil, 
Mr. LAMB, And upon that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 


nd nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 205, nays 41, 

swered “ present” 17, not voting 124, as follows: 
YEAS—205. 


has asked and to which no answers have been given. | 


. consisting of members of this House and the Senate, | 


to the President, by him to be transmitted to the next ses- | 


e than a report made by a bureau official, who, however able | 
d honest, was already an enthusiastic advocate of the project | 
was deputed to investigate, and whose report is more in the | 

e of an argument in support of that project than of infor- | 









heson Dawson Haskins McKinley, IIL 
{ Denby Haugen McKinney 
\damson Denver Hawley McLachlan, Cal. 
h Diekema Hayes McLaughlin, Mich. 
Al Dixon Heflin McMorran 
! Douglas Henry, Conn, Macon 
ny Draper Henry, Tex. Madden 
A K Durey Hepburn Mondell 
j Dwight Hinshaw Moon, Pa. 
it Edwards, Ky, Hitchcock Moore, Pa. 
, Ellerbe Hobson Moore, Tex, 
Pa, Ellis, Mo, Holliday Mouser 
lex, Ellis, Oreg. Howell, N. J. Murdock 
I Englebright Howland Murphy 
I Esch Hubbard, W. Va. Nicholls 
I Fairchild Huff Norris 
I ’ Fassett Hughes, N. J. Nye 
1 Favrot Humphrey, Wash. O'Connell 
v Finley Johnson, 8S. C, Olcott 
; Floyd Jones, Wash, Page 
Focht Keifer Parker, N. J. 
: Fordney Keliher Parsons 
Le Foster, Ill, Kennedy, Iowa Patterson 
0 Foulkrod Kennedy, Ohio Payne 
‘ ‘ French Kinkaid Pollard 
Fuller Kipp Pou 
Fulton Knopf Pray 
Gardner, Mich, Kiistermann Prince 
: Gilhams Lafean Pujo 
; = : Gill Langley Rainey 
; . ¥. Gillespie Law Randell, Tex. 
Godwin Lawrence Ransdell, La, 
Goebel Legare Reeder 
Volo, Graff Lenahan Reynolds 
; a Graham Lever Richardson 
4 > a. Granger Lindbergh Roberts 
4 Greene Lindsay Rodenberg 
Cra Gregg Longworth Rothermel 
; 7 Hackney Loud Sabath 
( Ker Hale Loudenslager Saunders 
Cus , Hall Lovering Scott 
Dale, a Hamilton, Iowa Lowden Sherwood 
Darragh Hamilton, Mich, MeCall Slayden 
Dawes Hardwick McHenry Slemp 
Harrison McKinlay, Cal. Small 


120 


| is not a makeshift, therefore, as my distinguished | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Smith, Iowa Sturgiss Underwood Willett 
Smith, Mich, Sulloway Volstead Wolf 
Southwick Sulzer Vreeland Wood 
Stafford Taylor, Ohio Waldo Woodyard 
Steenerson Thistlewood Wanger 


Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 


Bartlett, Nev, 
Booher 
Bowers 
Brundidge 
Candler 


Barchfeld 
Bartlett, Ga. 


Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 


NAYS 


Fitzgerald 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Garner 
Garrett 

Glass 


Gardner, N. J, 
Gillett 


Washburn 
Wheeler 


41. 


Howard 

James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky, 
Jones, Va. 
Lamb 


Laning 
Lassiter 


Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Shackleford 
Smith, Cal, 
Smith, Mo, 


Clark, Mo, Hamlin Lee Spight 
Clayton Hardy Lloyd Williams 
Cox, Ind. Hay McLain Wilson, Pa. 
Craig Helm Padgett 
De Armond Higgins Riordan 
Ferris Houston Rucker 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1T. 

Bennet, N. Y, Cary Lorimer Watkins 
Boutell Cockran Morse Webb 

| Bradley Cooper, Wis. Nelson 
Butler Flood Olmsted 
Carlin Hagegott Talbott 

NOT VOTING 24, 

Alexander, Mo. Foster, Ind. Knapp Porter 
Alexander, N.Y. Foster, Vt. Knowland Powers 

| Allen Fowler Lamar, Fla, Pratt 
Ansberry Gaines, W. Va.” Lamar, Mo. Rauch 
Bannon Gardner, Mass, Landis Reid 


Rhinock 
Robinson 


tell, Ga. Goldfogle Leake Ryan 
Bennett, Ky, Gordon Lewis Sheppard 
Bingham Goulden Lilley Sherley 
Birdsall Griggs Littlefield Sherman 
Broussard Gronna Livingston Sims 
Brumm Hackett McCreary Smith, Tex, 


Burgess 
Burnett 


} Byrd 


Calder 


Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hill, Conn, 


McDermott 
MeGavin 
MeGuire 
McMillan 


Snapp 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Stanley 


Caulfield Hill, Miss. Madison Sterling 
Chaney Howell, Utah Malby Tawney 
Clark, Fla, Hubbard. lowa Mann Taylor, Ala, 


Cousins 
Cravens 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 


Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, Iowa 
Hull, Tenn. 


Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 


Humphreys, Miss. Moon, Tenn. 


Jackson 


Mudd 


Thomas, Ohio 


Tirrell 
Townsend 
Wallace 
Watson 


Davis, Minn, James, Addison D. Needham Weeks 
Driscoll Jenkins Overstreet Weems 
Dunwell Kahn Parker, S. Dak. Weisse 
Edwards, Ga, Kimball Pearre Wiley 
Fornes Kitchin, Claude Perkins Wilson, Ill, 
Foss Kitchin, Wm. W. Peters Young. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. PEARRE with Mr. WATKINS. 


Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. DAVENPORT, 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Srus. 

Mr. CAULFIELD with Mr. Moon of Tennessee, 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Hutt of Tennessee, 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. RHINOCK. 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. SPARKMAN.,. 


Mr. STerLine with Mr. Smirn of Texas. 

Mr. TowWNSEND with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 
Mr. Overstreet with Mr. Ropinson. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. McDermort, 

Mr. Marey with Mr. LASSITER, 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. Ravucu. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. Gaines of West Virginia with Mr. Gorpon, 
Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. CocKRANn, 

Mr. Foss with Mr. BuRNETT. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. CLrarKk of Florida, 
Mr. Cuaney with Mr. Bett of Georgia. 


Mr. Cary with Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri. 

For the session: 

Mr. Brapiey with Mr. GouLpDEN. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
BUREAU 


OF MINES. 


Mr. HUFF. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 20883) to establish in the De- 
partment of the Interior a Bureau of Mines, and pass the same, 
which bill I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby established in the 
ment of the Interior a bureau, to be called the Bureau of Mins 
commissioner of said Bureau, who shall be appointed by the Il! 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall re- 


Depnart- 
3, and a 


sident, 


6706 


n- sal 


iry of $6,000 per annum; 
jureau such clerks, agents, 
essary to cafry out tl 
~. That it shall 
commission under 


and there shall also be in the 
experts, and other employees as may 
e provisions of this act. 
the province and duty of said Bureau and 
direction of the Secretary of said Depart- 
to foster, prot , and develop the mining industries of the 
nited States; to n ligent investigation of the methods of min- 
the safety of miners, the improvement of conditions under 
hich mining operations a carried on, the treatment of ores, the use 
explosives and elect y, the prevention of accidents, 
\ineral products and markets for the same, and of other 
to said industries, and from time to time to 
of the work, investigations, and information 
of said Department may direct, with the 
eau 
That the Secretary of 
vith furnished offices 
ecords, stationery, 
nh 


possible 


matters perti- 
make such public 
obtained as the 
recommendations 
the Interior shall 
within the city of Washington, with such 
and appliances, and such assistants, clerks, 
! and other employees as may be necessary 
t proper discharge of the duties imposed by this act upon such 
eau, fixing the compensation of such clerks and employees within 
opriations made for that purpose. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to twenty 
the gentleman from Illinois to twenty minutes. 

Mr. HUFF. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to say 
bill that it is generally demanded by 
interests of the country, and I 
Illinois to consume some of his time 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the establishment of 
a Bureau of Mines and Mining seems to me a very 
matter for this Government. During the last year more than a 
thousand men lost their lives in the mines in one month, not 
taking into account at all the great loss of property. It seems 
to me that the estabishment of such a bureau, where the best 
methods of mining might be ascertained and where we might 
investigate and discover means of conserving life in the mines, 
is of great importance, 
some 


provide the said 


rs, typewriters, 


upon this 


except 


steps to bring about better 
mining generally. 
to that of agriculture in this country. 
the value of the mining properties of our country 
$2,000,000,000. In 1862 this Government gave to every Repre- 
sentative and Senator then in Congress 30,000 acres of land 
each, and has added to it very largely since that time, in order 
that agricultural colleges might be established for the teaching 
of scientific agriculture. 
who believes that any mistake was made when our Government 
made this concession to agriculture, and yet here is a great in- 
dustry like mining, which stands next to agriculture, 
which our country has given very little. 

Many times experiments that are made in one place, looking 


conditions of the affairs 


was over 


to an investigation of better methods of mining, are lost because | 


the knowledge is not known in other parts of the country where 


it might be taken advantage of and other people might avoid | 
all | 
safety of the life | 
and limb of the men who go down into the earth and bring forth | 


the same mistakes that 
property considerations, 


all were making. 
I believe that for the 


Laying aside 


the coal and the precious metals it is our duty to do what we 
can for them. s [Applause. ] 
will save human lives I am sure none will regret the cost. 

It is for the men who work in the mines, whose calling is so 
dangerous that I plead for the establishment of this bureau. 
Let us begin a scientific investigation of the safest means of min- 


ing. Let us see if we can not do something that will save the 


awful suffering 

Mr. Speaker, 
sylvania [Mr. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Speaker, it may be 
the Members who may be opposed to this bill- 
there are none such 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill provided for an inves- 
tigation. I agree that it did, and I am glad to say that we are 
very thankful for that appropriation for the benefit of the 
miners. But that amendment provides only for temporary in- 
vestigation and is limited to an investi 
mine explosions. This bill provides for a permanent institu- 
tion and its jurisdiction of all of the accidents and the investi- 
gation as to the causes of all of the accidents which may occur 
in coal mines and in all the other mines of the country, and it 
will therefore be of greater benefit because of its continuing 
and permanent character. The industry, as a whole, taking in 
mining of coal and other minerals, is certainly of such great 
importance as to warrant Congress in establishing a bureau the 
duty 
rege up in efficiency the mining industries of the country, and 
to look after, last but not least, and really most important of 
ail, the health and the lives of those who are compelled to work 
in mines in order to earn their living. 


and loss of life that has occurred in mines. 
I yield five minutes to the 
NICHOLLS |. 


gentleman from Penn- 


said by 
-although I hope 
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the values of | 


| in which 694 men were killed. 


| 34 killed per 
minutes and | 


all of the mining | 
will ask the gentleman from | 


| of Wilkes-Barre and vicinity and thirty 
important | 


|} poor 
| between life and death. 
and that the Government should take | 
of | 
The business of mining is next in importance | 
We find that last year | other 
| ing the present week, , or 
| four lives, with a secondary record of broken bones and lacerations 


| ers of America, which met in Indianapolis last January, 
| the following resolution : 
There is no one in the country to-day | 


If the establishment of this bureau | 


| any 


some of | 
that the amendment in the legislative, ex- } report 
| mines the facts of which are 


gation of the causes of | 


|; as to the initial cause of the explosion, 


of whose officers will be to look after the interest and to | have been gues in the mine or that was developed by the 
| the 


May 21, 
I want to read from a report of the Daily Consul] 
Trade Reports of April 22, 1908: 


~——, 
INCREASE IN COAL-MINING DEATHS. 


According to J. A. Holmes, chief of the technological bran 
United States Geological Survey, reports regarding coal-mine 
of 1907 show an increase of about 50 per cent in the numbe 
killed as compared with 1906. From the information already 
Mr. Holmes says: 

“It seems probable that an increase of 25 per cent in the n 
fatal accidents will be shown for the year 1907 over the fig 
1906, without taking into consideration the disasters of last |) 
Counting the big disasters, t) 
which will be a 50 per cent increase 


and 


will be more than 3,000, 


|} year 1906.” 


The disasters referred to in that report are those at 
Pa., on December 1, 37; on December 6 at Monongah, 
346; on December 16 at Yolande, Ala., 63; on Decembe: 
Jacobs Creek, Pa., 250. Out of each thousand men e: 
by the railroad there are 24 killed per annum. Out 
thousand men working in coal mines in this country t 
annum. 


I want to read for your information an editorial in the 


Wilkes-Barre Record, situate in the heart of the anthracite 
region, of May 15, 1908. It is as follows 


[From the Wilkes-Barre Record, May 15, 1908.] 
AN APPALLING RECORD. 


Within the past week twenty-three men have been killed in the 
have been injured 
less seriously. The deaths have come in horrible and excriu 
form. Half a dozen miners lay in a dark tunnel suffering tortur 
burns, fatally hurt. Others were crippled by a fall of rock and |! 
terrible suspense until another fall came and crushed out their 
One had his back broken and will be compelled to remain mot 
perhaps for several years, until death ends his misery. Anoth 
fered a fracture of the skull and may be an invalid for li 
human beings are in the hospitals and in their homes 


It is all horrible, heartrending. If that many people had been ki 
or injured on the public streets or in the various occupations on tl 
surface in Wilkes-Barre and vicinity in a single week, the community 
would be startled and the reckless sacrifice of life would be made the 
subject of drastic inquiry. jut this story of the mines goes on day 

day, not always with such a fearful record as that enacted dur 
but yet with its daily toll of one, two, thre« 


The nineteenth annual convention of the United Mine Work 


adopted 


Whereas the mining interests of the United States yielded during the 


year 1907 an increase to the nation’s wealth of nearly $2,000,000,000 


| and employed 600,000 or more men in the various Ststes of the Union; 
| and 
and to | 


mining alone; and 


Whereas in 1906 nearly 7,000 men were killed and injured in coal 
Whereas this number is rapidly increasing and is now greater than 
in any other mining country of the world; and 
Whereas every important mining country, except the United Stat 
maintains a bureau of mines for the study of mining and | 
tection of life in the mines; and 
Whereas it is desirable that more adequate recognition should ! 
given the industry by the investigation of mining and me! rg 
methods with a view to better protection of life and the bett 
tion and conservation of these mineral resources: Thereforé 
Resolved, That the United Mine Workers of America in | 
tecnth annual convention assembled recommend the estab!lis 
this time of a national bureau of mines, with adequate aut 
funds to make the necessary investigations to carry into eff 
poses herein stated and to make recommendations to Co! 
needed legislation: Be it further 
Resolred, That the international officers are hereby inst: 
pear before the proper Congressional committees in Washin 
the enactment of such legislation. 
Signed on behalf— 


J. H. Wak 
JoHN P. Wh 

District IP 

The following extracts from the preliminary repo 


joint select mine investigating committee, appoint: 
legislature of West Virginia to investigate mine dis: 
show that there are matters connected with a: 
not agreed upon: 

Your committee is of the opinion that the explosion of the 
Mines Nos. 6 and 8 was a dust explosion, and it seems to 
sensus of opinion of the experts who made an examination 
that the initial point of explosion was in Mine No. 8, and ! 
inspectors and experts believe that the cause was a }lo\ 
Yet Chief Paul, together with others, is of the opini 
runaway cars, numbering twenty-one, and wrecking at t 
the slope, was a great factor in causing the explosion. |! 
the experts who spent weeks examining this mine are divid 
your committee 
must refrain from attempting to give you the initial caus: 
plosion. 

Your committee is of opinion that the Stuart mine exp! 
gas explosion. ‘There seems, however, to be a difference « 
to the cause of this explosion. On the one hand, it is clal! 
initial cause was a blown-out shot which ignited gas t! 


explosion. On the other hand, it is the opinion of th 
inspector that the ignition of gas occurred in room No. i 
left entry, commonly known as “Dick Lee” entry, and 
paease by’ a blown-out shot, but that the gas was ignited I 
amp. 














MONONGAH MINE, December 6, 1907. 


civen as an illustration of the fact that in our most modern 
mines lurks a danger which science has yet to discover. This 
immediately attracted the attention of operators, chemists, 
tists not only in the different States of the Union, but of the 
Government, and even foreign countries sent experts to ascer- 


ssible, the cause of the explosion and to discover a method of 
; » similar explosions. 
al ; conceded that this explosion was a dust explosion; yet it 


t no one has. been able to give all the elements that may be 
' to ereate a dust explosion. This reference to the Monongah 
I | to the conditions that were thought to exist there at that 
especially made for the purpose of impressing upon the legis- 
fact that the legislature can not reach the cause or provide 
> which will prevent explosions until that cause is known. This 

he result of future study and experiment. 
\ mmittee respectfully again calls attention to the fact that 
ture has asked the committee to solve the greatest problem 
ntury. This is said because not — the legislature of this 
the world in general, is trying to solve the problem. Efforts 

! ing made by the National Government to create a bureau 
for t purpose of experimenting to determine the hidden causes of 

ysion such as the Monongah explosion. 

o not believe the American people are any less sympa- 
‘than the people of the countries which have, by careful 
nvestigation and necessary legislation, reduced the number of 
fatalities in mines to one-third of what they are in the mines 
of thiscountry. We are really thoughtless, and do not even ask, 
Am I my brother’s keeper? Let us take thought here at this 
time and provide ways and means for reducing the awful death 
roll of the mining industry in this country. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. , 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important 
measure and, as I understand it, the friends of the bill control 
time. I want to ask if it is not possible for somebody 
who is not in favor of the bill to speak in opposition to it. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair will answer that question 
by saying that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hvurr] 
moved to suspend the rules and pass the bill; that the only 
gentleman who addressed the Chair was the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foster] demanding a second, and the Chair recog- 
nized him for that purpose. Now, the Chair will state this 
thing has happened before. If it be true that both gentlemen 
are in favor of the passage of the bill—that has arisen hereto- 
fore, and has generally been settled by one or both of the 
gentlemen extending the time equitably to those who are op- 
posed to the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would ask unanimous consent 
that those opposed to the bill may have twenty minutes. That 
would give those in favor of the bill forty minutes, and twenty 
minutes to those opposed to the bill. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that those opposed to the bill may have twenty 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
nears none, 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
tmanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on this 
subject. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the 
Same courtesy be’extended to other speakers on this bill. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the same courtesy be extended to all gentle- 
men who shall speak upon this bill, the remarks to be confined 
to the bill under consideration. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HUFF. Mr. Speaker, I now yield eight minutes of my 
= to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveras]. 

r. 
has asked me to say a few words, presenting this bill to the 
House. He was kind enough to suggest this because the bill 
Prepared by our committee was based upon the bill introduced 
*Y iyself on February 3, and because I prepared the short re- 
port which accompanies this bill. 

_l am quite well aware that many of the Members of the 

‘louse, Members, too, who take a most thoughtful and intelli- 
sent interest in legislation, view with settled disfavor the mul- 
‘pication of Government departments and bureaus. They have 
un experience that Government expenses increase in 
Por Fate to the increase of these agencies of government. 

“tsonally, I sympathize with this feeling and approve it; but 

~ “ertainly does not therefore follow that we are to have no 
ore bureaus, and I confidently submit that the demands and 
“ons for the passage of this bill are cogent and unan- 


swerable 


ll the 


the reg 








DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of our committee | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











6707 


The mine operators and the mine workers of the country 
have for many years united in appealing for either a depart- 
ment or a bureau of mines. Second only to agriculture, the 
mines of America are her most fruitful of wealth. 
Eight hundred thousand men in America daily go down into 
the dark and dangerous recesses of the ground to toil for their 
families and to produce this wealth for the nation. Twenty 
men is about the present average number of those who daily 
meet death at their task. Ten thousand of them have thus 
lost their lives in the past five years. The fuel resources of 
the country are being rapidly depleted and are being fearfully 
wasted by unscientific methods of minimg. And yet, in 
of all this, the Government of the United States has done next 
to nothing to investigate, to promote, or to help this great 
dustry. As a government, we have paid substantially no atten- 
tion to it. 

I shall not undertake to reiterate the arguments or the 
startling statistics which you have all heard on this floor at 
this session of Congress. The well-informed gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WiILson] and the gentleman from California, 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. ENGLEepricgutT}, have made 
most earnest and convincing appeals upon this subject. By 
them and by other gentlemen no less earnest and well informed 
the facts and figures bearing upon this subject have been de- 
tailed in a manner and with an effect to appeal most strongly 
to the sympathy, the humanity, the patriotism, and the sound 
sense of every one who heard them. 

But there are one or two considerations to which I do desire 
to call the especial attention of the House. Much has been said 
of the enormous and shocking loss of life due to mine explo- 
sions; but I desire to remind you that far more men have lost 
their lives by rock, slate, and coal falling from the roofs of 
mines than even by actual explosions; more, indeed, than from 
ali other causes combined. The very first clause of that por- 
tion of this bill which defines the duties of this bureau pro- 
vides for “diligent investigation of the methods of mining; 
and, indeed, if the bill stopped here it might be enough. But it 
goes on to provide for ‘the possible improvement of conditions 
under which mining operations are carried on, the treatment of 
ores, the use of explosives and electricity, the prevention of acci- 
dents, the value of mineral products and markets for the same, 
and of other matters pertinent to said industry.” Surely a 
wise, useful, and comprehensive programme. 

Some one may suggest that all of this is a proper field for 
State or for individual or corporate activity and not a proper 
region of Federal activity. To this I can not, perhaps, do bet- 
ter than to quote the language used on this floor some days 
since, during the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], who so 
rarely fails to interest and inform the House: 

Of course there is a boundary line where men may be in doubt; but, 
generally speaking, the function of a government in regard to research 
is to do those things that relate to the fundamentals and which, by 
reason of their cost, are beyond the power of the individual to do, and 
not to do those things that simply relate to the ordinary work of com- 


mercial corporations and companies and which they would naturally 
do without governmental aid. 


source 


Spite 


in 


And I may also quote this language from the report which 
accompanies this bill: 

Much valuable work has been, is being, and wil! be done by the 
State governments to investigate and foster the local mining interests 
within their own borders: but many of the States have not the means 
to do this adequately. None of them covers the entire field, nor is 
any one State interested in all branches and departments of this great 
industry. 

But perhaps the most impelling argument for the prompt 
undertaking of this work by our own Government is the em- 
phatic and convincing success that other governments have 
achieved in the same field. It is, indeed, inconceivable that 
such appalling loss of life as the facts disclose can not be pre- 
vented. The experience of other countries demonstrates that it 
can be prevented. While the mortality in our mines has in- 
creased at a fearful rate, the ratio of mortality in other coun- 
tries has, under government investigation and regulation, 
wonderfully diminished. 

If France and Belgium have reduced their ratio of mortality 
by two-thirds, why can not we? We have only by careful and 
persistent investigation to show our miners and operators how 
to do it, and it will be done. 

Let me further assure the House that there is no duplication 
of work contemplated by this measure. There is no place un- 
der the Government where the technological work contemplated 
by this bill is now being carried on. Theré need be and is no 
rivalry between the agency created by this bill and the Geo- 
logical Survey. The scientific work done and being done by the 
Survey is of the greatest value and importance. But the stat- 
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ute under which alone the Geological Survey is maintained and 
operates limits its field. The organic law creating what we 
know as the “ Geological Survey” provides that the Director of 
the Geological Survey— 


Shall 


have the direction of the Geological 
tion of public lands, and exam 
eral resources, and products 
It has nothing to do with the technical industry of mining. 
The present efficient Director, Mr. Smith, has freely and frankly 
admitted this, and has encouraged the bill now before you. 
Indeed, in a recent conversation he said to me, “That any ap- 
propriations already made for objects coming directly within 
the scope and purview of this Bureau, he would gladly see 
turned over to it, should this bill become a law. 


Survey é 
ination of the geological structure, min- 
of the national domain. 


The committee thought it best, so earnest were we all to se- | 


cure the establishment of this Bureau, that no direct appro- 
priation should be made by this bill. We hope that this has 
already been made in the $150,000 appropriated by the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill the other day, 


eo 
’ 


or, in any event, it can be estimated for by the Secretary of the | 


Interior and provided in the future. 

In conclusion let me earnestly urge you to come to the rescue 
of this great industry; to come to the rescue of the mining 
methods of America; to come to the rescue of the wasting re- 
sources of America, and above all and most appealing of all, to 
come to the rescue of the men who, in darkness and danger, 
pursue this toilsome vocation. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUFF. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Minnesota 

Mr. TAWNEY] or any gentleman speaking on that side desires 
to use some of the time, I will be glad if they will do so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
to yote for a measure like this, because I think the House has 
been inadequately supplied with information about it. I am 
under the impression that in some respects the bill transgresses 
the rights of the States and intrudes itself into the operation of 
private business in an unnecessary way. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Do you know that this bill provides in any 
way for supervision of mines? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand enough 


about the bill to answer the gentleman’s question definitely, | 


yes or no, but I am advised in a general way that it under- 
takes to exercise a sort of supervision that hitherto has fallen 
within the province of the police regulations of the States or 
the commercial regulations of the enterprises themselves. 

I am in perfect sympathy with the most extreme develop- 
ment of the very useful work done by the Geological Survey, 
and if I could be convinced that this bill is necessary, and that 

will do enough good to balance the evil exercise of a doubtful 
power, I should support it; but it has been brought into the 
House without any previous suggestion, to me at least, that 
it was to be considered in so brief a time at a late hour of the 
session. 

I object to the creation of any more bureaus of the Govern- 
ment. If this work is important enough to have it done, then, 
sir, it might well be delegated to the Geological Survey, an 
important bureau in the Department of the Interior, already 
established, and having connected with that Survey a division 


directly devoted to the study of coal mining and allied in- | 


dustries. I believe there is back of this—as there is back of all 
such schemes, however good may be the intentions of those who 
support them—an influence that is working from a selfish point 
of view. It means a multiplying of officials; it means tre- 
mendous increase of expense, the extent of which no men has 
yet suggested in this debate so far as I have been able to hear. 
I do not believe there is a man on the floor of the House sup- 
porting the proposition to create an additional bureau, the work 
of which may well be done by the Geological Survey, who can 
give us any idea of the number of officials to be employed or 
what they will cost the taxpayers. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen may be charged, and usually | 


are charged, with demagogy when they stand up here and try 
to protect the Public Treasury against this multiplication of offi- 


cialis, but somebody must now and then protest in behalf of the | 


forgotten man, the man who pays for it all, and if it be true, as 
I believe that it 
Geological Survey a corps of officials who can do the work, then 
I think, in the interest of all the people, we should leave it to 
them and not add an indefinite number of officials at an un- 
known compensation. 

This proposed bureau will duplicate work being done by the 
Geological Survey. 
of work, and particularly there should not be a multiplication 
.of high-priced officials whose services are not required by the 
public service or in the interest of humanity. 


and the classifica- | 


Mr. Speaker, I do not feel myself prepared | 


is, that we already have established in the | 


There ought not to be any such duplication | 





’ 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has ; 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hurr] has twent 
minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Minnesota 
TAWNEY] seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, as I underst: 
time, it was that twenty minutes of it was under the co) 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] and twenty 
on this side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentlemay 
Illinois [Mr. Fosrrer] yielded his time to the gentlem: 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Hurr]. Is that correct? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No, sir; I did not mean to do 

The SPEAKER. Then, between the two there are 
| three minutes remaining. The gentleman from Illin 

Foster] has twelve minutes and the gentleman from P 
vania {[Mr. Hurr] has eleven minutes. 

Mr. HUFF, Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes of my ti 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Pray]. 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, in the time allotted to meI « 
| to Say a few words in favor of the passage of this bill, ) 
| I believe it to be a most important and necessary ny 

and one which, if enacted into law, will result in ines 
benefit to the people generally throughout the country 
especially to all those persons engaged in mining in wha» 

capacity in the various States. It is a matter of « 

knowledge that in most of the States mining is an in 
industry—in about thirty-seven States, as I recollect. 
fore I say that the passage of this measure is bound to 

a large proportion of the people of this country. The p 
of the bill is to foster, promote, and develop the mining 
| tries throughout the Union. 
| Now, it may be said by some in opposition to the measure that 
| such matters should be left to the control of the various 
| but at the hearings held before the Committee on Mines and Mir 

ing, at which a large number of men interested in and bh 

knowledge of the mining industry and all its varied phases i: 
| all parts of the Union appeared and submitted testimon: 
| reference to this subject, it appeared from that testimony) 
| instance, that the States had in various ways and for yea! 
tempted to solve the difficult problems growing out of 
| disasters and had been unable to do so, and it was the 


dus 


| mous opinion that it was about time to clothe the Federa! Goy- 
| ernment with power to act. [Applause.] 

And perhaps I should also state in this connection that it is 
likewise the unanimous opinion of the members of the (Co 
| mittee on Mines and Mining of the House that app: 
action should be taken at this session, based upon the re 
mendations of the President of the United States and the e 
dence submitted at the hearings before the committee that « 
tinued during the greater part of the month of March. 

The hearings were published in pamphlet form and contain 
the testimony of mine owners, operators, foremen, inspectors, 
miners, members and officers of various labor organizations, 
newspaper articles, and letters and telegrams from yarious 
| sources throughout the United States, all favoring the 

| lishment of a mining bureau as proposed by this bill. After t! 
| information thus obtained had been duly considered the pres 
ent bill was drafted and unanimously adopted by the con- 
mittee. 
The bill provides that diligent inquiry and investigation sl: 
| be made into the methods of mining, as to the safety of ! I 
the use of explosives, the prevention of accidents, the ii 
ment of conditions under which operations are carried ©! 
treatment of ores, the value of mineral preducts, the mal 
for the same, and all other matters that have a beari 
such industries. It shall be the duty of the commissi: 
| charge of the Bureau to issue from time to time public ! 
of the investigations and work carried on by him, wi! 
recommendations, in such manner and under such re; 
| as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. It will be see! 
| from what I have just said in reference to the provisions of tle 
bill that the interests of the men who actually do the work 
the mines are to be safeguarded in every possible mai! : 
| least such was the intention of the members of the com! 
in reporting the bill. ; 

The recent disasters in the coal mines of the East had ! 
oughly awakened the public conscience to a realizat\ 
necessity for the creation of a permanent bureau or con 
under a Department of the Federal Government, clothe 
ample authority and means to make intelligent and se 

| investigation into the causes of such catastrophes and 

| tending circumstances. — 
The States have enacted legislation from time to time ' 

| the purpose of protecting the miners from unnecessary )8*'" 

Under these laws the mines were required to be ins] 


. » for hat 
regular intervals by men commissioned by the State te! u 
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red. but notwithstanding these so-called “ precaution- 
the death roll increased year by year until the 
was reached in 1906, when 1,500 lives were sacrificed 

1000 women and children left in mourning and 


” 
res 


L 


an adequate remedy for such conditions was the lack 
it scientific information. Although it is contended 
Mederal Government could have no direct control over 


sters, the study of fire damp and other menaces of 
in the mines, would at least, it is thought, have a 
to minimize the danger, and the Government in coop- 


} le 


h the States could make recommendations from time | 


+. time that would no doubt render State regulation and in- 
uch more efficient. 
ko ving 
: view the improvement of mining conditions. From a 
rs were all deeply impressed with the imperative duty 
i upon Congress to provide some expedient at once for 
the protection of the mine workers of the country. There was 
some diversity of opinion as to what Department of the Govern- 
ment should have supervision and control of this bureau. Seme 
were in favor of placing it under the control of the Secretary 
of Cor it should be 
operated under the Secretary of the Interior and in conjunc- 
tion with the Geological Survey. Everyone who appeared at 
the he 


res 


under the Secretary of the Interior because of the 
superior advantages offered for scientific research. 

the bureau placed in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor there would perhaps be danger of duplication of work 
along certain lines, and it was thought the tendency there might 
be to conduct investigations of an industrial rather than of a 
scientific and technical character. 

It will be observed from the bill and report that all branches 
of the mining industry will be benefited, the gold, silver, and 
copper mines of the Far West, as well as the coal mines of 
the East, and it is confidently predicted by the friends of the 
that what the Department of Agriculture has accom- 


Were 


measure 
t 
i 


Minnesota |Mr. TAWNEY] use part of his time now. 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has nine 


minutes; the gentleman from Illinois has twelve minutes, and 
the gentleman from Minnesota has seventeen minutes, 


Mr. TAWNEY., 
New York. 
Mr. WALDO. 
f tl uuntry ought to be largely developed, but I am strongly 
| to increasing the number of bureaus in this Govern- 


I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 





OnNTOSe ' 


ent. Every new bureau created here increases enormously 
the number of officials and the consequent expenses of the Goy- 
ernment. There is no necessity for any such bureau. The 


proposed by the bill could do. Now, at this time, 

there is a deficit of over $63,000,000, when we have al- 
ady provided for the expenditure of more than $100,000,000 in 
ess of what we spent last year, it seems to me a very poor 


dd a new bureau and new expenses to the already too | 
I do not think this bill | 


ree ex] 


enses of this Government. 
If it is desired to give any larger power to the 
if il Survey, I should be willing to vote for it. I yield 
back the remainder of my time. 

FOSTER of Tilinois. 
man from Nevada [Mr. BartLerr]. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Nevada. 


he to fi 


\lr 


bh manif 


chairt of the Committee on Appropriations in his zealous 
desire to protect the Treasury from what he might believe to be 
‘ll unwarranted expenditure. 

, A more careful examination and consideration of the bill by 
ve genUeman from Texas [Mr. StaypeN], whom I know to be 


€ 


gle pr 
tion of the rights of the States, 

Briefly 
Bureau of Mines 





» end the installation of fans and other appliances was | 


| ‘ps the chief cause of failure on the part of the States | 


« nevertheless a scientific investigation into causes of | 


the recommendations of the President last Decem- | 
ber 1 y bills and resolutions were presented to Congress, all | 


of these various measures it is apparent that the | 


arings of the committee was in favor of placing the | 


ied for the farmer the Bureau of Mines, if you pass this | 


bill, will surely accomplish for the miner. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HUFF. Mr. Speaker, I desire that the gentleman from | 


Mr. Speaker, I agree that the mining resources | 


Survey practically covers the work that any such | 


I yield two minutes to the gentle- | 


Mr. Speaker, it is a surprise to 
d that opposition to the passage of this bill has devel- 
“ped, as I had been led to believe that but little, if any, would 
sted and that, possibly, only from the ever-watchful 


always fair, will, I feel sure, convince him that there is not a 
Vision upon which to hang a fear of Federal usurpa- 


Stated, the bill simply proposes the creation of a 
in the Department of the Interior, the head 
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of which shall be a commissioner, to be appointed by the Presi- 
| dent, such corhmissioner to be assisted by such clerks, agents, 
| experts, and other employees as may be necessary to carry out 
the provisions of the act, and section 2 of the act, which con- 
tains the principal purposes of the Bureau, merely provides: 
Sec. 2. That it shall be the province and duty of said Bureau and 
its commissioner, under the direction of the Secretary of said Depart- 
ment, to foster, promote, and develop the mining industries of the 
| United States; to make diligent investigation of the methods of mining, 
|} the safety of miners, the possible improvement of conditions under 
| Which mining operations are carried on, the treatment of ores, the 
use of explosives and electricity, the prevention of accidents, the value 
| of mineral products and markets for the same, and of other matters 
| pertinent to said industries, and from time to time make such public 
reports of the work, investigations, and information obtained as the 
Secretary of said Department may direct, with the recommendations 
of such Bureau. 

; It will be noted that none of these provisions in anywise 
| invade the rights of the States, they being as free to legislate 
upon the very matters set forth in the foregoing section as 
though this Bureau were never created. The purpose of this 
act is to aid and assist in bringing about, by investigation and 
suggestion, a uniformity of State legislation that will lessen the 
| terrible loss of life incident to mining, and to further aid in the 
| development of the vast mineral resources of the country. The 
States are doing their utmost in this behalf, but it can not be 
doubted that a Government bureau provided with the means and 
sources of research suggested by this bill would be able to fur- 
nish invaluable assistance. 

It would seem that but little argument were necessary to 
convince this House of the wisdom of enacting a law for which 
there is a practically universal demand. 

For a number of years the American Mining Congress and 
other organizations representing the mining industries have 
been adopting resolutions calling upon the Congress to create a 
Department of Mines and Mining, and the President in his mes- 
sage to this Congress upon its convening last December recom- 
mended legislation looking to the creation of a bureau in the 
following language: 

A Bureau of Mines should be created under the control and direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior; the Bureau to have power to collect 
statisties and make investigations in all matters pertaining to mining, 
and particularly to the accidents and dangers of the industry. If this 
can not now be done, at least additional appropriations should be given 
the Interior Department to be used for the study of mining conditions, 
for the prevention of fraudulent mining schemes, for carrying on the 
work of mapping the mining districts, for studying methods for mini 
mizing the accidents and dangers in the industry ; in short, to aid in all 
proper ways the development of the mining industry. 
| I take it that the message of the Chief Executive of the na- 
tion may be reasonably presumed to reflect in most instances 
an observation of the popular attitude on suggested remedial! 
and constructive legislation. 

The Committee on Mines and Mining, having under consid- 
eration a number of bills looking to the creation of a Bureau 
of Mines and the investigation of coal-mine accidents, appointed 
a subcommittee to conduct hearings, at which the representa- 
tives of the large coal and metal mining operators and the rep- 
resentatives of the large mine workers’ organizations stood 
shoulder to shoulder, unanimously demanding the establishment 
of a bureau, and with great earnestness showed the terrific 
of life and almost shameful waste of many mineral substances, 
| particularly in coal mining, due to an imperfect understanding 
| and in some cases actual ignorance of the causes of accidents, 
means of prevention, methods of mining and conservation of the 
minerals, their reduction and treatment. 

I am prompted to insert at this point an extract taken from 
| the introduction to a preliminary statistical report of the Geo- 
logical Survey, by Clarence Hall and Walter O. Snelling, the 
portion of the introduction appearing below being by Mr. Joseph 
A. Holmes, in charge of the technologic branch of said Geo- 
logical Survey: 

The figures given In this report indicate that during the year 1906 





loss 





nearly 7,000 men were killed or injured in the coal mines of this « 
try, and that the number of these accidents caused directly or li 
rectly by mine explosions has been steadily increasing. it is also 


indicated that this increase has been due, in part, to the lack of proper 
and enforceable mine regulations ; in part to the lack of reliable inf 


tion concerning the explosives used in mining and the conditions ier 
which they can be used safely in the presence of » gas and dust en- 
countered in the mines; and in part to the fact that in the devel 


ment of coal mining not only is the number of mines increasing, but 


many areas from which coal is being taken are either deeper or farther 
from the entrance, where good ventilation is more difficult and t 
dangerous accumulations of explosive gas more frequent. 

The increase both in the number and in the seriousness of 


mine explosions in the United States during past years may be 
expected to continue unless, through investigations made in 
the United States such as have proved effective in other coal 
producing countries, information can be obtained and published 
concerning the explosives used, the conditions under which they 
may be used safely in the presence of coal dust or gas, ond 


See 


CONGRESSIONAL 


the general conditions which make for health and safety in 
coal-mining operations. Such information, obtained through 
comprehensive and impartial investigations, may serve in this, 
as in other countries, as an intelligent basis both for legislative 
enactments and for agreements among persons associated with 
inining operations. 

One after another of these terrible underground disasters 
awakens the sympathies of the nation and arouses an earnest 
desire that they may be entirely prevented. Experience in the 
deeper and more dangerous coal mines of Belgium and other 
countries not only indicates that these mine accidents may be 
reduced to less than one-third their present number in the 
United States, but also gives promise of results which in the 
future may at least approach complete prevention. 

I take the following information from the excellent report 
above referred to. 

Statistics relating to accidents in coal mines. 
FATAL ACCIDENTS IN THE UNITED STATES. 


In the coal mines of the United States in 1906, 6,861 men were killed 
or injured, the number killed being 2,061, and the number injured being 
4,800. 

The number of men killed In the coal mines of the United States for 
each year from 1890 is shown In the following table: 


Number of men killed in the coal mines of the United Statce, 1890-1906. 

1890 701 

| | aes 076 

Rov 859 

L803 965 
957 
057 
120 
947 
049 
243 
493 
me 


22, 840 

The total number of men killed since 1889, as shown above, is 

22,840. It will be noted that as many violent deaths have occurred 

in the coal mines of the United States during the last six years as 

during the preceding eleven years, the number of fatal accidents hay- 
ing practically doubled within that time. 


Number of men killed for each thousand employed. 
INCREASE IN THE UNITED STATES. 

The great increase in the production of coal during the last decade 
and the related increase in the number of men employed in the 
industry may seem to account for the increase in the number of fatal 
accidents. But the following table, giving the number of men killed 
for each 1,000 employed, shows that the increase can not be accounted 
for in this way: 

Number of men killed in the coal mines of the United States for each 

1,000 men employed. 


Total 


Decrease in European countries. 
PROTECTIVE LEGISLATION, 


In all the European coal-producing countries the output of coal has 
Increased greatly during the last ten years, but the number of deaths 
per 1,000 miners, instead of increasing as in this country, has under- 
gone a marked and decided decrease. This decrease has been due to 
the effect of mining legislation in those countries for the safeguarding 
and protection of the lives of the workmen, and has been made possible 
by government action in establishing testing stations for the study of 
problems relative to safety in mining, including the use of explosives. 


BELGIUM. 
The decrease in Belgium is shown in the following table: 


Number of men killed for each 1,000 men employed in the coal mines 
Belgium for each decade since 1830. 

1831 

1841 

1851- 

1861 

1871 

1881 

1891-—1900_ : Siasitines . ag 
1901-1006 - ees 1. 02 


It will be seen from the above table that the study of mining con- 
ditions in Belgium has resulted in a reduction of the death rate per 
1,060 men employed to one-third of the ratio now existing in the 
United States. It seems certain that if a similar study of mining 
conditions were to be made in the United States and proper legisla- 
tion could be secured to enforce the conditions found to be necessary 
for a better safeguarding of the lives of the miners, the death rate 
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for mine accidents would be greatly reduced. The followin: 

gives the death rate from accidents in the coal mines of Bi 

the years 1895-1906: 

Number of lives lost in the coal mines of Belgium for each 1. 
employed. 

1895 


1896 
1897 
1898 


table 
1m ip 


/ men 


4 
GREAT BRITAIN. 
The number of men killed in the coal mines of Great Britain fo, 
each 1,000 men employed is shown for each year since 149) jn the 
following table: 


Number of men killed in the coal mines of Great Britain for cach 1 
men employed. 


PRUSSIA, 


The number of men killed in the coal mines of Prussia for each 1,000 
men employed is shown for a number of years in the following tabi 


Number of men killed in the coal mines of Prussia for each 1,000 men 
employed. 

1861-1866 

1867-1880 

1881-1890 


FRANCE. 

In France the number of lives lost per 1,000 men employed has beet 
very low for a number of years, but since the publication of the last 
available report an explosion has occurred at the Courrieres mine 
that country, causing the death of more than 1,000 miners, and tb 
would materially affect the result of any tabulation. The number o! 
lives lost per 1,000 men employed for each year for which statistics ar 
available is as follows: 


Number of lives lost in the coal mineca of France for cach 1,000 men 
employed, 1,03 


in 
i 
ao 


St 
COMPARATIVE SUMMARY. 


On comparing the average death rates from accidents in coa! mi 
for each 1,000 men employed in different countries the full signiict! 
of the figures already given may be seen. i ' 

In the following table, giving the average ratio for the last peri. 
of five years for which statistics are at hand, the position of United 
States may be compared with that of the principal Eu: au 
producing countries : 

Number of men killed for each 1,000 men employed—avercy 
France (1901-1905) 

Belgium (1902-1906) — 

CGS DEE CRO RM OOS! denna dsaddinwbdntinten-<< 
Prussia (1900-1904) __ iit 
United States (1902-1906) ‘ 


Belgium maintains the most eon equipped testin 
the world, and for a number of years has carri out exten: 
ments to devise means to prevent accidents and to increas: 
of workers in the mines. The success of these experime! 
better realized when it is stated that at the beginning of th 
tions the number of men killed each year for each 1,000 me! 
was 3.2, or very nearly that now shown for the United 5! 
at present it is less than one-third of that number. es 
Great Britain and Germany also maintain testing stat! ns 
every question relating to the testing of explosives, safety !amps 
devices, and all similar matters me | be submitted to exper’ 
studies. As the result of this foresight great reductions Mee tries 
made in the number of accidents in the coal mines of those coun” 


‘ : , ollars 
When we reflect upon the fact that two billions 0! d ao 
annually are produced from the mineral resources of ()!s CoN 
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Mr. Thomas F. 
has been 


the subcommittee and in his supplemental letter, 


in 





wb 


vanadium, ura 
mu 


we 


gin wealth turned into the channels of trade and com 
iabling expansion of vast industrial enterprises—it 
ost incredible that the United States is the last of the 
ions to establish a Bureau of Mines providing for sci- 
vestigation and research, so as to prompt a proper care 
ves of men engaged in producing this vast wealth and 
a better development and possibly greater increased 
ii. 
recognition of the necessity of the conservation of our 
esources and their more intelligent production and use 
» home to our people has recently been made manifest 
striking manner by the conference of governors called 
President, prebably the most important gathering that 
assembled in the far-reaching effect its first labors 
(he mineral resources played a prominent part in the 
tions of the conference, and it is matter for hearty con- 
n that the present strong tendency toward a proper 
1 of the value of our great soil and mineral resources 
pi a great 
thier condition in our material growth. 
does not seem too much to hope that, with the greater 
which government might give to metal mining by rea- 
ts possible discoveries in the treatment of ores under 
itifie investigations of a Bureau of Mines, our produc- 
money metals—gold and silyer—may so increase as 
) all further fear of necessity to resort to “faith cur- 
nd our real faith be founded in actual, not merely as- 
d, worth. 


or 
toe 


1 of the 


Walsh, whose prominence in the mining world 
‘stablished for years, and whose wide experience and 
eryation entitles his suggestions to utmost respect, has drawn 
ticular attention, both in his statements at the hearings of 
to the impor- 
of the development and production of the rarer minerals, 
his whole letter is so interesting and valuable 
» the present subject that I am taking the liberty of add- 
it to my remarks: 
Thomas F. Walsh, of Washington, D. 
nt of a Burcau of Mines and 
tance of the development and production of the 
adium, platinum, vanadium, columbite, ete. 
IONAL REASONS FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF 
MILNES. 
Chairman and Members of the can 
House Committee on Mines and Mining. 
In the hearings before your honorable committee 
the establishment of a Bureau of Mines, the 
iron mining, and precious-metal mining were well and 
ed by representatives of these respective industries, and 
enefits that a Bureau of Mines would confer 
in an able and intelligent manner. 1 
ped mineral wealth, to which I beg to call your attention, 
touched upon. I refer to the development and production 
classed as the rarer minerals, such as radium, platinum, 
nium, tungsten, columbite, and others, all of which are 
1 needed in our manufacturing and chemical industries. 
wing to a lack of knowledge of their properties and treatment, 


to-day 


i 
i 
t 
t 


C., 


Wining and refer 


from 
ring to 
rarer min- 


A BUREAU OF 


the honorable 


on 


it 


what is 


large quantities from Europe at an expense of millions of dollars. 
» as it seems, 
valuable commodities of commerce. I believe we have them in 
ntitles in the vast area of the mineralized portions of our 
More knowledge on this subject will prove that these little- 

I are not as rare as they are supposed to be. Aluminum 
ised was thought to be a scarce metal, 
were directed toward its production it was found in quantities 





‘ 





d the common clays. I believe the same relative results will 
w a thorough search for the rarer minerals. The proposed bureau, 
its cational work in this particular line—by disseminating di- 
tly through the schools of mining, as well as through the public 


w fo treat and market them when found—would give such an impetus 
pment and production as would probably result in an out- 
of a new wealth greater than that of the precioys minerals of 
» some idea of the great value of those minerals, I will, 
take vanadium, one of the rarer of the economic 
in the making of the highest grade of steel, vanadium 
r discovered. It is the most prized ingredient the 
can have. If it could be mined and sold at a reasonable 
makers would gladly buy all that could be produced. 
when they 


class. 


is 


an alloy 


it is now 


pa $5 per pound, 
: ther 


‘ 
hem, 


or $10,000 per ton. The same is, in a measure, 

rarer minerals. There is a pressing and 

but none is produced because it is a sphere of our 

that, principally for the 

heretofore ignored, content to pay a great tribute 
for those things which we have at home. 

illustration—radium, the rarest of all minerals. Be- 

small amount produced it has not yet passed from the 

physical to the economic. If we want an atom of it we 

it from the Austrian Government. Notwithstanding the 

‘ea of that country, it has, because of its research work, 

on it and its associated mineral, uranium. The production 

are r minerals will undoubtedly result in the production of 

we have reason to believe they go together. 

|, 2&8 been the finding of perpetual motion. We seem to have it 

= The proposed mining bureau, without interfering with its | 

uniitarian duties, can direct and foster the production of this 


<tivities 
we have 


nat ns 


re 


educational cooperation that will make | 


CON YGRESS SLON AL RECORD—HOUSE 




























6711 


most valuable mineral; it can investigate its properties and potential! 
ties and, perhaps, apply it to the service of humanity in ways that will 
be as great in their benefits as radium is enduring 


It may be asked, Can those rarer minerais be found in our country? 
I have the best of reasons for believing they can. Some prospecting 
recently made in this direction, in Colorado, vromises x1 results. 
I have been over the mining districts of Bonemia, Austria, where 
many of them, especially uranium and radium, have been found I 
have been over every mineralized State of our Union. So far as I could 
see we have the same conditions, the same character and class of baser 
minerals in which the rare ones are found. We have a mineralized 
area far greater than that of Europe, and in which we have found 
every mineral that we have heretofore searched for The fact that 
we have not found certain ores is no evidence that they do not exis 
but rather a proof that we have not looked for them If it should 
ascertained that, in accordance with our previous knowledge of the 
minerals and with their well-known affinity for each other, the rarer 
ones will be found associated with the baser ones in iron, zinc, copper, 
and lead sulphides, then we are apt to find them in broad areas and 
in many unsuspected places-—in the sulphide deposits of Virginia, the 
Carolinas, Georgia, Arkansas, and Missouri, as well as in the great 
mining States of the West. 

An opinion prevailed that they would not be found tn sulphides. 
But last year I had a piece of sulphide ore tested for radio activity and 
received a report that it possessed it in as strong a degree as the pitch 
blend ore of Bohemia, which was conclusive proof of the presence of 
both uranium and radium. 

Throughout our mining districts there are billions of tons of low- 


grade sulphide mineral on the dumps of mines awaiting the application 


of science to bring them into use. Whilst it can not: be expected that 
all of these ores carry the rarer minerals, if they are found in a frac- 
tion of them the wealth they can be made to yield will be incalculable. 


It may seem strange that this field of wealth should remain so long 





|} untouched, yet the explanation is simple. In mining, as in other 
things, we followed the line of least resistance, the course that with 
the simplest efforts led to the quickest and most direct results in the 
extraction and treatment of the ores—first, the rocker, then the wales 
box, then the mill and smelter. We mined only the ores we yuld 
treat with these methods. If we noticed some strange mineral, w hich 
we often did, we either did not give it a thought or wished it well 
away because of its refractory influences in the treatment of the min- 


a contribu- | 


favoring the es- | 
the I 
| your committee I have had over a dozen letters 


| bill 


fields of | 


upon them were | 
However, a great field | 


producing practically none in America, but import them | 


erals we were after. This, as stated, was due to a want of knowledge 
of those rarer minerals and a consequent want of market for them, and 
this is why we are not producing any of them to-day, but instead paying 
out millions annually to Europe because we must have them. The im- 


portations will give but a faint idea of their enormous value to us, for 
if we were producing them ourselves our own industries would use a 
hundred times more than they do now. ‘Their development and extrac- 


tion will create a new industry that in turn will create 
new occupations, and new wealth for our own people. A great interest 
is awakening on this subject. Since I had the honor of addressing 
asking for information 
and advice on every feature of the question, They are all of the same 
tenor. I will quote an extract from one, written from the southwest 
porti ion of New Mexico by a mining engineer: 
I inclose a newspaper cli ping and trust the bill referred to—the 
creating the Bureau of Mines” will soon become a law. It is one 
of the most needed enactments of the present day. I believe that 
radium and several other of the rarer minerals exist in this locality, 
but so little is known about them that the ordinary individual does not 
even know how they occur, much less how to extract, nor where to get 
them treated. Please give me such information on the subject as will 
help me to look for and develop these ores.” 

The great national industry of mining is worthy of the same gov- 
ernmental encouragement and protection that is given the other indus- 
tries, especially in the saving of life. The coal miner takes his life in 


new homes, 


his hands and toils all day in the darkened dusty caverns of the coal 
mines, looking forward with pleasure to the hour that will reunite him 


to his little family. It is only too often he is brought back in the cold 


| stillness of death, the victim of an explosion, in most cases brought 
about by some hidden force of nature which is not yet understood 
| Surely the lives of the vast army of these brave toilers should be the 


no effort has been or is being made to produce | 


yet when energetic | 


a knowledge as to how to recognize and find those minerals and | 


serious concern of the National Government. 
The prospector, who braves the terrors of 
climbs over precipitous rocks in high altitudes, 
treasures, is as much deserving of the nation’ 
on the safe and tranquil farm. 
Mining in all of its branches Is worthy of re 


the 
in 
8 help 


avalanche, 
of nature's 
his brother 


snowy 
search 
as is 
Ip from 


‘ognition and he 


| our General Government, for the highest humariitarian and most im 
portant economic reasons, This it has not yet received. The time has 
come when the same beneficent helping hand that is given to agriculture 
should be extended to the more complicated and difficult industry of 
mining, for one is at least as necessary to the nation’s prosperity as 
the other. 

It has been asked under what head should the new Bureau be placed. 


for | 


steel } 


re w, y need it they have to import it from Europe | 
constant | 


want of knowledge on the | 


The dream of | 
| 


I believe that it should be placed in the Department of the Interior 


and be at least the coequal of all other bureaus. It should be under 
the direct control of the Secretary of the Interior. It should be com 
posed of the ablest experts that could be secured, men fully informed 
upon every feature of operative mining and who could advise with the 
Secretary upon the many perplexing questions relating to mineral 
interests and mineral lands. 


The work of this Mining Bureau will be of the highest technical and 
scientific character. In no department of our rnment will work 
of more importance be undertaken nor more beneficial and enduring 
results be accomplished. Through its well-equipped laboratories and 
trained experts it will a to solve the perplexing problems now con- 
| fronting and baffling the mine operators of our land; to stop the deplor- 
able loss of human life now going sadly on, and to show us how to con 
serve and economize our mineral resources and guide and lead us to the 


Gove 


development of greater wealth for the nation’s enrichment. Year by 
| year it will grow in importance and achievement, and will be regarded 
| with just confidence and pride by every American citizen. 
Il beg to remain, respectfully, yours, 
Tuomas PF, WALSH. 


| Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
| man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the industry that 
first drew the civilization of this nation from the seashore to 


| the Alleghenies, the industry that drew civilization up the Mis- 
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sissippi to the lead mines of Missouri, Wisconsin, Illinois, and 
Towa, in behalf of the industry that drew civilization across 
the plains to the mountains, across the mountains to the Pacific 
slope, an industry that for a generation has been contributing 
more to the wealth of the country than any other, I ask you to 
support this measure. 

The basic industries of this country, which bring the wealth 
of the country into existence and pay the expenses of govern- 
ment, are agriculture, the fisheries, lumbering, and the mining 
industry. 

You have abundanty supported all the others. Now I ask 
you to do something for that one which has been asking for rec- 
ognition for a generation, but has never received any support 
at your hands whatever. 

If you had ever stood at the door of a mine and watched with 
trembling nerves as the cage came up laden with the mangled 
forms of your men who worked in the mines, if you had stood 
there and had seen women wringing their hands and children 
crying and shrieking for the ones they would not see any more 
in their homes, you would understand why so many connected 
with that industry can come before you and ask you to do some- 
thing to prevent the deplorable loss of life we have every year 
in the mines of this country, which can be done by the scien- 
tific investigation that we ask for here. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HUFF. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Utah 
[Mr. Howe tt]. 


[Mr. HOWELL of Utah addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I can scarcely believe that the 
Members of this House realize what they are called on to 
vote for, especially those who are expected because of their 
political necessities to vote in favor of this proposition. It is 
proposed to create a new bureau in one of the great Depart- 
ments of the Government, a bureau that will soon grow and 
expand into a Department of Government, the extent of which 
is not defined and the number of people that may be employed 
is limited only by the scope of the service and the authority 
which this bill proposes to vest in that bureau. And what is 
that authority? The purpose of the act as stated in the bill 
is to create a Bureau of Mines and Mining. What for? To 
investigate the cause of mine explosions in the interest of the 
employees in mines? No. That has already been provided for 
in legislation enacted at this session of Congress. We have 
already authorized the Geological Survey to make an investiga- 
tion of the causes if mine accidents and mine explosions and 
have given that Bureau $150,000 to conduct that investigation 
during the next fiscal year 

Therefore, we have taken care of the operatives in the mines; 
we have taken care of the men who work below the surface or in 
the mines. This bill proposes to take care of the corporations 
that own the mines. How? By creating this Bureau of Mines 
and Mining for the purpose of “ fostering, promoting and devel- 
oping the mining industries of the United States.” Fostering, 
promoting, and developing the mining industries of the States. 
If this industry must be fostered, promoted, or developed by 
the aid of Government, are the States too poor to do this? Are 
the corporatiotis that own the mines too poor to improve their 


methods of mining, and the conditions under which their busi- | 


ness is carried on? If they are, under the provision of the 
Constitution does Congress get the power to vote from the peo- 
ple’s Treasury the money to aid the coal trust in this respect? 


There has never been a piece of legislation proposed in this | 


House which, upon its face, was for the sole purpose of develop- 
ing a single industry in this country that was owned and con- 
trolled by a few individuals. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I decline to yield now. They go further and 
say that they want to make diligent investigations into the 
methods of mining, the safety of the miners and for the im- 
proving of the conditions under which mining operations are 
carried on. 

Now mark you, in the legislation we have enacted at this ses- 
sion we have taken care of this proposition in so far as it pro- 
poses to provide for the safety of the miners. Now, you propose 
to establish a bureau here at Washington for the purpose of 
fostering and developing the mining industry and improving 
the methods of mining. 

For whose benefit? For the benefit of those who own the 
mines? Great God, are not the owners of the coal mines of the 
United States, out of the profits on their product wrung from the 
people, capable of developing their industry and improving 
their methods for their own benefit? You propose to give to 
this Bureau authority to go into the States to improve conditions 
under which mining operations are carried on. If we once 
embark upon this sea of legislation, where are we to draw the 
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line at which we must stop? Gentlemen may say, as freq, lently 
has been said heretofore, that we have enacted legislati,, 
the development of the agricultural industry. That is true, 
and in that respect we have gone far beyond our constiti tion) 
authority. But the people interested in agriculture are the 
individual citizens all over our land; they are not the corpora. 
tions confined to one industry in a few States.. I venture to say 
that if the business of agriculture was carried on by corpora. 
tions, as the mining industry is, or by a collection of individuals 
rather than by the individual citizen himself, there would haye 
been no proposition of that kind presented to Congress in the 
interest of that industry, and Congress would never have been 
asked to promote the development of agriculture for the benetit 
of the corporations engaged in that industry. 

Mr. Speaker, having taken care to enact legislation at this 
session of Congress looking to the safety and protecting the 
lives of the operatives in the mines, it is no part of the business 
of Congress, it is no part of the business of our Government, to 
appropriate money or create a Federal service for the purpose 
of improving the methods or the conditions under which the 
owners of these mines carry on their business. But beyond 
this, we should recognize the fact that the beneficiaries of this 
proposed new service are only a few, and those few the corpo- 
rations that own practically all the coal-bearing lands of the 
States. The industry is wholly within the States. The Federa! 
Government has no control over them whatever and can not 
exercise control or enforce obedience to any rule or regulation 
it may prescribe. 

I want to call attention to another fact, and that is that 


i for 


| there is no limit in this bill to the number of clerks that may be 


employed under the authority the bill vests in this Bureau. We 
have a statute which expressly prohibits the employment of 
clerks at the sat of government without specific authority and 
specific appropriations made for that purpose. But there is no 
limit here either on the number of clerks or the amount of 
compensation that the Secretary of the Interior may see fit 
to pay.- 

Mr. HACKNEY. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HACKNEY. Is it not true that the bill carries no ap- 
propriation whatever? 

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever; but it carries the authority 
to make the appointments, within the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and imposes upon the head of that Depart- 
ment the duty of performing this service. To execute this 
authority, he must have clerks and other employees. ‘The ap- 
propriations must follow as a matter of course. 

Mr. HACKNEY. Could he do it before Congress made tli 
appropriation ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. You authorize him to do it; he could not do 
it under any other law, but he can under this. The language 
of the bill is “the President is authorized to appoint a commis- 
sioner as a bureau chief at $6,000 a year.” There never lias 
been a bureau created that had authority at its inception for 
the appointment of a chief at a compensation of $6,000 a year. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman from Ten 
nessee, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman says that the 
Federal Government has no power to develop the mining indus 
tries in the United States. The gentleman means that Congress 
has no right to go into the limits of a State and develop the !)- 
dustry, and so forth, but he does not mean that Congress could 
not go into the public lands or the Territories and other 
belonging to the Government of the United States within its 
jurisdiction and develop those industries? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, certainly; but I concede that the (ov 
ernment of the United States can develop the mineral resources 
within the public domain. This, however, is not a proposition 
of that kind. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why do you not limit it to thet: 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why, I am not in charge of the bill. W' tg 
considering the bill under suspension of the rules, and there 
no opportunity to limit it to that. Under existing law tle De 
partment of the Interior, through the Geological Survey, has 
ample authority, and appropriations have been made for 
purpose of classifying the mineral resources of tle United 
States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where are those? " 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the Geological Survey appropriatifh 
This proposition goes beyond the public domain. It takes! 4 
mining industries of the United States. We have appropriate . 
$250,000 for the purpose of testing the coal belonging to }"' — 
individuals or private corporations, and now you proper’ * 


t s 
pi ce 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6713 





earr and conduct investigations for the purpose of improv- *acifie coast States and States of the Rocky Mountains yielded 
ing t ethods and improving the conditions under which these | generously of their riches; and while the world was amazed in 
priv vners produce their coal. the amount of wealth produced by each ton of mineral dirt or 
" ‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed ten minutes, | quartz, the very “dumpings” and tailings of those days have 
Mr. TAWNEY. I reserve the balance of my time. | Since been found to contain such wealth as Was not dreamed of 
Mr. DOUGLAS, Will the gentleman yield for a single ques- | by the users of crude methods. 
tion Under the wise guidance of a bureau of mines I have no 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania | doubt that, with improved methods and improved machinery 
‘Mr. Hurr] gives me the time. and improved facilities for handling ore and mineral bearing 
"Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentle- | itt, wealth that is yet unfathomed will be found in the 
a question. refuse of our mines to-day which is considered dross. Like- 


The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman | Wi8¢ with our coal industry. We are told by those who have 
he 4 wit. ‘ £ i J £ ‘ 





r essee? | given careful study and attention to this question that the coal 

. Mi Wn \WNEY I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. | supply of the world is limited to such an extent that we may esti- 

Sita * oe ; mate the years within which it will be consumed. At the same 

+ 2 gga ; | time we are also told that in spite of all the coal that we con- 
’ WteerE * Speaker to — ome s | ! 

1 a a Pasiarans peaker, I yield to the gentleman from sume we obtain but. a small percentage of the heat or force- 

Ludo ‘il, DRE. . 


Mr, FRENCH, Mr. Speaker, in the limited time at my dis- producing product of that commodity. We are told that under 
"I can not offer the argument that I would like in behalf | 8€ Very best conditions that are known to-day a vastly larger 
of tl stublishment of a Bureau of Mines but as a member of per cent of the heat and power force of coal is wasted than is 


: in : : used for the purpose for which the coal is burned. In view of 
the Committee on Mines and Mining and as a Member of this gel I I ~~’ ae : 
: " ; ; : : this enormous extravagance, I believe that the establishment of 
House, representing a State that is tremendously interested in | i ; : oor : : : 
- , Zz : - ' this bureau may prove in the end a matter of great economy, 
the n s industry, I rise to add a word of confirmation as to oe a : cee s 
Die eee : . ro not only for ourselves, but for the generations that will come 
the wisdom of establishing this bureau. Less than twenty-five s - . 
. 7 ae when we are gone. 
years ago there was no Department of Agriculture, and while I am for this bill because I believe that the Department of 
. . : i ; “% ; clieve i ; “1s - ) 
there were those who vigorously urged the establishment of 


Mines and Mining will furnish a means by which the rarer 
ent in so abundant a way to the encouragement of any | C°™=™Y is concerned, will be discovered. The mineral-bearing 
} It ‘om ‘ged by the enemies of the — licy that the | Te#!ou of the United States is already known to be more ex. 
o ash altered Galilean sada Gentes siuadd Sa devclenan tensive than the mineral-bearing region of all the countries of 
by those who are directly interested in that industry. This ar- | E¥%ere combined. Yet, in spite of this, We are dependent upon 
ment did not prevail: the Department of Agriculture was Europe for metals which eee eeenany om Our arts and — 
established, Scarcely twenty years have passed by since the | f¢tures and for which we pay to Europe enormous sums. The 
retary of that great Department was appointed and yet | Mier the PECSpector depending upon his own resources, Ge 
day, looking out over our vast country, realizing the benefits pending upon his own brawn and muscle—is not able to carry 
aa a oS ue : i ae , | on the investigations that must necessarily be carried on before 
that the ae . Department have — to the Cotton these rarer metals will be discovered or, indeed, before gold and 
pt ~~ a cae es : arate. producers of the Middle West, silver will be found when buried in their more elusive hiding 
*ruit producers of all sections of our country, the producers place. Under this Department I doubt not that means will be 
of cattle a id horses and sheep, and the tremendous wealth that provided whereby ores may be tested, sand and dirt that are 
oa ore ae - om Come cn as these industries, who is thought to possess mineral wealth may be analyzed, and what 
een lat will gainsay the wisdom of establishing that up to the present has been a heavy burden upon the pioneer of 
i > o sinecse (very cor " CON “1 ; “ > 
And let me say that, with the exception possibly of the Post- pam ng aie ae - Siedpenamanieer ao ae ae - a 
Olice Department, no Department of our Government. j mammacied: 1. Wa tee . 7: ae , 


first Se 


ly identified with the | i f 's of | Whole poopie. 
usely (ie! , . °S >)" ‘STS » ryes s Lon : ‘ . : 
closely itihed with the be st interests 0 the great masses of In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, why should we not give this en- 
we people Of our country as is the Agricultural Department. 


5 ad a : : ; couragement to the mining industry? The manufacturers of this 
; bill does not ask for the establishment of a Department country produce $14,000,000,000 worth of products every year. 
vy dua’ Standing with the Department of Agriculture, although | we have a Department of Commerce and Labor in which there 
or iy part | wish it did. This bill seeks merely to provide is a Bureau of Manufactures. The agricultural interests of 
Within the Department of the Interior a bureau which shall | this country produce about $7,000,000,000 worth of products 
sive nore attention than ever before to the mineral resources | every year. We have a Department of Agriculture, and the 
S ae country, to the conservation of the mineral wealth, to the wisdom of the establishment of that Department has been fully 
best methods of mining the various products from the earth, vindicated. Here is an industry. the output of which is $2.000 - 
@, most important of all, to the safety of the thousands of 000,000— an industry nearly as. great as the agricultural in- 
iers who risk their lives in carrying on their daily occupation. dustry when the Department of Agriculture was created. We 
[am f r this bill, because under it the Government will ex- | ask under this bill not that a separate department be estab- 
wn, cttefully into the various agencies of mining in order to lished, but rather that a bureau within the Department of the 
certain by what means the life of the ininers may be safe- Inerior be established for the further encouragement of our 
larded most wisely. No one can glance back for a period of mining business and for the saving of the lives of 
year to the stories of the horrible mine disasters that ployed therein. [Applause.] ; 
ive occurred in all parts of our country without being appalled Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill to establish 
the terrible calamities and impressed with the enormous sor- | a Bureau of Mines in the Department of the Interior has the 
tow that has come to thousands of our homes whose loved ones | united support of the mining men of the United States. The 
‘re dependent upon the mining business for their daily bread. | Bureau is not asked for in the interests of anv particular mining 
by the passage of this bill we can establish an agency that | industry, but is intended for all. In November of 1; st vear the 
| aid 'n mitigating this terrible loss of life, we shall have | American Mining Congress, composed of representative mining 
stand it If that were the only object of this bill, I would | men from every part of the United States, met in Joplin, Mo., in 
“4a Tor its passage, 





¢ 
Lo 


1) 
“lh one 


men ehi- 


1", ws | my district. That congress passed resolutions by substantially 
ider this bill we propose to seek into the cause of accidents; unanimous vote favoring the establishment of a Department of 
We propose to look into the method of supplying air to the mine | Mines, to be presided over by a Cabinet officer. Similar reselu- 
: i we propose to look into the kinds of machinery that | tions have been passed at each annual meeting of this congress 
'y ve en 
i 


ployed; we propose to inquire into the cause of the 
‘osions that have occurred and may occur from time 


caus held for a series of years, and it must be admitted, when we 
{errine exy | 


dai come to consider the extent of the mining industry as compared 
a time | see whether or not something may not be done to | to the other great industries of the United States now repre- 
i tag m and whether or not better methods of handling the | sented by heads of Departments in the President's Cabinet, that 
ot b isiness will not save to the families of our miners | the appeal of the miners in asking for a Department of Mines is 


«l ones and proclaim that a human life is of more im- 
vortance than the most precious metals that may be produced. 
an bas this bill because I believe it will mean the conserva- 
ep tae ve Inineral resources of our country. Only a few years | 
When e a mineral wealth of the 1 nited States was unknown. 
ovia © Wa8 first discovered in California the eyes of the | 
World were a 


riveted upon the new El Dorado in the West. All the 


la just one. But Members of this House, representing mining 
| constituencies, have taken a practical view of the situation and 
| have recognized the impracticability of being able at this time 
to pass a law for the establishment of a Department of Mines, 
and they are now agreed that the passage of a bill to establish 
a Bureau of Mines is all that can be hoped for at the present 
| time, 
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At the beginning of this session different views were enter- 
tained by various Members as to the Department in which this 
Bureau should be placed. Likewise different views were enter- 
tained as to the jurisdiction to be conferred upon the Bureau. 
Accordingly a number of bills were introduced, one of which 
wis by myself. These matters of difference of opinion, how- 
ever, have already been fully discussed and thrashed out in 
the committee, and the Committee on Mines and Mining unani- 
mously present this bill as a plain proposition, combining some 
of the features of the various bills. In my judgment the meas- 
ure 2s drawn is perfectly constitutional and is within the limits 
of the exercise of Federal power. It is not intended to invest 
this Bureau with the power to control, regulate, or interfere 
with the operation of mines in the several States. That is 
recognized to be purely a matter resting with the several States. 
The provision conferring power upon the commissioner to in- 
vestigate methods of mining, the safety of miners, the possible 
improvement of conditions under which mining operations are 
carried on, the treatment of ores, the use of explosives and 
electricity, the prevention of accidents, the values of mineral 
products, and the markets for the same are not intended to 
clothe the commissioner with power to do other than obtain 
information and diffuse that information among the American 
people on these very important subjects. 

The fear has been expressed frequently by men opposing this 
measure that this bill is but the entering wedge for Govern- 
ment control. Let me say to these gentlemen again, as I have 
frequently stated, that their fears are wholly without founda- 
tion. 


States that the acts looking to that end would be wholly un- 
constitutional and void, and likewise, should the commissioner 
or aby other official employed under this Bureau undertake to 


exercise such power under this bill, his act would be wholly un- | 


justifiable. Gentlemen opposing this bill say that the States 
should do the work contemplated by this bill, and they say that 
the States are doing this work. 
the statement, but it is a very small measure. 
matters covered by this bill, but the States, acting separately, 
are not in position to deal with the mining industry as a whole. 


Very few of the States have more than one or two of the im- | 


portant branches of mining within their borders. In the matter 


of determining the cause of mine explosions most of the States 


have been for years trying to solve this most vexed problem, but 
without success so far. In gathering and diffusing knowledge 
of the methods of mining the States are illy equipped to do the 
subject more than partial justice. 

In gathering information as to the products and values of 
mines the States, acting separately, can not carry the work to 
success, The arguments made against this bill, if carried to 
their logical conclusion, would necessitate the repeal of the law 
establishing the Department of Agriculture, and would stop the 
investigations made by that Department, so valuable to the 
agricultural interests of the land. It would also necessitate the 
repeal of the law establishing the Department of Commerce and 
Labor and stoyf the great work being done by that Department. 
It would likewise prevent the Government ever taking a census 
of its population and resources, because, forsoc.h, the States 
acting separately could do the very same work. When the De- 
partment of Agriculture was established, and when each of the 
several bureaus contained in that Department were established, 
the argument was made that the people knew all about agri- 
cultural matters, that men knew how to farm, and that there 
was no necessity for a Bureau of Plant Industry or of Animal 
Industry or of the many other bureaus in the Department of 
Agriculture. The Bureau of Mines will no more interfere with 
mining in the States than the Bureau of Plant Industry has in- 
terfered with farming in the States. 

jut, it is said that the Geological Survey, already in exist- 
ence, can do everything that the Government should do in be- 
half of the mining industry. I deny this. The Geological Sur- 
vey has done a great work and is doing a great work, but the 
very argument that induced the passage of a law establishing 
the Geological Survey can be invoked for the passage of this 
bill establishing the Bureau of Mines. The Geological Survey 
has its proper field of operation. Its work is purely technical 
and theoretical. It determines from surface indications the 
probability of the existence of certain mineral elements be- 
neath the surface, but the officials doing the work of the Geo- 
logical Survey are net adapted to the investigation of the 
practical business end of mining. The mining interests want a 
Bureau of Mines, to be presided over not by a theorist, but by 
a practical mining engineer; a man who has had experience 
in the actual operation of mines; a man who can avail himself 
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I am satisfied that should Congress undertake to invest | 
the Federal Government with power to control mines within the | 


| most by the work of this Bureau. 


There is a measure of truth in | 
Practically | 
every State has in one form or another laws providing for the 


| and mining methods and the product of mines. 
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of the scientific investigation by the Geological Survey a: 
dicate or explode the theories contained in the ge 
reports. Already we have recognized the fact that th, 
logical Survey, under its original authority, could not px ssijj, 
perform the duty of the National Government toward) ih 
mining industry. At this very session an appropriation of 
$150,000 has been made for the purpose of investiga: the 
cause of mine explosions, and unless the Bureau of Mines js 
established this work must necessarily be done by the (Geo- 
logical Survey. 

We want a practical man at the head of this Burean to tao 
up this important investigation and give direction to the work 
during its progress. The gentleman from Minnesota [\y. 
TAWNEY] complains that the salary of the Commissioner of 
Mines is fixed at $6,000. Let me say in answer to this sugges. 
tion that a practical mining engineer on a salary of $6,000 wil) 
make the Bureau worth something to the country, but that the 
work of this Bureau would be worthless if you put a cheap 
man at its head. It has been suggested also by the gentleman 


ul vin- 
al 


(,e0- 


| from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] that this bill is framed for the 


benefit of the big corporations who want to unload onto the 
Government investigations which should be carried on by me 
on their pay rolls. Let me say in answer to the gentleman tha! 


| I have the honor to represent a Congressional district in which 
| is produced over 65 per cent of the zinc mined in the United 


States; that this mining is carried on not by gigantic trusts 


|} and corporations, but by the small mining company ani tly 


small miner, and every miner in my section, whether engaged 
in the work on a large or small scale, is heartily in fayor of 
this Bureau. 

The small miners are the very men who would benefit the 
They are the ones who are 
not equipped with expensive laboratories to determine the 
value of the products of their mines; they are the ones who are 


| unable to carry on their pay rolls a corps of experts to pass 


over the country and purchase for a song valuable mini 
properties from individuals unacquainted with their value. 
What the people of this nation need is more information and 
better information and more practical information about mi 

It is now prac: 
tically an impossibility to determine with any degree of cer- 
tainty the products of the mines of the country until many years 
after the product has been put upon the market and until! the 
information obtained is valueless for all practical purposes. 
One great lesson that the people should be taught is that wining 


| is a business and not a gamble; that it is a legitimate business 
| yielding profit and wealth when carried on along business lines. 
| Give to the miner every particle of information which it Is 


possible to obtain through governmental channels as to the !o- 
cation of the various mineral products; as to the best methods 
and means of carrying on the work of mining; as to thie best 
methods of utilizing the products of the mines; as to the pro- 
duct also of others engaged in mining industries, and as to the 
best market for the products of his mine. In this manner only 
will he be put on equality with those engaged in the other great 
industries that produce the material wealth of this nation. 
The preservation of our natural resources has been « to! 
recently of very much discussion and has caused much anxiet 
The preservation of our mineral resources is unquestion)|y 
the most important problem of the matter of preserving ‘le 
natural resources of this nation. Every pound of miners! © 
tracted from the earth leaves the mineral resources of less V4 
than they were before the extraction. How important, the, 
is that every particle of mineral wealth should be extracte! " 
the most enlightened manner, by the most economic mets 
and that none of its value should be wasted in its utilization. 
Mr. Speaker, the miners of precious metals, such as g0'\' 
silver, throughout the country; the miners of the baser !« . 
such as iron, copper, lead, zine, and others of that class,‘ 
miners of coal, of oil and gas, come to this Congress with 
united appeal asking that this Bureau of Mines be esti )!!sie" 
and asking that this great industry, second only to agricwtu" 
in producing the wealth of this nation, shall be given some ™ 
sonable governmental recognition such as has been given = 
other great industries of our land. They ask this, not di" 
for the preservation of the natural resources of the coun’ 
for the better utilization of the mineral products, but ‘ey " 
it for the sake of humanity, for the preservation of hum: life. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minute 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. W1nsoN]. ar 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the two #°" 
basic industries of the country are agriculture and 1! ~ 
We already provide the means of advancing and promovns 
agriculture, and this bill provides a means by whic this 
may be advanced and promoted. It has been said tat 


mining 
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bi ides the rights of the States in the exercise of their 
wers. It does nothing of the kind. It does not in- 
terfi with the police powers of the States in any shape or 
f It does not propose that there shall be inspections of 
t It does not propose that there shall be regulations 
| down under Federal direction for the operation of the 


ie is. 


ines. It provides for the establishment of a bureau, the 
offi of which will investigate into the means of promoting 
the best interests of mining and protecting the lives of those 
engaged in mining. 

rl uel supply of our country is of great importance, not 
only the individuals who own coal lands or the corporations 
that own coal lands, but it is of great importance to the entire 
publ We are mining annually about 450,000,000 tons of coal, 
and it is estimated by the Geological Survey that in mining and 


placing upon the market ready for use 450,000,000 tons of coal 
over 200,000,000 tons of coal is wasted—over 200,000,000 tons 
of the fuel supply of the country that should be kept for the 
future is lost by our present method of mining. The establish- 
of this bureau seeks to overcome that, and in addition 
to doing that it seeks to preserve the lives of those engaged 
in the production of coal. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has called attention to the fact that the legislative bill, 
which has been adopted, carried an appropriation of $150,000 
to enable parties to discover the causes of mine explosions. He 
has also called attention to the fact that the sundry civil bill 
carries an appropriation of $250,000 for the test of lignites and 
fuels, and he argues, therefore, that the purposes to be accom- 
plished by this bill have been already provided for. Now, the 
gentleman knows that in both the cases to which I have re- 
ferred the appropriations are temporary. They are made year 
by year, not provided for permanently, as they would be under 
this incorporation of a Bureau of Mines. But I draw from the 
fact that these appropriations were made a very different lesson 
from that drawn by the gentleman from Minnesota. I draw 
from those appropriations the lesson that Congress recognizes 
the fact that appropriations for these purposes are properly 
competent for Congress to make. 

They in other words, within the proper governmental 
function of Congress to exercise. They belong to that class of 
needs that individuals can not properly and successfully re- 
spond to. Now, the two great basic industries of this country are 
agriculture and mining. Think of the millions of money that 
we have appropriated and that we are appropriating every year 
toward the development of agriculture, toward the discovery of 
the properties of soils, toward the maintenance of agricultural 
colleges, and all that sort of thing. Now, it seems to me that the 
Ume has arrived when the Government should give some atten- 
ion to the other great basic industry, the mining industry of this 
country, so thst we shall ascertain what we have in the way of 
lnineral wealth. If I had the time, I would like to go into that 
branch of the subject, but for lack of time I wish to put in the 
Record, under the leave already granted, a letter upon the sub- 
ject from Mr. Thomas F. Walsh, addressed to the chairman and 
at of the House Committee on Mines and Mining. [Ap- 
lause, | 

The letter referred to is as follows: 
Letter from Thomas F. Walsh, of Washington, D. ©., favoring the 

‘tablishment of a Bureau of Mines and Mining and referring to the 


tmportance of the development and production of the rarer mine rals, 
radium, platinum, vanadium, columbite, etc. 


SOME ADDITIONAL REASONS FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A BUREAU 
MINES. 


40 the honorable Chairman and Members of the 
House Committee on Mines and Mining. 

In the hearings before your honorable committee on the 
of the establishment of a Bureau of Mines, the fields of coal 
lron mining, and precious-metal mining were well and ably 
y representatives of these respective industries, and the great 
at a Bureau of Mines would confer upon them were pointed 
n able and intelligent manner. However, a great field of un- 
ee mineral wealth, to which I beg to call your attention, was 
‘reely touched upon. I refer to the development and production of 


ment 


are, 


OF 


GENTLEMEN : 
question 
mining 
covered 
benefits th 
out in a 
developer 
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aod 

3 ~ = assed as the rarer minerals, such as radium, platinum, vana- 
nena ium, tungsten, columbite, and others, all of which are much 

wd ur Manufacturing and chemical industries. 

. oe to a lack of knowledge of their properties and treatment, we 
a _ producing practically none in America, but import them in 
aoeat e ities from Euro at an expense of millions of dollars. 
ja ~ it seems, no effort has been or is being made to produce 
castes” able commodities of commerce. I believe we have them in 
Seen ‘ntities in the vast area of the mineralized portions of our 
foe \ ore knowledge on this subject will prove that these little- 
oe nerals are not as rare as they are supposed to be. Alumi- 
eeerneti n first used was thought to be a scarce metal, yet when 
oo eforts were directed toward its production it was found in 
oa —_ a08 in the common clays. I believe the same relative re- 
a J follow a thorough search for the rarer minerals. The pro- 


au, in its educational work in this particular line—by 











disseminating directly through the schools of mining, as well as through 
the public press, a knowledge as to how to recognize and find those 
minerals and how to treat and market them when found—would give 
such an impetus to its development and production as would probably 
result in an output of a new wealth greater than that of the precious 
minerals of to-day. 

To give some idea of the great value of those minerals, I will, for 
illustration, take vanadium, one of the rarer of the economic class. 
As an alloy in the making of the highest grade of steel, vanadium is 
the best ever discovered. It is the most-prized ingredient the steel 
manufacturers can have. If it could be mined and sold at a reasonable 
price, our steel makers would gladly buy all that could be produced. 
As it is now, when they need it they have to import it from Europe 
and pay $5 per pound, or $10,000 per ton. The same is in a measure 
true of the other rarer minerals. There is a pressing and constant 
demand for them, but none is produced because it is a sphere of our 
mining activities that, principally for the want of knowledge on the 
subject, we have nenutelere ignored, content to pay a great tribute to 
other nations for those things which we have at home. 

Take another illustration—radium, the rarest of all minerals. Be- 
cause of the small amount produced, it has not yet passed from the 
scientific and physical to the economic. If we want an atom of it, we 
must beg for it from the Austrian Government. Notwithstanding the 
small mineral area of that country, it has, because of its research work, 
a monopoly on it and its associated mineral, uranium. The production 
of the other rarer minerals will undoubtedly result in the production 
of radium, for we have reason to believe they go together. The dream 
of the ages has been the finding of perpetual motion. We seem to have 
it in radium. The proposed mining bureau, without interfering with 
its more utilitarian duties, can direct and foster the production of this 
most valuable mineral; it can investigate its properties and potentiali- 
ties and, perhaps, apply it to the service of humanity in ways teat will 
be as great in their benefits as radium is enduring. 

It may be asked, Can those rarer minerals be 
try? I have the best of reasons for believing 
pecting recently made in this direction, in Colorado, promises good 
results. I have been over the mining districts of Bohemia, Austria, 
where many of them, especially uranium and radium, have been found. 
I have been over every mineralized State of our Union. So far as I 
could see, we have the same conditions, the same character and class 
of baser minerals in which the rare ones are found. We have a min- 
eralized area far greater than that of Europe, and in which we have 
found every mineral that we have heretofore searched for. The fact 
that we have not found certain ores is no evidence that they do not 
exist, but rather a proof that we have not looked for them. If it 
should be ascertained that, in accordance with our previous knowledge 
of the minerals and with their well-known affinity for each other, the 
rarer ones will be found associated with the baser ones in iron, zinc, 
copper, and lead sulphides, then we are apt to find them in broad areas 
and in many unsuspected places—in the sulphide deposits of Virginia, 
the Carolinas, Georgia, Arkansas, and Missouri, as well as in the great 
mining States of the West. 

An opinion prevailed that they would not be found in sulphides. 
But last year I had a piece of sulphide ore tested for radio activity and 
received a report that Ve possessed it in as strong a degree as the pitch- 
blend ore of Bohemia, which was conclusive proof of the presence of 
both uranium and radium. 

Throughout our mining districts there are billions of tons of low- 
grade sulphide mineral on the dumps of mines awaiting the applica- 
tion of science to bring them into use. Whilst it can not be expected 
that all of these ores carry the rarer minerals, if they are found in a 
fraction of them the wealth they can be made to yield will be ineal- 
oo. seem strange that this field of wealth should remain so long 
untouched, yet the explanation is simple. In mining, as in other things, 
we followed the line of least resistance, the course that with the 
simplest efforts led to the quickest and most direct results in the ex- 
traction and treatment of the ores—first the rocker, then the sluice 
box, then the mill and smelter. We mined only the ores we could 
treat with these methods. If we noticed some strange mineral, which 
we often did, we either did not give it a thought or wished it well 
away because of its refractory influences in the treatment of the min- 
erals we were after. This, as stated, was due to a want of knowledge 
of those rarer minerals and a consequent want of market for them, and 
this is why we are not producing any of them to-day, but instead pay- 
ing out millions annually to Europe because we must have them. The 
importations will give but a faint idea of their enormous value to us; 
for if we were producing them ourselves, our own industries would 
use a hundred times more than they do now. Their development and 


found in our 
they can. Some 


coun- 
pros 


extraction will create a new industry that in turn will create new 
homes, new occupations, and new wealth for our own people. A great 
interest is awakening on this subject. Since I had the honor of ad- 


dressing your committee I have had over a dozen letters asking for in- 
formation and advice on every feature of the question. They are all 
of the same tenor. I will quote an extract from one, written from the 
southwest portion of New Mexico by a mining engineer: 

“TT inclose a newspaper clipping and trust the bill referred to 
bill creating the Bureau of Mines—will soon become a law. It is one of 
the most needed enactments of the present day. I believe that radium 
and several other of the rarer minerals exist in this locality, but so 
little is known about them that the ordinary individual does not even 
know how they occur, much less how to extract nor where to get them 
treated. Please give me such information on the subject as will help 
me to look for and develop these ores.” 

The great national industry of mining is worthy of the same gov- 
ernmental encouragement and protection that is given the other indus- 
tries, especially in the saving of life. The coal miner takes his life in 
his hands and toils all day in the darkened, dusty caverns of the coal 
mines, looking forward with pleasure to the hour that will reunite him 
to his little family. It is only too often he is brought back in the cold 
stillness of death, the victim of an explosion, in most cases brought 
about by some hidden force of nature which is not yet understood. 
Surely, the lives of the vast army of these brave toilers should be the 
serious concern of the National Government. 

The prospector, who braves the terrors of the snowy avalanche, 
climbs over precipitous rocks in high altitudes, in search of nature's 
treasures, is as much deserving of the nation’s help as is his brother 
on the safe and tranquil farm. 

Mining in all of its branches is worthy of recognition and help from 


the 


our General Government, for the highest humanitarian and most im- 
portant economic reasons. This it has not yet received. The time has 
come when the same beneficent helping hand that is given to agricul- 


ture should be extended to the more complicated and difficult industry 
of mining, for one is at least as necessary to the nation’s prosperity as 
the other, 
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It has been asked under what head should the new Bureau be 
I believe that it should be placed in the Department of the 
and be at least the coequal of all other bureaus. It should be under 
the direct control of the Secretary of the Interior. It should be com- 
posed of the ablest experts that could be secured, men fully informed 
upon every feature of operative mining and who could advise with the 
Secretary upon the many perplexing questions relating to mineral 
interests and mineral lands. 

fhe work of this mining bureau will be of the highest technical and 
scientific character. In no Department of our Government will work 
of more importance be undertaken nor more beneficial and enduring 
results be aceomplished. Through its well-equipped laboratories and 
trained experts it will help to solve the perplexing problems now con- 


laced? 
nterior 


able loss of human life now going sadly on, and to shew us how to con- 


| 


serve and economize our mineral resources and guide and lead us to the | 


development of greater wealth for the nation’s enrichment. Year by 


year it will grow in importance and achievement and will be regarded | 


| 1901, and 21 in 1900 and 1899. The total production of pig 


with just confidence and pride by every American citizen. 
I beg to remain, respectfully, yours, 
Tomas PF. WALSH. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the Bureau of Mines and 
Mining provided for in this bill should be established. 
have made appropriations at this session for work that should 
be done under this Bureau. It could very readily and very 
properly take over the work that has been planned for an inves- 
tigation of mine disasters and for tests of coal and lignites. All 
of these things that are done now by persons under other 
Departments might well be done under the permanent Bureau 
that is provided for in this bill, and I sincerely hope that bill 
will pass. 


We | 
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“The gain of $278,588,845 in the total value of our minerg) 
production is due to gains in both metallic and nonmeta}jic 
products, the metallic products showing an increase from $702. 
453,101 in 1905 to $886,110,856 in 1906, a gain of $183,057.755 
and the nonmetallic products showing an increase from $921,- 
075,619 in 1905. to $1,016,206,709 in 1906, a gain of $95,123 
To these products should be added estimated unspecified prog. 
ucts, including molybdenum, bismuth, and other mineral! proq- 
ucts, valued at $200,000, making a total mineral production for 


1,090, 


| 1906 of $1,902,517,565. 


fronting and baffling the mine operators of our land; to stop the deplor- | 


“* METALS. 


“Iron and steel.—Twenty States produced pig iron in 1908. 
as against 20 in 1905, 20 in 1904, 22 im 19038, 22 in 1902, 20 in 


> a 


iron in 1906 was 25,307,191 long tons, as against 22,992,380 long 
tons in 1905, 16,497,083 long tons in 1904, 18,009,252 tons in 
1903, 17,821,307 tons in 1902, and 15,878,354 tons in 1901, 


The production of 1906 shows an increase in quantity of 2.31 


awit, 


811 long tons, or over 10 per cent, over the production of 1905, 


|} and an increase in value from $382,450,000 to $505,700,000, 


|} amounting to $123,250,000, or 32.25 per cent. 


The average 
price per long ton of pig iron increased from $16.63 in 1905 to 
$19.98 in 1906. The average prices per long ton in recent years 
have been as follows: 1904, $14.13; 1903, $19.12; 19062, $20.92: 


| 1901, $15.25. 


It is doubtful if anywhere else there can be found a more | 
abundant or greater variety of mineral resources than we have | 


in this eountry. We have made valuable discoveries of these 
resources within the past twenty-five years. We have in the 
same time made marvelous development in the production of 
these products and extended their use in many ways. 


subject: 


“In the twenty-seven years from 1880 to 1906, inclusive, the | 


value of the mineral output of the United States has increased 
nearly five and one-fourth times. This marvelous growth is of 


additional interest in that it shows approximately by its fluc- 
tuations the financial ebb and flow of the whole country. 


elined to $406,000,000 in 1884, rese steadily to $606,000,000 in 


1890, declined slightly to $605,000,000 in 1891, rose to $622,000,- | 


000 in 1892, fell to less than $550,000,000 in 1898 and 1894, rose 
to $640,000,000 in 1895, remained at the same figure in 1896, 


rose rapidly to $1,491,000,000 in 1903, declined to $1,361,000,000 | 


in 1904, rose to $1,623,000,000 in 1905, and advanced to the im- 
mense sum of $1,902,517,565 in 1906. 


has so expanded that the statistics of this wonderful production 
continually increase in completeness and accuracy. This at- 
tainment is largely the result of the hearty cooperation of the 
producers. 

“The varied character of the units of measurement employed 
in the mineral industry makes it impossible to compare the out- 


puts of the several minerals except in the value of the products. | 


The figures given show a continuation of the activity in the 
mineral industries of the United States noted in 1900, 1901, 1902, 
and 1903, though the value of the output for 1904 was almost 
9 per cent less than that for 1903; the value in 1905 was about 
9 per cent greater than that for 1903. 

“In 1906, for the second time, the total value of our mineral 
production exceeded the enormous sum of $1,500,000,000. 

“The exact figures for 1906 are $1,902,517,565, as compared 
with $1,623,928,720 in 1905, with $1,361,067,554 in 1904, with 


in 1906 over 1905 of $278,588,845, or 17.15 per cent; a gain 
in 1906 over 1904 of $541,450,011, or 39.78 per cent; over 1903 
of $410,588,585, or 27.52 per cent, and over 1902 of $579,414,848, 
or 43.79 per cent. 


From | 
$364,928,298 in 1880 the value rose to $451,000,000 in 1882, de- | 


| 


| 
| 


| with $75,165,604 in 1905, 
| produetion of iron ores in the United States in 1906 was never 
The Director of the Geological Survey, in his report on the | equaled by that of any other country. 
mineral resources of the United States for the year 1906, has | 


made some interesting and valuable compilations of facts on this 2,825 long tons, valued at $25,335, im 1908, and increased to 


| 1908. 





| in 1904, and 282,000 short tens in 1903. 


“Tron ores.—The production of irom ores in 1906 amounted 
to 47,749,728 long tons, as compared with 42,526,133 long tons 
in 1905, with 27,644,330 long tons in 1904, with 35,019,308 long 
tons in 1908, and with 35,554,135 tons in 1902. ‘The value at 
the mines of the ore mined in 1906 was $100,597,106, as compared 
As in the seven preceding years, the 


“Manganese ores.—The production of manganese ores was 


3,146 long tons, valued at $29,466, in 1904, and to 4,118 long tons, 
valued at $36,214, in 1905. The average price per ton in 1905 
was $8.80, as compared with $9.37 in 1904 and with $8.97 in 
In 1906 the production of manganese ores was 6,921 
long tons, valued at $88,132. The average price was $12.75 per 
ton. Manganiferous iron ores, carrying from 20 to 40 per cent 
ef manganese, were produced to the extent of 41,300 long tons, 
valued at $122,400. 

“Gold.—The production of gold increased from 3, 
ounces, valued at $80,835,648, in 1904, to 4,265,742 ounces, val- 
ued at $88,180,700, in 1905, and to 4,565,333 ounces, valued at 
$94,373,800, in 1906, an increase in 1906 of 299,591 ounces in 


110,729 


u- | quantity and of $6,193,100 in value. 
Keeping pace with this | 
growth has been a strain, and it is gratifying that the system | 


“Silver.—The production of silver increased in quantity from 
55,999,864 ounces in 1904 to 56,101,600 ounces in 1905, and to 
56,517,900 ounces in 1906; it increased in commercial value 
from $32,085,378 in 1904 to $34,221,976 in 1905, and to $35,20,- 


| 400 in 1906, a gain in 1906 of $4,034,424. 


“ Copper.—The production of copper increased from 812,537,- 
267 pounds, valued at $105,629,845, in 1904, to 901,007,5! 
pounds, valued at $139,795,716, in 1905, and to 917/,.o,05- 
pounds, valued at $177,595,888, in 1906, an increase in 106 ol 
15,897,839 pounds in quantity, and of $37,800,172 in value. 

“ Lead.—The production of lead in 1906 was 350,100 
tons, as against 302,000 short tons in 1905, 307,000 short tons 
The value of the pre 
duction in 1906 was $39,917,442, as compared with $25,000," 
in 1905, with $26,402,000 in 1904, and with $23,520,000 in 1Wo, 

“Zine.—The production of zinc in 1906 was 199,00 


short 


| tons, as against 203,849 short tons in 1905, 186,702 short t . 


| in 1904, and 159,219 short tons in 1903. 
$1,491,928,980 in 1903, and with $1,323,102,717 in 1902; a gain | 


“As heretofore, iron and coal are the most important of our | 


mineral products. 
000; 
from 
$50,140,928, or 8.33 per cent. 


The value of the iron in 1906 was $505,700,- 
the value of the coal, $513,079,809. The fuels increased 


Anthracite coal showed a decrease 


$602,257,548 in 1905 to $652,398,476 in 1906, a gain of | 


in value of $9,961,306, from $141,879,000 in 1905 to $131,917,694 | 


in 1906. 
the mine was $2.30, as against $2.25 
in 1903, and $2.35 in 1902; and the average price per short ton 
for bituminous coal at the mine was $1.11, as against $1.06 in 
1905, $1.10 in 1904, $1.24 in 1903, and $1.12 in 1902. The in- 
erease in value of the bituminous coal output over 1905 was 


The average price of anthracite coal per long ton at | 
in 1905, $2.35 in 1904, $2.50 | 


The value of | 
production in 1906 was $24,362,668, as compared with *- 
182 in 1905, with $18,670,200 in 1904, and with $16,/1\, 
1908. im 
“Bauvite.—In 1906 the production of Bauxite was «: 


| tons, valued at $368,311, as compared with 48,129 i 


valued at $240,292, in 1905, with 47,661 long tons, Vva'u 

$235,704, in 1904, and with 48,087 long tons, valued at >!: 

in 1903. a. 
“Aluminum.—The consumption of aluminum during |" 


| 14,910,000 pounds, valued at $4,262,286, as against 1! 


pounds, valued at $3,246,300, in 1905, and 8,600,000 | 
valued at $2,477,000, in 1904. se 
“Quicksilver—The production of quicksilver durivs 


| amounted to 26,238 flasks (of 763 avoirdupois pounds 


avoirdupois pounds net after June, 1904), as comp! 


30,451 flasks in 1905, with 34,570 flasks in 1904, wi' 


$46,503,821—a combined increase in value of coal of $36,542,515, | 


or 7.67 per cent. 


flasks in 1908, and with 34,291 flasks in 1902. The valu 
quicksilver produced in 1906 was $958,634, as com]: 


| $1,108,120 in 1905, with $1,503,795 in 1904, with $1.01! 








with $1,467,848 in 1902. California reported 
compared with 24,635 flasks in 1905, with 
104, with 30,526 flasks in 1903, and with 28,972 fiasks 
| Texas reported 4,761 flasks, as against 4,723 flasks 
flasks in 1904, 5,029 flasks in 1903, and 5,319 
Utah reported 1,164 flasks and Oregon 3 flasks 


299 9°17 
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iron ore.—California was the only State pr 
during 1906, the quantity being 107 long tons, 
at $1,800, as compared with 22 long tons, valued at $375, in 
Wi, ¥ 123 long tons, valued at $1,845, in 1904, with 150 
f valued at $2,250, in 1903, and with 315 long tons, 
567, in 1902. 
um.—The commercial 
(906 was approximately the same as the production of 1905, 
h, in turn, was in excess of the 1904 production of 14.5 
rt tons of concentrates, valued at $2,175. 
\ 795 short tons of concentrates, valued at $60,865. 
if molybdenum ores fluctuates very greatly. 
There was no production of metallic nickel reported 
in 1905, only a small quantity of nickel and cobalt 
ore being reported as sold. In 1904 the output was 24,000 
; against a production of 114,200 pounds in 1903 and 
pounds in 1992, The value in 1904 was $11,400, as 
5,909 in 1903 and $2,701 in 1902. The imports of 
a were valued at $1,902,367, as against $1,962,13 
21,491 in 1904, $1,493,589 in 1903, and $1,437,649 in 


ducing 
valued 


“= 


‘ 
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“Nich 





“Rutile—A small production of rutile, chiefly from Virginia, 
rted in 1906. 
Tungst -The commercial production of concentrated 
tungsten ores during 1906 amounted approximately to 928 short 
valued at $348,867, as against 803 short tons, valued at 
1905; 740 short tons, valued at $184,000 in 1904; 
valued at $43,639 in 1903, and 184 short tons in 
2, of which not more than a few tons were sold. 
ranium and vanadium.—tThe production of uranium and 
yanadium minerals in 1906, as reported to the Survey and in- 
uded under unspecified products, was the largest of recent 


Ch 


£268,676 in 
2 short tons, 


ears. The production in 1905 was valued at $375, as against 
$10,600 in 1§ Os, $5,625 in 1908, and $48,125 in 1902. 


“Tantalum.—A commercial production of tantalum in 1906 
was reported from Colorado and South Dakota. 
~The production of platinum from domestic ores 
1 1906 was 1,439 ounces, valued at $45,189, as compared with 
, valued at $5,320, in 1905; with 200 ounces, valued at 


ttinwm. 


dlS ounces 





$4.160, in 1904; with 110 ounces, valued at $2,080, in 1903, and 
with 94 ounces, valued at $1,814, in 1902. In December, 1904, 
the price of ingot platinum at New York advanced from $158.50 
to $19.50 per ounee; in April, 1905, it was $20.50; in January, 
1006, it was $20.50, in February, 1906, it advanced to $25; in 
september, 1906, it rose to $383; in November it was $38, re- 


hing at that price until late in February, 
patinum was quoted at $41 per ounce. This price declined on 
June 15 to $26 for ordinary, and $28.50 for hard; then it rose 


| 


20,310 | 
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1905, $138,974,020 in 1904, $152,036,448 in 1903, and $76,173,586 
| in 1902. The average price of the marketed anthracite coal 
sold during the year at the mines was $2.20 per lo ton, as 
| against $2.25 per leng ton in 1905, $2.35 in 1904, $2.50 in 1903, 


production of molybdenum | 


The production in | 


1907, when hard | 


10 $27 and $29, respectively, on July 27, and stands now (Au- 
gust 3, 1907), at $28 for ordinary and $29.50 for hard. 
itimony.—T he antimony obtained from the smelting of do- 
mestic ores in 1906 amounted to 404 short tons, valued at 
‘149, and the antimony obtained from hard lead produced | 
| foreign and domestic lead ores was 1,362 short tons, valued 


-0,004, a total production for 1906 of 1,766 short tons, val- 
‘ at $602,949, as compared with 3,240 short tons, valued at 
‘in 1905; with 3,057 short tons, valued at $505,524, in 
With 3,128 short tons, valued at $548,433, in 1903, and 
‘th 3,561 short tons, valued at $634,506, in 1902. 


4d 


b mut The marketed production of bismuth ore in 1906 
* S004 pounds, valued at $12,500; in 1905 it was 24,405 
= 8, 3 d at $4,187; in 1904 it was 5,184 pounds, valued at 


There was no marketed production of bismuth ores in 
States during 1903 or 1902. 
> J-—there was a small production of metallic tin in South 


ta in 1906, which, with concentrates from Alaska and from 


nite 


x one 4 Carolina-South Carolina deposits, was valued at 
1 “ FUELS, 
‘oal.—For the first time in the history of the United States 
“e production of coal in 1906 reached a total of over 400,000,- 
" Short tons, showing an actual output of 414,157,278 tons of 
~ pounds, valued at $513,079,809. Of this total, the output 


ile coal amounted to 63,645,010 long tons (equivalent 
ll short tons), which, as compared with the produc- | 
9,152 long tons in 1905, was a decrease of 5,694,142 | 
aod or over 8 per cent. The value of anthracite coal at 
“ mines in 1906 was $131,917,694, as against $141,879,000 in 







2 ton 8, 









an) 





and §: in 1902. 
“ The output of bituminous coal (which includes semiart! 
cite and all semibituminous and lignite « ae ), amounted in 





ira- 


¢ > 
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to 342,874,867 short tons, valued at $381,162,115, as compared 
with 315,062,785 short tons, valued at €334°658 294, in 1905; 
with 278,659,689. short tons, valued at $505,397,001, in 1904; 
with 282,749,348 short tons, valued at $51,687,933, in 1903; 
and with 260,216,844 short tons, valued at $290,858,483, in 1002. 


The increase in the production of bituminous coal in 1906 over 
1905 was therefore 27,812,082 short tons in quantity and $46,- 


503,821 in value. The average price of bituminous coal per ton 
at the mines during 1906 was $1.11, as against $1.06 in 1905, 
$1.10 in 1904, and $1.24 per ton in 1903, the highest price re 
corded by the Survey. 

“Coke.—The coke production of the United States in 1906, 
which included the output, 4,558,127 short tons, from 3,362 re- 
tort or by-product ovens, amounted to 36,401,217 short tons, as 


) short tons in 1905, with 23,661,106 
short tons in 1904, with 25,274,281 short tons in 1903, and with 
25,401,720 short tons in 1902. The increase in quantity in 1906 
from 1905 was 4,159,088 short tons, or over 12 per cent. The 


compared with 32,231,128 


total value was $91,608,034, as against $72,476,196 in 1905, a 
gain of $19,157,338, or 26 per cent. The average ~ ice per ton 


"») 


in 1906 was $2.52, against $2.25 in 1905. The avreeige output 
from the by-product ovens in 1906 was 1,356 tons per oven, 
against an average of tons per oven from the beehive 
ovens, 


eno 6 
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“Natural gas.—The value of the natural gas produced in 
1906 was $46,873,932, as « et with $41,562,855 in 1905, with 
$38,496,760 in 1904, with $35,807,860 in 1903, and with $30,867,863 


in 1902—a gain of about 13 per cent in 1906 over 1905. 

“Gas, coke, tar, and ammonia.—The aggregate value of all the 
products obtained from the distillation of coal in works 
and retort ovens in 1905 was $56,684,972, as against $51,157,736 
in 1904, and $47,830,600 in 1903. No report has been prepared 
for 1906; the estimated value of the products distributed 
among the respective States in the table of output and value 
by States. 

“ Petroleum.—The total production of crude petroleum 
United States in 1906 was 126,493,936 barrels, as 
134,717,580 barrels in 1905, 117,080,960 barrels in 1904, and 
100,461,337 barrels in 1908, a decrease in 1906 of 8,277,644 bar- 
rels, or 6.14 per cent from the production of 1905. Among the 
noteworthy changes in production in 1906 w« gains, as com- 
pared with 1905, of nearly 10,000,000 barreis in the Mid-Conti- 
nent field and of over 4,000,000 barrels in the Illinois field; 
these gains were more than offset by losses of over 15,000,000 
barrels in Texas, over 3,000,000 barrels in Indiana, and of over 
1,000,000 barrels each in Ohio and West Virginia. 


gas 


is 


in the 
against 


re 


‘The value of crude petroleum produced during 1906 wag 
$92,444,735, or an average price of 73.1 cents per barrel, as 
against $84,157,399, or an average price of 62.47 cents per bar- 
rel, in 1905; against $101,175,455, or 86.41 cents per barrel, in 
1H 04, and against $94,694,050, or 94.26 cents per barrel, in 1906. 

“ STRUCTURAL MATERIALS. 

“Cement.—The total production of hydraulic cement in the 
United States in 1906 was 51,000,445 barrels, valued at $55,- 
302,277, as compared with 40,102,308 barrels, valued at 535,- 
931,533, in 1905; with 31,675,257 barrels, valued at $26,031,920, 


in 1904; with 29,899,140 barrels, valued at $31,931,341, in 
and with 25,753,504 barrels, valued at $25,366,380, in 1902. 
Portland cement production in 1906 was 46,463,424 
valued at $52,466,186, as compared with 35,246,812 
valued at $33,245,867, in 1905; with 26,505,SS1 barrels, 
355,119, in 1904; with 22,342,973 barrels, valued at 


1903, 
The 
barrels, 
barrels, 
valued 


at $23,355, 


713,319, in 1908, and with 17,230,644 barrels, valued at $20,- 
864,078, in 1902—an increase in quantity in 1906, as compared 


$19,220,319, 
»,797 barrels, 


with 1905, of 11,216,612 barrels, and in value of 


The production of natural cement in 1906 was 4,055 






valued at $2,423,170, as compared with 4,473,049 _ barrels, 
valued at $2,413,052, in 1905; with 4,866,331 barrels, valued at 


$2,450,150, in 1904; with 7,030,271 barrels, valued at $3,675,5 


mn 
»20, 





in 1903, and with 8,044,305 barrels, vainued at $4,076,630, in 
1902—a decrease in quantity in 1906 of 417,252 barrels and an 
increase in value of $10,118. The production of slag cement in 
1906 amounted to 481,224 barrels, valued at $412,921, as against 
382,447 barrels, valued at $272,614, in 1905; 303,045 barrels, 
valued at $226,651, in 1904, and 525,896 barrels, valued at 
$542,502, in 1903. 

“Clay products.—The activity in ail branches of the clay- 
working industries noted in the reports as true of 1899, 1900, 
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1901, 1902, and 1903 diminished very slightly during 1904, but | 
increased vigorously in 1905, which increase continued in 1906. | 
The value of all clay products, as reported to this office in 1906, 
was $161,032,722, as against $149,697,188 in 1905, $131,023,248 in 
1904, $131,062,421 in 1903, and $122,169,531 in 1902. The brick | 
and tile products in 1906 were valued at $129,591,838, as 
against $121,778,204 in 1905, $105,864,978 in 1904, $105,626,369 
in 1903, and $98,042,078 in 1902, The pottery products were 
valued in 1906 at $31,440,884, as against $27,918,894 in 1105, 
$25,158,270 in 1904, $25,436,052 in 1903, and $24,127,453 in 1902. | 

“The commercial production of clay mined and sold in 1906 | 
by those not manufacturing the clay themselves was valued at 
$3,245,256, as against $2,768,006 in 1905, $2,320,162 in 1904, and 
$2,594,042 in 1903, 

“Lime.—The production of lime in 1906 was 3,197,754 short 
tons, valued at $12,480,653, as against 2,984,100 short tons, 
valued at $10,941,680, in 1905, and against 2,707,809 short tons, 


8S2 in 1905 and at $9,335,618 in 1902. The average price per 
short ton was $3.67 in 1905 and $%.90 in 1906. 

“Sand-lime brick.—The production of sand-lime brick in 1906 
was valued at $1,170,005, as against $972,064 in 1905, $465,128 
in 1904, and $155,040 in 1903. 


“ Slate.—The production of slate in 1906 was valued at | 


$5,668,346, as against $5,496,207 in 1905, $5,617,195 in 1904, 


$6,256,885 in 1903, and $5,696,051 in 1902. 


“Stone.—The value of all kinds of stone produced in the | 


United States during 1906 amounted to $66,378,794, as compared 
141 in 1908, and with $54,798,682 in 1902. 


blast furnaces, which in 1906 was 16,077,202 long tons, valued 
at $7,612,692, as compared with 15,387,891 long tons, valued at 
$7,004,265, in 1905; with 10,657,038 long tons, valued at $4,702,- 
768, in 1904, and with 12,029,719 long tons, valued at $5,423,732, 
in 1903. 

“APRASIVE MATERIALS. 

“Alundum or artificial corundum.—The production of alun- 
dum by the Norton Emery Wheel Company amounted in 1906 to 
4,712,000 pounds, valued at $282,720, an average of 6 cents per 
pound, as compared with 3,612,000 pounds manufactured in 


with 4,026,000 pounds manufactured in 1904. 
“Carborundum,—The production of carborundum in 1906 was 


6.99° 


3,225,300 pounds, as against 5,596,000 pounds in 1905, 7,060,380 | 


pounds in 1904, 4,759,890 pounds in 1903, and 3,741,500 pounds 
in 1902. The value of the carborundum varies from 7 to 10 
cents a pound. 


“Corundum and emery.—The combined production of corun- | 
dum and emery in 1906 amounted to 1,160 short tons, valued at | 


$44,310, as against 2,126 short tons, valued at $61,464, in 1905: 
1,916 short tons, valued at $56,985, in 1904; 2,542 short tons, 
valued at $64,102, in 1903; and 4,251 short tons, valued at 
$104,605, in 1902. 


“Crushed stecl.—The production of crushed steel in 1906 was | 
837,000 pounds, ps against 612,000 pounds in 1905, 790,000 | 


pounds in 1904, 755,000 pounds in 1903, and 735,000 pounds in 
1902. 

“Crystalline quartz.—In 1906 the production of crystalline 
quartz included under abrasives amounted to 24,082 short tons, 


1904; 8,938 short tons, valued at $76,908, in 1903, and 15,104 
short tons, valued at $84,335, in 1902. 

“Garnet.—The production of abrasive garnet in the United 
States during 1906 amounted to 4,650 short tons, valued at 
$157,000, as against 5,050 short tons, valued at $148,095, in 
1905; 3,854 short tons, valued at $117,581, in 1904; 3,950 short 
tons, valued at $132,500, in 1908; and 3,926 short tons, valued 
at $132,820, in 1902, The average price for the 1906 production 
is reported at $33.98 per ton. 

“Grindsiones.—The total value of all kinds of grindstones 
produced during 1906 was $744,894, as against $777,606 in 1905, 


$881,527 in 1004, $721,446 in 1903, and $667,431 in 1902. The | 


production of 1904 was the largest on record for any year. 
It should be remembered, however, that the price which ranged 
from $15 to $18 per ton, has decreased to from $8 to $11 per 
ton, and that therefore the tonnage of grindstones used has 
correspondingly increased within the last few years. 

“Infusorial carth and tripoli.—In 1906 the production of in- 
fusorial earth and tripoli amounted to 8,099 short tons, valued 
at $72,108, as against 10,977 short tons, valued at $64,637, in 
1905; against 6,274 short tons, valued at $44,164, in 1904; 9,219 
short tons, valued at $76,273, in 1903; and 5,665 short tons, 
valued at $53,244, in 1902, 


| bromine contained in potassium bromide, amounted to 1,28°3 





ne 


“Millstones and buhrstones.—The value of the production og 
millstones and buhrstones in 1906 was $48,590, as rainst 
$37,974, in 1905, $37,338 in 1904, $52,552 in 1903, and s59,998 
in 1902. From 1886 to 1894 there was a very large decrease 
from $140,000 to $13,887—in the production of bulrstones 
From 1894 to 1902 there was a gradual increase in the prodye- 
tion, but there was a comparative decrease in 1903, 1904. 1907 
and 1906. 

“Oilstones and whetstones.—There was a continued increase 


| in the commercial domestic production of oilstones and whet. 


stones during 1906, the value rising from $188,985 in 1904 to 
$244,546 in 1905 and to $268,070 in 1906. The production was 
valued at $366,857 in 1903 and at $221,762 in 1902. 
“Pumice.—The production of pumice amounted in 1906 to 
12,200 short tons, valued at_ $16,750, as against 1,832 short tons. 
valued at $5,540 in 1905; 1,530 short tons, valued at $5,421, ip 


| 1904; 885 short tons, valued at $2,665, in 1903, and 700 short 
valued at $9,951,456, in 1904. The output was valued at $9,255,- | 


tons, valued at $2,750, in 1902. 
“ CHEMICAL MATERIALS. 


“Arsenious oxvide.—The domestic production of arsenious ox 
ide (white arsenic) in 1906 was 1,474,000 pounds, valued at 


| $63,460, as against 1,507,386 pounds, valued at $35,210, in 1905; 


72,413 pounds, valued at $2,185, in 1904; 1,222,000 pounds, val- 
ued at $36,691, in 1908, and 2,706,000 pounds, valued at $81,180, 
in 1902. 

“Borax.—The reported returns for 1906 gave an aggregate 
production of crude borax of 58,173 short tons, valued at $1,182,- 


| 410, as against 46,334 short tons, valued at $1,019,154, in 1905: 
with $65,798,748 in 1905, with $58,765,715 in 1904, with $57,433,- | 45,647 short tons, valued at $698,810, in 1904, and 34,430 short 
| tons, valued at $661,400, in 1903. 

“Included under stone is the limestone used for fluxing in | 


“Bromine.—The production of bromine in 1906, including the 


pounds, valued at $165,204, as compared with 1,192,758 pounds, 


mye 


| valued at $178,914, in 1905; with 897,100 pounds, valued at 
| $269,130, in 1904; with 598,500 pounds, valued at $167,580, in 
| 1903, and with 513,893 pounds, valued at $128,472, in 1902. 


- 


“Fluorspar.—The total commercial production of fluorspar in 
1906 was 40,796 short tons, valued at $244,025, as compared 


more 


| with 57,385 short tons, valued at $362,488, in 1905; with 36,452 
| short tons, valued at $234,755, in 1904; and with 42,5253 short 


| tons, valued at $213,617, in 19038. The prices of crude fiuorspar 
1905, valued at $252,840, an average of 7 cents per pound, and | 


in 1906 were reported as ranging from $3.60 to $6 per ton and 


| the prices of ground fluorspar as ranging from $9 to $12 per 


ton. 

“Gypsum.—The output of crude gypsum in 1906 was 1,540,585 
short tons, valued in its first marketable condition at $3,857,975, 
as compared with 1,043,202 short tons, valued at $3,029,227, in 
1905; with 940,917 short tons, valued at $2,784,325, in 1904; 
with 1,041,704 short tons, valued at $3,792,943, in 1905; and 
with 816,478 short tons, valued at $2,089,341, in 12. The 
greatly increased production of late years is attributable to 
the largely increased use of wall plaster and of plaster of Paris 
in large modern buildings. 

“Lithium minerals.—The production of lithium minerals in 
1906 was 383 short tons, valued at $7,411, as against 7 short 
tons, valued at $1,412, in 1905; 577 short tons, valued at $5,159, 
in 1904; and 1,155 short tons, valued at $23,425, in 105. The 
output in 1905 and 1906 came from California and South Da- 


| kota. There were no imports of lithium salts in either 1%» 
or 1906, 

valued at $121,671, as against 19,039 short tons, valued at | 
$88,118, In 1905; against 31,940 short tons, valued at $74,850, in | 


“Marls.—The production of marls in the United States ln 
1906 was 19,104 short tons, valued at $7,341; in 1905 If was 
38,026 short tons, valued at $16,494; in 1904 it was 15,95!) short 
tons, valued at $13,145, and in 1903 it was 34,211 short tons, 
valued at $22,521. ; 

“Phosphate rock.—The total commercial production of pioy 
plate rock reported to the Survey in 1906 amounted to 2.0%0."" 
long tons, valued at $8,579,437, as compared with 1,047,150 fons 
tons, valued at $6,763,408, in 1905; with 1,874,425 leug to 
valued at $6,580,875, in 1904, and with 1,581,576 long [on 
valued at $5,319,294, in 1903. The total quantity of phospaa™ 
rock reported as mined during 1906 was 2,001,394 long tons — 
against 2,138,309 long tons mined in 1905 and 1,99! 169 1005 
tons mined in 1904, ee 

“Salt.—The salt product includes salt in the form of oem 
used in large quantities for the manufacture of soda 2s! sodium 
bicarbonate, caustic soda, and other sodium salts. The don : f 
production of salt in 1906 amounted to 28,172,380 barre’s © 
280 pounds, valued at $6,658,350, as compared with ©)". ""= 
barrels, valued at $6,005,922, in 1905; with 22,030,002 barr ul 
valued at $6,021,222, in 1904; with 18,968,089 barrels, vali" 
at $5,286,988, in 1908, and with 23,849,231 barrels, yuu’ ™ 
$5,668,636, in 1902. e enlipbur 

“Sulphur and pyrite—The domestic production 0! * -onet 
in 1906 was 294,153 long tons, valued at $5,006,678 ; the pr 


hos 
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rite was 261,422 long tons, valued at $931,305. The | 000 pounds, valued at $217,790, the average price being 6.71 
production in 1906 of sulphur and pyrite for the manu- | cents per pound, in 1904; with 2,620,000 pounds, valued at 
foot sulphuric acid amounted to 555,575 long tons, valued | $178,670, in 1903, when the average price was 6.82 cents per 
: &),027,983, as compared with 434,677 longs tons, valued at | pound, and with 2,358,828 pounds, valued at $110,700, in 1902, 

a4 (42 in 1905; with 334,373 long tons, valued at $3,478,568, | when the average price was 4.69 cents per pound. 
in 100 with 233,127 long tons, valued at $1,109,818, in 1903, | “Afagnesite—The production of magnesite in the United 
nd 1% 207,874 long tons, valued at $947,089, in 1902. | States continues to be limited to California. During the year 
“ PIGMENTS. | 1906 the commercial production reported was 7,805 short tons, 
“Rarytes.—The production of crude barytes in 1906 was | Valued at $23,415, as compared with 3,933 short tons, valued at 
mi), 231 rt tons, valued at $160,367, as compared with 48,235 | $15,221, in 1905; with 2,850 short tons, valued at $9,208, in 


, Valued at $148,803, in 1905; with 65,727 short tons, | 1904, and with 3,744 short tons, valued at $10,595, in 190% 
$174,958, in 1904; with 50,397 short tons, valued at | “fica.—The total production of mica in 1906 was 1,123,100 


$152,150, in 1903, and with 61,668 short tons, valued at $203,154, | pounds of sheet mica, valued at $252,248, and 1,489 short tons 
1902, | of scrap mica, valued at $22,742, as against 924,875 pounds of 
Cobalt oxride.—There was no production of cobalt oxide re- | Sheet mica, valued at $160,732, and 1,126 short tons of scrap 
rte 1905 and 1906. In 1904 it was 22,000 pounds, valued | Mica, valued at $17,856, in 1905; and 668,558 pounds of sheet 
t $42,000; in 1903 it was 120,000 pounds, valued at $228,000; | mica, valued at $109,462, and 1,096 short tons of scrap mica 
1902 it was 3,730 pounds, valued at $6,714. All the cobalt | valued at $10,854, in 1904. 

oxide was obtained as a by-product in smelting lead ores at | “Mineral waters.—The total production of mineral waters in 

Mine La Motte, Missouri. 1906 was 51,407,668 gallons, valued at $8,559,650, as compared 


ral paints.—The commercial production of mineral | with 47,590,081 gallons, valued at $6,811,611, in 1905; with 

iints in 1906 amounted to 49,921 short tons, valued at $521,729, | 50,723,500 gallons, valued at $7,198,450, in 1904; and with 
red with 56,599 short tons, valued at $724,933, in 1905; | 51,242,757 gallons, — at $9,041,078, in 1903. 

with 52,336 short tons, valued at $493,434, in 1904; with 56,262 “Monazite and zifcon.—The production of monazite is con- 

short tons, valued at $500,922, in 1903; with 60,191 short tons, | fined exclusively to North Carolina and South Carolina, about 

valued at $745,227, in 1902, five-sixths being obtained from the former State. In 1906 the 

Zine hite—The production of zinc white in 1906 amounted | production was 847,275 pounds of concentrates, valued at $152,- 

to 74,680 short tons, valued at $5,999,375, as compared with | 560. In 1905 the production (including small quantities of 

68,608 short tons, valued at $5,520,240, in 1905; with 63,363 | zircon and columbite) amounted to 1,352,418 pounds, valued at 


ort tons, valued at $4,808,482, in 1904; with 62,962 short tons, | $163,908, as compared with 745,999 pounds (including small 
ied at $4,801,718, in 1903, and with 52,645 short tons, valued | quantities of zircon, columbite, and gadolinite), valued at 
t $4,016,499, in 1902, $85,038, in 1904; with 865,000 pounds, valued at $65,200 (in- 
“ MISCELLANEOUS. cluding 3,000 pounds of zircon, valued at $570), in 1903; and 

‘{shestos.—The asbestos commercially produced in the | with 802,000 pounds of monazite, valued at $64,160, in 1902. 
United States in 1906 was obtained chiefly from deposits in “Peat.—There was no commercial production of peat in 1906. 


Georgia, Virginia, and Wyoming, with small quantities from | Considerable experimental work has been done in the produe- 
Arizona, California, and Massachusetts. The total commercial | tion of peat bricks for use as fuel under boilers, and in the 
production was 1,695 short tons, valued at $28,565, as against | practical tests of machine peat. 

3,109 short tons, valued at $42,975, in 1905; against 1,480 short | “Potassium salts.—There was no production of potassium 
ms, valued at $25,740, in 1904, and 887 short tons, valued at | salts in the United States in 1906; the imports amounted to 
$16,760, in 19038. 226,859,750 pounds, valued at $5,941,217. 

“(esphalt,—Under this title are included the various bitumens “Precious stones.—The value of the gems and precious stones 
or hydrocarbons not discussed elsewhere under the heading | found in the United States in 1906 was reported as $208,000, as 
Petroleum.’ The commercial production in 1906 was 138,059 | against $326,350 in 1905, $324,300 in 1904, $307,900 in 1903, and 

ort tons, valued at $1,290,340, as against 115,267 short tons, | $328,450 in 1902. There has been a great advance in the lapi- 
ilued at $758,153, in 1905; 108,572 short tons, valued at dary industry in the United States since 1894. The cutting of 
$879,836, in 1904; 101,255 short tons, yalued at $1,005,446, in | our native gems has grown to the proportions of an industry. 
1003, and 105,458 short tons, valued at $765,048, in 1902. | “Quartz (flint).—The production of flint in 1906 was 66,697 

Feldspar.—The production of feldspar in 1906 was 75,656 | short tons, valued at $243,012, as against 51,145 short tons, 
short tons, valued at $401,531, as against 35,419 short tons, | valued at $104,109, in 1905; 52,270 short tons, valued at $100,- 
ved at $226,157, in 1905; 45,188 short tons, valued at $266,- | 590, in 1904; 55,233 short tons, valued at $156,947, in 1903, and 

“6, In 1904; 41,891 short tons, valued at $256,733, in 1908, and | 36,365 short tons, valued at $144,209, in 1902. 

1,287 short tons, valued at $250,424, in 1902. “Sand and gravel.—The production of sand for molding, build- 

Fibrous tale.—This variety of tale or soapstone occurs in | ing, engine, furnace, and other purposes, and of gravel, reported 


but one locality in the United States—Gouverneur, St. Law- | in 1906, was 31,842,572 short tons, valued at $11,489,420, as 


alla 


e County, N. ¥Y. It is used principally as makeweight in | against 22,144,633 short tons, valued at $10,115,915, in 1905, and 
manufacture of paper. In 1906 the production was 61,672 | 9,821,009 short tons, valued at $4,951,607, in 1904. 

rt tons, valued at $557,200, as against 56,500 short tons, “Selenitum.—There was a small production of selenium in 
ed at $445,000, in 1905; 64,005 short tons, valued at $507,- | 1906 in the electrolytic refining of copper. 

1), in 1904; 60,230 short tons, valued at $421,600, in 1903, and “Taic and soapstone.—Exclusive of the production of fibrous 
(1,100 short tons, valued at $615,350, in 1902, tale from Gouverneur, N. Y., the production of tale and soap 





Fuller's earth.—As reported to the Survey, the production | stone in 1906 amounted to 58,972 short tons, valued at $S75,356 
ot tuller’s earth in 1906 was 32,040 short tons, valued at $265,- | as compared with 40,134 short tons, valued at $637,062, in 1905; 
), as against 25,178 short tons, valued at $214,497, in 1905; | with 27,184 short tons, valued at $433,331, in 1904; with 26.671 
-/480 short tons, valued at $168,500, in 1904, and 20,693 short | short tons, valued at $418,460, in 1903; and with 26,854 short 
tons, ( at $190,277, in 1908. The imports in 1906 were | tons, valued at $525,157, in 1902. 

led at $108,695, as against $105,997, in 1905. “Cadmium.—Cadmium is being produced by the Grasell 
eat la. ind.—The production of glass sand in 1906 was | Chemical Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, and the prod 
V),400 Short tons, valued at $1,208,788, as against 1,060,334 | shipped to Germany. It is noteworthy that cadmium i 
Short tons, valued at $1,107,730, in 1905; 858,719 short tons, | exported from the United States, rather than imported, as |] 
: lued at $796,492, in 1904, and 823,044 short tons, valued at | heretofore been the case. 

.Se8, In 1908. “No information is at hand as to the source of the ores nor ;: 

The commercial production of crystalline graphite | to the process used in reducing the metal. 
amounted to 5,887,982 pounds, valued at $238,064, | “From the tabular statement headed ‘ Mineral products of 

ne 1 with 6,036,567 pounds, valued at $237,572, in 1905 ; | the United States in 1905 and 1906, including also the tables 
Pa ‘4f pounds, valued at $238,447, in 1904, and with | for the years 1880 to 1906, all unnecessary duplication has been 
pris inds, valued at $154,170, in 1903. The production | excluded. The manufactured coke product, amounting in 1906 
~ ant is graphite in 1906 was 16,853 short tons, valued at | to 36,401,217 short tons and valued at $91,608,034, is excluded, 

ai ompared with 21,953 short tons, valued at $80,639, | as the quantity and value of the coal used in its manufacture 
r = h 16,927 short tons, valued at $82,925, in 1904, and | are included in the statistics of coal production. Similarly, white 
: - hort tons, valued at $71,384, in 1903. The produc- | lead, red lead, sublimed lead, zine lead, litharge, and ora! 
sa toate lal graphite in 1906 was 5,074,757 pounds, valued ; mineral, whose average aggregate value for the last ten years 
aan ee the average price being 6.64 cents per pound, as | has largely exceeded $10,000,000, are not given in the table, 


With 4,591,550 pounds, valued at $313,980, the | the base from which they are made being included in the out 
“s® price being 6.83 cents per pound in 1905; with 3,248,-! put of pig lead, Zine white or zine oxide, on the other hand, 
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made. directly from the ores and consequently not included in 
spelter production, is tabulated. 


senting the statistics of the production of iron in the first mar- 
ketable condition, the value of iron ores being excluded. Sim- 
ilarly, the value of the products of the clay industries is given 
as being the first marketable condition of the greater part of 


the clay produced, although the production and value of the | 
clay mined and sold in the raw state by clay miners to mann- | 


facturers of clay are elsewhere shown separately, but are not 
included in the tabular statement, in order to avoid duplica- 
tion. 

“In the second 
eral products of the United States in the calendar years 1905 
and 1906,’ raw clay, iron ores, lead paints, and the coal products 
are included under the respective producing States. 

“It will be that the two tabular statements differ ma- 
terially. They both give the value of the mineral products in 
the years 1905 and 1906; but the first gives the net value of 


seen 


able form and the second gives the value of these products and, 
in addition, the value of some of their raw materials or deriva- 
tives in their first marketable condition. €fhe first table avoids 
duplication; the second does not. 

“The figures for gold and silver for 1905 and 1906 in the 
first table are the official figures agreed upon by the United 
States Geological Survey and the Director of the Mint.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I suggest the gentle- 
man from Minnesota use some time. 

Mr. TAWNEY., 
other side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has three 
minutes, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has five 
und the gentleman from Minnesota has five minutes. 
“Vote! 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNperwoop]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this bill is of so much 
importance to the mining interests of the United States and of 
so much importance to the people that I individually represent 
that I do not feel that I would properly represent them if I 
did not take this occasion to say how heartily I am in favor of 
the bill. I do not think that it needs an argument for us to 
pass this bill. We have already, as has been said heretofore, 


[Cries of 


established a Department of Agriculture; we have established | 


a Department of Manufactures, and there is no reason in the 
world why we should not extend the same equal fair treatment 
to those people who are engaged in the mining business in this 
country. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Two minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Minnesota seems to think that the establishment of such a 
bureau as here prpposed is wholly in the interest of the opera- 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have 


tors of mines and not in the interest of those who work in the | that, as well as ample appropriation for that purpose. 


Mr. Speaker, this bill is intended to develop mining, | 


mines. 
make the lives of miners more safe, and the property in mines 
more secure. The bill is also intended to develop a scientific 


knowledge of mining, so that they will be able to determine | 
A few | 


the best, safest, and most economical means of mining. 
years ago aluminum was considered a very scarce mineral in 
this country, and yet we find that to-day it is very cheap. We 
send across the ocean to get what radium we use, and its use 
is limited to scientific appliances only and has not yet passed 
to the economic. 


these precious metals without having to send our money across 
the water to get them. 


importance and the people are ready te indorse their action in 
doing everything possible for the safety of those who work in 
the mines. We have considered it of enough importance to 
make a Cabinet officer of the gentleman who presides over the 
Department of Agriculture. And yet mining, that comes next 
to that in importance, that deals with products that come out 
of the ground, we have given very little attention. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vauia [Mr, DatzeLtt] said a moment ago that my statement 
was that, in the provision carried in the legislative bill and in 
the sundry civil bill for the investigation of the causes of mine 
explosions and for the testing of lignite and other fuels, the 
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The production of pig iron | Speaker, is not entirely accurate. 


and its value are given in the table as the best means of pre- safety of the miners was concerned, and so far as it is 


| quirements of this bill. 


large tabular statement, however, under the | 
heading ‘Output and value, by States and Territories, of min- | 


| States, and is supported only by the fact that in these coal 


Mr. Speaker, how much time remains to the | 


minutes, | 


| it means. 


May 21, 


purpose of this bill has been accomplished. That statement. Mr. 


I said that so far as the 


heces. 
Vite 


e Te. 


sary to test the relative heat units of coal produced by 
interests is concerned, these two appropriations do meet +) 
But this bill goes away beyoud this 
purpose. I called attention a moment ago to the fact that this 
bill goes far beyond anything that has ever been propos: i the 
past. We propose now to go into the States. For w) pur- 
pose? For the purpose of fostering local industry, for | 
pose of promoting and developing industries in which { 
zens and corporations of States are alone interested. 
The gentleman says this is one of the great basic indust 
the country, the industry of mining. That I concede. |; 
der the operations of this bill how many States will de: 
benefit? It will be the coal-bearing States. There is 
mand from the precious-metal States for this legislation 
is no demand from the State of Minnesota, ‘that has thy 


pur- 


| est iron mines of any State in the Union; there is no «& 
| from the State of Michigan, where the great copper mines are 
the mineral products of the whole country in their first market- 


located. This whole demand 


comes from the coal-bearing 
mines lives are destroyed by accident and by explosion the 
cause of which is unknown, and to ascertain that cause, if pos- 


sible, we have authorized a full investigation at this session, at 
an expense of $150,000, 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr 
Tawney] yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hack- 
NEY]? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I can not yield. Now, Mr. Speaker, that be- 


| ing so, this is not a bill for the benefit of the entire United 


States. It is limited only to those States in which coal mining 
is carried on. Its effect will be limited to those States exclu- 
sively. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, is it necessary for the Congress of thie 
United States to create a great bureau here at the seat of 
government, and to provide that bureau with the necessary 
machinery for the purpose of fostering and promoting thie inter- 
ests of the coal trust of the United States? For that is what 
Ah, Mr. Speaker, if we can justify this legislation, 
then we can justify legislation in the interest of any private 
industry, I care not what it is or how much the expense. It 


is the corporations owning the coal mines of the country that 


are to be the beneficiaries of this legislation, and not the men 
who work in the mines. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, 
yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. While it is true we can 
pel the coal men in the States to yield to Federal superyl 
sion, can not we go into public lands and perfect the 
there and find out all the trouble in mining and let the States 
profit by that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ample opportunity, as I said to the gentle 
man from Tennessee [Mr. GaINes] a moment ago, ee a 
classifying the coal lands, and if the Government of the United 
States wants to go into the business of mining on its own tem 
ritory for the purpose of developing the best methods of cou 
mining that might be entirely within the functions of (ic G° 
ernment, and we would not be infringing upon the rights o! 
State when we attempted that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
in all of our Territories. 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 


not com- 


mines 


Private individuals are ! 
Can not we go there and co! 


| to submit, start at the top and go to the bottom, and ¢ 
At this time we do not produce any, but who | 
knows, Mr. Speaker, but what in a few years under the direc- | 
tion of such a bureau as this that this country may produce 


fect mining system? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Whether we can or not, if the mine 
by a private individual, I shall not attempt to discu 


| trying to impress upon the House the fact that we 


| upon to do something that we know absolutely not! 
Mr. Speaker, I am sure the Members of this House feel the | 


8O 


far as the ultimate effect will be; something | 
benefits anyone, will benefit only the wealthy coal co 


| of the country. 


Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Speaker—— y 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no man on the Committee © 
and Mining who has attempted to say to what exten! 
necessary to employ clerks and other employees to ‘ 
the provisions of this law, or the amount of money th 
necessary ; and I hope the bill will be voted down. 

Mr. HUFF. I yield one minute of my time to the © 
from Colorado ]Mr, BonyNcE]. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident 
bill is going to pass, and I have simply taken the floc 
swer one statement made by the gentleman from ) 
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‘Mr neY]. The gentleman from Minnesota says that this ' ye — ae a . eoety euphestves . are, being more 
: tc . » ” ’ . ~ . argely tried in the mines of the nited States than has been the case 
Cs , if demanded only by the coal inte rests of the coun at any previous time, and it is therefore a matter of importance that 
trv that no precious-mining State in the Union is asking | those desiring explosives of this class, and who are willing to pay the 
for it issage. I desire to say to the gentleman from Min- ener price ne ae this yn eS geete, opus not be oe by 
, ., . , _onint? Ye, e improper use o 1¢ name “safety powder,” etc., on goods which 
neso it I represent not only a coal mining State, but the are certainly not of that character. For example, an explosive known 
greit precious-mining State in the Union, and the State of | and advertised as a “ flameless” blasting powder has been found, on 
Color by its Representatives in this body, is urging and in- snaizete by this Department to. be simoly commen, black powder - 
is vrisiati ! 30 Tvrary « > *o. which ordinary bituminous coa 1as been substituted tor 1e charcoa 

sistil on this legislation. [Applause.] Every single pre ordinarily employed. This explosive is not only not flameless, but it is 


us ng State in the Union bas been represented upon the undoubtedly a more dangerous material than ordinary black powder, 


floor is House this afternoon asking for this legislation— and oe ne oe _ term “ flameless” in such a case as this is mislead 
tif fevads ‘ ts ang © > ing and highly dangerous. 

Call , Nevada, Idaho, Utah, Montana, and all the other A sample of explosive taken from the Whipple mine, West Virginia 

pre ining States of the Union. (in which an accident in May of last year killed fifteen men), was 
Mr. TAWNEY. All of them are coal-bearing States, too. found upon analysis to be a dynamite of 50 per cent nitroglycerin 
Mr. RONYNGE. I can not yield. Moreover, Mr. Speaker content, a grade of material most unsuited for coal-mine operations 

; - : 7 * | and the use of which would be forbidden in any other countr) 

I des to call the attention of the House to the fact that the Variations in the quality of explosives, from the strength named 

{mer Mining Congress, composed almost entirely of repre- | upon the label, pave bees found to be rather common ~ many of the 
nies’ Pre . ec] mining States ava » wonre | explosives examined, and it is further a matter of knowledge that 

gs es from the prec ious-mining States, have for years been esieiaetaiede of explosives have at times changed the composition 

asking for this legislation. [Applause.] of an explosive while still selling it under the former name. This intro 
fhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. duces a chance of extreme danger, since if the former explosive mixture 


was known by tests to be safe for a given purpose, it might readily 


{ry i RY * Snenke > very 0S te ‘ . 
Mr. CHANEY. Mr. Speaker, the very purpose of this mines happen that the latter composition, quite different and yet sold to the 


and mining bureau is to provide the plan to handle this $150,000 purchaser by the same name, would prove dangerous 
of mon It is not the expectacion that there will be asked for The manufacture, sale, and use of explosives in foreign countries is 


on Aalst . in el setiien i ee oer controlled by law, and explosives are allowed to be made and sold 
y ace marl appropriation to carry into force and operation only when they are in accordance with regulations laid down When 
this proposition. The money needed is provided in said amount. | the composition of an explosive is changed it is required that the 
\nd, therefore, my friend from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEyY] is on | designating term be changed. It is further provided that only those 
explosives the safety of which has been shown by tests in the explo 


e wr ng road in objecting to this. We want a mines and sive gallery in the presence of fire damp should be used in gaseous 
ning bureau that can handle this proposition in a scientific | mines. 

way. I want, also, to say that not only the coal-mining indus- - an a a oe qoneees Seventeen. of Che cuplaees 

' ell : . a leat lial sa a used in mining wi ve taken up by the technologic branch of the Sur 

es, but all of the mining industries everywhere, have been vey as soon as the proper authority and equipment can be provided 


sking for this bureau to be established under the Government. | for that purpose, as it has been realized that investigations of this kind 
rhey were disappointed when the Department of Commerce and | ®re of the first importance as a means of preventing a large class of 


| : ; : mine accidents. Examination of the explosives used by the Isthmian 
ry at created that there was not in connec tion with that. | Canal Commission and the Reclamation Service has shown large varia 
i with the Bureau of Corporations, a bureau of mines and | tion in the composition of the same brand of dynamite manufactured 
ng. The coal-mining interests are certainly in favor of the | by.the same companies and, as stated above, the examination of certain 
ond nas wens on ae . -” « . dal et .. | “flameless "’ powders have shown them to be entirely unsafe. Further 
roposition and have requested it, and I am interested in it espe- | pore, in recent conferences with large coal operators they have re 
y on their account. ported such large variations in the behavior of so-called “safety ex 
This is the best single move that has ever been made in be- | plosives” as to indicate large variations in their quality. The analysis 
half of labor lex acric ~o in i teanna chin of powder for the Isthmian Canal Commission has resulted in several 
lf of lat r. Next to agric ulture in importance, upon whic h cargoes of material being found to be of low grade, and the amounts 
‘spend twelve millions a year, 18 the establishment of a dis- | refunded to the Government on these shipments has amounted during 
ctive miners’ bureau in the great field of the toiler. For | the past three months to several thousand dollars. 
many a veer agric ¢ tcha - on . . It is also evident from many statements which have been made to 
any a year agric¢ ulture languished without governmental con- | me. by practical mining men that they would welcome any legislation 
leration. Years ago, after many a fruitless effort, a Bureau | that would compel the manufacturers to properly label their products. 
: ; os eerwenne AL, ; 
\griculture was established by Congress, and its head was | While I believe that it would be unwise to enact any legislation before 
designated by » + ‘ issi , wank a a " additional investigations have been conducted, I think it is well for 
Bur Me = a the title of Commissioner of Agric ulture. rhe the Department to have in mind the possibility of controlling the 
sureau grew in a few years into such usefulness that it be- purity of mining) explosives in the way suggested, and, if appropria- 
ime and is a great Department of the Government, not second | tions are available, to conduct certain investigations with this end in 


‘ 


'any of the Departments in importance. view. 

\ 3 ok 9 ‘ f Respectfully submitted. 

\o one would do without it in our scheme of cooperative in- Gro. OTIS SMITH. 
lustry. The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

‘he subsets A . "ae " * e * s 

rhe substance of the bill is as follows: The miners of coal are particularly interested in the pro- 


‘hat there is hereby established in the Department of the Interior a | posed Bureau, for, at the very best, coal mining is a hazardous oc- 
ea called the Bureau of Mires, and a Commissioner of said | cupation. The coal miner takes his very life in his hands when 
i. Who shall be appointed by the President. by and with the ad- | he goes down into the mine to pursue his vocation. Coal- 


nd consent of the Senate, and who shall receive a salary of “ : __* a ne 
6,000 per annum; and there shall also be in the said Bureau such | Mine operators desire to make mining safe, and it is generally 
, : experts, and other employees as may be necessary to | faulty knowledge of what makes it safe if they fail. The great 
Aon UE the provisions of this act. dangers in the mining business are not sufticiently understood 
-. That it shall be the province and duty of said Bureau and its oe = ae , : , 
mmissioner, under the direction of the Secretary of said Department, | to enable due protection to life and property. 
oster, promote, and develop the mining industries of the United Everybody should be interested in preserving and protecting 


« s: ft ike diligent investigation of the methods of mining, the | life 

miners, the possible improvement of conditions under which | e. 
ing ope —_ are caurtee on, the treatment of ores, the use of | This Congress ought to be interested in it. The operators 
sive ind electricity, the prevention of accidents, the values of | , decmieen tiie te » animate , te Rnreos ha 
»_Jeral produets and markets for the same, and of other matters per- and the —- alike favor the crea thom on this Bureau. In the 
hent to said industries, and from time to time to make such public | hearings in the Committee on Mines and Mining they appeared 


orts of the work, investigations, and information obtained as the | in great numbers to plead for it. John Mitchell expresses his 





. ates said Department may direct, with the recommendations of | interest in the matter by a telegram and letter to me, and 
‘ me *. That the Secretary of the Interior shall provide the said | there is also an urgent telegram to the committee, which I will 
, ! ' furnished offices within the city of Washington, with such | submit. 
woes, is, stationery, and appliances, and such assistants, clerks, | — . ; ; — 
ae I typewriters, and other employees as may be necessary | H I °C. C ; INDIANAPOLIS, IND., March 4, 1908. 
the proper discharge of the duties imposed by this act upon such | “#09- JOHN C. CHANEY, w ; a ie a 
rau the compensation of such clerks and employees within | House of Representatives, ashington, D. C.: 
priat made for that purpose. | Regret I can not attend meeting Monday; letter follows. 
, s : JOHN MITCHELL. 
Re Director of the Geological Survey has called emphatic - om am 
—— an important feature of the proposed Bureau in UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA, 
. ) the Secretary of the Interior of January 11, 1908, Indianapolis, Ind., March 4, 1908. 


Hon. Joun C. CHANEY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
My Dear Srr: Noplying further to your telegram dated March 3, I 
regret to say that the condition of my health and the situation in the 


Which is ; follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UnNItrep STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1908. 


Seni ts bituminous coal industry make it impossible for me to leave Indian 

ae nnection with the suggestion that I made to you Thurs- apolis in the near fature. 

, wt Federal legislation might be enacted sometime to control For your information I inclose herein copy of telegram sent by the 
+ explosives, as articles of interstate commerce, I have | recent joint conference of miners and operators to the chairmen of the 
_ submit the following data, prepared by the explosives | Senate and House Committees on Mines and Mining. I trust that the 


The _- * technologie branch : steps taken will go to show the strong desire of the miners and opera 
sreaten! use of explosives is recognized as being a factor of the | tors of the country to see provision made for the investigation of mine 
; ortance in regard to safety in mines, and it is very prob- | disasters. 






ble that 2 

sneden it class of accidents in mining which are believed to be Thanking you for keeping me advised concerning the progress of 
Ds _ a ose due to the unwise or improper use of explosives and | affairs, I am, with respect, 

proportios improper kinds of explosives make up by far the largest Yours, truly, JOHN MITCHELL, 


President United Mine Workers of America. 
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Fesruary 29, 1908. well-equipped Bureau of Mines, which shall devote itself vigoroy:|y to 
\N COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING, the betterment of these conditions: Therefore be it rss 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: “Resolved, That the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress 
following motion was adopted, unanimously by eonference of | gigteenth session, assembled, urges, ubon the Congress. of ‘the 
tors and miners of central competitive coal field: . : r — ; * S Ae} ent 
it we, the representative of the operators and miners of west- | — es Ne! an rages eee bareen of ee and engin: g in 
nosylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, in joint conference as- | YeSUgation, with ample authority and funds for the investigation of 
indorse the creation of a Bureau of Mining Technology, as and inquiry into the nature and extent of the mine and quar lus 
| | introduced in Congress, and urge upon Congress to tries, the cost, methods, and processes employed in the mini 
1 of $200,000 for that purpose % er dling, transportation, treating, and using of mineral product 
: M H. Tayror United States, its Territories, and insular possessions, and re 
a 1. Cuarman ing to Congress the legislation appropriate thereto, with the 
“ae KOLSEM, benefiting these industries by improving mining conditions, de 
Gow TRaue.’ more efficient methods, and preventing mine and quarry acc! 
O. L. Gamnison well as unnecessary waste, and of securing thereby the wise ut 
0 Operators and conservation of our fuels and other mineral resources. 
i “Investigation in foreign countries concerning the mining, } 
treating, and using of fuels and other mineral resources. 
“The investigation of the engineering problems of the Gov: 
the testing of materials belonging to or for use of the Governn 
: L on the making at cost of similar tests and investigations for Siar 
a : , PORN H. WALKER, municipal governments and persons engaged in mining and engine 
Presidents Miners’ District Organizations. pursuits under such regulations as may be prescribed by the s: 
JOHN MITCHELL, of the Interior. 
President, “The cooperation with the Geological Survey in determi: ‘ 
W. B. WILSON, | value of the mineral resources in the United States, and with the 
Secretary-Treasurer, United Mine Workers of America. General Land Office, the Forest Service, and the Geological Survey jin 
The Bureau is in line with the recommendations of the Presi- | ee ee en ea of the mineral lands belonging to the 
dent “The publication in such form as to be readily available of the 
Mr. Carnegie, always interested in what is useful to his fel- | information obtained from these investigations and inquiries, the wide 
low-men, recommends the Bureau in his letter to the late Den- | 6 eS eee sctea af ae ee 
| educational work by public addresses in mining camps, and at meet 
The letter reads: | ings of men associated with mine and yee a industries th a 
NEW YorRK, January 14, 1908. view to the prevention of accidents and of waste, and the adoption of 
Vicror C. ALDERSON, Esq... more efficient methods.” 
Scerctary American Mining Congress, Denver, Colo. 


Dean Mr. ALDeRnsoN: Yours of January 8 received. I was delighted 


ted 


FRANCIS FEEHAN, 
WILLIAM GREEN, 
W. D. Van Horn, 
PATRICK GOLDEN, 


ver convention. 


Hon. Thomas F. Walsh, who has “ grown up” in the mining 


when I read the President’s recommendation that a Bureau of Mines | World, and whose experience and practical knowledge is exten 
! 


be established. Within the past month we have had two startling | sive, speaks of the subject as follows: 


i/lustrations in western Pennsylvania alone as proofs of its necessity. lie bi 
it is really a scandal that our country is so far behind all others in | T? the honorable Chairman and Membere of the 
insuring the safety of the miner. House Committee on Mines and Mi 


[ shall take pleasure in doing anything that I can to assist in the GENTLEMEN: In the hearings before your honorable committ 
work of pressing Congress to give this subject immediate and favorable | the question of the establishment of a Bureau of Mines, the { 
consideration 4 2 coal mining, iron mining, and precious-metal mining were w ! 

If it occurs to you that I can be of assistance, pray command me. I ably covered by representatives of these respective industries, and 
have the matter very deeply at heart. . the great benefits that a Bureau of Mines would confer upon them were 

Very truly, yours, ANDREW CARNEGIE. pointed out in an able and intelligent manner. However, a great field 

The Tics ining Congres s 4 ‘ing resolu- | of undeveloped mineral wealth, to which I beg to call your attention 
; The American Mining Congress passed the following resolu was scarcely touched upon. 1 refer to the development and production 
tion in regard to it: of what is classed as the rarer minerals, such as radium, platinum, 

Resolved, That the American Mining Congress urge the establishment | vanadium, uranium, tungsten, columbite, and others, all of w! 
under the Department of the Interior at the approaching session of | much needed in our manufacturing and chemical industries. 

Congress of an independent bureau of mines and engineering investi- Owing to a lack of knowledge of their properties and treat: 
gation, with ample authority and funds for we are to-day producing practically none in America, but import I 
(a) The investigation of and inquiry into the nature and extent of | in large quantities from Europe at an expense of millions of dolla 

the quarry industries; the cost, methods, and processes employed in the | Incredible as it seems, no effort has been or is being made to | 
mining, handling, transportation, treating, and using of mineral prod- | these valuable commodities of commerce. I believe we have them 
ucts in the United States, its Territories, and insular possessions, and | paying quantities in the vast area of the mineralized portions 
recommending to Congress the legislation apprepriate thereto, with the | country. More knowledge on this subject will prove that thes ttl 
view of benefiting these industries by improving mining conditions, | known minerals are not as rare as they are supposed to be. A! yum 
developing more efficient methods, and preventing mime and quarry | when first used was thought to be a scarce metal, yet when energetic 
accidents, as well as unnecessary waste, and of securing thereby the | efforts were directed toward its production it was found in quantities 
wise utilization and conservation of our fuels and other mineral | and in the common clays. I believe the same relative results wil! ! 
resources. low a thorough search for the rarer minerals. The proposed Bureau, 

(b) Investigation in foreign countries concerning the mining, han- | in its educational work in this particular line—by disseminating directly 
dling, treating, and using of fuels and other mineral products, with a | through the schools of mining, as well as through the public press, 4 
view to benefiting American industries. knowledge as to how to recognize and find those minerals and how to 

(c) The investigation of the engineering problem of the Government, | treat and market them when found—would give such an impetus to its 
the testing of minerals belonging to or for the use of the Government, | development and production as would probably result in an output 
and the making at cost of similar tests and investigations for State | of a new wealth greater than that of the precious minerals of 
and municipal governments and persons engaged in mining and engi- | to-day. 
neering pursuits, urfder such regulations as may be prescribed by the To give some idea of the great value of those minerals, I will, for 
Secretary of the Interior. illustration, take vanadium, one of the rarer of the economic class. 

(d) The cooperation with the Geological Survey in determining the | As an alley in the making of the highest grade of steel, vn: mi 
value of the mineral resources in the United States; and with the | the best ever discovered. It is the most prized ingredient th 
General Land Office, the Forest Service, and the Geological Survey, in | manufacturers can have. If it could be mined and sold at a ree 
the disposition and management of the mineral lands belonging to the | price, our steel makers would gladly buy all that could be produc 
Federal Government. | As it is now, when they need it they have to import it from burcpe an 

(e) The publication in such form as to be readily available of the | Pay $5 per pound, or $10,000 ton. ‘The same is = eee de 
information obtained from these investigations and inquiries, the wide | Of the other rarer minerals. There is a pressing = eye 
and prompt distribution of these publications among the mining men | for them, but none is produced because it is a s — - 
of the country, and the cooperation of Government experts in further | @ctivities that principally for the want of knowle« ge on th 
educational work by public addresses in mining camps and at the | We have heretofore ignored, content to pay a great tribu 
meetings of men associated with mining and quarrying industries, nations for those things which we have at home. a 
with a view to the prevention of accidents and of waste, and the Take another illustration—radium, the rarest of a oe 
adoption of more efficient means. | cause of the small amount produced it has not yet —— 

| hereby certify that the above is an exact copy of the resolution scientific and physical to the economic. If we wee ee thst 
passed by the tenth annual session of the American Mining Congress | ™ust beg for it from the Austrian Geveremens, * = oat 
held in Joplin, Mo., November 11-16, 1907. | small mineral area of that country, it has, a . 

oa ; work, a monopoly on it and its associated mineral, uraniut 

The Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress passed upon the Saciee, of the other rarer es Cae ene re 

sti : » is fashi . production of radium, for we have reason to believe they 
question after this fashion: he dream of the ages has been the finding of perpetual m 

HIfADQUARTERS, CONVENTION HALL, seem to have it In radium. The proposed mining Bureau, 
Muskogee, Okla., November 22, 1907. terfering with its more utilitarian duties, can direct and 

At the eighteenth annual session of the Trans-Mississippi Commercial | production of this most valuable mineral; it can investi 
Congress, held in this city November 19-22, 1907, the following was | erties and potentialities and, perhaps, apply it to t 
passed : humanity in ways that will be as great in their benefits : 

“ Whereas the Trans-Mississippi Commercial Congress has for many | enduring. 
years been urging the establishment of a national Department of Mines It may be asked, can those rarer minerals be found in o 
and Mining, and it none the less now believes that this great basal in- | I have the best of reasons for believing they can. Some 
dustry of the country deserves and needs such public recognition, | recently made in this direction, in Colorado, sromises & 
although ft realizes that the time is not now opportune for the accom- | I have been over the mining districts of Bohemia, Aus 
plishment of this purpose; and | many of them, especially uranium and radium, have been 1 

“ Whereas the magnitude and Increasing complexity of the industry, | been over every mineralized State of our Union. So far 
the increasing difficulties which stand in the way of the progress of | see we have the same conditions, the same character and _ 
the individual miner, the increasing extent and destructiveness of both | minerals in which the rare ones are found. We have a 
life and property by mining accidents, and the enormous waste in the | area far greater than that of Europe, and in which in 
mining and utilization of our minral resources all make imperative | every mineral that we have heretofore searched _y do not exist, 
prompt action by the Federal Government in the establishment of a ' we have not found certain ores is no evidence that they 
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+ rat proof that we have not looked for them. If it should be 
. | that. in accordance with our previous knowledge of the 
nd with their well-known affinity for each other, the rarer 


found associated with the baser ones in iron, zinc, copper 


= iphides, then we are apt to find them in broad areas and 
suspected places—in the sulphide deposits of Virginia, the 
‘ Georgia, Arkansas, and Missouri, as well as in the great 


tes of the West. 

m prevailed that they would not be found in sulphides. 

But -I had a piece of sulphide ore tested for radio activity and 
port that it pessessed it in as strong a degree as the pitch- 
tohemia, which was conclusive proof of the presence of 

t m and radium, 

r) it our mining districts there are billions of tons of low- 

de de mineral on the dumps of mines awaiting the application 


ores carry the rarer minerals, if they are found in a frac- 
m the wealth they can be made to yield will be incal- 


It eem strange that this field of wealth should remain so long 
yet the explanation is simple. In mining, as in other 


thing: followed the line of least resistance, the course that with | 
the @ t efforts led to the quickest and most direct results in the 
stract nd treatment of the ores—first, the rocker, then the sluice 
x. t the mill and smelter. We mined only the ores we could | 


these methods. If we noticed some strange mineral, which 
d, we either did not give it a thought or wished it well away 
ts refractory influences in the treatment of the minerals 


we were after. This, as stated, was due to a want of knowledge of 
those rarer minerals and a consequent want of market for them, and 
this is w we are not producing any of them to-day, but instead pay- 

r out ms annually to Europe because we must have them. The 


( will give but a faint idea of their enormous value to us, 
f we were producing them ourselves our own industries would use 
ndred times more than they do now. Their development and ex- 


traction will create a new industry that in turn will create new homes, 
new occupations, and new wealth for our own people. A great in- 
terest vakening on this subject. Since I had the honor of address- 


ing youl mmittee I have had over a dozen letters asking for informa- 
tion and advice on every feature of the question. They are all of 
the same tenor. I will quote an extract from one, written from the 

ithwest portion of New Mexico by a mining engineer : 

I i e a newspaper clipping and trust the bill referred to—the 
bill creating the Bureau of Mines will soon become a law. It is one 

needed enactments of the present day. I believe that ra 

veral other of the rarer minerals exist in this locality, but 
s known about them that the ordinary individual does not 
t w how they occur, much less how to extract nor where to get 
them treated. Vlease give me such information on the subject as will 
help me to look for and develop these ores.” 

fhe great national Industry of mining is worthy of the same gov- 
ernmental encouragement and protection that is given the other indus- 
tries, especially in the saving of life. “The coal miner takes his life in 

hands and toils all day in the darkened dusty caverns of the coal 
nes, looking forward with pleasure to the hour that will reunite him 

‘is little family. It is only too often he is brought back in the cold 

Iness of death, the victim of an explosion, in most cases brought 
out by some hidden force of nature which is not yet understood. 
Surely the lives of the vast army of these brave toilers should be the 
serious concern of the National Government. 

rhe prospector, who braves the terrors of the snowy avalanche, 

mbs over precipitous rocks in high altitudes, in search of nature's 
treasures, is as much deserving of the nation’s help as is his brother 
on the safe and tranquil farm. 

Mining in all of its branches is worthy of recognition and help from 

General Government, for the highest humanitarian and most im- 
portant economic reasons. This it has not yet received. The time has 
come when the same beneficent helping hand that is given to agricul- 
ture should be extended to the more complicated and difficult industry 
f mining for one is at least as necessary to the nation’s prosperity as 
the other 

It has been asked under what head should the new bureau be placed? 

believe that it should be placed in the Department of the Interior 
and be at least the coequal of all other bureaus. It should be under 
the direct contral of the Secretary of the Interior. It should be com- 
posed of the ablest experts that could be secured, men fully informed 
pon every feature of operative mining and who could advise with the 
Secretary upon the many perplexing questions relating to mineral in- 
lterests and mineral lands. 















entiic character. In no department of our Government will work 
more importance be undertaken nor more beneficial and enduring 
sults be accomplished. Through its well-equipped laboratories and 








ined experts it will help to solve the perplexing problems now con- 
onting and baffling the mine operators of our land; to stop the de 














plorable loss of human life now going sadly on, and to show us how to 

nserve | economize our mineral resources and guide and lead us 

'o the development of greater wealth for the nation’s enrichment. 

tear by ye it will grow in importance and achievement, and will be 

. rded with just confidence and pride by every American citi- 
| beg to remain, respectfully, yours, 






Tuomas F. WALSH. 





The protection of life, while a most important part of the 
work of the proposed bureau, is by no means the only necessity 
for this bureau. 
rhe conservation of the mining resources of the country is a 
ig of great importance to the Government. A government 








+} 








‘i be great only when its people are great. Its people can be 
reat only when the country’s resources are great, and when 





th 





“rection. This the bureau may do. 


ean 0 ices of the country are the storehouses of labor. 
OM These 


happiness 
Bureau wil! 
When th 









magnify these resources by saving them. 
s Bureau is once in action, we shall wonder why we 







» bring them into use. Whilst it can not be expected that | 





The work of this Mining Bureau will be of the highest technical and | 
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country Ss resources are wasting there should be advisory 


storehouses come the wealth, the prosperity, and the | 
‘if the millions composing the great Republic, and this | 


the present session, now that appropriation has been made to 
establish and equip it. 

Mr. HUFF. I now yield one minute of my time to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Hat]. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allotted to me it 
would be impossible to do anything but give a brief outline of 
my views upon this subject as they were derived from the 
hearings before the Mining Committee. The hearings cover a 
large number of pages of testimony, and it would be, indeed, 
very instructive if every Member of this House could read 
those hearings and see with what unanimity and uniformity 
all interests joined in the request for the establishment of this 
important Bureau. I can assure the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. TawNey], the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, that his fears are ungrounded as to 
there being any ulterior motive behind this movement for the 
establishment of this Bureau, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HUFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT]. [Applause.] 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I have very little to say 
at the present time about this bill. It was unanimously re- 
ported from the Committee on Mines and Mining, who gave the 
bill very careful consideration, went thoroughly into the sub- 
ject, consulted all the various mining industries and the repre- 
sentatives of the laboring classes of the United States. I be- 
lieve the action of this committee is entitled to proper consid- 
eration and that the bill should pass. [Applause. |] 

The SPEAKER. All time has expired. The question is on 
suspending the rules and passing the bill. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 222, nays 29, 
answered “ present” 7, not voting 129, as follows: 

YEAS—222. 


Acheson Denby Iloward adgett 
Adair Denver Hlowell, Utah l’arker, S. Dak. 
Aiken Dixon Howland Parsons 
Alexander, Mo. Douglas Hubbard, W. Va. Patterson 
Alexander, N. Y. Draper luff Payne 

Ames Edwards, Ky. Hughes, N.J. learre 
Ansberry Ellerbe Iluil, Tenn. Pollard 
Ashbrook Ellis, Mo. Humphrey, Wash. Pou 
Barchfeld Ellis, Oreg. James, Ollie M. Pray 
Barclay Englebright Johnson, 8S. C. Prince 
Bartholdt Esch Jones, Wash. Pujo 

| Bartlett, Nev. Fassett Kahn Rainey 
Bates Favrot Keliher Randell, 

| Beale, Pa, Ferris Kennedy, Iowa Rauch 

| Bede Finley Kennedy, Ohio Reeder 
Bell, Ga. Floyd Kinkaid Reynolds 
Bonynge Focht Kipp Richardson 
Booher Fordney Knopf Roberts 
Boutell Foss Kiistermann Robinson 
Brodhead Foster, Il. Lafean Rodenberg 
Brownlow loster, Ind. Landis Rothermel 
Brumm Foulkrod Laning Rucker 
Brundidge French Lassiter Russell, Mo. 
Burke Fuller Lawrence Russell, Tex. 
turleigh Fulton Lenahan Sabath 
Burnett Gaines, Tenn. Lever Saunders 
Burton, Del. Gaines, W. Va. Lindbergh Shackleford 
Calder Gardner, N. J. Lindsay Sherley 
Caldwell Gill Longworth Smith, Cal. 
Campbell Glass Lovering Smith, Mo. 

| Candler Godwin Lowden Southwick 

| Capron Goebel McHenry Sparkman 
Carter Gordon McKinley, Ill. Sperry 
Cary Graft McKinney Spight 
Chaney Graham MeLachlan, Cal. Stanley 
Chapman Granger McLain Steenerson 
Clark, Mo. Greene McLaughlin, Mich.Stephens, Tex 
Cockran Hackney MeMillan Sturgiss 
Cocks, N. Y. Haggott Macon Sulzer 
Cook, Colo. Hale Madison Taylor, Ohio 
Cook, Pa. Hall Maynard Thistlewood 
Cooper, Pa. Hamilton, Iowa Mondell Tou Velle 

| Cooper, Tex. Hamilton, Mich. Moon, I’a. ‘Townsend 
Cooper, Wis. Hamlin Moon, Tenn. Underwood 
Coudrey Ilardy Moore, Pa Volstead 
Cox. Ind. Harrison Moore, Tex. Washburn 
Craig Haugen Mouser Weeks 
Crawford Hawley Murdock Wheeler 
Crumpacker Hayes Murphy Willett 
Cushman Heflin Needham Williams 
Dalzell Henry, Tex. Nicholls Wilson, III. 
Davidson Higgins Norris Wilson, Pa. 
Davis, Minn. Hinshaw O'Connell Wood 
Dawes liobson Olcott Woodyard 
Dawson Holliday Olmsted 
De Armond Houston Overstreet 

NAYS— 29. 

Andrus Gillett Johnson, Ky. Slayden 
Beall, Tex. Hardwick Jones, Va. Smith, Iowa 
Burleson Haskins Loudenslager Stevens, Minn. 
Clayton Hay Nelson Tawney 
Fitzgerald Helm Nye Waldo 

|} Garner Henry, Conn. lage 


did without it so long. I trust this bill will become a law at! 


Garrett Hepburn Porter 
Gillespie Howell, N. J. Riordan 
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ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"— 
Goldfogle Small 
‘albott 
VOTING—129. 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 
Langley 
Law 
Leake 
Lee 
Legare 
Lewis 


Watkins 


Lorimer I 
NOT 
Edwards, Ga. 
Fairchild 
Flood 
ornes 


Fr 
I< ater, 
Ib 


Reid 
Rhinock 
Ryan 
Scott 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slemp 
Smith, 
Smith, 
Snapp 
Stafford 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Taylor, Ala 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Watson 
Webb 

Weems 
Weisse 

Wiley 

Wolf 

Young 


Vt 


Gananee, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gilhams 

Goulden Lilley 
Gregg Littlefield 
Griggs Livingston 


Gronna Lloyd 
Loud 


Hackett 
McCall 


Hamill 
Hammond McCreary 
Dermott 


Harding M 

Hill, Conn. MecGavin 

Hill, Miss. McGuire 
McKinlay, 


Hitcheock 
Hubbard, Iowa McMorran 
Madden 


Hughes, W. Va. 

Hull, lowa Malby 

Ilumphreys, Miss. Mann 
Marshall 


Jackson 
James, Addison D. Miller 
Morse 


Jenkins 
Mudd 


Keifer 
Kimball Parker, N. J. 
Perkins 


Driscoll Kitchin, Claude 
Dunwell Kitchin, Wm. W. Peters 
Durey Knapp Powers 
Dwight Knowland Pratt 
So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed, 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Durey with Mr. Bowers. 
Mr. DireKEMA with Mr. CRAVENS. 
Mr. Dwicut with Mr. Grescc. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Hircucock. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. JouNnson of South Carolina. 
Mr. KNAPP with Mr. LEGARE. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. Lioyp. 
Mr. McMorran with Mr. RANspDELL 
Mr. Mappen with Mr. SHERWOOD. 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. SMALL. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Wess. 
Mr. Stemp with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 
Mr. Smira” of Michigan with Mr. Wo tr. 
Mr. Currier with Mr. CARLIN. 
Mr. CAULFIELD with Mr. Burcgess. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. WaANceR with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. PATTERSON. 
or the balance of the day: 
Mr. GimnHaMs with Mr. LAms. 


Mich. 
Tex. 


‘aulfield 
Clark, Fla. 
Col 
Conner 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Currier 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davey, La, 
Diekema 


Cal. 


of Louisiana. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee ofsconference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Hiouses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20063) making appropriations for the expenses of the goy- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1909, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the repert of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (CH. R. 17506) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,” 
approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act entitled “An 
act to provide revenues for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles 


H. R. 21927. An act to reimburse certain Departments of the 


A message 


clerk, 


Government for expenses incurred incident to the recent fire in | 


Chelsea, Mass., and for other purposes; and 
H. R. 21884. An act granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll and 
to Mabel H. Lazear. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with | 
amendments bill of the following title, in which the concurrence | 


of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 21897. 
public buildings, to authorize the enlargement, extension, re- 
modeling, or improvement of certain public buildings, to au- 
thorize the erection and completion of public buildings, to au- 
thorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, and for other 
purposes, 


| resolutions of the following titles, in which the concur 
~ House of Representatives was requested: 


The message also announced that the Senate had pas 


1 joint 
of 
. R. 92. Joint resolution to create a commission to | 


the “National Monetary Commission ;” and 
S. R. 93. Joint resolution to pay the officers and e: 


| of the Senate and House of Representatives their 1 


salaries for the month of May, 1908, on the 
of the present session of Congress. 

The message also announced that the Senate had pass 
out amendment joint resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution providing for the | 
the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 

The message also announced that the Senate had 
the report of the committee of conference on the dis 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Se: 
bill (H. R. 18347) making appropriations for the servic 


day of adj 


} 
NM 


of t] 


| Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, 
| and for other purposes, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enro! 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found tru); 
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signe 
same: 

H. R. 17874. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and other 
wars and to certain widows and dependent relatives of such 


soldiers and sailors; 


H. R. 16882. An act making appropriations for the leg 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes: 

H. R. 21884. An act granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll and 
to Mabel H. Lazear; 

H. R. 21927. An act to reimburse certain Departments of the 

yovernment for expenses incurred incident to the rece: 
Chelsea, Mass., and for other purposes; and 

Ss. 4639. An act to provide for participation by the 
States in an international exposition to be held at 
Japan, in 1912. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on FP 
Bills, reported that on May 20, 1908, they had presented to the 
President of the United States for his approval the following 
bills: 

H. R. 208 An act making apropriation for the diplomat 
and igateiat’ ‘service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909; 


sli ative, 
for the 


lire in 


United 


Tokyo, 





its reading | 


An act to increase the limit of cost of certain | 


H. R. 14882. An act to establish a United States court at Jack 


son, in the eastern district of Kentucky; and 


H. R. 1062. An act granting pensions and increase of pens 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and cert: 
ows of such soldiers and sailors. 

RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following requ 

from the Senate, which was read, considered, and agi‘ 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed t 
the House of Representatives to return to the Senate the | 
16743) for the removal of the restrictions on alienation 
allottees of the Quapaw Agency, Okla., and the sale of all tri 
school, agency, or other buildings on any of the reservations V 
jurisdiction of such agency, and for ‘other purposes. 


PENSIONS DUE TO INMATES OF NAVAL HOMES. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (8.5950), 
vide for the disposition of pensions due inmates in 
Home was changed from the Committee on Invalid 
to the Comittee on Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was gril! 
lows: 

To 
ness, 

To Mr. ALLEN, 


Mr. Griaas, for one week, on account of impo! 


indefinitely, on account of importa! 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House from tli 
table the bill (H. R. 21897) to increase the limit 
certain public buildings, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I move to &§ 
rules, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask 
ference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Upon that motion, the Dill 
read, I demand a second. : 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is orc 
the gentleman from Missouri is entitled to twenty ™ 
the gentleman from Mississippi to twenty minutes. 








rHOLDT. 
House to send this bill 
‘refore do not wish 
Speaker, 


1 I the 
JAMS 


‘or a 


Mr. 


Mr. 


ay > we 
was ake 
iot voting 128, as 
YEAS 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
i _ 
iwlebright 
he 


err 


eV 
‘itzgerald 
lord 
cht 
‘ rdney 


‘oster, Til. 


ulkrod 


‘rench 

“uller 

“ulton 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 


Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett 

Gill 

Gillesple 
Glass 


Godwin 





Greene 
Hackney 
aggott 

ile 

amill 
familton, Iowa 





amlin 
rdwick 
dy 





Houstot 
Howard 
Howell, 
Howell, Utah 
H 

H 


N. J. 


Ww toe 1 

ibbard, W. Va 
ANSWERED 

Tex. 


Cooper, 
Lorimer 


NOT VOTIN( - 


Durey 
Rawars Is, 
Mo. 
i airchild 
Fassett 


Ga. 


Favrot 
Flood 

B¢ ames 
Foster, Ind. 


x te ha? 
Fowler 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 
Goulden 
Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 

fall 
'fammond 

i nding 

Has ki 

Hepburn 

till, Conn, 

Hill, Miss. 

Hi cheock 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hi W. Va. 


iughes, 


Hull, Iowa 
Humphreys, Miss 
Jackson 


tion was a 


Speaker, 


I 
i 
familton, Mich. 
Ts 
Ia 


greed to. 





follows: 
251. 

Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 

Hull, Tenn. 

Humphrey, 
James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 

I hns a, BY 
) : a 





Jon n s 
Jones, Wash 
Kah n 

Keif 





Keliher 
Ken edy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 


Kimball 
Knopf 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Landis 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCall 
McGuire 
McKinley, 
McKinney 


Ill. 


McLachlan, Cal. 


McLain 
McLaus 
McMillan 
Macon 
Madden 
Madison 
Mann 
faynard 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Olmsted 


to occupy 
in accordance with 
editing the public business and to encourage legis- 
» yeas and nays. 
‘re ordered. 

en, and there were—yeas 251, an 


Wash. 


chlin, Mich. 
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I believe that it is the de 
to conference as soon as 
any time 


1 


my 


Patterson 


Pe arre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
orter 

Pou 

Pray 

Prince 

Puijo 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex, 
Ransdell 
Rau 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Roberts 


R bi n 
tod erg 
Rothermel 


Rucker 


tussell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 


Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 


Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mo. 


Southwick 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steen yn 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterli 
Sturgi 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wheeler 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 


Overstreet Vilson, Pa. 
Padgett Wood 

Page Woodvard 
Parker, N. J, Young 
Parsons 

‘* PRESENT "—8. 
MeMorran Sulzet 
Small Talbott 


-128. 


James, Addi na Eh leet 


Kir kaid 
Kipp 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kit 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 
Langley 
Law 
Leake 
Lee 
Legare 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loujlenslager 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
Malby 

shall 
Miller 
Mudd 


‘hin, Wm. W. 





*arker, S. Dak. 
PD ter 
Powers 
Prait 

Rei 

Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Slemp 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Stevens, Mi nn. 
Taylor, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 

land 


ace 
act 





Wall 
Wangs 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Wolf 








| The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the session: 
| Mr. SmergMan with Mr. Rrorpan. 
usual | Until further notice: 
Mr. Appison D. James with Mr. Wiru1am W. KircHrn, 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. ANSBERRY. 
Mr. LoNewortu with Mr. Barrierr of Nevada. 
swered | Mr. Densy with Mr. BropHeap. 
Mr. Driscott with Mr. Brunpipear, 
Mr. Fassett with Mr. Favror. 
Mr. Draper with Mr. RicHARDSON. 
Mr. Gintetr with Mr. Hackert. 
‘i Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr. Lewis. 
Mr. Oxtcorr with Mr. McHENry. 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. Rep 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. Haskins with Mr. Coorer of Texas. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 


part of the House 
BRANTLEY. 


The Speaker appointed as confer: 
Mr. BarTuHo.pr, Mr. 


SENATE 


es on the 
BURLEIGH, and Mr. 
JOINT RESOLUTI 
Under clause 2, Rule XXIV 
of the following titles were taken from 
referred to their appropriate c 
S. R. 92. Joint resolution to er 
the “National Monetary Comm 
Banking and Currency. 
S. 1508. An act granting an incr 
Wint—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 6231. An act granting a pension to Lilla 
the Committee on Pensions. 
PRINTING 


\N AND BILLS REFERRED. 


Senate joint resolution and l 
1 the Speaker’s table and 
mmittees as indicated below: 
ate a commission to be ca 


Committee 









: vy 7? 4 
ission —tO tHe 


ion to Lydia P. 





se of pens 


Pavy—to 


Mow 
way 


AND BINI FOR COMMITTEE 
By unanimous consent, granted to Mr. DAvIp 

tee on Railways and Canals was granted leave to 

printing and binding done as may be for 


mittee in the transaction of 


ING ON RAILWAYS AND CANALS, 


_, the Commit- 
have such 
the com- 


necessary 


its business. 
OBSTRUCTIONS TO 


Mr. LAWRENCE. 


NAVIGATION, KEY WEST FLORIDA. 
Mr. ce I move to suspend the rules, 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union from the further piniidenaiton of the bill (H. R. 22009) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to remove certain obstruc- 
tions to navigation from the main ship channel, Key West Har- 
bor, Florida, and for other purposes, and pass the same, which 
bill I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


HARBOR, 





The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to remove, or cause to be removed, certain re from the 
main ship channel, Key West Harbor, Florida, menti t 
made by Lieut. L. H. Beach to the Secretary of W 
1908, and the sum of $5,000 of the amount heretof 
for improving the harbor at Key West and entrance ther 
river and harbor act approved Mar h 1907, or I 
of $5,000 as may be necessary, is hereby made available for such pur- 


pose. 























Sec. 2. That the unexpended balance of the am it heretofore ) 
propriated for the im provement of Chicago Harbor, or so much t 
as may be de ad é le, be, and the 1e is her , Made ava 
in the discreti of “th » Secretary of War, for expe! re on t \ 
isting project for the Chic o River 

SEc. ¢ That so n 1 a y necessary of t he f 
appro} yriated, or authorized to be appropriated, for the maintenar of 
the South Pass of the Missi pi River, or for examina ns and 
vers of the South Pass of the Mississippi River, or for the imp 
ment of the Southwest Pass of the Mi sippi Ri . may, in the d 
cretion of the Secretary of War, on the recomn d n of the < 
of Engineers, United States Army, be used in dredzing als in : 
said river between Cubits Gap and the HI 1 of t 
may become necs to ‘ure a depth of channel through said ils 
of 35 feet, with a practical width. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War may, in his d etion, a 
whole or any part <« e unexpended e of the } 
appropriated for the improvement < the Duluth ri H 
Minnesota, to dredging inside the Duluth entrance t reto, as 
mended in House Do it No. 221, 8 eth Cong t 

Sec. 5. That tl prov 1 in the iver and hi rr act ap] l 
March 2, 1907, relating to the constru n of the Sandy Lake R 
voir Dam, Minnesota hereby amc 1 by striki it t rds 
-“ thout a lock for steam its.” 

Src. 6. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby tl i, 
in his discretion, to expend and to enter into a contr ; 
for the expenditure of so much as ma 21 ry of nt 
tofore appropriated, or thorized to be appropriated, f the it 
ment of the harbor at Milwauke e, Wis., for the im nt f the 
Kinnickinnick River, or any part thei inside tl 
fore provided by law. whet r and 1 as tl M 
shall have complied with the provisi in | 
No. 120, Fifty-eighth Congress, se i 
river and harbor act approved Mat ed 
act entitled “An act to amend t! of I 
1905, app yrroved June 30, 1906, > f 
improvement of said Kinnickinnick R or any | 

Sec. 7. That the whole or any part t am 
ized to be appropriated for the constr 1 of a di M H 
bor, Alabama, with the exception of $5,000 for the pre, ion I ; 
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ek AP 


6726 


—— 


for said dredge, may be used for dredging said har»or, and the Secre- 
tary of War, in his discretion, may enter into a contract or contracts 
for the performance of the work 
s %. That to make effective the provision in th* river and harbor 
pproved March 2, 1907, for a survey of the Ne: ersink River, New 
ork, with a view to the removal of bars and other « istructions at and 
near its mouth, the scope of such survey be enlarge ! so as to include 
the Delaware River at and near the mouth of the Ne ersink River. 
rhe SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. SVPARIKMAN, Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. The 
itieman from Massachusetts is entitled to twty minutes 
ventleman from I lorida to twenty minutes. 
\WRENCE. Mr. Speaker, if 1 can have the attention 
I think I can explain this bill in a very few 
The river and harbor act which was approved March 
907, authorized the expenditure of more than $86,000,000 
or the improvement of our rivers and harbors. It was the 
st river and harbor bill in our history. When this Con- 
convened on the first Monday of last December there was 
rong demand from many of its Members for a river and 
harbor bill at this session. A river and harbor congress was 
held in Washington, attended by hundreds of delegates from all 
over the country. ‘That congress passed a resolution urging 
the Congress of the United States to pass a river and harbor 
In view, however, of the great authoriza- 
tion made less than a year before, and mindful of the neces- 
sity of strict economy in appropriation and expenditure, your 
committee felt that it would not be justified in reporting a 
general river and harbor appropriation bill at this session. 
‘That policy has been adhered to. 


ra] 


bill at this session. 


calling for appropriations have been considered. However, 
certain bills asking that appropriations already made or au- 
thorized be expended in accordance with recent recommenda- 
tions of the War Department have been considered favorably. 
The bill which is now before the House contains eight admin- 
istrative features, permitting diversions of former appropria- 
tions and authorizing modifications of existing projects. It is 
nll in harmony with the recommendation of the Secretary of 
War. 

Such diversions and modifications are imperatively demanded 
in the interest of navigation. The bill is purely administrative 
and makes no appropriation whatever. The provisions apply to 
appropriations formerly made for Key West Harbor, Florida; 
Chicago Harbor; the South Pass and Southwest Pass of the 
Mississippi River; the Duluth-Superior Harbor; Sandy Lake 
Reservoir Dam, Minnesota; Milwaukee Harbor, and Mobile 
Harbor. The eighth section describes more accurately the loca- 
tion of certain obstructions in the Delaware River near the 
mouth of the Neversink River, concerning which a survey was 
ordered in our last bill. 

Unless a further explanation of some particular item in the 
bill is called for, I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SPARKMAN,. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to consume 
any of the time of the House in discussing this measure. It 
is one that should be passed. It makes no appropriation, and 
its passage will not cost the Government one cent. It has the 
unsnimous repart of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and, in my judgment, it should ecome a law. Unless some 
Member on this side of the House desires some time I do not 
care to say anything more. 

Vr. LAWRENCE, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

rhe SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules, 
discharging the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the further consider ation of the bill, and passing 
the Fame, 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, 1 demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 207, answered 
“present 11, not voting 169, as follows: 
YEAS—-207. 

Coudrey 
‘ox, Ind. 


Adatr Brownlow 

Aiken Burleigh ‘ Ellis, Oreg. 

Alexander, Mo. Burleson Craig Esch 

Ames Burnett Crumpacker Fassett 

Ansberry Burton, Ohio Currier Ferris 

Ash brook ‘ Cushman Finley 

tarchfeld ‘ Dalzell Fitzgerald 
‘ Davenport Floyd 
Carter Davidson Focht 
Cary Davis, Minn. Fordney 
Caulfield Dawson loss 

Chaney Denver Foster, Ill, 

‘ 

| 

‘ 

‘ 

( 

( 


Ellis, Mo. 


‘alder 
‘andler 
‘apron 


tennet, N. Y, 
onynge 
fooher 
towers 
Boyd 
Brantley 


mapman Diekema Foulkrod 
‘lark, Mo, Dixon Fowler 
‘layton Douglas French 

ocka, N. Y¥. Dwight Fuller 

ook, Pa, Hdwards, Ky. Gaines, Tenn. 
‘ooper, Pa. Ellerbe Gardner, Mich, 





No river and harbor bill | 
has been reported; no new surveys have been ordered; no bills 


Gardner, N. J, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackney 
Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hlay 

Hayes 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, Utah 


Adamson 
Cooper, Tex. 
De Armond 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barclay 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Bates 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burton, Del. 
Butler 

Byrd 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Carlin 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Cole 

Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 
Denby 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 


So the motion was agreed to. 
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Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Ilowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Landis 

Laning 
Lassiter - 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McGuire 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 


Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nicholls 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, S. Dak. 
*arsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pou 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Riordan 


McLaughlin, Mich.Robinson 


Macon 
Madden 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—11. 


Draper 
Haggott 
Lorimer 


Rodenberg 
Rothermel 


McMorran 
Mann 
Porter 


NOT VOTING—169. 


Durey 
Edwards, Ga. 
Englebright 
Fairchild 
Favrot 

Flood 

Fornes 

Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fulton 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gilhams 

Gill 

Glass 

Goulden 
Gregg 

Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 

Hale 
Hammond 
Harding 
Haskins 
Heflin 

Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 

Hill, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Huff 

Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 


Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Kipp 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knap 

Knop 

Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 


Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLain 
MeMillan 
Madison 
Malby 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Mondell 
Mudd 
Nelson 
Norris 
Olcott 
Patterson 
Pearre 
Peters 
Powers 
Pratt 


May 21. 


_— 


Russell, \\ 
Russell, Tex 
Sabath 
Shackle! 
Sherley 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, « 
Smith 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stafford 
Steen 
Sterlir 
Sullowa 
Taylor, Ala 
Thist i 
Tou Vi 
Tow nsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Webb 
Weeks 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Sims 
Talbott 


Pray 

Prince 

Pujo 

Reid 
Rhinock 
Richards: 
Roberts 
Rucker 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Slemp 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weems 
Weiss: 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolt 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the balance of the day: 


Mr. Howett of New Jersey with Mr. SuLzer. 


Mr. McCay with Mr. PATTERSON. : 
Mr. SmirH of Michigan with Mr. Sternens of Tex:s. 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Bates with Mr. Byrp. 


Mr. Haaeorr with Mr. Witt1AmM W. KITCHIN. 


Mr. Burke with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. CocKRAN. 
Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr, CRAWFORD. . 
Mr. Coox of Colorado with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. SHerMAN with Mr. De ARMOND. 

Mr. Coorer of Wisconsin ,with Mr. Futon. 
Mr. ENGLepRIGHtT with Mr. GILL. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Grass. 
Mr. Gatnes of West Virginia with Mr. Hertin. 
Mr. Hate with Mr. Kipp. 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. LEAKE. 
Mr. Houiipay with Mr. LEver. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Lioyp, 











porey of Washington with Mr. McLAInN, 
with Mr. MAYNARD, 

Krintay of California with Mr. Rucker. 
son with Mr. SHERWOOD. 


with Mr. Smiru of Missouri. 
Mf x with Mr. Sts, 
vNEY With Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania. 


ssion : 

RRAN With Mr. Pugo. 

t of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

RECESS. 
Vr PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
11 o'clock a, m. to-morrow. 

<PHBAKER, The gentleman from New York moves that 

I » take a recess until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 
LLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I am compelled to eall for 
nd nays on that proposition, so that the House may 

’ portunity to vote on it. 

Mir LYNE. 

present. 


Alexander, N. 
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Acheson 

Me 
Allen 

Andrus 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
fannon 

arel iv 
irthoidt 


, Ky. 


Birdsall 
Bonyng 





Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brundidge 


Sturgess 


| Burke 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that | 


~ 


' 


fhe SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and eighty Members are present, not a quorum. | 
rhe Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms will | 

fy ent Members; as many as favor the motion that the | 
louse recess until 11 a. m. to-morrow will, as their names 

|, answer “aye,” aS many as are opposed will answer 

o,” those present and not voting will answer “ present,” and | 

the Clerk will eall the roll, 


Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, pending that, may I present a 
( report, to be printed in the Recorp under the rule, on 
d-labor bill? I ask unanimous consent 


Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the request, Mr. Speaker ? 
»SPSAKER, What is the conference report? 
Mr. OLCOTT, It is on the child-labor bill. I have just re 


d it, signed by the Senate conferees, 
» SPEAKER, 


here is no quorum present. The Clerk will call the roll. 


The gentleman can not present it, because | 


he question was taken and there were—yeas 138, nays 74, | 


red “ present” 5, not voting 170, as follows: 









YEAS—138. 
Edwards, Ky. Humphrey, Wash. Padgett 
Ellis, Mo. Jenkins Parker, N. J. 
‘ Ellis, Oreg. Johnson, Ky. Parsons 
| Pa Englebright Jones, Wash. Payne - 
Esch Kahn Pearre 
a A Ferris Keifer Porter 
Focht Kennedy, Iowa Rainey 
W lFordney Kennedy, Ohio Rauch 
t Foss Ktistermann Reeder 
g Foulkrod Lafean Rodenberg 
», Ohfo Fowler Landis Rothermel 
French Laning Sabath 
d Fuller Lawrence Saunders 
ell Gardner, Mich, Lindbergh Scott 
Gardner, N. J. Lindsay Shackleford 
Goebel Loud Slayden 
! Graff Loudenslager Small 
Greene Lowden Smith, Cal. 
an. Hall McGuire Smith, lowa 
ks, N. Y, Hamilton, lowa McKinley, Ill. Stafford 
Hamilton, Mich, McKinney Steenerson 
Haugen McLachlan, Cal. Sterling 
er, Pa Hawley Madden Tawney 
00} Wis, Hayes Madison Taylor, Ala. 
Hepburn Miller Taylor, Ohio 
r Higgins Moon, Tenn, Thistlewood 
Hill, Conn, Moore, Pa, Townsend 
Hinshaw Morse Volstead 
Hobson Mouser Waldo 
n Holliday Murdock Wilson, Ill. 
Howard Murphy Wood 
d lowell, Utah Needham Woodyard 
i Howland Nye Young 
\ Hubbard, W. Va. Olmsted 
: t Huff Overstreet 
NAYS—74. 
. Dixon Heflin Robinson 
r, Mo Ellerbe Helm Rucker 
Finley Henry, Tex. Russel!, Mo. 
Fitzgerald Houston Russell, Tex. 
t. Floyd Hughes, N. J. Ryan 
Ga, Foster, Ill. Hull, Tenn. Sherley 
Gaines, Tenn. James, Ollie M, Sims 
Garner Johnson, 8. C. Sparkman 
] Garrett Jones, Va, Spight 
Gillespie Keliher Stanley 
Godwin Kimball Tou Velle 
Goldfogle Macon Underwood 
Gordon Moore, Tex. Watkins 
M Granger Nicholls Webb 
Hackney O'Connell Willett 
nd, Hamlin Page Williams 
nee Hardwick Randel!, Tex. Willson, Pa. 
Nene eort Harrison Ransdell, La. 
a Hay Riordan 
a ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—5. 
yp mson Lorimer McMorran Talbott 








Burton, Del, 
Butler 

Byrd 
‘aldwell 
Carlin 
Clark, Fla, 
Cockran 
Cole 
Conner 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Lienby 
Douglas 
Draper 
Dunwell 


So the motion to take a recess was agreed to. 


NOT 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga. 
Fairchild 
Fassett 


Favrot 

blood 

Fornes 

Foster, Ind 
Foster, Vt. 
Fulton 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardn Mass, 
Gilhams 

Gill 

Gillett 


Glass 
Goulden 
Graham 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Liaggott 
Hale 

Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Henry, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, I 
Hughes, 
Hull, Iowa 


Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 

James, Addison D. 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 


VOTING 





170. 


Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 


Lamar, Fla. 


am Lr, Mo. 


4bicy 
sittlefie 
ston 


I 
I 
T 
I 
I 
Les 
Let 
I 
I 
J 
I 
I 






Living 
Lileyd 
Longworth 
Lovering 

McCall 

McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLain 
McLaughlin, Mich 
MeMillan 

Malby 

Mann 

Marshall 
Maynard 

Monde!}l 

Moon, Pa. 

Mudd 

Nelson 

Norris 

Olcott 
Parker, S. Dak. 
Patterson 
Perkins 

Peters 


Pollard 
Pou 
Powers 

Pr 

Pray 

Prin 

Pu to 

Reid 

R olds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Roberts 
Sheppard 
sherman 
Sherwood 
Stemp 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 


Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirreil 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weeks 

Weems 

Wei se 
Wheeler 
Wiley 

Wolf 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


On the vote: 
BARTHOLDT with Mr. ASHBROOK. 


Mr. 


Mr. Denny with Mr. HAMILL. 


Mr. 


BurRLEIGH with Mr. 


SRANTLEY, 


Mr. Loverine with Mr. Harpy. 
Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. LASSITER. 
Mr. Smira of Michigan with Mr. LENAHAN. 
Mr. SovutTHwick with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina, 
Mr. Reynowtps with Mr. Pou. 
INVITATION TO ATTEND THE INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON TUBERCU- 


The 


SPEAKER. 


LOSIS AND 


lowing invitation. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


"HE 


have 


INTERNATIONAL 


the honor to req 


House of Representatives to atten¢ 


Str: We 
berculosis and 


ington. 


the 


exhibition, Sey 


We are, sir, with great respect, 


Yours, 


To the 


SPEAKER OF 
The SPEAKER. 


THE 
If there be 


THE 
The Chair lays before the House the fol- 


Hovusp oF REPRESENT 


EXHIBITION. 


CONGRESS ON Tus! 
Washington, D. 

rest you, Mr. Sp 

1 the Internation: 


tember 28 to 


no objection, the 


will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
There was no objection. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The doors were opened. 


Accordingly 


oe O clock 


(at 


| took a recess until 11 o'clock a. 


EXECUTIVE 
Under clause 2 


munications were taken from 


as follows: 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
a letter from the Chief of Engineer 
of Cat 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and orde: 


sur’ ey 


illustrations. 


River, Virginia 


and 


m. to-morrow. 


COMMUNICATIONS, 
of Rule XXIV, the following executive co! 
the ! f 


aker’s t 


Spe 


s, report of 
(CH. R. : 


“il 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, t 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, repo 


and survey of Coos 
958 )—to the Committee 


be printed. 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of 


Bay 


and bar e 
on Rive 


trance, 


rs and 





aker, 
il Cong 
October 


16 minutes p. m.) 


War, f1 


to 


Ore 


Harbor 


te 


RCULOSIS, 

C.. May 21, 1908. 
to invite the 
rress on Tu- 


in Wash- 


FP. FLIcK, 
Chairman, 


FULTON, 
¢ tary-General, 
communication 
Affairs. 
the House 
ETC, 


u- 
tmal I ad 
ansmitt . with 
eXab a l dl 
7) t the ¢ 
be printed with 
ransmitting, th 
i ‘ ti 
(I Lt 
l i 
: ’ 
ex i i 
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" Se 





survey of Hudson River, New York (H. R. Doc. 959)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion of Osage River, Missouri (H. R. Doc. 960)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustrations. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Disposition of Useless | 
Papers in the Executive Departments, submitted a report rela- | 
tive to House Document 793, accompanied by a report (No. | 
1754), which said report was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr.. HUMPHREY of Washington, from the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill | 
of the Senate (S. 7172) concerning the transportation of passen- 
gers coastwise, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1785), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which | 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 420) provid- 
ing for the printing as a memorial to Pelatiah Webster of 2,000 
copies of his plan of the Constitution, published February 6, | 
1783, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1736), which said bill and report were referred to | 
the House Calendar. 

Mr, ALEXANDER of New York, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | 
21051) amending the penal laws of the United States, reported | 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. | 
1737), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar, 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1048) authorizing the 
Joint Committee on the Library to purchase a bust of President | 
Zachary Taylor, reported the same without amendment, ac- | 
companied by a report (No. 1738), which said bill and report | 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 
state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF BILLS AND | 





COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions | 


REPORTS OF BILLS AND 


were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, | 


and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8739) for the relief 
of Levi J. Billings, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1673), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular | 
Affairs, to whicl? was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6529) 
for the relief of Mary S. Fergusson, reported the same without | 
nmendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1739), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and 
morials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 22069) to provide a uni- | 
form rate of salaries and wages paid in United States navy- 
yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22070) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to supervise the erection of monuments | 
and markers and locate the route of “ The Great Stage Road,” | 
also known as the “ Walton road ’’—to the’ Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 22071) to amend and consoli- | 


me- | 


date the acts respecting copyright—to the Committee on Pat- | 
ents. 
By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R, 22072) for the re- | 
lief of the State of Missouri—to the Committee on War Claims, | 
ty Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 22073) 
for relief of the State of North Carolina—to the Committee 
War Claims. | 
By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 22074) for the relief of the State 
of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (11. R. 22075) for the relief of the 
State of South Carolina—-to the Committee on War Claims. 


on 


| 
| 


| York, relating to the contingent expenses of the war of 


| the following titles were introduced and severally referr ad 
| follows: 


| to Hannah M. Batt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi, 


| Camille Noel Dry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| Claims. 


| increase of pension to Melchior Hoerner—to the Committ 


RECORD—HOUSE. May 2 


I, 
ty Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 22076) for the relief of tho 
State of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. : 
$y Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 22077) 
relief of the State of Missouri—to the Committee . 
Claims. 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Memorial of the legislature 


Lor the 
War 


of New 
is12— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and reso): of 


us 


By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 22078) granting a | 


Sion 


By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 22079) for the relief of 


By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 22080) 
relief of Mrs. John W. 


for the 


Austin—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 22081) granting a 


Ll pen- 
son to Sanford P. Cutler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 22082) granting an 


increase 


| of pension to William Kough—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
| sions, 


By Mr. LAFEAN;: A bill (H. R. 22083) to correct the military 
record of Joseph R. Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
ty Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 22084) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Loami Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 
By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 22085) for the relief of 
Jacob Hough—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 22086) granting an 


increase 


| of pension to Charles 8S. Breese—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 


By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 22087) granting an 

Invalid Pensions, er 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 


| pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 


By the SPEAKER: Memorials of labor organizations of Belle- 
ville, Ill., East St. Louis, Ill, Joliet, Ill., and Seattle, Wash. 
praying for an amendment to the Sherman antitrust law and 
for legislation to regulate the establishment of the injunction 
process, for an employers’ liability law, and the extension of the 
eight-hour day—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the permanent board of the Baltimore 


| yearly meeting of Friends, praying for legislation to ena! 


States more fully to control the liquor traffic 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Retail Grocers and Butchers’ Ass: 
of Fort Worth, Tex., praying for an amendment to tli 
bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Theodore Lacaff, president of tl 
National Bank of Nevada, Mo., protesting against cer! 
tures of the so-called “Aldrich bill ”’—to the Commitice 


to the Commit 


| ing and Currency. 


Also, memorial of the Credit Men’s Association of } 
Tenn, praying for an amendment to the national ba 
act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Independent Zion’s Benefit \s 
of Buffalo, N. Y., protesting against the passage « 


| legislation affecting the liquor traffic—to the Committ 
| Judiciary. 


Also, memorial of the East End Civic Association, 
Mich., praying for legislation to establish the Appal: 
White Mountain Forest Reserve—to the Committee 


culture. 


Also, memorial of the Pennsylvania Council, 


| Columbus, praying that the anniversary of the dis 
| America may be made a legal holiday—to the Co! 
| the Judiciary. 


Also, memorial of the general conference of the 
Episcopal Church, praying for legislation to prohib 
portation of opium into Hawaii, except for medica! | 
to the Committee on the Territories. ’ 

Also, memorial of the legislature of the State o! ‘ 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution of | 
States to provide for the election of Senators by 
and for legislation to regulate Federal taxation, 
the liability of commen carriers in interstate com 
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to 1 te the interstate liquor traffic and articles injurious tof Also, petition of citizens of Pittsburg, for the enactment of 

. ith and morals—to the Committee on Interstate and | the bills H. R. 94 and 20584, a general employers’ liability law, 

Ki ymmerce, and bill limiting a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done 
\ emorial of Mrs. W. C. Littlewood and other members | by the Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Voman’s Christian Temperance Union of Vandergrift, | Also, petition of Carpenters’ District Council of Pittsburg, for 
| 


Wes eland County, Pa., praying for legislation to remove | amendment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R, 20554), for 
thy ed saloon from the Union Station in the city of Wash- | the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined gen- 


(.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | eral employers’ liability law, and for an eight-hour law—to the 
emorial of Dr. Perey Spengeman and 51 other citi- | Committee on the Judiciary. 

New York City, praying for legislation for the estab- Also, petition of Farmers’ Machine Company, against anti- 
of the White and Appalachian Mountains Forest Re- | trust legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Se] » the Committee on Agriculture. | By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Madison, Me., 
\ iemorial of the Polish-American citizens, of Amster- | for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and 20584, a general 


( Y., praying for the intervention of the United States in | employers’ liability law, and bill limiting a day’s labor to eight 

hi the Polish people within the jurisdiction of the Prus- | hours upon work done by the Government—to the Committee 
rnment—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. on the Judiciary. 

morial of Valentin Dimano and 11 other inhabitants By Mr. CALDER: Petition of John A. Ryan and other citi- 

Province of Batangas, P. I., praying for the payment of | zens of Brooklyn, N. Y., for amendment to Sherman antitrust 

property damaged during the military operations—to | law (H. R. 20584), and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ 


the ( ttee on War Claims. | liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
A]s emorial of Silvestre de Silva and 16 other residents of | Judiciary. 
Province of Batangas, P. I., praying for an appropriation| By Mr. CONNER: Petition of Kate Shelly Lodge, No. 204, 


d ent of claims for certain buildings destroyed in the | Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Boone, Lowa, favoring the 
f military operations—to the Committee on War) Rodenberg anti-injunction and the Hemenway-Graff safety- 
ash-pan bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


\lso, memorial of Paulino Templo and 87 other residents of | By Mr. COUDREY: Petition of Brotherhood of Railway 
Lipa, Province of Batangas, P. L., praying for an appropriation | Telegraphers, favoring the Rodenberg anti-injunction and the 
for the payment of claims for certain property destroyed during | Hemenway-Graff safety-ash-pan bills—to the Committee on the 
\ilitary operations by the Government of the United States—to | Judiciary. 
the Committee on War Claims, | By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Johnston Council, No. 467, 

\lso, memorials of the International Brotherhood of Station- Knights of Columbus, of Pennsylvania, for making October 12 
ry Firemen, of Livermore Falls, Me., and the International | a legal holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Brotherhood of Paper-Mill Workers, of Wilder, Vt., protesting Also, petitions of Norristown Council: Damien Council, No. 
giinst the removal of the duty on paper—to the Committee 598; Father Bally Council, No. 1192; State Council of Rhode 
Ways and Means, | Island; Carbondale and Lancaster councils, Knights of Colum- 
\lso, memorial of the Minnesota State Association and Build- | pus, in favor of making October 12, the date of the discovery 
rs Exchange, protesting against legislation to limit the power | of America, a legal holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
f Congress to issue injunctions in labor disputes—to the Com- By Mr. DUREY: Petition of citizens of Amsterdam, N. Y., 


the Judiciary. a : ; for legislation to amend the Sherman antitrust law, to regulate 
\lso, memorial of the United States Bung Manufacturing | anq limit the issuance of injunctions, to establish employers’ 


Company and 50 other corporations and firms, of Cincinnati, liability, and to extend the eight-hour law—to the Committee 
Vhio, protesting against any legislation to restrict the power of | 6) the Judiciary 

the courts to issue injunctions in labor disputes—to the Com-| Ry Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of New York State senate 
mittee on the Judiciary. i oaments : ; s ‘nett 


: ite ee ad 2 ‘ | and assembly, 1907, to accompany bill for relief of State of New 
_ Also, 0 morials of the unions of railway employees of Cleve- York, relative to contingent expenses of the war of 1812—to 
and, Ohio; Chicago, Ill.; Clinton, Iowa; Lexington, Mass.; | the Committee on War Claims 
fammarcoa Now ¢ ‘ in sreay Cte y ‘ Ciatwee | : : . 
- ; ; ae aes = ne ity, » pi, ype eee Also, petition of New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
- aan Mich.  Chickadhe ‘Okla: Bathe Ces . of a oe | tion, for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and 20584, a gen- 
a Sen : Chevaleua. Ohio: Hetlevville Gita: Tiemntiien, Th | eral employers’ liability law and the bill limiting a day’s labor 
| . ae ° i : > =a 2 ’ “> « ) “+ io -_ rarisc . , 2G "ear : » (* - 
Nevada, Mo.; Pittsburg, Pa.; Eldon, Mo.; Green Bay, Wis., and tn aga = done by the Government—to the Com 
Clearfield, 2 praying = the passage > the Rodenberg anti- By Mr. FLOYD: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
tion bill and the Hemenway-Graff ash-pan bill—to the | wo. ar een ” is, A. eae case ae *hilling ' 
Committee on the Judiciary. William M. Stroud, A. A. MecBrown, and T. J. Phillips—to the 


, aid —_ ; ittee rali -ensions. 
By Mr. ADAIR: Petition of citizens of Muncie, Ind., for ‘ oe ei er for relief of Martin V. Dignat 
. : . Als aper ace < reilel OL Mar ° gnan— 
inendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for Pearre bill, em- | 0, pal yon! eee 


vers bility bill, and eight-hour law—to the Committee on to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


e Judiciary. | By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Universalist Club of Haverhill, 
By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of Harry A. | Mass., favoring H. R. 10457, for forest reservations in White 
Vaux, Frank BE. Lape, John S. Wilding, Charles A. Lockwell. and Mountains and Southern Appalachian Mountains—to the Com- 
. R. Gerwick, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. | Mittee on Agriculture. aa : ae 
oS4), and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, Also, petition of American Newspaper Publishers’ Association, 
| the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. for removal of duty on wood pulp—to the Committee on Ways 
_By Mr. BATES: Petition of H. F. Shade and others, of Water- | #24 Means. — = ' , 
ford, Pa., for the creation of a national highways commission Also, petition of citizens of Rockford, Ill., against a parcels- 
(H. R. 15887) and appropriation for Federal assistance in con- post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
a a of public highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. Also, petition of Harmony Grange, No. 957, of Harlem, IIl., 
By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Petition of M. A. Cheek and others, favoring a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
of Gainesville, Ga., against the Sunday bill for the District of | Office and Post-Roads, 
Columb to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Also, petition of Ottawa Building, Homestead and Savings 
By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of Methodist Mon- | Association, for amendment of H. R. 18525 so as to exempt from 
lay ministers’ meeting of New York City, favoring the Little- | its operations building and loan associations that loan to their 
weld original-package law as regards liquor shipment, for pro- | members only—to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 
oition the District of Columbia, and against Sunday toil Also, petition of national banks of St. Louis, Mo., against the 
il traffic therein, and race-track gambling—to the Committee} Aldrich currency bill (S. 3023)—to the Committee on Banking 
n the Judiciary, and Currency. 
; By Mr. BOYD: Petition of O. P. List Master, of Lodge No. | Also, petition of Cedar Rapids (lowa) Clearing-House Asso- 
"1, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, for the Rodenberg anti- | ciation, for an emergency currency law and a currency com 
mane bill and the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill—to | mission—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
me Committee on the Judiciary. ty Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of New York Clothing Trade 
ns a BURKE: Petition of R. Macarthy Williamson, for a | Association, 13 Astor place, New York, protesting against Hep- 
Re ir “th across the United States—to the Committee on | burn amendment to Sherman antitrust bill and against the 
. d Canals. | Warner bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
i , tion of General Electric Company, favoring amend-| Also, petition of New York Clothing Trade Association, 15 


Rt. 18347—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | Astor place, against anti-injunction legislation—to the Commit- 
| tee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of West Penn Lodge, No. 392 ‘on, W. Va., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, a 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, for 8S. 4831 Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law 
(Allison bill), for relief of one Pembroke B. Banton—to the | Committee on the Judiciary. 

Commiitee on Claims. By Mr. SULZER: Petition of New York Clothing Tr 

Also, petition of survivors of the Mississippi River Fleet, to | sociation, against Hepburn amendment to the Shermz 
inauke provisions of acts of June 27, 1890, apply to the members | trust act (H. R. 19745)—to the Committee on the Judi: 
of the fleet and to their widows and minor children—to the By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of American Cotton M 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. turers’ Association at twelfth annual convention at Ri 

Also, petition of General Electric Company, favoring Senate | Va., May 20, 1908, for forest reservations in White M« 
amendment to H. R. 18347—to the Committee on the Post-| and Southern Appalachian Mountains (H. R. 10457) 
Office and Post-Roads Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Glass Bottle Blowers and citizens of Pitts- | ty Mr. WOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of « 
burg, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the| W. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 
Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill— | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. oe 

Also, petitions of Rosedale Foundry and Machine Company | SENATE. 
and Mesta Machine Company, against anti-injunction legisla- . , - 
tion—to the Committee - the Judiciary. Fray, May a2, 1908. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of State Council, Knights of Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Prerce, of the city 
Columbus, of Rhode Island, favoring bill making October 12 a | jneton. 
legal holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yest: 

By Mr. HARRISON: Petition of Marcus M. Marks, of the proceedings, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by una 
New York Clothing ‘Trades’ Association, against anti-injunction | consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Monessen Council, No. 954, 


Knights of Columbus, of Pennsylvania, for making October 12 a | EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA, 


legal holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Mr. KEAN. Yesterday the bill (S. 4316) to further amend 
by Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of citizens of | the act entitled “An act to promote the efficiency of the militia, 


Seattle, Wash., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and | anq for other purposes,” approved January 21, 1903, was passed, 
for Pearre bill, employers’ liability bill, and eight-hour law— and I entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which it was 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. passed. Before that time I had been requested by the mi 1 
By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of citizens of Aledo, IIl., | board of the State of New Jersey to oppose the bill. Since 
against H. R. 4897, to enforce Sunday observance as day of rest that time I have received a dispatch from the adjutant-general 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District | o¢ tne State, stating that if the military board could be called 
of ¢ olumbia. é together he had no doubt that they would withdraw their op- 
By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Frank J. Smith, secretary Bro-| position to the bill. I therefore withdraw the motion to recon- 
therhood of Railway Trainmen, of Black Rock, Buffalo, N. Y.,| siger and let the bill stand passed. 
for Rodenberg anti-injunction bill (H. R. 19795) and for the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is with- 
Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill—to the Committee on the 


a drawn. The bill stands passed. 
Judiciary. 


Also, petition of St. Anthony Society of Buffalo, N. Y., approv- | DISBURSEMENT OF INDIAN FUNDS. 


ing White House conference and views of the American Civic The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
Association—to the Committee on Agriculture. i | tion from the Secretary of the Interior, stating by direction of 
Also, petition of D. Simmons, M. D., and 44 other physicians | the president and in response to a resolution of the 16th instant, 


of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking for the adding of the Homeopathic | calling for a detailed statement, showing all revenues of every 
Pharmacopeia to the pure-food act—to the Committee on In-| ,ing and character collected and all funds from all sources re- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 


ceived and credited to each of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Chero- 
Also, petition of board of governors of the United Master | kee, Creek, and Seminole tribes since June 28, 1898, and the 
Butchers’ Association of America, to remove tariff on wrap- disbursements made from the funds of these tribes severally 
ping paper and material used in manufacture of paper bags— | with the authority therefor since that date, that owing to the 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. great amount of work involved it will be impossible to have this 
Also, petition of Hans C. Jacobson, Lake Erie Lodge, No. 241, | cratement prepared for use during the present session of Con- 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, for the eress, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill—to the Committee on In- | 51.4 ordered to be printed. 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of Trades’ League of Philadelphia, Pa., favor- FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


ing enactment of the Fowler bill—to the ( Committee on Banking | The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate con 
and Currency, | tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Clain 
Also petition of Robb E. Jackson and others, for legislation to | pitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by tl 
prevent President or Cabinet officers from taking active part in | jn the following causes: 
behalf of any candidate for the nomination for President by any In the cause of George W. Boushell and 32 other c! 
political party—to the Committee on the Judiciary. in subnumbered cases v. United States; and 
Also, petition of Clothing Cutters’ Union No, 46, of Buffalo, In the cause of the vestry of The Plains Episcopal Chu 
N. Y., for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as | The Plains, Va., v. United States. 
the “Wilson bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying 


4), and the employers’ liability bill—to the Committee on the | referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. STURGISS: Petitions of Brotherhood of Painters, | MESSAGE FROM THE moors. 
Decorators, and Paperhangers of America, Local Union No. 744, A message from the House of Representatives, by M! 
and citizens of the city of Elkins, W. Va.; Ohio Valley Trades | Brownrne, its Chief Clerk, announced that the H 
and Labor Assembly; Amalgamated Meat c utters and Butcher | passed a bill (H. R. 22009) authorizing the Secretar) 
Workmen of North America, No. 7, American Federation of | to remove certain obstructions to navigation from the m 
Labor; Journeymen Butchers and citizens of city of Wheeling, | channel, Key West Harbor, Florida, and for other | 
W. Va.; J. A. Lang and other citizens of Fairmont, W. Va.; | in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
Capital City Trades Assembly and citizens of Charleston and The message also announced that the House had « 
the county of Kanawha, W. Va.; United Mine Workers of | to the report of the committee of conference on the d 
America, Local Union No, 237, and citizens of the city of Tun- | votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the S 
nelton, Ww. Va.; Local Union No. 5, A, F. G. Ww. i & and 15 the bill (i. R. 18347) making appropriations for cm 
citizens, including merchants, tailors, contractors, clerks, and | of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year en 
workingmen, of the city of Morgantown, W. Va.; the United | 30, 1909, and for other purposes, asks a further « 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, Local No. | with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the tw 
(02; the Order of Telegr ~ hers, and Grafton Trades and Labor | thereon, and had appointed Mr. Overstreet, Mr. ©’ 
Council and 20 citizens, including blacksmiths, boilermakers, car- | New Jersey, and Mr. Moon of Tennessee, managers ° 
penters, plumbers, clerks, and workingmen, of the city of Graf- | ference on the part of the House, 








ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


| 


T} essage further announced that the Speaker of the 
Hi d signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tie | they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

. S An act authorizing certain extensions to be made in 
the of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
1 Washington Railway and Electric Company, the City 


is rban Railway of Washington, and the Capital 

( any, in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
8. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
30, 1909; 


1915 
\griculture for the fiscal year ending June 


H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 
the Sp ! Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
OVERMAN. I present a_ resolution 
1 Cotton Manufacturers’ 
1 vention held at 


adopted by the 


Richmond, Va. I ask that it be read 


1 of Game. 
being no objection, the resolution was read and re- 
» the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
r Game, as follows: 
by the American 
ual convention at 
American Cotton 


R n Cotton. Manufacturers’ Association at 

Richmond, Va., May 20, 1908: 
Manufacturers’ Association, in convention 

hereby urge upon the Congress of the United States the 

his session, of bill H. R. 21357, or a similar bill, providing 
hase, In aid of navigation, of forest lands in the Southern 
in and White Mountain regions, and also for 
rivate owners and the Federal Government with a view 
ng the forests on privately owned land for the regulation 
m flow in ald of navigation. 
Mr. FULTON presented a memorial of sundry Irish-American 
ns of Portland, Oreg., remonstrating against the ratifica- 
the treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
it Britain, which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the New York Clothing 
Trade Association, remonstrating against the adoption of cer- 
endments to the so-called “‘Sherman antitrust law 
ling to labor organizations, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented sundry memorials of citizens of Ronce- 
verte, W. Va., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
| “Penrose bill” to exclude nonmailable periodicals from 
class mail privileges, which were referred to the Com- 
ttee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Central Labor 
Union, American Federation of Labor, of Concord, N. H., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation to extend the 


of 
of 


1 Oo 


Cae 


second 


m 





right of naturalization, which was referred to the Committee | 
on Immigration. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the Ashland Farm- 
ers Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lexington, Ky., praying 


for the enactment of legislation to establish a national high- 
ways commission, which was referred to the Committee on 
\griculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
South Norwalk and Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, pray- 
ing Tor the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
“Sherman antitrust law ” relating to labor organizations, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mur- 
reas, Watseka, Litchfield, Maywood, and Chicago, all in 
Me State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 


: providing for the investigation and the development of the 
A ae ds of the treatment of tuberculosis, which were referred 
0 the 


‘ommittee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
ilesto, Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the investigation and the development of the methods 


Mo 


of the treatment of tuberculosis, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

gpl! (iu PONT presented a petition of Delaware Lodge, No. 
231, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, of 


Wil lmington, 


ee. denberg 
rg 
ay 


Del., praying for the passage of the so-called 
anti-injunction bill” and the “ Hemenway-Graff 





unping ash-pan bill,” which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
“Me rORAKER presented petitions of Lodge No. 32, B. of 
of . os leveland ; of Division No. 457, B. of L. E., of Toledo; 
my | No. 167, of Cleveland; of Division No. 745, of Cleve- 
yd . { Division No. 329, of Youngstown; of Division No. 95, 
of Col ati; of Division No. 4, of Toledo; of Division No. 678, 

















bus; 


of Division No. 





> 
360, 


of Massillon; of Division 
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Trac- | 


Association at its twelfth an- | 


ferred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the | 


cooperation | 








No, 408, of Middleport; of Division No. 
sion No. 3, of Collinwood; of Division No. 140, of Cleveland; 
of Division No. 395, of Canton, and of: citizens of Warren and 
Galion, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction bill’ and the “ Hemen- 
way-Graff safety ash-pan bill,” which were referred to the Com- 


432, of Akron; of Divi- 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. STEPHENSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Waukesha, Kenosha, La Crosse, Ripon, and Merrill, and of the 
Wisconsin Consumers’ League, of Oshkosh, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation to investi- 
gate and develop the methods of the treatment of tuberculosis, 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 128, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction” and 
*‘Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bills,’ which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Oshkosh, Wis., expressing its approval of the ac- 
tion of the convention of governors, held at the White House 
May 13 to 16, inclusive, relating to the conservation of the 
national forests, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented petitions of sundry citizens 
and labor organizations of Racine, Madison, La Crosse, Mar- 
inette, Menominee, Superior, Hudson, Oshkosh, Waukesha, Ke- 
nosha, Manitowoc, Appleton, Janesville, Eau Claire, Ashland, 
Milwaukee, South Kaukauna, and St. Paul, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which were referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Kewanee, 
Racine, and Platteville, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the investiga- 
tion and the development of the methods of the treatment of 
| tuberculosis, which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of La Crosse 
and Appleton, in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to extend the right of naturaliza- 
tion, which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Madison, 
Wis.; Spokane, Wash.; Chicago, Il, and Clark, Nev., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the mailing of 
telegrams by telegraph companies which are accepted for tele- 
graphic transmission, ete., which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Consumers’ 
League, of Madison, Wis., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the employment of child labor, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry national banks of 
Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
ealled “Aldrich currency bill,” which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of Boston Branch, No. Na- 
tional League of Employees of Navy-Yards, Naval Stations, 
Arsenals, and Gun Factories, of Charlestown, Mass., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to compensate civilian Government 
employees for personal injury sustained in the line of service, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation making 
the centenary of the birthday of Abraham Lincoln, February 
12, 1909, a legal holiday in the District of Columbia, which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by sundry Polish citi- 
zens of ¢ yy Ill., relative to the treatment accorded Polish 
people by the German Government, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of Martin O’Donnell, of 
Oconto, Wis., remonstrating against the ratification of the treaty 
of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the South Division Civic 
Association, of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to increase the diversion of the water 
from Lake Michigan into the Chicago Drainage Canal, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Superior Branch of the 
Lake Seamen’s Union, of Superior, Wis., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to amend section 4463, relating to 
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ement of the crews of vessels, which was ordered to 


mm the table, 
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WATER FROM LAKE MICHIG 
I present a report of a special commit- 


Chamber of Commerce, setting forth the 


AN, 


e 


( y of preserving the levels of the Great La 
it be printed in the Recokrp and referred to the ¢ 


Commerce. 


Live iif 
that 
e on 
here being no objection, the report was referred to the C 
> on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Li 
llows: 
CHAMBER OF 


fc 

COMMERCE OF THE CITY OF MILWAUKEE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECR ny, 
April 22, 


| 22," 1908. 
Rosert M. 
United Stu 
Dear Sra: I 


A special «¢ 


Ton Lal 


Senat 


the 


e 
of 


LLETTS, 


Washington, D. C. 


honor to convey to you herewith the report of 
the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, 
h ive necessity of preserving the levels of the G 
Lakes and their connecting channels and harbors and protesting ag 
the diversion of any greater volume of water through the Chic: 
Drainage Canal than is absolutely necessary for sanitary purposes. T 
committee is composed of gentlemen having extensive interests 
navigation of the Great Lakes and of unquestioned practical knowledge 
of the subject. rhe report was unanimously adopted at a recent 
ing of the board of directors of the Milwaukee Chamber of Com 
ind was also indorsed by the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association 
of Milwaukee Chere is but one sentiment in this community on the 
subject, and that that the preservation of the existing lake levels is 
of far greater public necessity than any possible advantages of a deep 
waterway from Lakes to the Gulf. 

Yours, very truly, W. J. 


ites 
have 
nmittee 


rt the ji rat 


in the 


is 


the 
LANGSON, Secretary. 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE CITY OF MILWAUKEE. 


project of a deep waterway from the Lakes to the Gulf 
rt by the special committee on deep waterways to the board of 
chamber of commerce. 

NTLEMEN: Your special committee on deep waterways in con 
junction with the committee on transportation of the Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Association has had under consideration the project 
on foot to secure a large and permanent diversion of water from 

higan into tke Chicago Drainage Canal. 
oject in its ultimate effects, we find, is one which concerns 
lake-shipping interests, and therefore prompts us not only 
our findings and conclusions on the same, but also to submit 

f resolutions for your consideration and adoption. 

In doing so, we aim to discu 
lved, in order that you may be able to reach definite and fixed 
ions on the subject. . 
AL PHASES NOT UNDERST 
t a deep-water route from the Lakes to the Gulf 
public press for some time, and the promise 
ctions between the two great water basins has aroused 
rhe engineering difficulties and other practical 
! with the project have not been fully exploited nor 
effects upon the rivers and harbors of the Great 
upon the same, been brought to the attention the 


The 


i 


inv 
conclus 
PRACTIC OD. 

ct to perfec 
olted in the 


h the ultimate 
Lake re nt 
generat pr | 
The vol 
Chicago drainage 
lake level by 1 tk 
mission from the 
n total of 14,000 
hours of each day. 


of 


water now diverted from Lake Michigan 
4,167 cubic feet per second. 

sanitary district of Chicago 
of War to tain an increa 


feet of water per second 


into 
This lowers the 
has asked per 
d flow, makir 

during twenty-four 


canal is 
: hye 
secretary 
cubic 


en 


CHICAGO’S 


ENORMOUS DEMANDS. 


At a hearing before the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House 
Representatives on April 16, 1906, and before the Secretary of War 
January 14, 1907, permission to withdraw this volume of water from 
Michigan was urged from the standpoint of sanitation. This sub- 

exhaustively 
in its report of January 4, 
of 10 
requirements, and would, in addition, insure a 14-foot waterway from 
the Lakes to the Gulf. 

it was further shown, to quote from the report, that— 

“The diversion of 10,000 cubic feet per second will lower the levels 
of Lake Michigan-Huron, Lake St. Clair, Lake Erie, Lake Ontario, and 


of 
on 
Lake 
ject wa 
mission 
nm 
a oy 


May 29 


i aed g 


besides the important connecting chanr 

Detroit and St. Clair rivers, by amounts varying from 44 to 6 

for the different waters, and the diversion of 14,000 cubic f 

lower them from 6 to 84 inches. The diversion of 20,000 cy 

ty omeee, Lake Michigan-Huron about 13 inches and Lake Eri 
inches.”’ 


SECRETARY DENIED PERMISSION. 


_As a result of the hearings referred to, the Secretary of W 
thus far denied the permission to use any larger flow than : 
granted, namely, 4,167 cubic feet per second. 

In a report made by the United States Engineering Corps 
=, 1906, it is stated that “the sanitary condition of the ri 
been so good so far with the 250,000 cubie feet per minut 
ubie feet per second) already authorized by the War Dep 
that there is no special apparent need for a use to-day of an) 
voiume, 

The same authority also wisely “The first right to the 
water belongs to navigation, to which water is an absolute n 
The second right belongs to the public needs for sanitary | 
so far as they can not be provided for otherwise, and the us 
for power purposes alone should be made secondary to the al 
it is always possible to obtain power in other ways.” 


vs: 


HEAVY DAMAGE PREDICTED, 

“iging of the rivers bor entrances, and connecting c! 
based upon the past standard lake levels and the n¢« 
c. To make any decided and permanent reduction i 

vill not only necessitate most exte and expensive 

yuut also cause in the inierim an enormous reduction in 
is e mated by the Lake Carriers’ A 

: 


ive 


» of the lake fleet. It is ; 
1 that this reduction in the carrying capacity of the lake 1 
iit in the loss of miilion dollars per an: 
sut there is another form which can not be 
lowering of the lake levels and the consequent lowering of 1 
it have the tendency to expose piling above the 
jJect them to early decay and rot. The damage to 
thus caused along the river fronts has not as yet | 
in dollars and cents, but is, nevertheless, believed to be 
cost of restoring the depth in the harbors of the Gre 
and the channels between the Lakes, as estimated by the Inte: 
Waterways Commission, is fixed at $10,000,000, and of restoring 
the Welland and St. Lawrence canals at $2,500,000. 


AN I) 


two and o haif 


of loss 


[PRACTICAL SCHEME. 

well be asked here what benefits may be derived f: 
diversion of the waters of Lake Michigan into the < 
Drainage Canal and the proposed deep-waterway connection 
Lakes and Galf, 

The latter project bas been discarded by the most eminent er 
ing experts of the country as being impracticable and i 
The depth of the Mississippi River below St. Louis was increa f 
an of 5 feet to 9 feet. During the time that this depth w 
attai and that the sum of $100,000,000 was being expended 
river trade died out, 

The Illinois State lecislature, at its last session, enacted legislat 
by which the Des Plaines River, which connects with 


It may 


rea se 
reased 


vel 
era 


ned 


the { 
Drainage Canal, is declared to be a navigable stream, and other 
tion by which a bond issue of $22,000,000 is to be laid befor 
people of the State for public vote this year for the purpose o! 
the State of Illinois construct a combined water power and na 
al from Lockport to Ottawa, Ill. The necessary water to 
water power is to be drawn from Lake Michigan. 

[(minent engineers are of the opinion that the problem of 
disposal must and will ultimately be solved by means oth 
through the pollution of our rivers and lakes. It is therefore 
able to assume that the sanitary district of Chicago will ev 
be compelled to discontinue the diversion of its sewage thr 
rivers of adjacent territory. 

The immediate advantage then derived from an increased 
water into the Chicago Drainage Canal would not consist i: 
creased facilities for the disposal of the Chicago sewage, but 
creation of a strong water power in the canal region avai 
industrial purposes. Such water power would, no doubt, yield 
revenue to the State of Illinois, but the advantage thus gained 


| section of the country would be dearly paid for by other sectio: 


with absolute fairness all the phases | 


country. 

The practicability of an ultimate water route connection betw« 
Great Lakes and the Gulf is enthusiastically urged, but it is w« 
among those most familiar with the nature of the project that t 
mediate and only advantage gained from any efforts in that dit 
aside from drainage facilities already secured, is the valuable 
power to be created. 

While the best engineering minds of the country condemn the 


| of deepening the Mississippi River, and while the experts conne 


the 


considered by the International Waterways Com- | 
1907, which shows conclusively that | 
00 eubie feet per second is more than ample for sanitary | 


| 


the Department of War are conscious of the futility of the w 
ect, it nevertheless possesses clements of popularity with t! 
Therefore it is all the more necessary that the whole truth r 
the project be brought to the attention of the general public a: 
governing factors at Washington. 

AN EXPERT OPINION. 

Secretary Taft, after obtaining from the Judge-Advocate‘ 
the War Department an opinion that the requested permissio: 
cranted by the Secretary of War upon the recommendation of | 
of Engineers, requested the latter officer to report upon the 
Accordingly, on February 23, General Mackenzie reported in | 
follows: oo 

“In my opinion this abstraction will undoubtedly lower the 
all the waters of the Great Lakes, except those of Lake Sup 
thus diminish the navigable capacity ead depth of the variou 
and harbors which have been deepened and improved under 4 
Congress. , 

“Leaving out Lake Superior, there are more than 100 works 
and harbor improvements on the Great Lakes and their 
waters, for which appropriations aggregating more than 
have been made. The application of this vast sum has res’ 
curing and maintaining specified depths and widths of chann 
Congress has decided to be required for the accommodatio! 
traffic using these waters. ‘ 

“To diminish these depths, even to a slight extent, would 
prove a serious injury to the traffic, but would practically | 
work which has been accomplished by Congressional dire 
necessitate the expenditure of further large sums of money 








190%. 





project that tends in a measure to annul or reverse the 
Congress, a8 expressed in the various river and harbor acts 

g funds for improving the harbors and channels connecting 

at Lakes, should meet the disfavor of the Department un- 

been sanctioned by that body. In my judgment such a 

e one under consideration, and for this reason I am un- 
ecommend favorable action thereon, assuming that the De- 
empowered to take such action as is held by the Judge- 

‘4 neral.” 
S Taft, in his finding of March 14, said, in part: 

the Chief of Engineers shall recommend the granting of the 
Secretary of War is without power to give the requested 

it I may say this much, that the application is to be 


sis for the withdrawal of a large amount of water from 
in, and that all interested in the enormous lake traffic 


tlement of the question with grave apprehension. 
this is the international complication which is likely to 
threatened lowering of the lake levels in the ports and 
d canals of Canada. On the other hand, it is maintained 
emphasis and elaboration of detail that the change in the 
( ver is essential to the healthful sanitation of Chicago, and 
reatened Injury to navigation is so small as to be negli- 


two such great Interests the decision must be effected 
s by large public policy and expediency, and while I agree 
the nstruction of the Judge-Advocate-General that the issue is left 
sta to the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers and the 
decision of the Secretary of War, it may be fortunate that 
es now require submission of this question of capital and 

I portance to the Congress of the United States.” 
esentatives of the Chicago sanitary district will not relin- 
rts toward securing favorable action 





‘ at the hands of 
Z nd it therefore becomes the duty of the lake interests to 
to the situation and maintain the rights of navigation 


the circumstances are primary and leading. 


secured from unbiased expert authorities, we are prompted 
the following preamble and resolutions: 


PREAM@TLE AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Wl the present navigable depth of the various rivers which flow | 
to | Michigan and the docks and wharves connected with them, as 
\ t harbor entrances, are based upon 


yast lake levels and to 
cessities of modern lake traffic; and 

ny material lowering of the lake levels will result in un- 
dd » to the harbor entrances of and to the dockage and wharves 
m the rivers leading into Lake Michigan and in reducing vastly the ton- 
nage cay ty of the lake fleet: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That we deem the preservation of the levels of the Great 
s as imperative; that we oppose strenuously the project of in- 
the diversion of water from Lake Michigan into the Chicago 

» Canal beyond the 4,167 eubic feet per second now granted, 


uur judgment any material and permanent lowering of our 
would prove an economic loss which is not compensated by 
de or advantages derived elsewhere through such changes: 
And be it further 
‘esolved, That the substance of this report, together with the pre- 
d resolutions, be sent to the Secretary of War, the chairman 
of the Congressional Committee on 
Wisconsin Representatives in the National Congress. 


tfully submitted, 
O. F. Brro, Chairman, 
L. J. Perit, 
FRANK L. VANCE, 
FRANK W. SMITH, 
Cart Joys, 
Special Committee on Deep Waterways. 
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SEAL. ] BE. C. WALL, President. 
W. J. LANGSON. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTER. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6055) to amend sec- 


81 of subchapter 7, building associations, of the Code of | 


Law for the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 
REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 


following resolution, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to: 


That the claims of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal 
South, of Glenville, W. Va. (S. 164); Mrs. Sarah Miller (S. 
! of C. H,. Foy (8. 255); heirs of Joseph A. Brunson, de- 
329); heirs and estate of John F. Bryan, deceased (S. 
nd estate of William Bayliss, deceased (S. 875): Metho- 
| Chureh of Cornith, Miss. (S. 879); the estate of Asa R. 
480); heirs and estate of Sidney Dean, deceased (S. 381); 
Power, deceased (S. 489); estate of Dr. Alfred Martin, 
sed 190); trustees of the First Cumberland Presbyterian 
( hville, Tenn. (8S, 498); Myron Powers (S. 571): the Corn 
itional Bank, of Philadelphia, Pa. (S. 669); George F. 
(OS) ; Jesse Chilton (8. 741); the heirs of Robert A. Brown, 
d (S. 742); estate of John M. Armstrong, deceased (S. 7 
Ament, deceased (8S, 814); Caroline F. Eddy (S 
David B. Tennant, deceased (S. 1038); Mrs. 
6); estate of William Franklin, deceased (S. 1190); Mrs. 
rt Glover and Miss Katherine Stewart Ruse, the heirs at 
nd on legal representatives of the late William Stewart, of 
\ S. 1283); trustees of the Oak Grove Methodist Church 
on County, Ala. (S, 1236); heirs of Rebecca L. DeLeon 
County Court of Bath County, Ky. (S. 1384); heirs of 
trell, deceased (S. 1396) ; Emily Catharine Jones (S. 1399) ; 
ew (S. 1402); heirs of Joseph Valverde, deceased (S. 
nal representatives of the late John M. Doddridge (S. 
Lydia A. Hockensmith, deceased (S. 1659): estate of 
en, deceased (8S. 1660); legal heirs of John Goldsworthy 
, ul representatives of Samuel E. Bratton (S. 1830); Pierre 
961). Ly... 88) + J. B. Cheppert (8. 1844); F, Heno Mollere (8. 


ik nee N 


; and estate of Francois V. Breaux, deceased (S. 1972); 
oore 


and heirs of Joseph Moore, deceased (S. 1875); 
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Downings Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Oak Hall, Va. (S. 
1996) ; the heirs of John H. Rixey, deceased (S. 2006); heirs of Jesse 
Hollis, deceased (8S. 2118); heirs of Hiram Howell, deceased (S. 2119) ; 


heirs of Evelina V. Busby, deceased (S. 2133); Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Moscow, Tenn. (S. 2141); Mrs. Corrinne Lawrence (S. 


2319) ; J. Bloomstein, administrator of the estate of Jacob Bloomstein 


(S. 2322); heirs of W. H. Padrick, deceased (S. 2331); estate of 
Adonis Petit, deceased (S. 2363) ; Joseph W. McCall (S. 2378) ; trustees 


of the Cross Roads Baptist Church, of Paulding County, Ga. (S. 2508); 


trustees of Mount Moriah Baptist Church, of Paulding County, Ga. (8. 
2509); trustees of Potomac par No. 38, Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows, of Alexandria, Va. (S. 2512); trustees of Hanover Baptist 
Church, of King George County, Va. (S. 2513); trustees of the Meth 
odist Episcopal Church South, of Fairfax Court House, Va. (S. 2514); 
the heirs of Alexander Poland, deceased (S. 2515) ; William Coker (S. 
2560) ; trustees of St. Lawrence Roman Catholic Church, of New Ham- 


burg, Mo. (S. 2567); heirs of Joseph V. Connerat, deceased (S. 2612) ; 


heirs of W. M. Gamel, deceased (S. 2630); Jane P. Moore (S. 2687); 
heirs of James D. Davis (S. 2692); Mrs. Sarah C. Jones and Mrs. 
Lucy F. Tyler (S. 2805) ; estate of Susan Richards, deceased (S. 2819); 





f the foregoing facts and estimates herein mentioned, which | 


Rivers and Harbors, | 


trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Annandale, Va. 
(S. 2854) ; Medical College of Alabama, at Mobile, Ala. (S. 2902); es 
tate of Raphael Segura, deceased (S. 1888); estates of Benjamin 8 
Story, Norman Story, and Sidney Story (S. 3029); Mrs. Abigail A. 
Stover or her legal representatives (S. 3092); trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Bowling Green, Ky. (S. 3171); Mingo Peters (S. 3173) ; 
| estate of Sybil A. Penniman (S. 3206); James N. Bowles (S. 3314); 
| estate of Mason Pilcher, deceased (S. 3399); John Thompson (S 
| 3419); Martin Jeffries (S. 3659); James Brice (S. 3663): James and 


William Crooks (S. 3717); heirs of Aaron Wilbur, deceased (S. 372! 
St. Stephen’s Lutheran Church, of Shenandoah County, Va. (S. 3797): 
vestry of St. Paul's Episcopal Church, of Alexandria, Va. (S. 3802); 
legal representatives of David Hamiter, deceased 3840); Seaboard 


(S. 


and Roanoke Railroad Company (S. 3953); Washington Campbell (S. 
3979) ; Manuel Madril (S. 3989); Mrs. Candelaria L. de Lepoint, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Don Blas Lucere, deceased (S. 3990) ; 
heirs of John Nutt, deceased (S. 4018); Ben Mahuren (8S. 4019); 
W. S. Jennings (S. 4020) ; heirs of Robert M. Ely, deceased (S. 4037) ; 


heirs at law of E. L. Shuford, deceased (S. 4076); Pierre A. Giamarchi 





(S. 4156); Thomas C. Payan (S. 4157); Gean Charles Harispe (S. 
4158); estate of John T. Henderson, deceased (S. 4255); John 8. 
Mann and heirs and estate of Lewis W. Mann, deceased (S. 4327) ; 
James Henry and Porter Henry (S. 4362); Jefferson Phillips (S. 
4363); estate of Sylvia Cannon, deceased (S. 4364); heirs of FE. 8 
Leggett, deceased (S. 4393): heirs of Laura BE. Wilkinson, deceased 
(S. 4412); Mrs. Frances W. Robinson (8S. 4413): James Finnegan and 
the heirs of Thomas Nesdall, deceased (S. 4431); deacons of the Mis- 
sionary Baptist Church at Franklin, Tenn. (S. 4160); trustees of the 
Christian Church of Warsaw, Mo. (S. 4474); William F. McKimmy, 
| administrator of John McKimmy, deceased (S. 4492) ; trustees of Roper 
Church, of New Kent County, Va. (S. 4498); the estate of Robert H 
Love, deceased (S. 4500); William Lewis Levaw (S. 4516); Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Corinth, Miss. (S. 4560); trustees of Cumberland 
Presbyterian Church, of Corinth, Miss. (S. 4561); trustees of the Lap- 


tist Church, of Corinth, Miss. (S. 4562) ; trustees of Asbury School, Clay- 
ton County, Ga. (S. 4590) ; Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church South, 


of Clayton County, Ga. (S. 4593); Richard T. Gott, administrator of 
Thomas N. Gott, deceased (S. 4630); rector, wardens, and vestry 
of St. Paul’s Protestant Episcopal Church, Sharpsburg-Antietam 
parish, Washington County, Md. (S. 4631); heirs of Harmon Snyder 
(S. 4706); Union Church, of Woodsonville, Ky. (S. 4718); trustees of 
the Presbyterian Church of Glasgow, Mo. (8S. 4730); Union University 


(S. 4764) ; trustees of Mount Olivet Methodist Episcopal Church South, 
at Nolensville. Tenn. (S. 4765) ; executors of the will of Curtis Burr Gra 
ham, deceased (S. 4784); Thomas N. Arnold, (S. 4860); George Tay- 
lor, administrator of the estate of Elizabeth Taylor, deceased (S. 4867) ; 
trustees of Macedonia Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Frederick 


County, Va. (S. 4882); trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Platte City, Mo. (8S. 4905); Henry A. Tolbert (S. 4912); 
| estate of Charles Goody (S. 5015); trustees of London graded school 


No. 1, of London, Ky. (S. 5056): board of deacons of the Baptist 
Church of Nicholasville, Ky. (S. 5057); Elizabeth H. Rice (S. 5084) ; 
Frances Schnebley, administratrix of Jacob Schnebley (S. 5089); 


James Phillips and certain other naval officers and their heirs or legal 
representatives (S. 5090); John Mullin (S. 5135); estate of James 8. 
Wilson (S. 5208); F. V. Lesieur (8S. 56251); Protestant Orphan Asylum, 


at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi (S. 5298); Presbyterian Chureh 





of Bunker Hill, W. Va. (S. 5324); heirs of John M. Fleming (S. 5328); 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Granville, Tenn. (8. 5336); Meth 
odist Episcopal Church South, of Raywick, Ky. (S. 5550); mayor and 
city council of Baltimore, Md. (S. 5362); heirs and estate of William 
Wann, deceased (S. 5378); heirs and estate of Andrew J. Peacock, 
deceased (S. 5379) : George P. Plowman (S. 5380); heirs and estate of 
Alfred Hambrick, deceased (S. 5382); heirs or estate of Alexander F. 
Perryman, deceased (S. 5383); estate of Isaac Winston, deceased (S 
5885); Cc. H. and W. M. Cramp (S. 5401) ; county of Laclede, State of 
Missouri (S. 5409); county of Greene, State of Missouri (S. 5410); 
Zion African Methodist Episcopal Church, of Beaufort, N. C. (S. 5420) ; 
Grace Protestant ropes Church, of Plymouth, N. C. (S. 5421); 
heirs and estate of Marcus M. Massengale, deceased (8S. 5450): heirs 
and estates of Pnoch R. and Louisa J. Kennedy, deceased (S. 5458) ; 


5469) ; Christian Chureh 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Onan 


heirs and estate of Joseph Logan, deceased (S. 
of Suffolk, Va. (S. 5479) ; 





















cock, Va. (8S. 5480); Richard Cole (S. 5481); board of trustees of the 
public schools of Darlington, 8. C. (8. 5485) 

Legal representatives of Anthony W. Cannon, deceased (S. 5490); 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Shepherdstown, W. Va. (S 
5501): Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Muses Bottom, W. Va. 
(S. 5502); owners of the tug Juno (S. 5510); trustees of Christ 

| Bvangelical Lutheran Church, of Gettysburg, Pa. (S. 5511); trustees 
of the Baptist Church of Tateville, Ky. (S. 5518): ests of Mrs. 
Melissa Gathright, deceased (S. 5521); W. R. Hall (S. 5 ): Joseph 
M. Padgett and others (S. 5528): Methodist Episcopal Church South, 

| of Lebanon, Ky. (S._ 5543); Ascension Protestant Episcopal Church, 

| of Mount Sterling, Ky. (S. 5544); estate of M Prudence Hensle 
deceased (S. 5546): administrator of T. J. Pritchett, deceased 

| 5547); estate of Julia FB. Rightor (S. 5549): board of education 
Gallipolis, Ohio (8S. 5559); trustees of the Lutheran Church of t] 
Ascension, of Savannah, Ga. (S. 5583): legal representatives of T. | 
Walker, deceased (8S. 5633); county of Bradley. State of Tenn 
(S. 5661); James M. Willbur (8S. 5715); Carlos Manja . (S. 572 : 
legal representatives of Joseph White, deceased (S } ; Charles 
A. Miner (8S. 5754); Frank H. Church, administrator of the estate 
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(S. 5783); H. Polkinghorne, jr., of his heirs 
or legal representatives (8S. 5793); Mrs. Carrie W. Brown (8. 5804); 
St. Augustine’s Roman Catholic Church, of Williamsport, Md. 
5825); late firm of Martin, Weakley & Co. (S. 5832); Olive P. 
bitts (8S. 5836); estate of W. G. Chesher, deceased (S. 5904); estate 
of Samuel EF. Bratton, deceased (S. 5907); estate of William Hugley, 
deceased (SS. 5914); estate of Vicente Cantua, deceased (S. 
heirs of John Millbourn, deceased (S. 5941); estate of Lewis D. Cren- 
shaw, deceased (S. 5946); John H. Van Pelt (S. 6031); heirs or the 
legal representatives of the estate of Samuel B. Sparkman (S. 6078) ; 


African Methodist Episcopal Church of lowling Green, Ky. (8. 6082) ; | 
Presbyterian Church of the United States of America of Fayetteville, | 


Teno., formerly known as the 
Fayettevilie, Tenn. (S. 6112); 
Annie Potts, administratrix of the estate of W. B. 
heirs of D. W. Bell, deceased (S. 6241); Catholic Church 
ington, N. C. (8S. 6253); State or North Carolina in trust for the 
claimants thereto the cotton tax collected from citizens of that State 
(S. 6261); Robert Shakespeare (S. 6295); Methodist Episcopal Church 
South of Campbellsville, Taylor County, Ky. (8S. 6314); Nicholas C. 
Pettit (S. 6357): Laura A. Hill (8S. 6381); heirs of Thomas Dean, 
deceased (S. 6387); legal representatives of Robert Mitchell, deceased 
(S. 6426) ; Freeman brothers (S. 6446); heirs of John Birkett, deceased 
(S. 6450); State Street African Baptist Church, of Bowling Green, 
Ky. (S. 6454); Adam K. Baylor and certain other naval officers and 
their heirs or legal representatives (S. 6498). 

Ileirs of Hugh Rodgers (S. 6526): 
(S. 6531); estate of Josiah 
representatives of John P. Maxwell and Hugh H. 
(S. 6565); William H. Townsend (S. 6574): Mrs. 
6578); Putnam County, in the State of Tennessee (S. 6591); heirs of 
Samuel R. Garner, deceased (S. 6609); Lutheran Church of the Ascen- 
sion of Savannah, Ga. (S. 6638); John C. De Lany (S. 6654); heirs of 
W..D. McDowall, deceased (S. 6672); estate of Francis Mclelland, 
deceased (S. 6674); Medical College of Georgia at Augusta, Ga. (S. 
6684); F. H, Lane (8S. 6694); John W. Knight and others (8S. 6702) ; 
heirs of William Dillon, deceased (8S. 6709) 
trator of the estate of Cyprian Dupre, deceased, and others (S. 6714) ; 
heirs or estate of James Ward, deceased (S. 6727); heirs of J. P 
McGaha, deceased (S. 6748); heirs of John Seymour, 
6749); heirs of Lemuel Hannah, deceased (S. 6750); Samuel H. Yar- 
brough and the estate of John Jones, deceased (S. 6751); heirs of 
Andrew C. Legg, deceased (S. 6752); heirs or estate of Henry Cohen, 
deceased (8S. 6808); Hosmer, Crampton & Hammond and others (8. 
6815); W. J. Goodwin (S. 6821); heirs of George S. Simon (S. 6822) ; 
estate of Peter Barentine (S. 6862); Methodist Episcopal Church 
South in Washington, N. C. (S. 6879); Presbyterian Church in Wash- 
ington, N. C. (S. 6880); public school directors of the First 
district of Franklin County, Tenn. (S. 6893); Cumberland Presby- 
terian Church, of Chattanooga, Tenn. (8S. 6894); St. Paul’s Protestant 
Episcopal Church of Chattanooga, Tenn. (S. 6895); John I. Conroy 
and others (S. 6903); estate of Zachariah Claggett (S. 6906); St. 
John's College, of Annapolis, Md. (S. 6907); estate of R. W. Isaac 
(8S. 6908); Newton C. Adams and others (S. 6914); Simeon C. Aldrich 
and others (S. 6915); Elisha Stogsdill (S. 6920) ; 
adiministrator of Temperance Moseley (S. 6921); heirs at law and legal 
representatives of Asahel Bliss (S. 6940); estate of Richard Pember- 
ton, deceased (S. 6948); trustees of the Tennessee Deaf and Dumb 
School, of Knoxville, Tenn. (S. 6967); estate of Lewis Ransom Clark, 
deceased (S. 6969); Faxon, Horton & Gallagher and others (8. 6997) ; 
Sophie M. Guard (S. 6998); Masonic Hall Company of Atlanta, Ga. 
(8S. 7000); infant heirs of William Francis Gill, deceased (8S. 7001); 
University of South Carolina (8S. 7008); Lucy A. Monroe (8. 
Marietta Baptist Church, of Marietta, Ga. (S. 7010); George D. Acker 
and others (S. 7018); Shreve Ackley and others (S. 7014); vestry of 
Trinity Protestant Episcopal Church, of Van Buren, Ark. 
State Street African Baptist Church, of Bowling Green, Ky. 
legal representatives of W. B. Long, deceased (S. 7041). 

Trustees of the Olive Branch Christian Church of James City County, 
Va. (S. 7O88); estate of Riley Wetherington, deceased (S. 7093) ; 
heirs or estate of Dr. Ira G. Wood, deceased (S. 7104); estate of James 
W. Mardis (S. 7121): Nathan F. Amee and others (8S. 7122); Samuel 
T. G. Morsell (8S. 7125); heirs and legal representatives of Thomas F. 
Norton, deceased (S. 7129); James W. Brown and others (8S. 7137) ; 
Winyah Lodge No. 40, Ancient Free and Accepted Masogs, of South 
Carolina (S. 7188); estate of Calvin Tilley (S. 7148); widow and 
family of Marcus F\ Norton and the heirs at law of others (S 7153); 


Cumberland Presbyterian Church of 


Pannell (S. 6201) ; 


Wrenn, deceased (S. 6538); heirs and legal 


Maxwell, deceased 


(S. 
(8. 7029) ; 


Hilaire Raymond (8S, 7157) ; trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church | 


South of Pungoteague, 


Va. (S. 7167); trustees of the Baptist Church 
of Hartwood, Va. 


(S. 7168); Tennessee School for the Blind at Nash- 
ville, Tenn. (S. 7170); Davis & Roper & Co. (S. 7182); Adam L. 
Kichelberger (S. 7193); the heirs of Jenkins & Havens (8S. 7199); 
the estate of Alfred L. Shotwell (S. 7203); estate of Nathan A. Davis 
(S. 7204); certain persons who formerly held town lots in the city of 
Sulphur, in the Chickasaw Nation, Ind, T., 


(S. 7205); and the refunding of certain moneys (S. 7207); now pend- 
ing in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and 


| ‘ . . » > of , . 
ihe same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of | to Maggie J. Carman, which was read twice by its t! 


the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing 
of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved March 
3, 1887, and commonly known as the “ Tucker Act.” 
court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of 
such act, and report to the Senate in acordance therewith. 


Mr. FULTON. From the Committee on Claims I report a 
resolution, and I ask for its adoption. I will explain that it is 
simply a rereference of a number of bills heretofore referred, 
but which were not in proper form to be considered by the 
Court of Claims and were reintroduced in proper form. The 
resolution provides for a rereference of them. 


The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the claims of the State of Oregon (S. 2951); the 
legal repecnentasieee of the late Charles Green, of Connecticut (S. 
3200); James M. Schilling (S. 5266); certain owners of cotton taken 
by the United States military authorities in Adams County, Miss., in 
1863 (8. 5552) ; legal representatives of the estate of Henry 8. Shibley, 
deceased (8. 5942); the estate of Emily R. Hathorn, deceased (8. 
6448) ; the legal representatives of John P. Lamar, deceased (8S. 6449) ; 
the estate of Alfred Austell, deceased (8S. 6949), and the estate of Ed- 
ward W. Munday, deceased (8S. 6950), now pending in the Senate, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


(8. | 
Tib- | 


5924); | 


William 8S. Baude and others (8S. 6144); the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
in Wash- | 


estate of Hl. H. Watters, deceased 


Mary Tr ler (S. | . y ‘ : 
fary areyies | Mr. Scorr, Mr. WarRREN, and Mr. CULBERSON as the conferees on 
| the part of the Senate. 


; Gilbert L. Dupre, adminis- | 


deceased (8. | 


school | 


William Moseley, | pension to John H. Hamlin, which was read twice by its title 


JOOS) ; | 


ete. (8S. 7206) ; Willoughby | 
L.. Wilson, administrator of the estate of Willoughby Wilson, deceased | 


And the said | 
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May 22, 
together with all accompanying papers, be, and the same are | 
referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisio: 

act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits aga 
Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, a 
monly known as the “ Tucker Act.” And the said court shal| 

with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, ani r 
to the Senate in accordance therewith. And if any testimony sha)| 
have been heretofore taken before said court, either in support of o; 
against any of said claims, the court is authorized to consider the same 
at the hearing of such claim pursuant to this reference. 


OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 


of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21897) to increase the limit of 
cost of certain public buildings, to authorize the enlargement, 
extension, remodeling, or improvement of certain public )uila- 
ings, to authorize the erection and completion of public build. 
ings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, and 
for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (S. 7208) providing for a modern 
system whereby the voters of the United States may instruct 
their national representatives, which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. NELSON (for Mr. KirrrepGe) introduced a bill (S. 7209) 
for the relief of Rasmus F. Hafsos, which was read twice by its 
title and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 7210) to authorize an 
exchange of the present site of the light-house at the mouth of 
the Kalamazoo River, in Michigan, for a new site therefor on the 


'new channel, now being the outlet of said river into Lake 


Michigan, which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 7211) granting an increase of 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 7212) granting a pension to 
Adelbert Gardner, which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORE introduced a bill (S. 7213) to provide for the reim 


| bursement of William F. Gilluly for actual expenses incurred 
TO15) ; | 


by him as a United States commissioner of the northern district 
of the Indian Territory while absent from his official headquar 
ters on official business, which was read twice by its title and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 7214) for the 
relief of the heirs or estate of William B. Miller, deceased, which 
was read twice by its title and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. / 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (S. 7215) granting a 


| pension to Harriet L. Curtis, which was read twice by its title 
and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the Commi(tee oi 


Pensions. ' 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 7216) for the relief of 
Henry 8. Hannis & Co. and others, which was read twice by 1's 
title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 7217) granting © | — 
e and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit('ee ob 
Pensions. si 

Mr. OWEN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 94) invitns 
the cooperation of the States in the establishment of © 1% 
tional initiative and referendum, which was read twice by |S 
title and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Pilec 
tions, 

ANACOSTIA FLATS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been furnished with a 
the report of the committee of the Anacostia Citizens’ -\: 
tion on the Anacostia Flats, with the request that il | —_. 
lished as a document. I therefore move that it be printed % 
a Senate document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. HALE. I present certain papers relative 
structural defects in battle ships, I move that the | 
printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


‘Onyv of 
socia- 


pub- 


leged 
ers be 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION. 
NT. I present certain hearings before the Commit- 


HEARINGS BEFORE 


M 


| 


vation of the Senate, containing the testimony of the | 


"1 iation. I move that the hearings be printed as a 
m was agreed to. 


QUAPAW AGENCY, OKLA. 
RTIS. 

16743. 
CE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
743) r the removal of the restrictions on alienation of 


of the Interior and the Director of the Reclamation | 
eference to the issuance of certificates by the Water | 


I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate | 


ds allottees of the Quapaw Agency, Okla., and the sale | 


| lands, schools, agency, or other buildings on 

- of the reservations within the jurisdiction of such agency, 

her purposes, returned from the House of Repre- 
compliance with the request of the Senate. 

RTIS. I move to reconsider the votes by which the 

pill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 

|. Then I shall move an amendment to section 1 of the 


tion to reconsider was agreed to. 

RTIS. I move to strike out section 1 and to substi- 
ndment I send to the desk. 

ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

tor from Kansas will be read. 

RETARY. 


ine I 
Mr. Cl 


tute the 


I from and after the Ist day of January, 1909, all restrictions as 
imbrance, or taxation shall be removed as to one-half of all 
letted to adult members of the various tribes of the Quapaw 
Arency., Okla., except the Modoc tribe; and such _ restric- 
1 like manner and to the same extent be removed as to one- 
nds allotted to members of said tribe, except the Modoc 
minors at the date of allotment, but who have since 

as they may hereafter become, adults. 
of allotted lands as to which restrictions are hereby re- 
» designated as surplus lands, and that part of such lands 
which the existing restrictions are not removed shal! be designated 
mestead lands, and said homestead lands shall be selected as here- 
r pi 
tions shall 


ided 


moved sha 


be retained. 


; 
member of either of 
retion, and he is 


said tribes, except the Modoc tribe, 
authorized whenever he shall be satisfied 


in his dis 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the ) 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18347) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for 


0 tw 


other purposes, and requesting a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereo 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate further insist upon 
its amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 


agree to the further conference asked for by the House on 1 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that the co 
ferees be appointed by the Chair. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Vice-President appointed 
| Mr. Penrose, Mr. Burrows, and Mr. Cray as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 
ELECTRIC SIGNAL AND AUTOMATIC BRAKE DEVICES. 
Mr. MONEY. I submit a resolution. I ask to have it re 


|} a8 I should like to have it finished at this session of 


Strike out all of section 1 and in lieu thereof | 


vided, and as to the said homestead lands all existing restric- | 


That the Secretary of the Interior may, upon application | 


ny allottee of said agency is competent and capable of managing | 


his or her affairs at any time, to cause to be issued to such allottee a 
n fee simple for such portion of his or her allotment hereby 
incumbrance, or taxation, and thereafter all restric- 
incumbrance, or taxation of such lands covered by 


~ } 
om saie, 


is to sale, 


fee-simple patent shall be removed. 
vided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
ized, in his discretion, to sell the surplus. lands, or any part thereof, 


of any minor, after the same shall have been set aside under the pro- 
visions of this act, on written request from the natural or legal guardian 
said minor, and the said Secretary, on such sale, shall pay the pro- 
of such sale to the duly qualified guardian or curator of the 
of said minor; and if there be no such guardian or curator of 
‘state, the said Secretary shall withhold said proceeds of said 


sale and may use the same for the education and support of said minor | 


aid minor shall have attained his or her majority, where- 
upon the remaining proceeds of said sale shall be paid to him or her. 
‘rovided further, That amy sale, incumbrance, or contract for sale 
f incambrance made or entered into by or on behalf of any allottee 
ir any part of his surplus lands prior to January 1, 1909, or prior to 
ssuance of such fee-simple patent, shall be absolutely null and 
ind provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to issue patents in fee to the duly organized 
sionary boards of the religious societies and organizations, severally, 
the lands occupied by them within any of said reservations and 
heretofore reserved to such societies as shown on approved schedules 
ai.iotments 


=< amendment was agreed to. 
he § 


0 
‘ 

¢ 
void 
a 

n 


be read a third time, 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
“ | ra from the President of the United States, by Mr. 


one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
hid approved and signed the following act and joint reso- 


lution : 


(in May 
S. 5617. 


20, 1908: 
\n act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 


o> coo are for gifts presented to vessels of the Navy of the 
iteG States 


On May 22, 1908: 
= R. 90) nt resolution to amend an act authorizing the 
ustruction of bridges across navigable rivers, and so forth. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


TP oon . ’ 
H.R. 22009, An act authorizing the Secretary of War to re- 


mov, 


thine, , wut Obstructions to navigation from the main ship 
aaa \ey West Harbor, Florida, and for other purposes, 
Com tt twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 


Wil , 
MUer( & 


mendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to | 





ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and I will ask 
that committee, if they can, to report it as promptly as possible, 


Congress. 


It is concerning a very practical and excellent device, which 
absolutely prevents the collision of cars either head on or end 


on. It prevents going into open switches, obstacles, or obstruc 


tions on the road. Itisan electrical apparatus that entirely does 
away with any danger in railroad travel. It is extremely im- 
portant, and is now on exhibit here inside of the District. 


I should like to have the committee act upon it as promptly as 
they can. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas there is now on public exhibition on the Chesapeake Beach 





Railroad, within the corporate limits of the District of Columbia, a 
device called the “ Born electric signal and automatic brake" device 


“rear end” collisions of railroad trains 


to prevent “head on” and on 
the same track, open switches, open drawbridges, broken rails, etc. 
and inasmuch as this device “eliminates human agency” and acts 
“ automatically" in the control of railroad trains with such accuracy 
that it seems to be almost human in its intelligence and excites the 
wonder and admiration of the best scientists and electricians in the 


United States: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be requested to 
investigate its workings, and, if based on seund principles for a me 
chanical application to all railroads, that they so report with such other 
recommendations and suggestions as they see proper, to the end that 
the awful slaughter of lives and destruction of property may be stopped 
by its adoption by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. MONEY.) The phraseology of the resolution ought to be 
corrected. Instead of “ requested” let it read, “ That the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed.” It is incorrectly phrased. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to suggest an amendment to 
broaden the scope of the resolution by authorizing the Com- 
mission to inquire into any and all devices for the same pur- 
pose. There are others, and they should bring in as full in- 
formation as possible. 

Mr. MONEY. I have no objection in the world to the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho proposes 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ workings” in the 
tion insert “as well as the workings of any device for a similar 
purpose.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
amendment of the Senator from 


resolu- 


I do not propose to address myself to the 
Idaho, but the preamble of 


| the resolution makes a number of statements which may be 
true and may not. I suppose this is a patented invention? 
Mr. MONEY. Yes. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It might be of great service to the inventor 
to have the Senate of the United States state that it is a 
remarkable invention, will work automatically, and all that 


| out the preamble. 





sort of thing. I suggest to the Senator that he strike out the 
preamble, and that we pass the resolution. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well, I will do that. I do not care, 
that it gets before the Commission. I ask unanimous consent 
to put the resolution on its passage, with the preamble off. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Idaho is agreed to. The Senator 
from Mississippi proposes to modify the resolution by striking 
The preamble is stricken out. 

Mr. MONEY. That being agreed to, Mr. President, I will ask 
that the Senate pass the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest that prob- 
ably a further modification of the text of the resolution will 
be required to make it harmonize. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like 
as modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion as modified. 


SO 


to hear the resolution read 


The Secretary will read the resolu- 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The Secretary read the resolution as modified. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi to 
say, “and all other apparatus intended for the same purpose.” 

Mr. MONEY. Very well; “all kinds of electrical apparatus.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be so modified. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to have the resolution read as 
it has been amended, so that we may know what has been 
done, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion as it now stands. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified. 

Mr. MONEY. 
the Senate to consider and pass the resolution now. 
important, I think, to the country. 
for its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution as modified. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution as modified. 

The Secretary again read the resolution as modified. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to ask the Senator who has 
charge of this matter to whom the Commission 
It seems that some provision has been stricken out there. 
call the attention of the Senator to it. 
make a report, but it does not say to whom they shall report 
or anything very particular in reference to it. 

Mr. MONEY. ‘They can only report to Congress, of course. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is what I suggest. It seems to 
that that ought to be in the resolution, because it simply says 
that they shall report. 

Mr. MONEY. ‘That they shall report to Congress. 
so modified. I did not write the resolution. 
me a little while ago, and I saw there were imperfections in it 
when it was read. I want to get it in some shape, however, 
and to have it acted on. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not sure that I know the full purport of 
the resolution, but I understand it is to investigate an auto- 
matic-signal device. I think I am correct. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; that is it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. LODGE. 
the following provision: 


The Secretary will read the resolu- 


I ask unanimous consent 


The question is on agreeing to the 


I 


Let it be 


| 
The unexpended balance of the appropriation to enable the Interstate | 


Commerce Commission to investigate in regard to the use and necessity 
for block-signal systems and appliances for the automatic control of 
railway trains, including experimental tests, at the discretion of the 


Commission, of such of said signal systems and appliances only as may be | 
the | 


furnished in connection with such investigation, free of cost to 
Government, in accordance with the provisions of the joint resolution 
approved June 30, 
for expenditure during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, for the 
purposes named in this and the preceding paragraph. 

That seems to me to cever it and to give them money to in- 
vestigate all devices. 

Mr. CARTER. 
out the words “awful slaughter,” preceding the words “of 
lives,” and insetting the word “ loss” in lieu thereof. 

Mr. MONEY. I accept that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
agreed to. . 

Mr. HOPKINS. How will the resolution read now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
lution as amended. 

The Secretary read the resolution as amended. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi 
that it ill becomes the Senate of the United States to attempt 
to exploit any inventor, and that the resolution, if it is to be 
adopted at all, should eliminate the name of any inventor or 
any special inyention. I move to strike out the name of the 
invention. 

Mr. LODGE. If that is stricken out 

Mr. MONEY. I do not admit that there is anything ill about 
lL believe it is perfectly proper. 

Mr. LODGE, I believe I have the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from M 

has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. If the name of the special inventor is stricken 
out, it reduces it to the provision of the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. I did not read the whole provision. The preced- 
ing paragraph, referred to in what I read, is as follows: 

Hereafter the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be, 


” 


is 


it. 


assachusetts 


and 


and report on the use and need of any appliances or systems intended 
to promote the safety of railway operation which may be furnished in 
completed shape to such Commission for such investigation and test 
entirely free of cost to the Government. For this purpose the Com- 


The preamble having been taken out, I ask | 
It is very | 


The Secretary will again read the 


| 
is to report. | 


It says that they shall | 
me | 


It was handed to | 


In the sundry civil appropriation bill there is | 


1906, is hereby reappropriated and made available | 


| 
I move to amend the resolution by striking | 


The Secretary will read the reso- | 


is | 
hereby, authorized, at its discretion, to investigate, test experimentally, | 
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“) 


—— 


| mission is authorized to employ persons familiar with the :; 
| be investigated and tested, and may also make use of its re. 
| ployees for such purposes, 

Then follows the appropriation of the money for tha 
| purpose. The resolution without the name of the in 
simply repeating what has already passed both Hous: 
to be the law, and I do not see why we should sing!. 
inventor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have an amendment pending to s'; 
the name of the inventor. 

Mr. MONEY. I want to say that I can not see an) 
priety whatever in naming a device. That is the name 
device, and I want to have a special investigation made of this 
particular device. I introduced the resolution without reading 
it, just as it was handed to me, and it was imperfect! drawn, 

Mr. HOPKINS. If it‘is amended as I propose, the investiga- 
| tion will go on; but if it is left as it stands, it simply means 
| that the Senate of the United States is advertising one par 

ticular invention. 

Mr. MONEY. It is not an advertisement. It is s mply a 
| direction to the Interstate Commerce Commission to inyestigate 
the apparatus. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


ject to 
ar en- 


L precise 
entor js 
+ and is 

ut one 


ke out 


impro- 
of the 


| 
| 


The whole thing is covered. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I withdraw the whole business, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


Mississippi 
. . : i 
withdraws the resolution. 


STEPHEN FEATHER, 


Mr. BURKETT., I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 7114) to correct the military record of Stephen Feather, 
deceased. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill be read, subject to objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor. 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there a report accompanying the bi 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the report may de read, sxiject 
to objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report 
in the absence of objection, as requested by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Waxner on 
the 21st instant, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the Dil! 
| (8. 7114) to correct the military record of Stephen Feather, «k l, 
| favorably reports the same to the Senate and recommends | 

passed with the following amendments: 

In line 6 strike out “ Eighth” and insert “ Eighteenth.” 
In Ime 9 strike out “said organizations” and insert 
organization: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolum 
shall accrue or become payable by virtue of the passage of tii 
Your committee believes that its favorable action is full) 

by the following report of the War Department : 


| Case of Stephen Feather, late of Company F, Kighth Ohio Infantry, an 
Company M, Fourth United States Cavalry. 


The name Stephen Feather has not been found on the ro 
in this Office, of the Bighth Ohio Infantry. 

It is shown by the records, however, that Stephen Feat): 
rolled August 15, 1861, and was mustered into service Se; 
1861, as a private in Company F, Eighteenth Ohio Infantry) 
| three years. He was discharged November 28, 1862, by ree 
reenlistment in Company M, Fourth United States Cavalry, 
provisions of General Orders, 154, Adjutant-General’s (Offic: 
fe enlisted November 28, 1862, in Company M, Fourth Unit 
Cavalry, for three years, and served faithfully with that o: 

until August 25, 1865, when he deserted at Macon. (a. 
Applying for removal of the charge of desertion standi! 
him on the records of Company M, Fourth United States 
Stephen Feather, under date of March 25, 1897, testified as 
“That he is the identical Stephen Feather who was 
Company M, in the Fourth Regiment of United States Cava!! 
served faithfully until on or about the 20th day of August, 1% 
without any intention of deserting, he left the regiment un 
lowing circumstances: About the last days of February 
March, 1865, I was detailed on detached duty as blacksmit! 
Wilson's headquarters, and served as headquarters blact 
about the 20th day of August, at which time the headqu:! 
broken up. The volunteer State soldiers were discharged 
home. I received no orders from any officer of my regim: 
other person to report to my company or regiment. I did 
at the time where my company was located, and, knowin 
| war was over, I did not think that my services were neede 
home not knowing that a formal discharge was necessary ‘ 
| required, never thinking that I was bringing upon my recor 
of desertion. Previous to my service in the Fourth United > 
alry I had served one year in Company F, Eighteenth Ke: 
Volunteer Infantry, and was discharged upon my enlistmen 
Altogether I served over four years faithfully, and until 
ended, before committing the mistake which I have always 
The application for removal of the charge of desertion 
honorable discharge in this case has been denied, and now 
nied, on the ground that it does not appear that at the tim: 
absented himself from his command he was suffering from 
juries, or disease received or contracted in the line of c«‘s 
was revented from returning to his command by reas 
wounds, injuries, or disease before the expiration of his ter! 
| ment, and because the case does not come within any of th 


| 


114 
is 





| 
eas 


“the latter 


usti 


, On iit 


was ¢ 
| 


| 
| 


(avairy 


| 














e act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, which is the 
w in force governing the subject of removal of charges of 


submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
The Adjutant-General. 
RTMENT, 
idjutant-General’s Office, May 16, 1908. 
The ‘RY OF WAR. 
(ry. BEVERIDGE. Morning business is not concluded ? 
ye VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not con- 


REVERIDGE. I shall not object to the consideration 
_ but give notice that hereafter I shall object to the 
on by unanimous consent of any bills until the morn- 
hysiness has been completed. I do not object to this one. 
has : idy been called up and we had better dispose of it. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | 
on of the bill? 

Mr. BACON. Is what the Secretary has read the only re- 
nort a panying the bill? 

' The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the only report. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not like to object to a 
matter of this kind. I listened very carefully to the reading of 
t and I would not assume to take issue with the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, but I do think this is one of the 

isses of cases that ought to be carefully scrutinized, as it in- 
restoration of a man who is a confessed deserter 

on where he can come and claim a pension. 

I happen to know something about the particular dates the 

speaks of in his statement. If I understood it cor- 
rectly, he states that he was detailed in February or March, 
n Macon, Ga., by General Wilson. I know that that is 
not cor? because I know from personal presence on the 
ground that General Wilson never came to Macon until April. 
w of the fact that there is this discrepancy in this state- 
ment, I think the committee ought to look into it. 


consider 


the rem 


' 
volves the 


LO a POs 





Then, as I understand the statement by this soldier, he went 
ay that he was detailed in Macon, and that he left with- 
owing that he did not have a right to do so. Mr. Presi- 
at is a very loose statement to be made. Of course, if 
jJonged to a military command there, his command was 
ere, I know that General Wilson was in Macon during the 
niuer of that year, and it is not to be credited that this sol- 
er wa a condition where he did not know that he was 
a member of a military organization. 
Mr. President, I am not going to take any issue, but I think 
the matter ought to be looked into by the Military Committee 
in view of the fact of the discrepancy which I myself know as 
Therefore I shall object to the present consideration 


s in 


et 





dates, 

f the bill. 
Mr. BURKETT. 
r. This 

the Arn 


I should like to say a word about this mat- 
is the case of a soldier who served almost five years 
ly, until August 25, 1865. General Ainsworth says 
port that if this soldier had been one of those suffering 
uunds, he would have been entitled to an honorable dis- 
charge and had his military record corrected. He 


hack in 


hie r 
is i 


NM 
blacksmith duty. The camp was broken up in August, 1865. 
a ae : 
lie did not know where his command was; he had no orders 


to go anywhere, and he simply went home. That is what the | 
record shows. The reeord is entirely clear, and it is a good | 


record for the soldier, until that time in August, after the 
War was over, when he went home, as a good many other 
soldiers did, and a good many of them have had their records 
corrected. He could not have his record corrected, because he 
did not have any wounds or disability which had been incurred 
in the service, That is the reason General Ainsworth says 
te Department ean not correct his record. 

I Will say to the Senator from Georgia that the Committee 
on Military Affairs did give this bill consideration. The Sena- 
‘or from Missouri [Mr. Warner], himself an old veteran of that 
war, had the matter in charge as a subcommittee. He went 
over this case carefully and has reported it; and I am always 
of the opinion that when an old soldier is willing to report 
‘avorably upon the record of a man who is charged with deser- 
von, the rest of us can afford to rely on his report, because 


; — how well the old veterans guard the military roll of 
Hat war, 


Mr. BAC% »N. 


ann Mr. President, for reasons which will readily 


. I very seldom say anything about the matter of the 
a of the record of a Union soldier or the question of 
oa or anything else of that nature; but my attention 


Mr, BURKETT. Mr. President—— 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 


yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 


enlisted | 
‘early part of 1861 and served, as I have said, until | 
». At the time he left the service he had been detailed for | 


a misstatement, 


Mr. BACON, Permit me to finish the sentence, and then I 
will yield with pleasure. 

Mr. President, my attention happened to be called, in hear- 
ing the reading of the statement by this soldier, to what was 
if I understood it correctly. I understood his 
statement to be that he was detailed at Macon in February or 
March, 1865, by General Wilson to do certain work, and I per- 
sonally happen to know the fact that General Wilson did not 


come to Macon until the middle of April, 1865. 


Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator from Georgia that 


the report reads as follows: 


| gust, at which time the headquarters were broken up. 


About the last days of February or 1st of March, 1865, I was de- 
tailed on detached duty as blacksmith at General Wilson’s headquarters, 
and served as headquarter blacksmith until about the 20th day of Au- 
The volunteer 
State soldiers were discharged and went home. I received no orders 
from any officer of my regiment or any other person to report to my 
company or regiment. I did not know at the time where my company 
was located, and knowing that the war was over I did not think that 
my services were needed, and went home not knowing that a formal 
discharge was necessary or would be required. 


General Ainsworth adds further down in the report: 

The application for removal of the charge of desertion and for an 
honorable discharge in this case has been denied, and now stands de- 
nied, on the ground that it does not appear that at the time this 
soldier absented himself from his command he was suffering from 
wounds, injuries, or disease received or contracted in the line of duty, 
or that he was prevented from returning to his command by reason of 
such wounds. 

I do not find anything in the report involving the objec- 
tion the Senator from Georgia raises, I will say. 

Mr. BACON. The statement is distinctly made that this oc- 
curred at Macon, Ga., if 1 understood it correctly. Of course, 
the Military Committee can do as they please; I shall not un- 
dertake to take issue with them, but I call attention to the fact 
that there is a glaring misstatement of fact, if I understood the 


| reading of the report correctly. 


Mr. BURKETT. I do not find anything like that in the re- 
port, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. The report states that this occurred in Ma- 
con—that is what I understood to be read—and that it was 
in February or March, 1865, that General Wilson - 

Mr. BURKETT. No; the report says the soldier 
on August 25, 1865, at Macon, Ga. 

Mr. BACON. | Yes. 


deserted 


Mr. BURKETT. It does not say anything about where he 
went. 
Mr. BACON. There was the place where he was detailed 


for blacksmith work. 

Mr. BURKETT. He was detailed at headquarters, but it 
does net say when he went there. The record and the testi- 
mony show—— 

Mr. BACON. I know when he went there. He does not state 
when he went there, but I know when he went there. 

Mr. BURKETT. There is no dispute, then, because he does 
not deny when he went there. The record shows when he left 
there, and he left there on the 25th of August. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am going to object to the con- 
sideration of the bill, in order that the Military Committee may 
examine this matter. If they are satisfied, after an examination 
of the facts to which I have called attention, I shall make no 


further objection to the bill; but I do think, in view of the 
knowledge which I have of the discrepancy which I have 
| stated, that the Military Committee ought to have the ad- 


vantage of the opportunity for further investigation. 

Mr. BURKETT. I submit that there is no discrepancy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the 
will go over without prejudice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Did the Senator from Georgia object to the 
bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
jected to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I did upon the ground that it was, as I un- 
derstood—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. 


bill 
ob- 


Georgia 


I hope the Senator from Georgia will listen 


to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. WARrNeRr], who reported the 


bill, before he interposes an objection. 

Mr. BACON. I will. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I have no further explana- 
tion to make of the bill than that which appears in the report. 
From the report coming from the Adjutant-General, it seems 
that this soldier, according to the records, served honorably 









some four years; that he served until about the 20th of August, 
1865, some months after the war closed. His case comes within, 
as I understand it, the rule of the Military Committee as to 
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soldiers who went home, as many did, not knowing really where The motion was agreed to, and the Vice-President appointed 

their commands were, That is the explanation as to the ques-| Mr. Hare, Mr. Arison, and Mr. TELcer as the conferees op the 

tion of fact. part of the Senate. 
As to the date referred to by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. i 

1LAcon }, of course I have no information further than that con- ‘ anon re ee Se ee 

tained in the report. The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
Mr. ALDRICH. Was not this soldier in the Regular Army— | the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 

not in the Volunteer Army? of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21875) making appropriation 
Mr. WARNER. He was in the volunteers. for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscs) year 
Mr. BACON. I could not hear what the Senator from Mis- ending June 50, 1900, and for other purposes, and requesting a 

souri [Mr. Warner] said, but I do net want to detain the Sen- a a the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ate about a matter of this kind. If, after the statement I have _nereon. 

made, the Military Committee desires to proceed with the bill, I Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 

shall not object and will let it go. ments, agree to the conference asked for by the House, and that 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | the conferees be appointed by the Chair. 

consideration of the bill? The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointeg 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | MT- Scorr, Mr. Hemenway, and Mr. FRazter as the couferees 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported | ©" the part of the Senate. 

from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. DATE ON CANNED MEAT, ETC. 


The first amendment was, on page 1, line 6, before the word The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 

“ Regiment,” to strike out “ Eighth” and to insert “ Eighteenth,” | and the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution submitted by 

80 as to read: the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BrvermaceE], coming over from 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- | a former day. 


rected to remove the charge of desertion now standing on the records of : . - 
the War Department against the name of Stephen Feather, deceased, The Secretary read the resolution yesterday submitted by Mr. 
late of Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. BEVERIDGE, as follows: 


The amendment was agreed to. Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be dis. 


om charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 912) to amen 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I certainly do not want to | the act entitled “An act making appro riations for he Ratertanet “ 
n 


interfere in a case that has merit, but I understand from other reg pg ype yp tye a 51 Ry ve approved March 
Senators that this man was in the Regular Army and that he | 73, the ‘Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30 
was not in the volunteer service at the time of the desertion. | 1907,” approved June 30, 1906. . 
I think that ought to be cleared up. Probably the report does Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, this is a bill about which 
clear it up. As to that I do not know, as I did not hear the | there was some discussion on yesterday. It is a bill requiring 
report read. If be was in the Regular Army, of course his | the date to be put upon cans of meat or meat-food products, 
plea that he did not know the war had closed, or something to | 1t was a part of the original meat-inspeetion measure. In this 
that effect, would not hold. bill also is a provision putting the cost upon the packers, but, 
Mr. BURKETT. He was not in the Regular Army, I will | in view of my knowledge of the sentiment of many Senators 
FAY to the Senator from New Hampshire. The Senator from upon the latter subject, I will say that I do not intend to press 
Missouri [Mr. Wagner] has just stated that he was a volunteer | that portion of it at this time at all. The object of this motiou 
soldier, is merely that the Senate may have an opportunity to act upon 
Mr. ALDRICH. Members of the Military Committee about the bill requiring the date of canning to be put upon cans of 
me say that this soldier was a volunteer originally, but was at | meat and meat-food products. 


the time of the desertion in the Fourth Cavalry of the Regular I will say only one word with reference to that, because the 


Army. — eae facts are all familiar to the Senate and do not need any elabora- 
Mr. GALLINGER. The report states: tion. This measure has passed the Senate twice without « dis- 
That he is the identical Stephen Feather who was a private in Company | senting vote. Everybody knew about it when it was passed. 

daithfuliy wotil on oe about the 20th day of August 1865, when, witk, | It has been before the Committee on Agriculture, al! tol, for 

cut any intention of deserting, he left the regiment under the following | practically two years. The facts involved in this projvsition, 
circumstances. the arguments that may exist against it—which were found to 

Mr. President, as the man was in the Regular Army, I must | be very, very few—were all set out at great length when the 
object to the further consideration of the bill to-day. _meat-inspection bill was originally up in the hearings before the 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the further | House committee. Those hearings were printed. 
consideration of the bill. The bill will go over without preju- Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 
dice. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indians 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. — po pay gone o 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. 2. F ee, Verein. Se at 
sROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis-|_ Mr. WARREN. W : ae ae. tal 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.| ™#Y — eee ian t - aaa i aes enbiect 

21875) making appropriations for the support of the Military | time since yesterday trying to get material on this subji 

Aes 2 ; ' ; and I have before me all that I can find, and it is very, ver 

Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other  Sonater 

Si aint . - | little. I will be glad—and that is why I interrupt the : 
purposes; asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing b i ae ines Oliaal 

s | now—if he can tell me where the information is, in or at 

votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Parker I » get whatever printed matter he may have or know of 

of New Jersey, Mr. Carron, and Mr. StaypeN, managers at the | >, @@Y Set whatever printe y 

conference on the part of the House. = a Sn aaa has the House } rs 
The message also announced that the House had disagreed to —_ ee = . seem in TOR 

: ans then he has all, I suppose, that he can get, for the 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21946) making . entnat this P 

appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for | little against the provision. If there is little against ('\ P'" 

the fiscal year ending June 30 1908 and for prior years, and vision, it is because there was little to be = marge 

for ther pur yoses; asks a conference with the Senate on th read with great interest and with some astonishie 

eT a ea son th h so «| time and heard statements made which at that t 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed , large amount 

Mr.’ : Sl chiefly directed to the fact, as I remember, that a laree 

Mr. Tawney, Mr. VrReeranp, and Mr. Brunpipcs managers at romld pt 

the conference on the part of the House of old canned goods was on hand, and this wout | 

7 —. As sale of it. I think if the Senator has it there, althov 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. not looked at it for two years, he will find that it w 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of | repsesentatives of the packers that they would brins 

the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of | canned meat upon which the label had become impair 

the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21946) making appropriations to | it would look old, boil the label off, and put on a lew 

supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end-| that the customer, the man who bought the meat © 

ing June 30, 1908, and for prior years, and for other purposes, | to his wife and children to eat, would suppose that 

and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing | eating fresh meat, when, as a matter of fact, they m! 

votes of the two Houses thereon. ing meat eight years or ten years old, or even older | 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- This is a matter of tremendous human interest. 

ments, agree to the conference asked for, and that the conferees | there is not a single physician in this country Ww’! 

be appointed by the Chair, know that the statement of the Senator from New |: 
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part of March. I am usually in hearty sympathy with the 
Senator from Oregon when he wants to take up a measure, 
but here this bill, in which he says so many Senators are in- 
terested, has lain, and when I moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture that we may take up a measure which 
has passed the Senate twice, and which will probably not take 
any discussion, the Senator from Oregon, after the bill has 
been here before us since last March, moves for the first time 
or perhaps for the second time to proceed to its consideration. 

The Senator said, and perhaps rightly, that many Senators 





‘NGER], made on this floor with great feeling when this 
s up before, is true, that most of the cases of ptomaine 
among men, women, and children in this country 
, the eating of old meat and meat-food products that 
canned. I have never yet heard one single objection 
assure of human safety to the health and life of the 
It has passed the Senate twice. It was rejected by the 
in conference. No objection has ever been 
this body or in any committee of this body to it. The 
ve been asking for it for two years. As I explained 


nferees 








it is no refiection whatever on the committee, for I | are interested in this omnibus claims bill. Well, Mr. President, 
ng know that to discharge the committee from the fur- | suppose that every one of them had some constituent who was 
ideration of the bill will not be offensive at all or | interested in some one claim in this omnibus claims bill. The 
“ e so regarded, at least by some members of the com- | whole people of the United States are interested in the measure 
| I think by a majority of that committee, and there- | for putting the date upon cans, thus making the meat and meat 
fore President, 1 make the motion. food products contained in these receptacles not dangerous to 
; Mi LTON. Mr. President, I do not wish to antagonize | health and life. Is the fact that some Senator here has an interest 
+] ; of the Senator from Indiana to bring this matter up | in a claim contained in the omnibus claims bill, which is now 
d ure consideration for his bill, but I can see that it is | urged all of a sudden, at the closing days of the session, al- 
" lead to very much discussion, and there is an im- | though it has lain here four months, of greater public interest 
. veasure here that has been a long time reported from | than the health, the life, and the safety of the people? Is not 
the nittee—the omnibus claims bill. I have waited to se- | the interest of 90,000,000 people as much public consideration 
eyre consideration of that bill until the general appropriation | as the interest of some Senators who want some claims con- 
hills | special appropriation bills were out of the way. A sidered in the omnibus claims bill, and of other Senators, no 
great 1y Senators are especially interested in the bill, be- | doubt, who do not want those claims considered, because we all 
se zens of their States are widely interested. I can not, | know what occurs when an omnibus claims bill comes up here, 
in justice to them and without a dereliction of my duty, refrain | It is always one of the most vexed subjects before the Senate. 
longer from moving to take it up. Therefore I move that the No person knows better than I do the laborious, tedious, ac- 
Senat ww proceed to the consideration of House bill 15372, | curate, painful, and extended labor that the Senator from 
being the omnibus claims bill. | Oregon, as chairman of the Committee on Claims, has given to 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon moves | those measures, and he knows better than any other man in this 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill, the title | Chamber that as a result of the adoption of his motion, if we 
of which will be stated. stand by it afterwards, if it is not made merely for the pur- 
The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 15372) for the allowance of pose of preventing this bill of mine being taken up, not one 
certain claims reported by the Court of Claims under the pro- | other measure can be considered, much less passed, during the 
visions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, | remaining days of this session. 
and commonly known as the Bowman and the Tucker acts. Mr. President, even if the measure which I am now urging 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, there are—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that this motion is not debatable. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The motion to discharge the committee 
ial 


upon the attention of the Senate were not before us, even if we 
had to consider only those other large questions, one of which 
we were considering yesterday, and some other large ones that 


is debatable. This is not a motion to proceed to the considera- many Senators have before us, and even if I were not interested 

tio in the present bill which I have called before the attention of 
Mr. LODGE. It is a motion to proceed to the consideration | the Senate, I do not think, if it be true, as the Senator from 

of a bill, and that motion is not debatable. Oregon says, we are in the closing hours of the session, that the 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I ask the Senator from Oregon to 


omnibus claims bill should be considered before other great, 
urgent, human measures are considered. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Oregon 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. FULTON. If the Senator will not take much time. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to make a brief statement. I have 
no speech to make. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. BevermGE] 
has made a statement here of the facts as he understands them, 


withhold his motion for a moment, until I can make my state- 
ment. I should certainly do so, if he desired, and I think any 
| 


Senator would. 

Mr. FULTON. Very well; I will withhéld the motion so as | 
to give the Senator from Indiana an opportunity to make the | 
statement he desires, but will reserve the right to renew the 
motion afterwards. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Certainly. Mr. President, the first rea- 
son given by the Senator from Oregon for asking for the con- | 


dl ; ; a ¢ which is entirely erroneous so far as the proposition to pu 1e 

sideration of the omnibus claims bill is that the measure that . p eee © put t 
; : : : dates on cans of meat and meat-food products is concerned. 

1a king steps to have considered will cause some discus- | The matter has had no consideration whatever before an 
sion. I do not think it will cause twenty minutes’ discussion; | ; pa Ae ? S : wend 


Senate committee, nor has the Senate yet granted any hearings 


; q : | on the subject. As a matter of fact, the original subject-matter 
it would not cause one i h part of the discussio1 at | ° ener : : ss Ky 7 
cause one one-hundredth part of t di ssion that passed this Senate, together with the meat-inspection bill, as 


the claims rill cause. Yesterday the Senato a , ; 
tp - me bill wi : lay ; itor | an amendment offered on this floor and unanimously adopted 
from Oregon referred to the fact that we are in the closing days | —. rear : " es 
f +) . . without due consideration or debate during the season of 
of the session, and the Senator and myself had a short colloquy os E = ; < py 

that. If he is right. if we are in the closing days of the hysteria that followed the publishment of the book called “ The 
session, then the enti: ‘from his wide and accurate and ¢ ze Jungle,” by some fellow whose name I do not happen to re- 
PSS1ION, 1e ie Senator s , { acc ms { ‘lre- . Es 

4 ; member now. It went to conference. The House 


but if it eaused all that the Senator from Oregon apprehends, 


hibus 


nno 
1pol 


sensi would not 
ful experience, knows , rhic » has moved to take : j 

know that the bill which he has m ved t take | agree to it. It came back here, and the canning part of the 
lp how can not possibly pass. Not only that, Mr. President, eer Rien i af Pam 

hnt 1 . . | business was cut out on the Senate floor or in conference. 

vut we had before the Senate yesterday, and expect to have | 


Mr. BEVERIDGER. 
me a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 


again 4 Mr. President, will the Senator permit 


-day, & measure of very great importance concerning the | 
compensation of Government employees injured in the course 

of their work. Proceeding to the consideration of the omnibus | 
Caims bill would mean, if we stood by our action in that par- 
Ucular, not only that we would not take up the bill to put dates 





s of meat, not only that we could not take action with 
‘rence to the bill providing for the compensation of Govern- 
uployees disabled or killed, but that we could do noth- 
except to discuss the omnibus claims bill, which, if 


the Senator is right in saying that we are in the closing days 
of the session, can not pass anyhow. 

Che other consideration, and a consideration which, in view 
of the motion which has been made, I think the Senate should 
obs tye is this, that this bill, which the Senator now moves, 
. he says in the closing days of the session, and which 
ve ns v will take so much discussion that it can not pass if 

> ATe 


in the closing days of the session, has been before the 


Senate on the report of the Senator’s committee since the latter 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Since the Senator recalls 
that great contest, I will say to the Senator that the bill passed 
the Senate, went to the House, and came back first from the 
House committee with nearly everything cut out. It was, as 
it was first reported to the House, practically an innocuous 
measure. It was only after a desperate battle, which aroused 
the interest and the indignation of the whole American people, 
that every feature of the original Senate bill, except two, was 
put back; and the two that were not put back were the pro- 
vision in regard to the date on the cans and the one placing 
the cost of the inspection on the packers. 

Mr. WARREN. I hope the Senator will simply state facts, 
and not argue the case, because I intend to be brief, 


the history of 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Those are the facts about that matter. 

Mr. WARREN. I have some facts here, and, with the con- 
sent of the Senate, I want to make this statement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the statement. 

Mr. WARREN, I think the Senator ought to defer further 
interruption when I am occupying the floor by courtesy of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Futtron]. The Senator says that 
it passed the Senate a second time. That is true, because 
it was well known when it passed here that it would be thrown 
out in conference. Perhaps the Senator did not know it, but 
every other Senator on this floor who had made any inquiry 
knew it. Now, if it had been reported from the Agricultural 
Committee the other day when it was requested, it would have 
been reported adversely. The Senator is informed, so he says, 
that they have had hearings over in the House committee. 
tainly he will not claim that one of these parties has had any 
hearing before the committee of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I never did say so. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator said yesterday that they had 
had hearings before the House. I hold here in my hand a vol- 
ume of the 1908 hearings of the House containing something 
like 1,000 pages, and I will read all that was said on this ques- 
tion before the committee of the House. 

Mr. Core, of that committee, said: 

Mr. Chairman, I was not here yesterday, and I would like to ask one 
question. How is the meat inspection coming on; is it satisfactory? 

Doctor Melvin said—and, by the way, he is head of the Bu- 
reau of Animal Industry of the Agricultural Department: 

Doctor MELVIN. Very satisfactory. 

Mr. Cougs. Are you asking for any amendments of the law? 

Doctor MELVIN. No, sir; we have not asked for any this year. We 
considered it advisable to work under the present law for two or more 
years and ascertain very definitely whether any essential changes were 
necessary before suggesting any. There have been several of minor 
importance that have occurred to me, and probably next year we may 
come in with a recommendation for these minor changes. 

That is all there is in the hearings of the House this year. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Will the Senator from Wyoming permit 
me? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Could the Senator in a few words tell 
the Senate why the date should not be put on the can? 

Mr. WARREN. I am not permitted, as I view it, under the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to debate this question just 
now, as there is a motion before the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the omnibus claims.biil. I will do that at the 
proper time. 

In the hearings of the House for last year there is less than 
half of a page, and that only indirectly refers to this can-dat- 
ing matter. If the Senator wishes, I will have it read at the 
desk, Does the Senator wish to have it read? There is less 
than a half page in the entire book of hearings. These two 
short unimportant items represent everything that has been done 
and said as to affording hearings to the outside world and those 
vitally interested. If the Committee on Agriculture of the 
Senate has a chairman who favors this measure, as the Senator 
assures us it has—and I have no reason to doubt it—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I have his letter. 

Mr. WARREN. He is certainly as safe with this subject in 
the hands of that committee as any other. The committee has 
not yet properly considered this question. On the other hand, 
here I have requests without number, letters and telegrams, 
sent me by great associations, great industries, asking to be 
heard, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not without number. 

Mr. WARREN. Retail grocers’ associations, the wholesale 
grocers’ association, the packers’ association, and others without 
number. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will ask the acting chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture if the author of the bill or any friends 
of the measure have asked for a hearing before the Committee 
on Agriculture? 

Mr. WARREN. Not, that I know of. It seems to be an in- 
dividual matter resting alone with the senior Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. BEveriper]. 

The members of the Committee on Agriculture, so far as I 
know their feeling, are ready to take up this question, are ready 
to have hearings, and are ready to consider whether the cans 
shall be labeled with the date, as to meats, and whether they 
shall label the cans which contain vegetables, such as corn and 
tomatoes, and fruit, and so forth. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not included in this bill. 

Mr. WARREN. True, but it is well known to those who have 
studied the question—it is well known to those who have used 
corn, tomatoes, and other vegetables from cans, that ptomaine 


That is precisely what I am doing. 





| Indiana can proceed. 
Cer- | 


poisoning exists in far more instances in them than in tinned 
meat, and occurs there in the ratio of 3 to 1, as compareg 
with canned meats. 

Mr. FULTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Oregon withhoj 
his motion until I can answer the Senator from Wy 

Mr. FULTON. I hope the Senator from Indiana \ 
insist upon that request. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Wyoming has made 
certain statements of fact. 
Mr. FULTON. The Senator can see it is going to 
interminable debate. The Senate understands the s 
very well. If it is opposed to taking up the bill 
have brought forward, it will say so. 


ning? 


ll not 


lead to 

ation 
j ‘h I 
Then the Senator from 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I desire to correct one or two misstate. 
ments unintentionally made by the Senator from Wyomi: 

Mr. FULTON. One or two corrections will lead to » half 
hour’s debate. I must insist on proceeding with the motion, 
I trust the Senator from Indiana will not consider 
courteous; but I have given way now to one on each side. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. FULTON. What is it the Senator wants? 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to report a bill from the Committee 
on Commerce and to ask for its present consideration. 
very short bill. 

Mr. FULTON. I will yield with the understanding that it 
leads to no discussion, 


dlis- 


Itisa 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, 


Mr. NELSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 22009) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to remove certain obstructions to naviga- 
tion from the main ship channel, Key West Harbor, Florida, 
and for other purposes, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment. At the instance of the chairman of the committee, who 
is absent, I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
I desire to state that it is simply a modification in a few in- 
stances of river and harbor appropriations of last session. It 
makes no new appropriations. It simply allows a modification 
and diversion in a few instances. That is all. 

The bill was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows; 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to remove, or cause to be removed, certain reefs from the 
main ship channel, Key West Harbor, Florida, mentioned in «a report 
made by Lieut. L. H. Beach to the Secretary of War on February 1 
1908, and the sum of $5,000 of the amount heretofore appropriat 
for improving the harbor at Key West_and entrance thereto uncer the 
river and harbor act approved March 2, 1907, or so much of said sum 
of $5,000 as may be necessary, is hereby made available for such pur- 
pose. 

Sec. 2. That the unexpended balance of the amount heretofore appro- 
priated for the improvement of Chicago Harbor, or so much thereol 
as may be deemed advisable, be, and the same is hereby, made avail- 
able, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, for expenditure on the 
existing project for the Chicago River. 

Sec. 8. That so much as may be necessary of the amount bhereto- 
fore appropriated, or authoriz to be appropriated, for the mainte 
nance of the South Pass of the Mississippi River, or for examinations 
and surveys of the South Pass of the Mississippi River, or for the im- 
provement of the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi River, may, 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, on the recommendati 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, be used in dredging snoa 
in the said river between Cubits Gap and the Head of the Passes wien 
ever it may become necessary to secure a depth of channel 
said shoals of 35 feet, with a practical width. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, ap) 
whole or any part of the unexpended balance of the amount 2 
fore appropriated for the improvement of the Duluth-Superior |! oF, 
Minnesota, to dredging inside the Duluth entrance thereto, ‘ecom 
mended in House Document No. 221, Sixtieth Congress, first sess! 

Sec. 5. That the provision in the river and harbor act approve 
March 2, 1907, relating to the construction of the Sandy La} R ser 
voir Dam, Minnesota, is hereby amended by striking out tie wo" 
“without a lock for steamboats.” = 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 2u 
in his discretion, to expend and to enter into a contract or 
for the expenditure of so much as may be necessary of tli 
heretofore appropriated or authorized to be a propriated f 
provement of the harbor at Milwaukee, Wis., for the impro\ 
the Kinnickinnick River or any part thereof inside the harbo 
tofore provided by law, whenever and as soon as the elt 
waukee shall have complied with the provisions set fort . 
Document No. 120, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, a! i 
ized by the river and harbor act approved March 3, 190: 
amended by the act entitled “An act to amend the river anc 
act of March 3, 1905,” approved June 30, 1906, so far as © 
visions apply to the improvement of said Kinnickinnick Riv 

art thereof. : 
. Sec. 7. That the whole or any part of the amount here! 
thorized to be appropriated for the construction of a dredge 
Harbor, Alabama, with the exception of $5,000 for the prep: 

lans for said dredge, may be used for dredging said harbor, 
Gooretacy of War, in his discretion, may enter into a contract 
tracts for the performance of the work. 


i 


vy the 








That to make effective the provision fn the river and harbor 
“4 March 2, 1907, for a survey of the Neversink River, 
with a view to the removal of bars and other obstructions 
- its mouth, the scope of such survey be enlarged so as to 


Delaware River at and near the mouth of the Neversink | 


ICE-PRESIDENT. 
on of the bill? 
ing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

vi eeded to consider the bill. 

was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. FULTON. I now renew the motion that the Senate pro- 
cowl to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15372) for the allow- 
f certain claims reported by the Court of Claims under 

sions of the acts approved March 8, 1883, and March 3, 


anc 
au 


the pl 

1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker acts. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That motion, if successful, will preclude 

the « deration of any other bill by the Senate unless there is 


a subsequent motion agreed to to take up something else. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be true only up to 2 o’clock, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; the morning hour would be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CLARKE] to the amendment of the committee. It will be 
stated by the Secretary for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary. On page 40, line 14, after the word “Ar- 
kansas,” it is propesed to insert “ four thousand,” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


8, 


ville, Ark., $4,400. 
Mr. OVERMAN, 

procedure. 

, 

ments to be considered as offered in the Senate? 
Mr. FULTON, I could not understand the 

North Carolina. 
Mr. OVERMAN, 
Mr. FULTON. 


Mr. President, I 


Senator from 


Has the bill been read to the Senate? 
We are now about to read the bill. 


Mr. OVERMAN, I understood the Secretary to state an 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CLARKE], 

Mr. FULTON. The bill has been read to line 13, on page 40, 
I think. 


Mr. OVERMAN, 
ments been read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would ask that the agreement under 
which the formal reading of the bill was dispensed with be 
read, 4 order that we may know under just what order we are 
proceeding. 

Mr. FULTON. The former understanding—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it had better be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Recorp is not at hand. The 
‘hair will have it sent for. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I do not understand the situ- 
= sat all the Senate committee amendments been 
acop eC ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? : 
on FULTON. I do not understand the Senator from North 
arolna, 

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to understand if the Senate com- 
mittee amendments to the bill have been adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. The bill has not been read through. 

Mr. FULTON. ‘The bill has not all been read. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Then why should the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Arkansas be read at this time? 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Amendments to committee amend- 
ments are in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there is no agreement and no record of 
any agreement, I ask that the regular order be followed. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That the bili be read for committee 
amendments? 


Mr. AL] RICH. 
reading of the bill, 
Mr. WARREN, 
it was re: 
should be 
sions 
readin 







Let the bill be read anyhow—the first formal 






Mr. President, when the bill was up before 
juested—and I think the request was granted—that it 
read thoroughly, because there may be errors, omis- 


in names, amounts, and so forth, to be corrected as the 
§ progresses, 















‘ustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, Clarks- | 
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Is there objection to the present | 


| prior consideration 


Mr. FULTON. The Senator from Rhode Island—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. FULTON. In one moment. I wish to make a state- 
ment. I understand that the Senator from Rhode Island re- 
quested that the agreement under which we proceeded on the 
of the bill be read. I wish to inquire 
whether or not the Clerk has the agreement at hand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Clerk does not have it in hand. 
The Chair has sent for it, and as soon as it is here it will be 
submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. FULTON. At the time the reement was made I stated 
what the understanding was. As I recall it, it was that we 
proceed with the reading of the bill, and that the committee 
amendments should be first considered as they were reached, 
and that no other amendments should be offered until the com- 
mittee amendments had been disposed of. Where a committee 


Senator from Oregon 


Ag 
“as 


| amendment was proposed, an amendment to it could be offered 


| at the time. 


It was under that arrangement, as I recall it, that 


| the Senator from Arkansas proposed the amendment on page 


| 40, 





do not understand the | 
Is the bill to be read through now, or are amend- | 


Have all of the Senate committee amend- | 


Pending the consideration of that amendment, the bill was 
laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair has the Recorp of the 
date when the bill was last before the Senate. 

Mr. Futon. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, that the bill be read for amendment, and that the committee 
amendments be first considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Chair’s pardon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asked 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that the 
bili be read for amendment, and that the committee amendments 
be first considered; and it was so ordered by the Senate. The 
bill will now be read for the consideration of committee amend- 


Chair hears none, 


| Ments. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to examine the bill. There are certain interests in my 
State that had claims before the committee. I think some of 
them were considered in the House. I observe in the bill I 
have before me that thirty-five pages purport to be the bill as 
passed by the House, and all of those claims seem to have been 
disallowed by the Senate committee. 

Mr. FULTON. I will explain to the Senator how that is. 
This bill consists, as the Senator will see, of a great many 
items; and they are grouped by States. In reporting amend- 
ments to the House bill there seemed to be two ways only. One 
was to strike out all of the House bill after the enacting clause 
and then report an amendment which would include the items 
as they came from the House, together with such additional 
items under each State heading as the committee determined in 
favor of. That obviated the necessity of reporting an amend- 
ment under each State and a separate amendment for each 
separate item. That, I understand, has been the course pur- 
sued always in reporting the omnibus claims bill from the 
Senate committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So the bill contains all of the House pro- 
visions? 

Mr. FULTON. If the Senate will allow me, I will make a 
little further statement. I ought to inake it in order to give 
an understanding of the situation. The amended bill as re- 
ported by the Senate committee reinstates practically all of 
the House items. A few were omitted. This bill was reported 
once before by the Senate committee. When it was printed I 
discovered that through an error a number of items had been 
included which, under the rule that had been adopted by the 
committee, should have been excluded. I therefore asked to 
have the bill rereferred, and I sought to eliminate all such 
items, and reported the bill as the Senator now sees it, on the 
16th day of March, 1908, with a number of House items and a 
number of items that had been in the previous report eliminated. 
That led to a great deal of dissatisfaction, because a number 
of Senators on the first report of the bill had notified con- 
stituents that their items were included in the bill. Realizing 
the embarrassing position it put them in, I said heretofore when 
the bill was up, and I state now that so far as I am concerned, 
I am ‘willing to accept amendments reinstating all those items 
which appeared in the first bill that was reported by the Sen- 
ate committee. I have prepared here a number of committee 
amendments—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr, FULTON. In just a moment. I have prepared here in 
the shape of committee amendments to be offered these items 
that were excluded, and I shall offer them under the head of 
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~ 
the respective States as they are reached in the reading of the 
bill. Now I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Just a moment. 

Mr. McCREARY, I notice in this bill that the first thirty- 
five pages—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, 

Mr. FULTON, 
tucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. 
drawn through them. 
of the bill? 

Mr. FULTON. That is a phase of the matter I have just | 
been attempting to explain. 

Mr. McCREARY. I did not hear the Senator. 
Mr. FULTON. The committee, in considering the bill as it 
came from the House, pursued the course that has been followed | 
heretofore in reporting these omnibus claims bills. The prac- 
tice is to group various items under the heads of the States 
where the parties interested reside. There are always a great 
many amendments to be reported by the Senate committee. If 
we should report every item separately for each State, it would 
involve a vast number of items and a vast amount of labor | 
and take an interminable time to dispose of them. Therefore 
the practice has been adopted of reporting an amendment strik- | 
ing out all the items in the House bill and then preparing, in 
the shape of one amendment, all the House items that are to 

be retained and the Senate items that are to be inserted. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. I have a number of amendments to offer to this bill, but 
I understand there is some agreement that we shall concur in | 
the amendments of the committee in the first place, and that | 
other amendments shall not be offered. 

Mr. FULTON, I am not in a position to say there has been | 
any agreement. I think there is a tentative understanding that 
no amendments will be proposed, at least so far as concerns the 
so-called “war claims” and “church claims.” 

I have found this to be the situation. If we include any | 
more items in this bill, there will be no possibility of having it | 
ultimately passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to ask the Senator from Kentucky | 
whether the agreement to which he refers is a public or private | 
agreement? 

Mr. McCREARY. I 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to find out whether the agreement | 
of which the Senator from Kentucky seems to have some know!l- 
edge is a public or private agreement. 

Mr. McCREARY. I was myself endeavoring to get some in- 
formation. I have some amendments to offer, but I have been 
told that there was such an agreement, and I was endeavoring 
to get some information from the chairman of the committee 
as to the agreement to which the Senator from Rhode Island 
refers. I am willing, if no other individual amendments are to 
be offered—so anxious am I to get the bill through as it is—to 
refrain from offering amendments. 

Mr. FULTON. Whatever agreement exists is purely of a 
private nature, and is simply an understanding that has grown | 
out of numerous conversations I have had with Senators rep- | 
resenting those States whence come the great body of the items 
in the bill commonly called “ war claims”’—claims growing out 
of the civil war. I have said to them that I could not consent | 
to urge the passage of this bill if more of those claims were 
going to be attached than those which I proposed to the bill by 
reinstating the items which I have explained were stricken out, | 
because { know it would be utterly useless to present the bill in 
that shape—that is, with many more items added—and hope to 
secure its passage. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What I desire information upon is the in- 
terest that Illinois has in this bill. I find on pages 8 and 9 of 
the House bill that there are sixteen or more different claims 
that were regarded as meritorious by the House committee and 
by the House, and received favorable consideration in that body. 
All of those claims have been stricken out by the Senate com- 
mittee, and on pages 111 and 112 I find five or six claims 
allowed to persons in Illinois which seem to be in favor of 
entirely different parties than those represented in the bill as it 
passed the House. I should like to know from the Senator in 
charge of the bill why this wholesale rejection of House items 
has been made. 

Mr. FULTON. If the Senator will allow me, I think on fur- 
ther investigation he will find that these items are all there. 


Mr. President 
I have yielded to the Senator from Ken- 


Have been stricken out. There are lines 
Are all those claims in some other part 


| 
| 
| 
| 


do not understand the Senator from 
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| applied to war claims. 
| have talked with certain members. 


May 29, 


a 


Mr. HOPKINS. That can not be possible. 

Mr. FULTON. Those are what are known as the difference 
between shore and sea pay claims. We have added 
ae such items, but we collected them all together wn: 

ead, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 0 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. I call the attention of the Senator to pace 47 
of the bill he has in his hand, and he will find there the items 
commencing with “ Martha J. Bowen,” that were on pages & 


creat 
eT One 


regon 


| and 9 of the bill, which were there stricken out. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I find that the Senator from Utah is correct 
as to some of the items. I thank him very much for calling my 
attention to that part of the bill. ; 

The reason why I raised this question was because I had un- 
derstood from the chairman of the committee that these claitys 
were classed under the States, and finding “ Illinois” on page 114 
I supposed that the items for Illinois in the bill were under 
that heading. 

Mr. FULTON. That applies to a certain class of items, 
There are certain classes of items, as the difference between 
shore and sea pay and the French spoliation claims, that are 
grouped under their respective headings. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Without taking any further time of the 


| chairman of the committee, I should like to ask him if a!) the 
| claims from Illinois that were favorably passed upon in the 


House are in the bill? 
Mr. FULTON. They are not all in the printed bill, but I 


| have arranged to offer amendments under the head of each 
| State, reinstating every one. 


Mr. HOPKINS. So the claims that were favorably passed 
upon in the House will receive favorable consideration here? 
Mr. FULTON, Such as do not appear in the printed bill I 


| expect to propose amendments to reinstate, 


Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I understood the Senator from Oregon to 
state that there was no agreement with reference to offering 


Oregon 


| amendments to the bill. 


Mr. FULTON. I said no public agreement. 
Mr. PAYNTER. I mean public agreement. 


under- 


But I 


| stood the Senator to say that there was a private agreement, or 


arrangement, or tacit understanding in regard to proposed 
amendments, and I wish to know if that has reference alone to 
war claims. 
Mr. FULTON. 
Mr. PAYNTER. 


I do not say it precludes them. 


What I am trying to get at is this: Ifa 


| Senator has what he considers a meritorious claim—otlher than 


a war claim—to present by an amendment should the private 


| arrangement mentioned by the Senator from Oregon stand in 
| the way of his doing so? 


In other words, does the agreement 
relate only to war claims? 

Mr. FULTON. The only request, so far as I was concerned, 
I say I have no understanding, but ! 
I will say to the Senator 
that I expect to oppose as earnestly as I can every character o! 
amendment except those the committee have prepared aud w!!! 
report, and if more go on—and of course if some go on, « thers 
will—the bill may as well be dropped, and the probabiiity }s 
that I shall drop it. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I understand that the Senator from Oreson 
will offer amendments to the bill, which will embrace al! ciuims 
omitted in this bill which were embraced by the House \\!). 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say, Mr. President, if this b 
pass at all, it is to pass as it is now, and there are no ohi's 
be offered and accepted by the committee other than ts 
which are in the original bill and those which will be «! ered 
by the chairman of the committee. Any further claim (0s 
those offered by the committee is going to be opposed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no special interes! i 
the bill; I am not on the committee; but there is one |)''F 
want to suggest to the Senator from Oregon. No privi'® - 
rangement can bind the Senate. No understanding betwee! 
himself and members of the body can bind the Senate or 8") 
Senator in moving any amendment he may see fit. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. : 

Mr. FULTON. I hope the Senator did not understan 
contending otherwise. I could not bind the Senate, @' 
not undertake to bind the Senate. I said there was 0 


is to 


ns to 


me as 
1 [| do 
plic 

















_ but we had this understanding. Otherwise, I knew 

be utterly useless to attempt to bring up the bill. 
rELLER. What I want to say is that the committee 

ome here with any private arrangement that will bind 





‘ON. I have yet to hear of anyone who contends 
an <¢reement could bind anyone. 
D RICH. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
Oregon what proportion of the bill in items and in 
provides for the payment for the use or destruction 
during the civil war. 
LTON. I have it here in the report. There are mis- 
Court of Claims findings under the Bowman Act 
: in the bill, and they are nearly all of the character 


A 


ed 


if 
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which I propose to offer to this bill repealing section 14 of the 
Tucker Act, under which, and only under which, can c 
the character the Senator mentions be referred to the 
of Claims. We have on the statute books to-day 
which bars all of those claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. FULTON. I will yield in a moment, if the Senator will 
kindly wait. I have his request in mind, but I want to explain 
this matter while I am upon the subject. 

We have in the statutes now laws which bar by limitation 
all of these claims, but Congress refers them to the Court of 
Claims, parties go before the court and prove their claims, and, 





aims of 
ure 


tion 


legisla 


Senator from Oreg 
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n 











e & r mentions. }as the Senator from Rhode Island says, the Government is 
Mr. McLAURIN. I did not catch what the Senator from | absolutely helpless and at their mercy. They go down and 
Ore id. | they dig up an old servant, who testifies that he was alive at 
Mr. FULTON. I was about to state that the bill carries, as | the time, that he remembers the situation forty-five or fifty 
resented here, $2,299,601.82. | years ago, and that he knows at that time they had exactly so 
Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask the Senator a question? many yellow hens, so many turkeys, so many spotted calves, 
Mr. FULTON. In just a second, if the Senator will bear with | so many heifers, and so forth, and makes a complete inventory. 
me, The amendments I propose to add will carry it up, as I | Nobody can say that he does not know it, because nobody else 
rec it, to something like $150,000, or more, in addition. knows anything about it; the Government is barred; and the 
. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— result is that the court is of necessity compelled to return find- 
oh VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon | ings in favor of the claimant. 
yield to the Senator from IHinois? Now, the only way I can see to bring the consideration of 
"Mr. FULTON. In just a moment. I wish to answer the | these claims to a close is to repeal section 14 of the Tucker 
Ser ‘from Rhode Island. | Aet, under which this class of claims is referred to the Court 
Of this amount $985,747 are Court of Claims findings, almost | of Claims. That would not do away with referring to the 
entirely confined to the class of claims known as war claims. | Court of Claims matters arising out of contract or any other 
Miscellaneous claims which have heretofore been approved by | just claim against the Government, because they can all be 
committee or committees and passed one or both Houses | referred under the Bowman Act. The Bowman Act, however, 
nount to $533,453. These are very largely—I suppose I may | expressly excludes the reference of this character of claims, 
afe ly say SO or 85 per cent—claims of this character. So I | and they are provided for under section 14 of the Tucker Act 
think it is easy to say that two-thirds, and then I am on per-| I intend, when we reach that point, to propose an amendm ent 
fectly safe ground, are of the character of claims known as war | which will repeal section 14 of the Tucker Act. 
claims. Now I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. OVERMAN. What proportion of those are church; Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I do not suppose there is 
claims? | any Senator more anxious to get final adjudication of all the 
Mr. FULTON. A very large proportion. I would not under- | questions of claims that can be propounded than I am. I take 
take to state without having made some investigation, so as it that every Senator is anxious to get that done, and it can be 
to arrive at a conclusion, but a very large proportion of them | done by the repeal of both the Bowman and the Tucker acts 
are of that character. But when that is done there ought to be some provision within 
Mr, OVERMAN. About three-fourths. | a certain limited period of time when those who have claims 
Mr. FULTON. No; I should not say three-fourths, but I | which they want to assert against the Government for the de- 
should say nearly half. struction—or if not for the destruction, then for the use—of 
Mr. OVERMAN, Half are for churches? | their property by the Federal Government to present those 
Mr. FULTON. I should think so. | claims and have them adjudicated. 
Mr, J ¥ DRICH. Mr. President—— | Mr. FULTON. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon | that has been done in previous statutes, and that the time limit 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. has long since expired. But these claims are referred to the 
Mr. FULTON. I yield to the Senator. | Court of Claims, and we tell the court to find whether or not 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the civil war closed forty- | there is any reason advanced or excuse offered whereby the 
three years ago. There have been each year during that period | bar of the statute should be waived. Of course the claimants 
appropriations made for property used and destroyed during | can always offer something. They will say they were sick—— 
the civil war. Those appropriations unfortunately are increas-| Mr. McLAURIN. Wili the Senator allow me to continue, and 
ing in amount. There should be some limitation placed upon | not take me off the floor? 
this kind of appropriations. Congress has erected machinery; I| Mr. FULTON. I was merely answering the Senator's remark. 
will not undertake to say but that the machinery is used prop- Mr. McLAURIN. There was what was known as the “ South- 
erly, but it is turning out claims forty-three years after they | ern Claims Commission,” which, as I understand, lasted about 
arose and when there can be no witnesses or testimony on | two years. It was established shortly after the war. Nobody 
part of the Government, or very few witnesses in any | who did not go through that period in the South has any con- 
“nt, a8 to the character of the claims or their validity. | ception of the confusion that existed there. 
tC seems to me that there ought to be an - 7 
where. I think Senators open the other ‘he 06 oot eo sheen: yin nedheniine nr tnr” aeg ip rrp amas 
side * ought to agree that there should be some legislation look- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will 
ng to a suspension of this work of paying claims nearly half a | suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
ry after they arose: I am quite sure the Senators from before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated 
uthern States, the States where most of these claims | by the Se®retary. 
arise, wou id ‘be very glad to be relieved of the responsibility The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
*f this continuous performance of taking up and considering | commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 
ims of which they themselves can have but very little knowl- Mr. KEAN. If no one desires to speak on the joint resolu- 
i : hop e this committee or some committee will at a very | tion, I should like to have a vote. 
ms + ay bring in here some legislation that will bring this Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I can not say that I espe- 
Mr McLAVmIn b cially desire to speak, but I do desire to express my apprecia- 
The vin pai Mr. President—— tion of the indulgence Senators have shown me in from day to 
die tan a "RESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon | day continuing this matter until I could be present. I appreci- 
¥ te Senator from Mississippi? ate that consideration very much, indeed. 
oun FULTON. In just a moment. I wish to make a sug- Inasmuch as the matter is before the Senate, this is probably 
Ri SCOt rs in response to the observations of the Senator from | an opportune time to call attention to a report that has been 
ee sand. sent here by the Interstate Commerce Commission since we 
< ho only way I can see by which we can approximate the de- | last had the joint resolution under consideration. 
isan = Suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island—for it Mr. FULTON rose. ; 
ite ty much desired—is to repeal section 14 of what is Mr. FORAKER. Before I proceed, let me ask the Senator 








Wh as the “Tucker Act,” 











I have prepared an amendment 


from Oregon if I am interfering with him. 
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Mr. FULTON, I only wanted to inquire of the Senator 
about how much time he will take up with the consideration 
of the pending joint resolution, because I wish to give notice 
that immediately on the conclusion of the consideration of the 
matter the Senator has in hand for the present I shall move to 
proceed with the consideration of the omnibus claims bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I would be glad to give the Senator an in- 
telligent and satisfactory answer, but that is impossible. I do 
not know whether any other Senator wants to speak on the 
pending joint resolution or not. I want to speak very briefly, 
and not exactly in opposition to it. I think it is perhaps true, 
as some Senators are insisting, that some kind of action ought 
to be taken. Yet I do not feel so much impressed with the 
necessity for action as I was before we had laid before us the 
reports to which I am about to call attention. 

I was proceeding to say when the colloquy occurred between 
the Senator from Oregon and myself, that when I was last ad- 
dressing the Senate on this subject, a week or more ago, I 
called attention to the fact that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, in answering the resolution which the Senate had 
passed calling for information on this general subject, had made, 
with respect to the information called for in regard to the 
Western Maryland Railroad, the following statement. I read 
the third paragraph of this first answer just as it was sent 
to the Senate: 

Third. Since the Senate resolution was received we have communi- 
cated by telephone with the receiver of the Western Maryland Rail- 
road, and are informed by him that he is not complying with the pro- 
vision in question. He further states that his reasons for such non- 
compliance will be furnished to the Commission at an early day. When 
those reasons are received they will be transmitted to the Senate. 

The remarks I made on the occasion referred to were influ- 
enced somewhat by that character of report on that particular 
point. I expressed the hope at that time that the Senate would 
not be required to take action on the joint resolution until we 
had this supplemental report from the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, communicating to us what in fact were the rea- 
sons why the receiver, according to their report, of the West- 
ern Maryland Railroad was not complying with the law. 

A day or two later, and while I was confined at my house 
with illness, the Interstate Commerce Commission sent to the 
Senate what has been printed as Senate Document No. 478. 
It is a communication dated May 13, 1908, .but it was not 
received by the Senate, I believe, until two or three days after 
that date. It is a mere submission of a communication which 
the Interstate Commerce Commission has received from the 
receiver of the Western Maryland Railroad Company. The 
communication is dated May 11, 1908. The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission submitted it without any comments what- 
ever. The second paragraph of the receiver’s report, made to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission and by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission submitted to the Senate, is as follows: 


The Commission is {tn error in its understanding, as stated to the 
Senate, that it is informed by me that, in the operation of the West- 
ern Maryland Railroad, I am not complying with the commodity clause 
of the Hepburn bill. I had no intention of so informing the Com- 
mission, and such is not the case, your telephone inquiry having been 
either misunderstood by me or my reply to your representative at the 
telephone having been misconstrued. 

It makes a gredt deal of difference, Mr. President, if it be 
true, as stated by the receiver, that instead of not complying 
with the law he is in fact complying with the law. But whether 
he is in fact complying with the law is a mere deduction, as 
appears from what follows, and it is a deduction with respect 
to which I submit there may be a difference of opinion. There 
is certainly room for a good deal of doubt and debate. 

The receiver attaches to his formal report a number of ex- 
hibits. The first is an official report made by the president of 
the Western Maryland Railroad Company, Mr. B. F. Bush, who 
is also the receiver, dated March 4, 1908, to the board of direct- 
ors of that company. This report was made by him prior to 
the appointment of the receiver; it is a report setting forth the 
necessity for the appointment of a receiver. It sets forth the 
general financial situation of the company and its inability to 
meet its maturing liabilities. Speaking of the different liens 
upon the property of the company, he says, commencing at the 
bottom of page 3: 


The general lien and convertible mortgage of the company ts in 
greater degree, and the stock vitally, interested in the preservation of 


the coal revenues of the company from the adverse conditions of the 
commodity clause of the rate bill. 


That clause is as follows: 

I ask the Secretary to read down to the point I have indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


From and after May 1, 1908, it shall be unlawful for any railroad 
company to transport from any State, Territory, or the District of 
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Columbia, to any other State, Territory, or the District of ¢o) 

or to any foreign country, any article or commodity, other tha 
and the manufactured products thereof, manufactured, mined 
duced by it, or under its authority, or which it may own in y re 
in part, or in which it may have any interest, direct or indirect. XCent 
such articles or commodities as may be necessary and intended for its 
use in the conduct of its business as a common carrier. 

The coal properties of this company are rightfully owned ana oper: 
ated under charter of the State of West Virginia, and the trangnops, 
tion and commercial features of the company’s coal business hay. een 
so conducted that no charge of improper methods or abuse of any 
character was forthcoming in response to the invitations f.; ean 
plaints extended by the Federal Commission in its protracted jn “ 
tion of the methods and business of the coal carry. 
ing roads. The coal properties are a material part of the security ¢, 
the company’s mortgages and the revenues from its coal business , n 
not be sacrificed or seriously diminished without materially 9 o+,. 
income applicable to its junior securities. The law can pot jo ow, 
erally observed, in the extreme construction of which it is susceptiyio 
without either a wholesale marketing of coal lands, impract; oe 
cept at appalling loss to pfoprietary and mortgage interests »» . 
restriction of production to the fuel requirements of the roads, ent: 
vast loss of revenue to them and inevitable exactions from the ) 

In such a possible extreme construction of the law any other courses 
than one of these two, no matter how confidently and ‘in what good 
faith adopted, may be adjudged an evasion not protecting against the 
extreme penalties prescribed for infractions of the law. a: 

It is proper to state that in the opinion of counsel there is substan 
tial ground for the view that this feature of the rate Dill, if constity. 
tional, is not applicable to this company’s situation, and that even 
this be not so, it is practicable to so modify this situation, without 
materially affecting revenues, as to meet any just purpose of the 
law. But to mistakenly treat the law as inapplicable or to make any 
mistaken change in the company’s relations to its coal interes with 
a view to avoid its application—in short, to make, even for « brief 
period, any mistaken forecasts of the judgment of the courts 1volves 
the risk of incurring penalties ta overwhelming accumulation 

I think it must be clear that the law can not be ignored until! it has 
been declared invalid by the court; that it can not safely be treated as 
inapplicable except with the sanction of the court, and that, if valid, 
the relations of the company to its coal interests can not be safely and 
conclusively remoulded except with the approval of the court. 


Mr. FORAKER. In accordance with the recommendations 
made by the president of the company in that report from which 
the extract has just been read, a receiver was applied for within 
a day or two after the date of that report. I have not the exact 
date before me, but that is not material. It was almost imme 
diately thereafter. The complainant bringing the bill upon 
which a receiver was appointed was the Bowling Green Trust 
Company, which was the trustee named in the mortgage that has 
just been referred to. There were two or three different mort- 
gages. but it is the general lien and convertible mortgage that I 
refer to. In the bill asking for the appointment of a receiver 
occurs the following, which I will ask the Secretary to read as 
indicated. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


“ Twelfth. Your orator further alleges and shows that the West 
ginia Central and Pittsburg Railway Company, all of whose capita 
stock is, as hereinabove set forth, pledged and deposited with the Mer- 
cantile Trust Company, as trustee of the first mortgage of the defence 
ant company, and constitutes a part of the trust estate under said 
general lien and convertible mortgage to your crater, as trust! is, as 
duly authorized by its charter, and has for a long time been, the owne 
of certain valuable and extensive coal lands, coal mines, minins 
and mining operations, located in the State of West Virginia, « 

a coal area of over 100,000 acres in extent, and that said « 

erties form a substantial and valuable portion of the security tor 
bonds of the defendant company; that in and by an act ol ' 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regu ) 
merce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory 

and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commiiss'o!, *\ 
proved June 29, 1906,” it is provided, among other things, as |o\' 

“From and after May 1, 1908, it shall be unlawful for any : 
company to transport from any State, Territory, or the District 
lumbia, to any other State, Territory, or the District of Colum! 
to any foreign country, any article or commodity other than 
and the manufactured products thereof, manufactured, mince 
duced by it or under its authority, or which it may own : 
part, or in which it may have any interest, direct or indire 
such articles or commodities as may be necessary and intended + 
use in the conduct of its business as a common carrier.” 

Your orator alleges, on information and belief, that serious qu 
may be presented and asserted under the provisions of the ac! 
gress above recited as to the application of the same, if cons 
and valid, to the defendant company by reason of its owners 
of the stock of the West Virginia Central and Pittsburg Ra IM 
pany, pledged as hereinbefore mentioned, and that a determ! 
said questions, which can only sence? be had in the court 
terial and vital to your orator and to the holders of sald es n 
and convertible bonds of the defendant company. That a lars 
the revenues of the defendant company applicable to the pé 
the interest upon its general lien and convertible mortgas¢ 
derived through the transportation by the defendant compan 
mined from the property owned by the West Virginia ¢ —_, 
burg Railway Company, and that the loss of such ao 
zreatly and seriously and irretrievably impair the security 3 
ssued under said general lien and convertible mortgage to | 
as trustee. 


Mr. FORAKER, 
graph 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
The Secretary will read as requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
nth. Your orator further alleges that said general lien and 
e mortgage to your orator, as trustee, specifically pledges 
orator all the rents, issues, profits, tolls, and other income of 
ises embraced in said general lien and convertible mortgaze. 
the income and revenues of the premises embraced in said 
are an essential part of the security of your orator, and your 
s entitled to have such income and revenues forthwith, imme- 
i continuously appropriated to the payment of the interest 
d bonds secured by said mortgage, and that said mortgage 
y pledges to your orator the franchise to maintain and operate 
id and property in said mortgage described. 
(fr. FORAKER. Mr. President 
SMITH of Michigan. I will ask the Senator from Ohio 
a petition for a receivership or for an injunction? 
FORAKER. This is a petition for the appointment of 
er. I have had the Secretary read that part of it 
h sets forth what the assets of the company were, showing 
among other securities, the Western Maryland Railroad 
ny owned all of the capital stock of the West Virginia 
‘entral and Pittsburg Railway Company, and that the last- 
railroad company was the owner of large coal-mining 
's situated in the State of West Virginia which, by its 
rter as originally granted, it was authorized to own and to 
rate, 
accordance with the prayer of the bill, a receiver was 
appointed. He entered into possession of the property and 
commenced to operate it—the coal property and the railroad 
property jointly, as the company had been previously doing— 
in accordance with the orders of the court administering the 
receivership. Later, a few days or a few weeks, perhaps—the 
date is not given in this report—a supplemental petition was 
filed by the trustee, complainant, the Bowling Green Trust 
Company, in which it set forth a great many facts not neces- 
sary to be mentioned here, and with respect to all of which 
it askel what it regarded as appropriate relief. 
I call attention to, and ask the Secretary to read, para- 
‘aphs 28, 29, 30, and 31 of this supplemental petition. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, 
retary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
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I'wenty-eighth. Your petitioner further alleges that heretofore and | 
on or about the llth day of March, 1908, the receiver appointed | 
herein filed in this cause a petition setting forth the situation of the 
defend company with reference to the coal lands and mining opera- 
tions owned by the West Virginia Central and Pittsburg Railway 
Compa all of whose capital stock is deposited and pledged with 
the trustee of the first mortgage of the defendant company and is also 
a portion of the mortgaged and trust estate under the general lien 
and convertible mortgage of the defendant company; in said petition 
it is alleged that said coal prepeeess and the revenues derived there- 
from for a substantial and valuable portion of the security for the | 
bonds of the defendant company issued under its said general lien | 
und convertible mortage, and that a large portion of the funds pro- | 
vided through the initial issue of said first mortgage bonds and of said 
gen en and convertible mortgage bonds of the defendant com- | 
pany was applied and used in the acquisition of said coal lands and | 
n 


nining operations through the purchase and acquisition of the capital 
xk of the West Virginia Central and Pittsburg Railway Company, 








the owner of said coal lands, and that the various persons and corpo- | 
rations, holders for value of said general lien and convertible mort- | 
gage bonds, purchased, acquired, and hold the same in consideration | 
of the security afforded for the payment of said bonds, and the interest | 
t m, by said coal lands and mining operations, and the revenues to 
be derived therefrom. 


That in and by said petition it was prayed, among other things, that | 
Said receiver be ordered and directed to continue or direct the con- | 


Unuance of the operation of said coal lands and mining operations, and 
to t and receive the tolis, income, and earnings derived from such 
operation, and to pay and discharge all indebtedness necessarily con- | 
ti ‘d in connection therewith, and to hold and apply the surplus | 
I resulting from such operation as a part of the mortgaged or | 
t estate in the possession of said receiver, subject to the further | 
order and direction of this court. 
Th t upon the filing of said petition an order was entered on the | 
llth d of March, 1808, by this court, and therein prayed, and said | 
receiver was directed to hold and apply the surplus revenues resulting | 


from the operation of said coal lands and miniag operations as a part | 
ortgaged or trust estate in the possession of said receiver, sub- 


of the 1 


sect f e further order and direction of this court. 
, twenty-ninth. Your petitioner further alleges that in its bill of com- 

Piaint filed herein, reference is made to a certain act of Congress ap- 

pri ved June 29, 1906, in which it is provided, among other things, as | 
f ; 

ail om and after May 1, 1908, it shall be unlawful for any railroad | 
. to transport from any State, Territory, or the District of Co- 

as any other State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or to 

th, 1 country, any article or commodity other than timber and | 
oon ctured products thereof, manufactured, mined, or produced | 
in under its authority, or which it may own or hold in part, or 

artic | it may have any interest, direct or indirect, except such | 
ae ,commodities as may be necessary and intended for its use | 
Wiitebiean, ict of its business as a common carrier. 

eat h. Your petitioner further alleges, upon information and be- 

fectty s Soon as the act of Congress above mentioned becomes ef- | 
the 1 , wat, on the Ist day of May, 1908, the Attorney-General of 

inon ¢ , States contemplates the institution of appropriate proceed- 

oft the validity, constitutionality, and applicability of said act 

baie is affecting various common carriers engaged in the busi- 

ininati, ‘rstate commerce, to the end that an early and speedy deter- | 
Cited cine said questions may be had by the Supreme Court of the 

Congre ites, so that due compliance and observance of said act of 





0 far as the same is ultimately held to be applicable and | 
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enforceable, may be had by all corporations affected by the same. 
your petitioner further alleges that in its judgment no steps or proceed- 


And 


ings should be instituted or taken in this cause which would conflict 
with or prevent the speedy and early consummation of the pians and 
steps to be taken by the duly constituted authorities of the United 


States for the above purposes, or that would embarrass said authorities 
in the steps and proceedings to be instituted and which might re- 
sult in a confusion of orders and decrees. 

Your petitioner is informed and believes that 
announcement has been authorized by the Attorney-Gener 
United States and made by the Department of J 

“What is generally known as the ‘ commoditi 
burn bill, approved June 29, 1906, reads 

“*From and after May 1, 1908, it shall be unlawful for any rallroad 
company to transport from any State, Territory, or the District of Co 
lumbia, any other State, Territory, or the District of Columbi 
to any foreign country, any article or commodity, other than timber 
and the manufactured products thereof, manufactured, mined, or pro- 
duced by it, or under its authority, or which it may own in whole or 
in part or in which it may have any interest, direct or indirect, “nt 
such articles or commodities as may be necessary and intended its 
use in the conduct of its business as a common carrier.’ 


so 


the following official 
al of the 
tice 


s clause’ 


is follows: 


of the Hep- 


to 


or 


ex 


for 


“It is clear that this clause, if valid, will make it impossible for many 
railroads which own coal mines to transport the coal to market after 
the date named, and it is understood that some of these railroads have 


been advised by their respective counsel that the above-quoted provision 
of law is unconstitutional. The Department of Justice contemplates 
the institution of proceedings as soon as possible after the date named, 
whereby a prompt determination of this question by the Supreme Court 
of the United States may be obtained. It is expected that the railroads 
concerned will cooperate with the Government to this end, and if they 
do so in good faith, and if they in good faith and immediately obey the 
decision of the Supreme Court when rendered, it is not the purpose of 

to comply 


‘ 





the Department of Justice to prosecute them for a failure 
with the terms of the act pending the decision of the Supreme Court 
Thirty-first. Your petitioner is advised that in the opinion of counsel 
said act of Congress is unconstitutional, and that, if held to be consti- 
tutional, the same is not applicable to the situation of the defendant 
company as disclosed by the record in this case. And your petitioner 


alleges that a more orderly and proper determination of the question 
can be had through proceedings instituted by the United Stat of 
America, as aforesaid, than by a precipitation of the question as affect- 
ing the conditions of the defendant company by other and different 
proceedings taken at the instance of your petitioner or of others inter- 
ested in the affairs of the defendant company; and your petitioner 


further alleges that, pending the final determination of said question, 
it is of vital importance to the holders of all mortgage bonds of the 
defendant company that the operation of said coal lands and mining 
operations and the results thereof be separated and segregated from the 


rest of the property of defendant company in the possession of the 
receiver herein, and specifically and separately set apart for the benefit 
of the holders of all of said mortgage bonds, and that a separate and 


distinct account of such operations be had and made to this court, and 
the net revenues resulting therefrom applied specifically for the benefit 
of the holders of all mortgage bonds of the defendant company and 
of any receiver's certificates that may be issued as hereinafter prayed 


through the application of said net revenues to the payment of the 
maturing interest upon said mortgage bonds and to the payment 
of any such receiver's certificates in proper order of priority. And 


your petitioner further alleges that, in the operation of said coal lands 





and mining operations, pending the final determination of the above 
question it is practicable and advisable that the same should be 
operated as if they were separate and distinct and independent prop- 
erties; and that it is entirely practicable that the said coal properties 
be operated under separate orders of this court relating solely to their 
Management and operation as if the same were operated under en- 
tirely different and distinct ownership and management from the opera- 
tion of the railroad properties in the possession of the receiver herein, 


as to the operation of which railroad properties separate and distinct 
orders of the court may be entered and separate and distinct accounts 


of operation made and filed by the receiver herein; and that the reve- 
nues of said properties may be separately stated and kept and sepa- 
rate and distinct accounts thereof rendered to this court. 

Mr. FORAKER. At what point did the Secretary stop 
reading? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
at the end of paragraph 31. 


The Secretary stopped reading 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask the Secretary to also read the 
thirty-second paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Thirty-second. Your petitioner further alleges that inasmuch as the 
net revenues and income derived from the operation said coal 
properties are, as your petitioner has alleged, a material and valuable 
part of the security for all mortgage bonds of the defendant 
including its first mortg: bonds, and will also form a 
part of the security for any receiver's certificates which may be 
under the direction of this court as prayed by this petition, it 


of 


sub 











and right that said net revenues, as the same are accumulat rom 
time to time, be paid into this court by said receiver and be held 
and applied to the extent thereof, primarily to the payment of the 

cruing interest upon said first mortgage bonds of the defendant com- 
pany and of the interest and principal of any receiver's certificate 
which may be issued, as aforesaid, for the purpose of meeting and 
paying interest accruing upon said first mortgage bonds, and that the 
surplus (if any) over and above the amount necessary to meet said 
requirements be held and applied under the direction of this court 
to the payment of interest maturing upon the general lien and con 
vertible mortgage bonds of the defendant company; and, further. that 
if any surplus still remains, the same be held to be ultimately ap- 


plied and disposed of pursuant to the further order and direction of 
this court. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, upon that supplemental pe- 
tition the court, on the 27th day of March, 1908, made an order. 
That order is found at pages 40 and 41 of this document. I ask 
the Secretary to read so much of the order as relates to these 
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coal lands and their operation. 
already marked. I ask him to read as indicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that, until the further 
order and direction of this « ‘t, the coal properties and coal business 
of the defendant company, as the same is described in said petition 
and as set forth in the record of this case, be separately operated and 
be and stand segregated and sequestered and be operated and carried 
on for and in the exclusive interest of the petitioner as mortgagee, and 
the net revenues thereof, as well as any net revenues arising from the 
operation of the Davis Coal and Coke Company, be separated and 
segregated from the net revenues arising from the operation of the 
railroads and other properties in the possession of the receiver herein ; 
and that said net revenues of said coal properties and coal business 
be applied to the payment of the interest maturing upon the first 
mortgage bonds of the defendant company, as well as the payment of 
the principal and interest upon any receiver's certificates issued as 
herein authorized, and the surplus, if any, as this court may by further 
order direct; and that, to this end, said receiver keep and file separate 
and distinct accounts and reports of the operation of the same, and use 
and apply the gross revenues arising from the operation of the coal 
properties and coal business to the payment of all necessary expenses 
of operation of the same and all taxes and proper charges in respect 
thereof, and that the amount of said revenues be deposited from time to 
time in separate accounts and as this court may direct; and, further, 
that said net revenues accruing prior to the date of maturity of the 
receiver's certificate issued as by this order authorized be primarily 
applied to the payment and satisfaction of the principal and interest 
of said receiver's certificates, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, from the extracts which 
have been read by the Secretary from Senate Document 478, 
it must be manifest to all who have followed the reading that 
the receiver of the Western Maryland Railroad Company, when 
he said in his report to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
that he was complying with this law, meant nothing more than 
that, under the orders of the court of which he was the re- 
ceiver, he was operating the railroad and the coal mines 
jointly, but that he was keeping separate accounts of the opera- 
tion of the same, one account for the railroad and another ac- 
count for the coal-mining properties. There is no pretense that 
anybody else has been called in to operate the coal mines. The 
receiver himself is doing it, the same receiver who is operating 
the railroad. 

In view of that fact, it seems to me it may be very well 
doubted whether or not he is complying with the law. He says 
he is; but in view of the fact that he is operating the road 
and the coal properties as the officer of the court and that the 
court has evidently so decided and so instructed him, I have no 
disposition to take issue with his statement. 

I simply accept the situation as we find it. I call attention 
to it, not for the purpose of criticising the orders, not for 
the purpose of complaining that this course has been entered 
upon, but only for the purpose of pointing out the insuperable 
difficulty that has been thrust upon this particular railroad, 
in common with many other railroads, by this commodity clause, 
and to show that they have been compelled to resort to this 
kind of an evasion, as I would call it, or rather attempted evasion, 
if it were not pursuant to an order of the court. They have 
been compelled to resort to it in order to escape the most strik- 
ing kind of disasters and hardships, not only to the railroads, 
but to the consumer’ of coal, whose supply would be cut off if 
the railroads were to comply literally with the requirements of 
the statute. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 


He will find that on page 41 


Mr. President, I shoukl like to 


ask the Senator if he says they are keeping separate accounts | 


of the coal being mined and sold from the other income of the 
road? 

Mr. FORAKER. 
of the court so requires. The supplemental petition from which 
I had extracts read, filed by the trustee, the Bowling Green 
Trust Company, sets forth the requirements of this statute and 
the necessity of complying with it in some manner or other, 
and it applies to the court for leave to keep separate accounts 
as a way in which apparently, in the opinion of that trustee, 
the statute could be complied with. The court makes an order 
in correspondence with the petition that is presented to it, that 
there shall be separate accounts kept. There is no stopping of 
the mining operations of the company, and there is no stopping 
of the hauling of coal in interstate commerce, They are going 
on just as they did before; the sole and only difference between 
now and heretofore being that they are keeping separate ac- 
counts, The order expressly provides that the net income aris- 
ing from the operation of the coal-mining properties as well as 
the net income arising from the operation of the railroads, shall 
be applied upon the mortgage indebtedness of the company to 
meet its interest and upon other demands as they from time to 
time arise, 

Now, the remark I wanted to make in the first place is that 
it would not seem to be necessary to adopt this resolution if 


| held constitutional and should be enforced, they must 
| hauling coal across the State line, and thus you wil! have a 





I assume that they are, because the order | 





| in commerce, interstate as well as State. 


at de 
—<— 


by simply keeping separate accounts this law can be complied 
with, for that is a very easy thing to do. The receiver appar. 
ently finds it an easy thing to do in this case, but I appreheng 
Mr. President, that when this clause is put to the test it wi)j 
be found that keeping separate accounts in the way provided hy 
this order will not be held by the court to be a compliance witi 
this statute. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But it indicates, does it not, 9 dis. 
position upon the part of the company to recognize the law? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, all the way through the law 
is recognized. I have called attention to the fact and had ex- 
tracts read to show the fact that the president of the cop. 
pany recommended the appointment of a receiver on the ground 
that this law was to take effect on the Ist day of May, 190s, 
and if it should be enforced against them it would be impossi- 
ble for them to comply with the requirements of the statute, 
They wanted, for that reason, to put themselves under the 
shelter and the protection of the court, so that whatever they 
did might be by order of the court and they might be pro- 
tected. 

Then I pointed out that the court in all its orders has recog- 
nized the law and has recognized the necessity of complying with 
it; but yet, after everybody’s ingenuity has been taxed, appar- 
ently there is no effort to comply with it, except only in a way 
which, I think, is a mere evasion, or attempted evasion, by 
keeping separate accounts. I do not know any other way in 
which they could have gone on with their operations than in 
some such way as that, and if they did not go on in that way 
it would be necessary to comply literally with the requirements 
of the statute, that on the ist day of May they should stop hau!- 
ing coal in interstate commerce; and that, I was about saying 
when the Senator from Michigan interrupted me, would have 
been a hardship difficult to overestimate, not only upon the prop- 
erties concerned but upon the consumers whose coal supply 
would have been cut off. 

As I said the other day in the course of the remarks I made 
here, take the hard-coal companies alone—the anthracite-coal 
companies. Last year they shipped out of the State of Penn- 
sylvania into New Jersey and New York and New England 
more than 50,000,000 tons of coal. If by merely keeping separate 
accounts, as the judge in this case has ordered may be done, they 
can comply with the law, they can go on without trouble, and it 
is not necessary to legislate; but if in that way or in some other 
way they can not comply with the law, and the law should be 
stop 


1 


disaster visited upon the American people the like of which we 
have never known before as the result of legislation. 

I call attention to all this simply to show that here is a rail- 
road in the hands of lawyers learned in the law, and of a 
United States judge who is evidently undertaking to administer 
the law honestly and faithfully. They are all taxed to find a 
way to avoid the difficulties which this commodity clause has 
imposed upon them, and this separation of accounts is all they 
have been able to do. 

It seems to me that it would be unwise, Mr. President, for 
us now simply to postpone the day for twenty months or nine- 
teen months when the penalties prescribed shall be imposed, 
and that, instead of doing that, we ought here and now to 
make the law what it was our duty to have made it at the time 
when we enacted the rate bill, and that is to make it app'y 
prospectively, 

Mr. President, I will not stand here and argue that we can 
not interfere with vested property rights, and that an attempt 
to do that would be unconstitutional. The law will necessarily 
be held invalid whenever applied to a case of that kind. /t '* 
not necessary to make an argument about that. Neither will 
I stand here to make an argument now, in the light of our e- 
perience, in favor of the policy or the wisdom of the policy 0 
preventing railroads from engaging in any other business than 
that of common carriers, That is right. They ought not ' 
have any other business; but we can not shut our eyes to Ue 
fact that fifty years ago they were invited to have other pus! 
ness; twenty-five years ago, ten years ago—I do not thi xs 
has been more than fifteen or twenty years at the outsice s'\ 
the State of West Virginia granted this special charter to th 
West Virginia Central and Pittsburg road, mentioned in _ 
bill of complaint, and in that charter granted by the legislaturs 
it is specially provided that the road shall have the meh al 
acquire coal lands and to develop them and to transport co" 


’ 
a 


lle, 
1 it 


Now, we must recognize that condition of things. it ! : 
it is futile, for us to disregard it, and when we do disres*! * 
we bring to naught the good purpose which we had in ACI 


taking to confine railroads to the business of common carriers. 











1908. 





What I think we ought to do is, instead of adopting the reso- 
lut offered by the Senator from West Virginia, to adopt the 
' tute which I offered here by way of amendment, a sub- 

which simply provides that after the date when we 


sul 


pass 4 the rate law, the 29th day of June, 1906, this provision 
shall have effect. That is to say, that no railroad shall be al- 
lowed to haul any commodity of its own production or in which 
it has any interest, except only for its own use, which it ac- 
quired subsequent to that date. 


I do not eare to address the Senate at any further length on 
the subject. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin desires 
to speak. I want to surrender the floor to him or to anybody 
else who wants to take it, with the single remark that I think the 
difficulties presented by the record sent here by the Western 
Maryland Railroad receiver are great enough to admonish us that 
eht now without any hesitation, although it is pretty 


we ¢ 
nearly the last day of the session, to pass a substitute that will 
cure this diffieulty once and for all. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the Senator from Ohio takes his 
seat, I should like to ask him if he thinks, under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, it is within the power of Congress 
to inhibit the transportation from one State to another of any 
article innocuous in character, whether owned by a corporation 
or by an individual. I mark the difference between regulation, 


as the Senator will observe, and inhibition. 

Mr. FORAKER. And prohibition. I have always been of 
the opinion that there is a difference between regulation and 
prohibition as to everything to be transported by the common 
carriers of this country, but of late years the Supreme Court 
of the United States has been making some distinctions and 
discriminations. I will not take the time to go into that 
now, but my own opinion is that it is not competent for the Con- 
gress, in the exercise of its power to regulate interstate com- 
merce given it by the Constitution, to prohibit transportation in 


some 


commerce 
merce in coal or any other legitimate commodity. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio 
if he knows of any case in which the Supreme Court of the 
United States have held that it is within the power of Congress 
to prohibit the transportation from one State to another of an 
article useful and necessary and in no manner nocuous? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The only case I now recall upon that 
subject, I will say to the Senator, is the lottery case, and of 
course that was a decision by a divided court. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was referring to the lottery cases and to 
some of the statutes and decisions in respect to the transporta- 
tion of liquor and commodities of that character that were 
thought to be obnoxious. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator know of a case decided 
either by the Supreme Court or any other Federal court in 
which a law. prohibiting any article of any nature from inter- 
State commerce was not sustained? 

“4 FORAKER. I do not recall any such case at this mo- 
nent, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
not been any. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the Congress has never enacted a law 
that I have any recollection of at the moment whereby it un- 
dertook to prohibit, so as to make for the Supreme Court a 
question of the kind the Senator suggests. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I will not detain the Senator on 
his feet any longer, but Congress has passed upward of fifteen 
or twenty such laws. 

Mr. FORAKER, Will the Senator name them? 

Mr. STEWART. In the interest of the public health. 


I can say to the Senator that there has 


a SEVERIDGE. Some had no relation to the public 
aeaith, such as the law prohibiting the transportation of in- 
an of certain kinds. I especially cite the law prohibiting 
oO 


ith ‘ind silver goods, not nocuous in themselves, not injurious 
— to the health or morals of the people. 
ay iS a large number of laws. I gave a list of them last 


Mr. FORAKER. 


think 4 I am familiar with that legislation, and I 


Senator will find that in every instance it was put 


eas the ground that it was necessary to the preservation of 
. ge health or for the promotion of the public good. 

“Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will find, on examination, 
not accurate there, 
me about—— 


that he is 


tine on In some of the laws the Senator 
§ asked 


of any commodity of legitimate character, as com- | 
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Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator contend that it would be 
competent for Congress to prohibit the hauling of wheat or 
corn or barley or potatoes or coal in interstate commerce? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That very question was brought up in 
one or two decisions affecting the embargo laws at the begin- 
ning of our Government, and it was there held that we might 
put on an embargo if Congress thought the interests of the 
uation demanded it. 

Mr. FORAKER. 





That was with respect to foreign com- 
merce, undoubtedly. That is quite a different thing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. If the Senator will permit me, 
that was absolutely under the interstate and foreign commerce 
clause. The Senator mentions foreign commerce. It has been 
held without a single dissent from the foundation of the Goy- 
ernment till now that our power over interstate commerce is not 
only equal to but the same power as our power over foreign 
commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly, as to the power to regulate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And under our power over foreign com- 
merce we have prohibited the entrance of convict-made goods. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not any doubt that we can. I make 
no question with the Senator about the accuracy of his state- 
ment that the power conferred upon Congress with respect to 
foreign is precisely the same as the power in respect to inter- 
state commerce. It is all conferred in the same breath and the 
same sentence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Ohio is mistaken 
in that statement. I think the courts have held in several cases 
that there is a difference. 

Mr. FORAKER. I remember very well a number of de- 
cisions—and I do not know that there are any decisions to the 
contrary, but decisions come so thick and fast I do not like to 
speak of them with confidence unless I have examined them 
I know there are a number of decisions in which the Supreme 
Court has held that the power of Congress with respect to 
foreign commerce and domestic commerce is one and the 
same 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is correct. 

Mr. FORAKER. And conferred by the same sentence of the 
Constitution. I am speaking of the power to regulate con- 
ferred by the commerce clause. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I rose, merely in view of what the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island has said, to say that, as the Senator 
from Ohio has said, the Supreme Court in a large number of 
cases held in terms that the power of Congress over interstate 
and foreign commerce was not only equal, but the same power. 
There has not been one case which has held to the contrary or 
criticised either directly or by obiter dicta or anything else 
that doctrine. That has never been questioned, I will say 
to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. FORAKER. AI! I was contending for 

Mr. FULTON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Ohio 





£ -hile it is true that the court has in a few instances said, 
Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? | paneling centage a , salt idan 


speaking of the commerce clause, that the power of Congress 
under the commerce clause was just the same in the regulation 
of interstate as foreign commerce, yet in the nature of things, 
by virtue of the sovereignty of the Government, it has, without 
the commerce clause, the power to exclude entirely foreign 
commerce from coming to this country. 

There are some powers which this Government exercises in 
dealing with foreign countries that it does not derive from 
the commerce clause of the Constitution. When it is said 
simply that the power of Congress to regulate interstate com- 
merce under the commerce clause is just the same as its power 
to regulate foreign commerce, that confines the matter to the 
commerce clause of the Constitution. But I say the Govern- 
ment by virtue of its sovereignty, by the mere fact that it is a 
nation, has the power to control, without reference to the com- 
merce clause, its dealings and relations with foreign govern- 
ments. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
question? 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say in answer to the Senator 
that he is exactly right in what he says, and I did not mean to 
say anything that was in conflict in the slightest degree with 
what the Senator said. We were speaking about the commerce 
clause of the Constitution, which confers upon Congress the 
power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the States and with Indian tribes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Exactly so. 

Mr. FORAKER. Of course this Government has, asan inde- 
pendent sovereignty, many powers with respect to its relations 
with foreign countries outside of those conferred upon it by the 
commerce clause. I was simply discussing the commerce clause 
in answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator from Oregon this 


May I ask the Senator from Oregon a 
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question, and also the Senator from Ohio: Do the Senators | says they are the same power, and then uses this languac 
am quoting from memory, but think I am accurate: 

Neo difference is perceivable between the two. 

There are a large number of other cases. I will send g wn 
and get my notes on some of them and read to the Senator tho 
exact language of the Supreme Court. : 

I will say to the Senator that my position is the position {ho 
Supreme Court has taken. I merely stand upon what the sy. 
| preme Court has said for a hundred years; that is all. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yielq 
to the Senator from Colorado? s 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. The language of the Constitution is: 


I 


think that the words in the commerce clause which say “ regu- 


| 
late commerce with foreign nations” are surplusage? Of | 
course not. They are, therefore, put in for some purpose. The 
Supreme Court has said in every case, without one dissent or | 
criticism, that the power was conferred by that section. The | 
Senator will not maintain that it is surplusage. | 
Mr. FULTON. It is not surplusage, because that provision | 
takes away from the States and excludes them from exercising 
any power over interstate commerce. It was necessary to have 
some provision in the Constitution te take away from the States 
the power to regulate interstate commerce. That clause did it. | 
It was also necessary to have a clause with respect to foreign 
commerce. That clause did it. sut the Government, by virtue 
of its sovereignty and its nationality over and above the com- wien 
merce clause of the Constitution, can regulate our affairs with sercinn aot — mieten an ._— 
foreign nations. . rn aaa — 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Whether I.agree with that or not, would | 34; Jggry betes that Power on an equal footing. 
say that the answer is sufficient; that in every case, without | Mr. TELLER And I think the Supreme Court has said at 
one exception, where the Supreme Court has passed upon any | least a hundred times that the power was derived cea 
law regulating foreign commerce it has based its decision ex- Constitution and nowhere else. 
pressly upon the interstate and foreign commerce clause and not Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is right, so far as to basing this 
at all, directly or indirectly, upon any inherent powers of Sov- | power on the commerce clause. i iecliga 
ereignty. ..| Mr. TELLER. They have repeatedly declared that Con- 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator from Ohio will permit | ,..... ‘ ae 
me, I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana a question | Oe catenan ae ‘aoe an as : 
with reference to what he has been saying. | the Senator from Oregon. Without that clause it had no such 
I understand the Senator from Indiana to say that because | authority. You could hardly conceive of a government that 
the language providing for the regulation of interstate com- | : 


_ , . | would not have it, and this is where the framers of the Consti- 
merce is the same as that with reference to foreign commerce, | 


; :. | tution provided we should have it. 
therefore the power in reference to the two must be the same. | 4s) BEVERIDGE. In addition te that I will say in answer 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator is mistaken. He did not | +, the senator from Oregon that in every case Sovelving the 
hear me accurately. What I say is this: I do not put my con- | power of Congress over foreign commerce that has come before 
struction upon it at all. I quote the language of the Supreme | ci:nor the Federal courts or the Supreme Court, it has based its 
Court of the United States, which repeatedly has declared that | gocision upon the commerce clause and not upon our inherent 
our power over interstate and foreign commerce is not only powers 
similar, not only equal to each other, but exactly the same Mr TELLER That is right 
power. I do not put my interpretation one way or the other. Mr. ALDRICH. On that precise point, as long as I have 
I merely quote the language of the Supreme Court, and that | ,. tured to differ with the Senator from Indiana or the Senator 
language has never been questioned in any case, directly or indi- | ¢... Ohio, I should like to read from a recent decision of the 
rectly, since the foundation of the Government. Supreme Gourt of the United States. 


_ Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let me ask the Senator from Indiana | “yr, BEVERIDGE. Is that the case of Buttfeld v. Stranaban? 
a question. Does the Senator from Indiana claim that the Mr. ALDRICH. It covers the exact point. 


power of Congress over interstate commerce is as great as it is Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it the Stranahan case? 
ever foreign commerce? . ls e ? he 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. Mr. ALDRIOE. Will the Senator permit me to read from 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. The same? the decision ? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is the same power _ eee a aan oe ee ees 

> > at te the oe . | Mr. AL a s case of Buttfield against Stranalia. 

A Oe cen | aid not understand the Senator. | air, BEVERIDGR 1 thought it was Buttield aginst 


: . | Stranahan. I do not think it covers the point. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. And I understand that he bases his | a . Island allow 
conclusion in that regard upon the identity of language—that Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator frem Bhode Islan 


: Sieae before he reads from the decision? The Senator from 
the power is conferred in the same clause of the Constitution | ™© ernmen here ver: that it 
and the language is ideptical with reference to both. | Colenado engn thts Govan emda og ag gy 


3 it by the Con- 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not base it upon any conclusion of | B&S nothing except what 15 ex Preset oe iimitations.. When it 
on a —_ ee = upon what the Supreme Court has comes to exercise the power of a nation, I undertake oe y it 
TT 7 y " | does and may exercise power—national Sovereign powers— 
tl x “ee : eee eee does not base it upon that are not expressly given by the Constitution. For instance, 
1a upon W , > . . ” ~anired 
oa nal “| ST rill lad to have the Senator tell me how we acquire: 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Upon the language of the Supreme Court. ae ae we acquired any cession of territory outside 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Upon what does the Supreme Court af the original territory of the United States, You can {ind 
base it? : . ve the wer to acquire 
Mr, BEVERIDGE. Upon reasons which they give in their | POthing in the Constitution, tmecases we had the sovereizn 
decisions, which I would be glad to go into, if it would not in- war ae "every ether nation. There are certain powers that 
terrupt the Senator from Ohio too long. I fear it would take ete nation exercises, and “we are no more limited in the 
all the afternoon. other nationality is 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, I should like to get the Senator's view. | Xercise of sovereign power than any 


IVE IE ; limited. 
Mere’ aN ERIDGE. My view is the view of the Supreme Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 


ator from Rhode 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Based upon the identity of language? The VICE-PRESIDENT. | Does a “- 
ena n © Island yield to the Senator from Indiana 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That that language means that the | ‘Mr. ALDRICH. 1 should like first to read this extract. 
power over foreign and interstate commerce is not only equal, Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then will the Senator yield? 
but the same power—that is what the Supreme Court says. In The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
one decision after another, from the foundation of the Govern- ‘ 


. . : declines to yield. ~ 
ment until now, that is what it has said. I have read the extract. 
Mr, SUTHERLAND. I would be glad if the Senator would enn eee een ernen at Se eaten sirane- 
a the name of the cases? Can the Senator cite the han (192 U. &., 492), the opinion being delivered by Mr. Justice 
. White: . 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are several cases. The first one, foreign mations is express!Y 
if I am not mistaken, was Gibbons v, Ogden; the second, Brown | contesred upon ¢ ee ae ie Se uated power 1 complete, ia 
©. Houston; the third, the Lottery case; the fourth, and the — acemowtenging no limitations other than those prescrided «© © 
chiefest case, is that great case—I may accurately say that his- | Comstitution. shhons ® 
toric case—of Curtcher v. Kentucky, where the Supreme Court Mr. FORAKER. Quoting from John Marshall in Gibbous 
goes on at considerable length to reason out this matter, and | Ogden. 
quotes what the Supreme Court had theretofore said, and then Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The opinion continues: Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President— 
ver difference of opinion, if any, may have existed or does exist The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
ng the limitations of the power resulting from other provisions | to the Senator from Indiana? 
onstitution, so far as interstate commerce is concerned it is Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me 


e doubted that from the ee Congress has exercised a 
power in respect to the exclusion of merchandise brought from | for a moment to reply? 


fort countries—— Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. | Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Supreme Court of the United 
Mr. ALDRICH. It shows there is a difference—a manifest | States is the final tribunal which interprets the Constitution, 
e, an acknowledged difference—between the power over | all that has been said here to the effect that these powers are 
te commerce and the power over foreign commerce, rec- | not precisely the same has already been disposed of. I ventured 


differ 





og by the Supreme Court itself. to say a moment ago—— 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— Mr. CARTER. I suggest to the Senator—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am going to cite the cases. Perhaps 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will. the Senator 
Mr. ALDRICH. I want to finish the quotation. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
Not alone directly by the enactment of embargo statutes, but in- | yield to the Senator from. Montana? 
directly as a necessary result of provisions contained in tariff legis- Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
latior : > ; Mr. CARTER. I venture now the statement that the Supreme 
In all of the various decisions with respect to customs legisla- | Court has never said that the power of the Federal Government 
tion the Supreme Court has held that the power of Congress | in reference to the regulation of foreign commerce is identical 
was absolute and plenary, and here is a distinct recognition | with the power of the Federal Government to regulate commerce 
that there may be a difference of opinion as to the plenary | petween the States. 
power over interstate commerce. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I will read the language 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— of the Supreme Court in several cases, and can produce far more 


Mr. FORAKER. Let me say to the Senator again and to | whenever it is necessary, that the power is identical. 
all others, there is no question but that the Government of the| Mr GORE. Mr. President 
United States has power in respect to foreign commerce that| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
it does not have with respect to interstate commerce; but it | yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
does not get that different power from the commerce clause Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
of the Constitution. When it comes to the commerce clause; Mr. GORE. I desire to ask the Senator if the Supreme Court 
of the Constitution, it confers precisely the same power upon | in a case in which the New York, New Haven and Hartford 
Congress with respect to foreign as with respect to interstate | Railroad Company was a party did not suggest a measure of 





commerce. this character—this commodity clause—as a possible remedy 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. for the evils complained of in that case? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly so. Mr, BEVERIDGE. I do not recall, I will say to the Sena- 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— tor. 


Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly so. It was so held in Gibbons | Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Oklahoma is quite right 
v. Ogden, the court holding that the power was conferred in the | in saying that the Supreme Court referred to this as a pos- 
same sentence and the same breath. | sible remedy; but the Supreme Court was very careful in so an- 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, It was so held in this case. | nouncing to suggest certain limitations with respect to the ex- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators will kindly suspend. The | ercise of the power—something we utterly forgot when we en- 

Chair must advise Senators that they can not interrupt a | acted the commodity clause, 
Senator upon the floor without the consent of the Chair; and Mr. BEVERIDGE. What the Supreme Court has said upon 
the Chair will enforce this rule. The Senator from Ohio is | this precise point in several cases I will now quote from briefly, 
entitled to the floor. The Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] | and supported by many other cases that it is not necessary to 
rose to interrupt him. The Chair was waiting for the Senator | call attention to now is this: In Gibbons v. Ogden, which is the 
from Ohio to complete his sentence before asking him to yield. | first case, the great case on the interstate commerce clause, 
The Senator from Ohio. Chief Justice Marshall said: 

Mr. FORAKER. I was hoping I might be able to complete If this be the admitted meaning of the word (commerce) in its ap- 
the sentence. Then I intended to yield to the Senator from | plication to foreign nations, it must carry the same meaning through- 
Montana. out the sentence, and remains a unit, unless there be some plain, in- 

In addition to the power to regulate commerce, Congress is | ‘llisible cause which alters it. sa me ¢ 
given power to levy imposts and to do a number of things that | _ Now, next, the Supreme Court in C rutcher v. Kentucky (141 
are enumerated in the Constitution, and growing out of these | U- S., 57), and, if I recall correctly, the opinion was delivered 
other powers so conferred there are powers of Congress which | by Mr. Justice Bradley, one of the ablest justices, one of the 


are not conferred by the commerce clause. most learned justices who ever sat upon the Supreme Court 
Now, I will listen to the Senator from Montana. bench, after discussing this at great length, used these words: 





from indiana (Mr. Beverrpor], tersely put, as I understand, is | Congress Over Iptetstate ‘Gaesenee ~ Saas between the twee 
that the power of the Federal Government to regulate com- id ret ; 7 

; 7. , “ A Next, Sto on the Constitution, says o iis clause: 
sauce between the States, being derived from identical or sub- * oe Pope doe atbaia cota rented a yoo of 
toantic 7 : 5 : { 2 i g e - 
stantially the same language and the same clause of the Con- | parzoes as well on domestic as on foreign voyaces _— 7 
stitution, is identical with the power to regulate commerce| = | 

; “e ; - ; Next, in Brown v. Houston (114 U. S., 622) the Supre 
with foreign nations, I insist that must be an inherently in- aa cmaes United States meee ~< = — 
irm proposition, and for this reason, that the Federal Gov- | ~ re, eM ates 

Thment as r ign , i i € »strai 
= - mn as a sovereig power has no constitutional restraints | to Congress in terms as absolute as is the power to regulate commerce 
a ng with foreign nations. | with foreign nations. 

aul I ederal Government, as between the States, must exer-| In Stockton v. Baltimore, etc., Railway Company (32 Fed. 
ot ate ne Sere in the light and under the restraints | Rep.) the court says, and I think the justice in that case was 
i. aoe of the Federal Constitution in no sense applica- | Mr, Justice Bradley, afterward elevated to the Supreme Court 
4e to foreign nations. For instance: 


x of the United States: 

x. ‘8x or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. We think that the power of Congress is supreme over the whole 
enne er ccerence shall be given by any regulation of commerce or rev- | synject (interstate commerce), unimpeded and unembarrassed by State 
© ports of one State over those of another, nor shall vessels | jines or State laws: that in this matter the country is one. and the 
r from one State be obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in | work to be accomplished is national, and that State interests, State 
jealousies, and State prejudices do not require to be consulted. In 

commerce clause must be construed when regulating com- | matters of foreign and interstate commerce there are no States. 
erce between the States with the limitations upon the Federal So I have cited here several decisions from the Supreme Court 


xed by other clauses in the Constitution. These clauses | of the United States. Many more can be added. It is not neces 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator It has been frequently laid down by this court that the power of 
| 
| 
| 


The power to regulate commerce among the several states is granted 


power fi 

© nO application, directly or indirectly, to the relations of | sary for me to argue the question. It is not necessary for me 
~ _ ‘ral Government with foreign nations, and consequently | to put my unauthoritative interpretation upon this clause of the 
Lue 


* hand of the Federal Government in dealing with foreign 
-viimerce is unrestrained. The hand of the Federal Government 


dealiy 


straining 


Strued { 


Constitution. The Supreme Court has done it for a hundred 
years and not in a single case has it ever questioned that lan- 
guage. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator having made a very positive 
declaration on that point, I still adhere to what I said in the 


¢ with interstate commerce is restrained by every re- 
clause in the Constitution, and they must all be con- 
cether in exercising the power, 
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beginning, that at no point where the matter was applicable 
has the Supreme Court ever decided as the Senator asserts. 
The tor refers to these decisions. ‘The lottery case turned, 
as the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox] suggests, upon 
the obnoxious character, the immoral tendency, of the traffic. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not cited the lottery case at all, 
All these opinions were outside the lottery case. 

Mr. CARTER, Before suggesting the lottery case I desire to 
propound just four questions to the Senator, and I will do it 
very brie fly. 

Mr. B 

Mr. C 
Mr. . 


Seni 


DGE. One at a time? 

One at a time. 

\ DGE. All right. 
Mr. CAR 1 ask the Senator 
that he Feder: il Government has the right to levy 
articles entering our ports from foreign countries? 
course he will answer yes, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; 
Is that the first question? 

Mr. CARTER. I asked the question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Now, let me answer, please, and I hope 
I will have the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

We have the power to levy duties on articles imported to this 
nation under two powers of the Constitution. The first one is 
io raise revenue, and that comes solely under the taxing power. 
The second one is through taxation, to do something more than 
to raise revenue—for protection for example. No duty for any 
other purpose, excepting only the purpose of raising revenue. 
was ever laid or could be laid under anything but the taxing 
power. But wherever the duty embraces the elemeit of pro- 
tection, that tax is laid exclusively under the interstate and 
foreign-commerce clause of the Constitution. 

The Senator will find that the first chapter of the second 
volume of Story on the Constitution is devoted almost ex- 
clusively to an argument, first, showing that the levying of pro- 
tective duties is justifiable as a matter of policy and, second, 
that the levying of protective duties is constitutional; and that 
such protective duties are constitutional exclusively under the 
commerce clause and not under the taxing power. 

Now, the Senator from Rhode Island—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, 
that I should like to have a word in my own time. 
belongs to me, I believe. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. 

Mr. FORAKER. On what ground does Story hold that it is 
constitutional? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Story holds that it is constitutional—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I agree with him that it is constitutional. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘The Senator means the protective duty? 

Mr, FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Story holds that the protective part of 
duty is constitutional solely and exclusively under our power 
under the commerce clause of the Constitution, and not other- 
wise; 
Constitution and has been decided several times by the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator, then, admits the power of the 
Government to levy duties under the commerce clause of the 
Constitution on articles of foreign import? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I not only admit it; I assert it. 

Mr. CARTER. That makes it stronger still. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I ask this question of the Senator. Has the United States 
Government any power to levy duty on articles passing from 
one State to another? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. Now, 
ask me the question, Let me answer it. It is because it is ex- 
pressly and in terms prohibited, and where not expressly ex- 
cepted the power is identical, the Supreme Court says. 

Mr. CARTER. Then we have one difference between the 
Federal Government in its relations to interstate commerce and 
foreign commerce. 

Mr. BEVERIDGR. Not in the regulation of it; 

Mr. CARTER. We are speaking of power. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am speaking of the power to regulate. 

Mr. CARTER. The power to regulate involves the right 
to regulate, and when the power exists it may be exercised, of 
course. 


Now, 


ARTE 
EVES 


duties on 
To that of 


but I will answer it in my own way. 


pardon me, You 


not at all. 


Mr. President, I propound another interrogatory. 
Mr. BEVERIDGEH. That is the third. 

Mr. CARTER. Can the Federal Government under the Con- 
stitution show any preference—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘To the ports of one State over those of 
another? 

Mr. CARTER. By any regulation of commerce or revenue 
to the port of any foreign country? 
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from Indiana if it is true | 


| tinct and emphatic, we find that a preference 
| the Constitution to the commerce of one foreign country as 


let me remind the Senator | 
The floor | 


and that is held for an entire chapter in Story on the | 





May 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Can it show any preference to a foreign 
country ? 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to get it clearly, becanse tho 
answer is quick and clear. Can we pass a law which wij) 
show a preference for France over England? Certainly. py 
we can not pass a law which will show a preference to ono 
port of a State over ports of another State. 

Mr. CARTER. Can Congress pass a law showing a pref 


| to Ohio over Indiana? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. CARTER. Then, there is another difference hetw: 
right to regulate commerce between States and foreign co 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As to any regulation of commer 


| expressly provided in terms in the Constitution. 


Now, will the Senator from Ohio please allow me? 
been asked many questions. I am imposing on the Senat 
Ohio, but I will not take five minutes longer, 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Ohio will permit 
think it is established that Congress may levy duties on f 
imports under the commerce clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. And it can not levy duties on articles passing 
between the States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Because it is expressly prohibited. 

Mr. CARTER. It is prohibited; certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, It is expressly prohibited; 
cation, 

Mr. CARTER. Whether it be weaker because it is expressed, 
I know not. It is prohibited. 

I desire to make one additional statement and then I wil! 
conclude, because I am imposing on the Senator from Oh 
and, I suppose, on the Senator from Indiana also. We have 
discerned one clear and distinct limitation on the Federa! Goy- 
ernment as to the regulation of commerce between tlie States. 
That does not apply to the Federal Government in its relation 
to commerce with foreign countries. Second, and quite as dis- 
ean be given under 


not by impli 


against another, but that no preference can be given as between 
one State and another. My contention is that when the q 
tion comes to the Supreme Court fairly this commerce clause as 
applied to interstate commerce must be construed in connection 
with every other restraining clause of the Constitution applica- 
ble to the subject-matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator need not say 
cided when it comes before the Supreme Court, 
been decided. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to answer the question of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, and I will be through in 
or two. I have read the exact words of the Supreme (Court 
several cases holding that the power is the same. (Of course 
the Supreme Court supposed, although the Senator from Mon- 
tana seems to think not, that it knew the other provisions 0! 
the Constitution, so it held that the power was the same where 
it did not specifically provide otherwise, 

As to the question of preferences among the States, where ! 
does not specifically provide otherwise the Supreme Court 
held it is precisely the same power; not similar to, no! 
to, but the same power. 

Now, just a word more. The Senator from Rhode 
appears to be under the impression that our power 
tariff is absolute because it comes under the taxing 
Not at all. It is partly under the taxing power, and 
other purpose except for raising revenue it is under | 
merce clause. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly what I undertook ¢ 

Mr. BEVERIDGER. Then the Senator does admit it 

Mr. ALDRICH. My contention is that the power 0! 
over interstate and foreign commerce is not identical. 

Mr. BEVERIDGER. The Supreme Court have held u 
for a century, and I have read the exact words, that 
not only identical, but the same. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Is! 
duced Buttfield v. Stranahan, and he wanted to *! 
there had been a recent decision which negatived this, 
Buttfield v. Stranahan. But you will see on reading | 
first sentence that it holds nothing of the kind, but is « 
atory of the language of the Supreme Court in Gibbor 
den and places it under the interstate and foreign © 
clause, not something that is inherent, not somethin 
rior to: 


The power to regulate commerce with foreign nations is ¢ 
conferred upon Congress— 


it will be de- 
because it has 


a minute 


if 


| cited 
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Couferred upon Congress. Not as the Senator from Oregon 
_an inherent power, although I personally think it would 
. too— 
r an enumerated power, fs complete in itself, acknowledging no 
os other than these prescribed in the Constitution. 
brings in what the Senator from Montana was talking 
about. He might as well recite the Decalogue, because it has 
not - to do with the case. That was the language that I 
here. It is not original language in Buttfield v, Strana- 
it is quoted from Gibbons v. Ogden: 
tever differenee of opinion, if any, may have existed or does 


ncerning the limitations of the power resulting from other 
3 of the Constitution— 


\LDRICH. What does the court mean in making that 


Mr. 
~ i REVERIDG » What the Senator from Montana pointed 


eut, the provisien in the Coustitution that we shall not make 


preferences among the States, er the ports of the States, or 
things of that kind. That is what it means. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Is it not a statement that there may be dif- 


ferences between interstate and foreign commerce? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, sir; it is a statement that there are 
not that there may be differences. It is expressly 
laid down, and where it is not expressly laid down then the 
e Court says it is not only similar, not only equal, but 
i absolutely the same pewer. So Buttfield v. Stranahan, 
with which L am somewhat familiar, did not at all uphold the 

in his novel theory that the Supreme Court has been 
wrong for a hundred years and this power expressed in the same 
nee is not the same power. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will yield to the Senator from Mary- 
land, with the permission of the Senator from Ohio. I have 
transgressed long enough upon his time. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have had occasion to examine this question, | 
and if there is any decision of the Supreme Court of the United | 
States where the question has ever arisen that Congress has the | 
same power over interstate commeree that it has over foreign | 

[ have never heard of it. I should like to ask the | 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], who has thoroughly | 
considered this question, whether I am right in that assertion. | 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I tremble to enter this arena. | 
However, L have been asked a question and I am very giad to 
make reply. There has never been such a decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States that I know of, and it has 
been my business to inquire pretty closely into this question. I | 
do not say there is not an opinion of the Supreme Court in 
which there is sueh language, but I say there is no decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States deciding that the 
power of Congress over interstate commerce is the same in all 
respects as the power 6f Congress ever commerce with foreign 


nces, 


Supre! 


it is 
senator 


‘ 
senfe 


ecommerce 


eountric 


[ 


recall very distinctly that while I was filling the office of 
Attorney-General of the United States the Government raised 
that question, argued the question, and contended for it upon 
the al authorities which have been cited here by the 
m Indiana as sustaining the proposition, namely, in 
ue t CaSe@s, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not mentioned that case yet. 
Mr. KNOX. I hope the Senator from Indiana will permit me 
& mome I think he has had a very fair opportunity. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yielded to the Senator from Maryland. 
) ’ VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
as € floor, 

Mr. FORAKER, I thought I had the floor and I yielded ex- | 
bressiy to the Senator from Pennsylvania when he was called 
Upon for a reply. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, I will 
= 2 statement later. | 
aT, 


KNOX. The Government contended for that proposition 


mm the lt ttery case, because it was the simple solution of the 
- rs ry case. What Congress did in respect to the lotteries was 
. Jlss & law prehibiting them from injuring the channels of | 
ae eretatte trade. There was the plain, naked proposition pre- 
“ited to the Supreme Court of the United States, “ Had Con- 
See { power to do that thing,” and the Government con- 
aa nad the power, because it had the power to prohibit 
— between the States under the Constitution, which 
a * power equal to that over foreign commerce, and as 
saCTe ( be no doubt of the Government's power to place | 
arbitra; 


| interstate commerce and foreign 


'Y iimitation upem goods imported from foreign coun- | country, has a higher respect for the legal learnin; 


tries, the Government contended that it had a right to prohibit 
goods from going from one point in the United States to 
another. 

jut the Supreme Court of the United States reversed that 
contention and threw all those authorities into the brush heap 
and decided the question solely upon the ground of the obnoxious 
character of the lottery business and held, as I discovered in 
looking at a pamphlet that I happened to find in my desk here, 
that— 

The power of Congress— 

Just as the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter] has said— 

The power ef Congress to regulate commerce among the States, 
although plenary, can not be deemed arbitrary since it is subject to 
such limitations or restrictions as are prescribed by the Constitution. 
This power, therefore, may not be exercised so as to infringe rights 
secured or protected by that instrument. 

Therefore, in reply specifically to the question of the Senator 
from Maryland, I assert that the court has not only never 
decided that, but I do not find in all my research any intima- 
tion to the effect that the Congress of the United States can lay 
its hands upom an innecueus article and prohibit it from be 
ing transported from State to State; it can not say that cotton 
may not be sent from Georgia to the seabeard: it can not say 
that corn may not be sent from Iowa to New York. The only 
instance in which such an arbitrary rule or sueh a provision of 
Congress has been sustained is in respect to articles that are 
noxious or apt to disturb or injure the public health or the 
public peace, or in some way affecting the public good. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I had the floor by the courtesy of the 
Senator from Ohio and was speaking when the Senator from 
Maryland interrupted me. I yielded to him. Then the Senator 
from Maryland asked a question of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania when I was on the floor by the courtesy of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio has a right 
to resume the floor when he likes. The Senator from Utah 
sought the floor, and the Chair asks the Senator from Ohie 
whether he yields? 

Mr. FORAKER. 





I yield to the Senator from Utah be 


| eause he wanted to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania a ques- 


tion before he toek his seat. I can yield to the Senator from 
Indiana later if he wants me to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from Pennsylvania has 
spoken of the lottery cases. I want to ask the Senator whether 
in that case, in the dissenting opinion of Chief Justice Fuller, 
the Chief Justice did not expressly hold that there was a very 
well-settled distinction between the power of Congress over 
commerce, and whether, in 
addition to that, any judge of the Supreme Court in that case 
took issue with him? 

Mr. KNOX. In reply to that question, to which I will make 


answer in a moment, when I said the court brushed that con- 
tention aside, I meant the majority of the court, which, of 
course, speaks for the court; but it is true that the minority of 


the court, and I think four of the minority, dignified the argu- 
ment of the Government to such an extent as to practically 
pronounce it preposterous. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before I go on, I want to say with refer- 
ence to what the Senator from Pennsylvania has stated in an 
swer to the question of the Senator from Utah, that the dissent- 
ing opinion in the lottery case was not upon the question that 
they did not have the power of prohibiting, but it was chiefly 
upon the point that lottery tickets were not articles of 
merce. 

I wish to make this personal statement: I had risen to speak 
and had the floor by the courtesy of the Senator from Ohio, who 
had yielded to me because of various questions that had been 
addressed to me by a number of Senators. While I was speak- 
ing I yielded, as I always yield to every Senator, to the Senator 
from Maryland. The Senator from Maryland then put a qu 
tion to the Senator from Pennsylvania, to whom I also yielded 
in order that he might answer. Yet when I asked the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to permit me to interrupt him, he d “il 
to be interrupted. 

Now, Mr. President, no man, either on this floor or 


con- 
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judgment of the Senator from Pennsylvania than I have; but 
when he undertakes to wipe away the language of the Supreme 
Court for a hundred years by saying that, although the lan- 
guage was used, yet it has no authority, because it did not di- 
recily decide a point, I must decline to follow him. Certainly 
the opinion even of the Senator from Pennsylvania, or of the 
Senate put together, upon what the Constitution means is not 


as impressive as the uniform language of the Supreme Court for | 


a hundred years unquestioned by itself or by anybody else, ex- 
cept in this body. 

I remember that when this subject was up once before for 
discussion I quoted the famous language in Crutcher v. Ken- 
tucky. The Senator said that was obiter dicta. I do not agree 
to that, but supposing it was true, it was necessary reasoning 
to the court’s determination; and is the language of the Su- 
preme Court itself to be set aside because some Senator thinks 
that it was not properly used in the solution of the question? 
Certainly the unbroken opinion of the Supreme Court, stated in 
express and similar terms for a hundred years, has greater 


weight than that of Senators who, while admitting that the Su- 
has used this language for a century, maintain | 
that the Supreme Court did not need to use it in deciding the 


preme Court 


cases where it occurs. 
Now, then, as to whether this is preposterous or not, as to 


the Supreme Court in the lottery case, I think all this can be 
settled in earlier language by the Supreme Court which never 
yet has been questioned; and I read from the cases 


attention of the Senator from Pennsylvania to it: 


Hiowever, at periods of high excitement an application of the 
terms “‘to regulate commerce’’ such as would embrace absolute pro- 
hibition may have been questioned; yet since the passage of the em 
bargo and nonintercourse laws and the repeated judicial sanctions 
those statutes received, it can scarcely at this day be open to doubt 
that every subject falling within the legitimate sphere of commercial 
regulation may be partially or wholly excluded when either measure 
shall 
entire nation. Such exclusion can not be limited to particular classes 
or descriptions of commercial subjects; it may embrace manufactures, 
bullion, coin, or any other thing. The power once conceded, it may 


operate on any and every subject of commerce to which the legislative | 
discretion may apply it. 


The Senator says that we have passed laws prohibiting ar- 


ticles from interstate commerce only when those articles are 
injurious tn themselves—injurious either to the health 
morals of the people. I call attention to the 
years ago we put a law on the statute book without a dissent- 
ing voice prohibiting gold and silver goods from interstate 
commerce, which could hurt neither the health nor the morals 
of the people. 

Mr. KEAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, if he will allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. KEAN. 


I will. 
That was to prevent a fraud. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What it was to do 
with the power. Suppose we say in a certain case that we 
want to exclude @ertain things from interstate commerce in 
order to prevent murder. Our motive has everything to do with 
our policy, but nothing whatever to do with our power. Now, 
I do not want to - 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield further? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Besides, there are two versions, I will 
say to the Senator, about why that law was passed. The Sen- 
ator says it was to prevent fraud, but there is another version 


the effect that it was ‘otect tw r thr { acturers | 
to the effect that it was to prote wo or three manufacturers | ethene need tekiie Mebdtadien aelvam 


of cheap jewelry in New York and New Jersey. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. KEAN. 
matter or any such object of the act. I think it was to pre- 
vent fraud, and I think that was a very laudable purpose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


Senator from 


why it was passed. 
Now, just a word more, because I must not take the time of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] any longer, and I apolo- 


gize to him for taking it thus far,~and would not have taken | 


so much time but for the fact that there have been so many 
questions asked me. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I interrupt the Senator 
from Indiana simply to say that I am out of the notion en- 
tirely of continuing my remarks, except only to remind him 
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of The | 
United States v. Marigold, 9 Howard, page 550, and invite the | 


| Chief Justice Fuller in the lottery case. 
| ator from Indiana to say that the Chief Justice did not under- 
| take to pass upon the question as to the difference between the 


be demanded by the safety or by the important Interests of the | 


| First, were they subject at all to the commerce clause’ 
fact that two | 
| were articles of commerce, did we have the 


or | 


has nothing to do | 


| decision of the majority proceeded upon other grounds; but 
| Chief Justice in his opinion did deal with it, and I desire to 
Indiana | 
| of the Chief Justice in that case and at the same time to put it 


Indiana | 


May 22 


amy 


—- 


that what I was discussing when I was interrupted by this de 
bate, which is of a purely academic character, as it seems to mo 
was simply the question whether or not Congress had any ). wer 
by legislation to interfere with vested property rights under the 
pretext of regulating interstate commerce or any other pre. 
tense whatever. 

Then there is another question that I wanted the Se: 
from Indiana to address himself to if he would. It seems to 
me that we are confronted with that proposition. I sha}! not 
undertake to argue here, although we might very well (10 s0, 
that the mere attempt to prohibit the hauling of coa! wags 
unconstitutional. There is plenty of ground to make an argp- 
ment to that effect, and Senators have been making it here 
very effectively. I was passing that by for the sake of the 
argument, and confining myself to the actual state of facts 
we have before us for our guidance in this matter; and | was 
doing that with a view to pointing out that the thing for ys 
to do is that which will relieve these great property interests 
and at the same time enable them to accommodate the con- 
sumers of coal in this country. 

If the proposition involved in this commodity clause he 
constitutional, as the Senator thinks it is, perhaps, jud 


iging 


itor 


| from what he has said, then, if the authorities are bound to 


| enforce it, the result will be universal hardship to the people 
the interpretation that the Senator puts upon the language of | 


of the country. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FORAKER, Yes. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Before the Senator from Indiana re 
sumes his seat I want to eall his attention to the language of 
I understood the 


yield 


Sen- 


power of Congress over interstate and foreign commerce. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will find from my remarks 
in the Recorp that what I said in answer to the statement of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] was that the minor- 
ity put the ground of their dissent from the majority in the 
lottery case chiefly—you will find nearly the whole opinion 
given up to that—on the question as to whether lottery tickets 
are articles of commerce. Two questions arose in that case: 
They 
Second, if they 
wer to prohibit 
them? Upon the first question four judges dissented from the 
other five. The five judges held, first, that lottery tickets were 


would be if they were articles of commerce. 


| articles of commerce; and second; that we had the power to 


prohibit them. 
question. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, in the lottery case the 
question was presented to the Supreme Court as to whether or 
not Congress had as great power in dealing with interstate coi 
merce as it had in dealing with foreign commerce. That 
tion was sharply presented to the court. The majority 
did not undertake to deal with that question at all. 
Senator from Pennsylvania says, it was brushed aside, and the 


The minority opinion is chiefly upon the first 


the 


invite the attention of the Senator from Indiana to the language 


in the Recorp. At page 373 of volume 188, United States Su 


| preme Court Reports, Chief Justice Fuller says: 


It is argued that the power to regulate commerce among t! 
States is the same as the power to regulate commerce wit! 


So the question was sharply presented. 


But is its scope the same? 
As in effect, before observed, the power to regulate comm: 


| foreign nations and the power to regulate interstate comn 
| be taken diverso intuitu 


Mr. President, I know nothing about any such | 


for the latter was intended to secu 
and freedom in commercial intercourse as between the States, ! 
mit the creation of impediments to such intercourse; while | 


| clothed Congress with that power over international commer: 
| ing to a sovereign nation in its intercourse with foreign n* 
The Senator knows about it, but I do not. | 


The Senator brings up what it was done for, which has nothing | 
whatever to do with our power, but there are two versions as to | 


subject, generally speaking, to no implied or reserved pow 
States. ‘The laws which would be necessary and proper in th 
would not be necessary or eed in the other. 

Congress is forbidden to lay any tax or duty on articles exp 
any State— 

And this is the question suggested by the Senator fr 
tana. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from Indiana + 
whether or not an express prohibition is any weake 
stronger than an implied prohibition when the imp! 
clear? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. About an express prohibition — 
not be any question at all. About an implied prohibit 


Mon- 


now 
r any 


m is 


‘here can 
, sen 














| everyone else may very well differ. The Senator 
instance, imply something that suited his convenience 
| the rest of us would not agree. 


ay RTER. Mr. President, the Senator has sought to be- 
ontention because the prohibition was expressed, and 
res y he would have preferred it to be implied. 
\I LVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let me finish the reading of this opin- 


ntinues: 

s forbidden to lay any tax or duty on articles exported 
State, and while that has been applied to exports to a for 
it seems to me that it was plainly intended to apply to 
x portation as well. Congress is forbidden to give prefer- 
regulation of commerce or revenue, to the ports of one 
hens of another; and duties, imposts, and excises must be 

ighout the United States. 
ns of each State shall be entitled to all privileges and im- 
citizens in the several States. This clause of the second 
ticle [TV was taken from the fourth article of confedera- 
provided that “‘the free inhabitants of each of these 
* shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities of 
in the several States; and the people of each State shall 
‘ess and egress to and from any other State, and shall 
ll the privileges of trade and commerce,” while other 
1e article were also brought forward in Article LV of the 


e Chief Justice proceeds, and then concludes upon that 


seen that the right of passage of persons and property 
State to another can net be prohibited by Congress. But that 
lenge the legislative power of a sovereign nation to ex 
persons or commodities or place an embargo, perhaps 

nt, upon foreign ships or manufactures. 
Congress has the power, and it has exercised the power, to 
rohibit the importation of Chinese coolies from China. Would 
the Senator from Indiana therefore argue that Congress has 
the power to prohibit the transportation of a class of persons 
m one State to another? It seems to me that, in addition to 
ig ne attention to the identity of language in this con- 


stitution provision, we should pay some attention to the 
bject-matter. The language of the Constitution with refer- 
to interstate and foreign commerce is identical, but the 
bject-matter is altogether different. We are dealing with two | 
ferent things. If the Senator will permit me, I will put 


ustration to him: Suppose I should say to the Senator | 


tr | 1 , ay 
on ne fn. 


rty and your children.” The language would be the same with 
reference to both, but would the Senator from Indiana say 


s children that he had over his property? In the one case 


he would have the right to sell his property, but he would not | 


e the right to sell his children. So we have to pay some at- 
m to the subject-matter as well as to the identity of the 


nace 
dil et 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have the good fortune of being able to 
swer the Senator by the language of the Supreme Court itself. 
whi h says in the other quotation that I just read—and I will 


vain burden the Recorp with it—that it may apply to any 


ect which the Congress thinks the best interests of the na- | 


Mr. President, the language is the same; the power is the 
so completely that where the framers of the Constitution 
ted to make an exception they had to provide for that ex- 


You have the exclusive control over your prop- | 
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Mr. FORAKER. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. OWEN. The Senator from Ohio announced to the Senate 
that he had finished his remarks, and took his seat. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator is mistaken about that. I an- 
nounced that I was pretty nearly out of the humor of making a 
speech. I want to ask for a vote on this substitute before I 
yield the floor, if I may. 

Mr. CARTER. Before the Senator proceeds 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Ohio to yield the floor. He yielded only for a 
question. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from 
Montana? 

Mr. FORAKER. I will yield the floor in a moment, I will 
say to the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, after all has been said, I un- 
derstand the Senator from Indiana to now announce that the 
things are the same with exceptions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can tell, Mr. President, what the Sena- 
tor from Montana understands. I do say, have always said, 
and expect to be lucky enough to always continue to say, that 
I will not assume to disagree with the Supreme Court or at- 
tempt to explain away its meaning for the purposes of a par- 
ticular case, in which the Senator from Montana is such a 
master. I say what the Supreme Court has said; I stand upon 
the doctrine which it lays down; and I let Senators who dis- 
agree with those propositions wrestle with them as they may. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask the Senate if we can 
not have a vote on the substitute I have offered. I see that the 
Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. LA Fouierre! is in the Chamber. 
I do not know whether he has any objection to a vote being 
taken on the substitute or not. I understand he wants to speak 
on the joint resolution. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I will ask the Senator to repeat his 
Statement. 

Mr. FORAKER. I just stated that I saw the Senator from 
Wisconsin was in the Chamber. I do not know whether or 
not he would object to a vote being taken on the substitute I 
have offered. I know that the Senator wants to speak on the 
resolution; at any rate he told me so this afternoon; and I, 
of course, would not press for a vote on the substitute if he 
had any objection, but I thought, now that we had bad all this 


| debate in regard to the substitute, if there was no objection, I 
| should like to have a vote on it. 
that by rtue of that language he had the same power over | 


in express terms. Wherever those express provisions | 


exist, the Supreme Court knew it, and we are all supposed to 
Wit ie Senator from Montana and other Senators who 


ba | those exceptions might just as well have read the 
‘tution itself. Those exceptions were in the mind of the 
vurt when it said that the power is the same. Those excep- 
othing whatever to do with prohibiting articles from 
erstate d foreign commerce. 
Now, } 


lr. President, I am not guing to take the time of the 
1 Ohio any longer: When I asked him for his per- 
ich he has so kindly and courteously given, to 


Swe t the Senator from Rhode Island had said, I did not 
Re t I should be upon my feet three minutes, for I 

re ed to present what the Supreme Court had said, 

Ha Then let the Senator from Montana or any other Senator 
seule with the Supreme Court all they pleased. But there 
me a y y of questions, which I have been fortunate enough 
“ave been able to answer, not by my own reasoning or my 

: an but by the express language the Supreme Court 


ts . — for a hundred years. Now, I decline to take the 
enator s time further. 
Mr. OWEN. Mr. President—— 
The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
the § tor from Oklahoma ? 


Me Owtw : 
a OWEN. Mr. President, I rose to address the Chair in 
4yY OWN right, 


XLII——423 





Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I have no objection to 
a vote being taken on the substitute. I do not care to speak 
on the substitute. 

Mr. FORAKER, I should like to have a vote on the substi- 
tute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
{[Mr. Foraker}. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Let the proposed substitute be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment in the nature of 
a substitute proposed by the Senator from Ohio will be read at 
the request of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The SecrerTary. It is proposed to strike out all after the re- 
solving clause and insert: 

That paragraph 5 of section 1 of the act to regulate commerce, ap 
proved February 4, 1887, as amended, be amended by adding thereto 
the following: “Provided, That the provisions of this paragraph shall 
not apply to any article or commodity lawfully acquired and owned 
prior to the 29th day of June, 1906, by any railroad company under 
and by virtue of any statute, franchi or charter lawfully issued or 
granted by the United States or any State or Territory thereof,’ so 
that said paragraph shall read: “From and after May 1, 1908, it 
shall be unlawful for any railroad company to transport from any 
State, Territory, or the District of Columbia to any other State, Ter 
tory, or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, any article 








or commodity, other than timber and the manufactured products 
thereof, manufactured, mined, or produced by it or under its authori 
or which it may own in whole or in part, or in which it may have an 


interest, direct or indirect, except such articles or commodities as may 
be necessary and intended for its use in the conduct of its business 
as a common carrier: Provided, That the provisions of this paragraph 
shall not apply to any article or commodity lawfully acquired and 
owned prior to the 29th day of June, 1906, by any railroad company 
under and by virtue of any statute, franchise, or charter lawfully 
issued or granted by the United States or any State or Territory 
thereof.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] By the sound, the “ noes” seem to have it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, before the roll is called, I 
ask that the substitute be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
proposed substitute at the request of the Senator from Illinois, 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. tefore that is done, I should mice | 
to suggest an amendment in line 5. It now reads: 
Provided, That the provisions of this paragraph shall not apply to 


an irticle 


And so forth. I should like to move to amend by striking out 
the word “shall” and inserting the word “are” and adding the | 
words “intended to,” so that the paragraph will read: 

Provided, That the provisions of this paragraph are not intended to 
apply to any article or commodity lawfully acquired and owned prior 
to the 20th day of June, 1906 

And so forth. 

If the contention, Mr. President, of the Senator from Ohio is | 
correct as to the legal rights, we do not want to recognize the 
fact that it could apply at all. 

Mr. PORAKER. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The Secretary. In the proposed substitute on page 1, line 5, 
after the aord “ paragraph,” it is proposed to strike out the 
word “shall” and insert “are; ” 
the word “not,” to insert the words “ intended to,” 
read : 

Provided, That 
apps to any article or commodity lawfully acquired and owned prior 
to the 29th day of June, 1906 

And so forth. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended, the amendment being in the nature 
of a substitute. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Srone]. As that Senator is absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 


“ 


so as to 


the 


pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin], and | 


therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENnery], who is | 
absent, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
TILLMAN], who is detained by illness, and I therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. FOSTER (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota 
If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. FULTON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis], who 
is absent. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with"the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scorr]. I .transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. CLARKE] and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

| will also say, Mr. President, that I am requested to an- 
nounce that my colleague, the Senator from Florida [Mr. Mu- 
TON |, is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. Pratt]. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. CLAPP. In the absence of the Senator from 
Carolina [Mr. Simmons], with whom I am paired, I 
whether I should vote, and therefore withhold my vote. 
were here I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have a general pair with 
the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Exxrns]. Inas- 
much as this is a substitute for a proposition of that Senator, 
I felt justified in voting against the substitute. Unless I am 
advised that the Senator from West Virginia would vote to 
substitute the amendment of the Senator from Ohio for his 
own proposition, I believe I will allow my vote to stand, with 
this statement in the Recorp, 

Mr. KEAN. On behalf of the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Exrxrns], who is necessarily absent on account of illness, 
I will say that if the Senator were present, on this proposition 
he would vote “nay.” In my opinion, the Senator from Texas | 
is at perfect liberty to vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well, I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. FLINT. I am paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON]. I am advised that if he were present he would | 
vote “nay.” As I voted “nay,” I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
_Doiirver] is necessarily absent to-day. I do not know how he 
would vote on this proposition, if he were present, but as he 


I have a general 
{[Mr. McCumber]. 
In his absence, I 


North 
doubt 
If he 


| Borah 


| Carter 


and in the same line, after | 


provisions of this paragraph are not intended to | 


The question is on agreeing to the 


— 


voted for a favorable report on the resolution of the Senator 
from West Virginia, I assume that he would vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 32, as follows: 
YEAS—23, 

Kean 
Knox 
Lodge 
Penrose 
Richardson 
Smith, Mich. 
NAYS-—32. 
Johnston 
La Follette 
Long 
McCreary 
McLaurin 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Owen 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Hansbrough 
Hemenway 
Kittredge 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Mastin 
Milton 
Money 
Nixon 
Piles 
So Mr. Foraker’s amendment was rejected. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, May 23, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


mew, 


Aldrich 
Ankeny 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
surnham 
Crane 


Dick 
Foraker 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stewart 
Sutherland 
Wetmore 


Overman 
Paynter 
Perkins 
Rayner 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Teller 
Warner 


Allison 
Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 


Clay 
Curtis 
Dixon 
Flint 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Gore 
Hopkins 


srown 
Burkett 


Davis 
Depew 
Dillingham 
Dolliver 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Foster 
Frye 
Fulton 
Gary 


Beveridge 
sourne 
Bulkeley 
Burrows 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark, 
Culberson 
Cullom 
Daniel 


Platt 
Scott 
Simmons 
Smith, Md, 
Stone 
Tillman 
Warren 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate May 22, 1908. 


POSTMASTERS, 
ARIZONA. 


William F. Buckingham to be postmaster at Humboldt, Yava- 
pai County, Ariz. Office became Presidential October 1, 1907. 
William M. Newell to be postmaster at Mesa, Maricopa 
County, Ariz., in place of William M. Newell. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired March 2, 1908. 
IOWA, 
Alfanzo Z. Rawson to be postmaster at Kalona, Washington 
County, Iowa. Office became Presidential January 1, 10%. 
LOUISIANA. 
Hiram Fuselier to be postmaster at Eunice, St. Landry Par- 
ish, La. Office became Presidential January 1, 190s. 
MISSOURI. 


Thomas M. Allen to be postmaster at Cassville, Barry 
County, Mo., in place of Thomas M. Allen, Incumbent’s col- 
mission expired April 27, 1908. ; 

Frederick B. Rauch to be postmaster at Morehouse, New 
Madrid County, Mo., in place of Frederick B. Rauch. incu 
bent’s commission expired February 28, 1907. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

Thomas P. Nenam to be postmaster at Madison, Roc! 

County, N. C. Office became Presidential January 1, 1‘/>. 
OKLAHOMA. 


Elta H. Jayne to be postmaster 
County, Okla., in place of Elta H. Jayne. 
mission expired December 17, 1907. 

Thomas B. Woosley to be postmaster at Mulha 
County, Okla., in place of Thomas B. Woosley. In: 
commission expired January 20, 1906. 

TENNESSEE. 


J. A. Cox to be postmaster at Watertown, Wilson ‘ 
Tenn. Office became Presidential April 1, 1908. 
VIRGINIA. ; 
William D. Amis to be postmaster at Virgilina, [Ha 
County, Va. Office became Presidential April 1, 1S. 
James M. Williams to be postmaster at Broadway, | 
ham County, Va. Office became Presidential January |, 
WISCONSIN, : 
Joseph E. Parry to be postmaster at Florence, ! 
County, Wis., in place of J. E. Huff, declined to qua'!'y. 


ingzham 


at Edmond, ” 


Incuml« 











WITHDRAWAL. 
nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 22, 1908. 


Davis to be postmaster at Taylor, in the State of 
lla. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

ominations confirmed by the 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 

ear R. Hundley, of Alabama, to be United States district 
the northern district of Alabama, who was appointed | 
last recess of the Senate, as provided for by the act 
February 25, 1907, entitled “An act providing for a 
ites judge for the northern judicial district of Ala- 


»? 


wwy 


Senate May 1908. 


~ 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Ensig Koch to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 3d day of February, 1908S. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ralph A. Koch to be a lieutenant in 
e Navy from the 3d day of February, 1908. 
(set. Surg. Richard A. Warner to be a passed assistant sur- 
the Navy from the 3d day of May, 1908. 
W. McDowell, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an as- | 
on in the Navy from the 18th day of May, 1908. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA. 


Wilson to be postmaster 


ign Ralph A. 


rf 1 in 
Ralph 
tant sur 


, 
‘ 


at Stevenson, Jackson 





ARIZONA, 
postmaster at Yuma, 


SNE 


Ii. Chandler to be Yuma County, 


Dermont to be postmaster at Metcalf, Graham 


h Sturges to be postmaster at Globe, 
COLORADO, 

0 be postmaster at Delta, 
CONNECTICUT. 

postmaster at 


Gila County, Ariz. 


New Delta County, Colo. 


us G. Ising to be Danbury, Fairfield 


White to be postmaster at East Hampton, 
Conn. 


roe 
‘ 


K. 


mty, 


Middle- 


(% 
GRORGIA, 
Pruett to be postmaster at Cumming 


1 E. , Forsyth County, 


ob I. Smith to be postmaster at Winder, Jackson County, 


INDIANA, 
i, Cummings to be postmaster 


ty, Ind. 


at Cannelton, Perry 
KANSAS, 


S. postinaster 


Mueller 
ty, Kans. 


to be at Sedgwick, Harvey 


LOUISIANA. 
J. Johnson to be postmaster 


Thomas 


nty, 


at Berwick, St. Mary 


MISSOURI. 


: Charles Klepzig to be postmaster at Winona, 

{0 
Philiy 

Mo, 


Shannon County, 


G. Wild to be postmaster at Spickard, Grundy County, 


NEW YORK, 
Joseph FE. at Perry, 
z 
\\ 


Cole to be postmaster Wyoming County, 
Hlam 


lity, N 


Watson 
~ * 


to be postmaster at Warsaw, Wyoming 


OHIO 
lee L. Cussady to be postmaster at Dresden, 
inty, Oh Oo. 
Charles H 

County 
H. A. SI 
Stephen LL. 


ounty, Ohio 


: Muskingum 


Clark to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, Madi- 
Ohio, 
fer to be postmaster at Navarre, Stark County, 


Smith to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, 


Ohio, 

Logan 
PENNSYLVANIA, 

. Straesser to be postmaster at Martinsburg, 


‘ 


{ harles 


Ia 


Blair 
Ounty, 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
bowles to be postmaster at Dell Rapids, Minnehaha 
Dak. 
Dunham to be postmaster at Wessington Springs, 
ity, S. Dak. 
Kdwards to be postmaster at Armour, Douglas 
Dak, 


Fred Cc. 
County, §, 
Fred N, 
Jeray ld Cor 
Ernest 
County, §, 


| When we 
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Leonard T. Hoaglin to be postmaster at Platte, Charles Mix 


County, S. Dak. 


W. P. Joseph to be postmaster Mix 
County, S. Dak. 


Charles H. Stilwell to be postmaster 


at Wagner, Charles 


at Tyndall, Bonhomme 


County, S. Dak. 


TENNESSEE. 
- H. Whitney to be postmaster at Cookeville, Putnam County, 
| Tenn. 


TEXAS. 

W. B. Carson to be postmaster at Pilot Peint, Denton County, 

Tex. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Isaiah Stephens to be postmaster at MecMechen, Marshall 

County, W. Va. 
WISCONSIN, 
Cc. F. Stone to be postmaster at Lake Nebagamon, Douglas 


County, Wis. 
EXTRADITION WITH PORTUGAL 
The injunction of secrecy was removed May 
extradition treaty between the United States 
signed at Washington on May 1908. 


~~ >. 


22, 1908, from an 
and Portugal, 
7 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, May 22, 1908. 


[Continuation of legislative day of Tucsday, May 12, 1908.) 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker at 11 o'clock a. m. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 
conference report on the bill (H. R. 18347) making appropria- 


wr the fiscal 
and I 
in lieu of 


tions for the service for the Post-Office Department f 
year ending June 50, 1909, and for other purposes, 
unanimous consent that the statement may be read 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. 


Usk 


Is there objection ? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I will have to object. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 


adjourned yesterday did we not have pending before 
the House the conference report on the child-labor bill? 

THe SPEAKER. No. 

The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read the conference report as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagree ing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 1 


18347) making appropriations for the service of the VDost- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, 
nineteen hundred and nine, and for other purposes, having 


met, after full and free conference have 
and do recommend to their 


agreed to recommend 
respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate — from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5, 6, 36, 43, 44, 45, 51, 52, 54, 60, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 71, 72, 
73, 74, 75, 78, 79, 81, 82, SS, 89, 92, and 93. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 7, 8 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
1G, 3¢, 26, 20. Be 2) Seo Seo 2s Dy BO, Zi, 28, 30, 31, 82, 3S. 
34, 39, 40, 41, 42,°47, 48, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 70, 76, 
77, 80, S4, S86, S7, 91, 94, 95, 96, 97, and OS. 


And agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its dis- 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate nifmbered 20, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: VPage 5, 
line 15, strike out the words “And provided further” and ivsert 
in lieu thereof the word “/’rovided;” and the Senate agree (‘o 
the same. 
| Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its dis 
| agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as fe!lows: Page 10, line 
16, strike out the words “and fifty-one;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its dis- 


| agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 10, 


lines 15 and 16, strike out the words “ four hundred and ninety 
seven” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ five hundred and 
forty-eight; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 3S: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 


- 


its 


22 
od, 















amendment 
words ” twe 


ords “ 


with an 
the 
f the w 


thou 


ame as follows: Page 
nty-nine million ” 
twenty-eight million seven 
sand five hundred;” and the Sen- 


i >» Strike out 
leu there 
twenty-six 


rt in 
and 
» TO the Sa 
That 
amendment 
same with an 
the word “ 
* and the Senate agree to the same. 
nuinbered 46: That the House recede from 
amendment of the Senate numbered 49, 
with an amendment follows: Page 14, 
trike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
F ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
numbered 50: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the ‘Senate numbered 50, 
» to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 14, 
il the is “thirty-eight thousand six hun- 


the House recede from its 
of the Senate numbered 46, 
amendment as follows: Page 
six ”’ 


lmbered 
to the 
the 


> Out 


its 
to the 


] 
ue Same 


as 
‘eleven: 
nT 
| i i 


ent 


trike out words 
i and insert in lieu thereof the words “ thirty-seven thou- 
sand four hundred;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered That the House recede from 
er to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
with an amendment as follows: 
word “actual,” insert the word 
e agree to the same. 
numbered 6S: That the House recede from 
‘eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, 
gree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 20, 
‘the word “annum,” add the words “and to defray the ex- 
ses of said headquarters the sum of twenty thousand dollars 
I iated;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
numbered S83: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the numbered S83, 
ul agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 
, after the word “ national,” insert the words “ State ;” and 
» Senate agree to the same, 
Amendment numbered S5: 
disagreement to the amendment 
and agree the same with an 
amendment 


its 


» 
63, 


63 : 
dis reement 
9 


agree to the same 


hie and 


‘simultaneous ;” 


ndment its 


appropriate 
nt 


izreement to 
, 


palin 


Senate 
or 


That the House recede from 
of the Senate numbere 
amendment as follows: 
and insert in lieu thereof 


its 

85, 
Lo 

out 


l 
P 
strike 
Jlowing: 
That section thirty-eight hundred and ninety-three of the 
‘vised Statutes of the United States be, and the 
’ by adding thereto the following: ‘And 
within the intendment of this section 
of a character tending to incite arson, murder, 
assassination,’ ” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 27, line 
1, strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ fifteen; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
JESSE OVERSTREET, 
J. J. GARDNER, 
JOHN A. Moon, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Borers PENROSE, 
J. C. Burrows, 
A. S. CLAY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ihe the 


same is 
the 


shall 


amended 
‘indecent ”’ 


matter 


a 


We agree to this report except action on Senate amendments 
numbered 43, 44, 51, 76, and 77, the latter two known as “ ship- 
subsidy amendments,” 

A. 8. Cuay. 
JOHN A. MOON, 
The is 


statement as follows: 


STATEMENT, 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on | 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 


the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1909, submit the following written statement 
in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon in the ac- 
companying conference report on each of the Senate amend- 
ments, namely: 

The Senate made ninety-eight amendments to the bill, involv- 
ing an increase of $7,349,675. 

By the action of the conferees, submitted in the accompany- 
ing report, the House recedes upon amendments involving an in- 
crease of $1,708,450. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


and insert in lieu thereof | 


and | 





| exceeding,” 


Page 18, 


is on account of the first part of amendment No. 2! 


|} ing, 


its | were found necessary by the Department after the 


| the House. 


| of assistant superintendents, 


May 


The Senate receded upon amendments involving a d 
$5,641,225. 

The bill as passed by the House carried $222,356,602, 

As agreed to by the conferees, the bill carries $224.005.1 

Amendments Nos. 1, 2, and 3: These amendments 
provision in the bill as passed by the House, 

Amendments Nos. 4, 5, and 6: These amendments 
provision in the bill as passed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 7 and 8: These amendments in 


item and provide for the promotion of postmasters at Bos; 


Mass., and Philadelphia, Pa. 
Amendment No. 9: This amendment provides for the pro 
tion of assistant postmasters at Boston, Mass., and P} 


phia, Pa, 


Amendment No, 10: This amendment adds the w 
exceeding,’ and provides for the better administra 
appropriation, and to correspond with other items in 

Amendment No. 11: The reduction caused by this a 
is occasioned by the promotion of two to a higher gra 
vided for in the second part of amendment No. 29, 

Amendment No, 12: This amendment adds the w 
and provides for the better administra 
appropriation, and to correspond with other items in 1 

Amendment No. 13: The decrease caused by this anx 
agreed to by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
26, 27, and 28: These amendments add the words “ not 
and provide for the better administration of 
priation, and to correspond with other items in the | 

Amendment No. 29: The first part of this amend: 
out the provision for a second assistant postmaster « 
Ill. The second part of the amendment provides f 
motion of assistant postmasters at Boston, Mass., and Ph 
phia, Pa. 

Amendments Nos. 30, 31, 32, 38, and 34: These a: 
are made necessary on account of the promotion of t! 
masters and assistant postmasters at Boston, Mass., and 


oo» 


| adelphia, Pa. 
ace | 


Amendment No. 35: This amendment is to correct 


| ber of clerks in this grade. 


Amendment No. 36: This 
essary by the conferees, as 
act of last Congress. 

Amendment No. 37: This 
ber of clerks in this grade. 

Amendment No. 38: This amendment reduces the 
the appropriation as passed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 89, 40, 41, and 42: These 


od, 


amendment was consi 
it was a part of the « 


amendment is to corr 


Amendment No. 43: This amendment increased 1 


| priation for substitutes for clerks and employees at 


second class post-offices on vacation, 
Amendment No. 44: This amendment increased tlie 


| period of clerks and employees at first and second « 


offices. 

Amendment No, 45: This amendment provided a hi 
of pay for clerks and letter carriers under unusual! 

Amendment No. 46: This amendment was necessa 
count of increased rental for first, second, and third « 
offices, 

Amendment No. 47: This amendment was found 1 
order to provide for expenses during the current y' 

Amendment No. 48: This amendment provides 
and equipment of Station H, New York City. 

Amendment No. 49: This amendment increases | 
salary and allowance d 

Amendment No. 50: This amendment provides for 
appropriation to cover increased number of assist 
tendents, salary and allowance division. 

Amendment No. 51: This amendment provides for 


| for letter carriers absent with pay. 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18347) making appropriations for | 


Amendment No. 52: This amendment increased t! 
for horse hire and rental of vehicles. By action 
ferees the amount was restored to the bill as pas 
House. 

Amendment No, 53: This amendment provides for *' 
collection service, which was formerly paid out ot! 
priation for horse-hire allowance. 

Amendment No. 54: This amendment decreased 
priation for car fare for special-delivery me: 
action of the conferees the amount was restored to lc 
passed by the House. 


re 


’ 


pill as 








Ss & 



























1908. 


\ ent 


Al { Cc 


{mendment 


Am Iment 
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vent No. 55: This amendment provides for authorized Amendment No. 89: This amendment restores to the bill the 


en receipts for rental of post-offices. 

nts Nos. 56 and 57: These amendments provided 

t of the appropriation was to be used to pay for 
xieating liquors of any kind in the mails. 

No. 58: This amendment was found necessary by 
from the Department after the bill passed the House. 

ient relates to mail-messenger service. 

nent No. 59: This amendment provides for an investi- 
to the advisability of the Government purchasing 
tubes. 

iment No, 60: This amendment provided for authority 
t for sereen-wagon service at Denver, Colo., which 
now performed by the railroads and made a part of 


nt No. 61: This amendment provides for a mail-bag 
at Chicago, Lil. 

t No. 62: The first part of this amendment provides 
t of the appropriation shall be used to pay for 
toxicating liquors of any kind in the mails; the 


1 the Eastern and Western divisions. 
No. 63: This amendment provides for the read- 


\n ( ent 


i of the amendment relates to the method of weighing | 


| 
| 





nually of the compensation for inland transporta- | 


railroad routes, and provides for the simultaneous 

of the mails in all sections of the country. 

No. 64: This amendment increases the appro- 
r railway post-office car service. As agreed to by the 

the amount is the same as carried by the bill when it 
House. 

ndments Nos, 65 and 66: These amendments provide for 

eased salaries of assistant division superintendent of rail- 

Sel vice, 

nt No. 67: This amendment was found unnecessary 

provision has been carried in the law for several years. 

; to sick leave for railway mail clerks. 

juarters of railway mail service at New Orleans, La. 

imendment No, 69: This amendment provides for increased 

ce for railway mail clerks. 

tment No, 70: This amendment provides for increased 
railway mail clerks. 

t No. 71: This amendment provides for the 

t to substitute railway mail clerks of a stated salary. 
ndiment No. 72: This amendment increases the leave of 

railway mail clerks injured while on duty. 


OL hosel 


pay- 


MUCUUMICT 


ent No. 68: This amendment provides for a division | 


item as passed by the House and relates to wrapping twine and 
tying devices. 

Amendment No. 90: This amendment decreases the appropria- 
tion for the purchase and repair of typewriting machines, ete. 

Amendment No. 91: This amendment provides for the print 
ing of a new edition of a street directory. 

Amendments Nos. 92 and 98: These amendments restore 
the bill the item as passed by the House, and relates to compen- 
sation for rural letter carriers. 

Amendment No. 94: This amendment provides that no part 
of the appropriation should be used to pay for carrying intoxi- 
cating liquors of any kind in the mails. 

Amendment No. 95: This amendment provides for the pay- 
ments of the accounts of United States delegates to the Univer- 


to 


| sal Postal Congress at Rome, Italy. 


Amendment No. 96: This amendment extends the term and 
authority of the Joint Commission to investigate the business 
system of the Post-Office Department and postal service. 

Amendment No. 97: This amendment provides for mail cler 
in the United States Navy, and is recommended strongly by the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Amendment No. 98: This amendment provides that no part of 
the appropriations in the bill shall be used to pay for the carry- 
ing in the mails any malt, vinous, or spirituous liquors, or 


te 
5 


ill- 


toxicating liquors of any kind, or any cocaine or derivative 
thereof, 
JESSE OVERSTREET, 
J. J. GARDNI 
JOHN A, Moon, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 


rules and agree to the conference report. 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Over- 
STREET| moves to suspend the rules and agree to the conference 


| report. 


ts Nos. 73 and 74: These amendments provide for | 


ayment of actual expenses of railway mail clerks when ab- | 


t from home on duty. 
Amendment No, 75: 


General to pay a higher rate of compensation for electric 
| cable-car service where unusual conditions exist. 

\mendment No. 76: This amendment provides an increase in 
appropriation for the transportation of foreign mails. 
\mendment No. 77: The first part of this amendment pro- 
led that no part of the appropriation was to be used to pay 


¢ intoxicating liquors of any kind in the mails; the 
md part of the amendment provided for ocean-mail service 








South America and the Orient. 
\ ments Nos. 78 and 79: These amendments provide for 
examination and distribution of official and stamped en- 


Dayton and Cincinnati, Ohio. 
No. 80: This amendment provided an increased 
the distribution of postal cards at Rumford 


imendment No. 81: This amendment provides for the pay- 
ut of limited indemnity for the loss of registered mail and 
tem to the bill as it passed the House. 

No. 82: This amendment restores to the bill the 
it passed the House, authorizing employment of special 
inection with the second-class postage privilege. 
dment No. 83: This amendment provides for the deposit 

sters of their receipts in national or State banks. 
vd t No. 84: The first part of this amendment pro- 
‘es for the issue of duplicate checks or warrants of the 
Department; the second part provides for the de- 
' money orders after three years from the date of 


for 


res the 


tion of 


hendment No, 85: This amendment excludes from the mail 


‘ of indecent character. 
nents Nos. 86 and 87: These amendments provide for 





’ pes at Hartford, Conn. 

No. 88: This amendment provides for the estab- 
fof an agency at Cincinnati, Ohio, for the examination 
ition of official envelopes, 


next fis¢ l year of 222,000,092, 
This ame ndme nt author izes the I ostimas 


of an agent to examine and distribute registry en- | 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] demands a sec- 
ond. A second is ordered under the rule. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Under this rule, I presume, all the 
debate that will be allowed will be twenty minutes on a side? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, the post-office appropria- 
tion bill as it passed the House carried a total amount for the 
As agreed upon by the con- 
ferees between the two Houses, this amount of appropriation 
has been increased by $1,708,450, making a total appropriation 
for the next fiscal year of $224,065,142. Of the increase of 
$1,708,450, $1,100,000 is for the increased appropriation due to 
the ocean mail service. An additional $190,000 is for the im- 
provement deemed necessary for rent in connection with the 
New York post-office. An increase of $155,000 is*made over the 
House bill for watchmen, laborers, and messengers in the post 
offices of the first and second class, and $140,000 of an increase 
for mail messenger service. Those four items of increase ac 
count for all of the $1,708,450 except $123,450, which made 
up of a number of smaller items, ranging from $5,000 to $45,000, 


a parliamentary in- 


I take it, Mr. Speaker, that there will be little controversy, if 
any, relative to any one of the items of increase which I have 
just recited, except the item of $1,100,000 for the ocean mail 


service. The bill carries also, by way of Senate amendments, 


some amendments in the way of legislation. All of the amend 
ments relating to legislation have been considered by and 
thoroughly approved by the Post-Office Department. 

Authority for postmasters to make deposits in State and 
national banks; a provision authorizing naval mail clerks, for 


use on our naval vessels, as well as authority changing 
method of weighing the mails to once in each year ins 
once in four years. That amendment, while approved 
Department and the conferees without any critici 
three important factors. It makes permanent law 
“ Order 412,” requiring the total number of days in the weighing 
period to be used as the divisor in fixing the average dail 
weight. It makes permanent law of the so-called “ divisor or 
under which the Postmaster-General is now computing the 

age daily weight. It requires, in the place, that t 
distance between important terminals, where there 
ing railway mail routes, shall be the shortest of those ro 


} 
e VW i 


rend 


second 


are com 


| applying for the ascertainment of mail pay the princip 
now obtains in freight and passenger rates. In the thir 
it fixes the period of weighing at the same time : 

| country, simultaneous weighing, so as to avoid the 


ad | ice 
. Y 1 
over the 


suULTIC- 
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ow 


ig of mail, 
ling period. 
ig will give a more 
Mir. Speaker, the ocean 
Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I prefer not to yield at this time. 
Under existing law, known as the act of May 3, 1891, 
have been cartying, and carried in the bill as it passed the 
House, appropriations authorizing the payment of contracts for 
ocean mail service. In the Senate amendment agreed to, we 
amend that law without change of principle, without change of 
method of contract, without change of notice of contract, with- 
change whatever in the limitations, requirements, 
rictions of the act of 1891. The sole change is to increase 
the rate upon the second and third cl 
acts, 


commonly known as “ padding ” 


equitable result in 
mail contract 


determining its amount. 
increased. 


service is 


nt an 
out any 


rest 


contr 

The rates to-day are $4 a mile, outgoing, on vessels under the 
restriction of the law of a speed in excess of 20 knots an hour, 
$2 a mile where the speed is under 
cess of 
and 16 knots. This amendment changes the rate from $2 to $4 
on vessels above 16 and below 20 knots an hour, without any 
change of the vessels plying at a speed in excess of 20 knots. 
It changes the rate from $1 to $2 in the third-class 
speed is between 14 and 16 knots an hour, and then it 
limits those contracts under those rates to routes in excess of 
1000 miles in length, for the purpose of communicating with 
South America, Australasia, Hawaii, the Philippines, 
and Japan. 

It is believed, Mr. Speaker, that it is important for the de- 
velopment of trade relations and mail communication with the 
people of the Orient and South America, in harmony 
sistent with the policy of the American people, to 
closer relations with those people. 

Now, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think it better not to. Possibly an 
answer may be given from some other source. 

Mr. SULZER. I have been unable to get a copy of the bill, 
and can not determine from the report the knowledge that I 
desire to get. 

The SPEAKER, 
time. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
have only forty minutes to dispose of a bill carrying an appro- 
priation of $234,000,000 under this order of the House, and 
the half of that time belonging to us I will be compelled to 
divide between five members of the committee. So I will ad- 
dress myself to only one or two features of this report. It isa 
matter of regret that the Senate and House conferees could not 
have arranged for a slight addition to the vacation for the 
carriers and clerks; but while that is a matter of consideration, 
it is not a matter of great importance compared with the agree- 
ment made on the part of the majority of the House conferees 
with the Senaté conferees to inject into this bill a great ship 
subsidy. We seriously object to that section of the bill which 
provides for an increase of $1,100,000 by the Senate amendment, 
with the agreement of the House members, for an ocean ship 
subsidy. The concession of this increase is based upon 
grounds, One an alleged increase in mail facilities, the other 
that the imcrease accomplished by the bill in this connection 
would furnish an auxiliary fleet to the Navy of the United States. 

Let it be remembered that to-day the Government of the 
United States is paying an exorbitant sum of money for 
ocean service. We paid last year $3,268,000. The 
this year $3,508,862, an increase of $240,862, an 
increase commensurate, perhaps, with the increasing service on 
the ocean; but the Senate places $1,100,000 in addition to this, 
making the whole subsidy $4,602,862. 


vessels, 
whose 


establish 


The gentleman reserves the balance of his 


proposes 


that it is necessary as a mail facility. The officials of the 
Department, in urging it, speak of it only incidentally as a 
benefit to the mail service. The problem which we are asked 
to solve on the post-office bill is the necessity of an increase in 
the merchant marine. 

They tell us that we shall increase our foreign trade. 
do not dare say that the facilities are not sufficient now under 
the subsidy for the carrying of such mail as we have to carry. 
They abandon that proposition, treat it as incidental, and say that 
ihe Government of the United States needs transports for the 


Mr. Speaker, I wish I had the time to discuss this question 


just a little, but the mere suggestion that the rotten old hulks | 
that carry the mail would be of any aid to the American Navy | 
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the mails, in the | is absolutely 
Annual weighing instead of quadrennial weigh- | great 


we | 


and | 


| chant marine that will cost you 
ass vessels under these | 


| contended for by the Republican party, if you 
20 knots an hour but in ex- | 
16 knots, and $1 a mile where the speed is between 14 | 
| upon the high seas, 
| merchant marine, 
| your ship-subsidy bill here and have it discussed, and if it hoe 
| to the interest of the country, let it pass. 





China, 

| in behalf of the shipping interests that are involved in 
| question. 
and con- | 


| accede, 


regret that we | 


two | 


this | 
House bill | 


| country 
It is not contended by the gentlemen who urge this subsidy 


| on 
They 


Ma 


ridiculous. 
naval en 


They would be of no more ya 
gagement than a horse pistol would } 


| great artillery duel, and these gentlemen know it. 


There are two pretexts for this appropriation; first, »s | 
incidentally the mail service, and, second, the naval s, rvico 
both untenable, both of such a character that they oug)h: 
receive the consideration of an intelligent House of Re; 
tives. You can not increase your commerce by any sv: 
ods. If you shall determine at last that it is wise to « 
the great tariff barrier, if you are determined at last t! 
trade must expand while your 
exist, that the embargo on trade, the prohibition against for. 
eign commerce must still exist in the Dingley law, and yet at 
the same time the trade be carried on, you must have 4 ~ 
a hundred millions of mon 
And then it is an absurd proposition that the Post-Office Depa 
ment should begin this service. If we are to have this ere. 
service for the expansion of foreign commerce along the }in 
are not willing 
(as the Democracy believe) to concede that if you lower yoy 
tariff walls the commerce of your country will come natura}iy 
but that you must have a high tariff and » 
go about it in an honest, manly way, bring 


hot te 
esenta. 
meth- 
itinue 
C your 
protective theory must s¢iy 


Do not indulge in a 
cowardly subterfuge on this post-office bill. [Applause op 
the Democratic side.] I tell you, sir, between these two pre- 
texts, the facilitation of the mails and the improvement of the 
Navy, lies this monumental plunder of the National Treasury; 
this 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] You can hot 
furnish a sufficient reason for this enactment upon either o‘ 
these theories. You had as well ask me to discuss the questio 


| whether larceny is in accord with high moral principles, oi 


whether public plunder is a cardinal virtue, as to ask me to 
under the facts presented here, to the subsidy in this 
bill. It is unnecessary, unwise, and unjust to the people t 


give their money to the shipping interest, with no return. It 


| would be a misappropriation of public funds by faithless public 
| Servants, 
| have to yield the floor to another gentleman, and I ask the ge 


Mr. Speaker, my part of the time has ended, I sha 


tleman from Indiana now to take some of his time. [Applaus: 


| on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I should like to inquire of the gentl 
man from Tennessee how many speeches he proposes to hav 
in his full time. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. There are two gentlemen on this 
side of the House who want to speak, and there are two 0 
that side of the House to whom I have to give some time, | 
cause you would not, and that makes four. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is my intention to use all the ti 
at my disposal except what I yield to one additional man, and ! 


| request the gentleman to use the time of at least two of ! 
| Speakers. 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Very well. I will ask the (| 
to recognize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpo 
five minutes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, this is the last word of les's 
lative control in this body. This bill carries over $200 
There are twenty minutes allowed for its presentation, tw 
minutes for its analysis. That is deliberation at the rat 
$10,000,000 a minute as the clock ticks. [Applause on the Di 
ocratic side. | 

I would like to appeal to you men here on both sides 1s 
dividuals to-day, for I do not believe that by long 
individual responsibility you have lost it. In this }i!! \ 
the Senate has amended is one proposition I want to 1 
in my time, and that is the proposition for annual w: 
the mails. That annual weighing gives to the railro: 
an increase of between three and four milli 
a year for carrying the mails. 

Go back a little bit and think that for thirty-four yes 
country, by reason of departmental silence, by reas: 
cressional blindness, by indecision of commission 
mission, we have grossly overpaid the railroads, ove! 
one miscalculation $60,000,000. That has been 
Last year Congress took away from the railroads so! 


Ooo. 


aistise 


} 


overpay. 


Now we are to have annual weighing; at present 


| the mail once in each section every four years for 0 


| and five days. 
fleet, and that this will furnish a nucleus for that great service. | 


This provision put in here in the Se 
down in the House committee, provides for the w' 
nually all over the country for thirty-five days. That 
nicality. It is difficult to see that within that chans 
increase for the railroads of three or four milli: 
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theless, it does make an increase. 
sinally given in 1873, based on average weight, was 
‘igh pay. Why? Because the average found at the be- 
of a four-year period at the end of four years was 
rhe high pay was intended as an offset. Moreover, the 
vou weigh the mails in this country the less your aver- 
be in certain seasons. If you weigh the mail one hun- 
| five days you get a lower average than you do if you 
for thirty-five days. How did we discover that? In 

» mails were weighed in the western half of the United 
tes, beginning in February. On April 18 the earthquake 
vrred in San Franciseo and disarranged the routing of the 
The mails were weighed continuously, however, for one 
hyndred and five days, and when they were all weighed, some- 
body discovered that the shorter weighing period—that is, up 
to the date of the earthquake—made a higher average than the | 
weighing period. The Department appeared before the 
, explained the disarrangement of the mails by rea- 
the earthquake, and persuaded the committee to allow 
) chop off the weighing period at fifty-seven days—that 
» time the earthquake took place. By cutting off those 
s and stopping at fifty-seven days the pay for the mail 
ection was increased 7 per cent. If you reduce the 
number of days on which the mails are weighed from one hun- 
dred and five days to thirty-five days, you will get a like re- 


The pay of the rail- 


» Loit 


? 


loncer 
meer 
to 
¢ 
ol 


son i 
them t 


Ss, a 


other day 


¢ +) 
( Lil 


sult. Why? Simply because the mails fluctuate in weight; 
they are high in January, not so high in February, not so high 
in Mareh, higher in April, higher in May, very high in June, 


going down in July, lower in August, and then up again until 

they are very high in December, so the bigger the blanket you 

spread over the great weighing operation the fairer your aver- 

age, and, theoretically, the only true average would be a weigh- 
for all the year round. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire now that the 
remain 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp}, the gentleman from North 
|Mr. SMALL], and the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Frntey]. And I now yield two minutes of that time to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STaFFoRD]}. 


Carolina 


g time on our side be divided between the gentleman | 


double the amount to be paid for the carrying of ocean mails 
in vessels of the second and third class, and will involve an 
additional expenditure of about $4,000,000 per annum. Al- 
though this amendment appears in a post-office appropriation 
bill which is presumed to provide exclusively for the postal 
service, there is no pretense that this increase is for the pur- 
pose of extending our mail facilities, but, on the contrary, un- 
der the guise of an amendment to this bill, it is admittedly a 
ship subsidy, pure and simple. 

In order that no Member who has not studied this question may 
be deceived, I will present to you a few facts, and I challenge 
any Member to question their correctness. We had extended 
hearings upon this same proposition before a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Post-Offices of this House, when the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General and other officials in his Depart- 
ment, together with several other familiar advocates of ship 
subsidy, were heard, and every one of these gentlemen advo 


cated this proposition as a benefit to ocean shipping, and not 
for once did they contend that it was for the benefit of the 


ocean mail service. Likewise, in all the evidence submitted to 
the committee of the Senate and in all the speeches made in 
the other body, this legislation was favored, because, it was 
contended, it would aid our merchant marine and induce the 
building of ships in our yards. 

Every article which has appeared in the newspapers favor- 
able to this legislation has proceeded upon the idea that it was 
for the benefit of shipbuilders and shipowners, and not 
the benefit of the mail service. Now, if we are going to sub- 
sidize our ships, let us do it in a manly, open, and candid way, 
and not under the guise of a postal appropriation bill. [Ap- 
plause.] If you favor ship subsidies, then make this appropri- 
ation directly out of the Treasury and do not fasten it upon the 
Post-Office Department, and thereby increase the already large 
deficit. 

I have here a clipping from the New York Sun of the 17th 
instant from its Washington correspondent, giving an interview 
with Francis T. Bowles, formerly an admiral in the Navy, and 
now at the head of a private shipbuilding company. The in- 
terview quotes Mr. Bowles as urgently advocating this legisla- 
tion as an aid to our shipbuilding industry, and he further 


oe 
AOL 


= 
Ys 





Mr. STAFFORD. 


entirely 


inadequate to diseuss these two large 
subsidy and railway-mail pay, which were both rejected after 
(eliberate consideration by the House Committee on the Post- 
and Post-Roads. [Applause.] I stand for committee 
gislation in this House with its thorough consideration. We 
voted against reporting both of these propositions, and here 
we are asked to railroad through in a minute this great proposi- 
tion of subsidy which should be considered for hours and which 
$1 objectionable in its extent than the proposition we 
voted against last year. [Applause.] Here is the railway-mail 
proposition under the guise of annual weighing, that will in- 
ase the mail pay $2,700,000 each year, changing the prac- 
e that has been in vogue for thirty years upon a basis of 
‘ompensation which was fixed with the idea that there should 
» quadrennial weighings, and in a law that at present vests 
with the Postmaster-General the right at any time to hold 
weighings more frequently than once in every four years. 

Last year we cut the railway-mail pay and to a reasonable 
oxtent 
} 


y are seeking to raise the rate of compensation and set aside 

} rT she . 
the efforts that we accomplished last year after weeks and 
f struggle. I call upon the Republican Members of this 


th 
uilice 


nore 


ng down an appropriation bill with more legislative amend- 
‘S than have ever been known here before, asking in the 
brief time of twenty minutes to consider such weighty measures 
that carty appropriations to the extent of millions and millions 
‘dollars. I have not time to go into the merits in two minutes, 
d ScUuss this great question of railway-mail pay and to show 
from the schedules that I have in my hand, prepared by 


' Post-Office Department, that the amount of mail pay will 
na increase $2 


Met 








Mr. Speaker, in two minutes the time is 
propositions, 


t, and now, under the guise of having a fairer average, | 


use to enter a dissent to this practice of the Senate in load- | 


states that this mail subsidy is in danger of failing to become 
a law on account of the “ incapacity ” of a few Republican Con 
gressmen. I this eminent prospective forager upon 
| the Treasury assumes that all Democrats are suffering under 
incapacity for looting the Treasury, but that such defect only 
applies to a féw of the gentlemen upon the other side. 

The amendment under consideration contains a proviso that 
the amount expended for ocean mail service in any year shall 
not exceed the estimated revenues for the current year. It 
stated that such a limitation constitutes a justification for this 
legislation. Let I wish to point out the inconsistency 


suppose ‘ 


is 


uS see. 


| and the ineffectiveness of this proviso. In the first place, it is 
| doubtful if there is any profit upon our ocean mail service as 
|} operated at the present time, upon a proper and just calcula- 
| tion. The alleged profit has been obtained by deducting the 


sum now paid for carrying the ocean mail from the gross sum 
received from ocean postage. Th an improper 


is is method, as 


| 

| can be shown. Most of the ocean mail matter originates from 
| interior points, but the cost of that part of the service is i 
nored. Neither is the cost of administration of any part of the 


postal service taken into consideration. The 
two items added to the sum now paid for 
would largely reduce if not extir 
present ocean mail service. 
Again, under the act of March 3, 1891, which it is sought 
amend, it is provided in section 1 of the original act that oc« 
| mail contracts shall be made for not less than five and not 
than ten years. anyone doubt that the alleged ts 
would be estimated at a large sum and that contracts wo be 
entered into for the maximum term of ten years? Therefore, 
| is it not apparent that the proviso is not effectual even for the 
purpose intended and does not remove the objectionable feat 


rregate of these 


a mail 
lish the alleged profit on the 


agecreg 
y 1) 


, 9 
} ocean 


( ry 


oT 
ip, t 


> 
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to 

1 
more 
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Does 
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52,700,000 at least, nor have I the time to go | from this legislation? The amendment ought to be ted 
to the question of the needlessness of the subsidy for the | and the only way to do so is to reject the entire conference re 
to the Orient, which to-day is adequate with the | port. 
provided by subsidized steamers of other countries.| The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ADD aLuse, | The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FINiey] is recognized 
a SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. for three minutes. 

nan rae of rennessee. I now yield to the gentleman from Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to vote d ’ 

: - npr [Mr. SMaALr]}. this conference report. The conference report does not ve 

: SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit in the brief | the clerks and carriers in first and second class post-offices an 

=e yielded to me just one proposition concerning the ocean | annual leave. It does not give to rural carriers $100 additional 

hin Subsidy, which appears in the post-office appropriation | Salary annually. It provides for an annual weighing of . 

~~ &S a Senate amendment, and which has been agreed to by | mails, and it has been stated here that the Department indorses 
* majority of the conferees. This amendment increases just | it. 








The Post-Office Department states that if Congress wishe 
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to increase the pay or compensation to railroads, then they As a factor of national defense, a large merchant marine js 
favor this proposition. They leave it to Congress, a necessity for this country. 

But the most important proposition involved in this con- Now, the second reason: Transportation has become 
ference report is the ocean mail subsidy. I have stated before, | greatest problem of the world, the result of the great economic 
and I repeat now, that this is a thin subterfuge. It is an at-| forces producing differentiation in labor and the necessity fo, 
tempt to gloss over and sugar coat the infamous ship-subsidy | wider exchange of products. Within our own country 
proposition, which has agitated Congress for years, and which, | widening range has caused interstate commerce to gr by 
up to this time, be it said to the credit of the House of Repre-| leaps and bounds until it now comprises 85 per cent o! 
sentatives, the House has never indorsed. It is claimed that it | total internal commerce. The same great law is worki 
will restore the American merchant marine. How much? It| tween nations—international commerce doubled between 
is a fact that the total revenue of the ocean mail service, gross, | and 1800; it nearly trebled between 1800 and 1850; it incr 
is $6,500,000 annually, and the gross cost of the ocean mail} more than fivefold between 1850 and 1900, and it now ex 
service to-day is $2,900,000, and they claim that this provision | the vast sum of $20,000,000,000 annually—and this is 
in the conference report here limits the cost to the actual! foretaste of what is to come. Before the turn of this « 
amount received from the ocean mail service. This does not| I expect to see China alone add more than half this amo 
include the entire cost of the service at all, and I state that it| the world’s commerce. This stupendous growth indicat 
is no more reasonable to give the entire gross revenue from this| great importance of foreign markets and the vital necessity 
service for this purpose than it is to give the gross revenues of | controlling the means of transportation. 
the New York City post-office for the benefit of ship subsidy Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
and ocean mail subsidy. Mr. HOBSON. Iam very sorry I must decline to yield, hay- 

So that, Mr. Speaker, it is a subterfuge pure and simple. I | ing only three minutes. 
have not the time to discuss it. I have discussed it heretofore Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I just want to ask what this 
at this session of Congress in a limited way, and I regret that] got to do with a ship subsidy? 
the time is so short that it is impossible to present the question Mr. HOBSON. Iam coming to that. I must decline to viel 
as it should be presented to the House. I ask the House to vote Heretofore this necessity for controlling the means of | 
down the conference report. Let the bill go back to the Post-| portation has not rested heavily upon America, because « 
Office Committee or go back to conference with instructions, and | ports have been chiefly in agricultural products that 
then IT am sure it will come back here at least with the infamous} but limited competition from the great maritime 1 
ship-subsidy proposition eliminated from the bill. Mr. Speaker, Conditions must now change. A century ago 85 per 
the proposition here is to not give postal employees more com-/| our population were engaged in agricultural pursuit 
pensation, but to give to shipowners and give to the railroads | day only 33 per cent are so engaged. Already our manut 
millions of dollars. I ask if that is a sample of what the Amer- | products exceed $15,000,000,000 annually, and the neces 
ican Congress should do in legislating for the whole country. I | foreign markets is beginning to be felt. Soon foreign | 
believe, Mr. Speaker, that the Republican party is afraid to} for a large export trade of manufactured products will | 
stand up here and vote for ship subsidy as a separate proposi- | absolute necessity for a healthy condition of the ind 
tion. It is cowardly to attempt to legislate in this manner. |} and for the prosperity of the nation. In seeking these 1 
[Applause. ] we must come in direct competition with the great m: 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. nations that now control our means of transportation. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. How much time has the gentleman from | self-evident that the governments that subsidize these 
Tennessee remaining? ship lines will bring about regulations that will give 

The SPEAKER. His time has been exhausted. own shippers advantage over our shippers dependent o 

Mr. OVERSTREET. How much time have I remaining? lines. We are now entering upon a new era of keen « 

The SPEAKER. Thirteen minutes. tion, where vast volumes of trade will turn upon advani 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield three minutes to the gentleman | disadvantage in transportation without a merchant 
from Alabama [Mr. Hopson]. | The Panama Canal will only play into the hands of | 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gen-| eigner. The nation that can not control its own nm: 
tieman to say, when he insisted we should continue to use our | transportation must be left behind, no matter what its othe: 
time, that he had but one more speech. ditions of advantage may be. We are soon to revise the | 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I said one other beside myself. and take our manufacturing industries out of swaddling « 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Very well; I misunderstood the | They will then begin to run, young giants that they «1 
gentleman, likely. | us give them a fair chance and they will capture the | 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I expect to vote for this meas-| of the world. With a merchant marine we win, witho' 
ure. It is hard in three minutes to state the reasons that I be-| lose the prize. It is vain to hope that anything but & 
lieve adequate to cause me to break with so many of my col- | ment aid can enable American citizens to compete with 
leagues, but I have been associated with the ocean since I was} governments. The postal subsidies provided in this 
14 years of age. Jhe high seas are the common inheritance of | should bring forth between thirty-five and forty new 
the nations. No nation can be great that does not participate in | 5,000 tons and upward to fly the American flag to 
that inheritance, for two great reasons—both depending upon | America, Asia, and Australasia. This would be a ¢ 
transportation. Those high seas are necessary for the trans-| But so vital is the question and so keen will be the con 
portation of power upon which the nation’s life depends. Amer-| that other measures will doubtless be required in tin 
ica has just awakened to the fact that we must create the | cially the revision of our navigation laws, insuring the « 
vehicles of this power—great battle ships—upon which sea | tion of vessels of a third power in carrying cargo to 
power rests. Let me tell you from my knowledge of these ve-| between America and a second power. Ultimately | 
hicles that in case of war we will have to provide at least one- | to see governmental ownership of transocean steamship 
third of their value in additional auxiliaries and at least twice I wish to warn my colleagues of the Democratic party. 
their numbers in men if we would have them efficient. It is| is not a question of “ special interest;” it is a question o! 
out of the question at the present time for the Government it-| tional security and national prosperity, and it is a ! 
self to build and maintain these auxiliaries during the long} question in all lands. I will join in fighting to the dea' 
years of peace. governmental discrimination in favor of any class or | 

It would require at least $100,000,000 to build and over| If the minority leader will have me put upon the Co! 
$25,000,000 per year to maintain the additional auxiliaries and | on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, as I have reques 
crews that would be required to make our present Navy effi-| to do, I will watch like a hawk and oppose every tend 
cient in case of a serious war. favor special interests. 

Unless an adequate merchant marine is already flying our The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from 
flag, it will be impossible to make proper provision after war | has expired. 
comes. An attempt to do so would entail stupendous expense Mr. HOBSON. I ask one minute more. 
and prove utterly futile. Witness the case of the small Spanish Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield one minute more to the ge 
war, which did not entail replacing men as result of casualties Mr. HOBSON. I wish to appeal to my colleagues. 
in battle. We poured out millions upon the so-called “ mos-| not postpone the beginning of the upbuilding of our » 
quito fleet” and other inefficient auxiliaries, leaving us a legacy | marine. Every year, every month, of delay is dangerous 
of the ill adopted and expensive fleet of small colliers now in} foreign nations of the world who may be our enemies 
the Navy. Due to the lack of a merchant marine we reached | who are sure to be our rivals in peace, are getting the 
the utmost limit of our possibilities of naval expansion in the | upon our country’s heart. Let us not mistake for ar 
small war with Spain when our Navy was in its beginning.| the Treasury a measure that would promote one of |! 
Our possibilities to-day are no greater and our requirements | vital and most urgent needs of the nation. Should w 
avould be at least four times as great as then. upon us, and should we find our fleet paralyzed because \\' 
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ies, and should this impotence of the fleet bring about | 


of our possessions, even the invasion of our conti- 
tory, then in its convulsions the nation would rise 
is and consign our party to another half century of 
if not to annihilation. Let us not relax vigilance 
‘h over the Treasury, but let us help in this great 
which must come as surely as day follows night. 
ERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, there is no bugaboo in 
tion to which the gentleman from Kansas has made 
do. The amendment has been carefully and tbor- 
sidered by the Post-Office Department, and is strongly 


| by that Department. 
RDOCK, Will the gentleman yield? 


RSTREET. I decline to yield. The gentleman from 
ir. Murvock] has inveighed at each opportunity since 
to Congress wherever the word “railroad” hap- 
in any law or amendment. 
the new disease of “ railroaditis,’ which might im- 
efulness of the gentleman in his favorite custom as 
ower and as a knight of Don Quixote tendencies, 

st ghost armies of an imaginary foe. 
s cer, the only increase which will occur by reason 
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and nays. 
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r. Speaker, I demand the yeas 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were 


yea 


S$ 143, nays 155, 


answered “ present ” 6, not voting 84, as follows: 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Ames 

Anthony 


| Barchfeld 


I fear that he may | 


s amendment or the appropriation affecting rail- | 


nsportation is occasioned by the increased growth 

of that great service. 
a word with reference to the ocean mail amend- 
it the law has not been changed except to 
rate with respect to second and third class vessels, 
that increase where the contracts for mail 
» South American and oriental ports. 
that law thus far to develop the mail facilities 
people because of the low rates. In a great bill in- 
gs a character of bookkeeping and calculations and 
es you can not take it up in a body of this size of mem- 
treat each amendment in detail. You must leave 
e Department and to the examination of witnesses 
We have to sacrifice some things—not sacri- 
ple always—for the good of harmony between the 
and the Executive Departments. This great bill 
final passage. A negative vote returns it to 
ence, with all of the complications which might arise; 
ative vote passes tbe legislation for this Congress. 
relative to all of these matters was indorsed 
iended by the Executive Department, including the 


are 


its 
be tio 


mail act was a Republican law. It has been ad- 
ery Republican national convention since 1888. 
s be recommended this year more than once by an 
‘ssage from the White House. This provision there- 


ed @1 


keeping with the policy of the Administration to im- | 


il facilities, the freight shipping facilities, the de- 
of the relationship of a friendly character with these 
whom we are undertaking to cement a union which 

long as we shall last. The gentleman from Wis- 
STAFFORD] says the mail facilities on the Pacific 
. lequate. There is no adequacy in respect to mail or 
ilities between American and oriental ports in 

The fleet which all of us take such pride 
ch has challenged the admiration of the world in its 
‘around the Horn, and which is now on its way to 

is followed by ships of foreign build, floating for- 
cs, in order to transport the coal which gives life to the 

' that fleet. 
ustruction of an auxiliary equipment in support of the 
der to avoid in the future the necessity of appeal- 
<n vessels to aid us in making demonstrations of 
of our own Navy. While that is in progress, under 

wv, Which has been upon the statute books for more 


Vy ias Ss 


ottoms, 


irmer to have communication with South American 

t first sending his letters and his freight to Liver- 

don, from there to be sent in British or German 

‘an we authorize under this amendment. I think, Mr. 
it this Congress will be in poor business to refuse 
se gentlemen who feel that the Administration has 
ed because his policies have not been advocated 
ifter hold their peace if they vote against this 
which is advocated by him and indorsed by him. 

(disappointment will be as great as that of any indi- 

upon this floor if this vote shall fail. 

a for a vote. | Applause. ] ; 

7 SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
eport 

The ques 


ayes See] 


Lis 


eta 


on was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
| to have it, 


in- | 


We have been 


This amendment proposes to stimulate | 


years, we make it possible for the American mer- | 


Which are paid a greater allowance by way of additional | 
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Howell, Utah 
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Sheppard 
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Knowland 
Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Lawrence 
Leake 
Legare 
Lewis 
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Livingston 
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Loud 
McCreary 
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Marshall 
Mudd 
O'Connell 
Parker, S. Dak. 
Peters 

Pou 
Powers 
Pratt 
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Olmsted 
Coverstre 
Parker, 
Parsons 
ayt 
Pearre 
Pollard 
Porter 
Pray 
Reynolds 
Rodenberg 


et 
N. J. 


Scott 
Sherman 
Slemp 


Smith, Cal 
Smith, Mich. 


Snapp 

sperry 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 


Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Vreeland 
Wald 
Wanger 
W ‘ 

Weel 
Wh. r 
Wood 
Yo 
The 


obinson 
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ll, Mo. 


Pay . 
.usse! 


ickleford 
Sherley 
erwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
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Smith, lowa 
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Thomas, N. C. 
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Wilson, 111, 

W P 


ilson, Pa, 
Woodyard 


Talbott 


Prince 
Pujo 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Roberts 
Rucker 


Ryan 
Saunders 
Smith, Tex. 





Thomas, Ohio 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 

Wiley 

Wolf 


So the motion to suspend the rules and agree to the conference 
report was rejected. 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Smitrn of Texas. 

Mr. PARKER of South Dakota with Mr. RYAN, 
Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. RucKER. 

Mr. Mapison with Mr. Rurnock. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. Appison D. JAmMes with Mr. Pugo. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. JACKSON with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. Huu of Iowa with Mr. LEAKE. 

Mr. Hucnes of West Virginia with Mr. Hrex of Mississippi. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. HamuLin. 

Mir. Hiupparp of Iowa with Mr. HAmiir. 

Mr. Hiri of Connecticut with Mr. Grices. 

Mr. GRONNA with Mr. GrReee. 

Mr. GarpNer of Massachusetts with Mr. Grin, 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Focut with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 

Mr. Dawes with Mr. CRAVENS. 

Mr. Roperts with Mr. Broussarp, 

Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. Byrp, 

Mr. BArtTHonipr with Mr. BuRGESs. 

Mr. BANNOoN with Mr. Bexiuy of Georgia. 

Mr. Weems with Mr. WarkKINs. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

Mr. SourTHwWIcK with Mr. STANLuy. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. PRATT. 

Mr. HiArpiNG with Mr. Prrers. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia, 

Mr. Birpsatzt with Mr. Lamar of Missouri. 

Mr. DUNWeELL with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 

Mr. Haccorr with Mr. Witt1aAmM W. KITCHIN. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Ta.zorvt. 

Mr. ANpDrus with Mr. Fornes. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. KNOWLAND with Mr. WILEY. 

lor the session : 

Mr. Burier with Mr. Barrierr of Georgia. 

Mr. Coustns with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I have a pair with the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. ALLEN]. I voted “no” on the roll call. I 
desire to withdraw my vote and be marked “ present.” 

The name of Mr. LEVER was called, and he answered “ pres- 
ent.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Speaker, I maintain a pair with the 
gentleman from [Mr. Bartitett]. I voted “aye.” I 
desire to keep my pair, and therefore withdraw my vote and 
answer “ present.” 

The name of Mr. BuTLER was called, and he answered “ pres- 
ent.” ° 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I am not advised of the 
difference between the two votes. I reserve the right to ask 
for a recapitulation. 

Mr. SULZPR. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The vote as handed to the Chair by the 
Clerk is 147 ayes and 155 noes. [Loud applause.] The vote 
is so close, under the confusion that existed, the Chair will 
order a recapitulation of the vote. 

The yote was recapitulated. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I heard the name of my col- | 
Jeague |[Mr. KNOWLAND] called in the recapitulation. He is not | 
here. He has gone home. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, may I be recorded? 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
I can vote? 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present, giving atten- 
tion when his name was called? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
within the rule. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
the vote. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. Speaker, I am recorded on the affirmative side. 
I voted “no.” [Applause on the Demoeratic side. ] 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. STANLEY. I wish to be recorded as voting “no.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and giving at- 
tention when his name was called, and did he fail to hear it? 


Mr. 


Georgia 


I ask whether I may still be recorded— 
if 


does not bring himself | 


I came in the Hall of the House after | 
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Mr. STANLEY. 
cluded. 

The SPEAKER. But was the gentleman present when his 
name was called, or should have been called, and giving atten. 
tion? — 

Mr. STANLEY. There was so much confusion in the 
that I can not say, Mr. Speaker, positively. I was cal! 
of the room for a moment, and came back—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring | 
within the rule. 

Mr. STANLEY. 
not say positively. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman must be able ¢ 
positively, in order to bring himself within the rule. 

Mr. STANLEY. I should love to vote “no,” if I could. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 143. the 
nays are 155, “present” 6, and the conference report is not 
agreed to. 

Mr. OVERSTREET and Mr. MOON of Tennessee rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I move to suspend the rules, disagree 
to the Senate amendments to the post-office appropriation bill, 
and request a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to enc 
pend the rules, further insist on the disagreement to the Senate 
amendments— 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. 


I was present before the roll call was cop. 


room 
1 out 
imself 


Mr. Speaker, it is my impression, but I ean 


Mr. Speaker 
One moment. (Continuing) to the Senate 


| amendments, and ask for a further conference. 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Indiana havy- 
ing been defeated by the House on the vote, has he not lost 
control of this bill, and does not the right to make that motion 
go to the other side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will reply to the gentleman that 


| there are 50 to 100 amendments—— 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I rise te a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. There are 50 to 100 amendments, more 
less -—— 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. 
them 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that he ought to be 
privileged to reply to the question of the gentleman. | Ap! 
on the Republican side.] The Chair does not desire to yield 
until he has had the opportunity of saying two sentences. From 
the discussion on the floor, with the many amendments, having 
in mind the speech of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr 
Murpock] and the speeches of others, the Chair, in exercising 
the power of the Chair to recognize Members, does no! 
that he ought to refuse to recognize the gentleman fr 
diana, chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office : 
Roads, to make the motion. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of or 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlem 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That under the rules and pra 
the House, which particular rules are not suspended ! 
tion to suspend the rules, the Chair is obliged, the 
from Indiana having failed to carry the motion he 
recognize somebody upon this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, this being a mot! 


or 


The gentleman has lost on all of 


believe 
m In 


1 Post 


ler 


| pend the rules, and for the reasons stated by the | 


Speaker of the House recognizes the gentleman fron 


| [Applause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. If the Speaker will per 
the first place, I did not desire to interrupt the Spe 
and take pleasure in apologizing to him, if I interrup! 

The SPEAKER. Oh, there was nothing of that. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. But the next inquiry I | 
make is this: Is it not the result of the action of the ! 
the motion that has been taken, that the gentleman [! 
ana is defeated on each and every one of the amend! 
do they not all go back to conference? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Regular order! 











‘EAKER. If the rules are suspended and the House | 
the bill will go back to conference, provided the 
es toa conference. As many as favor the motion 
(ZGERALD. Mr. Speaker—— 
AKER. Is a second demanded? 
rZGERALD. I demand a second. 
LLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
until the points of order were disposed of. 
I Under the rules, a second is ordered. The 
Indiana [Mr. OversTREET] has twenty minutes 


sts 


I was 
PAI 


SER, 


4 


f 


ron 
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itleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] has twenty min- 


ION of Tennessee. 
le a motion which we should have made on this side 
been recognized. I desire to say that we have no 

the adoption of the motion of the gentleman from 

We concur fully in that motion, and we are willing to 

vithout a roll call. 

stion was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
ker announced the following conferees on the part 

Mr. OVERSTREET, Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, and 

of Tennessee. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
inged that the Senate had further insisted upon its 
the bill (H. R. 18347) making appropriations 
vice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
30, 1909, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 

Representatives, had agreed to the further con- 
ked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
reon, and had appointed Mr. Penrose, Mr. Burrows, 

,y as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
sage also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
wing title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
tatives was requested : 

\n act to further amend the act entitled “An act to 
efliciency of the militia, and for other purposes.” 
e also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
Iment bill of the following title: 

An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
rtain obstructions to navigation from the main ship 
Key West Harbor, Florida, and for other purposes. 
sage also announced that the Senate had passed with 
ts, bill of the following title, in which the concur- 

ie House of Representatives was requested: 

An act making appropriations to supply defi- 

the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

or prior years, and for other purposes. 

ige also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
nts to the bill (H. R, 21897) to increase the limit 

ertain public buildings, to authorize the enlargement, 

remodeling, or improvement of certain public build- 
thorize the erection and completion of public build- 
thorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, and 
irposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
eed to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
otes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 

Mr. WARREN, and Mr. CuLBrerRson as the conferees on 
' the Senate. 

* message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H.R. 
king appropriations for the support of the Military 

ior the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other 

with amendments, in which concurrence by the House 
ted. 

PUBLICITY OF CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS. 
CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 

iss the bill H. R. 20112, with committee and other 

(s, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

read the amended bill, as follows: 

-0112) providing for publicity of contributions made for 

of influencing elections at which Representatives in Con- 

cted, prohibiting fraud in registrations and elections, 
ig data for the apportionment of Representatives among 
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etc., That the term “ political committee”’ under the 
act shall include the national committees of all po- 
and the national Congressional campaign committees of 
parties and all committees, associations, or organizations 
in two or more States influence the result or attempt to 
sequent of an election at which Representatives in Congress 

t every political committee as defined in this act shall 
in and a treasurer. It shall be the duty of the treasurer 
tailed and exact account of all money or its equivalent re 
promised to such committee or any member thereof, or by 
person acting under its authority or in its behalf, and the 
ry person, firm, association, or committee from whom re- 
1 of all expenditures, disbursements, and promises of pay- 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from | 
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ment or disbursement made by the committee or any mem! thereof, 
or by any person acting under its authority or in its ‘ha and to 
whom paid, distributed, or disbursed. No officer or mem ef such 
committee, or other person acting under its thority or ii s I ilf, 
shall receive any money or its equivalent, or expend or pro to ex 
pend any money on behalf of such committee until after_a « n 
and treasurer of such committee shall have been chosen 

Sec. 3. That every payment or disbursement made | : il 
committee exceeding $10 in amount | evidenced by a 1 
Stating the particulars of expense, and every such record, \ 
ceipt, or account shall be preserved for fifteen months aft t 
tion to which it relates. 

Sec. 4. That whoever, acting under the authority or in beh t 
such political committee, whether as a member thereof or ot " 
receives any contribution, payment, loan, ift, advance, de] 
promise of money or its equivalent, shall, on demand, and in any 
within five days after the receipt of such contribution, payment, | 
gift, advance, deposit, or promise, render to the treasurer 
litical committee a detailed account of the same, together wit 
name and address from whom received, and said treasurer s! { 
with enter the same in a ledger or record to be kept by him f 1 

|} purpose. 

i Sec. 5. That ¢he treasurer of such political committee shall, not 1 

| than fifteen days and not less than ten days before an election at w i 
Representatives in Congress are to be elected in two or more St 
file in the office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives at Wash 

| ington, D. C., with said Clerk, an itemized detailed statement, sworn 

| to by said treasurer and conforming to the requirements of the follow 
ing section of this act. It shall also be the duty of said treasurer to 
file a similar and final statement with said Clerk within thirty days 
after such election, such final statement also to be sworn to l 
treasurer and to conform to the requirements of the following section 
of this act. The statements so filed with the Clerk of the Hous ull 

| be preserved by him for fifteen months, and shall a part of the pub 
| lic records of his office, and shall be open to public inspection 

| Sec. 6. That the statements required by the preceding section of this 

} act shall state: 

First. The name and address of each person, firm, association, or 
committee who or which has contributed, promised, loaned, or ad- 
vanced to such political committee, or any officer, member, or agent 
| thereof, either in one or more items, money or its equivalent of the 
aggregate amount or value of $100 or more. 

Second. The total sum contributed, promised, loaned, or advanced to 
such political committee, or to any oflicer, member, or agent thereof, 
in amounts less than $100; 

Third. The total sum of all contributions, promises, loans, and ad- 
vances received by such political committee or any officer, member, or 
} agent thereof; 

} Fourth. The name and address of each person, firm, association, or 
committee to whom such political committee, or any officer, membe or 
agent thereof, has disbursed, distributed, contributed, aned, advanced, 
or promised any sum of money or its equivalent of the amount 
value of $10 or more, and the purpose thereof; 

Fifth. The total sum disbursed, distributed, contributed, loaned, 
advanced, or promised by such political committee, or any office: 
member, or agent thereof, where the amount or value of such disbur 
ment, distribution, loan, advance, or promise to any one person, firm, 
association, or committee in one or more items is less than $10; 

Sixth. The total sum disbursed, distributed, contributed, loaned, 
advanced, or promised by such political committee or any officer, mem 
ber, or agent thereof. 

Sec. 7. That every person, firm, association, or committee, except 
political committees as hereinbefore di d, that shall expend or 
promise any sum of money or other thing of value amounting to $50 
or more for the purpose of influencing controlling, in two or more 
States, the result of an election at which Representatives to the Con- 
gress of the United States are elected, unle he or it shall contributs 
the same to a political committ is her fore defined, shall file 
the statements of the same under oath as required by section 6 of this 
act in the office of the Clerk of the Hou of Representatives, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., which statements shall | held by said clerk in all r 
spects as required by tion 5 of this act 

Sec. 8. That any person may in con ion with such ele 1 incur 
and pay from his own private funds f the purpose of influet r 
controlling, in two or more States, the result of an election \ h 
Representatives to the Congr if the United Stat are ected | 
| personal expenses for his travelin nd for purposes incidental to 
traveling, for stationery and postage, and for telegraph and telephone 
} service, without being subject to the provisions of th t 
| Sec. 9. That the foregoing provisions of this a ll not apply to 
the proprietors and publishers of publications i d at regular in 
tervals in respect to the ordinary conduct of their | it s, and noth 
ing contained in this act sl! | limit or aff tl r { f any person 
to spend money for proper zal expenses in maintaining or contesting 
the results of any election 

Sec. 10. That every person willfully violating any of tl for n 
provisions of this act shall, upon conviction, be fined not more t i 
$1,000 or imprisoned not more than one year, or both 

Sec. 11. That if, at any election for Representative or Delegate in 
Congress, or at any primary election for the nomination of candidate 
for Representative or Delegate in (‘ongress held in pursuar f State 
or Territorial law, any person knowingly personates and ites, or 
tempts to vote, in the name of any other person, whether living, dead, 
or fictitious: or votes more than once at the same election, or pri 
mary election, for any candidate for the same office; or votes at a] : 
where he may not be lawfully entitled to vote; or votes without hav 
ing a lawful right to vote; or does any unlawful act to secure an ) 
| portunity to vote for himself, or any other person; or by force, threat 
intimidation, bribery, reward, or offer thereof, unlawfully prevents a 
qualified voter of any State or of any Territory from freely exercis 
the right of suffrage, or by any such means indu iny voter to 
fuse to exercise such right, or compels or induces by any such 1 s 
any officer of an election or primary election in an) ich Sta . 
Territory to receive a vote from a person not legally qualified or en 
titled to vote, or interferes in any manner with any officer of such 
election or primary election in the discharge of his duties, or by any 
such mears or other unlawful means induces any officer of an election 
or primary election, or officer whose duty it is to ascertain, anno e, 
or declare the result of such election or primary election, or giv 
make any certificate, document, or evidence in relation thereto, to vi 
late or refuse to comply with his duty or any law regulating the same, 
or knowingly receives the vote of any person not entitled to vot or 
refuses to receive the vote of any person entitled to vote, or aids, coun 
sels, procures, or advises any such voter, person, or officer to do any 
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vereby made a crime, or omit to do any 


duty the omission of | 


hereby made a crime, or attempts to do so, he shall be pun- | 


a fine of not more than $500 or by imprisonment not more than 
ears, or by both, and shall pay the costs of the prosecution. 

: 2. That if at any registration of voters for an election for 
Representatiye or Delegate in Congress, or for any primary election 
f nomination of a candidate for Representative or Delegate in 
nzress held in pursuance of State or Territorial law, any person 
ywingly personates and registers, or attempts to register in the name 
iny other person, whether living, dead, or fictitious, or fraudulently 
rs or fraudulently attempts to register, not having a lawful right 
any unlawful act to secure registration for him or any 
ther person, or by force, threat, menace, intimidation, bribery, reward, 
r offer, or promise thereof, or other unlawful means, prevents or hin- 
lers any person having 
uch right, er compels 


, 


» to do, or does 


‘ 
} 
I 
r 
‘ 


a lawful right to register from duly exercising | 
or induces by any of such means, or other un- | 


awful means, any officer of registration to admit to registration any | 


m not | 
r of 
h means, or 


gally entitled thereto, or interferes-in any manner with 
registration in the discharge of his duties, or by any 
other unlawful means, induces any officer of registration 
late or refuse to comply with his duty or any law regulating the 


if any such officer knowingly and willfully registers as a voter | 


nv 1 


er s0n entitled to be 


4 ) 


registered, or if any such officer or other person 


or primary election, in ascertaining, announcing, declaring the 
result thereof, or in giving or making any certificate, document, or evi- 
dence in relation thereto, knowingly neglects or refuses to perform any 
é required by law, or violates any duty imposed by law, or does any 
act unauthorized by 
election or primary 
ment, 


Is, pre 


or 


law 
election, or the result thereof, or any certificate, 
or evidence in relation thereto, or if any person aids, coun- 
cures, or advises any such voter, person, or officer to do any 
‘reby made a crime, or to omit any act the omission of which is 
by made a crime, every such person shall be punished by a fine of 
than $500 or by imprisonment not more than three years, or 
and shall pay the costs of the prosecution. 


t 
as 


not more 
I nol 


} +} 
by otn, 


rson not entitled to be registered, or refuses to so register any | 
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at nd g 


of money if he sees fit. The bill does not undertake to prevent 
any person or any corporation or association from contribytine 
money for campaign purposes. : 

We passed a law in the last Congress making it unlawfw! for 
any Federal corporation to contribute money to influence any 
election, and prohibiting local corporations from contrib ting 
money to influence Federal elections. I would not say that the 
McCall bill is a namby-pamby measure, for that would not be 
just. It is a salutary measure; it does deter exorbitant con. 
tributions for campaign purposes by those who may desire to 
receive a quid pro quo either in legislation or administrati: 

Our friends on the other side of the aisle, I think to a man, 
have announced and pledged their united support repeated|y 
during the session of Congress to the McCall publicity pili, 
The amendments I have proposed in connection with that bil! 
go much farther. We all agree, Mr. Speaker, that the ba 
is the very foundation of free institutions, and that 


10 


there 


'can be no higher assault upon the integrity of the republican 


any duty to perform in relation to such registration or election | 


government than an attack upon the ballot by corrupt and 
fraudulent use of money or by any other kind of fraud. 
Under the law as it exists to-day Representatives to this 


body may be electe y » rankes ‘ intimi- 
vabehing: © Gx alae aade-aameinaiten art y may be elected by the rankest fraud, by force and intimi 


dation, and there is no law on the statute books that can rm 
the perpetrators of the wrongs. We are absolutely and utt 


ich 
rly 


| helpless to protect the ballot that elects Representatives in this 


I:very registration made under the laws of any State or Territory for | 


any State or other election, or primary election at which such Repre- 
sentative or Delegate in Congress may be nominated or elected, shall 


be deemed to be a registration within the meaning of this section, not- | 


withstanding such registration is also made for the purposes of any 
State, Territorial, or municipal election, or primary election. 

Sic. 13. That every officer of an election at which any Representa- 
tive 
for the nomination of a candidate for Representative or Delegate in 


or under any law or authority of the United States, or by or under 
any State, Territorial, district, or municipal law or authority, who neg- 
lects or refuses to perform any duty in regard .to such election or 


primary election required of him by any law of the United States, or | 
of any State or Territory thereof, or who violates any duty so imposed, | 


or who knowingly does any acts thereby unauthorized, with intent to 
affect any such election or primary election or the result thereof, or 
who fraudulently makes ary false certificate of the result of such elec- 
tion or primary election it, regard to such Representative or Delegate, 
or who withholds, conceals 
quired by law respecting “he election of any such Representative or 
Delegate or primary election for the nomination of a candidate for 
such Representative or Delegate, or who neglects or refuses to make 
and return such certificate as required by law, or who aids, counsels, 
procures, or advises any voter, person, or officer to do any act by 
sections 11 or 12 thereof made a crime, or to omit to do any duty the 


omission of which is by this or any of such sections made a crime, | e ‘ , 
| for the purpose of nominating candidates for Congress and 


or attempts to do so, shall be punished by a fine of not more than 
$500 or by imprisonment not more than three years, or by both, and 
shall pay the costs of the prosecution. 

Sec. 


or Delegate in Congress is voted for, or of any primary election | 


body and electors that choose the President and Vice-President 
of the country; absolutely helpless. 

Two of the sections that are contained in this amendment 
are substantially reenactments of sections that were contained 
in the Federal election law that was repealed under the last 
Cleveland Administration. They have been upheld by the 
courts; they are salutary provisions, and make it a crime for 


| any person or association of persons to bribe or corrupt or 


or destroys any certificate of record so re- | 


Congress, whether such officer of election be appointed or created by | Fesistration officers to commit any kind of fraud against 


| holders are chosen. 
| the old elections law sections, 





intimidate electors. They make it a crime in the election or 
the 


ballot. They surround the ballot in the selection of Members 


| of this body with sufficient safeguards to warrant its purity, 


and I undertake to say that no man, no Member of this body, 
should object to a law the only purpose of which is to secure 
honest elections. 

No Member of this body, it would seem to me, ought to oppose 
a bill that confers upon the Federal Government the pow 
punish crime against the ballot at elections where Federal! office- 
[Applause.] The amendments go beyond 
to which I have referred, by 
including primary elections, and I have no kind of doubt that 


| Congress has authority to regulate and control primary elections 


held under State and Territorial laws where they are ed 


| Delegates thereto. 


14. That for the purpose of enabling Congress to apportion | 


Representatives among the several States in accordance with the plan | 


provided in the second section of the fourteenth amendment to 
Constitution, the Director of the Census, as soon as practicable after 
each decennial census of population, shall submit to Congress a report 


the | 


of the population by States as shown by such census, which report | 


shall also show the number of male citizens, white and colored, respec- 
tively, in each State, 21 years of age and over, the number of such 
male citizens in each State found to be illiterate, the number of votes 
cast by male citizens in each Congressional district at the last preced- 
ing general election, the number of such male citizens in each State 
that had not complied with the registration and election laws therein 
requiring the payment of a poll or property tax as a condition precedent 
to the right to register or vote, and the number of such male citizens 


in each State to whom the right to vote at any election for the choice | 


of electors for President and Vice-President of the United States, Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, the executive and judicial offices of the State 
er members of the legislature thereof, has been denied or in any way 
abridged except for participation in crime. 

Sec. 15. That all 
within one year after the commission of the offense, and shall 
brought in the United States circuit court within the district in which 
such offenses occurred. 


Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered, and the 
gentieman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPacKER] is 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hagp- 
wick] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
tion is the McCall publicity bill, with certain quite important 
and substantial amendments. 
paign committees—that is, the national committees—and Con- 
gressional committees of the parties to make reports to the 


prosecutions under this act shall be commenced | 
be | 


| gress to apportion Representatives among the various 





Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I prefer not to yield. 
gentleman will excuse me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, if the Speaker wil! a!low 
me to state what I desire, I think that the gentleman wil! yield. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I only wanted to know what sections the 
gentleman is referring to. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER., I will state to the gentleman from Ken- 


I hope the 


| tucky, if he will give me his attention, that the amendimeut(s 


begin with section 11. Section 11 relates to electio ! 


primary elections, and section 12 relates to registrations, i 
section 14 relates to another very important amendment (a! 
is proposed, and that is a provision requiring the Director 
of the Census, as soon as practicable after each decenni:! 
sus of the population, to collect material to enable tlic ' 


in accordance with the plan outlined in the second sect 


the fourteenth amendment to the Federal Constitution. 
entitled to | 


plause on the Republican side.] I believe that to be | 


| the most important of all the amendments. It is the beli 
| great many people, Mr. Speaker, that there are probably |\ 


Mr. Speaker, the bill under considera- | 


The publicity bill requires cam- | 


five Representatives in this body holding credentials, 
ing in the enactment of legislation, who, if the consti 
plan of apportionment were adhered to, could not be |! 


| believe the Constitution should be respected. 


Clerk of the House of Representatives of the contributions re- | 
ceived and disbursed for the purpose of influencing elections at | 


which the Representatives and Delegates in Congress 


chosen. 
not reach local committees at all. 


are 


It dees not prevent a candi- 


date for Congress in any district of the United States spending | 


The reports are to be made in detail, but that bill does | 


Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I must decline to 
I have not the time. The Constitution is the basis of un 
prescribes the relations between the States and it dec!a! 
manner of the apportionment of political power amo! 
several States. The amendment to which I refer do 
commit Congress to the policy of reduction, but it does ! 


any amount of money, or debauching the ballot with the use| the Director of the Census to provide Congress with the 
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so when the time comes, if Congress should see fit 
» the Constitution, to obey the mandate of the organic 
e country and respect the oath of office which each 


M takes, it will have the necessary data and can do it 
itly. Mr. Speaker, I regard these amendments as of 
rtance in safeguarding the elections of the country, 


ting the ballot. 
e the balance of my time. 
IARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
in from Missouri [Mr, Rucker]. 
CKER. Mr. Speaker, if anything were wanting to 
e to every intelligent man in the United States that 
rs and managers of the Republican party here on this 
cuilty of hypocrisy, deceit, and false pretense, we have 
stration here to-day. [Applause on the Democratic 


‘ For two weeks, nay, for more than a month, the identical 
you have reported here to-day, being the first ten 
§ ; of the pending bill, has been on the Calendar of the 
Hl roperly reported by a committee duly appointed by the 


S if the House, and during all that time the Speaker has 
tly and stubbornly refused to give recognition to any 
f that committee to call it up and move its passage. 


Tite : ' 
Ni order to hide behind a shabby, false pretense and to 
( e the public, you hypocritically and falsely pretend that 


when, 
You have 


to enact a campaign contribution publicity law, 
nd in truth, your real purpose is to kill it. 
to one of the skel 





| this wise and meritorious measure 
tons of the past, well knowing and intending that this unholy 

rht to and will destroy every hope of its passage. 

asure is injected into the House without consideration 

mmittee as a political scheme and trick, knowing that 
partisans would defeat it rather than see it become 

We on this side will not dodge the issue. We earnestly favor 
of campaign contributions, but we are unalterably op- 

force bills and Federal supervision of elections. Since 

npelled by your rule to vote for or against the pend- 

gy measure as an entirety, without the privilege cf amendment, 

' vote against it. If you Republicans were in good faith, 
aim you make to political integrity were not a fraud 

im, you would permit the House to vote on the passage 

[feCall bill without attaching to it this odious and re- 

vO proposition of Federal control and supervision over 
State elections. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
A :| really wants the intelligent judgment of the House on 
his pet measure—a force bill—he can get it. We welcome the 
ssue. It should be presented on its own merits, as a separate 
bill, « reported by the proper committee of the House, and 
presented in an orderly, decent way. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I warn you, gentlemen, that you will deceive no 
by your insincere, hypocritical, spectacular performance 

nere to-lay, 
the SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I will request to be notified 
y l ve occupied five minutes of my time. This bill couples 
1 er three distinct, separate, and only remotely connected 
! tions; first, the McCall publicity bill, just as it was re- 
ported to the House; second, a Federal election law, and third, 
‘ position to previde machinery and to obtain the informa- 
tion upon which’ to base a reduction of Southern representation 
} Tr 


iis body and in the Electoral College. The patent purpose 
of this delectable scheme is to put the vig itic membership 

body in the apparent, but false, titude of opposing 
publicity legislation [laughter on the Ravetdienn side]—that is 
d it 


of thie 






rigi is a sham and fraud and you know it, every one of 
. you [renewed laughter on the Republican side]—by coupling 
with other measures that we can not and will not support, 
l the same time to kill the McCall bill, to which the party 
i r is opposed, but which it has not the courage to openly 
i er comment is wnnecessary. The scheme is too plain 
{ e further exposure. So far as the Federal election 
‘iw feature of this composite measure is concerned, I have 
Sil this to say: There is no demand among the people of 
for such a measure. The people everywhere were 
80 disgusted with our last Federal election law that they will 
hot soon desire a new one. Each State, by fair laws, fairly 
oe ed, can and does regulate the various elections held within 
its mite 
‘o far as this proposition to direct the Director of the 







Census to collect the information upon which to base a bill to 
reduce the representation of certain States is concerned, I 
have this to say: First, this is merely a sop thrown to the 
hegro voters in the doubtful States, in the hope that their flag- 





ging zeal may be revived and renewed. 


Second, it is utterly insincere, uncandid, deceitful, and in 
tended to deceive Four years ago the Republican party put a 
plank in its platform promising action of this kind. It then 
won one of the most sweeping victories in the history of Amer 
ican politics. During every instant of time that has elapsed 
since then the Repub “ an party has been in power, hav lar 


majorities in each House and having the Presidency. It has not 


made a single attempt e redeem this pledge except this “ hor 
play” during the closing hours of this session, when everybody 
knows that the bill can not possibly pass the Senate, or even 
receive consideration in that body 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDWICK. No; I can not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HARDWICK (continuing). At a time when even a h 
dead Senator from the South could easily speak it to death, 
and when it has no chance whatever of passage, in t f 
of the vigorous and able opposition that it will cert: \ | 
surely encounter from many able and vigilant Senators from tl 
the South. Third, if the Republican party is willing to dd 
fairly and justly with the South and abandon the fifte 


amendment, I for one—and I believe I speak for a vast majority 


of the white people of the South—would be ig to accept 
reduction of representation, if we could thereby secure for 
ourselyes and our children the purity and tegrity of 
Anglo-Saxon civilization and immunity from future interfet 
from outside and ignorant sources on this 1 oO qui 


Will the gentk man y ie 








Mr. PARSONS. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I have not the time. Reduction of repre 
sentation has no terrors for the South. Do not deceive your- 
selves, my friends, on that score. Heavy as is the price, unfair 
and unjust as we believe it would be to exact this | nd 
of flesh, yet if the people of America do require it, freely will 
the South pay it for the protection of her homes and the pre 
vation of her civilization. 

Gentlemen, this is “ horsepla pure and simple. You bring 
forward this measure in this House simp! be is 
party does not dare kill the McCall bill and does not want to 
vote on these propositions separately and on the merits of each 
of them. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DOUGLAS Vill the gentleman yield now for a ques 
tion ? 

Mr. HARDWICK. No, I can not: my time has.expired. I 
now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
LASSITER }. 

Mr. LASSITER. With some hesitati yet in vi of the 
political evil of so great magnitude, notorious | the ub 
disclosures of the corrupt use of money in recent cal 
I felt it my duty as a member of the Committee o 
of President, Vice-President, and Repres¢ tives in ¢ ss 
to vote favorably on the report of the bill which s tl 
name of the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetis [Mr 
McCatiz]. The bill itself did not entirely commend f to 
my judgment, yet there were evils to be remedied and there w: 

a demand on the part of both of the political parties th 
they should be grappled with. Amendatory of th 

rect an evil recognized by all, we have to-day a proposition 
to enter into a scheme of legislation which has been discredited 
for more than a generation. I prefer to believe that the gen 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumMPacKer] does not represent 
the sentiment of the leaders of the majority in attempting to 
revive the principles of the force bill, which an overy ming 
majority of the American people buried in an unhonored gray 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the g l 
from Texas [Mr. GILLesriec] two minutes. 

Mr. GILLI ESPII Mr. Speal er, I desire in the two mi 
simply to express my protest against this way of dealing with 
the most delicate and the most dangerous subject that affects 
my people. It is thrown into this House on this occasion 
ply as a move on the political che ward to avoid the dema 
of the people of this country for publicity of contributions to 
campaigns. [Applause on the Democra side.] I warn every 
man looking into my face that you are not hel r the condi 
tion of the negro in the South by making such plays as this. I 
am a friend of those people. I have defended them. They 
nursed me in my infancy, they protected my mother and her 
three infant children when my father was fighting in the © 
federate armies and after his death in the war in 1862. Aft 
the war was over, when property was gone and helpless wid 
hood of my mother and our fatherless childhood were the 
portion of my family, these old slaves were our best friends. 
I am a friend of those people, and in their name I plead with 
you; do not play politics in this manner upon such a dangerous 
| | question affecting the interests of both the white and the black 
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people of the Southern States. They are a child race. 
must and will protect ourselves against their weaknesses. 
and the world must understand this. 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. HARDWICK. I would ask the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER] to use some of his time, unless he is going 
to consume it all in one speech. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bennet]. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. 
into three parts. The first ten sections are based 
election Jaws which are quite common. 


We 
You 
[Applause on the Demo- 


on State 
The law of the State 


of New York, which my colleague [Mr. Parsons] and my col- | 


league [Mr. Harrison] and myself helped to draft, is very simi- 
lar. It applies wherever the interest 
than it is at primaries. The second part applies to an equally 
from Georgia [Mr,. ADAMSON] and the gentleman from Arkansas 


say that in their States the primaries are much more important 
and better attended than the elections. Fraud at primaries is 
worse than fraud at elections, because it goes farther back and 
determines more particularly the candidates to be voted for. 
The third part, those States described by my colleague [Mr. 
CockRAN] the other day, when on his responsibility as a Mem- 


ber he notified or warned certain of his colleagues on that side | 
One | 
| to exhaust his time, as debate on this side will be closed in 
| one speech. 


of the House that they had “lynched the Constitution.” 
part of the Constitution is as important and as sacred as 
another. [Applause on the Republican side.] <A free and fair 


election is certainly as important as an election at which some | 


men may use some money. I take it that my colleague spoke 
with some knowledge when he addressed his party colleagues, 
and, deeming him to be correct, I assume that on his responsi- 
bility as a Member he and others, committed, as they are, to 
the McCall bill, will recognize, as we must, the fairness of the 
luw and vote for this bill. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BonyNceE]. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, some of the gentlemen on the 
other side of this House who have discussed this bill have 


questioned the sincerity of the Republican? in proposing it. | 
I want to say to the gentlemen upon the other side that I am | 
The first bill that | 


no new convert to the provisions of this bill. 
I had the honor to introduce in this body when I became a Mem- 
ber of Congress was a bill reenacting the substantial provisions 


of the Revised Statutes that are contained in sections 11 and 12 | 
During the last Congress I | 


of the bill now before the House. 
reintroduced the same bill; the bill was reported favorably from 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Members of Congress, and upon that bill I made a somewhat 


extended speech to the House on the 19th day of December, | 


1905. I also have a similar bill pending in this Congress. The 
features of the so-called “ foree bill” that gave it its name are 
not ineluded in this bill. There are no provisions in this bill 


giving to the National Government any right to supervise or | 


control the election* of Members of the House or of electors. 
The sections of the bill to which I shall in the main direct the 
brief remarks I shall make at this time on the bill simply pre- 
scribe that if fraud be committed in the election of a Member 
of the House, the Federal Government, through the Federal 
courts, shall have the right to punish those who are guilty of 
such frauds. It means that the Federal Government shall 


not be required to depend upon any other sovereignty for the | 


purity of its own elections. That is the entire ground covered 
by sections 11 and 12 of the bill, and that we have the con- 
stitutional power to enact such legislation can not be doubted. 
The section of the Constitution itself—— 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BONYNGE. I can not yield. 
ment in five minutes and then submit to interruptions. 

Mr. HARDY. Just one question. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I can not yield, I have said to the gentle- 
man from Texas. The Constitution provides that the Congress 


Representatives. 
peatedly passed upon the statutes which 
sections 11 and 12 of this bill. 
bold (100 U. S., 387) the court declared the exact language of 
these sections to be constitutional. 
Yarborough (110 U. S8., 651) it said—and I quote a single 
sentence from the decision in that case: 


If this Government is anything more than a mere aggregation of 
delegated agents of other States and governments, each of which 


the elections on which its existence depends from violence and cor- 
ruption. 
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Mr. Speaker, this bill is divided | 


at elections is greater | 
| bill, and the vote cast for myself. 
important series of States, such as described by the gentleman | 





| it otherwise would be. 
| find that my friend from Georgia |Mr. HARDWICK] received 1.743 


| punishment for a violation of State laws. , 
| there were anybody stupid enough and foolish enough to +? 


I can not make an argu- | 


And in the case Ex parte | : 
| You know that section 14 of this bill is an opening were 
| the reduction of Southern representation. 


is | 
superior to the General Government, it must have the power to protect | 
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a my 


Now, my friends upon the other side have been clanior 
from the beginning of this session for a law to secure honesty 
in Federal elections. Here we present it to you. What cay 
be your objection to sections 11 and 12 of this bill? Woulg 


ing 


| you simply prohibit one kind of fraud, the use of money, at 


elections, or would you make a thorough and complete jaw 


| which will prevent every kind of fraud and corruption ai the 


elections of Members of the House? If you want the latter, 
you can obtain it by voting for this bill. 

That is what this bill will accomplish. I will only say q 
few words, as my time is limited, in regard to section 14 of 
the bill. It, too, is prepared under constitutional authority. 
The necessity for such legislation, perhaps, can be better shown 
by comparison of the votes cast for the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Harpwick], who has spoken against that provision of the 
In order to be fair, let me 


say that under the laws of the State of Colorado women }aye 


| the right to vote, and there is one Representative elected )y 
[Mr. Rogrnson] in the Congressional Directory, in which they | 


the State at large, which, of course, makes the vote larger than 
Taking the Congressional Directory, | 


votes, and apparently those were all the votes cast. At the last 


| election at which I was given my commission to serve in this 
| body there were cast for me 47,549 votes against 31,000-odd 


for my Democratic opponent and some 6,000 scattering yotes, 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will ask the gentleman from Georgia 


Mr. HARDWICK. I yield the remainder of my time to tl: 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILiIAMs.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the grand old party, of which 
you are the nominal head at this end of the Capitol, the 
G. O. P.—the Great Old Procrastinator—has resolved itself 
a vaudeville stock company. You dare not face any great 
public question in a fair and straightforward way. The gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat will not now tell us whether 


nto 


| he will vote for the McCall bill just as it was reported from 


the committee, without the injection of this nongermane matter 
contained in the Crumpacker bill. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Does the gentleman desire an answer? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I would vote for it, but I would also go 
further and make the bill complete, to prevent the commission 
of fraud. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentieman has not answered the ques- 
tion. Now, what are you trying to do, Mr. Speaker? Does the 
gentleman from Indiana think that he can turn the hands of the 
clock of time back half a century? Does he think that he can 
reproduce the pandemonium of reconstruction and carpetbag 
rule throughout the South once more? Does he think the busi- 
ness interests of the North, its manufacturing and its commer- 
cial interests, will stand for a reinauguration of that unprece- 
dented saturnalia? 

You have added to the McCall bill, which we Demo 
want, these provisions, beginning with section 11 of the Cru 
packer bill, aiml on through to the end of this Crumpacker bill, 
and you are doing it for the purpose of securing the defeat of 
the McCall bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.) You 
know that nobody who believes in American institutions would 
vote for section 11 of the Crumpacker bill, It puts the execu 
tion of State laws in the hands of the Congress and courts 0! 
the United States. a 

You know that nobody would vote for section 12 of that bill, 
which does the same thing; and which prescribes a Feder! 
You know that if 


back to the force bill of Harrison’s Administration they woul 
not be willing to go so far as the latter part of section 1- 
which reads that— os 

Every registration made under the laws of any State or [ert 


tory for any State or other election, or primary election at wil) 
such Representative or Delegate in Congress may be nominate: 


‘ as 
goes, 


. ‘ . | elected, shall be deemed to be a registration within the mean! 
shall have the right to make laws regulating the election of | 


The United States Supreme Court has re- | 
are reenacted in | 
In the case of Ex parte Sei- | 


this section, notwithstanding such registration is also made 
purposes of any State, Territorial, or municipal election or | 
election. 
You know that section 13 is obnoxious to the same ob) Co 
to wit, handing over to the Federal Government the }\!''"" 
‘ . , ; >» Stare. 
ment of violations of State laws committed within th: 9 . 
the 
enth 


You do not =) 
reduction of representation of the States under the four 
amendment, because that is not your desire. ‘ 

You have no idea of reducing the representation of Cali 7 
Massachusetts, or Connecticut because they disfranchise illit- 


nia, 











- Why. the very wording of the resolution requires the 
.onartment not to report the number of those disfran- 
to give the number of “ whites and blacks.” That 

s your purpose. 
g ody said a moment ago something about somebody hav- 
iat the South had “lynched the Constitution.” She 
vnehed a single jot or tittle of it. [Loud applause on 
| ratie side.] That statement is simply false. South- 
states have passed constitutions that the Supreme Court 
ited States has upheld, and you gentlemen wish to take 
. of all that, or more than some of these constitutions 
» If you want to ignore the fifteenth amendment, if you 
want to recognize the fifteenth amendment as “ obsolete,” if 
voy are Willing to restore to Mississippi the power she had in 
time frankly to place her suffrage along racial lines, we 
iy for it. You can do it whenever you please; and as 
reduction of our representation, in God’s name take it, 
icome to it, too. [Loud applause on the Democratic 


re Tene 


honest when you do it. Do not come here and intro- 
| to gain white votes in the North under the guise of 
; the fourteenth amendment while you are holding out 
wl men in the South the hope of ignoring the fifteenth 

nt; catching “niggers” on one hook and white folks 
other. Are you in favor of the McCall bill to publish 
ign contributions or not? Are you in favor of a law that 
ublish campaign contributions or not? Are you fools 
enough to imagine that the American people are fools enough 


on the 


si I 


to fooled by this vaudeville performance? “ Whom the 
sods would ruin they first make mad.” Why, if you dared pass 
s | through both Houses, if you dared make it a law— 
| you dare not—it would damn the Republican party worse 


4} 
i ul 


: force bill defeated Harrison. [Applause.] I am not 
speaking now in any personal way, I am speaking to you from 
a entary and party standpoint impersonally. You are, 
nd you know you are, hypocrites, humbugs, false pretenses. 
You are actors in a vaudeville réle that only excels that in 
which my friend, Mr. Kann, the other day resumed his former 
1 in one respect, and that is that this performance 
1 more serious question than that for which he was then 
scripted. Like children, you are playing with fire in a 
wder magazine. Is there one of you that is fool enough to 
igine that the South is ever again going to submit to the poli- 
) which she submitted when she was weak and helpless, 
reconstruction days? She is more populous now. 
richer to-day. She has manufactures now. 
and powder and clothing now—all manufactured at 
me. She had none in those old, sad times. If you want to 
luce Southern representation upon the ground that the South 
ichises negroes—although it is not, as a matter of fact, 
that the South has disfranchised a single man simply and 


ro SS n, 


rine 
Ss 





} 


rely as a negro—if you choose to take that stand, take it 


mestly and take it bravely. 


na 


id take ¢ 


Repeal the fifteenth amendment 
iway Southern representation. We will be ten thou- 
sand times better off without it than, under present conditions, 
with the fifteenth amendment in force, we are with it. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr, CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of the 
e on this side to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


DALZELL] 


Mr. DALZELL, Mr. Speaker, there is certainly nothing pro- 


tty 


sed in this bill that can not meet the approbation of every | 
minded citizen, and especially of every patriotic citizen | 


She has iron | 


a greater evil than either, and that 
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is that gentlemen should 


come to this House of Representatives, not by virtue of the votes 
of their fellow-citizens, but by virtue of the suppression of the 


votes of their fellow-citizens. 
require safeguards against fraud, than no elections at all. 


ter the maintenance of representative governmen 
with the terms of the Constitution than to have 
floor of this House and engage in legislation who have no letter 
of attorney from any citizens of the United States to represent 


them. 


Better elections, even those that 


Bet- 
t in accordance 
men sit on the 


It is a notorious fact that in certain States representa- 
tion and population have no relation to each other. 


I sat down 


this morning, and from the Congressional Directory compiled 


a few figures. 


I took them from the State of Mississippi and 


compared them with figures from the State of Pennsylvania. 


The Representative of the First District 
example, is sitting here by virtue of 2,563 votes. 


of 


Mississippi, for 
The Repre 


sentative of the First District of Pennsylvania is sitting here 


by virtue of 29,870 votes. 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 


I might continue this comparison of districts throughout the 
whole list with the same result. 
an alleged Representative, from the State of Mississippi on the 
floor of this House who had any opposition to his election. 
The total vote of 19,998 that sends eight men here from the 
State of Mississippi is less than the number of votes in a single 


district in my State. 
Do you call that representative government? 


farce? 


[Applause on the 


There is not a 


Representative, 


tepublican side.] 


Is it not a 


Why, not even the effrontery of the gentleman from 


Mississippi [Mr. Witi1amMs], who preceded me, dared allow him 
to put in the Recorp the number of votes by which he came 


here, 


He says he got all the 
he got five or fifteen, he does not tell us. 
thing unfair in this proposition? 

The SPEAKER. 


vania has expired. 


nays. 


Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
Bonynge 

| Boutell 
Boyd 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Coudrey 
Crumpacker 
Currier 





believes in the maintenance of representative institutions. 

use on the Republican side.] The bill relates, in 
irst place, to providing publicity of contributions made for the 
pur of influencing elections at which Representatives 
are chosen. It relates, in the second place, to punish- 


ny 


pose 
Congress 
tions: 
of the Federal courts; and it relates, in the third place, to 
le ss of the constitutional rule of representation in 
this House 


S 


t} 


nu. Democrats and Republicans alike say that campaign 
utions ought to be curtailed and brought within the 
proy nee of the law. 
fUDOSITION, 
7 I do not care to discuss, either, the second proposition, that the 
Federa courte ought to have, as they once had, control of Fed- 
ein tions, So as to prevent frauds at those elections. 
‘uss, rather, the third proposition; and I say to you 
‘owever demoralizing campaign contributions may be, in 
= Ss of those that are honest, 
tauds in registrations and at primary elections may be, there is 


@l¢ 
fer to 


at | 


the | 
in | 


of fraud in registrations and elections, including primary | 
in other words, putting those elections under the con- | 


0 Tar as the first subject is concerned, there is a consensus of | 


I do not care, therefore, to discuss that | 


I pre- | 


and however demoralizing | 


Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
| Dawson 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Draper 


i 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo, 
Ansberry 
tartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Booher 
sowers 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Brundidge 
surgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Caldwell 
Candler 
Carlin 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Mr. 


YEAS 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 
Goebel 
Graff 
Graham 
Greene 
Hale 
Hall 
Hamilton, Mich. 


votes 


that 


were 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
rhe question was taken, and there were 
answered “ present” 9, not voting 92, as follows: 


yea 


-161. 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kinkaid 

Knapp 

Knopf 

Lafean 

Landis 

Langley 

Laning 

Law 

Lindbergh 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 

Lovering 
Lowden 

McCall 
MeGavin 
MeGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLaughlin, Mich 
MeMillan 


Haskins Madden 
Haugen Madison 
Hawley Malby 
Hayes Miller 
Henry, Conn. Mondell 
Hepburn Moore, 2a, 
Higgins Morse 
Hill, Conn. Mouser 
Hinshaw Murdock 
Holliday Needham 
Howell, N. J. Nicholls 
Howell, Utah Norris 
Howland Nye 
NAYS—126. 
“arter Floyd 


( 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
De Armond 
Denver 
Dixon 
Flierbe 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 


Foster, Ill. 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Garner 
Garrett 


Gill 
Gillespie 
Glass 


Godwin 

Gordon 
Granger 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hamilton, lowa 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 


cast. Whether 


Now, is there any- 
The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


Speaker, I demand the yeas and 


s 161, 


nays 126, 


Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 

Pray 

Prince 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Scott 

Smith, Cal. 
Snapp 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens 
Sull 


, Minn, 
mway 
Tawm 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
‘Townsend 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


The Spe aker 


Harrison 

Hay 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn 
Humphreys, Miss. 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kimball 
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The Chair is not informed as 


Kipp 
Lamb 
Lassiter 


O'Connell 
ladgett 
Page 


Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 


Spight 
Stanley 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to that matter. 


Lee 

Legare 
Lenahan 
Lioyd 
Mcllenry 
McLain 
Macon 
Maynard 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Murphy 


tennet, N. Y. 


2 } . 
sulier 


Cockran 


Acheson 
Adair 
Allen 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 


Bartlett, Ga. 


tede 


Bennett, Ky. 


Bingham 
Lbirdsall 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Brownlow 
Byrd 
Conner 

ce ok, Colo. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Darragh 
Dawes 
Dunwell 
Dwight 


Patterson 
Pujo 

Kainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
tauch 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Rothermel 


Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sheriley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Siayden 
Small 
Smith, Mo. 
Sparkman 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—9. 


Goulden 
Haggott 


NOT 
Edwards, Ga. 
Fassett 
I lood 


Fornes 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 


Goldfogle 
Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronpna 
llackett 
liammond 
Jlarding 

Hiill, Miss. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
liuff 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Kahn 
Kennedy, Ohio 


Lever 
McDermott 


VOTING—92. 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lewis 

Lilley 

Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Loudenslager 
McCreary 
McMorran 
Mann 

Marshall 
Moon, Pa. 
Mudd 

Nelson 

Varker, 8. Dak. 
Peters 


Stephens, Tex. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 

Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 


Sulzer 
Talbott 


Pou 

Powers 
Pratt 

Reid 

Ryan 
Sherman 
Slemp 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Sturgiss 
Thomas, Ohlo 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wolf 


So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the session: 
Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. ForNes, 
with Mr. GouLDEN,. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Smitu of lowa With Mr. Lewis. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


BRADLEY 


JENKINS with 
GARDNER Of Michigan with Mr. Hackett. 
Fassetr with Mr. 
Dwicnt with 
Coorer of Wisconsin with Mr. LInpsay, 
with Mr. GoLpFoGLe. 
BINGHAM with Mr. Griags. 

McMorrawn with Mr. Astiproox. 

ADAIR, 


Brow NLOW 


Bepve with 
SLteMP with 


WHEELER with Mr. Suuzer. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. Pov. 


WALLACE. 


WEISSE. 
Rep. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER faid before the 
an act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for 


GENERAIT 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
House the bill 


other purposes, with Senate amendments thereto. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendments, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAMPBELL). 
is: Will the House disagree to the Senate amendments en bloc | 


and ask for a conference with the Senate? 
Mr. WILLIAMS rose, 


The 


Mr. 
order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


document 


printed; that they 


ing Office. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


SPEAKER 
gentleman rise? 


WILLIAMS. 


and can 


have not 


pro tempore, 


not 


come from 


For what 


purpose 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a point of 


The gentleman will state it. 


any 


The Senate amendments have 
been read by the Clerk to the House, and the Chair knows of 


no other rule governing the question. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
WILLIAMS. As a 


Mr. 


correct or incorrect? 


print 


Mr. Speaker, one of the rules of the House 
is that these matters ought to be printed. 


obtain 


I have sent to the 
Senate 
amendments, and I am informed that they have not yet been 
the Government Print- 


of the 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 


The gentleman will state it. 


matter of fact, for the information 
of the House, is my information to the effect that the printed 
copy of the Senate amendments has never come to the House 


H. R. 21946, 


The question 


does the 


ments were read from the desk by the Clerk from the officia! 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


The Chair does know that the Senate amenq. 


copy. 
Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry 
The gentleman will state j+° 


il, 


Under the rule, is not this put as 9 


suspension of the rules, and consequently is not the rule jy re. 
spect to printing suspended along with the rest? 
The Chair knows of no rule 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


that requires the printing of the bill before it is sent to the 


House. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The Chair, I presume, means to sa 


that 


he does not know of any rule requiring the printing of Senate 


amendments. 


tended to say. 


Surely the Chair does not mean to say that the 
bill itself shall not be printed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is what the Chair ip. 


The question is, Will the House disagree {(o the 


Senate amendments en bloc and ask for a conference wit!) the 


Senate? 


The question was taken 


Mr. WILLIAMS, 
Mr. DALZELL. 


there is no quorum present. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


counting. | 
quorum, 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 
Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 


The Chair will count. 
One hundred and twenty gentlemen present: vot 
The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant. 


Arnis will notify absentees, and the question will be tak: 


disagreeing to the Senate amendments en bloe and aski: 


conference with the Senate. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 251, nays 1, 
answered “ present” 6, not voting 129, as follows: 
YEAS—251. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Ames 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
tarchfeld 
Barclay 
tates 
Beale, Pa, 
seall, ‘ex. 
Hell, Ga. 


| Bonynge 


Booher 
Boutell 
Bowers 
Boyd 


| Brodhead 


Brownlow 


| Brumm 
| Brundidge 
| Burgess 


| Burke 


Burleson 
Khurnett 
Burton, Del, 
Calder 
alderhead 


c 
| Caldwell 
C 


ampbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Ta. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Crumpacker 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn, 
| Dawson 
De Armond 
Denver 


| Diekema 


Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 





Goulden 
Haggott 


Ellerbe 
Knglebright 
Fairchild 
Favrot 
Ferris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Focht 

Foss 

Foster, TIl. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
(sardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilbams 

Gill 

Gillespie 
Gillett 

Glass 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 

Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
(;reene 
Hackney 
Ilale 

Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hardwick 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Hawley 

Ilay 

Hayes 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Conn, 
lienry, Tex. 


- Hepburn 


Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Hitcheock 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 


Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Iiumphrey, Wash. 
Ilumphreys, Miss. 


James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kimball 
Knapp 

Knopt 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 

Lee 

Legare 
Lindbergh 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCall 
McDermott 
MeGuire 
McKinlay, Cal, 
Mckinley, Il. 
McKinney 
McLachlam Cal. 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich 


McMillan 
Macon 
Madden 
Madison 
Malb 
Mondell 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 


NAYS—1. 
Hamlin 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. 


Lever 
Pou 


Sheppard 


The Clerk will eall the 


Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 
l’arker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Verkins 
Vollard 
Porter 
Pratt 
Pray 
Prince 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex 
Ransdell, I 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynold 
Rhinock 
Riebard 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Russell, Mo 
Russell, ‘I 
Sabath 
Saunder 
Scott 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, ¢ 
Smith, | 
Smiéh, M 
Stanley 
Steen 
Sterling 
Sullow: vy 
Sulzer 
Tawnes 
Tavlor, A 
Thist! 
Thomas, 
Tirrell 
Tou Ve 
Underw 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Was! 
Watkli 
Webb 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, ! 
Woods 
Young 


Talbott 


and nays, 


| After 
a 





ee 


NOT VOTING—129. 


special rule adopted. 
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Will the House disagree to said amend- 






































A Dawes Eien Seeete §=6Eethermel ments en bloc and ask for a conference? 
; renby : , . W. ke ‘TITY 7 » Minimentiiied a 7 t a 
\ Dunwell Knowland Ryan Mr. St LZER. Mr. Speaker, I hope that will be done. 
. Dwight Lamar, Fla, Sherwood Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the ayes and noes were asked 
Edwards, Ga. Lamar, Mo. Sims ‘ie for. 
' Edwards, Ky. Laning Smith, Mo. " anil a oe a 
: . llis, Mo. Law Smith’ Tex. The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 
j v Ellis, Oreg. Leake Snapp Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no 
b 2 npn sananen = quorum is present. 
i Flood Lilley —_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
; Fordney Lindsay Spight the point that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
! Gennes Mass oo, ee Tex. count. [After counting.] Evidently there is not a quorum 
B Goebel * fae Stetena, tian. present. The Doorkeeper will close the-doors. The Sergeant 
i Gregg McCreary Sturgiss at-Arms will notify absent Members. As many as favor the 
B Griggs 95 read ae Ones motion will, as their names are called, answer “ aye,” as many 
B Hackett ol alenste Sectanand as are opposed will answer “no,” and those present and not 
h Hammond Mann Vreeland voting will answer “ present,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 
( Harding Marshall Wallace The question was taken, and there were—yeas 240, answered 
( Hardy Maynard Watson “ went” 6 oting 141. s Poll sah < 
C Haugen Miller Weeks presen , not voting , as follows: 
Hill, Miss. Moon, Pa. Weems THAS 940 
N. ¥ Hobson Mudd Weisse YEAS— 240. 7 : 
Co Hubbard, Iowa Nicholls Wiley Adair Durey Hughes, N. J. Payne 
( Hughes, W. Va. Parker, S. Dak. Willett Adamson Dwight Hull, Tenn. Pearre 
Hull, lowa Pearre Wilson, Pa. Alexander, Mo. Ellerbe Humphrey, Wash. Pollard 
; Jackson Peters Wolf Alexander, N. Y. Ellis, Mo. Humphreys, Miss. Porter 
( d James, Addison D. Powers Wood | Andrus — Ellis, Oreg. James, Ollie M. Pratt 
; Kennedy, Ohio Reid Ansberry Mairchild Jenkins = Pray 
Da rt Kinkaid Robinson Anthony Finley Johnson, Ky. Prince 
; Kipp Rodenber Barclay Fitzgerald Johnson, 8. C, Pujo 
” 7 & Lartlett, Nev Floyd Jones, Va Rainey 
So the Senate amendments were disagreed to en bloc and a | Rates Focht Jones. Wash. Randell, Tex. 
conference asked with the Senate. ne — Fordney ain Ransdell, La. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: Bell, Ga. ee —. 11] Keliher — 
I further notice: Bonynge Foster, Ind. Kennedy, Iowa Reynolds 
Mr. VreeELAND with Mr. Wor. Neal Foster, ze Bape Bainock L 
» Mas ¥ - TITSON or wivanis owers foulkroc Anop tichardso 
Mr. TowNseND with Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Brownlow French Klistermann Sterdan 
Mr. Sturciss with Mr. WILLETT. Brumm Fuller Lafean Roberts 
Mr. Srevens of Minnesota with Mr. SrepHens of Texas, aap —— indie [ane Robinecs 
‘ t > ‘ is surke rf es, B . 4 ais todenberg 
Mr, Snare with Mr. SPIGHT. Burleson Gaines, W. Va. Laning Rucker 
Mr. RopenBerRG with Mr. SPARKMAN. Burnett Gardner, Mich, Lee Russell, Mo. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Smira of Missouri. Burton, Del. Gardner, N. J. Legare . Russell, rex. 
: * ’ ype rne 4 erg Vi 
Mr. Pearre with Mr. SHerwoop. Candler Garrett Llovd Sobath 
Mr, Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. RoTHEeRMEL, Capron Gilhams Longworth Saunders 
Mr. Miter with Mr. Pov. Carter Gil, Lorimer Scott _ 
e af ns a ST ae ; Cary Gillespie Loud Shackleford 
Mr. McMorran with Mr. NICHOLLs, Caulfield Glass Lowden Sherley 
Mr. Gorse, with Mr. MAYNARD. Chaney Godwin McCall Sherman 
Mr. ForpNey with Mr. MCHENry. = sean MeGevin os Sherwood 
. i ark, 2 . Ut NAC *y> . eiay B 
Mr. Escn with Mr. LENAHAN. a Clayton Graham McKinney Slemp 
Mr. Exiis of Missouri with Mr. Craupe KiTcHIn, Cocks, N. ¥. Granger McLachlan, Cal. Smith, Cal. 
Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr, Krrp, —, : aan MeLoughiin, Mi b. Smith, coe 
1 , 7% , Oo 2 ac Bi DiC. i : » 2 “De. 
Mr, DENBY W ith Mr. Harpy. Cook, Colo. Hale Me Morran Snapp 
Mr. Davipson with Mr, DAVENPORT. Cook, Pa. Hall Macon Sperry 
e. COMES Se Cocker: Sex. Hamiltoes Mich. Medison Steenerson 
: ‘ a ooper, >x. i —_ . sadisol . -enerso 
Mr, ( OL! with Mr. Crate. Coudrey Hardwick Mondell Sterling 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. Roprnson, Cox, Ind. faaaee Moon. roam. Sulloway 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Sirus Craig awiey m00Fe, * 8. Sulzer 
' y teen Aelia head “Tawet Cr yacker Hay Moore, Tex. Taylor, Ala. 
Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. Crarxk of Florida. | Gasriae Hayes anes Taylor, Ohio 
Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. CARLIN. Cushman Heflin Mouser ‘Thistiewood 
Mr. Burteron with Mr. Bartiett of Nevada. oe snl Tex ey : ace 
Mr BartHotpt with Mr. AIKEN. Davenport Hepburn Needham Volstead 
ror the session : Davey, La. Higgins Nicholls Wanger 
Mr. WANcEeR with Mr. ADAMSON. Davidson Hill, Conn. Norris Washburn 
hn = . 7 7 | Davis, Minn, Hinshaw Nye Watkins 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. | Dawson Hobson O'Connell Webb 
rhe doors were opened. | De Armond Holliday Olcott Weeks 
the SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following con-| Denby tom Ne me went 
mh » er { ° «te ‘ et bret 
trees: Mr. TawNey, Mr. VREELAND, and Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Diekema Howell, Utah Page Williams 
‘ le ’arker y Tileo re 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. i eee we ve pusaer, nt. Weonenea 
: ; ill PY : ee | ouglas l yD ° ° '. : ; WV OOK { 
the SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the Mili- | Draper Hull Patterson Young 
‘y Academy appropriation bill, with Senate amendments. The ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. 
Vierk will report the title of the bill and read the Senate amend- patter — Sheppard Talbott 
ents | Goulden *ou 
‘ NOT VOTING—141. 
rhe read as follows: | Acheson Byrd Fowler Hull, Iowa 
- Il. R. 21875) making appropriations for the support of the | Aiken Calder Gardner, Mass. Jackson 
lemy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for | Allen Calderhead Gillett James, Addison D, 
. | Ames Caldwell Goebel Kennedy, Ohio 
rhe s ta ¢ - —_ ‘ Ashbrook Carlin Goldfogle Kimball 
" ‘TP —— ndments wore read. Bannon Clark, Fla, Gregg Kinkaid 
Ate SPEAKER, Will the House disagree to said amendments | Rarchfeld Cockran Griggs Kipp | 
oc and ask a conference with the Senate? par tnenet Cooper, Wis. Hackett Sica aoe 
‘ir. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. bp _ jotten aanett —« 
‘he SPEAKER, This is not a motion te suspend the rules; | Bennet, N. Y. Crawford Hamill Lamar, Fla, 
- 0 Ss under a rule already adopted. Bennett, Ky. Dawes Honia Lamar, Mo. 
"t. SUAYDEN, Is not there a motion to suspend the rules? Birdsall. Dunwell Harding Lassiter 
the SPEAKER. No; this operates under a special rule relat- | Routell Edwards, Ga. Hardy Law 
ng to ; ral appropriati ills operates automatically | Boyd Edwards, Ky. Harrison Lawrence 
wa ppropriation bills. It operates automatically | Bradley Englebright Haugen Leake 
ta ' - , . Brantley Esch Henry, Conn. Lenahan 
ut SULZER, What is the motion before the House, Mr. | Brodhead Fassett Hill, Miss. Lewis 
Speake | Broussard Favrot Hitchcock me 
r. & YAY 7 7 Brundidge Ferris Howard indsav 
—s 81 \YDEN, The ayes and noes, Mr. Speaker. | Burleigh Flood Habkard. Iowa Littlefield 
i SPEAKER, The motion before the House is under a | Burton, Ohio Fornes Hughes, W. Va. Livingston 
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Loudenslager 
Loveri 
MeCreary 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McLain 

Malby 

Mann 
Marsball 
Maynard Small Tirrell 

Miller Smith, Mo. Townsend 

So the Senate amendments were disagreed to and a confer- 
ence was requested. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For this session: 

Mr. GILtett with Mr. HircHcock. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WALpo with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 

Mr. Tawney with Mr. Samira of Texas, 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. McLarIn, 

Mr. Souruwick with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Miter with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. Marsy with Mr. McDermort. 

Mr. McGurre with Mr. KIMBALL. 

Mr. Loverine with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr. HARRISON, 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. Ferris. 

Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. Favror. 

Mr. Coorer of Wisconsin with Mr. CocKRAN, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Caxiper with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Burieicn with Mr. BropHEAD. 

Mr. Ames with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. Bouter. with Mr. Grices. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this vote the ayes are 240, answering 
“ present’ 6—a quorum. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 
The ayes have it, the Senate amendments are disagreed to. 

The Chair will announce the following conferees: Mr. 
PARKER, Mr, Capron, and Mr. SLAYDEN. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H, R. 21946) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1908, and for prior years, and for other purposes, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon and had appointed Mr, Hare, Mr. ALLiIson, and 
Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


Moon, Pa. 

ng Mudd 

Nelson 
Overstreet 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Perkins 

Peters 

Powers 

Reid 
Rothermel 


Stma 
Sims 


Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Tawney 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 


Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Wilson, Til. 
Wolf 

Wood 
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The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 4812) to regulate the employment of child labor in 
the District of Columbia. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and agree to the conference report on the bill 
Ii. R. 20063, the District appropriation Dill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
suspend the rules and agree to the conference report on the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, and the Clerk will read the same. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 
consent to substitute the statement for the report. 

ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, to that I, of course, object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 
The Chair will state to the House, if the House will bear with 
the Chair, that the statement explaining the report is about of 
the same length as the report. Under a motion to suspend the 
rules and agree to a conference report, the report must be read, 
but the statement may not be. The Chair will again put the 
request of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GarpNer], to read 
the statement in this case in lieu of the report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, it is quite useless to put the 
request, because I will object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects, and 
the Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read the report as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20063) “ making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the goverament of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes,” having met, 


May 929 


—— 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend :; 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered ° : 
9, 15, 21, 22, 23, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, 38, 40, 41, 45. 49 = 


nd do 


54, 55, 56, 61, 62, 68, 69, 70, 71, 75, 76, 78, 85, 88, 93, 94, 95, 9” 
129, 130. 1297 
218, 219, 22 
253, 255, : 


308, 313. 319 


100, 
164, 


999 


mmm, 


104, 109, 113, 115, 118, 119, 122, 124, 125, 127, 
166, 192, 193, 197, 201, 203, 211, 212, 213, 215, 
224, 229, 237, 239, 241, 243, 244, 247, 248, 252, 
261, 267, 269, 278, 286, 289, 293, 296, 297, 298, 302, 
320, and 328. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend) 1ents 
of the Senate numbered 4, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 20, 24, 33, 9¢ 
37, 42, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 52, 53, 57, 59, 60, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 72. 73. 
74, 77, 79, 81, 82, 83, 86, 87, 89, 90, 91, 92, 97, 98, 99, 101, 102. 193 
105, 107, 110, 114, 116, 128, 126, 128, 132, 133, 134, 138, 139, 140, 148 
144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 152, 158, 154, 155, 156, 157. 159, 
160, 161, 162, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 
178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 190, 195, 196 
198, 200, 202, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 214, 216, 221, 993 
227, 232, 233, 238, 245, 249, 250, 254, 257, 259, 260, 262, 

268, 271, 273, 274, 275, 276, 277, 282, 283, 284, 285, 290, 201, 299 
295, 299, 301, 304, 305, 306, 307, 309, 311, 312, 321, 322, 223, 327, 
329, 331, 333, 334, and 335; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis. 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment amended 
as follows: On page 2 of the bill, in line 9, strike out the 
words “ five hundred ” and insert in lieu thereof “two hundred 
and fifty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “two thousand four hundred dollars; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “one hundred and two thousand and 
fifty-four dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit the 
matter inserted by said amendment, and on page 5 of the bill, in 
lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “assistant superintendent, 
who shall be a stenographer, one thousand dollars” and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: “ clerk and stenographer, one tlu- 
sand two hundred dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede fri 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1°), 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert “one dynamo 
tender, eight hundred and seventy-five dollars ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 0! 
the sum proposed insert “thirty-two thousand eight |) dred 
and ninety-five dollars,” and on page 5 of the bill, in line 15 
after the word “ dollars,” insert: “ Provided, That the em) !oyees 
herein authorized for the care of the District building shall be 
appointed by the assistants to the Engineer Commissioner W'\! 
the approval of the Commissioners;” and the Senate arree ” 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its > 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered © ), and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of — 
sum proposed insert “thirty-two thousand two bundred au¢ 
fifty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbéred 39: That the House recede from ™ 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered oD, om 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 0! - 
sum proposed insert “thirteen thousand eight hundred and 
twenty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: r4 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num! red 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: (! '*" 
of the sum proposed insert “ one hundred and eighty-' 
sand four hundred and sixty-two dollars;” and t) 
agree to the same. <a 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede '™™ - 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num red = 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: * 


2 
ont, 


Oa « 


-—), 
' 


Of4 ope 
~U+4, 265, 


oor 
me OD 


m its 


and 
au 


cba 
15 


She 


That the House recede from !'s 


thou- 
te 


senda 


» LeU 















‘ and the Senate agree to the same. 

A) rent numbered 80: That the House recede from its 

( ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, 
- to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
e m proposed insert “ eighty-eight thousand eight hun- 
d irs: ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 84: That the House recede from its 

o ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and 
“ the same with an amendment as follows: On page 24 
t in line 25, after the word “Avenue,” insert the 
rd ly;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its 
disag! ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit 
the amended paragraph by striking from page 27 of the bill, 
lines 1 11, inclusive; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one hundred and thirty-eight 
thousand four hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 111, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “seven thousand dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 112, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
last line of said amendment strike out the word “ Naval” and 
insert the word “ Potomac ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


we 


of the sum proposed insert “ eighty thousand dollars;” and the | 


Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 120, 
and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Toward constructing Fourth street southeast relief sewer 
from Pennsylvania avenue and Fourth street to Virginia avenue 
and Second street southeast, fifteen thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same, , 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, 

nd agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “two hundred and fifty thousand 
lollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 131, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Electrical inspector, two thousand dollars; electrical inspector, 
one thousand eight hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to 


the same, 


agree 
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\mendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its | 


disagreem 


mt to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, 
% of the 
following 


: “Provided, That hereafter the Washington Terminal 
Company, its successors or transferees, shall pay to the Dis- 
rict for the lighting of the streets, avenues, alleys, 
grounds over and under which its right of way may cross, as 
well as for the lighting of those streets, avenues, alleys, and 
grounds bordering on its right of way, under the direction and 
control of the Commissioners; and in case of default of pay- 
ment of such bills, actions at law may be maintained by the 
“istrict of Columbia against said terminal company or its suc- 
‘essors or transferees therefor; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 
Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its 
ee ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136, 
oud e to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 
Sof the bill, in line 9, after the word “ dollars,” 
Wash usert the following: 
"«siington Terminal Company, its successors or transferees, 
shall pay to the District for the lighting of the streets, avenues, 
“SS, 2h grounds over and under which its right of way may 
~ “8, 48 well as for the lighting of those streets, avenues, al- 
ae crounds bordering on its right of way, under the di- 
ae control of the Commissioners; and in case of de- 
‘of payment of such bills, actions at law may be main- 


} 


rr 
mit 


@ys, and 





ree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page | 
» bill, in line 17, after the word “dollars,” insert the | 


and | 


where it first | 
“Provided, That hereafter the | 
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1m proposed insert “ forty-five thousand two hundred | tained by the District of Columbia against said Terminal Com- 


pany or its successors or transferees therefor; ” 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 141: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 141, 


and the Senate 


| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For teachers of the normal, high, and manual training 
schools promoted for superior work, group B of class six, seven 
in all, at a minimum salary of one thousand nine hundred dol- 
lars each: Provided, That hereafter no teacher shall be eligible 
to group B, class six, who has not attained the maximum of 
group A: And provided further, That hereaftér teachers em- 
ployed in normal, high, and manual training schools, may be 
placed in group A, class six, and receive their longevity in- 
crease according to their number of years of experience in 
teaching in accredited normal, high, or manual training schools: 
Provided further, That hereafter no more than seven teachers 
shall be promoted in any one year from group A, class six, to 
group B, class six. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 142: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 142, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the number proposed in said amendment insert “one hun- 
dred and eighty-eight;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 151: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 151, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one million two hundred sixty- 
three thousand and twenty-five dollars;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 158: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘“‘one hundred and forty-six thou- 
sand nine hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
5 of said amendment strike out the words “ eighteen thousand ” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ twelve thousand five hun- 
dred;”’ and in line 9 strike out the word “five” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “three;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one thousand four hundred dol- 
lars;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one hundred and five thousand 
three hundred and twenty dollars;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “seventy-five thousand dollars; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 194: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 194, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ninety thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 199: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one thousand two hundred dol- 
lars;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 217. That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 217, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For additional amount for ‘Repairs and improvements to 
school buildings and grounds’ for the purpose of replacing 
wooden stairs in brick buildings with those of fireproof con- 
struction, removal of old and unsuitable fire escapes, and erec- 
tion of improved fire escapes, and improvement of approaches 
thereto, improving exits, and for such miscellaneous alteration 
and repair work as may be necessary to secure protection 
against fire in existing school buildings owned by the District 
of Columbia, fifty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, to be immediately available.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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disagreement 
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225: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 225, 
e to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
sum proposed insert “nine hundred and fifteen thou- 
sand five hundred and ninety-three dollars and thirty-five 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 226: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 226, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the 
end of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “: Provided further, That within thirty days after the 
passage of this act and every two years thereafter persons on 
the pet 1 rolfs in the District of Columbia for disabilities in- 
eurred while in the service of the police department or fire 
department of the District of Columbia shall undergo a medi- 
ination, and as a result of such examinations the Com- 
ners shall determine whether the pension being paid in 
ach case shall continue in whole or in part;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 228: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 228, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ thirty-five thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 230: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 230, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “twenty thou- 
sand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 231: That the House recede from its 
disdgreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 231, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ sixty-five thousand two hundred 
and eighty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 234, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “one thousand dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 235: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 235, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “two thousand three hundred and 
eighty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 236: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 236, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the 


“ee se? 
Centr 


cal exam 


of the sum proposed insert “ four thousand three hundred and | 


” 


eighty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 240: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 240, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “four hundred and ninety-two 
thousand two hundred and seventy dollars;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 242: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 242 


ay 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 246: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 246, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ one hundred and eleven thousand 
five hundred and thirty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 251: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 251, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ fifty-nine thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 258: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 258, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “nine thousand two hundred and 
forty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 263: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 263, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ twenty-seven thousand four hun- 
dred and eighty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 266: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
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266, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “one thousand five | dred 
dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 270: That the House recede fro, jt 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbere| 7 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: I) lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “thirty-eight thousand six hy) lred 
and seventy-six dollars;” and the Senate agree to the samo. 

Amendment numbered 272: That the House recede fro jt 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbere| 272 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In }iey of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow 

“The President is authorized to appoint three commissi. ners, 
one of whom may be nominated by the Attorney-Genera! and 
one by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who shajj 
investigate the condition.of the jail of the District of Columbia, 
now under the control of the Attorney-General, and of the 
workhouse within said District and other buildings adjacent to 
said jail; and in connection with the investigation the commis. 
sioners, under the direction of the Attorney-General, may visit 
and inspect similar institutions in other cities within the 
United States; and they shall report to the President on or be- 
fore December 31, 1908, concerning said condition and the ex. 
pediency of removing said jail, workhouse, and other buildings 
to other sites more appropriate for their needs and located 
so near to railroad lines as to secure suitable facilities for the 
delivery thereto of material suitable or necessary for industries 
to be therein carried on; and shall also make such oiler ree- 
ommendations on the subject as may seem to them exjedicnt: 
for the expenses of the commission there is hereby appropriated 
the sum of one thousand five hundred dollars, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 279: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27), 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘‘one thousand five hundred dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 280: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 250, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 

“Wor necessary fire protection, water mains, plugs, and the 
necessary piping connections, and laying and installing the 
same, to be immediately available, one thousand five hundred 
dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 281: That the House recede from iis 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 251, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “forty-one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-eight dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 287: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25/, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “twenty-five thousand six hundred 
and thirty-three dollars;” and the Senate agree to the sanv 

Amendment numbered 288: That the House recede from its 


: | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, 
of the sum proposed insert “ twelve thousand dollars;” and the | — 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In ! 
of the sum proposed insert “three thousand dollars; aud ti 


| Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 294: That the House recede from i's 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In ‘leu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert “ five hundred do! 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 300: That the House recede [! 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 0", 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: [1 /iet 
of the sum proposed insert “twelve thousand one hundred %" 
forty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 308: That the House recede ['0!) 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | L 
the sum proposed insert “ thirty-seven thousand one 
and forty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 310: That the House recede ! 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num) 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
of the sum proposed insert “six thousand and sixty d 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 314: That the House recede 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbe! 
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1 ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
’ ended paragraph insert the following: 

| ecessary tiling and pipes, five hundred dollars; ” 
snd the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 815: That the House recede from its 
nent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 315, 
» to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of m proposed insert “three hundred dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

iment numbered 316: That the House recede from its 

ent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 316, 
7 » to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “fourteen thousand three hundred 
and sixty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 317: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 317, 
and to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
| “school,” at the end of said amendment, insert the 
following words: “ during the fiscal year nineteen hundred and 

’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 318: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 318, 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert “two thousand 
doliars:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 825: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 325, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Provided further, That any of the moneys appropriated for 
the fiscal years nineteen hundred and eight and nineteen hun- 
( nd nine for the District of Columbia Militia may be used 
to supplement specific appropriations or allotments which may 
be found insufficient for the purposes for which made, and au- 
thority is hereby given to supplement the regular ration by 
purchase of such additional articles of subsistence as may be 
deemed necessary;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 326: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 326, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
3 of said amendment, strike out the word “shall” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “may;” and the Senate agree to the 
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\mendment numbered 330: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 330, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “eighty thousand one hundred and 
sixty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 332: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 332, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ sixty-six thousand dollars;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

WASHINGTON GARDNER, 

MartTIN B. MApDEN, 

ALBERT S. BURLESON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

Murruy J. Foster, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
lisagreeing yotes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
3) making appropriations for the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, submit the following written statement in 

tion of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 


ended in the accompanying report as to each of the said 
umendments, namely : 
, 00 amendments Nos, 1, Se es ee ED 7. 1. oe 
+3, 15, 16, and 17, relating to the Executive Office: Restores the 
pr ‘ion proposed by the House making the two assistants to 
He Engineer Commissioner jointly superintendent of the mu- 
“ipal building; reduces their compensation for such service 
from $500, as proposed by the House, to $250 each; fixes the 
& Ma the secretary of the Board of Commissioners at 
Beviien Gad Gan the salary of one clerk from $1,500 to $1,600; 


or one additional laborer, at $600, as proposed by 


the Senate; strikes out the increase of $250 in the salary of the 


Fm ae t of buildings and of $200 in the salary of the principal 
hoc, inspector of buildings; Increases the salary of one 
erk j 


= ‘n the building inspection division from $900 to $1,000: 
‘vides for a principal assistant inspector of plumbing, at 
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$1,400, instead of an assistant inspector, at $1,200; provides for 
a clerk, at $1,000, instead of an assistant inspector of plumbing, 
at $1,000; appropriates $1,200, as proposed by the House, in- 
stead of $1,800, as proposed by the Senate, for temporary em- 
ployment for assistant inspectors of plumbing, and increases the 
salary of one draftsman in the plumbing inspection division 
from $1,200 to $1,350. 

On amendments Nos, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26, re- 
lating to the service for the care of the District building: Pro- 
vides for a clerk and stenographer, at $1,200, instead of an 
assistant superintendent, at $1,500; for one dynamo tender, 
at $875; increases the pay of three coal passers from $500 to 
$600; strikes out the provision for two lavatory attendants, 
at $660 each, and two lavatory attendants, at $600 each; and 
provides for two chief cleaners, as proposed by the House, to 
have charge of the lavatories, at $500 each; appropriates $720, 
as proposed by the House, instead of $1,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for a chief watchman; provides for five watchmen, at 
$600 each, as proposed by the House, instead of six watchmen, 
as proposed by the Senate, and inserts a provision that all 
employees in the care of the District building shall be appointed 
by the assistants to the Engineer Commissioner with the ap- 
proval of the Commissioners. 

On amendments Nos. 27 and 28: Appropriates $24,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $25,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for miscellaneous expenses of the District building. 

On amendments Nos. 29 and 30: Appropriates $2,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $2,500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for temporary clerk hire in preparing numerical book, 
and strikes out the provision inserted by the Senate remitting 
certain assessments on lots in Takoma Park. 

On amendments Nos. 81 and 32: Strikes out the provision for 
an additional assistant cashier, at $1,400 in the collector’s office. 

On amendments Nos. 33, 34, and 35: Increases the salary of 

the auditor from $3,600 to $4,000 and strikes out the provision 
for an additional clerk, at $900, in the auditor's office. 
On amendments Nos. 36, 37, 38, and 39: Increases the sal- 
aries of the second assistant corporation counsel from $1,600 
to $1,800 and of the fourth assistant corporation counsel from 
$1,200 to $1,500, and strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Senate for a law clerk at $1,200. 

On amendments Nos. 40 and 41: Strikes out the provision for 
a hostler and laborer, at $365, in the coroner’s office. 

On amendments Nos. 42 and 43: Strikes out the appropria- 
tion of $500, proposed by the House, for improving the whole- 
sale market square. 

On amendments Nos. 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, and 51, relat- 
ing to the Engineer’s office: Increases the salary of the superin- 
tendent of trees and parking from $1,500 to $1,800; strikes out 
the proposed increase of $200 in the salary of the assistant 
superintendent; increases the salary of an assistant permit 
clerk from $900 to $1,000 and of an index clerk and typewriter 
from $720 to $900; strikes out the proposed increase in the sal- 
aries of one assistant inspector of gas and meters from $1,000 
to $1,200 and one assistant inspector of gas and meters from 
$840 to $1,000. 

On amendments Nos. 52 and 53: Increases the 
special-assessment clerk from $1,700 to $2,000. 

On amendments Nos. 54, 55, 56, 57, and 58: Strikes out the pro- 
posed increase of $250 in the salary of the superintendent of 
street sweeping and of $200 in the salary of an inspector of 
street sweeping, and increases the salary of a stenographer and 
clerk from $720 to $900 in the street-sweeping office. 

On amendments Nos. 59 and 60:.Increases the salary of the 
superintendent of insurance from $3,000 to $3,500, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 61 and 62: Appropriates $5,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $5,500, as proposed by the Senate, 
for temporary draftsmen and other help in the surveyor’s office. 

On amendments Nos. 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, and 69, relating to 
the free public library: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, for 
a chief of the circulating department at $1,200; increases the 
pay of five attendants from $480 to $540 each, of five attend 
ants from $360 to $480 each, and of two messengers from $360 
to $480, and appropriates $7,500, as proposed by the House, in 
stead of $9,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the purchase of 
books. 

On amendments Nos. 70, 71, 74, 75, 76, 77, and 7S, 
relating to the contingent and miscellaneous expenses: 
out the provision for purchase of electricity: appropriates 
$7,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $7,500, as pro 
by the Senate, for postage; $750, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $838.50, as proposed by the House, for rent of dis 
trict offices; $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $4,000, 
as proposed by the House, for judicial expenses, including pro- 
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curement of chains of title; $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, | which its right of way crosses and streets borderin 


instead of $2,750, as proposed by the House, for miscellaneous 
expenses of the coroner’s office; strikes out the appropriations 
proposed by the Senate of $10,000 for repair of buildings when 
injured by fire, and $1,500 for file cases for the office of the 
register of wills; appropriates $900, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the office of the register of wills, and strikes out the provi- 
sion proposed by the Senate for equipping the wharf on the 
river front. 

On amendments Nos. 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, and 87: 
Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill; appropriates 
$88,800, instead of $84,600, as proposed by the House, and $90,000, 
as proposed by the Senate, for work on the streets and avenues; 
appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $2,500 for paving V 
street NW. and $9,000 for paving South Carolina avenue SE. 

On amendments Nos. 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 
99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, and 108: Appropriates 
$138,400, instead of $83,900, as proposed by the House, and 
$220,600 as proposed by the Senate, for the construction of cer- 
tain county roads and suburban streets. 

On amendments Nos. 109 and 110: Appropriates $300,000, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $350,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for repairs of streets, avenues, and alleys. 

On amendment No. 111: Appropriates $7,000, instead of $6,000, 
as proposed by the House, and $7,500, as proposed by the Senate, 
for sidewalks and curbs along public reservations and municipal 
buildings. 

On amendment No. 112: Changes the name of Brightwood 
avenue to Georgia avenue, and of the street formerly known as 
“ Georgia avenue” to Potomac avenue. 

On amendments Nos. 113 and 114: Appropriates $100,000, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $110,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for repairs of county roads. 

On amendment No. 115: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$5,000 proposed by the Senate for counsel to investigate the 
ownership of land along the Anacostia River. 


On amendments Nos. 116, 117, 118, 119, and 120, relating to | 


sewers: Appropriates $60,000, as proposed by the Senate, in- 
stead of $50,000, as proposed by the House, for cleaning and re- 
pairing sewers and basins; $80,000 instead of $75,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, and $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
suburban sewers; strikes out the appropriations proposed by 
the Senate of $40,000 for dikes for sewage disposal project and 
$75,000 for a sewer along Rock Creek, and appropriates $15,000 
instead of $31,875, as proposed by the Senate, for relief sewer 
from Pennsylvania avenue and Fourth street to Virginia avenue 
and Second street southeast. 

On amendment No. 121: Appropriates $250,000 instead of 
$240,000, as proposed by the House, and $267,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning streets. 

On amendment No. 122: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$4,350 proposed by the Senate for concrete floor in the stable 
of the street-cleaning department. 

On amendment No. 123: Appropriates $35,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $30,000, as proposed by the House, for the 
Parking Commission. 

On amendmen 


pools, 
On amendments Nos. 125 and 126: Appropriates $1,500, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $10,000, as proposed by the 


Senate, for equipment of playgrounds; and appropriates $5,000, | 


as proposed by the Senate, for improving the Rosedale play- 
ground. 

On amendment No. 127: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$5,000 proposed by the Senate for deep wells. 

On amendment No. 128: Appropriates $6,500, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $6,200, as proposed by the House, for 
maintenance of public convenience stations. 

On amendment No. 129: Authorize the use of $1,200, as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $1,500, as proposed by the Senate, 
for personal services in the condemnation of insanitary build- 
ings. 

On amendment No. 130: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$500 proposed by the Senate for reconstruction of the wharf 
and sea wall adjacent to the morgue. 

On amendments Nos. 131, 132, 133, and 134, relating to the 
electrical department: Increases the salaries of one electrical 
inspector from $1,800 to $2,000; of a clerk from $1,000 to 
$1,200; and provides for an additional clerk at $1,400. 

On amendment No. 135: Appropriates $265,225, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $257,712, as proposed by the House, for 
street gas lighting and inserts a proviso requiring the Wash- 
ington Terminal Company to pay for lighting streets over 
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proposed by the Senate for concreting bottoms of swimming | 
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y on i = 
right of way. : ” 
On amendment No. 136: Appropriates $123,250, as proposeq 
by the Senate, instead of $115,000, as proposed by the [oys0 
for electric street lighting, and inserts a provision requiring 
the Washington Terminal Company to pay for lighting streets 
over which its right of way crosses and streets bordering oy jts 
right of way. 

On amendments Nos. 137 and 138: Appropriates $15,000, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for Rock Creek Park. 7 

On amendments Nos. 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 14¢ 
147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 15s, ing) 
160, 161, and 162, relating to the teachers of public schools: 
Provides for twelve heads of departments at $1,900 each, as 
proposed by the Senate, and for seven instead of fourteen teach. 
ers at $1,900 each of normal, high, and manual training schools: 
reduces the amount for longevity pay from $165,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, to $146,900, as proposed by the Senate: 
increases the amount of allowance to principals from $31,680, 
as proposed by the House, to $32,680, as proposed by the Senate, 
and inserts a provision that no teacher shall be eligible to 
Group B, class 6, who has not attained the maximum of Group 
A, and that teachers employed in normal, high, and manual! 
training schools may be placed in Group A, class 6, and receive 
longevity increase according to their number of years of experi- 
ence, and that no more than seven teachers shall be promoted 
in any year from Group A, class 6, to Group B, class 6. 

On amendment No. 163: Appropriates $12,500 instead of 
$18,000, as proposed by the Senate, for teachers and janitors 
of night schools, and $3,300 instead of $3,500, as proposed by the 


| Senate, for contingent expenses of night schools, 


On amendment No. 164: Appropriates $2,500, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
kindergarten supplies. 

On amendment Nos. 165, 166, 167, 168, 169. 170, 171, 172, 173, 
174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 18s, 
and 189: Appropriates $1,400 instead of $1,200, as proposed by 
the House, and $1,600, as proposed by the Senate, for janitor 
service for the McKinley Manual Training School; $1,200, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $1,500, as proposed by thie 
Senate, for one engineer for the McKinley Manual Training 
School, and provides for janitor service for other schoo! build- 
ings, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 
198, 199, 200, 201, and 202, relating to the miscellaneous ex- 


| penses of the public schools: Appropriates $25,000, as proposed 


by the Senate, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the House, for 


| rent of school buildings; $75,000 instead of $70,000, as proposed 
| by the House, and $90,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs 
| to school buildings; $50,000, as proposed by the House, instead 
| of $60,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to and changes 
| in plumbing in school buildings; $20,000, as proposed by the 


House, instead of $22,500, as proposed by the Senate, for tools 


| and materials for instruction in manual training; $90,000 in- 


stead of $85,000, as proposed by the House, and $100,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for fuel, etc., for school buildings; $45.0", 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $40,000, as proposed by the 


| House, for eontingent. expenses, including furniture and re 


pairs; $1,200 instead of $1,000, as proposed by the House, and 
$1,500, as proposed by the Senate, for school gardens; $6,'"), as 
proposed by the Senate, for apparatus for physics department 
in high schools; strikes out the appropriations proposed by the 
Senate of $6,000 for laboratories for biology and chemistry and 
$3,000 for school playgrounds ; inserts the provision proposed 
by the Senate for purchase, erection, and maintenance of port 
able schoothouses, and strikes out the provision proposed by 
the House limiting the price of gas used in the schoo! buildings 
to 75 cents per thousand feet. 

On amendments Nos. 203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210. 
211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, and 218, relating to buildings 
and grounds of public schools: Appropriates $60,000, as [Tt 
posed by the House, instead of $70,000, as proposed by the Se! 
ate, for equipment of the extension of the McKinle) Manual 
Training School; appropriates $125,000, as proposed ly the 
Senate, for completion of the McKinley Manual Training Schoo! 
building; strikes out the appropriations proposed by the Senate 
of $300,000 for a normal and model school building, $60). fT 
the alteration and repair of Central High School |) iilding, 
$75,000 for a school building for or near Cleveland Park. $!2!"" 
for purchase of lots adjacent to the Phelps School, an‘ $60,000 
for fireproof construction in the three new school | idings 
now in course of erection; and appropriates, as propose! bY the 
Senate, $95,000 for a twelve-room building on the site of ‘ 
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Scheol, and $16,500 for purchase of lots adjacent to 
and $50,000 instead of $261,000, as pro- 
the Senate, for fire protection of certain school build- 


ndments Nos, 219 and 220: Restores to the bill the 
; proposed by the House authorizing contracts to be 
to with the Columbia Institute for Deaf and Dumb 
Maryland School for Colored Deaf Mutes by the Com- 
s of the District of Columbia. 

idments Nos. 226, 227, 228, 
36, : relation to the Metro- 
"Increases the 1 pay 7 vote clerks from $900 to 
strikes out the increase pro- 
Senate of 45 privates of class 1 at $900 each; 
t th » increase from $240 to $300 each proposed by the 
allowance to mounted policemen ; 
by the Senate providing for maintenance for the full | 
nt of the Metropolitan police, and adds thereto a pro- 
iri i examinations of 
»sensions for disabilities incurred in the police and fire 
appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $5,500, 
f $4,750, as proposed by the House, for repairs to police 
$35,000, instead of $33,000, as proposed by the House, 
:37,000, as proposed by the Senate, for miscellaneous and 
strikes out the appropriation of $15,000 
sed of the Senate for reconstruction of cell corridors and 
ells in certain station houses; appropriates $20,000, 
' $32,000, as proposed by the Senate for a station house 
increases the pay of four drivers for the House | 
eaten from $540 to $600, as proposed by the Senate; 
provides for au engineer at $1,000, instead of $1,140, as proposed 
by the Senate, for the harbor patrol. 
— Nos. 
248, 249, 250, and 2 


proposed by the Senate; 


inserts the clause 


237, 238, 239, 
251, indeed to inet ‘fire aca 
t: Sertiond out the increase of $100 in the salary of the 
perintendent of machinery proposed by the Senate; provides 
for two marine firemen, at $720 each; strikes out the provisions | 
wsed by the Senate for a messenger at headquarters, at 
and for a hostler, at $540; appropriates $9,000, as a 
pe wed by the House, instead of $10,000, as proposed by-the S 
ate, for repairs of engine houses; 
and $13,000, 
for repairs to apparatus; $14,000, 
, instead of $15,000, 


$12,000 instead of $11,000, 
as proposed 
as proposed by the | 
as proposed by the Senate, for pur- | 
as proposed by the House, i 
as proposed by the Senate, 
proposed by the Senate, for repairs and improvements to the 
at; strikes out the appropriation proposed by the Senate 
of $37,000 for a new truck company in the northeast section of | 
‘ity and $25,000 for a new house for No. 4 Engine Com- 
*, and appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $5,000 for 


for forage; 


Un amendments Nos, 252, 
alth department: 


53, 254, and 255, 
Strikes out the appropriation proposed by 
the Senate and $800 for an assistant poundmaster; provides for 
maintenance of public crematory; and | 
500 proposed by the Sen- 


relating to the 


services for 
appropriation of $12 
ra stable at the smallpox hospital. 
h amendments Nos. 256, 257, 258, 
ile court: Strikes out the proposed increase in the 
wary of the judge from $3,000 to $ 
ton oflic cer at $1,000, as proposed by the Senate, and appropri- 
as proposed by the Senate, 
posed by the House, for compensation of jurors. 
amendments Nos, 2 


o9, and 260, relating to 


provides for a proba- 
instead of $2,340, as | 


! Strikes out the in- 
“rease Of $100 in the salary of the financial clerk of the police 
increases the pay of four bailiffs from $600 to $72 
48 proposed by the Senate. 
amendments Nos. 264, 2 
ing to the Washington Pama 
superintendent from $1,600 to $1,800; 
‘Tou of the principal overseer from $1,400 to 
strikes out the increase in 


0, and 271, 
Increases ee pay of the 


00 to $1,200; 
a8 proposed by the Senate; 
pay of fifteen overseers from $660 to $720 each: 
ay of two nurses from $425 to $480 each and strikes out 
w’ Provision for one additional orderly at $300, and appropri- 
‘es $1,500 additional, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to 
vendment No. Strikes out the appropriation of 
48 proposed by the Senate, for a new wing for the 
bo and inserts a provision for three commissioners to 
tui ire and report as to the condition of the jail and work- 
e District of Columbia. 
ndments Nos. 273, 274, 275, 276, 277, 278, 279, 280, and 
g to the Homme for the Aged and Infirm: Increases, 





as proposed by the Senate, the pay of the chief engineer from 

720 to $900; provides for one. additional fireman, at $300; one 
| additional nurse, at $360, and one additional servant, at $144; 
appropriates $20,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$23,000, as proposed by the Senate, for provisions and miscel- 
laneous expenses; $1,500 instead of $1,000, as proposed by the 
House, and $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to 
buildings, and $1,500 instead of $3,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for necessary fire protection. 

On amendment No. 282: Appropriates $22,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the House, for 
care and maintenance of boys committed to the reform school. 

On amendments Nos. 283, 284, 285, 286, and 287, relating to 
the Reform School for Girls: Increases the pay of the night 
watchman from $365 to $480, as proposed by the Senate; ap- 
| propriates $191, as proposed by the Senate, for a furnace, and 


| strikes out the appropriation of $675, proposed by the Senate, 
| for erecting a portico. 

On amendments Nos, 288, 289, 290, 291, 292, 293, 294, and 31S: 
Appropriates $3,000 instead of $2,000, as proposed by the 
| House, and $4,500, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to 
the Columbia Hospital; strikes out the appropriation of $5,000, 
proposed by the Senate, for plans for the new building for the 
Columbia Hospital; appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, 
$25,000 for the National oan ey Hospital; $4,000 for re- 
pairs and equipment for the Central Dispensary and Emergency 
Hospital; $6,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $4,000, 
as proposed by the House, for the Eastern Dispensary, and 
$500 instead of $750, as proposed by the Senate, for the Wo- 
men’s Clinic; and strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Senate placing the expenditure of the appropriation for the 
| Washington Home for Incurables under the direction of the 
executive committee of the said home. 

On amendments Nos. 295, 296, 297, 298, 299, 300, 301, 302, 
and 303, relating to the tubercuolsis hospital: Increases the 
| pay of ten pupil nurses from $96 to $120 each, as proposed by 
the Senate; strikes out the increase in the pay of the chief 
cook and laundryman from $480 to $600 each; strikes out the 
appropriation of $540 for a farmer; provides for one additional 
orderly, at $300; authorizes the use of not exceeding $1,000 for 
temporary services, and strikes out the appropriation of $5,000, 
proposed by the Senate, for grading and making roads. 

On amendments Nos. 304, 305, 306, and 307, relating to the 
| Board of Children’s Guardians: Increases the pay of one in- 
vestigating clerk from $720 to $840, and of one visiting inspector 
from $480 to $600, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 308, 309, 310, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, and 
316, relating to the Industrial Home School for Colored Chil- 
dren: Strikes out the proposed increase in the pay of one 
farmer from $480 to $600; increases the pay of one watchman 
| from $240 to $300; appropriates $500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for temporary services; appropriates $5,000, as proposed 
by the House, instead of $6,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
maintenance, purchase, and care of horses, vehicles, and har- 
ness; $500 instead of $250, as proposed by the House, for tile 
and pipes; $300 instead of $250, as proposed by the House, for 
repairs to buildings, and inserts a provision authorizing the 
Commissioners to expend any income of the school for the 
support of the school during the fiscal year 1909. 

On amendment No. 318: Appropriates $2,000 instead of 
$4,250, as proposed by the Senate, for the Washington Hospital 
| for Foundlings. 

On amendments Nos. 319 and 320: Strikes out the appro- 
| priation of $150, proposed by the Senate, for a watchinan for 
| the municipal lodging house. 

On amendment No. 321: Appropriates $5,500 for the Tem- 
porary Home for Ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 322: _Appropriates $294,800, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $280,000, as proposed by the House, 
for support of the indigent. insane. 

On amendments Nos, 323, 324, 325, and 326, relating to the 
militia of the District of Columbia: Includes in the expenses 
of camps hire of horses for oflicers required to be mounted; 
strikes out the proposed increase in the pay of the clerk in the 
office of the Adjutant-General and inserts a provision, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, with reference to purchase of additional 
rations applying to the fiscal years 1908 and 1909. 

On amendments Nos. 327, 328, 329, 330, and 331, relating to 
the water department: Increases the salary of the water reg- 
ister from $1,800 to $2,100; strikes out the provision for one 
meter computer at $1,000; increases the pay of one clerk from 
$1,000 to $1,200, and authorizes the purchase of two motor 
trucks, 
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On amendment No. 332: Authorized the use of not exceeding 
$66,000, instead of $60,000, as proposed by the House, and $70,000, 
as proposed by the Senate, during the fiscal year 1909, for serv- 
ices of draftsmen and others in connection with sewer and other 
construction work. 

On amendment No. 333: Provides for a market master’s assist- 
ant and one laborer for the Wholesale Market Producers’ Market. 

On amendments Nos. 333, 334, and 335: Inserts a separate 
section of the bill, as proposed by the Senate, authorizing ad- 
vances from the Treasury of the United States to meet any 
excesses of expenditures in the District of Columbia over the 
revenues of the District of Columbia during the fiscal year 1909. 

WASHINGTON GARDNER, 

MARTIN B. MADDEN, 

ALBEert 8S. BURLESON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. BURLESON, 
The SPEAKER. 


Is a second demanded? 
Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 


Under the rule a second is ordered. The 


gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER] is entitled to twenty | 


iminutes and the gentleman from Texas [Mr, BuRLESON] to 
twenty minutes. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the estimates for 


the District appropriation bill as presented to the committee | 
The amount appropriated by the | 
this bill, is that which provides for the appointment of seven 


amounted to $13,798,126.35. 
House was $9,560,499.35. 
$2,015,014.50. After 


To this amount the 
repeated and extended conferences the 
Senate receded from $1,457,845, and the House agreed to 
$557,169.50. Three-fifths of this and a little more pertains to 
the public schools. The necessity for an addition to the ap- 
propriation for public schools grew out, in part, of the fire in 
Cleveland, which occurred after the House had had its hear- 
ings. The bill as agreed upon unanimously by the conferees 
carries $10,117,668.85, as against $10,440,598.63 last year, mak- 
ing a difference in favor of the ensuing year of $322,929.78. 

I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, 
with the House. 


Senate added 


to address myself for a few moments to the amendments put 
by the Senate on to the bill for the support of the Military 
Academy. My remarks shall be addressed purely to matters 
of legislative interest at this moment. The Senate has added 
some very important amendments to the bill as it passed the 
House. The first one, and perhaps one of the greatest impor- 
tance, is that on page 2, which increases the appropriation by 
$60,000, and provides fhat the corps of cadets shall consist of 
one from each Congressional District, as it is now; one from 
each Territory, as now; one from the District of Columbia, as 
it is at this time, and four from each State at large. The dif- 
ference between the proposed law and the existing statute is 
that it doubles the number to come from the States at large. 
In other words, it will give, should it become a law, to each 
Senator double the number of appointments allowed to each 
Member of the House. It increases the total number of cadets 
by 92, and as the Army bill, confirmed by legislation in this bill, 
materially increases the pay of those cadets, it adds a consid- 
erable sum to the annual outlay for the support of the Military 
Academy. How the conference will result, of course, remains 
to be seen, But speaking for myself, and speaking what I be- 
lieve to be the view of the majority of the Members of this 
Hiouse, inferring it from some I have had of gentlemen on 
both sides of the Chamber, I am inclined to believe the House 
will never consent to a proposition which confers double the 
privileges in that direction upon any other body. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this proposition to increase the 
number of cadets involves new legislation. I believe the rule is 
well understood with conferees that where one House proposes 
legisiation in a general appropriation bill, and the other House 
insists in its opposition, that the body proposing it must finally 
yield. I hope that rule will be invoked in this case. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I thank the gentleman for his suggestion, 
and I will guarantee that 334 per cent of the conference power 
from this side of the House will insist. There are sundry 
amendments all involving increased expense, or nearly all, and 
developing the academy in a way and along lines that were not 
contemplated by the House. i 

The next amendment of considerable importance, I think, is 
that which is to be found on page 20 of the bill, and has refer- 
ence to the rewriting of a statute that provides for the Board of 
_ Visitors, As the House thought when it passed the academy 


Mr. Speaker, I want to be perfectly candid | 
My purpose in asking for this time, and I | 
thank my colleague for his courtesy in conceding it to me, was | 





bill it would be more practical and be wiser in every res)oct to 
have the Board of Visitors come from the Members of tho 
House and members of the Senate, it therefore repealed {ho act 
which originally provided that a certain number be aj) ointed 
by the Speaker, a certain number by the President of the Sep. 
ate, and a certain other number by the President of the Uiteq 
States, and substituted for it a provision that the Board of Vis. 
itors should be composed of the two committees having charge 
of the bill in this House and in the Senate, respectively. It has 
been amended by the Senate in this way: By reducing the num. 
ber, which might or might not be wise—I have no very positive 
views upon that question—to four members of the Military Af. 
fairs Committee of the Senate and five members of the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs of the House, to be appointed, and so 
forth, and three to be appointed by the President. 

Mr. Speaker, the view of the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the House of Representatives was that this Board of Visitors 
was intended to secure information for legislative purposes: 
that it could be better done by a committee of the two Houses 
than by a body made up with outsiders. It took away from 
that Board of Visitors the well-merited reputation of being an 
annual junket. That question was thrashed out on the floor 
of the House at some length and clearly understood when we 
had the academy bill before the House, and the proposition of 
the committee was sustained unanimously. 

Another provision, and one of very great importance in 


cadets from the Philippine Islands. It is legislation somewhat 
along the line of that which continued the Porto Rican regi- 
ment. It says that these cadets shall be educated at the 
Military Academy at the expense of the American people, but 
shall not be eligible for appointment in the Regular Army 
of the United States, but that they shall be commissioned to 
serve in the Philippine Scouts and agree to serve for eight 
years. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, everyone who is familiar with the history 
of legislation knows that this is merely the nose of the camel 
getting under the tent, and that after a short time the anima! 
will occupy the entire tent. Everybody knows that when these 
gentlemen have been educated at the expense of the public, 
exactly as officers in our Army will have been educated, they 
will claim the same privileges, and that ultimately this will 
lead to promotions, to welding them into the Army of the 
United States, to retirement, and to all the privileges of rank 
and pay that pertain to other graduates of the academy. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, it is extremely probable, if not 
certain, that for the first time in the history of this Covernme! 
the appropriations for a single session of Congress will exceed 
$1,000,000,000. It is well known to us here—in fact, to every 
intelligent person—that the country holds the House directly 
responsible for all expenditures authorized by Congress. but 
as a matter of fact, it is only fair to the House and to the ma- 
jority party of the House, to say that they are not wholly blam- 
able or wholly responsible for the vast expenditures now being 
authorized by the bills we are passing or for the gross extriy- 
agance in the money bills which are now running riot in 
Capitol. For the truth is it is due largely to those at the other 
end of this building. It is but just to say that the distinguisied 
gentleman at the head of the Committee on Appropriations 0! 
the House day after day, week after week, since the Congress 
convened, has endeavored to impress upon the Members of this 
body, and especially the members of his own party, the impo! 
tance and the necessity of cutting down and keeping down ti 
appropriations. 

If the House Committee on Appropriations and other com 
mittees controlling appropriation bills had followed the est! 
mates transmitted by the heads of Departments to the 5S) ww 
at the beginning of this session of Congress and prepared !)!''s 
in accordance therewith, there would have been a deticit 4! the 
end of the next fiscal year, accepting the estimated revenves, 
of not less than $118,000,000. But your committee did " 
cept these estimates, and after weeks of arduous !a!)! 
more than arduous labor—after weeks of drudgery the 
committees reported bills in which we cut below these c: 
full $99,000,000. ‘These bills, providing what was actus 
essary for the conduct of the Government's affairs, w 
transmitted to the other end of the Capitol. With wha' 
Mr. Speaker? Without any real responsibility rest'! 
them, as I have told you, because the country does 
the Senate responsible, when these bills were returned 
swollen in a way that I shall now indicate. 

The Army appropriation bill was returned increas! 
000,000; the District appropriation bill was returned |) 
by $2,000,000; the fortification bill was returned incre 
$4,000,000 ; the Indian appropriation bill was returned |" 
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by | 0,000; the naval appropriation bill was returned in- 
; by $18,000,000; the post-office appropriation bill, carry- 


a upon its return, as it does, a ship-subsidy steal and a 
railw mail-pay graft, was increased by $7,000,000; the pen- 
sio propriation bill was returned increased by $13,000,000; 
the sundry civil appropriation bill was returned increased by 
$12 00; the deficiency appropriation bill was returned in- | 
ere by $2,000,000; the public buildings bill was returned | 
incl | by $9,000,000. In round numbers, an aggregate in- 
cre of $83,000,000. The legislative bill, which provides for 
the le and noninfluential Department clerk, was returned | 
inert | by only a small amount, while the agricultural ap- | 
pro] on bill, making appropriations for that great industry , 
wl ars the burden of taxation, was increased only by a 
pa if million dollars, 
Mi speaker, the Constitution declares that all bills raising | 
revi shall originate in the House, and as a necessary se- 
que hereof all bills appropriating money must also originate 
here. We are accountable directly to the people for our acts, | 


retul g every two years for a renewal of the trust they have 


reposed in us. It was for this reason that our organic law was 
so framed that the people could keep close hold on the strings | 
of their money purse. 

Mr. Speaker, the fathers never intended that those occupying | 
he other end of this Capitol should exert the influence and 
control over appropriation bills they now exercise. The Senate 
has no right to meddle with the purse of the people. But, Mr. 
Speaker, it has encroached upon the prerogatives of the House 
until it has reached the point where the revenue-raising body 


be compelled, because of the extravagance of the Senate to 
increase the burdens resting upon the people, whether it will or 


no. In my deliberate judgment, unless some steps are taken, 
and taken speedily, to scourge the other body back to the exer- 
cise of its proper functions, this Government will go, as history | 
shor ther democratic governments have gone, to its death as | 
a direct result of extravagance, corruption, and the other com- | 
panion evil, militarism, | 
Mr. Speaker, we should take steps, if not at this session, then | 
at the next, to clearly and firmly indicate to the other body that | 
they can not inerease these money bills as they have done in the 
past. believe that a careful perusal of the history of the | 





making of our Constitution will bear me out in the statement 
that it was intended by its framers that when the Senate pro- 
posal amendments to an appropriation bill, if same were re- | 
jected by the House, it was the duty of the Senate to promptly | 
recede. 

So far as this particular bill now under consideration is con- | 
cerned, I desire to congratulate the House upon the very effi- 


cient manner in which the distinguished gentleman from 
Michigan |Mr. GarpNner] has managed it. The Senate, as I 


have said, increased it $2,000,000, and in fairness to the Senate | 
conferees, who were not only courteous and agreeable, but fair 
ind reasonable, after some persuasion we were enabled to in- 
duce them to recede from about $1,500,000 of that amount. 
What I say is not said with reference to this bill; but the 
trouble is that at the other end of the Capitol a horde of 
amendments are placed on an appropriation bill, and concealed 


amidst that vast number are a few in which Senators 
have special interest, and the Treasury is greatly jeopard- 


izel when the Members of the House on these conference com- 
mittees enter conference, because they do not know exactly the 





particul things really wanted by the venerable Senators. 
And what is the result? The House conferees frequently are | 
tWeading around in the dark, endeavoring to find out what it is, | 
ind sometimes, as a result of this state of affairs, amounts are | 
added which do not meet with the approbation of either body. 
l have said this much, Mr. Speaker, in order to invite the at- 
tention of the leaders of the dominant party to the necessity for 


taking some steps to correct this evil. I desire to say that the | 


remuirks | have here made with reference to the chairman of | 
the Con uittee on Appropriations [Mr. TawNey] are wholly de- | 
served. 

In fact, I have not paid him the tribute to which he is justly | 
fititied. [Applause.] If heed had been given his importuni- | 
Hes and those of his colleagues on the committee, including the | 
luinority members, it would have been better for your party, | 
better the Treasury, and better for the country. Mr. | 
Speaker, the truth compels me to state that the distinguished | 
and ab gentleman who heads the Appropriation Committee 
las received but little assistance from the other leaders of his | 
party ong the lines of economy in the preparation of these | 
“lls. If they had lent him their assistance when he begged 
«nd implored and importuned them repeatedly here, the country | 
aa hot how be confronted with the fact that the first session 

le Si 


\tieth Congress is to go down in history as the most 











extravagant session of Congress that ever assembled. 
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on the Democratic side. ] 


Mr. 


GARDNER 


of Michigan. I 


desire, 


in 


line with 


6777 
[Applause 


the 


thought presented by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRLE- 
SON], to call attention to one feature of making estimates that 
ought to be dispensed with in connection with this District bill. 


The District Commissioners know 


enues are. 


what the estimated 
They ought to base the expenses upon that estimate, 


rev- 


and yet in this bill they asked for $2,000,000 more than they 
Now, that puts the Committee 
on Appropriations in the attitude of standing before the citi- 
zens of this District and reducing the estimates to the revenues 


knew the revenues would meet. 


debt. 
certain 


interests that 


expect 


liberal 


to anticipate 


, before we begin even to consider the appropriations, or else in- 
| crease beyond the possible revenues and add to an already large 
The difficulty with this overestimating is that it Jeads 
individuals who want their salaries 
appropriations, 


increased, certain 


a 


great deal more than they can possible receive, unless the debt 


of the municipality is materially increased. 


I wish there was 


a law prohibiting the Commissioners from estimating expendi- 


tures beyond the estimated revenues of the District. 


The com- 


mittee have sought in this bill not only to meet the just require- 


upon the unfunded debt. 


| ments of the city. at this time, but to make a liberal payment 
We may say it has been a fight from 


start to finish, not only before the Committee on Appropriations, 
but in the conference, and it is due the committee, as well as the 
Senate conferees, to say that the latter have yielded, in round 


numbers, 75 per cent of their proposed increase. 


The bill 


as 


it stands will carry out the thought and intent of the Commit- 

tee on Appropriations, enabling the payment of a considerable 

sum on the unfunded debt of the city. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and there were 


answered ‘ present” 8, not voting 146, as follows: 


Adair 


; Adamson 
| Alexander, N. Y. 


Ames 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 


| Bartholdt 


Bates 

Beale, Pa. 
Bell, Ga, 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Bowers 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burleson 
surnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
‘alder 
‘ampbell 
‘andler 
‘apron 
‘arter 

‘ary 

‘haney 
‘hapman 
‘lark, Mo. 
‘ocks, N. a 
‘ole 

‘ook, Colo. 
‘ook, Pa. 
‘ooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 
Denver 
Diekema 


remem 


| Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
| Beall, Tex. 


Clayton 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Butler 


YEAS 


Draper 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Ore. 
Englebright 
Esch 

Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Fioyvd 
Focht 

Foss 
Foster, Il. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gardner, Mich. 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Godwin 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Heflin 

Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. Jo 


218. 
liu 
liughes, N. J. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 


Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash, 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Knapp 

Knopf 

Lafean 

Lamb 
Lawrence 

Lee 

Lenahan 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCall 
MecGavin 
McHenry 
McKinley, 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 


Ill. 


McLaughlin, Mich 


McMorran 
Macon 
Madden 
Madison 
Mondell 
Moore, Pa, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Padgett 


Howland Page 
Hubbard, W. Va. Parker, N. J. 
NAYS—-15. 


De Armond 
Garner 
Hay 

Helm 


Henry. Tex. 
Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M, 
Patterson 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—8. 


Dixon 
Pou 


Sheppard 
Talbott 


Parker, S. Dak, 


Parsons 


Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 
Dray 
Rainey 


Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Russell, Mo. 
Saunders 


scott 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Slayden 
Sitemp 
Small 


Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Southwick 


Sperry 
Spicht 
Stanley 
Steenerson 


Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulver 

avlor, Ohio 
histlewood 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 


1 
, 


Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Weeks 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 


Woodyard 
Young 


Sabath 
Sherwood 
Smith, Mo. 


Watkins 


Webb 


Mr. Speuker, I demand the yeas 


yeas 218, nays 15, 
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Acheson 

All« n 

Bannon 
Barclay 
Sartiett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Bede 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingbam 
Birdsall 
Boutell 

Boyd 
Bradley 
trantley 
Broussard 
Burleigh 

swrd 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Caulfield 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Conner 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 
Denby 
Douglas 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 

Ellis, Mo. 
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NOT VOTING—146. 


Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 

Fiood 
lordney 
Fornes 
Foster, Ind. 
lowler 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gill 

Gillett 

Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gregg 

Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Hageott 
Harding 
Haugen 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 

Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 


Kitchin, Clande 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Landis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Law 

Leake 
Legare 
Lever 

Lewis 

Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Lioyd 
Lovering 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McMillan 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Mudd 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
Overstreet 


Peters 
Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 
Pujo 
tansdell, La. 
Reid 
Riordan 
Roberts 
tucker ' 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Shackleford 
Sims 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 


Thomas, N. C. 


Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Underwood 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Til. 
Wolf 


So the conference report was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced : 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Overstreet with Mr. Moon of Tennessee, 

Mr. Powers with Mr. Pratt. 

Mr. Norris with Mr. Rrorpan, 

Mr. BrngHaM with Mr. Ranspexxt of Louisiana. 

Mr. Matsy with Mr. Pvgo. 

Mr. Conner with Mr. Jounson of South Carolina. 

Mr. McMitian with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina, 

Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. RYAN, 

Mr. Hepsvurn with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. GarpNner of New Jersey with Mr. LEGARe. 

Mr. Garnes of West Virginia with Mr. GoLprocLe. 

Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. Gatnes of Tennessee, 

Mr. Driscott with Mr. ELLegee. 

Mr. Dovertas with Mr. CrarK of Florida. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. CauLFrire.tp with Mr. Russetr of Texas. 

Mr. Extis of Missouri with Mr. DAVENPoRT. 

Mr. LANDIs with Mr. Drxon. 

Until Monday : 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 21875) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Scott, Mr. Hemenway, and Mr. 
Frazier as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 16743) for the removal of the re- 
strictions on alienation of lands of allottees of the Quapaw 
Agency, Okla., and the sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, 
or other buildings on any of the reservations within the juris- 
diction of such agency, and for other purposes. 


PATENTS TO PURCHASERS OF INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill H. R. 21735, an act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian 
lands under any law now existing or hereafter enacted, and 
for other purposes. I move to suspend the rules, disagree to 
all the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McKrntey of Illinois). Is 

second demanded? 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
demands a second. Under the rule, a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from New York is entitled to twenty minutes and the 
gentleman from Missouri to twenty minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Speaker, I will say that the House 
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passed this bill with eleven sections, each section being a sepa. 
rate bill; that every provision contained in the omnibus }j)| 
had been favorably reported by the Committee on Indian Af. 
fairs—unanimously, save two—but none of these provisions 
made any charge upon the Treasury that they were al! bills, 
either upon the House Calendar or on the Private Calendar. 
The Senate then added twenty-four amendments, covering 
twenty-four different propositions, nearly all of them bills, 
some of them being bills making a charge upon the Treasury 
and some of them not, but they are all of such a genera! na- 
ture, covering such a wide field, that it is absolutely impossible. 
it seems to me, to get at them and consider them properly in 
any way other than by a full conference, and it will not be 
possible to do that in any brief period, because I am quite con- 
fident the House would not be satisfied to agree to a very large 
number of the amendments which the Senate has added to the 
bill. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, as stated by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Suerman] this is the omnibus Indian 
bill, passed by the House a few days ago, consisting of a num- 
ber of small items, affecting Indian affairs in the various parts 
of the country. This bill went to the Senate, and while it was 
an omnibus when it went there, it comes back as a freight car, 
practically, and pretty well loaded at that. It has many amend- 
ments in it that we ought not to agree to, especially in the 
form that they are presented to the House, and the only way 
that we can thrash this bill out and winnow out the things 
that ought not to go in, and at the same time allow to go 
through those just measures that ought to be enacted into law, 
is by sending it to conference, as suggested by the motion of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHermMan]. I will not 
undertake to analyze the various amendments put onto this 
bill by the Senate, for the reason that they are so lengthy it 
would take more than the allotted time to discuss them, but I 
would request that the gentlemen on this side, as wel! as on 
the other, vote in favor of the motion to send this bill to confer- 
ence and Jet the conferees trim it down to its proper limit and 
bring back a bill that we can be in favor of and feel like giy- 
ing our support before we vote for it. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from OkJahoma 
[Mr. Futon]. 

Mr. FULTON, 
It seems to me that the Members of the House would be inter- 
ested in knowing just how a bank guaranty-deposit law works, 
and for that reason I am sending to the desk, and ask to have 
read in my time, a short extract that was taken from this morn- 
ing’s edition of the Washington Post in regard to the first fail- 
ure we have had in Oklahoma under our guaranty-deposit law 
and the effect thereof. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE MAKES BANK GOOD-—-OKLAHOMA SHOWS HOW ITS GUARANTY! 
LAW WORKS. 


Mr. Speaker, I want just a minute or two. 


Gurnein, OKLA., Mey 2/, 18 

Within one hour from the time H. P. Smock, Oklahoma bankin 
missioner, had taken charge of the International Bank, of Colgat 
had authority to pay the depositors in full, though the bank's « l 
available funds in other banks fell $23,000 short of the deposits. IT! 
commissioner was enabled to do this under the banking law, and this is 
the first time it has been called into use. 

Commissioner Smock took charge of the bank for alleged gr: 
tions of the banking laws. Governor Haskell, president of the 
board, immediately authorized the payment of depositors in f\ 
bank had $9,000 cash on hand and $7,000 deposited in oth 
When the cash was exhausted the commissioner drew checks | 
State guaranty fund. 

Under the guaranty banking law in Oklahoma, a tax of 1 per cent! 
levied upon the average annual deposits of all State banks, and ( 
money thus raised is used in payment of all depositors of an V 
State bank after the funds of the bank have been exhausted. 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentlem 
New York to use some of his time now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no desire to consume any more ''!°. 
Mr. Speaker, I will ask for a vote, as I understand the gente 
man from Missouri does not desire to use any more time. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, pending that I send to the 
Clerk’s desk a concurrent resolution, and ask unanimous col 
sent that it be adopted. tata 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the vote ou"! _ 
to be interrupted with any such proposition as that. [1 ask tv! 
the regular order. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New ‘ors 
demands the regular order. The question is—— ; = 

Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker, just one moment before ( 
question is put. Since I spoke a moment ago several oth gen 
tlemen have just come into the Hall of the House, a! 7 ’ 
have asked me about this bill. I would state again t! t = 
motion is to suspend the rules and send the bill to con’ aan 
and the minority members on the committee agree W''! the 


majority members that that ought to be done because there are 









- amendments to it that we can not accept them in the 
for! ey have been presented to the House. Mr. Speaker, I 
ha ake a demand for the yeas and nays on the vote. 

“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
s the yeas and nays. 

‘| eas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

‘" SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair 
there is no quorum present. The point is sustained. The Door- 
keeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify 
es, The question will be taken on the motion of the gen- 
from New York to suspend the rules, disagree to the 
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tiell 
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. The Clerk will 
ca the roll. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 235, answered 


“present” 11, not voting 141, as follows: 
YEAS—235. 


Adair Draper Howell, N. J. Page 
Adamson Dwight Howell, Utah Parker, N. J. 
Aiken Edwards, Ky. Howland Parker, 8. Dak. 
‘Alexander, Mo. Ellis, Oreg. Hubbard, W. Va. Parsons 
Alexander, N. ¥. Englebright Huff Payne 
Ames Esch ae N. J. Perkins 
Andrus Ferris Hull, Tenn. Pollard 
Ansbert Finley Humphrey, Wash. Porter 
Ash Vk Fitzgerald Humphreys, Miss. Pray 
Rarehfeld Floyd James, Ollie M. Pujo 
Barclay Focht Jenkins Randell, Tex. 
Bartholdt Fordney Johnson, Ky. Reeder 
Bartlett, Nev Foss Jones, Va. Reynolds 
Bates Foster, IIL. Jones, Wash. Rhinock 
Beale, Pa. Foster, Ind. Kahn Richardson 
Beall, Tex. Foster, Vt. Keifer Riordan 
Bede Foulkrod Keliher Roberts 
Rell, Ga French Kennedy, Iowa Robinson 
Bonyngé Fuller Kennedy, Ohio Rodenberg 
Booher Fulton Kimball Rothermel 
Rowers Gardner, Mich, Kipp Rucker 
Bradley Gardner, N. J Knapp Russell, Mo. 
Brownlow Garner Knopf Russell, Tex. 
Brumm Garrett Ktistermann Sabath 
Burleigh Gilhams Lafean Scott 

Burnett Gillespie Lassiter Sherley 
Burton, Del. Glass Lawrence Sherman 
Burton, Ohio Godwin Lenahan Sherwood 
Calder Goebel Lindbergh Slayden 
Caldwell Goldfogle Littlefield Small 
Campbell Gordon Longworth Smith, Cal. 
Candler Goulden Lorimer Smith, lowa 
Capron Graff Loudenslager Smith, Mo. 
Carter Graham Lovering Snapp 

Cary Granger Lowden Southwick 
Caulfield Greene McCall Sparkman 
Chaney Hackney MeGavin Sperry 
Chapman Hale M "enry Spight 
Clark, Fla. Hail NM. Kinley, Ill, Stanley 
Clark, Mo Hamilton, Iowa McKinney Steenerson 
Cocks, N. Y, Hamilton, Mich. McLachlan, Cal. Stephens, Tex. 
Cole Hardwick McMorran Sterling 
Cook, Pa Hardy Macon Sturgiss 
Cooper, Pa. Harrison Madden Sulloway 
Cooper, Tex, Haskins Maynard Sulzer 
Coudrey Haugen Moon, Tenn. ‘Taylor, Ala, 
Cox, Ind. Hawley Moore, Pa. Tirrell 

Craig Hay Moore, Tex. Tou Velle 
Crumpacker Hayes Morse Volstead 
Currier Ileflin Mouser Wanger 
Cushman Helm Murdock Washburn 
Dalzell Henry, Conn. Murphy Webb 
Darragh Henry, Tex. Needham Weeks 
Dawson Hi sine Nelson Williams 

De Armond Hill, Conn. Nicholls Wilson, Ill. 
Denby Hinshaw Nye Wilson, Pa. 
Denver Hobson O'Connell Wood 
Diekema Houston Overstreet Woodyard 
Douglas Howard Padgett 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "11. 

Bennet, N. Y. Clayton Haggott Talbott 
Burleson Davenport Tou Watkins 
Butler Dixon Sheppard 

NOT VOTING—141. 

Ac heson Crawford Hackett Law 

Allen Davey, La. Hamill Leake 
Anthony Davidson Hamlin Lee 

Bannon Davis, Minn. Hammond Legare 
Bartlett, Ga. Dawes Harding Lever 
Bennett, Ky, Driscoll Hepburn Lewis 
Bingham Dunwell Hill, Miss. Lilley 
Birdsall Durey Hitchcock Lindsay 

B. itell Edwards, Ga. Holliday Livingston 
poyd Ellerbe Hubbard, Iowa Lloyd 
Brantley Ellis, 3io. Hughes, W. Va. Loud 
Read Fairchild Hull, lowa McCreary 
ae 1 Fassett Jackson McDermott 

rundidge Favrot James, Addison D. McGuire 
ae Flood Jobnson, 8. C. McKinlay, Cal. 

e Fornes Kinkaid McLain 
Calde a Fowler Kitchin, Claude McLaughlin,Mich. 
Carl thead Gaines, Tenn. Kitchin, Wm. W. McMillan 
On iD Gaines, W. Va. Knowland Madison 

= kran Gardner, Mass. Lamar, Fla. Malby 
Conner Gill Lamar, Mo, Mann 

Cook, Cole Gillett Lamb Marshall 

' cam Wis, Gregg Landis Miller 

Ons ed Griggs Langley Mondell 

ens Gronna Laning Moon, Pa. 














Mudd Ransdell, La. Stevens, Minn. Watson 
Norris Rauch Tawney Weems 
Olcott Reid Taylor, Ohio Weisse 
Olmsted Ryan Thistlewood Wheeler 
Patterson Saunders Thomas, N. C. Wiley 
Pearre Shackleford Thomas, Ohio Willett 
Peters Sims Townsend Wolf 
Powers Slemp Underwood Young 
Pratt Smith, Mich. Vreeland 

Prince Smith, Tex. Waldo 

Rainey Stafford Wallace 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. BURLESON. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. BurcgEss. 

Mr. Stemp with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. Smitu of Michigan with Mr. SAUNDERS, 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Raucnw. 

Mr. Burke with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. . 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Favror. 

Mr. Durey with Mr. HamIrt. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. 

Mr. Farrceniip with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. Hotiimpay with Mr. Ler. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. Monvett with Mr. McLain. 

Mr. Oxtcorr with Mr. PATTerson. 

Mr. OLMsTED with Mr. RaAIney. 

Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. UNDERWoop. 

Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. CLAYTON. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following con- 
ferees: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Knapp, and Mr. StTerHens of 
Texas. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bill and joint resolution of the following titles, when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 19158. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909; 
and 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 
the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

$.902. An act authorizing certain extensions to be made of 
the lines of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
pany, the Washington Railway and Electric Company, the City 
and Suburban Railway of Washington, and the Capital Traction 
Company, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that on May 21, 1908, they had presented to the 
President of the United States for his approval the following 
bills and joint resolution: 

H. R. 7653. An act to amend section 4919 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to provide additional protection 
for owners of patents of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses ; 

H. R. 15841. 
Statutes ; 

H. R. 17708. 
Statutes ; 

H, R. 21884. An act granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll 
and to Mabel H. Lazear; 

H. R. 17874. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil and other wars, 
and to certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers 
and sailors; 

H. R. 16882. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 124. Joint resolution authorizing the transfer of 
the statue of President Washington, now located in the Capitol 
grounds, to the Smithsonian Institution. 

CORRECTION IN ENROLLMENT. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
concurrent resolution, and ask unanimous consent that it be 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burte- 
SON] asks unanimous consent for the adoption of the following 
concurrent resolution, which the Clerk will read. 


An act to amend section 4896 of the Revised 


An act to amend section 4885 of the Revised 
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The Clerk reed as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the Clerk be authorized In enroliing the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill to transpose the word “ ‘hereafter ” in the second pro- 
viso in the matter inserted by the conference report in connection with 
Senate amendment No. 141, so as to follow and not precede the word 
“ teachers.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

So the concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to call from the 
the conference report on the bill (H. R. 15641) 
removal of restrictions from part of the lands of the 
Vive Civilized Tribes, and move to suspend the rules and adopt 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read the report as follows: 

+ 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
i5641) for the removal of restrictions from part of the lands 
of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 4, 5, 
19, 36, and 41. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of oa, Senate numbered 10, 11, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 22, 
23, 25, 26, 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 39, and 42; and agree to the 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
Speaker's table 
for the 


27, 


same, 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all of the proposed amendment, and on page 1, line 8, after the 
word “ whites,” strike out “shall be free from all restrictions. 
All lands, including homesteads, of said allottees enrolled as 
freedmen shall be free from all restrictions. All lands, includ- 
ing homesteads, of said allottees enrolled as of” and insert, after 
the word “ whites,” “as freedmen, and as mixed-blood Indians 
having less than half;” on page 2, line 1, after the word 
“blood,” insert the words “including minors;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its dis- | 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all 
of the proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof “ half and 
less than three-quarters;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 of 
the proposed amendment change the word “degree” to “ de- 
grees;” on page 2, line 4, of the bill, after the word “ enrolled,” 
strike out the word “ living; ” and in line 5, after the words “ full 
bloods,” insert “and enrolled mixed bloods of three-quarters or 
more Indian blood;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

7: That the Howse recede from its 


Amendment numbered 7: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, 
: In line 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
“degree” to 





2 of the proposed amendment change the wor¢ 
“ degrees;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the word “lands” in line 4 of the proposed amendment, change 
the period to a comma and add “and for such purposes sec- 
tions thirteen to twenty-three, inclusive, of an act entitled ‘An 
act to grant the right of way through Oklahoma Territory and 
the Indian Territory to the Enid and Anadarko Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes, approved February 28, 1902 
(32 Stat. L., p. 483), are hereby continued in force in the State of 
Oklaboma;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all of the proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof: 

“Sec, 2. That all lands other than homesteads allotted to 
members of the Five Civilized Tribes from which restrictions 
have not been removed may be leased by the allottee if an 
adult, or by guardian or curator under order of the proper 
probate court if a minor or incompetent, for .a period not to ex- 
ceed five years, without the privilege of renewal: Provided, 
That leases of restricted lands for oil, gas, or other mining 
purposes, leases of restricted homesteads for more than one 
year, and leases of restricted lands for periods of more than 
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five years may be miade, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior, under rules and regulations provided by tha 
Secretary of the Interior, and not otherwise: And provides 
further, That the jurisdiction of the probate courts of tho 
State of Oklahoma over lands of minors and incompetents 
shall be subject to the foregoing provisions, and the tery 
minor or minors, as used in this act, shall include al! najcg 
under the age of twenty-one years and all females under the 
age of eighteen years.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10. 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out all of the proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof? 
“and the enrollment records of the Commissioner to the Five 
Civilized Tribes shall hereafter be conclusive evidence as to 
the age of said citizen or freedman;” and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1), 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On 
page 3, in line 6, change “and” to “or,” and in the same line 
strike out the word “leases” and insert the word “ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2), 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the 
end of the proposed amendment add the words “or now domi- 
ciled therein;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line ll, 
of page 5, strike out the word “ guardians” and insert the word 
“guardian; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all of the proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof: 

“Any suit brought by the authority of the Secretary of the 
Interior against the vendee or mortgagee of a town lot, against 
whom the Secretary of the Interior may find upon investigation 


lease; ’ 


| no fraud has been established, may be dismissed and the title 


quieted upon payment of the full balance due on the original 
appraisement of such lot: Provided, That such investigation 
must be concluded within six months after the passage of this 
act. 

“Nothing in this act shall be construed as a denial of the 
right of the United States to take such steps as may be neces 
sary, including the bringing of any suit and the prosecution and 
appeal thereof, to acquire or retain possession of restricted In- 
dian lands, or to remove cloud therefrom, or clear title to the 
same, in cases where deeds, leases, or contracts of any other 
kind or character whatsoever have been or shall be made con- 
trary to law with respect to such lands prior to the removal 
therefrom of restrictions upon the alienation thereof; such suits 
to be brought on the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Interior, without costs or charges to the allottees, the necessary 
expenses incurred in so doing to be defrayed from the money 
appropriated by this act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered &», 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At tl 
end of the proposed amendment add: “ Provided further, Tha' 
if any member of the Five Civilized Tribes of one-half or mo 
Indian blood shall die leaving issue surviving, born since Mare’ 
fourth, nineteen hundred and six, the homestead of such «i 
ceased allottee shall remain inalienable, unless restrictions 
against alienation are removed therefrom by the Secretary. 
the Interior in the manner provided in section one hereof, for 
the use and support of such issue, during their life or lives 
until April twenty-sixth, nineteen hundred and thirt) bu 
if no such issue survive, then such allottee, if an ai iy 
dispose of his homestead by will free from all restr 
this be not done, or in the event the issue hereinbefore 
vided for die before April twenty-sixth, nineteen hundr 
thirty-one, the land shall then descend to the heirs, 
to the laws of descent and distribution of the State 
homa, free from all restrictions: Provided further, ° 
provisions of section twenty-three of the act of Apr 
sixth, nineteen hundred and six, as amended by this 
hereby made applicable to all wills executed under | 
tion; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numberee v: 















the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
propenaa amendment and insert in lieu thereof: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
nd @irected to pay, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
United States belonging to the Choctaw or Chickasaw 

pectively, any and all outstanding general and 
rants duly signed by the auditor of public accounts 
taw and Chickasaw nations and drawn on the na- 
irers thereof prior to January first, nineteen hun- 
ven, with six per cent interest per annum from 
ve dates of said warrants: Provided, That said war- 
resented to the United States Indian agent at the 
icy, Muskogee, Okla., within sixty days from the pas- 
s act, together with the affidavits of the respective 

said warrants that they purchased the same in good 

. valuable consideration and had no reason to suspect 
the issuance of said warrants: Provided further, That 

uts remaining in the hands of the original payee 

d by said Secretary when it is shown that the serv- 
which said warrants were issued were actually per- 
y said payee.” 

e Senate agree to the same. 

ent numbered 38: That the House recede from its 
vent to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and 
the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 

» proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof: 

That all royalties arising on and after July first, 
andred and eight, from mineral leases of allotted 
ands heretofore or hereafter made, which are subject 
upervision of the Seeretary of the Interior, shall be paid 
ited States Indian agent, Union Agency, for the benefit 
ndian lessor or his proper representative, to whom such 
shall thereafter belong; and no such lease shall be 
afte said date except with the allottee or owner of the 
rovided, That the interest of the Seminole Nation in 
ises or royalties arising thereunder on all allotted lands shall 

June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and eight.” 

An nd the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all 
of the proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof: 

‘s t. That the second paragraph of section eleven of 

ict entitled ‘An act to provide for the final disposition of 
the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, 
nd for other purposes,’ approved April twenty-sixth nineteen 
hundred and six, is hereby amended to read as follows 

‘That every officer, member, or representative of the Five 

Civilized Tribes, respectively, or any other person having in his 
possession, custody, or control any money or other property, 
including the books, documents, records, or any other papers 
of any of said tribes shall make full and true account and 

and shall pay 











or 


report thereof to the Secretary of the Interior, 
| money of the tribe in his possession, custody, or control, 
ind shall deliver all other tribal properties so held by him te 
he Secretary of the Interior, and if any person shall willfully 
nd fraudulently fail to aecount for all such money and prop- 
held by him, or to pay and deliver the same as herein 
rovided, prior to July thirty-first, nineteen hundred and eight, 
ll be deemed guilty of embezzlement, and upon conviction 
ll be punished by fine of not exceeding five thousand 
ir by imprisonment not exceeding five years, or by both 
and imprisonment, according to the laws of the United 
es relating to such offense, and shall be liable in civil pro- 
ceedings to be prosecuted in behalf of and in the name of the 
ribe or tribes in interest for the amount or value 
r pre ty so withheld.’ ” 
\nd the Senate agree to the same. 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
Birap S. McGuire, 
JNo. H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Rosr. L. OWEN, 
Moses B. Crapp, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ly so 


Stat 


| of the money | 


The statement is as follows: 
fii) STATEMENT. 
aa ite receded from amendments Nos, 2, 4, 5, 19, 27, 36, 
x Io se recaten am amendments Nos. 10, 11, 15, 16, 17, 
= ; wh -, 26, 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 39, and 42. 
am te ‘rom all other amendments the House receded with an 
dr They t 


ee 
er 
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Amendment No. 1 ts merely a change of phraseology and does 
not change the intent of the bill. 

Amendment No. 3 in the bill, as it passed the House, provided 
that all lands, except homesteads, allotted to mixed bloods of 
more than one-half Indian blood, should be free from restric- 
tions. The amendment, as agreed to in conference, changes 
this provision so that the lands that are free from restrictions 
are those allotted to Indians of more than one-half and 
than three-fourths Indian blood. 

Amendment No. 6 provides that mixed bloods of more than 
three-fourths Indian blood can sell their homes only after appli 
eation to the Secretary of the Interior and approval by him. 
This provision, as it passed the House, provided that full bloods 
could dispose of their homestead only upon application to the 
Secretary of the Interior. This amendment, agreed to 
eonference, provides that Indians of three-fourths or more 
Indian blood shall be under the same restriction as full bloods. 

Amendment No. 7 includes minors of such degrees of blood 
within the restrictions provided in Amendment No. 6. 

Amendment No. 8 provides that no restrictions on alienation 
shall prevent the exercise of the right of eminent domain, and 
in conference a provision was agreed to making it certain that 
the provision of the railroad right-of-way act should not be re- 
pealed by this provision. 

Amendment No, 9 struck out section as passed by the 
House, and inserted a new section 2. This change was substan- 
tially a phraseological change. The amendment, as agreed to 
in conference, changes the phraseology of both the Senate and 
the House provisions, enlarges the scope of the provision some- 
what, and defines what is a “ minor.” 

Amendment No. 12, as agreed to in conference, provides that 
the enrollment records made by the Commissioner to the Five 
Civilized Tribes shall be conclusive evidence as to the age of 
the person thus enrolled. 

Amendments Nos. 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, amd 18 are purely phraseo- 
logieal changes. 

Amendment No. 20 changes the territory within which the 
Secretary of the Interior shall exercise certain powers from a 
portion of the State of Oklahoma to the whole State. 

Amendment No. 21 provides that only citizens or persons 
domiciled within the State of Oklahoma shall be employed by 
the Secretary to perform certain services therein. 

Amendments Nos. 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26 are purely phrase- 
ological. 

Amendment No. 28 is the insertion of the word “ necessary,” 
so that the appropriation therein made shall be used only for 
“ necessary ” expenses. 

Amendment No. 29 provides that $10,000 of the money appro- 
priated may be used in the prosecution of actions in the western 
district of Oklahoma. 

Amendment No. 30 gives the authority to the Secretary of the 
Interior to dismiss suits brought against the vendee or mort- 
gagee of a town lot where, after investigation, it is found that 
no fraud has existed, and where such vendee or mortgagee has 
paid the full price of the original appraisement. This amend- 
ment also provides that nothing In the act can be construed as 
a denial of the right of the United States to take such steps 
as it is thought necessary to conserve the rights of the Indians. 
Amendments Nos. 31, 32, 33, and 34 are purely phraseological. 
Amendment No. 35, in conference, makes pro- 


less 


as in 


9 


~y 


as agreed to 
vision for the disposition of restricted lands where the original 
allottee dies. 

Amendment No. 37 makes provision for the payment of the 
warrants heretofore issued by the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
eouncils. 

Amendment No. 38 provides for the disposal of the moneys 
received as royalties under mineral leases of the lands in the 
Seminole Nation. 

Amendment No. 39 provides that all records pertaining to 
the allotments of any member of the Five Civilized Tribes 
shall be deposited in the office of the agent at the Union Agency, 
and makes provision for carrying this into effect. 

Amendment No, 40 amends section 11 of the second Curtis 
Act relating to the transfer of property, money, books, ete., in 
the possession of the former officers of any of these tribes, to 
the Seeretary of the Interior. 

Amendment No. 42 makes provision for the disposal of town 
lots im town sites heretofore established wherein mineral has 
been found beneath the surface of said lands. 


J. S. SHERMAN, 
B. S. McGurre, 
Joun HEL. Srerrrens, 


Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi11- 
LIAMS| demands a second, which is ordered under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Speaker, I will take just a moment to 
explain what are the changes made in the bill since it passed 
the House—in other words, the changes shown by this confer- | 
ence report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will ask the gentleman to permit an in- 
terruption for just one minute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. After the gentleman is through with his 
explanation I want to yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SrTepHeNs], in order that he may 
explain to this side of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The main changes are as follows: Whereas 
in the bill as it passed the House there was a provision that 
full bloods could not alienate their homesteads, and could not 
alienate any other property except with the approval of the | 
Secretary of the Interior, as the conference report presents the 
proposition that limitation is extended to mixed bloods who 


May 22. 


The chairman of the Indian Committee [Mr. SHerman] has 
made a careful and correct statement of the object and the pur. 
poses of the bill. I entirely agree with him, and I hope the pj) 
will pass this House unanimously. If any gentleman desires to 
make any remarks upon the bill, I will now yield to him such 
time as he may desire. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to reiterate ang 
emphasize what the gentleman from Texas has said in arg 
to this bill. It is satisfactory to every member of the Oxig- 
homa delegation, and as it solely affects our State, it seems to 
me that that information would be of interest to the Members 
of the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on sus; nding 
the rules and agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 217, nays 2 
answered “ present ” 12, not voting 156, as follows: 


YEAS—217. 


Adair Houston 


Driscoll 


have three-quarters or more than three-quarters of Indian blood. 

Another provision makes it clear that these restrictions do 
not prevent the exercise of the use of the right of eminent 
domain. Another provision defines what is a minor, to wit, a 


male of the age of under 21 years and a female under 18 years. | 


Another provision authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
discontinue suits brought to quiet title where he believes it is 


for the interest of Indians so to do and where all the payments | 


which should have been made have been made. Another pro- 
vides for the payment of the Choctaw and Chickasaw warrants 
which have been issued by authority of the councils of those 
two nations. Another provision provides for the disposal of the 
moneys arising from the rental of mineral lands in the Seminole 
Indian Reservation for the benefit of the Seminole Indians. An- 
other provision, and one of very great consequence and im- 
portance, is to have all the records relating to the Five Civilized 
Tribes consolidated at the Union Agency, so that it will not be 
necessary to go to the five different points in that portion of 
Oklahoma which was formerly the Indian Territory in order 
to ascertain the questions in reference to titles. 

Another provision modifies the so-called “ second Curtis Act” 
so that the tribal property of the Indians of the various tribes 
can be at once disposed of. The second Curtis Act provided 
that it could only be disposed of after the dissolution of all the 
tribal relations. And the only other new provision provides 
for the sale of the surface of town sites which have already 
been platted, and which are upon lands upon which coal has 
been discovered. It provides for the sale of the surface, but 
not of the mineral. 

That, Mr. Speaker, in a word covers all of the principal 
changes in the bill. Fifteen, twenty, or more amendments were 
purely phraseological and do not in any sense change the effect 
of the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a matter 
of great concern to the people of Oklahoma. In all their con- 
ventions and by legislative resolutions they have asked for this 
legislation. Every Member of Congress, I presume, has re- 
ceived petitions and letters requesting us to pass this bill and 
to remove the restrictions from the alienation and sale of the 
Indian lands in Oklahoma. The entire eastern portion of the 
present State of Oklahoma belonged to the Five Civilized Tribes, 
but it has now become a part of the State of Oklahoma. So much 
of these Indian tribal lands was not subject to taxation that it 
caused the rest of the State to be unduly taxed. Hence every 
citizen of the State has been greatly interested in having the 
restrictions removed from the sale of these Indian lands, so that 
the lands would become taxable, and that portion of the State, 
by permitting the Indians to sell their surplus lands, would be 
greatly benefited, because the purchasers would in almost all 
instances be white farmers, who would soon develop these now 
wild, unproductive Indian lands into the finest farming, gar- 
dening, and fruit-raising region of the Southwest. 

Your conference committee have agreed finally and unani- 
mously upon this bill and removed the restrictions upon these 
lands as far as we were willing to go. We would not consent 
that the full bloods should have the restrictions removed from 
the sale of any of their lands except by the consent of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. We have guarded the homesteads of cer 
tain of these. Indians. We have removed the restrictions on 
the sale of the lands of the intermarried whites and from the 
colored people and half or more than one-half of Indian blood. 
This bill is indorsed by and has the support of all of the Mem- 
bers of Congress from that State. The conferees have agreed 
unanimously upon this bill. It is the best that we could get. 





Adamson 

Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Ames 

Ansberry 
Ashbrook 


| Barchfeld 


Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ney. 


| Bates 


Beall, Tex. 
Bede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Bowers 
Boyd 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carter 

Cary 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 
Denby 
Denver 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Draper 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Burleson 
Butler 


Acheson 
Allen 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Beale, Pa. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Booher 
soutell 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Byrd 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Clayton 
Cockran 


Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Esch 

Ferris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Focht 


Foster, Ill. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 

Fuller 

Fulton 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett r 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Glass 

Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graft 

Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Haugen 


Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 


Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 


Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 


u 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 


James, Ollie M, 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kimball 
Ktistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Lenahan 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 


Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCall 
McHenry 
McKinley, Il. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McMorran 
Macon 
Madison 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
oo 
urphy 
Needham : 
Nelson 
Nicholls 


Nye 
O'Connell 
Oleott 
Olmsted 


NAYS—2. 


Sabath 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—12. 


Caulfield 
Cooper, Wis. 
Davenport 


Sulzer 


De Armond 
Dixon 
Shackleford 


NOT VOTING—156. 


Conner 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Cushman 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 

Ellis, Mo. 
Englebright 
Fairchil 
Fassett 
Favrot 

Flood 

Fornes 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 

Gillett 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 
Hammond 
Harding 
Heflin 

Helm 

Hepburn 

Hill, Miss. 
Hitcheock 
Holliday 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Huches, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


Jenkins 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kennedy, Ohio 


Overstreet 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, S. Dak, 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pray 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex, 
Rauch 
Reynolds 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rotherme! 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Scott 
Sherman 
Slayden 
Slemp 

Smith, Cal 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
‘Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Webb 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, L'a. 
Wood 


Sheppard 
Talbott 
Watkins 


Kinkaid 
Kipp Sa 
Kitchin, (lauce 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, * 
Landis 
Langley 
Laning 

Law 

Leake 

Lee 

Legare 
Lever 

Lewis 

Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livings 
Longw°e 
Loverl: 
McCreary 
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uf t Mudd Richardson Thomas, N. C. 
Norris Roberts Thomas, Ohio 
Patterson Ryan ‘Townsend 

Cal. Pearre Saunders Vreeland 

; Peters Sherley Wallace 

. n. Mich. Pollard Sherwood Watson 

. Porter Sims Weeks 

as Pou Small Weems 

= Powers Smith, Tex. Weisse 

. Pratt Snapp Wiley 

MI Prince Sparkman Willett 

Mf | Ransdell, La. Spears Wilson, IIL 

Mille Reeder Stafford Wolt 
teid Tawney Woodyard 

Moot Rhinock Taylor, Ohio Young 

0 rules were suspended and the conference report was 


lowing additional pairs were announced: 
further notice: 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. SPaARKMAN, 
Mr. Pearre with Mr. SMALL. 
Mappen with Mr. HELM, 
Mr. Knorr with Mr. WEISSE. 


Mr. Knapp with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. De ArRMoND. 

Mr. Anprus with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. SHERwoop, 

Mr. LonewortH with Mr. SHERLEY, 

Mr. McGavin with Mr. CLayToN, 

Mr. Hate with Mr. HEFrrin. 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. CAULFIELD with Mr. Boouer. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

TOPOGRAPHICAL SUBVEYS AND TESTING LABORATORIES. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk some 
correspondence from the Departments on the subject of topo- 
graphical surveys and chemical or testing laboratories, being 


in answer to a letter of inquiry from the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives concerning these 
and I ask unanimous consent that the documents be 
printed as a House document—that the usual number of a 
House document be printed. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
‘onsent that the documents referred to by him be printed 
as a House document. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the request of 
the gentleman from Minnesota to be that this information be 
furnished to the public as a House document. Am I correct 
bout that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


subjects, 





WILLIAM HENRY HAYDEN. 
By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Beare of Penn- 


syivania, leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the 
House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Wil- 
Henry Hayden, Fifty-first Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 
RECESS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do now move that the House 


recess until to-morrow at 11 a. m. 

juestion was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
ounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

r WILLIAMS, 
he yeas and nays. 
is and nays were ordered. 


uswered “ present” 15, not voting 170, as follows: 
YBAS—146. 









Adair Cooper, Pa Foster, Ind. Hinshaw 

mex r, Mo. Cooper, Tex. Foulkrod Holliday 

~ Coudrey French Howard 

: \ Cox, Ind. Fuller Howell, N. J. 
o it Crumpacker Gardner, Mich. Howell, Utah 
: Currier Gardner, N. J. Howland 

= Cushman Gilhams Hubbard, W. Va. 
— Dalzell Glass Huff 

ya Davis, Minn, Goebel Humphrey, Wash, 
LOW Dawson Gordon Johnson, Ky. 
ne De Armond Graft Jones, Va. 

> . Denby Graham Jones, Wash. 
fo ) Diekema Granger Kahn 

fon Douglas Greene Keifer 

= Draper Hall Kennedy, Iowa 
The ons Driscoll Hamilton, Iowa Kiistermann 

nn Bdwards, Ky. Hamilton, Mich. Lafean 
ae Ellis, Oreg. Haugen Lawrence 

Com N. ¥, Esch Hawley Lindbergh 

i Focht Hayes Littlefield 

Cook. P , Fordney Higgins Lorimer 

ma, ta, Foss Hill, Conn, Loud 











Mr. Speaker, I expect we had better have 


‘he question was taken, and there were—yeas 146, nays 56, | 


Loudenslager Murphy Rucker Sturgiss 
Lowden Needham Russell, Mo, Tawney 
McCall Nye Scott Taylor, Ala, 
McKinlay, Cal. O'Connell Sherman Thistlewood 
McKinney Olcott Slayden Tirrell 
McLachlan, Cal. Olmsted Siemp rownsend 
McLaughlin, Mich. Overstreet Smith, Cal. Volstead 
Macon Parsons Smith, lowa Waldo 
Mann Payne Smith, Mich, Washburn 
Miller Perkins Southwick Wheeler 
Moon, Tenn. Pollard Stafford Wilson, I, 
Moore, Pa, Pray Steenerson Wood 
Morse Rainey Stephens, Tex. Woodyard 
Mouser Rauch Sterling 
Murdock Rodenberg Stevens, Minn. 
NAYS—56. 
Alken Floyd Henry, Tex. Page 
Ashbrook Fulton Hobson Randell, Tex. 
Bartlett, Nev. Garner Houston Riordan 
Beall, Tex. Garrett Hughes, N. J. Robinson 
Bell, Ga. Gillespie Hull, Tenn. Rotherme! 
Bowers Godwin Humphreys, Miss. Russell, Tex. 
Burnett Goldfogle James, Ollie M. tyan 
Candler Hackney Keliher Sabath 
Carter Hamill Lenahan Stanley 
Clark, Mo, Hardwick Lloyd Tou Velle 
Denver Hardy McHenry Webb 
Ferris Harrison Moore, Tex. Willett 
Finley Hay Nicholls Williams 
Fitzgerald Helm Padgett Wilson, Pa. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "”—15. 
Adamson Clark, Fla. Haggott Small 
Bennet, N. ¥. Cooper, Wis. Jenkins Taylor, Ohio 
Burleson Davenport Shackleford Watkins 
Caulfield Dixon Sheppard 
NOT VOTING—170. 
Acheson Edwards, Ga. Kitchin, Wm. W. Pearre 
Alexander, N.Y. Ellerbe Knapp Peters 
Allen Ellis, Mo. Knopf Porter 
Ames Englebright Knowland Pou 
Andrus Fairchild Lamar, Fla, Powers 
Ansberry Fassett Lamar, Mo, Pratt 
Anthony Favrot Lamb Prince 
Bannon Flood Landis Pujo 
Bartlett, Ga. Fornes Langley Ransdell, La. 
Beale, Pa Foster, Il. Laning Reeder 
Bennett, Ky. Foster, Vt. Lassiter Reid 
Bingham Fowler Law Reynolds 
Birdsall Gaines, Tenn. Leake Rhinock 
Booher Gaines, W. Va. Lee Richardson 
Boutell Gardner, Mass. Legare Roberts 
Bradley Gill Lever Saunders 
Brantley Gillett Lewis Sherley 
Brodhead Goulden Lilley Sherwood 
Broussard Gregg Lindsay Sims 
Brumm Griggs Livingston Smith, Mo. 
Brundidge Gronna Longworth Smith, Tex. 
Burgess Hackett Lovering Snapp 
Burke Hale McCreary Sparkman 
Butler Hamlin McDermott Sperry 
Byrd Hammond McGavin Spicht 
Calder Harding MeGuire Sulloway 
Calderhead Haskins McKinley, Ill. Sulzer 


McLain 
MeMillan 
McMorran 


Heflin 
Iienry, Conn. 
Hepburn 


Talbott 
Thomas, N 
Thomas, Ohio 


Caldwell 
Carlin 
Clayton 


CC 


Cockran Hill, Miss. Madden Underwood 
Conner Hitchcock Madison Vreeland 
Cousins Hubbard, Iowa Malby Wallace 
Craig Hughes, W. Va. Marshall Wanger 


Cravens Hull, lowa Maynard Watson 
Crawford Jackson Mondell Weeks 
| Darragh James, Addison D. Moon, Pa, Weems 

Davey, La. Johnson, 8. C. Mudd Weisse 

Davidson Kennedy, Ohio Nelson Wiley 

Dawes Kimball Norris Wolf 

Dunwell Kinkaid Parker, N. J. Young 

Durey Kipp Parker, S. Dak. 


Patterson 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For this session : 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 
For this vote: 
Mr. HAskKINs with Mr. LAMs, 
Mr. Newtson with Mr. CriarK of Florida. 
Mr. McMorran with Mr. Puvo. 
Mr. ReyNoips with Mr. SpPicHut. 
Mr. McKrntey of Illinois with Mr. Smrrnx of Missouri, 
Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. 
Mr. DwieuTr with Mr. Foster of Llinois. 
Mr. Burke with Mr. Crate. 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. ANSBERRY. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. CARLIN. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the 
took a recess until Saturday, May 23, 1908, at 11 o'clock a. 


j 
| 
| Dwight Kitchin, Claude 
| 


House 
ma. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 


War, transmitting, 


Pa WSN ae ene D 
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tion and survey of San Diego Harbor, California (H. R. Doc. 
961)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion and survey of Savannah River below Augusta, Ga, (H. R. 
Doc, 962)—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion of Rockport Harbor, Maine (H. R. Doc. 963)—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion and survey of Aquia Creek, Virginia (H. R. Doc. 964)—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Tillamook Bay, Oregon (H. R. Doc. 965)—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Tnder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FOWLER, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to which was referred the resolution of the Senate (S. R. 
92) to create a commission to be called the “ National Mone- 
tary Commission,” reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1743), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Railways and Ca- 
nals, to which was referred the resolution of the House 
(H. C. Res. 18) authorizing the Secretary of War to complete 
surveys for a ship canal commencing at Toledo, Ohio, running 
thence to Fort Wayne, Ind., and thence to Chicago, I1l., reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1760), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22029) to 
incorporate the Congressional Club, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1765), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
22101) to authorize commissions to issue to officers of the Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps retired with increased rank, and for 
other purposes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1766), which said bill and report were 
referred to the ¢ ommsittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. GILLETT, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the concurrent resolution of the House 
(H. C. Res. 43) requesting certain information from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in regard to the clerical service in the 
respective Departments, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1759), which said resolution and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
terior Department, submitted a report (No. 1764) upon the 
expenditures in the Department of the Interior, which report 
was referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 21783) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of James H. Doyle, deceased, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1744), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CANDLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R, 21167) to reimburse J. N. 
Newkirk, postmaster of San Diego, Cal., for moneys lost by 
burglary, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
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by a report (No. 1746), which said bill and report were refe rred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Clains, ¢, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14345) for tho 
relief of Earl E. White, reported the same without amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 1747), which said bill and eport 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10697) for the relief of 
David Brinton, reported the same without amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 1748), which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3844) for the relief 
of E. L. Simpson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1749), which.said bill and repor 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Claims, to which \ 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19762) to reimburse 
postmaster at Sandborn, Ind., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1750), which said bil! and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4307) for the relief of 
KE. J. Reed, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1751), which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18417) for the relief of 
Clark County, Ky., reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1752), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19636) for the 
relief of Frederic William Scott, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1753), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10701) for the relief of 
Albert R. Heilig, reported the same with amendment, :ccom- 
panied by a report (No. 1754), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on os to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9969) for the relief of 

George J. Miller, of Wenatchee, Wash., aan the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1755), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1097) for the relief of 
Stanley E. Brown, reported the same with amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 1756), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3848) for the relicf of 
James A. Russell, reported the same without amendment, :' 
panied by a report (No. 1757), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to wl 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2580) for the re! 


‘OM- 


were 


the 


| Jackman, reported the same without amendment, acco! 


by a report (No. 1758), which said bill and report \ 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (5S 
granting an increase of pension to Byron C. Mitchell, | 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a repo! 
1761), which said bill and report were referred to the |! 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refe! 
bill of the Senate (S. 7123) granting an increase of | 
Harry 8. Lee, formerly Albert Lee Alleman, reported | 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1762 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ret: 
bill of the Senate (S. 4841) granting an increase of | 
Calvin P. Lynn, reported the same with amendmen, 
panied by a report (No, 1763), which said bill and re} 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII the Committee on Pen* 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. bh. 
granting an increase of pension to Stewart R. Fairba 
the same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Ve 

















RLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Tnder clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
the following titles were introduced and severally re- 


a ‘ follows: 

B _ GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22088) to pro- 
hibit the compilation or issuance of false statistics or infor- 
mat s a report of the United States—to the Committee on 
i “KE IFER: A bill (H. R. 22089) to provide for the 
erect f a monument in the city of Washington, in recogni- ; 
tion the services of regular and volunteer enlisted men in 
' rs of the United States—to the Committee on the Li- 

By } DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 22090) to divide the 
eas listrict of Oklahoma into three divisions, to fix the 
time places of holding court therein, and for other pur- 
Noses the Committee on the Judict iary. 

Ry Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 22091) to 
grant sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the late civil 
war, 1 war with Mexico, the various Indian wars, and to 


ant pensions to certain widows of such soldiers and sailors— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 22092) to provide for the 
erection of a publie building at Brenham, Tex.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 
ght of way over certain sections of the ¢ 


22093) granting 
rand Canyon Monu- 


t Reserve, in Arizona, to the Grand Canyon Scenic Railroad 
Compan to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (CH. R. 22094) to provide for site 


nd public building at Lewisburg, Pa.—to the Committee on 


Buildings and Grounds. 

\lso, a Dill (HL. R. 22095) to provide for the purchase of a 
site for a public building at Huntingdon, Pa.—to the Committee 

Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also bill CH, R. 22096) to provide for the purchase of a 
site for a publie building at Lewisburg, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 22097) to provide for site and public 


building at Huntingdon, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 


es and Grounds. 


By Mr. McCALL (by request): A bill (H. R. 22098) to 
end the acts respecting copyright—to the Committee on 
Patents, 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 22099) to provide for the 


systematic 

to the 
By Mr 
f of the 
By Mr. 

Milit ry 


and continuous improvement of rivers and harbors— 
mimnittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 22100) for the re- 
State of Florida—to the Committee on War Claims. 
PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on 
\ffairs: A bill CH, R. 22101) to 


is to issue to officers of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps 
retired with increased rank, and for other purposes—to the 


Union Calendar. 
By Mr. McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 22102) providing for in- 
rest on deposits of public moneys and for the deposit of public 


funds in the Treasury—to the Commitiee on Banking and 
Currency, 

at Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 188) to 
remtore the status’ of the Fourth Regiment Arkansas Mounted 
‘iiantry Volunteers (State militia), who served the United 


States Gi vernment ten months in the civil war—to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LANGLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 189) author- 
Zing the Secretary of War to medal of honor to 


present a 


Capt. George M. Jackson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GILLETT, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
ohetirrent resolution (H. C. Res. 48) concerning clerical serv- 
Foe in the governmental Departments at Washington—to the 
Ouse (* endar, 

_By Mr SHERMAN: Resolution (H. Res. 424) to pay William 


I'vler P o> 5 . 
‘yler Pave $2,500—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


ean ‘use 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

of fol! - Wing titles were introduced and severally referred 

eZ M BOOHER : A bill (H. R. 22103) granting a pension 
aa S. Dix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, ’) Mr RRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 22104) granting a pen- 
‘i rah A. Moss —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of Edwa, ELLIS of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 22105) for the relief 

Ry M iW : Davis —to the Committee on Claims. 
ney 3. !RENCH: A bill (H. R. 22106) for the relief of 
* ¥. Syms—to the Committee on Claims, 


XLII——425 
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West 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22107) for the relief of J. B. 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 22108) granting a pension to 
Isham Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 22109) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah M. Tracy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


to 


By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22110) 
for the relief of Edward P. Tremper—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22111) for the 


relief of Matthew B. Malloy—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 22112) granting a pension 
to George M. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 22113) granting a pension to William T. 
Romes—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill CH. R. 22114) granting an increase of pension 
to Renjamin Hammon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 22115) for the relief of Henry G. Gard 


ner—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. LENAHAN: A bill (H. R. 22116) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Israel P. Long—to the Committee on Ihn- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (H. R. 22117) 
for the relief of Frank C. Prescott—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MADISON: A bill (H. R. 22118) for the relief of 
Thomas A. Scates—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22119) for the relief of H. F. Millikan—to 


the Committee on Claims, 


By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 22120) authorizing the 
issuance of medals to John J. Merrigan and others, of South 
Boston, Mass., for heroic efforts in saving the lives of three 


and Foreign Commerce 
granting a pension to Sarah 
Invalid Pensions. 
(H. R. 22122) for 
Committee on War 


to the Committee on Interstate 
a bill (CH. R. 22121) 

to the Committee on 
SPARKMAN: A bill 
Eichelberger—to the 


boys . 
Also, 
Murray 
By Mr. 
Adam L. 


BE. 
the relief of 
Claims, 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Polish Citizens of Amer- 
ica, of South Bend, Ind., and St. Joseph County, Ind., and 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the intervention of the United 


jurisdiction of 
on Foreigu Af- 


States in behalf of the Polish people within the 
the Prussian Government—to the Committee 
fairs. 

Also, memorials of the Knights of Columbus of Norristown, 
Pa.: Providence, R. I.; Carbondale, Pa.; Pottstown, Pa.: Lan- 
easter, Pa.; and Mauch Chunk, Pa., praying that the anniver- 
sary of the discovery of America may be made a legal holiday 


(H. R. 7559)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorials of organizations of railway employees, of 
Bellevue, Ohio; Proctor, Minn.; Galion, Ohio; Kankakee, Ill: 
| St. Louis, Mo., and Boone, lowa, praving for the enactment of 
the so-called “ Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill” (H. R. 
19795) and for legislation relating to the issuing of the writ 
of injunction (H. R. 17137)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Corpus Christi (Tex.} Com 
mercial Club, favoring appropriation to insure improv 
of Corpus Christi Harbor and deepening waters of Ara 
Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Washington Council, No. 1083, Knights of 
Columbus, for H. R. 7559, making October 12 a legal holiday 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of G. W. Pan 
coast, A. D. Vanaman, Harry 8S. Rain, Charles A. Lackwell, 
and F. R. Gerwick, for amendment to Sherman antitrust liw, 
Wilson bill (H. R. 20584), the Pearre bill (CH. R. 94), employ 
ers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AMES: Petition of Clara T. Jackson and others, of 
Lowell, Mass., favoring concurrent resolution 28, against atroci 
ties of the Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of James Ingraham and others, favoring H. R. 
10457, for forest reservations in White Mountains and Southern 
Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARCLAY: Petition of citizens of Bradford, Va., 
for H. R. 20584, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for 
the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the 
eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Kane Council, No. 715, Knights of Columbus, 
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favoring H. 
Committee 
By M 


penters 


R. 7559, making October 12 a legal holiday 
on the Judiciary. 
r. BONYNGE: Petitions of Local Union No. 
and Joiners of Ame of Denver, Colo., 
of Colorado Springs, for amendment to Sherman 
(H. R. 20584), and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), 
bility bill, the eight-hour bill—to the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: 
for the enaciment of the 


-to the 


1196, Car- 
and citizens 
antitrust law 
employers’ lia- 


‘ica, 


1 
ana 


Petition of citizens of Brinkley, Ark., | 
bills H. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a gen- 
eral employers’ liability law and bill limiting a day’s labor to 
eight hours upon work done for the Government, and anti- 
injunction law, ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of White County, Ark., for legisla- 
tion to enable the Government to get money to the people with- 
out the agency of the banks—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. ° 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of labor organization of Madi- 
son, Me., for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law 
known as the “ Wilson bill ” CH. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill 
(H. R. 94), the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Petition of Delaware Lodge, 
No. 231, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, 
favoring the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill (H. R. 17137) and 
the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill (H. R. 19795)—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAULFIELD: Petition of Division 472, 

Railway Trainmen, for the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill 
(H. R. 17137) and the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill 
{H. R. 19795)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ty Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Washington and Austin 
councils, Knights of Columbus, favoring making October 12 a 
legal holiday (CH. R. 7559)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of New 
York, against H. R. 19245, relative to improvement of harbor 
and adjacent waters to New York City—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Kansas City (Mo.) Clearing House Associa- 
tion, against the Aldrich currency bill (S. 3023)—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Clearing House Association of Peoria, 
against sections 8 and 11 of the Aldrich currency bill— 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of currency committee of the American Bank- 
ers’ Association, of Hoopeston, Ill., against passage of the 
Aldrich currency bill—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, petition of Dr. T. D. 
S. 4452 


Brotherhood 
of 


Til., 
to the 


Abernathy, of Peoria, Tl., favoring 
32, relating to betterment of Dental Corps in the Army— 
te the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. M. Hurley, of San Bernardino, Cal., favor- 
ing Fuller bill (H. R. 19250) creating a volunteer officers’ re- 
tired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Clearing House Association of the banks of 
Philadelphia, aghinst sections 8 and 11 of the Aldrich cur- 

rency bill—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Association of Commerce of Chicago, IIL, 
favoring H. R. 10457, for forest reservations in White Moun- 
tains and Southern Appalachian Mountains—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of San Diego Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
plans for the improvement and defense of Pearl Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of S. W. Shattuck, of Champaign, I11., favoring 
H. R. 11336, effecting efficiency of the State militia—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULTON: Petition of United Garment Workers of 
America, of Shawnee, Okla., for amendments to the Constitution 
providing for election of United States Senators by the people 
and legalizing an income tax, ete.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Petition of citizens of Memphis, Tenn., 
for amendment to the Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), 
the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), for a just and clearly defined gen- 
eral employers’ liability law, and for an eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILL: Petitions of John Harms, H. H. Karme, John 
Hastings, Frank W. Kame, E. D. Pennington, J. F. Mockabee, 
John Gilbert Morgan, William Kirby, John Kutcher, William 
Whetley, M. W. Swadner, William B. Lane, J. Hagmeyer, W. 8S 
Zimmerman, and Charles J. Schmidt; Thomas P. O. Conkle, 
H. F. Barber, and Charles FE. Butler; E. M. Mockabee, William 
J.. Mockabee, and C, L. Hasson; Bricklayers’ Union No. 1; 


Committee on the | 


for. 
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I’. L. Abbot and E. H. Stockett; Iron Moulders’ Union No 
M. J. Koyne, Penkney Schuber, George Menkel, sr., Char!> 
Menkel, Frederick W. Menkel, Charles P. Kraus, and o: 
J. E. Adams and N. S. Baumgartel; Vest Makers’ Union, 
No. 117; Charles S. Bell and others; Charles E. Stoebe: 
others; C. W. Meyer and others; Charles Scott, Joseph | 
William Brartsferd, Thomas O’Brien, John J. Snyder, J. 
| Flanagan, August Strott, and John A. Banz, for the ena 

of the bill (H. R. 20584) amending the Sherman antitrus 

H. R. 94, to define the injunction power and restrain its ; 
for the enactment of an employers’ liability law, and fo: 
extension of the provisions of the eight-hour law 
mitiee on the Judiciary. 

$y Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Petitions of J. ¢, 
Robinson and 3 other citizens, of Fairmont, W. Va., and b. M. P, 
Waldeck and 2 other citizens, of Clarksburg, W. Va., for the 
amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson 
bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), t! nm 
ployers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Coumnittee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Latrobe Council, No. 940, Kn i = 8 
of Columbus, of Pennsylvania, for H. R. 7559, making th« 
of October a national holiday—to the Committee on the 
diciary. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Iowa, urging 
the passage of H. R. 18445, to investigate and develope methods 
of treatment of tuberculosis—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of sundry citizens of Oak- 
land and San Francisco, Cal., for the amendment to th: 
20584), 
for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ liability bill, and 
the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of citizens of Virginia, for H. R. 
20584, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 
bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LENAHAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
Israel P. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of United Mine Workers of America, of Ash- 
ley, Luzerne one Pa.; local unions of the United Mine 
Workers of N ‘anticoke, Luzerne County, Pa.; local unions of 
the American W. orkers, of Wilkes-Barre, Luzerne County, I’a., 
and local union of the Iron Workers of America, of Hazieto 
Pa., for the protection, restoration, and defense of the natura! 
rights of our people as contemplated by the amendment to the 
Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill” (H. R. 
20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ liability 
bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Rigney & Co., of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., against any anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCHENRY: Petitions of Granges Nos. 839 and 1245, 
of Pennsylvania, for H. R. 12682, to secure people's savings 
against loss by bank failures—to the Committee on B: 
and Currency. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Logan, Montandon, West Monte- 
rey, Bear Gap, Wilburton, Sunbury, Bloomsburg, Shamokin, 
Danville, and Berwick, all in the State of Pennsylvania, lr 
the protection, restoration, and defense of the natura! and il 
herent rights of our people as contemplated in the amet 
to the Sherman antitrust law known as the 


19; 
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ers; 
1acal 
and 
pey, 
lB, 
hent 
iw: 
18e : 
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to the Com- 


te 


Sher- 


of 


nking 


Jment 
“Wilson bill” 
(H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the em 


liability bill, and the 
Judiciary. 

3y Mr. MADDEN: Petition of Helen M. Sabin an . ( 
favoring concurrent resolution 28, against Russian att 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MADISON: Paper to accompany bill for ! 

H. F. Milliken—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of citizens of the Secone 
ginia Congressional District, for the amendment _ the Sher! 
antitrust law known as the “Wilson bill” (H. a 
the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ saath ‘pill 
eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of Nickle Plate Lodge, \°- 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, for the Rodenbers ©!" 
junction bill (H. R. 17139), and the Hemenway-G! 
ash-pan bill (H. R. 19795)—to the Committee on the / 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of citizens of Qui! 
for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law know® | 
“ Wilson bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (I!. 
the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to ™ 
mittee on the Judiciary, 


eight-hour bill—to the Committee on tle 











Ry Mr. ROTHERMEL: Petition of Isaac Spang, for appoint- | 
n persous other than Members of Congress to serve on 
eqrrency commission—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- | 


SHERMAN: Petitions from various councils of 
Knig f Columbus, favoring the bill making October 12 in 


hi r a legal holiday (H. R. 7559)—to the Committee on 


aon 3 ary. | 
’ Ry Mr. SULZER: Petition of a committee of 300, for legis- | 
lation king to more competent management of Soldiers’ | 
Homes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Norristown (Pa.) Council, | 
No. 772, Knights of Columbus, for H. R. 7559, making October | 
12—date of discovery of America by Christopher Columbus—a | 
val holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Als etition of Father Bally Council, No. 1192, for H. R. | 


709, in favor of making October 12—date of discovery of 





Ameri by Christopher Columbus—a legal holiday—to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Austin Coun- | 
cil, No. 693, Knights of Columbus, favoring H. R. 7559, making | 
October 12 a legal holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 
Also, petition of Millport Grange, No. 1248, of Sharon Center, | 


Pa., for H. R. 12682, for securing the savings of people in case 
of bank failures—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 





SENATE. 
Saturpay, May 23, 1908. 


Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Wash- 


ington. 


THE JOURNAL—WAR CLAIMS. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s | 
proceedings, 
Mr. FORAKER (at 12 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.). 
that the further reading of the Journal be suspended. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I object to the further read- 
ing being suspended. 
Mr. FORAKER. I asked unanimous consent that it might 
suspended because I am compelled to leave the Chamber, 
ited to offer some business out of order. Then the | 
reading may be resumed. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will not object to the Senator offering his 
proposition 
Mr. GALLINGER, 
invthing be done? 
Mr. FORAKER. I wished to give notice that I intend, at 
the conclusion of the routine morning business, to call up Senate 
resolution $1. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


request, 


I ask 


di ws 


During the reading of the Journal, can | 


The Chair will put the Senator's 
The Senator from Ohio asks unanimous consent that 
the further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. Is there | 

“tion? | 


Mr. ALDRICH. T object. 
I 


‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Secre- 


tary will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE (at 12 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.). Mr. | 
Pre side 


t, | ask that the further reading of the Journal be dis- | 
ensed with. | 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. 


mot 


The Senator from Indiana asks | 

s consent that the further reading of the Journal be 
ensed with. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object. 
The ViC%-PRESIDENT. 

Will proces 


The s 


Objection is made. 
i with the reading of the Journal. 
retary resumed and (at 12 o'clock and 51 
cluded the reading of the Journal. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not object to the ap- | 
wal of the Journal, but I feel bound to state the reasons 
ch have led me to ask for its reading. 
I desire to emphasize to the Senate and to the public the con- 
‘antly increasing number of war claims which are now being 
resented to Congress. The Journal contains the names of hun- | 
treds upon hundreds of claims for injury to or for use of 
ind other similar claims growing out of operations in 
te civil war. I wish to supplement the statement I made yes- 
terday that in some way consideration of this constantly in- 
imber of claims should be limited, and we ought to 
legislation to this effect. 

' do not object to the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I will not at this time de- 
tain the Senate from the transaction of morning business, but I 
Wish at some time during the day, if I can get the floor, to 


The Secretary | 


minutes 


n).) 


} 
hurehes 


(reasing ! 


esS Somme 
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| jected by the Southern Claims Commission. 


| cism upon his committee. 


make a suggestion, which I was proceeding to do yesterday 


| when the hour of 2 o'clock arrived, that I had in mind, and 


which will probably, if enacted into law, dispose in a very short 
time of all these cases and give an opportunity to everyone 
who has a just claim to present it and have it adjudicated, and 
then at the expiration of the time a statute of limitations will 
prevent the presentation of any other cases. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, in harmony with the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Rhode Island, I desire to call to 
the attention of the Senate and the country the fact that imme- 
diately after the war the Southern Claims Commission was au- 
thorized by Congress." Commissioners were appointed and they 
took evidence touching all the claims of people who lived within 
the limits of the so-called “ Confederate States” so as to do full 
justice to all those parties. That Commission was extended 
from time to time 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HOPKINS. In a minute I will yield. The Commission 
was extended from time to time. A large volume of evidence 
was taken. Claims to the amount of nearly $60,000,000 were 
filed with the Southern Claims Commission, and of that vast 
amount, immediately after the war, when the witnesses were 
alive who knew the facts, when the evidence was such as could 
be received and properly analyzed by the Commission, $55,000,- 
000 of those claims were rejected and judgments for less than 
$4,000,000 allowed. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 
report—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have observed, Mr. President, that since 
that time many of the claims that were rejected by the Southern 
Claims Commission have found their way into Congress by 
separate bills either in the Senate or in the House. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ina moment I will be through. And I have 
observed that claims that were rejected at a time when the 
Commission had the evidence as to whether they were proper 
claims to be allowed have been allowed by Congress. I think 
that the suggestions made by the Senator from Rhode Island 
are pertinent, and should cause Senators to pause in the con- 
sideration of such claims. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator 
that if he will investigate the record as carefully as the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Claims have investigated it, he will 
discover that we are not reporting any claims that were re- 
On the other hand, 
we studiously and persistently exclude all claims that were 
presented to the Southern Claims Commission and rejected. 
Every claim that was presented to and rejected by the South- 





the Senator from Illinois 


May I interrupt the Senator? I think the 


from Illinois 


ern Claims Commission has been rejected by the Committee on 


Claims. The Senator can not find a single claim in this bill or 
elsewhere which has been reported by that committee to the 
Senate which had been presented to the Southern Claims Com- 


| mission and rejected. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I will state, Mr. President, to the Senator 
from Oregon that my remarks are not intended as any criti- 
The claims which have been allowed 
by the committee which have been reported in this bill are 
claims that I have not, up to date, had time to investigate. 

Mr. FULTON, The Senator will allow me to correct him in 
another respect. The Senator says that the Southern Claims 
Commissio: was authorized to hear and determine all of this 
character of claims. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that that Commission distinctly held and continuously ruled 
that it was without authority to entertain any claim based on 
the use of real estate or churches or rent for churches or of 
other buildings or anything of that character. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that on church 
claims and matters of that kind 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOPKINS. While I have opposed many other classes 
of claims, I have always voted for those; and I will say, in 
passing— 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, West Virginia, fortunately or 
unfortunately, happened to be in the very midst of the civil 
war. Our churches and school buildings were taken for hos- 
pitals, and the floors of our churches ran red with the best 
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American blood. This bill only does justice to a large number 
of our churches and schools in West Virginia, where the army 
marched and countermarched and where our churches and our 
school buildings, I repeat, were taken for hospital purposes. I 
am sure that there is not a dollar in this omnibus claims bill, 
so far as West Virginia is concerned, that is not absolutely 
accurate and should be allowed; and there are many more 
claims not embraced in the bill which should be allowed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
The regular order is the approval of the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
from West Virginia 
have steadily 


Mr. President, in answer to the Senator 
{[Mr. Scorr], I desire to say again that I 
voted for appropriations for churches and all 
claims of a kindred character; but I might say, in pussing, 
that when we consider the amount that we have voted to the 
people of West Virginia for such purposes, they must have 
more churches according to population than almost any other 
section of this or any other country. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode 
Island, as well as the Senator from Illinois, referred to church 
claims. I desire to say that there are no claims in this omni- 
bus claims bill that are more meritorious than the church 
claims. The State of Kentucky was occupied by Federal 
soldiers during the entire war. There were a number of bat- 
tles there. Whenever a regiment or a brigade came near a 
town or a city they used churches for their hospitals. When 
a battle occurred, the wounded were put into the churches. The 
Government has not paid those claims as promptly as they 
should have been paid; 
cause the churches, I repeat, were occupied as hospitals; in 
many instances permanently damaged, and in all instances very 
severely damaged. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. McCREARY. In a moment. 

We have now in this bill a number of church claims where 
the members of the respective churches have proven their claims 
properly. Those cases went to the Court of Claims; they have 
been carefully examined there; and the Court of Claims has 
decided in their favor. 

Now I will yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator from Kentucky tell me 
what proportion of the churches in Kentucky have already been 
paid for? 

Mr. McCREARY. 
have been paid for. 
Mr. ALDRIC H. 

future? 

Mr. McC REARY. I can tell the Senator from Rhode Island 

that a great many churches that to my knowledge were occu- 
pied as hospitals by Federal soldiers have not been paid. Many 
of these claims are in my immediate neighborhood, because the 
central part of Kentucky was occupied by Federal soldiers dur- 
ing nearly the entire war, and in nearly every county seat in 
central Kentucky there are claims of churches. No claims, I 
repeat, are more just and no claims should be paid more 
promptly than such church claims. 
. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, it is now 1 o’clock. For 
the first time this session from the hour of 12 o’clock until the 
hour of 1 the time of the session has been consumed with the 
reading of the Journal and debating the question of its approval. 
What the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu] stated 
a moment startlingly emphasizes what I stated yesterday 
when the omnibus claims bill was taken up instead of the 
Senate proceeding to the consideration either of the amendment 
to the meat-inspection law or of the bill now before us for the 
compensation of injured Government employees. 

I pointed out, Mr. President, at that time to the Senate— 
and what the Senator from Rhode Island says emphasizes it so 
much that I am impelled to rise and call attention to it—that 
the omnibus claims bill, if it were taken up by the Senate, could 
not possibly pass unless we should prolong the session many, 
many days or perbaps weeks, on the one hand, and that, on the 
other hand, it would prevent the consideration of any other 
measure, no mattér how much the interest of the people might 
demand it. 


Illinois 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 


Does the Senator from Kentucky 


No; I can not tell how many churches 


Or how many are to be paid for in the 


ago 
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the Government owes that money be- | 
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Mr. President, the Journal has been read, and even yy; 
discussion of the question involved in the omnibus elainys }; 
we will now, perhaps, take up another fifteen minutes of th, 
two precious hours of the morning business during whi: 
seriously important bills demanded by the people might in 
sidered. I think that no greater reason, no more powerfy) 
demonstration, could be made of the practical unwisdow. 
matter of legislation, of substituting the omnibus clai;s 
the discussion of which, merely upon the reading of the J 
will practically occupy the entire morning hour of the Senate 
than what has now occurred. I think we have a demonstratioy 
before us that—since the Senator from Rhode Island said joe 
wanted to call the attention of the Senate and the country to 
his reason for asking for the reading of the Journal, and th»: 
he has called the attentton of the Senate and the country to th 
omnibus claims bill being loaded down with these matt: hat 
are bound to create much discussion—the omnibus ¢laiis bill 
should not longer be considered, because if we do consider it. 
we do it knowingly, we do it upon the statement of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who has called the attention of the coun: ry 
to it, that we can not pass that bill without prolonging the ges. 
sion, on the one hand, and that we shall prevent the considera- 
tion of other great measures which are now pressing upon our 
attention. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, in answer to the statement of 
the Senator from Indiana, I call his attention to the fact that it 
was by a vote of the Senate that the claims bill was taken up 
on yesterday. It is very evident that the Senate prefe: red to 
consider that bill to the bill whieh the Senator himself was 
endeavoring to bring before the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or any other bill. 

Mr. FULTON. No; the question was between those two 
propositions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. FULTON. I call the attention of the Senator from In 
diana to the fact that the Senate gave preference to the omnibus 
claims bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me an interruption? I will put it in the form of a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did I not, when the Senator so courte- 
ously withheld his motion, call the attention of the Senator 
and of the Senate to the fact that not only would it prevent the 
passage of the bill to which I was just asking the attention of 
the Senate, but also the bill which the Senate had been con- 
sidering the day before, and which is now before us, to wit 
the bill concerning compensation for injured Government em- 
ployees, and also every other bill, because did I not say to the 
Senator and to the Senate what now is demonstrated—that 
it would take all the time of the Senate, and result not in the 
passage of the Senator’s own bill or in anything else? 

Mr. FULTON. All of which is in the form of a question. 

Mr, BEVERIDGE. Yes; put it in the form of a quest 

Mr. FULTON. Well, Mr. President, I care nothing a! il] 
that. What I rose for was to repel the insinuation, not of t ie 
Senator from Indiana, but that which was carried by the 
marks of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ArtpricH] on tie 
conduct of the Committee on Claims in reporting the resolu! 
containing bills of the character to which he referred and it 
in the omnibus claims bill. I do not say that the Senator tro! 
Rhode Island intended that criticism; but nevertheless 1) 
marks in fact were capable of that construction, and therefore 
think it is incumbent on me to say that the bills which we ! 
reported in the resolution referring them to the Court « 
constitute only a very small fraction of the bills of this chara 
ter which are pending before the committee. The 
has been very earnestly endeavoring to hold down the 1"! 
of bills of this character which shall be brought to 1) 
tion of Congress. Let me say, Mr. President, that jusi se 
as the law authorizes their consideration, just so long *s 
the policy of Congress to provide for their payment, jus' 
will Senators be compelled to introduce them at th 
of their constituents and the committee will be com 
take them into consideration. 

I do not think there is a very wide difference of opin! 
ing the wisdom of repealing that provision of the ‘J 
which provides for the reference of this character of 
the Court of Claims. I think that a provision to re 
portion of the Tucker Act would be adopted, but it ¢ 
done at the present session by taking up the ~toale 
pill, putting that bill through, and attaching an amend 
that character to it. 
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REVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
, the Senator from Indiana? 

FULTON. Certainly. 

REVERIDGE. I wish to know from the Senator whether, 
rman of the Committee on Claims, it is his judgment 
as he says, we are in the closing days of the session, 
nibus claims bill can by any possibility be passed? 
rULTON. Yes; I think the omnibus claims bill can be 

| think if it shall be taken up and given consideration 
day it will be disposed of. I say, in all courtesy to the 
tor from Indiana, that, in my judgment, it will be passed 
asurably less time and a long time before he will suc- 
cetting the Committee on Agriculture discharged from 
msideration of his measure. 

BEVERIDGE. The bill providing for the putting of 

on cans? 

FULTON. Yes; the dates on cans. 

(ry. BEVERIDGE. I am yery glad to hear that statement 
Senator. 

r, FULTON. That is my judgment, and the claims bill will 
ad to less discussion, not perhaps because Senators are op- 
i to putting the dates on cans, but the Senator will find 


Mr. 


» the 
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Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator what 
amount in the bill is represented by the French spoliation 
claims? 

Mr. FULTON. As I recall it, speaking offhand—I gave the 
figures yesterday—I think it is some $700,000; but I may be 


mistaken. It is in the neighborhood of that amount. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to say, Mr. President, that of 
course these claims would not have been reported unless 


the chairman of the committee believed in their justice; but 
for nearly a hundred years there has been opposition to the 
payment of those claims, and some of the best men who have 
served in the Senate and House of Representatives during all 
this time have believed that there is no justice or equity in 
allowing claims of that kind. I remember some years ago, in 
the House, the late Speaker of the House, Mr. Henderson, of 


Iowa, presented to the House an able argument against the 
legality of these claims. 
Mr. FULTON. . Let me ask the Senator a question. Does 


not the Senator have in mind the claims of the insurance com- 
panies? 
Mr. HOPKINS. No. 





+ difficult to get the committee discharged from the considera- | 


of his bill. 
ot i 


wat uw 
‘i 


olve any constitutional question, and therefore I think 
e can dispose of it in a day. Of course if these modern 
mstitutional problems shall be injected into it, I admit that 
debate will be unlimited and probably will not be con- 
with this session. The bill has already passed the 


t} 
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cluded 


House, has been before the committee, and reported to the 


Senate 


Mr. President, it would be also a mistake to permit the Sen- 


ate to understand that this bill is confined solely to claims of 
character which Senators have been criticising. There are 
. vast number of claims outside of what we term “ war claims” 
rovided for in this bill as honest and just claims against this 
jovernment as any obligation it owes. Now, the question is 
her or not the Senate is going to postpone the considera- 
ion of a bill that carries just claims, just obligations, and pro- 
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to provide for. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Is it not a fact that the claims bill which is 
now presented to the Senate carries about $4 of other kinds 
of claims to $1 of claims of churches and individuals growing 
of the war? 

Mr. FULTON. 
portion. 
than that; but there is a vast number of other claims, and 
in the aggregate they make a vast amount; for instance, there 
are the French spoliation claims. 
this Government exists; no stronger obligation rests upon the 
Government than to provide for the payment of the French spolia- 
tion claims. We have withheld the money from the claimants 
for a century anid over, and now they are compelled, session 
after session, to kneck at the doors of Congress and implore 


1+ 
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it to provide for claims that everybody admits are just and | 


equitable. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allew me—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that 
part of those claims have been paid. 

Mr. FULTON. Part have been paid. 

Mr. LODGE. And to pay part of them and not to pay the 
others is gross injustice. 

Mr, FULTON. It is gross injustice. A large portion of 
them have been paid. The rest are based absolutely on the 
Sune facts and contain absolutely the same equity; and yet the 
unfortunate claimants have not been successful, and are pre- 
Vented from securing what is justly their due at the hands of 
* great and powerful and rich Government. 
ont. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Tlinois? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly, 


is another thing: The discussion of the claims bill does | 


ides for no obligation that it is not the duty of the Government, | 
under the conditions and under the policy of the present time. | 


Senator from Oregon | 


I think the Senator is mistaken in the pro- | 
I think the proportion of war claims is much larger | 


No more just claims against | 


Senator from Oregon | 


Mr. FULTON. There are two classes of French spoliation 
| claims. 

Mr HOPKINS. Yes; I understand that. I understand that 
these claims have been before Congress time out of mind: but 
I simply rose to say that there is a divided sentiment on the 
question as to whether the French spoliation claims should be 
| allowed. 
| Mr. FULTON. Does the Senator know what the character of 
| the investigation has been to secure approval or disapproval? 
| Mr. HOPKINS. Volumes have been written on the subject, 
and many speeches have been made. 

Mr. FULTON. [I call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that none of these claims are being provided for that 
do not rest in judgments of the Court of Claims. Now, would 
the Senator, after these parties have preceeded to judgment and 
established their claims in the Court of Claims as just and 
equitable, have the Government deny them? 

Mr HOPKINS. I would say to the Senator on the question 
of claims that have been allowed by the Court of Claims, 
| that some years ago when I was a Member of the other 
House of Congress, investigation showed that claims were 
allowed there that never ought to have been allowed; and that 
| in the investigations made by that court claims had gone 
through and judgments been rendered where the claimants 
had no right/in law and equity to the amounts in the judgments 
awarded them. 

Mr. FULTON. 
that plea. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
| yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FULTON. I will in just a second. 

Every one of these claims is based on a judgment of the 
Court of Claims. The Senator says that frequently, even when 
approved by the Court of Claims, he has discovered that they 
are baseless and inequitable. That may be true, but if it is 
true, it is the fault of the legal representatives of the Govern- 
ment. They are there. The Government is defended by at- 
torneys from the Department of Justice. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. FULTON. In just a second. It does not become the 
Congress of the United States to question the action of the 
court to which it has referred these questions for findings. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. FULTON. I promised to yield to 
rado. 

Mr. HOPKINS. In connection with 
this question was raised in Congress, many Congresses ago, 
and it does not stand with me alone, but investigation has 
shown that these claims have been passed where in justice and 
equity they should not have been allowed. 

Mr. FULTON. That may be the judgment of the Senator 
from Illinois. I do not think it is or will be the judgment of 
Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
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I have before heard unfortunate suitors make 


Senator from Oregon 





Senator from Oregon 


the Senator from Oregon 


the Senator from Colo- 


that, I may say that 


Senator from Oregon 





yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. TELLER, Had we not better proceed with the regular 
order? 
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Mr. FULTON. I had supposed that the Senator from Colo- 
rado was very much interested in my remarks. 

Mr. TELLER. I was. 

Mr. FULTON. But I am pleased to say I am through. I 
feit it incumbent upon me as chairman of the Committee on 
Claims to make this statement. 

Mr. TELLER. I indorse what the Senator from Oregon has 
said. I was chairman of that committee for a number of 
years and a member of it for a great many years. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. CLAPP. I simply want to suggest that until the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings is approved we can not receive mes- 
gages from the House involving conference matters. It seems 
to me we ought to approve the Journal and receive the mes- 
sages so as to allow the conferees to get to work. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Journal as read be approved. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LANDS IN WASHINGTON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, by direc- 
tion of the President and in response to a resolution of April 28, 
1908, certain information concerning the tide-land claims of the 
Puyallup tribe of Indians in the State of Washington, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 


DISBURSEMENT OF INDIAN FUNDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 18th instant, a statement of 
amounts in the Treasury to the credit of various Indian tribes 
on June 28, 1898, additions thereto and disbursements there- 
from, and balances in the Treasury May 20, 1908, which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 20063) making appropriations to provide for the 


expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the | 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 19355) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.1991) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jerry Murphy. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21735) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to pur- 
chasers of Indian lands under any law now existing or hereafter 
enacted, and for other purposes; asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SHerMan, Mr. Knapp, and Mr. StTepHens of 
Texas managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (CH. R. 20112) providing for publicity of contributions made 
for the purpose of influencing elections at which Representatives 
in Congress are elected, prohibiting fraud in registrations and 
elections, and providing data for the apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives among the States, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to correct the enrollment of the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill by transposing the word “ here- 
after,” in the second proviso of the matter inserted by the con- 
ference report in connection with Senate amendment No. 141, 
so as to follow and not precede the word “ teachers,” in which 
it requested the concurrence of_the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 15641) for the removal of restrictions from part 


of the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for | 


other purposes, 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DICK presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gree). 
town and Vienna Cross Roads, in the State of Ohio, praying fv, 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transpor- 
= of intoxicating liquors, which was ordered to lie on tho 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Watch Case Engravers’ [n{:;- 
national Association of America, American Federation of La}wr. 
of Canton, Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amen) 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating io 
labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee . 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations of 
Galion, Cleveland, Bellevue, Middleport, Massillon, and Coly- 
bus, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction and the Hemenway-(r:( 
safety ash-pan bills,” which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Cincinnati, 
Coshocton, Hicksville, East Toledo, Toledo, Conant, St. Marys. 
Killbuck, Fredericktown, Bellefontaine, Kansas City, Zan 
ville, Mount Vernon, Laura, Wheelersburg, Chagrin Falls. 
Hamilton, Lewistown, Norwalk, Cambridge, and Dayton, al! in 
the State of Ohio, and of Washington, D. C., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “Johnston Sunday rest 
bill,’ which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented sundry memorials of the New York 
Clothing Trade Association, of New York City, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the adoption of certain amendments to the so- 
called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations of 
Syracuse, Rochester, and Plattsburg, all in the State of Now 
York, and of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction and the Hemenway-(raft 
safety ash-pan bills,” which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations of 
Schenectady and Binghamton, in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called 
“ Sherman antitrust law ” relating to labor organizations, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Atchison, Horton, Leavenworth, Weir, an! 
Wichita, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law ” 
relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the Con- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KNOX presented a petition of 423 citizens of McSherrys 
town, Pa., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law ” relating to labor organi- 
zations, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry manufacturing com- 
panies of Erie, Pa., and a memorial of the Minnesota State As 
sociation of Builders’ Exchanges, of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-in- 
junction bill,” which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

He also presented petitions of Local Council No. 467, Knights 
of Columbus, of Johnstown; Local Council No. 954, Knights of 
Columbus, of Monessen, and of the State Council, Knights of 
Columbus, of Cambridge Springs, all in the State of Pennss : 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation providing t!i: 
October 12 be declared a national holiday in honor of the an" 
versary of the discovery of America by Columbus, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. aa 

He also presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 595, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Dubois; Local Lodge NO. 
250, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginecr= of 
Wilkes-Barre; Local Lodge No. 94, Brotherhood of Ka’ road 
Trainmen, of Carbondale; Local Division No. 293, Brotherhoo’ 
of Locomotive Engineers, of Allegheny; Local Lodge No. s 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Pittsburg; Loca! Divi- 
sion No. 108, Brotherhood ef Locomotive Engineers, of Pittsburs; 
Local Lodge No. 219, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fireme:: pr 
Engineers, of Pittsburg; Local Lodge No. 561, Brotherhood x 
Railroad Trainmen, of Clearfield ; Local Lodge No. 220, Bro wt 
hood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, of Sunbury, °0" | 
Local Lodge No. 694, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainme:. 
Marysville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 0! 
passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction bil!” | 
the “ Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill,” which were re" 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 7 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the National Bus! 
League of America, of Chicago, Ill, praying for the enacts 
































































islation providing for_the conservation of the natural re- 

; of the country, which was referred to the Committee on 

Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

BURKETT presented a petition of Local Division No. 
\malgamated Association of Street Railway Employees, of | 
oO _ Nebr., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
{ so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor | 
itions, which was referred to the Committee on the 


ary. 

Mr. STEPHENSON (for Mr. La Fottetre) presented a 

al of the Central Labor Union, American Federation 
of Labor, of Sheboygan, Wis., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to extend the right of naturalization, which 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
iso (for Mr. LA Fotterre) presented a petition of sundry 
cit s of Sheboygan, Wis., and a petition of sundry citi- 
of Stevens Point, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the investigation and the development 
of the’ methods of the treatment of tuberculosis, which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quar- 
antine. 

He also (for Mr. LA Forterre) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens and labor organiza ‘ons of Green Bay, Oshkosh, and 
Ashland, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman anti- 
trust law” relating to labor organizations, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of C. H. Englesby, of 
Watertown, &. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
promote the efficiency of the militia, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 461, 
trotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Argentine, Kans., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction and 
the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bills,” which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Shawnee Building and 
Loan Association, of Topeka, Kans., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called “ Hepburn bill,” relating to the public 
» which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ze! 





revenue 


Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of | 


Chieago, I1., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 


late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which | 


was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations 
of Streator and Rock Island, in the State of Dlinois, praying 


for the adoption of certain amendments to the so-called “ Sher- | 
man antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, which were | 


referred 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. FULTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Port- | 


is 


+ 


nd, 


» the 


Oreg., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 
organizations, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Spokane, Wash., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on 

Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of Local Union No. 52, 
International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, 
and Paper Mill Workers, of Kalamazoo, Mich., remonstrating 
against the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, and 
the materials used in the manufacture thereof, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Credit Men’s Association, 
it, Mieh., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 






the 


viding for the appointment of an additional judge of the United 
‘tates district court for the eastern district of that State, which 
W ‘s reterred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ile also presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Soc of the First Methodist Episcopal Church, of Owosso, 
Mic raying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
“utution to prohibit polygamy, which was referred to the Com- 
M1 - i the Judiciary. 

Hi 0 presented petitions of sundry labor organizations 
« La ¢. Saginaw, Battle Creek, and Escanaba, all in the 
—— Michigan, praying for the passage of the so-called 
; Rov rg anti-injunction ” and the “ Hemenway-Graff safety 
eal bil, which were referred to the Committee on the 
g He So presented a petition of the faculty of the Michigan 
state Normal College, of Ypsilanti, Mich., praying for the enact- 
oan of legislation to establish public playgrounds in the Dis- 


Diet Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the 
‘strict of Columbia. 
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He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor or- 
ganizations of South Haven, Adrian, Detroit, Bay City, Kala- 
mazoo, Port Huron, Boyne City, Houghton, Grand Marais, Ford 
River, Albion, Jackson, Marquette, Saginaw, St. Charles, Glad- 
stone, Sault Ste. Marie, and Grand Rapids, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
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MILITARY POSTS. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. Scorr, April 13, 1908, 
to report it favorably without amendment. 

There are several amendments to the resolution reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I report it without further 
amendment and as it came from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has heretofore been 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and was re- 
ported back with amendments. The amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 1, line 4, after the word “ mili- 
tary,” it is proposed to insert “ reservations,” and in the same 
line, after the word “ posts,” to insert “and stations,” so as to 
make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to visit, during 


| the recess of the Senate, such military reservations, posts, and stations 


of the United States as in the committee’s judgment should be exam- 
ined, in order to ascertain existing conditions at such posts, the nec¢ 
sities for legislation, and any other and further 
upon military posts as may seem important and of value in the con- 
sideration of future proposed military legislation. And the committee 
is further authorized to send for persons and papers, to subpena wit- 
nesses and administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to tal 
notes or testimony and to do clerical duties; the expenses incurred to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


ce 








| The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


| Mr. CURTIS introduced the following bills, which were sev- 
| erally read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee 
| on Pensions: 
| <A bill (S. 7218) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Snyder; and 

A bill (S. 7219) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Emert (with the accompanying papers). 

Mr. GORE introduced a bill (S. 7220) to reimburse the Chick- 
asaw, Choctaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Indian tribes 
for the lands of said tribes which were allotted to freedmen, 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1) punishing conspiracy 
to injure or intimidate any person in the exercise of a right 
under the Constitution or laws of the United States, which was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. granting an increase 
of pension to Peter Schang, which was read twice by its title 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PAYNTER introduced a bill (S. granting a pension 
to Carlos Sharp, which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. $) for the relief of 
John Geabhart Abbott, which was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


wos 


FQOo 
(sce ) 


reve 
(220 ) 


mo) 


loom 


PATENTS TO INDIAN LANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21735) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers 
of Indian lands under any law now existing or hereafter 
enacted, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and accede to the request for a conference, the Chair to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. CLaprp, Mr. Cur- 
TIs, and Mr. PAYNTER. 












































DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the Clerk be authorized in enrolling the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill to transpose the word “ hereafter” in the second pro- 


viso in the matter inserted by the conference report in connection with 
oe amendment No. 141, so as to follow and not precede the word 
* teachers.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate agree to the reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

JERRY MURPHY. 

Mr. BURNHAM submitted the following reports 

The cominittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. Rh. 
1991) granting an increase of pension to Jerry Murphy, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House to the Senate amendments, and agree to 
the same with amendments as follows: 

On page 6 of the House amendment, line 23, strike out the 
word “ thirty-five”? and insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 

On page 7, line 24, strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ twelve.” 

On page 11 strike out lines 10, 11, and 12. 

On page 12 strike out lines 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12, 

On page 13 strike out lines 8, 9, and 10, 

On page 15 strike out lines 12 and 13. 

Henry E. BurRNHAM, 
REED SMoorT, 
H. M. Teer, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
Wa. H. DRAPrer, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 20112. An act providing for publicity of contributions 

made for the purpose of influencing elections at which Repre- 

sentatives in Congress are elected, prohibiting fraud in re¢istra- 


tions and elections, and providing data for the apportivament | 


of Representatives among the States was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
RIGHTS OF THE 

Mr. TELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask the Senator from Colorado whether 
he will yleld to me for the purpose of making a motion that 
the Senate proceed to the immediate consideration of a bill 
which has passed the House, which has been reported with 
amendments from the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, 
namely, the bill (H. R. 21899) providing for the appointment 
of an InJand Waterways Commission with the view to the im- 
provement and development of the inland waterways of the 
United States, 

Mr. TELLER. On the 25th of April I introduced a resolu- 
tion and left it to lie on the table, with the statement that I 
would call it up when I saw fit. I desire to call it up now and to 
make a few remarks on it. I can not yield for the purpose 
suggested by the Senator from Nevada. 

Il ask that the resolution submitted by me be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TEeL_er 
April 25, 1908, as follows: 

Resolved, That the maintenance of the principles promulgated in the 
Declaration of Independence and embodied in the Federal Constitution 
are essential to the preservation of our republican institutions, and 
that the Federal Constitution, the rights of the States, and the union 
of the States must be preserved 

That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the 
especiatiy the right of each State to order and control its 
institutions according to its own judgment exclusively, 
that balance of power on 
political fabric depends. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, ordinarily in the closing hours 
of a session I should feel like apologizing for taking any of the 
time of the Senate with anything I might be able to say, but 
in view of what has occurred in the Senate during the last 
month or six weeks, and particularly in view of what occurred 
yesterday, I think we may profitably spend a little time in ex- 
amining what our relations may be as a General Government 
to the States and of the States to the General Government. 


STATES, 


States, and 


is essential to 
which the perfection and endurance of our 
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| the other people of this country. 


| tion of another body. 


own domestic | 
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Mr. President, I have quoted once before, and I want to quoi 
again, a provision from the constitution of Massachusetts. 
understand it has been in the constitution of Massachuset 
since the first constitution was made, and in all of the 
visions and correction they have never left this out. It 
read here by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] the o: 
day because of my making an allusion to it. The provisio 
as follows: 

A frequent recurrence to the principles of the constitution is o; 


the things absolutely necessary to preserve the advantages of |) 
and to maintain a free government. 


Mr. President, I think I may say without any disrespe 


| the Senate that we have very largely ceased to discuss « 


tutional questions in this body, and when we did discuss 
yesterday there seems to have been a contrariety of o) 
and some confusion of ideas, and when we got through | 
pretty sure nobody, unless he had the Recorp before 
could determine exactly what conclusion Senators had come to. 
I do not know that I can throw any light upon the Constitu 
tion except by reference to the decisions, and that is wh 
desire to do. I shall not attempt to put forth my views, ex«« 
as they are supported by the decisions of the Supreme Court 
the United States. In my early experience in this body, 
mest a generation ago, it was a common thing to discuss 
Constitution of the United States. It was discussed in 1! 
days by men learned in the law, by men who had national 1 
tations as lawyers and who were known in the communities 
which they lived as great legal lights. And while there was a 


| contrariety of opinion, as there always will be as to some 


visions of the Constitution, there are some things that do not 


_ admit of controversy and do not admit of interpretation and do 
| not admit of a question. 


I think it may be said that the relation existing between the 
States and the General Government has been practical|y 
tled. I know that the doctrine which prevailed at one tii 
to the relation of the States with the Government has enti: 
changed, or has entirely, I may say, been abandoned. Ani ; 
come to this question with no special ideas to put forw 
but simply to declare what the Constitution, I think, in expres 
terms does declare and what the Supreme Court on many o 
sions has declared. 

This Government, if I may be permitted to repeat an old an 
trite saying, is one of three departments—the legislative, the 
judicial, and the executive. And the greatest of all must 
the legislative, because that is the body which determines whit 
shall be the policy, what shall be the system, what sha!! 
the laws under which we live. Of course in making these |aw 
we have to comport to the Constitution itself, to see that we d 
not invade it, and, secondly, we must proceed in such a wa) 
to meet the various views of the membership here; and w! 
we have crystallized our views here and in the other body 
run the gantlet of Executive examination. 

The President of the United States, under our Constitut 
has the power of veto. He can say, when the wisdom of 
body has been exercised to its fullest extent, that he doe: 
think it is wise to enact that law. Then we have the |» 
to say that we will, in spite of his objection, create a la 
that character. 

It has been said, and I heard it said within a few days, | 
the legislative department of this Government consists ot 
House of Representatives, as representing the people, and 
body, as representing the States, and that the President is 
a part of the legislative department of the Government. 

I deny. He is not a part of the legislative department 0! 
Government, because against his veto and without his aj) 
we may enact laws that become binding upon him, as U 
So he is not a part. 

The judiciary department of this Government is un!q 


| know of no government in the world that has such a sys! 


we have. I do not believe there ever existed in the hist: 
the world a government where the legislative department 
government submitted its action to the criticism and con: 
But the fathers of the Repub! 
men who created our Constitution, knew that the t! 
States—now forty-six—would have different views as to 


| their powers were, would have different views as to w!) 
| powers of the General Government were, and that there 1 


in the nature of things some arbitrator to whom these | 


| versies should be sent; and finally they were sent to tl 
| clary of the United States. 


We may differ with the jud 
We may frequently believe, when the judiciary of the | 
States declares that we have exceeded our constitutional! 
in the enactment of a law, that it is an erroneous decisio'. 
it becomes binding upon us from the time the judgmess | 
tered. 











) LAPP. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
the Senator from Minnesota? 
\ LAPP. Does the Senator care to be interrupted by any 
. as he proceeds, or would he prefer not? 
\ rELLER. This is a matter about which I should be 
interrupted, in order to receive any suggestion that 
in the determination of the question. 

\ APP. Does the Senator understand that in the in- 
‘ was ever the intention of the founders of the Gov- 
el that the judiciary should exercise this authority over 
th ative department of the Government? It is not my 

ing. It is something that has grown up since. 
rELLER. I admit that has been a controverted ques- 
idmit there has been a good deal of controversy on 
t t by early writers, and that there is some reason for 
» that the fathers of the Republic did not expect it to 
extent it has gone. But it seems to me to be a legiti- 
melusion from the provisions of the Constitution 


CLAPP. I think Chief Justice Marshall, who perhaps 
. to establish this condition than any other one man in 
wy of this country, declared only about a year before 
his seat as Chief Justice, that the court did not have 

the ority to override an act of the legislature upon the 

round that the act transcended the constitutional authority 
of the body. I quite agree with the result. The final estab- 
t of the tribunal was a natural outgrowth. 

FULTON. I eall the attention of the Senator from Min- 

nesota to the fact that of the Virginia convention for the pur- 
“¢ of ratifying the Constitution Marshall was a member; 

the floor, in debate, distinctly stated that the Supreme 
under the Constitution, have the power to declare 
w was in contravention of the Constitution. The argu- 

t was put forward that, under the Constitution, the Federal 

Government would encroach on the rights and powers of the 

Marshall said if any such attempt was made, it cer- 

tainly was the province of the Supreme Court, and it would 

ably exercise such power, to declare such legisla- 


Court did, 





States 


nest ic 


tion vi } 


Mr. TELLER. That is not pertinent to what I am saying. 
We admit it is too late to question that power now. The 
have accepted it. I believe that a careful examination 
ebates in the Constitutional convention and of the au- 
ties of that age will show that that was the intention; 
controversies existing between the States and the Gov- 
or between one State and another or the people and 


tes should be submitted to that tribunal, and it resulted 
t after 


wy 


| some fears expressed that they had given too much power 

) tl ody. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
i to the Senator from Nevada? 
TELLER. I would rather not yield for a minute or 
[ have finished this subject. 


Senator from Colorado 


\ 


Mr 


| States appointed these officers, that there was danger 
‘ would be*too much Federal or too much Executive 
er the court. After the court commenced its work 
‘were severe criticisms of some of its conclusions. Jef- 
(| Madison and practically all of the early patriots 

rs of the Coustitution at times questioned the con- 

the court. But time after time we have had the 

e these questions, until to-day it is not a question con- 

| by anybody that the conclusion of the Supreme Court 
cal question is binding upon all of us. I know that 





veheral Jackson said it was not binding on him. It may not 
on the conscience of any man, but it is binding upon 
7 len he comes to act. 
ai ng to proceed upon the theory that that is settled, 
Ct 8 admitted, in American politics by every party that 
re | or ever will live. It was the theory of the founders 
t Une ernment that the three departments of the Govern- 
8 | be kept absolutely distinct from each other. 
M WLANDS. Mr. President 
The 'ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado | 
; oo 'o the Senator from Nevada? 
mr YLANDS. I understood the Senator a moment ago, 
7 ~ to the Senator from Minnesota, to say that he invited | 
gue i 
Mr. ''LLER. No, I shall be glad to have any Senator in- 
ate who may throw any light on the subject. I did not 
except y that I invited interruptions, because they really, 


‘ rare cases, disturb the line of a man’s thought, and 


it had been submitted there was some criticism of it | 


r was expressed also, inasmuch as the President of | 
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especially if he is undertaking to make a legal argument. 
I will hear what the Senator has to say. 
answer him. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should not have interrupted the Senator 
except for what I understood to be an invitation. Whilst he 
was discussing the power of the legislative department it struck 
me perhaps that he was too broad in his statement that Con- 
gress was the lawmaking power. I wish to call his attention 
to the provision of the Constitution which gives the President 
the power— 

From time to time [to] give to the Congress information of the state 
of the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures as 
he shall judge necessary and expedient. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not an executive power. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will take only a moment, if the Senator 
will permit me. I say it is not executive power. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not legislative power. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is one of the powers, however, re- 
lating to legislation. In addition to that, the President has 
power to veto a measure. 

Mr. TELLER. I have called attention to that. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So it strikes me that the Executive may 
well be called a part of the legislative power just as the Senate 
is a part of the treaty-making power. 

Mr. TELLER. I think I can make a distinction between the 
veto power and the treaty-making power, and if I am allowed 
I shall try to do so before I get through. I will stop now to 
say that the President can not make a treaty without the con- 
sent of the Senate and the Senate can not make a treaty without 
the consent of the President. That, as I have said about 
another thing, is unique. The King of Great Britain and the 
king of practically every country that I know anything about 
can make a treaty to suit themselves. I know there has been 
some controversy in England as to how far a treaty could be 
made without the concurrence of Parliament, where appropria- 
tions had to be made; but the right of the King to make a treaty 
without the consent of either the House of Lords or the Com- 
mons is not questioned in these days, and I do not know whether 
it has ever been questioned. But I suppose it is two hundred 
years since the King of Great Britain ever vetoed an act of Par- 
liament, and he would no more think of doing it than he would 
think of resigning his position of King. 

But I have said once or twice, and I want to repeat, there is 
no precedent for us, and later I intend to speak of the care and 
wisdom with which I think the Constitution proceeded. There 
is no pattern in the history of the world for this Government of 
ours. There have been leagues and confederacies, but there 
never has been a combination of sovereignties such as ours in 
which there is one general ruling body over so many sovereign 
powers, 

It is difficult sometimes, I know, to separate these so that 
there will not apparently be a necessity for interference on the 
part of the nation in the affairs of the State and sometimes an 
interference by the State in the affairs of the nation: but I 
think you may lay it down as a fundamental principle which 
has been settled by the courts that in all things appertaining to 
national affairs the Government of the United States abso- 
lutely supreme. It has plenary powers, full powers, complete 
power to do everything that has been delegated to it or left to it. 

Whenever it can do a single thing by Congress, it may do it 
as emphatically and perfectly and absolutely as if it 


But 
I will not agree to 


is 


was a 
That was settled by Marshall 
in Gibbons v. Ogden, a case decided very early in our history. 
But it has not minimized the States; it has not interfered with 
their rights. As was said in that case, the local affairs are 
still left to the States. 

Mr. President, I want to say that in my judgment there is 
not any twilight division, either. There is a clean-cut provision 
what the States may do and what they can not do, and what 
the Government may do, and all this talk about there being a 
shadowy condition between the two is simply not born of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. President, I said I was not going to advance my own 
theories. I am not, and I am not going to bring a number of 
cases here that will sustain Gibbons v. Ogden. I 
assume that that was the law and that it has been adhered to 
by the Supreme Court ever since. What I find there I assume 
to be the law of this land and controlling Congress and the 
Executive and the judiciary as well, because they are bound 


am going to 


| by the Constitution as much as any other branch of the Goy- 


ernment. 

Mr. President, it may be a little tedious to read the opinion 
of Judge Marshall in Gibbons v. Ogden. Yesterday, as I said, 
we had a controversy in the Senate, and the controversy seems 
to have grown out of the question how far the provision which 
gave Congress control over the commerce of the country extends, 
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and whether there is a distinct difference between foreign com- 
wercee and State commerce, There were several views expressed 
here yesterday. 
in the conclusion to understand; but I propose to read from this 
authority, which settles that question beyond a doubt. I will 
venture to say as to the authority laid dewn by Marshall that, 
much as he has been criticised, much as has been said about 
his being an expansionist and wanting to extend the Constitu- 
tion, and being a liberal constructionist and all that, neverthe- 
less as he laid down the law, so has it been laid down by the 
Supreme Court whenever they have come to determine the 
identical questions that he determined there. 

I have not a 
that I want to call attention to. Let me repeat, although it 
may be repeated ad nauseam, and I fear it is sometimes, that 
this is Government of delegated, limited, and enumerated 
powers, with all that that means. Delegated by whom, Mr. 
President, and from whom? From the States? No, Mr. Presi- 
dent; delegated by the people of the United States through their 
State agencies in part; but it is a delegation from the people, 
the source of all power under our form of Government. 
so declared in the Constitution, and so it has been declared a 
hundred times by the courts. So it has been declared by every 
political party that ever lived in this country. 
been a political party which denied that power to the people. 
Yhat power is provided for in the Constitution. 
that whenever they are displeased with it they have two dif- 
ferent methods of amending the Constitution whenever they see 
fit. And until they do amend it, it is the supreme law of the 
land, anything in States or communities or anywhere else to 
the contrary. 

Mr. President, it may be a little bit burdensome to the Sen- 
ate for me to read it, as I am not a first-class reader, yet I 
prefer to read it myself rather than to let the clerks read it, 
who usually feel that they are performing a perfunctory serv- 
ice and do not enter into the spirit of it very much. I suppose 
everybody knows what this case was. The State of New York 
granted certain privileges to certain shipowners to run their 
ships exclusively on the Hudson River through the New York 
waters. That was sustained so far as it could be sustained by 
the legislature of New York, by the governor, and by the 
courts. So when this controversy came up it had back of it 
the State of New York, the biggest State in the Union, with the 
greatest men in it. ‘The case came to the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the year 1824, and it was natural that Judge 
Marshall should take it up and examine it carefully and de- 
cide it as he had examined it. If anyone will take the case 
and examine it and see who were the attorneys who appeared 
before the eourt, he will realize that the brains and intellectual 
strength of the bar and of the country were at that trial. I 
have not time to go over the names, and it is not worth while. 
Most of them to us now are unknown, and yet the records of 
the State of New York and its courts will show that they were 
the prominent and influential jawyers of the age. The court 
took up the case. * Let me read this part of Judge Marshall’s 
opinion : 

The State of New York maintains the constitutionality of these laws; 
and their legislature, their council of revision, and their judges, have 
repeatedly concurred in this opinion. 
by names which have all the titles te consideration that virtue, intel- 
ligence, and office can bestow. No tribunal can. approach the decision 


of this question without fecling a just and real respect for that opinion | 


whieh is sustained by such authority; but it is the province of this 
court, while it respects, not 
must exereise, in the examination of the sub 
which Providence has bestowed upon them, 


the Government. 


world. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. What is the name of the case? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Gibbons v. Ogden. 

Mr. TELLER. Gibbons v. Ogden. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. To be found where? 

Mr. TELLER. To be found in 9 Wheaton. 
published alone, it is in the first volume; and in Peters’s Con- 
densed Reports, which I happen to have here, it is published in 
volume 5: 


As preliminary to the very able discussions of the Constitution 


which we have heard from the bar, and as having some influence on its | 


construction, reference has been made to the political situation of these 
States anterior to its formation. It has been said that they were 
sovereign, were completely independent, and were connected with each 
other enly by a league. This is true. But when these allied sovereigns 
converted their league into a government, when they converted their 
congress of ambassadors, deputed to deliberate on their common con- 
cerns and to recommend measures of general utility, into a legislature, 


empowered to enact laws on the most interesting subjects, the whole ! 
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Exactly what they were it was a little difficult | 


written speech, but I have some memoranda | 


There has never | 


It is provided | the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


to bow to it implicitly; and the judges | 

fect, that understanding | 
with that independence | 
which the people of the United States expect from this department of | 


That is a prelude to the decision, and there is much in it to | 2@Vigation. 


commend itself to the people of the United States and to the | 





In Wheaton, as | 





May 


99 
“v, 


character in which the States appear underwent a change, t} stent 
of which must be determined by a fair consideration of the in : 
by which that change was effected. 
This instrument contains an enumeration of powers expressly ; 
by the people to their Government. It has been said that thes 
ought to be construed strictly. But why ought they to be so « 
Is there one sentence in the Constitution which gives count: 
this rule? In the last of the enumerated powers, that which 
expressly, the means for carrying all others into execution, « 
is authorized “to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
for the purpose. 


Mr. President, if I may be allowed to say a word personally. 
I was brought up under the theory of a strict construction of 
the Constitution. I still believe that the Constitution onzht to 
be construed not strictly, but honestly. There should be yo 
attempt to stretch it either one way or the other, either to cur. 
tail the power granted or to increase it. In my judgment, it is 
as offensive to good government to attempt to extend the power 
of the Constitution beyond its exact meaning as it is to do the 
other thing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 


It is | which will be stated by the Secretary. 


The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask for a yote on the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is before 
The Senator from 
New Jersey asks that a vote be taken upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. I hardly think that ought to be done now. 

Mr. KEAN. Then let it be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. 

Mr. KEAN. I should be very glad to have a vote on it, how- 
ever, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinishe 
business will be temporarily laid aside. The Senator from 
Colorado will proceed. 


Mr. TELLER. I will continue reading this opinion of Judge 
Marshall : 


But this limitation on the means which may be used is not extended 
to the powers which are conferred; nor is there one sentence in the 
Constitution, which has been pointed out by the gentlemen of the bar, 
or which we have been able to discern, that prescribes this rule. We 
do not, therefore, think ourselves justified in adopting it. 


Mr. President, considerable can be said on this question, but 
I think I have said enough on that point. Before I get through 
reading from the opinion it will be seen what Chief Justice 
Marshall’s idea was: 


If, from the imperfection of human language, there should be serious 
doubts respecting the extent of any given power, it is a well-settled 
rule that the objects for which it was given, especially when those 
objects are expressed in the instrument itself, should have great 
influence in the construction. We know of no reason for excluding 
this rule from the present case. The grant does not conve ower 
which might be beneficial to the grantor, if retained by himself, or 
which can inure solely to the benefit of the grantee, but is an inves 
ment of power for the general advantage im the hands of agents se- 
lected for that purpose, which power can never be exercised by the 
people themselves, but must be placed im the hands of agents or lie 
dormant. We know of no rule for construing the extent of suci 
powers other than is given by the language of the instrument 

confers them, taken in connection with the purposes for whi 


It is supported by great names— | were conferred. 


The words are, “Congress shall have 
with foreign nations and among the several States and with t! 
tribes.”” The subject to be regulated is commerce, and our Co 
being, as was aptly said at the bar, one of enumeration an 
definition, to ascertain the extent of the power, it becomes ! 
to settle the meaning of the word. The counsel for the appe 
limit it to traffic, to buying and selling, or the interchange 
modities, and do not admit that it comprehends navigation. 

Then he goes on at some length to show that it di 
I have skipped some of the opinion. | 
if on some stated day we would do as we do with Ws 
address, and read this opinion to the Senate and have «' 
paid to it, it might be useful to the Senate and quite as 
as the reading of the address of the Father of the Cou! 

It is a rule of construction acknowledged by all that the 
from a power mark its extent, for it would be absurd, as w 
less, to except from a granted power that which was not 
that which the words of the grant could not comprehend. 
there are in the Constitution plain exceptions from the p: 
navigation, plain inhibitions to the exercise of that power in 
lar way, it is a proof that those who made these exception 


scribed these inhibitions understood the power to which thé 
as being granted. 


Then he goes on and argues it to some extent. I \ 
one clause here: 

The ninth section of the last article declares that “No | 
shall be given, by any regulation of commerce or revenue, to 
of one State over those of another.” This clause can not be 


as applicable to those laws only which are passed for the ) 
revenue, because it is expressly applied to commercial regula‘ 
* ~ = > * 


ower to regulate commerce 











‘ius and character of the whole Government seemed to be 
tion is to be applied to all the external concerns of the 
i to those internal concerns which affect the States gen- 
t not to those which are completely within a particular State, 
not affect other States, and with which it is not necessary 
. for the purpose of executing some of the general powers 
vernment. The completely internal commerce of a State, 
shor be considered as reserved for the State itself. 
” B regulating commerce with foreign nations the power of Con- 
not stop at the jurisdictional lines of the several States. 
be a very useless power if it could not pass those lines. 
erce of the United States with foreign nations is that of 
United States; every district has a right to participate in 
deep streams which penetrate our country in rere direction 
ss t ich the interior of almost every State in the Union and 
nich the means of exercising this right. If Congress has the 
rer regulate it, that power must be exercised whenever the sub- 
t ex If it exists within the States, if a foreign voyage may 
' or terminate at a port within a State, then the power of 
ner 1ay be exercised within a State. 
rt ciple is, if possible, still more clear when applied to com- 
me : iong the several States.”” They either “~ each other, in 
they are separated by a mathematical line, or they are 
m each other, in which case other States lie between them. 
commeree “among” them, and how is it to be conducted? 
ding expedition between two adjoining States commence and 
outside of each? And if the trading intercourse be between 
two States remote from each other, must it not commence in one, ter- 
minate in the other, and probably pass through a third? 
~ Commerce among the States must of necessity be commerce with the 
5 In the regulation of trade with the Indian tribes, the action 
w. especially when the Constitution was made, was chiefly within 
' . The power of Congress, then, whatever it — be, must be 
exercised Within the territorial jurisdiction of the several States. The 
! of the nation on this subject is unequivocally manifested by 
visions made in the laws for transporting goods by land 
n Baltimore and Providence, between New York and Philadel- 
hia, and between Philadelphia and Baltimore. 
are now arrived at the inquiry, What is this power? It is the 
nower to regulate—that is, to prescribe the rule by which commerce 
is to be governed. This power, like all others vested in Congress, is 
mplete in itself, may be exercised to its utmost extent, and acknowl- 
es no limitations other than are prescribed in the Constitution. 
» are expressed in plain terms, and do not affect the 
ch arise in this case or which have been discussed at the bar. If, 
ays been understood, the sovereignty of Congress, though 
mited to specified objects, is plenary as to those objects, the power 
ver commerce with foreign nations and among the several States is 
ted in Congress as absolutely as it would be in a single government, 
» in its constitution the same restrictions on the exercise of 
the power as are found in the Constitution of the United States. The 
wisdom and the discretion of Congress, their identity with the people, 
and the influence which their constituents possess at elections are in 
this, as in many other instances, as that, for example, of declaring 
war. the sole restraints on which they have relied to secure them 
‘rom its abuse. They are the restraints on which the people must often 
rely solely in all representative governments. 


Mr. President, this is a more interesting case than almost any 
case you can get, and while I believe I have read it a hundred 
times, I have never read it without new interest. I do not be- 
lieve any lawyer can read it repeatedly without reading it with 
new interest and appreciating the wisdom in it, and the extent 
to which Marshall went and settled once and for all this ques- 
tion, which had been up to that time, 1824, disturbing all sec- 
tions of the country. 

Then he takes up the taxing power, and he then takes up the 
inspection laws. I want to read this particularly: 


That inspection laws may have a remote and considerable influence 
on commerce will not be denied, but that a power to regulate commerce 
is the source from which the right to pass them is derived can not 
e admitted. The object of inspection laws is to improve the quality 
{ articles produced by the labor of a country, to fit them for ex- 
portation, or, it may be, for domestic use. They act upon the subject 
it becomes an article of foreign commerce or of commerce among 
s and prepare it for that purpose. They form a portion of that 
nse mass of legislation which embraces everything within the 
‘y of a State not surrendered to the General Government, all 
which can be most advantageously exercised by the States themselves. 
‘nspection laws, quarantine laws, health laws of every description, as 
well as laws for regulating the internal commerce of a State, and those 
be respect turnpike roads, ferries, etc., are competent parts of this 
UMASS 

No direct general power over these objcts is granted to Congress, and 
consequently they remain subject to State legislation. If the legislative 
power of the Union can reach them, it must be for national purposes ; 
it must be where the power is expressly given for a special purpose or 
's clearly incidental to some power which is expressly given. It is 
“vious that the Government of the Union, in the exercise of its ex- 
press powers—that, for example, of regulating commerce with foreign 
vAtlons and among the States—may use means that may also be em- 
ployed by a State in the exercise of its acknowledged powers; that, 
,/r example, of regulating commerce within the State. If Congress 
cense vessels to sail from one port to another in the same State, the 
ps 18 supposed to be, necessarily, incidental to the power expressly 
sranted to Congress, and implies no claim of a direct power to regu- 
“Ate the purely internal commerce of a State or to act directly on its 
“ystem of police. So if a State in passing laws on subjects acknowl- 
edged to be within its control, and with a view to those subjects shall 
“S/Pt & measure of the same character with one which Congress — 
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opt, z does not derive its authority from the particular power whic 
udads yer 1 
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ranted, but from some other which remains with the State, 


‘nd may be executed by the same means. 

~ a . * * * * 
ont out mplex system, presenting the rare and difficult scheme of 
which Government, whose action extends over the whole, but 
State oo Sesses_ only certain enumerated powers; and of numerous 
to the vernments, which retain and exercise all powers not delegated 
when the contest respecting power must arise. Were it even other- 


measures taken by the respective governments to execute 
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their acknowledged powers would often be of the same description, 
and might, sometimes, interefere. This, however, does not prove that 
the one is exercising or has a right to exercise the powers of the other. 

Mr. President, that is all that I intend to read at this time. 
I believe that case, if rightly understood, settled very largely 
the controversy which existed here yesterday, and I understand 
it was quoted by those holding one opinion as well as by those 
holding a different opinion. 

But, Mr. President, it is not fair to take a passage here and 
a passage there out of an opinion of the Supreme Court of the 
United States or any other court. You must take the whole 
case together. One part may explain what otherwise might 
be apparently inconsistent. The whole case, I think, settles 
clearly that there is an absolute distinction between the power 
of the States and the power of the General Government, and 
it is not left in a smoky condition. It is not left in doubt by 
this Constitution of ours, and certainly it is not left in doubt by 
this decision of the Supreme Court. 

I heard something yesterday about some powers that Con- 
gress could exercise that are not included in the Constitution. 
Mr. President, I deny that for myself, and I deny it because 
the courts have declared that there is no such thing as in- 
herent power in the Government of the United States. It is 
a government of delegated, limited, and enumerated powers, 
and it can not be spread out; there can be no construction given 
to it that is not consistent with the words of it and with the 
intent as gathered from its proper words. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
if it can be shown and concluded that the United States has 
one inherent power, can it not be equally ‘said that it has all 
inherent powers that belong to any sovereignty ? 

Mr. CLAPP. We can not hear the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. My question was this: If it is concluded any- 
where that the United States Government has any inherent 
power of any sort over any subject, has it not all inherent 
power over all subjects which belong to all sovereign states: 
a that is true, what is the use of having a Constitution 
at all? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Supreme Court has stated 
over and over again that there was no inherent power in this 
Government. This being a Government of delegated and enu- 
merated powers, how could it have any power that was not 
enumerated? How can it have any powers that are not dele- 
gated? It is a Government of that kind and it derives its 
powers from delegation by the people, and the enumeration and 
limitation of those powers are found in the Constitution. 

I will call attention to a recent case, the case of Kansas »v. 
Colorado, where the Government went into court upon the 
theory of the Attorney-General or his representative that there 
were some inherent powers of the Government that had not 
been expressed. The court disposed of that summarily, every 
member of the court agreeing in the decision, and held that 
there were no inherent powers in the Government of the United 
States. I am almost ashamed, Mr. President, to discuss that 
question, it is so plain and so simple. How could there be any 
inherent powers not enumerated and delegated? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brices in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from 
Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. fF do. 


Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him, I will state that another proposition of the Government 
counsel was that the General Government must have certain 
powers because they had not been reserved to the States 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. And did not belong to the States, ignoring 
the fact that the powers not delegated were reserved to the 
States or reserved to the people. 

Mr. TELLER. In that case the Attorney-General, or who- 
ever represented the Government—I think it was not the At- 
torney-General himself, but some subordinate—made the propo- 
sition to the court that there were certain powers that ought 
to exist and that did exist, which most nations recognize as ex- 
isting in them, and that those powers ought to exist in the 
United States, and if they were not expressed in the Constitu- 
tion they must be found in the inherent powers of the Govern- 
ment. The court said in so many words, there is no such thing 
as inherent power. How could there be inherent power in a 
Government where all power was delegated? Where can you 
get inherent power that is not delegated? From whom would 
it come? 
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In the case of Kansas v, Colorado, to which I have referred, 
the court said: 


We must look beyond section 8 for Congressional authority over 
arid lands, and it is said to be found in the second paragraph of sec- 
tion 3 of Article IV, reading: “The Congress shall have power to dis- 
pose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the ter- 
ritory or other property belonging to the United States; and nothing 
in this Constitution shall be so construed as to prejudice any claims 
of the United States, or of any particular State.” 

The full scope of this. paragraph has never been definitely settled. 
Primarily, at least, it is a grant of power to the United States of con- 
trol over its property. That is implied by the words “territory or 
other pronerty. [It is true it has been referred to in some decisions as 
ionting political and legislative control over the Territories as dis- 
tinguished the States of the Union. It is ummecessary in the 
present case to consider whether the language justifies this construc- 
tion. Certainly we have no disposition to limit or qualify the expres- 

heretofore fallen from this court in respect thereto. 


from 


sions which have 
But clearly it does not grant to Congress any legislative control over 
the States, and must, so far as they are concerned, be limited to au- 
thority over the property belonging to the United States within their 
limits. Appreciating the force of this, counsel for the Government 
relies upon “ the doctrine of sovereign and inherent power,” adding, “ I 
am aware that in advancing this doctrine I seem to challenge great 
decisions of the court, and I speak with deference.” His argument 
runs substantially along this line: All legislative power must be vested 
in either the State or the National Government; no legislative powers 
belong to a State government other than those which affect solely the 
internal affairs of that State; Se all powers which are na- 
tional in their scope must be found vested in the Congress of the 
United States. But the proposition that there are legislative powers 
affecting the nation as a whole, which belong to, although not ex- 
pressed in, the grant of powers is in direct conflict with the doctrine 
that this is a Government of enumerated powers. That this is such 
a Government clearly appears from the Constitution, independently of 
the amendments, for otherwise there would be an instrument granting 
certain specified things made operative to grant other and distinct 
things. This natural construction of the original body of the Con- 
stitution is made absolutely certain by the tenth amendment. This 
amendment, which was seemingly adopted with prescience of just such 
contention as the present, disclosed the widespread fear that the Na- 
tional Government might, under the 
fare, attempt to exercise powers which had not been granted. With 
equal determination the framers intended that no such assumption 
should ever find justification in the organic act, and that if in the 
future further powers seemed necessary they should be granted by the 
people in the manner they had provided for amending that act. It 
reads: “The powers not delegated to the United States by the Con- 
stitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, 
respectively, or to the people.” 

Mr. President, this Government did not spring up full armed, 
as Minerva is said to have sprung, from the brain of Jove. It 
came from the people of the several States, who passed upon 
this Constitution after it was framed; but nobody in that Con- 
stitutional Convention ever dreamt, Mr. President, that there 
would be any power exercised by either the legislative, judicial, 
or executive branch of the Government that was not defined 
and declared in that Constitution. Such power does not exist; 
and it is absolutely illogical and absurd to say that it does exist, 
unless you deny that this is a Government of delegated, limited, 
and enumerated powers. 

Mr. President, I have said once or twice here some things 
about the Constitution and the necessity of adhering to it and 
some things about the relation of the States. I have read my 
resolution here, and that resolution, which I now hold in my 
hand, has been repeated over and over again by every political 
party that ever existed in this country. 

The party that dominates this Senate to-day, Mr. President, 
commenced its life with the declaration contained in that first 
paragraph. In 1856, when the Republican party was organized 
in the State of New York, which finally became a national party, 
that first provision was in its platform. The first political 
speech I ever made I made upon that platform, and the second 
paragraph was enunciated from the platform at Chicago when 
Mr. Lincoln was nominated for President. I heard it pro- 
claimed. It was the doctrine, not simply of the new party, but 
of all the parties that ever lived up to that time; and it has 
been practically, I believe, the doctrine of every party that has 
ever acquired any respectability in the country since then. 

Mr. President, it is not a meaningless declaration. Think of 

this first provision! This was in 1856; and no man who does 
not remember what was the condition in 1856 can fully appre- 
ciate the importance of that declaration by that new party—a 
party made up of all other political organizations that had ex- 
isted in this country, a party that was largely controlled by 
the men who had been in command of politics in this country 
for many years.. The leading men there, Mr. President, had 
been men highly honored in the Democratic party and in the 
Whig party of those days. That provision reads: 
' Resolved, That the maintenance of the principles promulgated in the 
Declaration of Independence and embodied in the Federal Constitution 
are essential to the preservation of our republican institutions, and 
that the Federal Constitution, the rights of the States, and the Union 
of the States must be preserved. 

Mr. President, -we do not need now to express it with the 
same emphasis they did in 1856. There is no political organiza- 

tion anywhere in this country that is not absolutely loyal to 


yressure of a supposed general wel- 
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this Government of ours. There was at that time, in some 
tions of the country at least, a feeling that they were being jp. 
properly and unfairly treated, and that this enunciation won), 
be of value. It was not needed in New York; it was not needeq 
over the greater part of this country any more than, or 
much as, it is needed to-day. 

Mr. President, there never has been a stronger declaration of 
States rights made in this country than that contained in this 
last paragraph, and there could not be. The language used js 
explicit and positive. 

That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the States, and os. 
— the right of each State to order and control its own domestic 
nstitutions according to its own judgment exclusively, is essentia) to 
that balance of power on which the perfection and endurance of our 
political fabric depends. 

There are two members of this body who were members of 
that convention in 1856. I was not a member of it, but | 
heard the platform read. That is the platform upon which that 
party acquired power in this country. That met the approva) 
of the people of the United States, and it met their approval! be. 
cause it had been the doctrine theretofore. 

There was a party at that time that was complaining and 
threatening that they would withdraw from the Union. This 
declaration was equivalent to saying to those people, “ Much as 
we may dislike your domestic affairs, we do not intend to inter- 
fere with them, because we have no right to interfere.” Mr. 
President, some people who helped create that party know very 
well what it cost to say again and again to the public, “ We do 
not believe in interfering with the domestic affairs of any 
State; if the State desires to have slavery, let it have it: we 
have not the constitutional power to prevent it, and therefore 
we will not act, because we have not the legal authority to act, 
much as it may offend our ideas of morals, of propriety, or of 
economics.” 

Mr. President, is there any danger now threatening this 
country? There is not any party in this country that will 
openly deny the truth of the statement contained in that pro- 
vision of the resolution. There is not a man here of any politi- 
cal party who would dare vote against it. Nobody wil! decry 
it, I do not care on which side of the Chamber he sits, nor do I 
care what his political faith may be. 

I think I can turn in a moment to a sentiment uttered by 
Marshall. Marshall has been considered an extremist in the 
way of Federal power and in favor of a National Government. 
This is what he said in the very opinion I have been reading: 

No political dreamer would ever be wild e h to think of breaking 
down the lines which separate the States and of compounding the 
American people into one common mass. 

That was the language used in the case of McCulloch ». 
Maryland. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. CLAPP. While most Senators are familiar with these 
cases and know where they are found, yet I take the liberty of 
suggesting to the Senator from Colorado that, as he proceeds 
with his speech, he give the citations, so that they wil! appear 
in his speech in the Recorp. ; 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. This quotation from Marsiiall is 
in McCulloch v. Maryland, in 4 Wheaton, and in Gibbons v. Us 
den, in 9 Wheaton. 

Is there anybody in this country now who proposes to change 
the Constitution of the United States, except in some immaterial 
matter? I believe the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen! hits 
a proposition to elect Senators by the people. I think | am no 
mistaken when I say that a majority of the States of the (nio0 
have declared in favor of that doctrine. That is a prop ses 
that, instead of electing Senators by the legislatures 0! me 
States, they should be elected by popular vote. I am wits 
subscribe to that. That does not in the slightest degree ' ange 
the form of government. We should have the same Senate \)@' 
we would have if Senators were elected by the legis'’ture 
Possibly Senators might get a little nearer than they now “re © 
the people if they were elected by them, but I have sou —_ 
about that. I believe, however, there would be less dancer ° 
getting men into this body who ought not to come here. 

But there are those who think we have not power eno! 
that we should have more power. I have not heard 
demanding more power here in this body. I recollect 
sion when there has been an attempt to amend the Co! 
of the United States to give more power to the legis!" 
partment. I understand the executive department w® 
power. I understand the executive department has ‘0 
said that Congress ought to have more power. 


See. 
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President of the United States made a speech at Harris- 
burg on October 4, 1906, in which he said: 

1 e cases the governmental action must be exercised by the sev- 
.s individually. In yet others it has become increasingly evi- 
aent that no efficient State action is possible, and that we need, through 
Ere é cotton, through legislation, and through judicial interpreta- 
- construction of law, to increase the power of the Federal Gov- 
if we fail thus to increase it, we show our impotence. 

That is the most remarkable declaration that ever came from 
a President of the United States. I wish and intend to treat 
proper courtesy the President of the United States, and I 


Will 

th k Senators will all bear me witness that I have never as- 
sailed him. I have been careful, because I have kept in mind 
the scriptural injunction, “ Speak not evil of your rulers.” But 
wheu the President of the United States asks that by executive, 
legislative, and judicial construction there shall be a change 
in the Constitution of the United States, itis not heresy to con- 
demn that as a declaration that ought not to be made. If the 


people of the United States want to change their Constitution, 
they must take the steps provided in the Constitution to make 
such a Change; and until they do that, the Executive of the 
Un na a ought to assume that at least it is satisfactory to 
them, whether it is satisfactory to him or not. 

On the e same occasion the President said: 


I can not do better than base my theory of governmental! action 
upon the words and deeds of one of Pennsylvania’s greatest sons, Jus- 
e James Wilson. He developed, even before Marshall, the doctrine— 


absolutely essential not merely to the efficiency, but to the existence 
ation—that an inherent power rested in the nation outside of 
jumerated powers conferred upon it by the Constitution, in all 
es where the object involved was beyond the power of the several 
States and was a power ordinarily exercised by sovereign nations. 

Mr. President, neither Marshall nor Wilson ever enunciated 
that doctrine anywhere. I have taken the pains to examine the 
matter and done everything I could to find whether Wilson ever 
made such a declaration, and I aver here that he never did. I 
know the doctrine of inherent power is an old doctrine. It was 
pretty rife until Marshall decided the case of McCulloch v., 
Maryland, and also the case from which I have been reading; 
and yet, from what the President said, one would suppose that 

farshall had declared in favor of the doctrine of inherent 
power. I do not believe the President intended to say that, but 
ertainly, if he did say it, he made a mistake. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me for just one 
moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I suppose the Senator recognizes and intends 
to draw the distinction between implied power and inherent 
power. 

Mr. TELLER. I should think that it was rather a waste of 
time, in a Senate composed practically of lawyers, to attempt 
to go into an argument to show there was a distinction between 
implied and inherent powers. Implied powers, of course, come 
from something asserted. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator, I am afraid, misunderstands me. 
I simply desired to emphasize what I understood the Senator 
to be saying and to call attention to the fact that possibly what 





Does the Senator from Colorado 


was intended by many as a recognition of inherent power was 
but the recognition of implied power. 
Mr. TELLER. An implied power can only be implied from 


something necessarily declared. 
Mr. BACON. That is right. 


Mr. TELLER. And I am dealing not with implied power, for 


which people contend, which is a different thing, but with the | 


quest of inherent power. 

I want to quote from the Secretary of State. 
anybody who does not recognize in the Secretary of State, Mr. 
Root, a man of great reputation as a lawyer. He has been at 


the head of the War Department and is now at the head of the | 


Department of State. 


be 


He said: 
It may that such control— 

I only quote his conclusions— 
It may he 


+) 


i¢ Government of the States, but the people will have 


they need, either from the States or from the National 

and if the State fail to furnish it in due measure 
> any ‘cy constructions of the Constitution will be found to vest | 
e pore cre it will be exercised—in the National Government. 
_Alr. President, had he stated that the people would find a 
Way of changing their Constitution to meet their wishes, he 
Would have stated the fact, but I do not believe the time will 
— ‘when the people will submit to a construction of the 

ai . 


utution that is not plainly warranted by the letter 


. and 
pirit of that instrument. 


Pasa power is wanted by the executive department of the | 
= ‘riment in other respects. The President has asked at dif- 


it times in his messages 





There is not | 


that such control would better be exercised in particular 


for an increase of power in one | 


way or another—usually indirectly. 
sage in December, 1906, referring to the practice of the courts 
in certain cases, said: 


The President, in his mes- 


m. would be well to enact a law providing something to the effect 
that : 

“No judgment shall be set aside or new trial granted in any cause, 
civil or criminal, on the ground of misdirection of the jury or the im- 


proper admission or rejection of evidence, « 


for error as to any matter 
of pleading or procedure, unless, in the 


‘opinion of the court to which 
the application is made, after an examination of the entire cause 


it 

shall affirmatively appear that the error complained of has resulted 
in a miscarriage of justice.” (Vol. 41, pt. 1, CONGRESSIONAL RecorRD, 
59th Cong., 2d sess., p. 23.) 

Again, on page 29 (same RecorpD), under the heading of 
“ Marriage and divorce,” he said: 

Nevertheless in my judgment the whole question of marriace and 
divorcee should be rel ted to the authority of the 'N: itional Congress. 
At present the wide differences in the laws of the different States on 
this subject result in scandals and abuses, and surely there is nothing 
so vitally essential to the welfare of the nation, nothing around whic! 
the nation should so bend itself to throw every safeguard, as the home 
life of the average citizen. The change would be good because it wonld 
confer on the Congress the power at once to deal radically and efficiently 
with polygamy, and this should be done whether or not marriage and 
divorce are dealt with. It is neither safe nor proper to leave ¢ 
question of polygamy to be dealt with by the several States. Dower to 
deal with it should be conferred on the National Government (p. 29 

If there is any one thing that the State is capable of doing 
it is to manage and control the relation which we call the 
“ marriage relation.” They control the laws of inheritance and 
descent, and they have the right to provide, what we bave not 
the right without a constitutional amendment to provide, as 
the President admits, who shall get married, how they shall get 
married, and so forth. This is one of the instances where some 
body is reaching out for more power for the General Govern- 
ment, but it is not the only instance; there are dczens of them. 

I do not believe the courts of the United States are above 
criticism. I have criticised them myscif. I have seen coming 
from them decisions that I do not believe were good law, but 
when the decisions become the law of the land we all must sub- 
mit to them. The President of the United States on various 
occasions has criticised the courts. I doubt whether it is a 
proper thing for one department of the Government to critic 
another department in that way, except when there is a plain 
violation of constitutional obligation; and for that reason I 
have been careful, and I might say negligent, in not making 
some complaints which, I think, might have been made and 


ought to have been made. 


Not long since a district court down in Tennessee made a 


cision which was criticised by the President of the United 
States. The President of the United States said the judge had 
rendered an opinion that ought not to have been rendered. and 
he made some suggestion of legislation on that line. I believe 


I have his very words, but I can not find th: 


“mm for the moment. 
I will say, however, that the President 


did not, I believe, Sug- 


gest the removal of the judge or anything of that kind: but he 
did say to us by a message not long ago that he thou ht he 
ought to have the power to retire a judge when he deemed it 
was proper so to do. In accordance with that suggestien, px 

| haps—I am not certain about that—a Member of the House of 
| Representatives introduced a bill providing that the President 
| of the United States might retire a judge when he saw &t. I 
| believe it never reached any stage beyond being presented, and 


‘ loci 
any lecisla- 


you can readily imagine 


it would not get very far in 
| tive body of any ability 
| 


in this country. 
I do not care about going into particulars. I only want 
say that we know it is in the air that we have got to have 
some material change in the Constitution, a change that shall 
give either to the executive or the legislative department, or 
| both, additional authority. From whom does this demand for 
power come’? Does it not come from the people, the source of all 
power? Has any convention anywhere in this country, 
| or otherwise, ever declared that there was not suflici 


to 


popular 


ent power in 
the executive or that there was not suflicient power in the legi 
| lative department? I do not know that they ever have. If 
| they have, I am certain that party has not got any representa- 
| tive on this floor. It may possibly be that some political or- 


ganization has so declared, but it never has been stron 
to send a man here, or at least it has not any here now, I am 
sure. We do not need any change in the Constitution upon 
the great fundamentals, and when we do need it the people 
will make it, and make it as the Constitution provides, and not 
ctherwise. 

| Mr. President, it is not gracious to criticise the actions of 
| either public officials or public bodies, but I think you will 
all agree with me to-day if I should make the statement that 
we have grown exceedingly careless, even in the Senate of the 
| United States, as to the character of the legislation we allow 
to go through. 


g¢ enough 
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YThe other day, when the clearest possible invasion of the 
rights of a State that could be made was before the Senate, and 
when I objected to it, not being a representative from that 
State, some of my colleagues said, ‘‘Oh, that is a local matter; 
Jet it go.” No violation of States rights can be local. Every 
violation of the rights of one State is a violation of the rights 
of all, and it is our duty here as the representatives of States 
not to minimize in any degree the National Government, but 
nut to allow any invasion by the National Government of the 
rights of the States, which is as injurious to the National Govy- 
ernment as it is to the State government. If we are to main- 
tain, as I have said before, and I want to repeat it, the condi- 
tion we are now in and this system of Government, we must 
do it by the maintenance of the States. The Supreme Court 
has declared that the Constitution of the United States was 
made not only for the National Government, but for the State 
governments and for the people alike. 

Mr. President, there is a growing disposition to regard the 
Declaration of Independence as obsolete. A friend of mine 
from New York said to me, “ You may go into good society in 
New York and quote from the Declaration of Independence, 
and they will laugh at you.” I may say that the same thing 
is true in some sections when you quote from the Constitution. 
They laugh at you. I believe the Constitution of the United 
States has made a great Government, and yet as compared 
with what it will be it is still a litthke Government, a young Gov- 
ernment. We have lived one hundred and twenty years. We 
hope to live a thousand. We hope to be an example for all the 
world. We hope to see all mankind taking advantage of our 
system of government and thus spreading abroad as far as 
possible human comfort and human liberty and human happi- 
ness. It is not a question to be turned down. As I said the 
other day, there will be no sudden departure here, no breaking 
up of this Government by any sudden act. It will come in- 
sidiously, little by little, until by and by the States will exist 
in name, but they will be of no value to maintain the General 
Government unless with it they carry the power to protect and 
take care in a proper stately manner of the people who reside 
within their borders. 

Patriotism does not exist anywhere if there is not a corre- 
sponding protection and benefit arising from the Government 
to those who pay to it devotion. You may talk about your 
flag. That flag is but a rag when it does not float over free- 
men. It is but a rag when it does not stand for protection to 
every man in the community over which it floats. Its beauty 
does not consist in its lines nor in the color nor the shape, but 
it consists in the fact that it stands for the rights of men as 
declared by the Constitution of the United States, which is in 
accordance with divine law. 

Mr. President, the Constitution of the United States, it is 
said, is not so valuable that we can always stand by it. The 
men who made it knew that the time would come when we 
would want to amend it. The first Congress that came there- 
after made ten amendments, all in accordance with the theory 
and principle upon whieh the Constitution had been adopted, to 
carry out the very purposes and principles that had been pro- 
claimed in it. They knew that sometime there would come a 
condition when it would need a change, and they provided 
how it could be changed, and they put no heavy burden upon 
us in that particular. 


At the expense of keeping the Senate longer than I ought, 
I want to call attention to the Constitution and the way it was 
created. I do so because I find a growing disposition to under- 
rate it. Every little while some man says: “Oh, the great 
Father of our Country was nothing but a common man.” I 
heard such a statement made only a few days ago. I heard 
a Senator here say one day: “I do not believe all the wisdom 
of the world was included in the Constitutional Convention.” 
Nobody asserts it. But in the history of mankind there never 
has been a constitution like unto that. There never has been 
a constitution, in my judgment, that was so wisely and care- 
fully made. You want to stop and consider what the condition 
was when it was made. There were thirteen colonies, some 
big and some little; some with large territory, empires in ex- 
tent, and others with practically nothing; Delaware no bigger 
than a county in Virginia; Virginia extending clear up as far 
as our Government extended, containing an area that has since 
been made into five great States. Delaware was necessary to 
the Union. Then there was Rhode Island, smailer still than 
Delaware, if anything, and with a very small population; New 
York with a great population; Massachusetts with a fair popu- 
lation; all these States having different interests and different 
ambitions. All of them had to be brought under one control, 
and how could it be done in such a way that they would all 
unite? 
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They devised the Senate. This was the crucial point. How 
could the little States have their voice in this Government of 
ours? Who devised it I do not know. Many men have had the 
honor claimed for them, but whoever did it did the wisest thing 
that ever was done. The Senate, representing the sovereignty 
of the States, representing in some degree also as it must the 
wishes of the people back of the State, is the only body of the 
kind that ever existed in the world. The Senate of Rome ang 
of other countries that have had senates was entirely different 
from ours—different in the character of the elections, different 
in the character of the service, different in the character of jts 
power. Will any man to-day say that he can create a better 
system? He would be exceedingly brave who would set out to 
do it. Even now, with the ambition of States for extra power, 
how long would a conference last between New York, Delaware, 
and Rhode Island, or even, perhaps, Colorado? But to-day 
the smallest State here has the same power as the largest, and 
sometimes even more power, but it is rightfully exercised, not 
because the Constitution gives it more power, but because its 
representatives perhaps are entitled to more consideration than 
the representatives of some of the larger States. 

The President of the United States has a right to veto any 
bill that we may pass. The other day a member of this body 
received a letter from the President of the United States, 
saying that under certain conditions he would veto a bill, and 
laying down what he claimed to be the theory upon which we 
should legislate in that respect. It did not seem to make much 
impression in this body. 

The King of England would not have dared, and at no time 
for two hundred years would he have dared, to send that kind 
of a letter to a member of Parliament. What would have been 
the result if he had? I can tell you what did happen when 
King George III, through one of his ministers, said to a member 
of Parliament, “if you vote for a certain bill introduced into 
the Parliament the King will consider it an offense against him 
and an unfriendly act.” Within four days afterwards Parlia- 
ment, by a vote of 153 to 80, declared it was a crime and a 
misdemeanor on the part of the King; and since that time no 
king has ever dared to do it; and he was the most popular 
King that England had had for two hundred years. The Parli- 
ment asserted their rights as the law-giving power to be free 
from dictation and from the King himself, popular as he was. 
To give the details, in 1783, Fox brought in his famous bill 
for the organization of the government of India. The King, 
George III, requested Lord Temple to let the members of the 
House of Lords know that any peer who should vote in favor 
of the bill would be regarded as an enemy of the King. Four 
days later the House of Commons, by a vote of 153 to Sv, re- 
solved that: “To report any opinion, or pretended opinion, of 
his Majesty upon any bill or other proceeding pending in either 
House of Parliament, with a view to influencing the votes of 
the members, is a high crime and misdemeanor, derogatory to 
the honor of the Crown, a breach of the fundamental principles 
of Parliament, and subversive to the Constitution of this 
country.” 

If that was the rule in Great Britain, it is equally the rule 
here to-day, or, at least, it ought to be, and heretofore | be- 
lieve it has practically been the rule that the Executive shal! 
not interfere, except as the Constitution provides he wmiay, by 
advice to us in proper form. 

I omitted to say some things I wanted to say about the 
President asking for power to dismiss an officer, and | wil! 
simply call attention to the President’s message of December 9, 
in which he says: 

I am convinced that the President should have the authority, upon 
his own initiative and responsibility, to dismiss any officer whom he 
thinks unworthy to remain in the service. I think there ‘sno 
danger that this power would be abused, and, if such danger ex'isis 
at all, it is so slight as to be altogether outweighed by the considers 
tions of public policy which require this authority to be vested in 
the constitutional Commander in Chief of the Navy. I! there ‘ed 
strongly recommend that article 36, as hereinbefore given, be © re 
by omitting all of it after the words “ general court-martial where 
these words first occur therein, and that article 37 be repealed 


THEODORE Roosey®t! 
Tue WHITE Hovse, December 5, 1906. 


I want to say a few words about the convention of 17>'. I 
do not know that it will enlighten anybody, but I have beet 
somewhat annoyed by and somewhat restive under the om! 
cisms that I hear in present days about George Wastin<(0"- 
A friend of mine said to me a few days ago that he was (s'"> 
to a lady of culture and education, and she said to hin Lo 
you not think George Washington was greatly overrated He 
said, “I do not know. Have you taken any pains to loo’ '''° 
his character or his history or the biographies of him = 
said, “I never read a word about him, but I have heard peop™ 
say that he was not so great a man as some think. Phat 
probably is quite common. 


she 









' t to call attention to who were in the convention. 
Ws n was president of the convention. He had been 
+] the war. He had done for his country what no other 
. have done, in my opinion, and I want just briefly to 
7 rd on that point. 

“J in Franklin, then 81 years old, was there. He had 
world-wide reputation for himself. Nearly all those 
. en prominent in the affairs of the country between 


_ | 1787, except John Adams and Thomas Jefferson, both 
hal ead, were present. Of the fifty-five members in attend- 

had been Members of Congress; eight were signers of | 
tration of Independence; six of the Articles of Con- 


1: five were governors of their respective States and 


them became Presidents, one Vice-President (Gerry), 


tancdon bad been a Senator; Randolph, Attorney-General; Ham- 
first Secretary of the Treasury; Dayton was in 
Congress eight years and was Speaker of the House and after- 
wards Senator; Ellsworth and Johnson, of Connecticut, were 
the first Senators from that State, and Ellsworth subsequently 
Chief Justice of the United States. I may say in passing what 


I have not added here, that he left a record scarcely exceeded 
diy and by nobody, unless it was Marshall himself. 
Johnson, to whom probably must be given the credit of having 
suggested the creation of a Senate, with the number, to be 
ected by the legislatures of the States, became president of 
College. I believe that Johnson, of Connecticut, is 
io that credit, but it is disputed, and I put it as 


Lo bvia 
entitled 
probabie. 
Rutledge became associate justice of the United States Su- 
nreme Court: Rufus King a Senator from New York and min- 
ister to England. Sherman, of Connecticut, went to the House 
of Representatives and then into the Senate. Yates was chief 
of New York. Gerry, Strong, 2aterson, Bassett, 
Davie, Martin, and Charles Pinckney all became gov- 


riyt 
Sparen, 
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good as he was great. For eight years he had been at the head 


of the Revolutionary Army. An American writer says of him: 
The most famous man alive; idolized at home, named by every 
tongue in Europe, praised by kings and great ministers, who compared 
him with Cesar, Charlemagne, and Alfred the Great—his head snow 
white, but with steadfast heart and mind he moved in the simple pur 
suit of his country’s weal. 
Lord Brougham said: 


Until time shall be ne more, will be a test of the prog 
our race has made in wisdom and virtue which will be derived 
the veneration paid to the immortal name of Washington. 

Gladstone said: 

If among all the pedestals supplied by history for public characters 
of extraordinary ability and purity, | saw one higher than all the rest, 
and if I were required at a moment's notice to name the fittest occupant 
for it, my choice would light on Washington. 

«I have said he was great—he was great as a soldier, great as 
a statesman, great in virtue, great in his love of liberty pre- 
served and supported by law. His eight years of warfare under 
the circumstances and conditions surrounding him no 
parallel in the history of the world. No military chieftain who 
preceded him or has followed has eclipsed his fame. It is as 
world-wide as it was the day he surrendered his commission to 
the people whose liberty he had won. 

That he was proficient in all things I do not claim, but he 
was so near it that he stands to-day as he did in 1783— 
most conspicuous American that ever lived. 

If we may believe there is a Providence that cares for man, we 
may well believe that a power greater than human secured his 
selection to lead our forces in that great contest; and great as 
was his service during that eventful period between 1775 and 
1783 it was none the less valuable in forming the first Consti- 
tution of the United States. By what I have said about Wash- 
ington I do not intend in any way to underestimate what others 
did in the field of strife or the not less important field of states- 
manship. A few days since I heard a gentleman state that he 


which 
from 


ress 


finds 


he 





ernors of their respective States, and some of them occupied 


that position more than once. Bassett, Dickenson, Martin, 
Blount, Butler, Few, all became Senators. Gerry, Fitzsim- 


Carroll, Spaight, and Williamson were Members of the 
House of Representatives under the Constitution. Edmund 
Randolph, delegate to the Continental Congress, who became 

wember of the Convention afterwards, served in the capacity 
of governor of Virginia, Attorney-General, and Secretary of 
State of the United States, 

It will be seen from this hasty review that this was no ordi- 
nary convention, It has never been equaled in the character 
of its membership in the world’s history. 

I claim to be something of a student of the world’s history. 
No man can put into a body of equal size an equal number of 
men of the same character and reputation. 

It had a great task to perform, namely, the establishment of 
a government of the people and a government of thirteen soy- 
ereignties, each jealous of their rights and each desiring to 

| as little as possible of their powers as States. By the 
plan proposed for the ratification of the Constitution, it must 


ns, 


yiek 


lave the support both of the people and the States alike. Was 
a greater task ever set for men than this? I think not. Un- 


Maryland, South Carolina, and New Hampshire postponed their 
ratification for some time, but all of them had acted by Janu- 


stitnti 
: ull 


m became effective according to its terms. 
New York, Virginia, North Carolina, and Rhode Island had 


. ratified. Would they do so? The result 





by i majority of only two, while Virginia gave a majority of 
ten tor the Constitution. It was not until May 29 that the 


thirteen States had ratified the Constitution. 
rhe whole number of delegates in the convention was sixty- 


fty-five was the greatest number that ever attended 
, and of the fifty-five, forty afterwards became Mem 
rs of Congress. 

Wi e States had ratified the Constitution, 
Cetermined to proceed to the organization of the new G: 


t one time 
Congress 


vern 






en I February the electors were elected, and on the 4th 
yy tren, 180, Congress met, and the present Government was 
_ ws But neither the House of Representatives nor the 
ehate had a quorum, and it was not until the 6th of April that 
* quorum of both Houses was obtained, and on Apri! 50 the 
Pr ‘ident was inaugurated. 

Who were in the convention that made the Constitution? 











der this plan the States must each call a convention of its peo- 
ple to ratify the act of the national convention. In December, | 
l7$7, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware had ratified. In 
January, 1788, Georgia and Connecticut did likewise, while 


-1, and there being a ratification by nine States, the Con- 


in New York and | 
rginia was doubtful, and when New York finally acted it was | 


Washington, the greatest man of American history and as 


| did not believe that the Convention that drafted our Constitution 


had all the wisdom of the world; but, Mr. President, that was a 
great Convention—not great in numbers, but great in wisdom. 
Who can recall another body of men with greater ability than 
the Convention which drafted our Constitution? 

We will show our appreciation of that great man who first 
gave shape to this Government in its executive branch by our 
devotion to the principles established in our Constitution, and 
we should not let anything interfere with the maintenance in 
this body of the right of any State, because upon that rests, in 
my judgment, the foundation of this Government, and it will 
be maintained just as long as you can maintain the separate 
States in their statehood, and no longer. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18347) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5, 6, 36, 43, 44, 45, 51, 52, 54, 60, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 71, 72, 


73, 74, 75, 78, 79, 81, 82, 88, 89, 92, 


2, and 93. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ments of the Senate numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18, 1% 2, 21, 2, BB, 24, DB 2, 27, 2, BD, Bl, 8, 3, 34 
39, 40, 41, 42, 47, 48, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 70, 76, 77, 
S80, S84, 86, 87, 91, 94, 95, 96, 97, and 98; and agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Page 5, line 15, strike out the words 
“And provided further” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


** Provided: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and the same with 
an amendment as follows: Page 10, line 16, strike out the words 
“and fifty-one; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 





| ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 

} amendment as follows: Page 10, lines 15 and 16, strike out the 
words “four hundred and ninety-seven” and insert in lieu 
| thereof the words “five hundred and forty-eight;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 3S, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: Page 11, lines 12 and 13, strike out the 
words “twenty-nine million” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “twenty-eight million seven hundred and twenty-six 
thousand five hundred; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Page 13, line 21, strike out the word 
‘six’? and insert in lieu thereof the word “five;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment follows: Page 14, line 13, strike out the word 
“twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ eleyen;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with 
an amendment follows: Page 14, line 19, strike out the 
words “thirty-eight thousand six hundred” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ thirty-seven thousand four hundred;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Page 18, after the word “actual,” 
insert the word ‘simultaneous; ” and the Senate agree to the 
Fame, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 20, after the word “ annum,” add 
the words ‘‘and to defray the expenses of said headquarters 
the sum of twenty thousand dollars is hereby appropriated; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 25, after the word “ national,” 
insert the words “ or State; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
ment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 25, strike out the amendment and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “‘ That section thirty-eight 
hundred and ninety-three of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto 
the following: 

“And the term ‘indecent’ within the intendment of this sec- 
tion shall include matter of a character tending to incite arson, 
murder, or assassination.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Page 27, line 1, strike out the word 
“thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

As to amendments numbered 63, 
unable to agree. 


as 


as 


76, and 77 the conferees are 


Boies PENROSE, 
J. C. Burrows, 
A. 8S. CLay, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JESSE OVERSTREET, 
J. J. GARDNER, 
JoHN A. Moon, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
4 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate further insist on its | 
amendments numbered 63, 76, and 77, and agree to the further | 
conference asked for by the House of Representatives, the 
conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the Chair. | 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed | 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. PENRosgE, MY. | 
Burrows, and Mr. Cuay, 

RIGHTS OF THE STATES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- | 
mitted by Mr. Terres relative to the rights of the States, and | 
especially the right of each State to order and control its own 
domestic institutions, ete. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I was forcibly struck with one | 
thing among many others said by the Senator from Colorado | 
[Mr. TeL_Lter], about which I wish to say a little more. The | 
Senator from Colorado alluded to the fact that a letter had been | 
written by the President of the United States, according to com- 
mon report, in which there had been a threat made by the Presi- 
dent that he woukl veto certain legislation in case that that 
legislation should be enacted by Congress, and the Senator went 
on to say that he was surprised that the making known of that | 


| 
| 
| 
} 
j 
} 
} 
| 
| 
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| well-founded report, about the correctness of which I 


| of the United States has none whatever. 


| on the subject. 


| briefly. 


| am now about to read. 


)9 
“0, 


M AY 


threat had not seemed to create much of a stir in Congress or jy 
the Senate. There was another thing which I think js g¢j)) 
more remarkable. That infermation relative to the thresteneg 
veto did not come to us officially, but was simply a matier of 
: ippose 
no one has any substantial doubt. But a more remarka}h|e 


fact 
is that the President of the United States should hay. 


COoln- 


| municated to this body, as well as to the House of Represonty. 


tives in an official message a threat of that kind, and that that 
official threat, officially communicated, has created no stir in 
Congress. On the 25th day of March of this year the Preside; 
sent a message to Congress, addressed to the Senate and Hoyse 
of Representatives, in which there occurs this language 


Numerous bills granting water-power rights on navigable 
have been introduced. None of them give the Government the 
make a reasonable charge for the valuable privileges so gra 
spite of the fact that these water-power privileges are equi 
many thousands of acres of the best coal lands for their prod: 
power. Nor is any definite time limit set, as should always be «: 
such cases. I shall be obliged hereafter, in accordance with t 
stated in a recent message, to veto any seen bill which does not 
provide for a time limit and for the right of the President or of the 
Secretary concerned to fix and collect such a charge as he may find to be 
just and reasonable in each case. 


ion 
He in 


policy 


I will not stop to discuss the question as to whether the Goy- 
ernment of the United States has any interest in the water power 


| of a navigable stream entirely within the limits of a State. | 


have no doubt in my mind as to the fact that the Government 
It has only power 
over the navigation of the stream—nothing more. But 
ceding that it has power over the water power, that is not the 
point I am after. I am speaking of the question as to whether 


con- 


| there is a breach of the privileges of the Senate in the President 


of the United States sending to us a message in advance stating 
that if certain legislation is enacted he will veto it. 

The time will not permit me to elaborate it, but I simply 
desire to say, and I am glad of the opportunity to say, that | 
consider it a most gross breach of the privileges of the Senate 


| for any such message to be sent to the Senate of the United 
| States. 
| an emphatic protest by some Senator against this invasion of 
| the prerogatives of the Senate. 


I am unwilling that this session shall close without 


If the President of the United 
States can do so in one instance, he can do so in all; and he 
can take up the Calendar of the Senate and go seriatim through 
it and practically, so far as his power will enable him to do it, 
dictate to the Senate what legislation they shall enact and what 
legislation they shall not enact, by saying, “If you pass this 
bill, I will approve it; if you pass this other bill, I wil! 
it; practically saying, “Do as I bid you.” I do not consider, 
Mr. President, that there could possibly be any grosser breach 
of the privileges of the Senate short of actual personal con- 
straint of a Senator. 

Mr. President, we are not without precedents in regard to 
this matter and not without expressions of opinion of Senators 
While the Senator from Colorado has been 
speaking, having had my attention now called to the subject 
by what he has said, I have sent and got some of the books 
which I have now before me, and from which I will read 
There was a very learned and distinguished man, wi 
sat here, I think, occupying the very chair the Senator fro! 
Ohio [Mr. ForaKer] is now temporarily occupying—Mr. [loar 
Senator from Massachusetts, who was not slow wheneve! 
was a breach of the privileges of the Senate to assert v 


veto 


vers 


| conceived to be the privileges of the Senate, and to dis| 


right of any power to encroach upen those privileges. 
lect the incident which occurred in the Senate when 
senior Senator from Massachusetts used the language \ 
It wasa matter which grew out 
bill in which the then Senator from Kansas, Mr. Burt 
interested. I do not read the entire colloquy, because 
long. This is what occurred on the 21st day of Janva! 


Mr. Burton. I am satisfied that if Senators will hear the bil! 
will be no objection to it. There were no objections to 
committee. 


Prior to that the Senator from Kansas had made a!! 
something which had been said by the President or b) 
of a Department. Mr. Hoar then said this: 


Mr. Hoar. I do not want to interfere with the Senator s 
shail not, but I should like-to be allowed to say that I do 
the practice which has grown up, and for which the 5e" 
Kansas is not in the least responsible (I dare say we 4" 
responsible), of stating what is the opinion of any head of 
ment or what is the opinion of the President of the Un! 
himself about measures pending in this or the other House 
a constitutional method by which the President conveys his : 
or disapproval of bills, and outside of that method I hold !t 
trary to the privileges of the Senate to have the opinion 0! 
dent of the United States stated in legislation. The House ‘ 
or the House of Lords always resent it, and have in histo! 
for a great many years, when that statement is made about 
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N en the President has formally communicated to us a veto 
ot under his right to communicate to us his opinion and 
iation said anything else, I do not think it is within the 
senatorial privilege to say that the head of a Department, 
y the head of a Bureau like the Land Office, thinks the 

Pre lade a mistake and after all we ought to pass the bill. 

“a care so much about that, but the great newspapers all over 

the vy are informing us that certain bills are Administration bills, 

t ertain Senators have been at the White House and have 
went with the President of the United States what the Senate 

at wut a treaty or about a trust bill, or about some other im- 

oa tter of legislation. It is nobody's business to be arranging 

eh the President of the United States what the Senate shall do. We 


are an pendent body. 

And so on. 

Mr. President, this matter has rested in my mind ever since 
the message was sent in by the President in March last. Since 
that time we have passed one of those bills without making 
the provision in regard to water power to which he alluded in 
that message, and he has vetoed it. But unfortunately the bill 


originated in the other House and the veto did not come to the 
Senate, so there has been no opportunity here for the expression 
of views upon this subject. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that I had it very gravely in 
mind whether I should introduce a resolution raising the ques- 
tion whether the threat of a veto was a breach of the privi- 
leges of the Senate, and referring to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections the question whether the particular language 
contained in the message of March 25 was not a breach of 
the privileges of the Senate. I have only been deterred from 
doing so because of the fear that if introduced by myself, be- 
longing to the opposition party, the resolution might be con- 
strued into a partisan matter, a matter which I desired should 
be considered by the Senate in a nonpartisan manner, concern- 
ing, as it does, Senators of all parties, and not be degraded 
into a partisan contest. The question is way above party con- 
siderations. It concerns the highest prerogatives of the Senate. 
Therefore I have refrained. But I have hoped that some Sen- 
ator of the dominant party would introduce that resolution. 

Mr. President, it has not always been thus. In the elder day 
the time was when the suggestion of such a breach of the priv- 
ileges of the Senate or of the House of Representatives met 
with prompt response from the members of either body con- 
cerned. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to a most 
noted instance of that. Of course we all recognize the fact that 
there was no President of the United States who, from charac- 
ter and from particular conditions of the time, was in a posi- 
tion to be treated with the utmost deference and consideration 
by Congress to such a degree as President Lincoln, and, fur- 
ther, that in time of war naturally there is, in practice, less 
stringent observance of the rules with reference to the tres- 
passing of the executive department upon the prerogatives of 
the legislative department, Nevertheless, it is a fact that 
once during the civil war, at the very height of the pride and 
prestige and power of President Lincoln, the House of Repre- 
sentatives resented, and most pointedly and emphatically con- 
demned, what they considered to be a breach by him of the 
privileges of the House. 

In 1864 the House of Representatives passed a resolution 
condemnatory of the occupation of Mexico by the French forces. 
The French Government called the attention, through its diplo- 
matic representatives, of the State Department to the fact that 
such a resolution had been passed by the House of Representa- 
ives, and took exception thereto, and correspondence ensued, in 
Which the executive department of the United States prac- 
Ucally disclaimed any responsibility for the act of the House of 
Rey resentatives and, in effect, said to the French Government 
that the action of the House of Representatives was without 
practical force or effect. I will read, in order that it may go 
it the Record properly, the communication of the French Gov- 
crnment accepting that practical disclaimer given by Mr. Lin- 
‘oln through the State Department. It is found recited in a 
resolution which was introduced in the House of Representa- 
Uves by Mr. Henry Winter Davis, of Maryland, a man not an 
*pponent of the Administration, but a most zealous member of 
the party in power. This, which I now read, occurred on the 
“i day of May, 1864: 

Mr. | 


The ¢o..8 of Maryland. I ask the Clerk to read my resolution. 
te Clerk read as follows : 


the Whereas the following announcement appeared in the Moniteur, 
“clal journal of the French Government— 
The 


oat French is quoted in one column and the English transla- 
In a parallel column, as follows: 
suns Emperor's government has received from that of the United 


resolution eens explanations as to the sense and bearing of the 


relatin: to mt by the House of Representatives at Washington 
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It is known, besides, that the Senate had indefinitely postponed the 
examination of that question, to which in any case the executive power 
would not have given its sanction. 

That was the assurance which had been given by the State 
Department here to the French Government. That is the quo- 
tation from the Moniteur, the official organ of the French Gov- 
ernment. The resolution, as introduced by Mr. Davis, after 
quoting the above, proceeds: 

Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to this 
House, if not inconsistent with the public interest, any explanations 
given by the Government of the United States to the Government of 
France respecting the sense and bearing of the joint resolution relative 
to Mexico, which passed the House of Representatives unanimously on 
the 4th of April, 1864. 

And then, in response to that request, follows in full the cor- 
respondence between the French Government and the American 
Government in relation to the matter. 

Thereupon the matter was, by resolution of the House, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House. I 
hold in my hand the report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of the House in response to the requirement of the resolution 
of the House that it should make an examination and report 
the finding whether there had been a breach of the privileges 
of the House. After going through a full examination of the 
matter, citing precedents and making arguments to show the 
House had acted within its proper powers, and to show that 
there had been a trespass and breach of the privileges of the 
House, the committee submitted this report and the accompany- 
ing resolution to the House of Representatives. It is found 
in the same volume from which I read. 

I can not read the entire report, because it is too long. I 
will, however, read the opening sentences of the report, which 
are as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs have examined the correspondence 
submitted by the President relative to the joint resolution on Mexican 
affairs with the profound respect to which it is entitled, because of 


the gravity of its subject and the distinguished source from which it 
emanated. 


They regret that the President should have so widely departed from 
the usage of constitutional governments as to make a pending resolu- 
tion of so grave and delicate a character the subject of diplomatic 
explanations. They regret still more that the President should have 
thouglit proper to inform a foreign government of a radical and serious 
conflict of opinion and jurisdiction between the depositories of the 
legislative and executive power of the United States. 

No expression of deference can make the denial of the right of Con- 
gress constitutionally to do what the House did with absolute unanimity 
other than derogatory to their dignity. 

After reviewing in this report the whole case, the committee 
of the House of Representatives, replying to what the President 
had done, submitted this resolution to the House of Representa- 
tives: 

The committee, in the conclusion of the report, recommend the adop- 
tion of the following resolution : 

“ Resolved, That Congress has a constitutional right to an authorita- 
tive voice in declaring and prescribing the foreign policy of the United 
States, as well in the recognition of new powers as in other matters; 
and it is the constitutional duty of the President to respect that policy 
not less in diplomatic negotiations than in the use of the national force 
when authorized by law; and— 

Mark the words! 
and the propriety of any declaration of foreign policy by Congress is 
sufficiently proved by the vote which pronounces it; and such proposi- 
tion while pending and undetermined is not a fit topic of diplomatic 
explanation with any foreign power. 

Thus spoke, Mr. President, the House of Representatives, 
through its committee, to Abraham Lincoln—in personal popu- 
larity and in political and personal influence the most powerful 
President who ever occupied the White House. There was not 
one tithe of the breach of the privileges of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the disclaimer which President Lincoln, through 
Mr. Seward, had made to the French Government that there is 
in the formal message from the President of the United States 
saying to the Congress of the United States—to the Senate of 
the United States and to the House of Representatives—that if 
they enacted certain legislation he would veto the bill. 

Mr. President, it is a most significant thing that a committee 
of the House of Representatives in that day should have unani- 
mously submitted to the House of Representatives such a resolu- 
tion as that which I have just read, because, the Senate will 
mark the fact, the question was there whether the President of 
the United States, through the State Department, had or had not 
acted within his powers; whether he had or had not committed 
a breach of the privileges of the House of Representatives in 
making the explanation and disclaimer which he had made to 
the Government of France as to the action of the House of 
Representatives. The last two lines of the resolution gre a 





direct condemnation of the fact that such had been done, in this 
language : 
And such proposition— 
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That is, a proposition relative to foreign affairs in the par- 
ticular matter, the Mexican affairs— 

And such proposition while pending and undetermined is not a fit 
topic of diplomatic explanation with any foreign power. 

It has been made a topic of explanation with a foreign power 
and this resolution says that it was not a fit topic for explana- 
tion, thereby condemning it. I paraphrase, sir, the words of 
that resolution, and say that while a measure is pending in 
Congress it is an unfit thing to do for the President to send a 
message to Congress that he will veto the measure if enacted 
into law. 

I say, Mr. President, it is remarkable that such a resolution 
should have been reported by that committee to the House of 
Representatives, but the most remarkable statement follows. 
When that resolution was submitted to the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 4th day of April, 1864, it received the unani- 
mous vote of every man in the House of Representatives, and 
among the names recorded I find on page 1408 of the Congres- 
sional Globe of April 4, 1864, the name of our honored, most 
distinguished, and in commission our eldest brother, the Senator 
from the State of Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who now sits before me, 
and who was then a Member of the House of Representatives. 

The yote, as given by yeas and nays, is as follows: 

Mr. Davis of Maryland called for the yeas and nays on the passage 
ot he aan and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 109, nays 0, as follows: 

Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Alley, Allison, Ames, 

Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. 


Ancona, Anderson, Arnold, Ashley, 

taldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boyd, 
Brooks, Broomall, James 8. Brown, William G. Brown, Chanler, Am- 
brose W. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Cole, Cox, Cravens, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dawson, Denson, Denison, Dixon, Driggs, Eckley, Eden, Eldridge, 
Eliot,” English, Finck, Frank, Grider, Grinnell, Griswold, Herrick, 
Higby, Holman, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asabel W. Hubbard, 


Lazear, Long, Longyear, Mallory, Marcy, McBride, McClurg, McKinney, 
Middleton, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, James R. Morris, Morrison, 
Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Norton, Charlies O'Neill, John 
O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Pruyn, Samuel 
Jd, Randall, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Rogers, Edward 
Hi. Rollins, Scott, Shannon, Spalding, Stevens, Strouse, Thayer, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Whaley, 
Wheeler, Chilton A..White, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, Win- 
nets. Benjamin Wood, Woodbridge, and Yeaman—109. 

Nays-——0. 

So the joint resolution was passed. 


Mr. President, I can not add to the force of that action and | 


will not now say anything more, 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon a question? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. CLAPP. I suggest to the Senator if there is not a vast 
difference between the action of President Lincoln, after the 
House had taken action upon the matter, and the declaration 
of the Executive as to his purpose and policy, not with refer- 
ence to what Congress had done, but his purpose and policy with 
reference to possible legislation? 
vast difference. 

Mr. BACON. I think the vast difference is in the grossness 
of the excess of {he breach of privilege in this case over what 
there was in that case. 

In the first place, Mr. President, the Senator’s question is 
not predicated upon the facts as they exist, because the Sen- 
ator will recognize that while Congress had given expression to 
its views there had been no determination, and the resolution 
expressly puts its condemnation upon that ground. It says: 


And such proposition, while pending and undetermined, is not a fit 
topic of diplomatic explanation with any foreign power. 


Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President 

Mr. OWEN rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator from Oklahoma will allow me 
a moment, I will not trespass long. 

Mr. BACON. I do not feel justified In trespassing on the 
time of the Senator from Oklahoma, as I have really occupied 
the floor by his courtesy, and therefore I continue only with 
his permission. 

Mr. CLAPP. 
finished. 

Mr. BACON, 
me a question. 

Mr. OWEN, 
Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator from Oklahoma, but 
I came to an abrupt conclusion on purpose, while of course 
much more might be said on the subject, because I knew I was 
trespassing on what was the legitimate time of the Senator 
from Oklahoma. When I made the response to the Senator 
from Minnesota I was under a misapprehension, I thought the 


Does the Senator yield further to 


I supposed the Senator from Georgia had 
I beg pardon, I thought you wished to ask 


I did not intend to interrupt the Senator from 


Herri /and accurate knowledge with respect to that letter. 
enckes, | 
Jullan, Kalbfieisch, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, King, Law, | 


It strikes me that there is a | 





Senator desired to propound an inquiry to me. But I have no 
desire to occupy the floor longer, and I will not trespass fy. 
ther upon the time of the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. CLAPP, Will the Senator from Oklahoma yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ok!:homa 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator from Oklahoma has yielded to me, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the Senator 
from Oklahoma. Does the Senator from Minnesota yield to 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CLAPP. If I can do so and retain the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I wish to make an inguiry. 

Mr. OWEN. I did not intend to yield the floor, but merely 
to give an opportunity to the Senator from Minnesota to make 
a comment, which I thought he wished to make. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not know that anyone had been recog. 
nized to succeed the Senator from Georgia, but if anyone has 
been recognized, I want to make an inquiry before we pass 
away from this subject. It is whether we can not be indulged 


| to pursue this matter a few minutes longer. 


The statement was made first by the Senator from Colorado 
and afterwards referred to by the Senator from Georgia that a 
letter had been received from the President saying that if we 
passed certain legislation, he would veto it; and there might 
have been added the statement that if we passed it over his 
veto, he would refuse to enforce it. The Senator who is sup- 
posed to have received that letter was absent from the Cham- 
ber. He is now present in the Chamber. I should like official 
I have 
heard about it. I have made some statements about it. 

Mr. OWEN. I regret very much, but I do not feel willing 
to yield for that purpose. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before we pass from it the Senator from 
Michigan might be given an opportunity to put that letter in the 
Recorp, if he is willing to do so. 

Mr. OWEN. I do not feel willing to yield the floor for that 
purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Was the Senator from Oklahoma recognized 
by the Chair? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma was 
recognized. 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator from Oklahoma yielded to me. 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota for a 
question. 

Mr. CLAPP. I will not trespass upon the time of the Senator 
from Oklahoma. I simply want to say that in the Lincoln case 
the House had not concluded its action. It had proceeded to 
act, and the matter was pending in the House. It does seem to 
me that there is a great difference between the two cases. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques 
tion in order that this matter may be settled, and other mat- 
ters? The Senator belongs to the dominant party. Will not the 
Senator kindly have a resolution sent to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections in order that the question between us may 
be settled? 

Mr. CLAPP. No, sir; because I do not think that the matter 
warrants any such resolution. At the proper time, when | will 
not be trespassing upon the time of another Senator, I wil! siate 
the reasons why I do not think so, 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ok!ahoma 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. OWEN. For a question. 

Mr. FORAKER. Only for an inquiry of the Senator trom 
Minnesota before he takes his seat. I should like to «sk the 
Senator if he does not think the sending of a communication 
to a member of this body containing a threat that if tle body 
sees fit to pass legislation, it will be vetoed, and if passed ov 
the veto, it will be disregarded, is not a matter this body *hov" 
take notice of officially in defense of its own dignity ond ' 
own honor and its own usefulness as well? 

Mr. CLAPP. In the first place, Mr. President, it We" 
depend at the very threshold upon whether that occurred. 
know of no evidence before the Senate of that fact; n«' 4 
think, at present at least, that the mere sending of © ! 
to a man because he is a Senator, unless it is addressed to © 
Senate, necessarily calls for any reply from the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER, Perhaps not from the Senate. 


d 
I 
[ 
T 
e 














LAPP. I think we have magnified this matter beyond 
roportions, 

1. PORAKER. Mr. President, it is possible that we have. 

li ayoid any magnifying of it that I should like to get 

t fact. If we could have the exact fact and put it 

Recorp, then I think we all would know what to do 





M EVERIDGE. Mr. President 
M ORAKER., I will not trespass longer on the time of the 
from Oklahoma. 

,ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 

, the Senator from Indiana? 

\ [ALE. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

‘| VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma has 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 

ment 
Mr. 
Mr. 


OWEN. I do not wish to give up the floor. 
REVERIDGE. I do not ask that, but I ask the Senator 
to yield that I may ask a unanimous consent that will take 
y a moment and occasion no debate whatever. I wish to call 
up a bill relating to Territories, the omnibus Territories act, 
which has passed the House, I ask that it be taken up, con- 
sidered, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. What is the bill? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is a bill which the Senate has passed 
and which the House has passed and sent back to us, with 
mendments concerning many things, such, for instance, as 
authorizing the issuance of bonds for the building of a court- 
house in a certain county of Arizona, another with regard 
to another public building, and two or three with reference to 
Hawaii, about which the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico have been consulted. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr, President, if this leads to any debate, I 
shall not yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not ask for it if it does. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I shall be much obliged to the Senator 
from Oklahoma if he will yield. © 
ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 


Mr. OWEN. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
joint resolution No. 91, which was Jaid upon the table several 
days ago, and which I now wish briefly to address the Senate 
upon. It is a joint resolution proposing certain amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr, DEPEW. I wish to ask a question of the Senator from 
Oklahoma. Has the joint resolution been read? 

Mr. OWEN. It was presented to the Senate several days ago, 
and I want to have it read now. 

Mr. DEPEW. I asked the question because I wish to present 
an amendment to it. Possibly the Senator might offer his re- 
marks also to the amendment which I shall propose. 

Mr. OWEN, I prefer to submit my remarks first, and have 
the amendment come in due order. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Let the joint resolution be read. 

Mr. OWEN, The Secretary will please read the joint resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 91) proposing certain amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 


, ete., That the following article be proposed to the legis- 
the several States as an amendment to the Constitution of 
ited States, which shall, immediately after passage of this reso- 
> submitted by the President of the United States to the gov- 
f the several States of the Union, and when ratified by three- 
the State legislatures such article shall be valid to all 

le ind purposes as a part of the said Constitution, namely : 
Arr. 16. The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two 
from each State, chosen by the electors thereof for six years, 
ich Senator shall have one vote; and the electors in each State 
shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of Members of the 
Representatives. They shall be divided as equally as may be 
e classes, so that one-third may be chosen every second year, 
incies happen, by resignation or otherwise, the governor ma 
‘emporary appointments until the next regular election in suc 
person shall be a Senator who shall not have attained the 


nix 
UM 





Resolved 


> rty years, and been nine years a citizen of the United States, 
oy shall not, when elected, be an elector of the State for which 
sha { 


Presi ve,chosen. The Vice-President of the United States shall be 
a vides t of the Senate, but shall have no vote unless they be equally 
Gent td. ‘The Senate shall choose their own officers, and also a presi- 
ball P tempore in the absence of the Vice-President, or when he 


cise the office of the President of the United States, 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his question 
of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the Senator from 
Oklahoma making a speech upon this subject, but it should be 
distinctly understood that this joint resolution is not before the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will not be before the Senate 
except upon unanimous consent or by motion. 

Mr. OWEN. I have made no motion, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Oklahoma 
made no motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the speech of the 
Senator from Oklahoma being made. 

Mr. OWEN. I repeat I have made no motion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield if the bill which the Senator desires to 
move will involve no debate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It will involve absolutely none. 
convinced of that. If it does, I will not push it. I made the 
Same request a moment ago. It will only take about a minute 
and a half, I think, unless some Senator proposes an amend- 
ment or asks for the entire reading; and if that is done, I 
shall not ask that the bill be considered. I think, on the whole, 
however, I will not interrupt the Senator now, and I am very 
much obliged to him. He is very kind. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, this resolution proposes to sub- 
mit to the States of the Union for their consideration, .under 
Article V of the Constitution of the United States, a sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Article V provides that Congress, whenever two-thirds of both 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to 
the Constitution, or, on the application of the legislatures of 
two-thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for pro- 
posing amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid when 
ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, 
or by conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the 
other mode of ratification may be proposed by Congress. 

The reasons for this proposed reform are thoroughly well 
understood— 

First. That it will prevent the corruption of legislatures. 

Second. That it will prevent the disturbance of the State leg- 
islation by contests over the Senatorship. 

Third. That it will prevent men using money improperly to 
obtain a seat in the Senate. 

Fourth. That is will make the Senate more responsive to the 
will of the people of the States. 

Fifth. That it will compel candidates for the Senate to be 
subjected to the severe scrutiny of a campaign before the people 
and compel the selection of the best-fitted men, and so forth. 

The joint resolution No. 91 provides the mode of ratification 
by “three-fourths of the State legislatures” of the proposed 
sixteenth amendment. 

Mr. President, it is not my purpose to debate this resolution. 

This matter has been debated by the American people and in 
the public press and in numerous assemblies, and the mind of 
the American people has been made up with regard to it. I 
therefore do now respectfully request the action of the Senate 
in favorable compliance with the well-established public opinion 
of over three-fourths of the States of this Union. 

I call the attention of the Senators from Pennsylvania that 
that great Commonwealth, by its legislature, on the 13th day of 
February, 1901, passed a joint resolution in favor of the elec- 
tion of United States Senators by the direct vote of the people, 
which resolution was approved by Gov. William A. Stone. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana that that 
great Commonwealth, by its legislature, on the 11th of March, 
1907, passed a joint resolution requesting suitable steps to be 
taken to provide for the election of Senators by the direct vote 
of the people, and I challenge the Senators from Indiana to 
give their cordial support to the will of the people of Indiana 
as expressed through the legislature of that State; that they 
now make effective the will of Indiana by cooperating with me 
in a demand for an immediate and favorable vote upon joint 
resolution 91. 

I call the attention of the Senators from Michigan to the fact 
— that great State in like manner has passed a similar reso- 

ution, 
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I call the attention of the Senators from Illinois to the fact 
that on the 10th day of February, 1903, the legislature of that 
great State made the same demand in compliance with the will 
of the people of the State of Illinois, and I call upon the Sena- 
tors from Illinois to vote with me for this resolution, in compli- 
ance with the expressed will of the people of that Common- 
wealth, and to hold up my hands in the passage of this joint 
resolution No. 91. 

I call the attention of the Senators from Wisconsin to the 
fact that that great State in like manner has committed itself 
positively to this reform and has registered the demand of the 
people of that State in favor of this amendment, and I appeal 
to them to cooperate with me in the immediate passage of this 
resolution. 

I call the attention of the Senators from Minnesota to the 
fact that on the 9th day of March, 1901, the legislature of that 
great Commonwealth passed a resolution requesting favorable 
action on this proposition. 

[I call the attention of the Senators from Iowa to the fact that 
on March 12, 1907, the legslature of that great State expressed 
the will of the people of Iowa, and I appeal to the Senators from 
Towa to cooperate with me in making effective the wishes of the 
people of Iowa, 

Mr. President, in Senate Document No. 454 I have submitted 
to the Senate copies of the resolutions passed by the various 
States, and I call the attention of the Senators of the several 
States enumerated by me to these resolutions and ask their 
loyal cooperation. I call the attention of other Senators to the 
fact that many of their States, not enumerated, which have 
not taken formal action upon this question are fully committed 
to it through the adoption of the principle of nominating pri- 
maries or mandatory primaries for the nomination of Senators, 
as Maryland, Mississippi, and other States. 

In these various resolutions the reasons for this demand 
have been abundantly set forth. 

I shall not, in the presence of this Senate, repeat them. I 
shall assume that they are thoroughly well understood and that 
this question is no longer debatable, and I ask the Senators to 
sustain me in the effort to get a vote now on this joint reso- 
lution and in the effort to prevent postponement or delay or 
evasion, even in the form of the proposed amendment of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Derew}. 

Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senators from 
Nebraska, and of Missouri, and of South Dakota, and of Kan- 
sas, and of Montana, and of Idaho, and of Washington, and of 
Oregon, and of California, and of Nevada, and of Utah, and of 
Colorado, and of Wyoming to the fact that the legislatures of 
each and every one of those States have expressed the will of 
the people ef those States in demanding the passage of this 
sixteenth amendment to the Constitution; and in view of this 
expression of the wishes of the people of your several States, I 
now appeal to you personally on this floor to hold up my hands 
in favor of an immediate vote without any postponement or 
delay. 

I call the attention of the Senators from Arkansas, from 
Tennessee, from Texas, from Kentucky, from Louisiana, from 
North Carolina to the fact that the legislatures of their States 
have made the same demand as Oklahoma has made upon me 
as its representative on this floor; and I am responding to the 
will of the people of my State when I make this demand. 

Mr. President, here are the legislatures of twenty-seven States 
of this Union who have requested this reform, and twenty of 
them have sent Republican Senators to this body. This is no 
Democratic movement, nor would I care to demand this impor- 
tant reform merely for political advantage. I want this reso- 
lution passed, and I call upon you, the dominant party in this 


respond to the will of the people of this country, and more, to 
respond to the principles of righteousness which ought to pre- 
yail and which will prevail when the great people of this coun- 
iry are allowed a free expression of their will in electing 
Senators by a direct vote of the people. 

Mr. President, a majority of the Senators representing the 
party in power have been instructed in this matter by the 


people of their States, and I ask a faithful compliance with the | 


expression of the will of the people of this country. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senhtor from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. OWEN. I do. 

Mr. HALE. What is the trouble with all the Senators from 
these different States which have passed these resolutions 
whose Senators have been here much longer than the Senator 
from Oklahoma? 

Mr. OWEN, I acknowledge the rebuke, Mr. President, 
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| and insist on the immediate compliance of the Senate \ 
nation, instructed, as you are, by the States of the Union to | 
| with the expression of that will in the various States. 


May 


Mr. HALE. What is the trouble with these Senators that 
they have not brought this matter up? 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I give them an opportun 
do so now and the full liberty to explain themselves. 

Mr. HALE. I know; but, Mr. President, those Senators haye 
had this opportunity, some of them for six or seven years, anq 
I wish the Senator would tell us what is the measure of the 
delinquency of those Senators whom he is prodding now wi 
have for six or seven or eight years, in some cases, not done 
anything in this matter? 

Mr. OWEN. The extent of that delinquency, if any, is 
I am trying to find out. 

Mr. HALE. I know; but will not the Senator tell the Senate 
what is the trouble with all those Senators? 

Mr. OWEN. I think a vote will tell better than any of my 
arguments, Mr. President. ; 

Mr. HALE. I think all of us had that feeling when the Sep. 
ator referred to all these States which years ago had jssed 
such resolutions, and the Senator has just come here and has 
found out the delinquency of these Senators. I wish he would 
tell the Senate what is the reason—— 

Mr. OWEN. I am responding to the instructions of my State, 
without commenting upon the delinquency of anybody. 

Mr. HALE. No; but the Senator has commented upon them 
here, and he has appealed to these Senators to stand by him 
in putting this popular measure through. I wish he would state 
to the body here what he thinks is the reason these Senators 
have been so lacking in their duty all these years. 

Mr. OWEN. Possibly the reason, Mr. President, is becanse 
it would require a very extraordinary effort to get any action 
by the Senate, and I am making an extraordinary verbal effort 
now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. OWEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Oklahoma uwnder- 
stand that a Senator is bound to vote according to the instruc- 
tions of his legislature? 

Mr. OWEN. No, sir. 

Mr. President, in Senate Document No. 454 of the present 
first session of the Sixtieth Congress I have submitted to the 
Senate for their convenience, so that they may not necessarily 
overlook it, copies of the resolutions on this subject passed by 
the various States, and I call the attention of the Senators of 
the various States enumerated by me to these resolutions, and 
I ask their cooperation. I do so without any reproach or blame 
whatever to them. I have a right to appeal to them without 
being rebuked by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] because 
of my junior life in this body. The Senator from Maine is not 
called on to rebuke the Senator from Oklahoma because he did 
not arrive sooner. [Laughter.] He came as soon as he could. 
[Laughter and applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must admonish the 
occupants of the galleries that applause is not allowed under the 
rules of the Senate. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I call the attention of 
Senators to the fact that many of their States, not enumerated, 
which have not taken formal action upon this question are fully 
committed to it through the adoption of the principle of 
inating primaries or mandatory primaries for the nomi 
of Senators, as Maryland, Mississippi, and other States. 

I shall assume that the Senate of the United States is not: 
kindergarten and needs no further discussion or any instruc 
tion whatever on this particular matter, and I respectful!) 
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wishes and the desires of the American people in accord 


Now, Mr. President, there are various ways to prevent !y 
having a vote on this resolution. Ingenious amendme 
be offered proposing to change representation in the 5 
from the constitutional number of two for each State ' ® 
basis of population, as is contemplated by the Senator iro! 
New York [Mr. Derew], but I call his attention to the enthust 
astic opposition to that proposition of New Hampshire and \¢™ 
mont and Rhode Island and of every other small State. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ok!ahome 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from New York. — 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the Senator from Ok!alom@ 
misunderstands the amendment which I intend to propo*’. 

Mr. OWEN. I am a mind reader, Mr. President. 

Mr. DEPEW. Perhaps Oklahoma has not yet bee" 
enough in the Union to read the mind of New York, 


mate 











w State its mind is very strong and its expression ex- 
vigorous. [Laughter.] But when the Senator per- 
. to offer this amendment, he will discover that the 
t of it is that, if we are to elect Senators by the 

e people shall vote. 

\WEN. Mr. President, I shall not make any mistake, 
» American people will make no mistake, in the purpose 
proposed amendment. It is to prevent action. I have 
ner of doubt about that, and I express that opinion 
any doubt whatever of its real purpose. 

Mr. DEPEW. May I ask the Senator a question? 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
» Senator from New York? 

. OWEN. Certainly. 

DEPEW. Is the Senator opposed to qualified citizens of 

ited States, 21 years of age, voting for United States 
( on a direct ballot? 

Mr. OWEN. That is what Iam for. I assert that right. 

Mr. DEPEW. Then the Senator will be in favor of my 
amendment. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, this proposition can be defeated 
in a number of ways; and I have no power to prevent its being 
def. | if that be the will of the Senate; but I want that 
will recorded, and I want it recorded in such a manner that 
the people of this country shall have no doubt of its meaning. 
Now, Mr. President, I ask that the Senate proceed to the con- 
mn of Senate joint resolution numbered 91. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, merely for a question of order, 
I ask if the joint resolution referred to is on the Calendar? 
Has it been reported from any committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is on the table Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, Mr. President; but I do not refer to the | 
table Calendar. Has it been reported from any committee? 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been reported from any | 
conunittee, 

Mr. LODGE. Then I do not see how a motion to proceed to 
consideration would be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. 
Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. OWEN. No; I do not ask unanimous consent. I move 
that the Senate proceed to its consideration. I ask for a vote 
of the Senate on that motion, and call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KEAN. Does the Senator from Oklahoma occupy the 
floor for any such purpose? 
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Oh, he asks unanimous consent. I beg the 


the floor. 
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VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma has 
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desk. It will occasion no discussion, and it will take only a mo- 
ment for it to be read. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us get through with this matter first. 

Mr, BEVERIDGE. There will be no objection to this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I must object to the request. The bill has 
never been considered by the Senate in any way. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well, I will withdraw the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the matter presented by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, 
OwEN] is for the Senate to determine. 

Mr. OWEN. I call for the yeas and 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, pending 
the joint resolution be referred to the 
and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. OWEN. On-that I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr, ALpRrIcH re- 
sponded to his name. 

Mr. GORE. I should like to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. GORE. Would it be in order to move to amend the mo- 
tion made by the Senator from Maine by coupling with it an 
injunction instructing the committee to report back the joint 
resolution forthwith in favor of its passage, or to report it back 
forthwith, although I should like to know how long that means? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule, instructions may 


nays, Mr. President. 
that motion I move that 
Committee on Privileges 


be added to a motion to commit. 





Mr. OWEN. I had the floor, and have it now. 

Mr. KEAN. But for no such purpose. 

‘fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma has 
the floor in his own right, and he has moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution which he has 
been discussing. 

Mr. OWEN. And on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. OWEN. Do I understand the Senate has now proceeded 
to the consideration of the joint resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution has not been 
by vote of the Senate taken up for consideration. 

Mr. DEPEW. I offer a proposed amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Will state his question of order. 

Me. LODGE. I do not see how any joint resolution can be 
put bef 
has received two readings on seperate days, as required by the 
rule, 

Mr. OWEN, 
this morning. 

Mr. LODGR, 

Mr. OWEN. The joint resolution was read twice on May 21 
and laid on the table. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. OWEN. The Senator from New York has not the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘Then I will ask if the Senator from 
Oklahoma will yield to me, in order that I may ask the Senate 
to pass a DIN now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr, OWEN. With pleasure. 

Mr, BEVERIDGE. I now renew my request for the Imme- 

diate consideration of the bill which I send to the Secretary’s 


It has been read on two days, and I had it read 


It has never had a reading and a reference— 


Will the Senator from New York yield 








| and vote. 


| 
} 
} 


| 


The Senator from Massachusetts | 


re the Senate, except by unanimous consent, unless it | 


| and vote. 


Mr. GALLINGER., I rise to a question of order, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 


Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 


will state his question of order. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The nanfe of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] was called, and he answered to his name, 


Therefore the call must proceed. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I voted “ yea.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the vote. 
No amendment to the motion would now be in order. The 
suggested amendment of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Gorge] comes too late. The Secretary will resume the calling 
of the roll. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srone]. 
I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Nixon] and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marrin]}. [I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Do .tiver] 
I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnery]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] 
I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina 
{Mr. T1ttMAN], which I transfer to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. BuLKELEY} and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FOSTER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser}. 
In his absence I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FRAZIER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr., 
KITTREDGE]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FULTON (when his named was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis}, 
who is absent, and therefore I withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DEPEW (when Mr. PLattT’s name was called). I desire 
to announce that my colleague [Mr. Pratt] is paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. MrrtTon]}. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRo]. 
in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money}. 
I do not see him in the Chamber. [I will transfer that pair to 
the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], and vote, I vote 
‘fi yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FLINT. I am paired with the senior Senator from Texas 
[:Ir. CULBERSON], and therefore withhold my vote. 


I have a pair with 
He is not 
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Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I desire to announce that my col- 
league [Mr. RAYNER] is paired with the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. HEMENWAY],. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 20, as follows: 
YEAS—33. 

Hale 
Heyburn 
Hopkins 
Kean 
Knox 
Lodge 
Long 
Nelson 
Penrose 
NAYS—20. 
Newlands 
Owen 
Overman 
La Follecte Paynter, 
McCreary Perkins 
NOT VOTING—=39. 
Hansbrough 
Hemenway 
Kittredge 
McCumber 
McEnery 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Milton 
Money 
Nixon 

So the joint resolution was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DEPEW. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, and 
ask that it be read, printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HALE. The whole subject has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. The Senator, of course, by 
unanimous consent, can have his amendment read and referred 
to that committee. 

Mr. DEPEW. Let it be referred with the joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks 
that the amendment proposed by him may be read. Without objec- 
tion, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Aldrich 
Allison 
Bacon 
Baukhead 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Carter 


Clark, Wyo, 
Crane 
Cullom 
Depew 

Dick 
Dillingham 
Foraker 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 


Richardson 
Smith, Md. 
Stewart 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore. 


Ankeny 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Brown 
Clapp 


Dixon 
Gore 
Johnston 


Piles 
Simmons 
Smith, Mich. 
Stephenson 
Teller 


Bailey 
Bourne 
Bulkeley 
Burkett - 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Culberson 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Davis 


Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Foster 
Frazier 
Frye 
Fulton 
Gamble 
Gary 


Platt 
Rayner 
Scott 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


The qualifications of citizens entitled to vote for United States Sen- | 


ators and Representatives in Congress shall be uniform in all the States, 
and Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 


legislation and to provide for the registration of citizens entitled to | 


vote, the conduct of such elections, and the certification of the result. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr, DEPEW. I ask that it be referred with the joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. I eall for the regular order. 

Mr. PENROSE. 
ment to the joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PENROSE. I offer an amendment to the joint resolu- 
tion, which I ask, to have read and referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Article XVI. The Senate of the United States shall be composed of 
two Senators from each State, and each State shall have additional 
Senators in proportion to its population, based upon a_ proportionate 


excess of population beyond that of the State having the lowest popula- 


tion in the last decennial census, but no State shall have more than 
fifteen Senators, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred | 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


AFFAIRS IN THE TERRITORIES. 
Mr. HALE, Mr. OWEN, and Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the 


Without objection, the Secretary 


been given to consider the bill. 
given? 


I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- | 





Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. HALE. I have yielded to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 21957) relating to affairs in 
the Territories. it will require no discussion, and it is neces- 
sary that the bill be passed now. 

Mr. OWEN; Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 


Maine. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma yi) 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. OWEN. Was the Senator from Oklahoma taken from 
the floor by the vote? 

Mr. GALLINGER. He was. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GALLINGER, The Senator and his joint resojution, 
both. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator went with his joint resolution. 

Mr. OWEN. He wants to follow the joint resolution 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 21957) relating to affairs iy 
the Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, is the bill before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is being read for the ip- 
formation of the Senate, at the request of the Senator from 
Indiana, who has asked unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I submit that it is impossible 
to hear the reading of the bill. It is a long bill and it should 
be read carefully and should be heard. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a good bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say that practically all of this pil! 
has been passed. I will simply say, in reply to the Senator from 
Minnesota about reading the bill carefully, that the bil! con- 
sists of a number of bills which have heretofore passed the 
Senate, having been read three times. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Territories 
with amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill, it is before the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole, and the amendments of the committee wil! be 


The bill will be read for the infor- 


| stated in their order. 


The Secretary. On page 3, lines 6 and 7, strike out the words 
“a facsimile of; ” and before the word “ signature,” in line 7, in- 
sert the word “ written.” 

Mr. CLAY. I was not aware that unanimous consent had 
Has unanimous consent been 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CLAY. Is it a House or a Senate bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a House bill. 

Mr. CLAY. From what committee does it come? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was reported from the Commit- 


Is there objection to the 


resent 


| tee on Territories. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bevrnriner], 


| who is now absent from the Senate, says the bill has passed the 


Senate in the form of various bills. 
Mr. CLAY. It contains a good many different propositions. 
Mr. ALDRICH. They have all been considered by the coml- 

mittee, I think. ; 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLinctas) 
is a member of the committee, I believe, from which tiie bill 
came. Is that correct? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Yes, 

Mr. CLAY. Was the bill unanimously agreed to by the com: 
mittee? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. It was. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the | 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CLAY. I believe I will let it go through. 

Mr. KEAN. A part of it was agreed to by the co! 
The part relating to Hawaii was not agreed to by the © 
on Territories. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Then I will modify my stateme' 

Mr. CLAY. May I ask the Senator from New Jers) 
was the feature disagreed to? pill 

Mr. KEAN. Several amendments were proposed to ‘'° on 
in committee and the Secretary was beginning to rv! rt 2 
committee amendments. Some of them are very proper. tle! 
I do not think are so proper. ; 

Mr. CLAY. Where everyone seems to be agreed “ 
although it is a right serious matter to undertake leg!>: 
the closing days of the session—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the | 


resent 
ittee. 
mittee 


‘ 


“what 


mut it, 
on in 


resent 


consideration of the bill? 














The Senator from Indiana was called from 
unexpectedly, and in his absence I hope the Sen- 
m Georgia will not object to its present consideration. 


4 LDRICH. 


er 


The most dangerous legislation we ever had in 
yas passed in the last days of a session of Con- 


LAY. 


is 


try 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion of the bill? 
CARTER. Is any member of the committee prepared 
Janations concerning the bill? I heard that the Sen- 

rge of it left the Chamber. 

IcH. He was obliged to leave. 

» CARTER. I should like some explanation. 

r. HALE. Of course, if the Senator objects, that is the end 


Is there objection to the present 


eA 


CARTER. I do not wish to be understood as objecting, 
should like to inquire what was the purpose of the com- 
in repealing section 1955 of the Revised Statutes, which 
the President of the United States to prohibit the 
tion of firearms into the District of Alaska. That sec- 
s of some use, I assume, so far as the Indian tribes are 

ed, and there should be some restriction in that behalf 
itted, As I understand it, that section is entirely re- 


Mr 


7e8 


rye also that on page 11 a portion of the act relating 

ivil government for Alaska, approved in 1884, is like- 

repealed, after the word “ provided,” in section 14. I do 

nd any word “ provided” in section 14. Consequently the 
rence seems to be inaccurate. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Indiana, in charge of the bill, | 
ed away, stating that there would be no objection to | 
ils of the bill, and it was understood when the Senate 
Of course if there are real objections to the bill 
Senators interpose those objections, it can not be passed; 
t otherwise I think in good faith we are bound to proceed 
consideration of the bill until it is disposed of. 
CURTIS. Mr. President 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Senator from Kansas? 

Yes, 

I have no desire to object to the bill, but I 
some explanation of the paragraph on page 5, 
e word “white” is used before the words “ male and 

e citizens over the age of 21 years,” in reference to con- 
nt to the sale of intoxicating liquor. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Dur- 

u] can explain that. He is a member of the committee. 
ir. LONG. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kean] is 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. So is the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON |}. 

Mr. HALE. And the Senator from Minnesota also. 

Mr. NELSON. The chairman of the committee, after calling 
up the bill, left the Chamber. I supposed he would take charge 
of the bill, and for that reason I am not prepared to explain it. 

Mr. HALE. The bill is in the hands of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objetcion to its considera- 
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Mr. KEAN. Iam a member of the Committee on Territories. 
I had no idea that’the bill repealed any of the statutes the Sen- 
tor from Montana referred to, and I do not think the commit- 
tee ever had it called to their attention. If that is the case—— 
Mr. CARTER. On further examination I find that the por- 
ton which repeals the act of 1884 repeals merely the proviso in 
the § ich prohibited the importation of intoxicating liquors 
) the district. That, of course, will be in conflict with the 
terms of this bill, which seems to provide a local-option law in 
fa prohibitory law. Section 1955, however, of the Re- 


i 


} 
f 
i 


vised Statutes permits the President to prohibit the importation | 


- ¢ 


ms into Alaska. I suppose that by virtue of that au- 
ty it would permit him to prescribe the conditions under 
i such arms might be taken into the country. 
tr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 
Mir. CARTER. I understand it to have always been a useful 
pr vision of law to permit some officer to prevent the passage of 
rears, without restriction, into the Indian country. Whether 
> Wise to repeal that provision entirely, it being the only 
Provision of the kind applicable to Alaska, is a question which 


= Tor the deliberate judgment of the Senate. I do not wish 

““ object to the bill. I merely call attention to that feature. 

: Mr. CLAY. I wish to call attention to this feature of the bill. 
hn 


7 not w ant to object to it, but it ought to be explained. 
. ‘ir. HALE. It is simply a question, after the statement which 
a8 been made of the occasion of the Senator from Indiana 
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leaving the Chamber, whether any Senator objects to the con- 
sideration of the measure. If objection is made it will go over. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not object to it, but I want to say 

Mr. HALE. The Senator may as well understand that there 
is nobody here who can explain it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maine, in view of the suggestions that have been made, whether 
he thinks it is advisable to press the bill to final consideration at 
this time? 

Mr. HALE. ‘That is for other Senators to determine. 
Senator by objecting can carry it over. 

Mr. CURTIS. In order to save time I should like to object 
to the bill. 

Mr. HALE. That ends it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I want to make a statement as 
to the order of business, in which every Senator is interested. 
I am told that the conference committee on the public buildings 
bill has agreed to a final report. If that be so, the report can 
and will be presented early this evening. 

Mr. WARREN. It will probably be here inside of fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. HALE, That is all the better. If that committee, and 
what the Senator says assures me of my statement, has finally 
ageed, the report can be submitted to this body either now or 
somewhat later in the evening. The great sundry civil appro- 
priation bill has not been finally agreed to in conference. I 
think I may say that if the conference report on the public 
buildings bill is agreed to, with provisions which I am told 
are in it, the Senator from Iowa will be able later to report 
finally the sundry civil bill from the conference. 

Mr. WARREN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The conferees on the Military Academy bill 
are in full agreement and have just started to make their 
report, which, perhaps, would not come to-night, but it could 
come late to-night or early Monday morning. 

Mr. HALE. I do not apprehend any difficulty with those 
bills. The reports of the conference committees will be agreed 
to in time. After that the bill yet to be disposed of is the 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLAY, Will the Senator permit me to correct his state- 
ment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


Any 


There is the post-office appropriation Dill. 
Mr. HALE,’ I am not speaking of all the bills in conference. 
Mr. CLAY. I thought the Senator was referring to all pend- 

ing between the two Houses. 

Mr. HALE. When I come a little later to my proposition 
all those will be cared for. As to the deficiency bill, I may 
say there is an amendment in it adopted by the Senate giving 
entire control as to the appropriations to be made for the rest 
of the year for public buildings and grounds. The proposi- 
tion which has been suggested from the House, and I think a 
wise and good one, is that the schedule and list of appropria- 
tions for the rest of the year under the public buildings bill, 
which has been agreed to, shall be incorporated in the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill under the amendment already put 
upon it by the Senate. That disposes of all these cases. 

I wish Senators would bear in mind that the Committee on 
Appropriations in dealing with all these bills has spent days 
and Sundays and has not been obliged to ask the Senate what 
it has always done heretofore at the end of a session, to meet 
j} at night or at 11 o’clock. Neither of these things, under the 
course that the committee has taken, has been resorted to, nor 
has there been any need to have it resorted to. I have never 
known another instance in my experience where, in the last 
week, we have not met every day at 11 o'clock and that we have 
not had more or less night sessions. 

If we have an evening session to-night, I believe this will be 
possible: To pass the public buildings bill, perhaps, before we 
| take a recess; to pass the sundry civil appropriation bill and 
| send it to the clerks for careful enrollment, upon which they 
| must have twenty-four hours at least; to pass the deficiency 
| appropriation bill before 9 o'clock, with the schedule and list of 
| 
; 


appropriations under the public buildings bill needed for the 
ensuing year. 

Then, Mr. President, I think the Senate will be glad to agree 
unanimously to give the clerks an opportunity to enroll these 
bills, and the Senate may take a recess or adjourn to meet at 
10 o’clock Monday, with an agreement that nothing but routine 
business, business between the two Houses and conference re- 
ports, shall be considered on Monday, and I will be willing to 
risk my reputation as a guesser that we could adjourn before 
| 2 o’clock on Monday, 
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Now, I do not think that an unreasonable programme. I do 
not think it unreasonable to believe that it can be carried 
out. But, first, if the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds is ready to report, we can take their report before we 
take a recess, and after that we can take a recess, and that will 
be the only evening session that will be asked for the first ses- 
sion of this Congress. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. HALE. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that there is some important ex- 
ecutive business that ought to be transacted, and we might now 
go into executive session and then come out again and take up 
these matters, 

Mr. HALE. I think that is a very good suggestion. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. HALE, I yield to the Senator. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR PROCTOR. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, I wish to give notice 
that on Saturday, December 12 next, after the conclusion of the 
morning business, I will present resolutions of respect to the 
memory of RepFrieLp Proctor, late a Senator from Vermont in 
this body, and ask that the other business of the Senate be laid 
aside to enable his associates to pay proper tribute to his char- 
acter and distinguished public service. 

PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE OF SENATE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution, which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Chief Clerk be authorized to prepare a digest of 
the precedents and decisions on points of order in the Breese, 
’ 


practice of the Senate, with a full index, and that 1 copies be 
printed and bound for the use of the Senate. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask that 20,000 copies of Senate Document 
No. 406, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session; Senate Document 
No, 823, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, and Senate Docu- 
ment No. 232, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, being papers 
relating to the election of Senators by direct vote of the people 
and containing the speech of Hon. George F. Hoar, of Massachu- 
setts, in the Senate of the United States, Thursday and Friday, 
April 6 and 7, 1903, be printed as one document, to be entitled 
“Papers Relating to the Election of Senators by Direct Vote of 
the People.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GORE, In that connection I ask that a speech delivered 
on March 23, 1897, by the Senator from Indiana, Mr. Turpie, 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing for the election of Senators by the votes of the 
qualified electors of the States, together with Senate Document 
No, 454, Sixtieth Congress, first session, being a memorial pre- 
sented by my colleague [Mr. OwEN] relative to amending the 
Constitution of the United States, be printed as a document, and 
that 20,000 extra copies be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

INLAND WATERWAYS COMMISSION, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from 
Maine te yield to me for a few moments to make a statement 
regarding House bill 21899, relating to the inland waterways. I 
have been for a week past in constant attendance in the Senate 
with a view to securing consideration of this bill. I have sey- 
eral times asked for unanimous consent for its consideration, but 
objection has been made. At one time I moved consideration, 
but a conference report on the public buildings bill was pressing 
for consideration, and many Senators who were favorable to the 
waterways bill voted against its consideration at that time lest 
it should postpone agreement on the public buildings bill. It 
has since been my constant purpose to move the Senate to im- 
mediately consider it, but conference and other privileged re- 
ports have prevented. 

Mr. HALE. I can not yield to the Senator to make that 
motion now. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator yield to me for a state- 
ment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but I do not yield for any motion, because 
to carry out the real business before the Senate we have to go 
on with the appropriation bills. I yield to the Senator for a 
statement. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, it is my purpose at as 
early a time as possible to move that the Senate proceed to the 
censideration of House bill 21899, providing for the appointment 
of an Inland Waterways Commission, 
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Mr. HALE. I did not yield for the Senator to make any 
motion. ~—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand that. I understand that {)o 
Senator now simply yields to me for a statement, and | am 
simply stating what my purpose is. 

I do not propose now to make a motion for the consideration 
of the bill. I wish, however, as there is some confusion in tio 
minds of Senators regarding these various bills relating to watey- 
ways, to make a statement in reference to this particular })j|) 
and it will involve a short history of the course of legislation 
upon ths subject. 

I will state, in the first place, that last spring a year ago 
the President, yielding to the request of numerous commerci,| 
organizations throughout the country, determined to appoint 
an Inland Waterways Commission, consisting of nine members, 
with a view to preparing a comprehensive plan for the develop- 
ment of the waterways of the country. In his letter to those 
whom he requested to serve upon the Commission he stated 
the great importance of the question, the pressing nature of 
the demand for legislation, and the desirability of having a 
broad and comprehensive plan upon this subject. 

That Commission, of which I am a member, entered upon the 
discharge of its duties a year ago, and during the last summer 
visited every section of the country, either in entirety or through 
the action of part of its members. Last fall it met for the pur- 
pose of deliberating upon this question, with a view to making 
a recommendation. Before they had proceeded far in their de- 
liberations I introduced in the Senate a bill, Senate bill No. 500, 
which represented simply my individual views upon this sub- 
ject, and I am inclined to think that many Senators are of the 
opinion that that is the bill which I am now urging for the 
consideration of the Senate. That bill presented a full and com- 
prehensive plan and proposed to provide a fund of $50,000,000, 

It gave the Commission ample powers, not only for the exam- 
ination and survey of all various projects, but also for enter- 
ing upon the projects. It provided for the coordination of the 
various scientific services of the United States relating to wa- 
terways and also provided for cooperation with the States, mu- 
nicipalities, corporations, and individuals. 

That bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce and 
was by it referred to a subcommittee, and by that subcommittee 
referred to the Secretary of War for his opinion and to the 
Inland Waterways Commission for its opinion, and both the 
Secretary of War and the Inland Waterways Commission ap- 
proved of the bill in its main features. 

The letters of the Secretary of War and the Inland Water- 
ways Commission were as follows, the essential part being 
quoted : 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, UNITED STATES SENATE—LETTERS OF 


SECRETARY OF WAR AND CHAIRMAN OF INLAND WATERWAYS COMMIS- 
SION RELATIVE To 8. 500. 


THE 


War DEPARTMENT, _ 
Washington, April I7, 1908. 


Respectfully returned to the chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Commerce, gn | attention to specific suggestions as follows: 

1. Certain provisions of this bill (S. 500, 60th Cong., Ist sess.) are 
in accord with the suggestion of an Inland Waterways Commission 
——— by the President on March 14, 1907, of a plan for obtaining 
information concerning our waterways as related to the general welfare. 
The policies and general plans of this Commission were submitted to 
the President on Februar 3 last in the form of a_ preliminary report, 
which report was transmitted to the Congress on February 2-6 with a 
message approving the recommendations. : 

2. The bill carries the following provisions which render it worthy 
of careful attention. ; A 

(a) It provides for coordination between navigation and other uses 
of the waters in connection with their improvement for the pron A a 
of commerce among the States. This provision is fully explained it 
the preteninery report of the Waterways Commission. It is recognized 
by the War Department as wise and necessary. ai 

(6) The bill provides for cooperation with States, municipalities, 
communities, corporations, and individuals. This provision seems [0 
be based on the constantly increasing utilization of the streats = 
only for navigation, but for other purposes, which has accobij : 
extension of settlement and increase of population. With sparse ae 
tlement, largely confined along waterways, there was little overiapP tr 
or conflict of interests connected with the running waters; bul wo 
the present comparatively dense population not only all uses of © 
streams but all conflicting interests must be brought into harmo") 
in order that the waterways may be made generally beneficial. 
can not be done without careful regard for the interests of 4 
people and for all the lawful means that may be employed to | ae 
them. The aim appears to be that of promoting union of interes’ 
through mutually beneficial cooperation, and thus meeting the 1 i 
ments of our growing eee and increasing industries. : 
feature is recognized by the War Department as highly desirable. 

(c) The bill provides for correlating the existing agenc! 4 - 
Departments of War, Interior, Agriculture, and Commerce ano". 
through certain wers vested in the President. ‘The need Tot _- 
such plan is sufficiently shown by the fact that while this oe 
better endowed with waterways than any other, our streams other 
used for navigation and other public purposes than those e War 
countries. Since this. provision touches duties placed on , alae 
Department by law, it has received careful consideration. eo Che War 
appear that the measure would interfere with the functions o t. on 
Department, or with the continuation and extension of the ¢%s’” 
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ing work now performed there, but it is believed that the provision for 
nistration would tend to promote the neral welfare. Accord- 
this feature meets the approbation of the War Department. 
) The bill provides for the utilization and control of water power 
»valable im mavigable and source streams developed by works for 
ving navigation. Under statutory provisions for the granting 
f rights connected with navigable streams, which have been often 
epeated and sustained by the courts, the War Department has exer- 
ised the power to regulate the use of the water of navigable streams 
power purposes developed incidentally by improvements intended 
romote navigation. It is the policy of the Department to extend 
control, and thereby protect the public interests by limitation of 
he term and manner of use of leases, by reasonable charges for the 
fits conferred, and by any other means found requisite from time 
me. A continuation of such control is essential to the policy of 
lination and cooperation made necessary by the conditions that 
have arisen with the growth of population and Lacrosse of industries. 
Accordingly this feature of the measure is regarded as in accordance 
boii with established custom and with current needs. 
(c) The bill provides also for the initiation of projects by a board of 


e 
oT 


i 

I 

‘ 

f 
to 
8 

t 

l 

t 
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experts. These provisions affect the work of the War Department and 
have had careful consideration. Suitable provisions for expert initia- 
tion and prompt execution are essential to the proper development of 


any system of river improvement. ‘The chief defect in the methods 
hitherto pursued lies in the absence of executive authority for originat- 
ing comprehensive plans covering the country or natural 
thereof. The creation of an Inland Waterways Commission for the 
purpose of initiating plans for the improvement of waterways seems to 
me a more effective way of a general plan for the improvement of all 
the waterways in the country than under the present provisions of law. 
This would not dispense with the admirable machinery furnished by the 
War Department for the improvement of waterways when the plan 
has been determined upon and is to be executed. But it supplies what 
does not exist in the law now—a tribunal other than Congress charged 
with the duty of originating and developing a satisfactory plan. 

(f) The present bill confers very great powers upon the Commis- 
sion to be appointed, because it provides the money with which this 
Commission may execute the plans which it adopts. How far, if at 
all, this great power should be limited this Department expresses no 
opinion. 

a” In connection with the method of administration provided for 
the bill makes proper provision for guarding expenditures and reporting 
operations. 

In its present form the bill might be construed to curtail indi- 
rectly certain functions of the War Department, which is now charged 
with large discretion in waterway affairs. Possible ambiguity on this 
point should be removed. The present arrangement began with the 
creation of the War Department, when the Federal Government was 
organized in 1789. 
was instituted nine years later nor when the civilian Department of the 
Interior was established in 1849; and the records pertaining to the 
administration of the waterways are kept in the War Department in 
the custody of the Chief of Engineers of the Army. Under the same 
long-standing arrangement it is the policy of the War Department to 
maintain a trained body of military engineers with a view to the 
national defense, and to keep these engineers in training in time of 
peace by detail to civil duty allied to their professional duty in time 
of war or military preparation; and it was carrying out this policy 
that the functions of the War Department pertaining to waterways 
have been more and more largely intrusted to the engineers of the 
Army during the one hundred and ten years since the Army and Navy 
were separated in distinct Departments. This policy has long been 
sustained by the Congress, although the military engineers have been 
prohibited from initiating projects or originating plans for meeting 
the growing needs of commerce. It is desirable to continue the policy 
of keeping the military engineers in training and at the same time ren- 
dering their skilled service available in work on waterways, although 
it is not necessary to vest them with the power of initiative, which 
they have not exercised in the past and which is, perhaps, incon- 
sistent with their primary duty in connection with the military estab- 
lishment of which they form a part. A provision that the Chief of 
Engineers of the Army shall be a member of the Commission proposed 
to be created, and a further provision specifically covering the detail 
of military engineers to the service of the Commission whenever such 
detail shall be consistent with their military duties, would remove any 
possible ambiguity and would be in accord with the custom and policy 
of the War Department. 

4. I respectfully suggest certain changes in the form of the bill to 
meet constitutional and legal objections which have occurred to me. 
These relate to (a) the general authority of Congress over inland water- 
Ways in connection with navigation; (b) the specific authority over 
collateral works for purposes incidental to the improvement of nayi- 
gation; (c) the reservation to the Government of the control over such 
collateral works now conferred upon it by law. 


. o cS * * 








* 


Wma. H. Tarr, 
Secretary of War. 


* 





UNITED StaTEs INLAND WATERWAYS COMMISSION, 
T Washington, D. C., April 20, 1908. 
he COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
United States Senate: 


an iding for the appointment of an Inland Waterways 

fomission, and for other purposes (S. 500, 60th Cong., Ist sess.), re- 

onred to the Commission on April 18, was taken under consideration 
‘ Session of the Commission on that date, and conclusions were 

reached as follows: 

the 1. Several of the leading provisions of the bill are in accord with 

we recommendations of the Commission in a report submitted on Feb- 


The bill proy 


Poko ade wast and transmitted to the Congress by the President on 
ae ~6. Among these are (a) the provision for coordination of 


gation with related uses of the waters; (b) 


anion between the Federal Government, States, 
Mites, 


the provision for co- 
municipalities, com- 


latine corporations, and individuals; (c) the provision for corre- 
oa existing agencies in the Departments of War, Interior, Agricul- 


einen {ommerce and Labor in such manner as to secure effective 
4 ISLration 5 


running 
In 80 


\ and (d) the provisions looking toward the control of 
waters in such manner as to protect and promote navigation. 


‘ar as these provisions are concerned, the bill bas the unqualified 
Sbprobation of the Commission. F : 


divisions | 


It was not changed when the Navy Department | 








“2. Another leading feature of the bill is the provision for a water- 
way fund. This is consistent with the recommendation of the Commis- 
sion ‘ that the Congress be asked to make suitable provision for improv- 
ing the waterways of the United States at a rate commensurate with 
the needs of the people as determined by competent authority ;* yet at 
this time, as at the time of preparing and submitting the report, the 
Commission is of opinion that the specific mode of providing means for 
improving and promoting navigation should be left to the wisdom of 
the Congress. 

“3. The general purpose of the bill is in harmony with the compre- 
hensive plan for improving and developing the waterways of the coun- 
try framed by the Commission and approved by the President In his 
message of February 26 last.” 

Respectfully submitted. 


W J McGes, Secretary. 


Tueopore E. Burton, Chairman, 





UNITED STATES INLAND WATERWAYS COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., April 21, 1908. 
The COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
United States Senate: 


In expressing the opnion of the Inland Waterways Commission con- 
cerning the Newlands bill (S. 500, 60th Cong., Ist sess.) yesterday the 
fact was inadvertently overlooked that Commissioner Alexander Mac- 
kenzie, brigadier-general, United States Army, Chief of Engineers, dis- 
sents from the views of the other Commissioners, both on general 
policy and on specific provision, his opinion being expressed in a 
minority report appended as a supplement to the preliminary report of 
the Commission submitted to the President on February 3 and trans- 
mitted to the Congress with the Executive approval on February 26. 

Respectfully submitted. 


W J McGenr, Secretary. 


The portion of the report of the Inland Waterways Commis- 
sion (60th Cong., Ist sess., S. Doc. 325) referred to in the above 
letter of the Commission is as follows: 


1. We recommend that the Congress be asked to authorize the co- 
ordination and proper development of existing public services connected 
with waterways; and we suggest that such enactment might provide 
that the President of the United States be authorized, with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, to appoint and organize a National 
Waterways Commission to bring into coordination the Corps of Engi- 
neers of the Army, the Bureau of Soils, the Forest Service, the Bureau 
of Corporations, the Reclamation Service, and other branches of the pub- 
lic service in so far as their work relates to inland waterways, and 
that he be authorized to make such details and require such duties from 
these branches of the public service in connection with navigable and 
source streams as are not inconsistent with law; the said Commis- 
sion to continue the investigation of all questions relating to the devel- 
opment and improvement and utilization of the inland waterways of 
the country and the conservation of its natural resources related thereto, 
and to consider and coordinate therewith all matters of irrigation, 
swamp and overflow land reclamation, clarification, and purification 
of streams, prevention of soil waste, utilization of water power, pres 


Tueopore E. Burton, Chairman. 


ervation and extension of forests, regulation of flow and control of 
floods, transfer facilities and sites and the regulation and control 


thereof, and the relations between waterways and railways; and that 
the Commission be empowered to frane and recommend plans for devel- 


oping the waterways and utilizing tne waters, and as authorized by 
Congress to carry out the same, through established agencies when 


such are available, in cooperation with States, municipalities, com 
munities, corporations, and individuals, in such manner as to secure 
an equitable distribution of costs and benefits. 


The dissenting part of General Mackenzie’s supplementary re- 
port is as follows: 


5. I can not, however, agree with the recommendation for the estab- 
lishment at this time of a permanent inland-waterways commission, 
vested with the authority indicated, in addition to or as a substitute 
for the existing Commission. Until this Commission shall have fully 
carried out the duties allotted to it and prepared a comprehensive plan 
for the improvement and control of the river systems of the United 
States, or at least until such work is more advanced and results more 
thoroughly considered, I believe a recommendation for so radical a 
departure in the methods of planning and executing the improvement 
of waterways as that proposed is at least premature. 

6. Moreover, it is my belief that further investigation will demon- 
strate that when this Commission shall have completed its labors all 
necessary cooperation can be secured, and all work proposed for the 


permanent commission can be equally weil provided for by the exist- 
ing agencies of the Government, and that through such agencies, with- 
out the interposition of a permanent commission, improvement of 
waterways and attention to allied subjects will be more promptly 
accomplished. While fully appreciating the importance of having 
general principles and schemes considered and recommended by a 
commission, as is now being done and as will continue to be done 

have graye fear that the scheme of operations recommended in con- 
nection with the proposed permanent commission would be found to 


be impracticable. 
A. MACKENZIE 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
My individual supplementary report is as follows: 
SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT OF COMMISSIONER SENATOR 
NEWLANDS. 
I concur in the report of the Commission, but desire to emphasize 


FRANCIS 






my belief that it is of the highest importance that in dealing with 
subjects relating to the oo. powers, rights, and interests of 
the nation, States, municipalities, corporations, and individuals, large 
powers and a comparatively free hand should be given to an ad- 
ministrative body of experts in the full development of projects, lest 
the complexity of the transactions, the time necessary to secure Con 
gressional approval, and difference of view as to purpose or method, 
may result in indecision and delay, the worst enemies of effective 
development. 

An ample fund should be provided, to be reinforced from time to 
time either by legislative appropriation or by bond issue, and the 
administrative board or commission should be given the power, not 
only to investigate projects, but also, when determined to be feasible, 
to enter, with the approval of the President, upon their immediate 











6510 


execution; but the power should be limited so as to prevent such 
administrative body from entering into any contract unless there are 
suflicient unappropriated moneys in the fund to meet the cost thereof. 
Uniess some method of construction and development, insuring 
prompt decision and execution and continuous and consecutive work 
by 
be wrecked in the shoals and quicksands of legislation. 


Francis G. NEWLANDS. 


The committee print of the bill, with the amendments sug- 
gested by Secretary Taft in italics, is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a special fund shall be established in the 
Treasury, to be known as the inland waterway fund, to be used in the 
examination and survey for and the development of the navigable 
iniand waterways of the United States for the purpose ef regulating, 
improving, and protecting interstate and foreign commerce; and the 
sum of $50,000,000 is hereby reserved, set aside, and appropriated as 
such fund. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized 
to cause to be made examinations and surveys for the development of 
the navigable inland waterways of the country, including the Great 
Lakes, the Mississippi River and its tributaries, the navigable rivers of 
the Gulf of Mexico and their tributaries, the navigable rivers of the 
Atiantic coast and their tributaries, the navigable rivers of the Pacific 
coast and their tributaries, and for the connection of such rivers with 
each other, wherever practicable and desirable, by connecting canals 
and by coastal canals, with a view to the promotion of transportation 
between such rivers by vessels of a standard draft; and to investigate 
all questions relating to the development and improvement of the inland 
waterways of the country, with a view to the promotion of interstate 
and foreign commerce; in connection therewith and in aid thereof to 
consider and coordinate the questions of irrigation, swamp-land recla- 
mation, clarification of streams, utilization of water power, prevention 
of soil waste, protection of forests, regulation of flow, control of floods, 
transfer facilities and sites and the control thereof, for the better regu- 
lation and protection of interstate and forcign commerce, and such 

* questions regarding waterways as are related to the development 
rs, lakes, and canals for the purposes of commerce. 

5. That in order to enable the President to make such exami- 
nations, surveys, and investigations, and to construct the works pro- 
vided for by this act, he is authorized to appoint an Inland Water- 
way Commission, to be composed of ————~- members, and to bring in 
coordination therewith the Corps of Engineers of the Army, the Bureau 
of Soils, the Forest Service, the Bureau of Corporations, the Recla- 
mation Service, and other branches of the public service related to 
waterways, and to appoint such experts and other persons and create 
such board or boards In connection therewith as the work may require, 
and to fix the salaries, in addition to any other compensation received 
from the United States, of all commissioners, experts, and other persons 
employed under this act until the same have been fixed by Congress, the 
official salary of any official appointed or employed under this act to 
be deducted from the amount of salary or compensation fixed under 
the terms of this act. 

Sec. 4. That such Commission shall make to the President annually, 
and at such other periods as may be required either by law or by the 
order of the President, full and complete reports of all their acts and 
doings and of all the moneys received and expended in the construc- 
tion of works and in the performance of their duties in connection 
therewith, which reports shall be by the President transmitted to 
Congress; and such Commission shall furthermore give to either House 
of Congress such information as may at any time be required either 
by act of Congress or by order of either House of Congress. 

The President shall cause to be leased or otherwise provided for the 
use of the Commissioners and other employees under this act such 
offices in the District of Columbia and elsewhere as may, with the suit- 
able equipment of the same, be necessary and proper in his discretion 
for the proper discharge of their duties. 

Suc, 5. That if after such examination, survey, and estimate, such 
Commission shall determine that any project for the improvement or 
construction of an inland waterway or coastal waterway is practicable 
and desirable for the better regulation, protection, and development of 
interstate and foreign* commerce, it may, with the approval of the 
President and through the appropriate service, construct or execute, or 
cause to be Jet, contracts for the construction or execution of the same, 
in such portions or sections as it may be practicable to construct and 
execute as parts of the whole project: Provided, That the necessary 
moneys therefor are available in the inland waterway fund. 

Sec. 6. That such projects may include such collateral works for the 
irrigation of arid lands, for the reclamation of swamp lands, for the 
conservation or replacement of forests, for the clarification of streams, 
and for the utilization of water power as may be deemed advisable in 
aid of and in connection with the development of a channel for naviga- 
tion or as aiding in a compensatory way in the diminution of the cost 
of such project. 

Sec. 7. That such Commission fs authorized, with the approval of 
the President, and wnder such regulations and conditions as he may 
preacrive for the protection and future interests of the Government and 
poople of the United States, to enter into cooperation with States, 
municipalities, communities, corporations, and Individuals in such 
collateral works, and to make arrangements for the proportionate pay- 
ment of the cost thereof out of the inland waterway fund and by the 
States, municipalities, communities, corporations, and individuals bene- 
thereby, in such manner as to secure an equitable distribution 
e costes and benefits: Provided, That the cost of such collateral 
works to be paid by the United States shall be paid, if practicable, out 
of funds provided therefor by Congress, but if sufficient provision 
therefor is not specially made by Congress, such Commission is author- 
ized to pay for the same out of the inland waterway fund, but the 
total payments made on account of such collateral works from such 
inland waterway fund shal! not exceed 10 per cent thereof, and provi- 
sion shall be made, as far as practicable, for the reimbursement to 
such fund of such payments by the States, municipalities, communi- 
ties, corporations, or individuals benefited thereby: And provided also, 
That the inland waterways developed shall remain free for all the uses 
of navigation. 

Sec. 8. 
President, rules and regulations governing the cooperation and com- 
pensation to the fund, wherever practicable, by the conveyance of recia- 
mation rights, the lease of water power, and such other means as may 
be beneficial to the United States and the several States, municipalities, 
communities, corporations, and individuals entering into such coopera- 
tion. 
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a body of experts is adopted, I fear that the best of projects may | 


That such Commission shall make, with the approval of the | 


May 23, 


| Sec. 9. That in carrying out the provisions of this act regard must 
be had, as far as practicable, to the equitable apportionment and cop. 
temporaneous execution of the projects contemplated under this act 
among the several waterway systems of the country. 

Sec. 10. That the President is authorized, whenever the inland wa. 
terway fund is reduced below $20,000,000, to make up the deficiency 
| in such fund by the issue and sale of bonds in such amount and for 

such time as he shall deem advisable, bearing interest at a rate not ex. 
ceeding per cent per annum; but the amount of bonds issued «haq)| 
not at any time exceed the difference between the cash on hand in suc} 
fund and $50,000,000. 


The bill was then considered by the subcommittee, which 
inserted in addition to the amendments suggested by Secretary 
Taft certain amendments of its own, and then reported the 
same favorably to the full committee. The bill as reported hy 
the subcommittee, with the amendments in italics, is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That a special fund shall be established in the 
Treasury, to be known as the inland waterway fund, to be used in the 
examination, survey, and development of the navigable inland water- 
ways of the United States for the gore: of regulating, impro 
and protecting interstate and foreign commerce; and the sum of 
ten million dollars is hereby reserved, set aside, and appropriated as 
such fund. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States is hereby authorizea 
to cause to be made examinations and surveys for the development of 
the navigable inland waterways of the United States, including the 
Great Lakes, the Mississippi River and its tributaries, the navigable 
rivers, bays, and sounds of the Gulf of Mexico and their tributaries 
the navigable rivers, bays, and sounds of the Atlantic Coast and thei 
tributaries, the navigab e rivers, bays, and sounds of the Pacific coas 
and their tributaries, and for the connection of such rivers, lakes, bays, 
and sounds with each other, wherever practicable and desirable, by 
connecting canals and by coastal canals, with a view to the promotion of 
transportation between such waterways by vessels of a standard draft; 
and to investigate all questions relating to the development and im- 
provement of the inland waterways of the United States, with a view 
to the promotion of interstate and foreign commerce; in connection 
therewith and in aid thereof to consider and coordinate the questions 
of irrigation, swamp-land reclamation, clarification of streams, utlliza- 
tion of water power, prevention of soil waste, protection of forests, 
regulation of flow, control of floods, transfer facilities, and sites and 
the control thereof, for the better regulation and protection of inter- 
state and foreign commerce, and such other questions regarding water- 
ways as are related to the development of rivers, lakes, and canals for 
the perpoess of commerce and navigation. 

Sree. 3. That in order to enable the President to make such examina- 
tions, surveys, and investigations, and to construct the works provided 
for by this act, he is authorized to —— by and with the « sent 
of the Senate, an Inland Waterway Commission, to be composed of 
nine members, and to bring in coordination therewith the Corps of 
Engineers of the Army, the Bureau of Soils, the Forest Service, the 
Bureau of Corporations, the Reclamation Service, and other branches 
of the public service related to waterways, and to appoint such experts 
and other persons and create such board or boards in connection there- 
with as the work may require, and to fix the salaries, in addition to 
any other compensation received from the United States, of all com 
missioners, experts, and other persons employed under this act 
the same have been fixed by Congress, the official salary of any « i 
appointed or employed under this act to be deducted from the amoun 
of salary or compensation fixed under the terms of this act. // 
chief of the Corps of Engineers of the Army shall be a member of su h 
Commission, and the President is authorized to detail military eng! 
neera to the service of the Commission whenever such detail shall be 
consistent with their military duties. sti 

Sec. 4. That such Commission shall make to the President annually, 
and at such a as may be required either law or by the 
order of the President, full and complete reports of all their ac x 
doings and of all the moneys received and expended in the construction 
of works and in the performance of their duties in connection there 
with, which reports shall be by the President transmitted to Copsress, 
and such Commission shall furthermore give to either House of ‘0° 
gress such information as may at any time be required either by 
Congress or by order of either House of Congress. 

The President shall cause to be leased or otherwise provided for. 
use of the commissioners and other employees under this act such offices 
in the District of Columbia and elsewhere as may, with the suilave 
equipment of the same, be necessary and proper in his discretion tor 
the progee discharge of their duties. is 

Sec. 5, That if after such examination, survey, and estimate, such 
Commission shall determine that any project for the improvement oF 
construction of an inland waterway or coastal waterway is prac! wre 
and desirable for the better regulation, protection, and developmen! of 
interstate and foreign commerce, it may, when authorized by Con ’ 
construct or execute, or cause to be let, contracts for the cons! 
or execution of the same, in such portions or sections as it | 
practicable to construct and execute as parts of the whole p! 
Provided, That the necessary moneys therefor are available in ( 
iand waterway fund, or are otherwise appropriated by Congr a oe 

Sec. 6. That such projects may include such collateral works — o. 
irrigation of arid lands, for the reclamation of swamp lands, a 
conservation or replacement of forests, for the clarification of streams, 
and for the utilization of water power as are in aid of naviga! 

Sec. 7. That such Commission is authorized, with the approve ! 
President, and under such regulationa and conditions as he * nd 
soribe for the protection and future interests of the Governmen! on” 
people of the United States, to enter into cooperation with ~'*"' 
municipalities, communities, corporations, and individuals in : 
lateral works as will aid in improving the navigability of t 
and other waterways of the United States, and to make arran; 
for the proportionate payment of the cost thereof out of the 
waterway fund and by the States, municipalities, communities, ©" 
porations and individuals benefited thereby, in such manner as fo secl™ 
an equitable distribution of the costs and benefits: Provided, hat 
cost of such collateral works to be paid by the United States 8°08! 
paid, if practicable, out of funds provided therefor by Congress, 

f sufficient provision therefor ts not specially made by Consress, 

| Commission 1s authorized to pay for the same out of the inland w0'" 
way fund, but the total payments made on account of such weeny 

works from such inland waterway fund shall not exceed 1° ! 

thereof, and provision shall be made, as far as practicable, tor © nicl 
imbursement to such fund of such payments by the States, mo” 
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p -s, communities, corporations, or individuals berefited thereby: 
‘A rovided also, That the inland waterways developed shall remain 
fre r all the uses of navigation. 
8. That in carrying out the provisions of this act regard must 
I d, as far as practicable, to the equitable apportionment and con- 
te yraneous execution of the projects contemplated under this act 
» the several waterway systems of the United States. 
%. That the President is authorized, whenever the inland water- 
nd is reduced below five million dollars, to make up the de- 
in such fund by the issue and sale of bonds bearing interest 
t te not exceeding 2 per cent per annum, payable semiannually and 
o for a period not exceeding thirty years. 


fhis bill is now under consideration by the full committee. 

ltealizing, however, that there was not time for action at this 
, upon this bill, which presented a full and comprehensive 
| introduced a lesser bill, Senate bill 7112, which simply 
yovides for the continuance of the commission appointed by 
the President and for a small appropriation of $20,000 for the 
expenses of the commission. That bill was amended by the 
Senate Committee on Commerce and reported favorably. The 





roy 


bill. with the amendments in italics, is as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to appoint an Inland Waterways Commission 
of not exceeding nine Commissioners, and to organize the same for the 
investigation of all questions relating to the development and improve- 
ment and utilization of the waterways of the United States with a 
view to navigation and the promotion of commerce among the States. 


Sec That such Commission shall make to the President annually, 
and at such other periods as may be required either by law or by order 
of the President, full and complete reports of all their acts and doings, 
which reports shall be by the President transmitted to the Congress. 

Sec. 3. That the President shall cause to be provided for the use of 
such Commission and its employees under this act such offices in the 
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District of Columbia and elsewhere and such equipment as may be 
necessary for the proper discharge of its duties. 

Sec. 4. That to 7 out the purposes of this act there is hereby 
appropriated, out of the funds in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
riated, the sum of $20,000, to be expended under the direction of the 


‘resident, but no part of said appropriation shall be paid for salaries | 


of Ce 
for the secretary of the Commission. 

tefore this bill could be acted upon by the Senate, the House 
passed a bill, H. R. 21899, and upon its reference to the Sen- 
ate Committee on Commerce I moved its substitution for Senate 
bill 7112 and a favorable report, but the committee preferred 
to amend it by the substitution of Senate bill 7112, and thus 
amended reported it favorably to the Senate. As amended it 
reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 


he is hereby, authorized, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint an Inland Waterways Commission of not exceeding nine 
Commissioners, and to organize the same for the investigation of all 
questions relating to the development and improvement and utilization 
of the waterways of the United States with a view to gation and 
the promotion of commerce among the States. 

Src. 2 


That such Commission shall make to the President annually, 
and at such other periods as may be requred either by law or by order 
of the President, full and complete reports of all their acts and doings, 
which reports shall be by the President transmitted to the Congress. 

Sec. 3. That the President shall cause to be provided for the use of 
such Commission and its employees under this act such offices in the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere and such equipment as may be 
hecessary for the proper discharge of its duties. 

Sec. 4. That to carry out the purposes of this act there is hereb 
appropriated, out of the funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $20,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
President, but no part of said appropriation shall be paid for salaries 
of Commissioners, except a salary of not more than $3,000 per annum 
for the secretary of the Commission. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think I shall have to ask 
for the regular order. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will be through in a few moments. I 
shall ask to embody in my remarks extracts from the various 
‘locuments to which I have referred. Now, I come to a state- 
tient regarding Senate bill 7112. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me to 
make a report from a conference committee? 

Mr. HALE. I have the floor. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from West Virginia ? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia to 
make a conference report. 

— NEWLANDS. I will state to the Senator from West 

‘rginia that I will be through in about three minutes, and it 
Will be a great convenience to me if he will allow me to finish 
this Statement, so that it may be consecutive. 

Mr. SCOTT, Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the Senator from Nevada for a 


few moments, but I can not yield to anybody else, Mr. President. 
bint: NEWLANDS. The Senate committee substituted Senate 
ill 7112 for the one of the House, and that bill, therefore, 
“imply provides not for the continuance of an existing com- 
mission, but for the appointment by the President of a commis- 
‘on of nine and for expenses net exceeding $20,000. 

si Now, | wish to state to the Senate that at the very next ses- 
rae ongress, which will be a short session, demands will 


ipon Congress for the immediate authorization of pro- 


missioners, except a salary of not more than $3,000 per annum | 
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jects of great importance, involving the expenditure of large 
sums of money; and it is of the highest importance that ex- 
perts should frame a comprehensive plan for the execution of 
these projects. The President simply wishes this plan in order 
that, under his constitutional power, he may intelligently 
make a recommendation to Congress, and he asks information 
and aid in the discharge of that duty. 

The President is a part of the law-making power through the 
power of recommendation and the power of veto, and that the 
Senate will certainly not deny to him the information which 
the Senate itself seeks through committees, experts, and other 
forms of procedure with reference to legislation which it pro- 
poses to enact. The mere purpose of this bill is to give the 
President the aid of the information of experts and to provide 
for moderate expenses, so that he can recommend to Congress 
a& measure upon which Congress shall pass its judgment. I 
submit that this will vastly expedite the work of legislation in 
the future. The views of the President on this subject are 
given in his message to Congress (S. Doc. No. 325), dated Feb- 
ruary 26, 1908, transmitting to Congress the preliminary report 
of the Inland Waterways Commission. 

The Commission was appointed to obtain information concerning 
our waterways as related to the general welfare. Much work was 
done, but more remains to be done before a plan for their development 
can be prepared in detail. We need additional information on the flow 
of our streams, the condition of channels, the amount of cost of water 
traffic, the requirements for terminals, the area in each watershed 
which should be kept under forest, and the means of preventing soil 
waste and the consequent damage to our rivers. But it is neither neces 
sary nor desirable to postpone the beginning of the work until all the 
facts are obtained. We have suffered heavily in the past from the lack 
of adequate transportation facilities, and unless a beginning is made 
promptly we shall suffer still more heavily in the future. 

Being without funds or an expert staff, the Commission has confined 
itself to principles affecting the whole problem and the entire country. 
Its report is a plez, in the light of actual facts, for simplicity and 
directness in dealing with the great problem of our inland waterways 
in the interest of the people. It submits no specific plans or recom- 
mendations concerning even the most important projects. The first 
of these of course concerns the Mississippi and its tributaries, whose 
commercial development will directly affect half our people. The 
Mississippi should be made a loop of the sea and work upon it should 





be begun at the earliest possible moment. Only less important is the 
Atlantic inner passage, parts of which are already under way. The 
inner passages along the Gulf coast should be extended and con 


nected with the Atlantic waters. The need for the developing of the 
Pacific coast rivers is not less pressing. Our people are united in 
support of the immediate adoption of a progressive policy of inland 
waterway development. 

Hitherto our national policy of inland waterway development has 
been largely negative. No single agency has been responsible under 
the Congress for making the best use of our rivers, or for exercising 
foresight in their development. In the absence of a comprehensive 
lan, the only safe policy was one of repression and procrastination. 
‘requent changes of plan and piecemeal execution projects have 
still further hampered improvement. A channel is no deeper than its 
shallowest reach, and to improve a river short of the point of effective 
navigability is a sheer waste of all it costs. In spite of large appro- 
riations for their improvement, our rivers are ae serviceable for 
nterstate commerce to-day than they were half a century ago, and in 
spite of the vast increase in our population and commerce they are, on 
the whole, less used. 

The first condition of successful development of our waterways Is 
definite and progressive policy. The second is a concrete general 
plan, prepared by the best experts available, covering every use to 
which our streams can be put. We shall not succeed until the re- 
sponsibility for administering the policy and executing and extend- 
ing the plan is definitely laid on one man or group of men who can 
be held accountable. Every portion of the general plan should con- 
sider and so far as practicable secure to the people the use of water 
for power, irrigation, and domestic supply as well as for navigation. 
No project should be begun until the funds necessary to complete 
it promptly are provided, and no _— once under way should be 
changed except for grave reasons. Work once begun should be prose- 
cuted steadily and vigorously to completion. We must make _ sure 
that projects are not undertaken except for sound business reasons, 
and that the best modern business methods are applied in executing 
them. The decision to undertake any project should rest on actual 
need ascertained by investigation and judgment of experts and on its 
relation to great river systems or to the general plan, and never on 
mere clamor. 


With this statement I give notice that at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment I will renew my motion for the present consid- 
eration of House bill No. 21899, with a view to bridging over 
the period between the present and the next session, and se- 
curing information necessary to legislation. At the next ses- 
sion I shall press the consideration by the full Committee on 
Commerce of Senate bill 500, in the hope that it will be accepted 
as a full and comprehensive measure for the active and 
efficient prosecution of the development and improvement of 
our waterways. 


a 


OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I can not yield to any other Senator except for 
a conference report. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 


to the Senator from West Virginia? 
Mr. HALE. 


I yield to the Senator from West Virginia, 
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Mr. SCOTT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


21897) to increase the cost of certain public buildings, to au- | 


thorize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improvement 
of certain public buildings, to authorize the erection and com- 
pletion of public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites 
for public buildings, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 6, 
9, 18, 31, 41, 50, 55, 57, 58, 67, 78, 79, 81, $4, 92, 109, 111, 112, 125, 
127, 13 
203. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 22, 
23, 24, 26, 30, 32, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40, 42, 43, 45, 46, 47, 49, 51, 52, 
53, 59, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 70, 72, 73, 76, 77, 80, 88, 89, 91, 93, 94, 
95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 106, 110, 116, 118, 120, 121, 126, 
128, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 185, 187, 189, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 

153, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 


G, 138, 


146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 
161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 170, 171, 172, 177, 178, 179, 
194, 201, and agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States 


post-office and court-house at Colorado Springs, Colo., fifteen | 


thousand dollars, said increase to be employed in substituting 
granite for sandstone; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an | 


amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ Provided, 
That not to exceed six thousand two hundred and fifty dollars 
may be available for the acquisition of additional ground; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 


States post-office at Portland, Me., ninety thousand dollars: | 


Provided, That not to exceed twenty thousand dollars may be 


available for the acquisition of additional ground;” and the | 


Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an 


amendment to read as follows: 
“ United States post-oflice and court-house at Duluth, Minn., 
$95,000, for additional ground: Provided, That if at any time 


should any portion of the ground now owned or hereafter to be | 
acquired by the Government be used for street, park, or other | 


purposes by the city of Duluth, the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to sell to said 
city any part of such ground, on such terms as he may deem 
to be for the best interests of the United States, and to deposit 
the proceeds of said sale in the Treasury of the United States as 
n miscellaneous receipt: Provided further, That in no case shall 
any portion of the ground now owned or hereafter to be ac- 


quired by the Government be sold for less than its fair market | 


” 


value. 


(On page 7 of the bill strike out lines 1, 2, and 3, and on page | 


42 insert the above section after line 2. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an | 
amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States | 


post-office and court-house at Cleveland, Ohio, $775,000.” 

Also, on page 9 of the bill, in line 4, strike out the word 
“ eighty ” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: United 
States post-office at Toledo, Ohio, $50,000;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States 
post-office at Charleroi, Pa., $40,000;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office and court-house at Salt Lake City, Utah, 
$175,000: Provided, That not to exceed $40,000 may be available 


169, 173, 174, 176, 183, 184, 197, 198, 199, 200, and | 


and insert in lieu thereof the words “one hundred.” | 


May 


for the acquisition of additional ground;” and the Senate ; 
to the same. 
| That the House recede from its disagreement to the among. 
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “Provide 
That of the amount heretofore authorized so ntuch as may he 
necessary shall be available for the acquisition of a suija)Jo 
site;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenq- 
ment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Grafton, W. Va., $15,000, in addition to 
| $10,000 heretofore authorized.” 

(On page 11 of the bill strike out line 25; on page 12 strike 
out lines 1 to 9, both inclusive, and insert the above section on 
page 49 of the bill, after line 4.) 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend. 
ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office and court-house at Wheeling, W. Va., twenty 
thousand dollars: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to sell the old 
| post-office, court-house, and custom-house building, and the site 

thereof, situate at the corner of Market and Sixteenth strects, 
in the city of Wheeling, and State of West Virginia, at public or 
| private sale after proper advertisement, at such time and on such 
terms as he may deem to be to the best interests of the United 
| States, and to execute a quitclaim deed to the purchaser thereof, 
| and to deposit the proceeds of said sale in the Treasury of the 
| United States as a miscellaneous receipt: Provided, That said 
| building and site shall not be sold for any sum less than one 
| hundred thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
| ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States 
post-office and court-house at Wilmington, Del., one hundred 
| and twenty thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
| same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
| ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office and court-house at Augusta, Ga., two thou- 
| sand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
| ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with «n 
amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: “ Unite 
States post-office and court-house at Quincy, IIL, one hundred 
thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
| ment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with 
| an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Hoboken, N. J., sixty thousand dollars: 
Provided, That not to exceed twenty thousand dollars may be 
available for the acquisition of additional ground;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend: 
ment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same wit! 
an amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office and court-house at Danville, Va., sixty thou 
| sand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 4 
ment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same wit! a! 
amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: * | nited 
States post-office at Peru, Ind., seventy-five thousand dors 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 4 
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same 
an amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: ° 
States post-office at Shenandeah, Iowa, $50,000; ” and the 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the *! 
| ment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the sa! 
| an amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: ” 
States post-office at Missoula, Mont., $115,000; " and the 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the sa! 
an amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: 

States post-office at Jonesboro, Ark., $80,000;” and th: 
agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to the sa." 
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‘a ndment, so that the same shall read as follows: “ United 
ost-office at Riverside, Cal., $110,000;” and the Senate 
the same, 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
f the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with 
nent, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States 
¢ e at Bristol, Conn., ninety thousand dollars, of which 
! not to exceed thirty thousand dollars may be available 
. acquisition of a suitable site: Provided, That the re- 
nt herein contained that all sites selected under the 
ns of this act shall be bounded on at least two sides 

s shall not be applicable to the acquisition of a site 
ol;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment the Senate numbered 71, and agreed to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-oflice, court-house, and custom-house at Miami, Fla., 
one hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “‘ United 
States post-office at Independence, Kans., seventy-five thousand 
dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

fhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at. Parsons, Kans., seventy-five thousand dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with 

n amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Maryville, Mo., fifty thousand dollars;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Goldfield, Nev., seventy-five thousand dol- 
lars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with 

amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Plainfield, N. J., one hundred thousand 
dollars; and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

at of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with 
in amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office and court-house at Roswell, N. Mex., one hun- 
dred and twenty-five thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree 


‘ 


ol 


the same. 


iat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
t of the Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with 
in amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Wilson, N. C., sixty thousand dollars; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from fts disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
alendment, so that same shall read as follows. 

“That for the purpose of beginning the construction of a 
ulfable and commodious fireproof building for the accommo- 
(ation of the United States post-office, United States courts, 


a ther governmental offices at Muskogee, Okla., fifty thou- 


) 


dollars: Provided, That this authorization shall not be 
‘oistrued as fixing the limit of cost of said building at the sum 
hereby named, but the building hereby provided for shall be 


proof 
co sive of site, not exceeding two hundred thousand 
- he Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
‘zi and directed to enter into contracts for the construction of 


nent, within the ultimate limit of cost above mentioned: 
hat of the amount fixed as the ultimate limit of cost 
exceed fifty thousand dollars may be expended during 
| year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and 


hine, 
On 

The sy 
And 
That 

ment of 


an omy 
Ne 


ze 52 of the bill strike out all of lines 3 and 4 and insert 
1 on page 63, after line 25. 

he Senate agree to the same. 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with 

iment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
t-office and court-house at Big Stone Gap, Va., one 


housand dollars; and the Senate agree to the same. 


utes 


hundred 


building for said purposes, to be designated by said | 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office and custom-house at Everett, Wash., one hun- 
dred and thirty thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office and court-house at Walla Walla, Wash., one 
hundred and forty thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “Provided, 
That of this amount so much as may be necessary shall be 
available for the acquisition of a suitable site;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ The 
United States post-office at Rock Springs, Wyo., $75,000;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Greeley, Colo., $15,000;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Live Oak, Fla., seven thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

“United States post-office at Lewes, Del., $5,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office and court-house at Augusta, Ga., $35,000;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States 
post-office at Cartersville, Ga., $7,500; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States 
post-office at Chicago, Ill., $1,250,000;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States 
post-office at Abilene, Kans., $7,500;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United States 
post-office at Bardstown, Ky., ten thousand dollars;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with 
an amendment so that the same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Cynthiana, Ky., ten thousand dollars;” and 


| the Senate agree to the same. 
vastructed or planned so as to cost, complete, including fire- 
‘ults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, | 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 129, and agree to the same with 
an amendment so that the same shal! read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Aurora, Mo., $10,000;”" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amené- 
ment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with 
an amendment so that the same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Bellaire, Ohio, $20,000;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 154, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ United 
States post-office at Brookings, S. Dak., $7,500;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 175, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 12. That the provision contained in the act approved 








| June 30, 1906, authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
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Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, | 
such additional land as he may deem necessary for the enlarge- 
ment of the present site and to enter into contracts for the | 
enlargment, extension, remodeling, or improvement of the 
United States subtreasury building at San Francisco, Cal., at 
a limit of cost of $375,000, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his discretion, to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or 
otherwise, a suitable new site for, or to enlarge the present 
site of, the United States subtreasury at San Francisco, Cal., 
at a cost not to exceed the said sum of $375,000.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 180, and agree to the same with | 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ Provided, 
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That such plans and estimates be prepared under the direction 


the same. 


an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: 


at Washington, D. C., and the superintendent of the United States 


Capitol building and grounds, be, and is hereby, created, which | 


shall cause plans and estimates to be prepared for a suitable 
armory for the National Guard of the District of Columbia, 
and report the estimated cost thereof to the Congress: Provided, 
That such plans and estimates be prepared under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

“And for the expense of said commission a sum not to exceed 
$2,500 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended on vouchers approved 
by the chairman of said commission.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- | yided, That this authorization shall not be construed as fixing 


ment of the House numbered 182, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out “16” and insert “17;” and 
the House agree to the same. : 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 185, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out “17” and insert “18;” and 
the House agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 186, and agree to the same with | by said Department, within the ultimate limit of cost above 
* & « , « 


an amendment, so that the same shall read as follows: “ $250,- 
000 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the House numbered 187, and agree to the same with | 


an amendment as follows: Strike out “18” and insert “19;” 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 188, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as fpllows: Strike out “19” and insert “20;” 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 189, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out “20” and insert “21; ” 
and the House agree to the same, 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
ment of the House numbered 190, and agree to the same with | 


an amendment as follows: Strike out “21” and insert “ 22; ” 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out “22” and insert “23;” 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 192, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: “ $300,000; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 193, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out “23” and insert ‘‘24;” 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 195, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out “24” and insert “25;” 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 196, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out “25” and insert “26;” 
and the House agree to the same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amoenq. 
ment of the Senate numbered 202, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 82, in line 16, strike out tho 
number “thirty-one” and insert in lieu thereof the ny 
“27;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenq- 


ment of the Senate numbered 204, and agree to the same with 


ber 


| an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: 


“Sec. 28. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, eop- 
demnation, or otherwise, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States Departments of State, Justice, and Commerce anq 
Labor the whole of squares numbered 226, 227, 228, 229, anq 
"9 


230, in the city of Washington, D. C., and the sum of $2,500,009, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary to pay for the }: 


id so 


| acquired, is hereby authorized. That part of C street, Ohio 
of the Secretary of the Treasury;” and the Senate agree to | avenue, D street, and E street, lying between the squares named 
| herein, is hereby made a part of the site authorized by th 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


ment of the Senate numbered 181, and agree to the same with | 


S act, 
That should the Secretary of the Treasury decide to institute 
condemnation proceedings in order to secure any or all of the 


| land herein authorized to be acquired, such proceedings shal! 
“Sec. 16. That a commission consisting of the Assistant Sec- | 
retary of War, the general commanding the militia of the District | approved August 30, 1890, providing a site for the enlarzement 
of Columbia, the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds | 


be in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 


of the Government Printing Office (U. S. Stat. L., vol. 26, chap, 
837).” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


| ment of the Senate numbered 205, and agree to the same with 
| an amendment as follows: On page 84 of the bill, in line 15, 


after the word “ million,” strike out the word “eight” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “six,” so that said section shall 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 29. That for the purpose of beginning the construction 
of a suitable and commodious fireproof building for the accom- 
modation of the United States post-office, United States courts, 
and other governmental offices at Denver, Colo., $50,000; Pr: 


the limit of cost of said building at the sum hereby named, but 
the building hereby provided for shall be constructed or planned 
so as to cost, complete, including fireproof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, and approaches, but exclusive of site, not 
exceeding $1,600,000. 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to enter into contracts for the construc- 
tion of a suitable building for said purposes, to be designated 


mentioned: Provided, That of the amount fixed as the ultimate 
limit of cost not to exceed $50,000 may be expended during 
the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and 
nine.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 206, and agree to the sanie with 
an amendment, so that same shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 30. That the sum of ten thousand dollars be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction 


| of the Secretary of War, to aid in the erection and completion 


of memorial structure at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to co! 
orate the battle of the Revolution fought at that point between 
the colonial troops and Indians October 10, 1774: Provided, 
That no part of said appropriation shall be expended until tle 
site and plans for said monument or memorial shal! be 4)- 
proved by the Secretary of War and the grounds on wile 
said monument or memorial is to be located shall be dedicat 
to the use of the public and provision is made for op 
maintainging an open highway thereto.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to th: 
ment of the House numbered 207, and agree to the same 
amendment as follows. Strike out the number “36,” i 
on page 85, and insert in lieu thereof the number “ 
the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the House numbered 208, and agree to the Sit 
an amendment as follows: Strike out number “37, 
85, in line 21, and insert in lieu thereof the number “©; 
the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the °" 
ment of the House numbered 209, and agree to the s0' 
an amendment as follows: On page 86, in line 6, strik 
number “38” and insert in lieu thereof the number ~~; 
the House agree to the same. 














‘Ss 





phat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
f the House numbered 210, and agree to the same with 
endment as follows: On page 86, in line 22, strike out 


the number “89” and insert in lieu thereof the number “34;” 
an House agree to the same. 

the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
mel the House numbered 211, and agree to the same with 
an endment as follows: On page 87, in line 15, strike out 
the number “40” and insert in lieu thereof the number “35;” 
end the House agree to the same. 

rhat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 212, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 87, in line 24, strike out the 
number “41” and insert in lieu thereof the number “36;” and 
the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered 213, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 88, in line 1, strike out the 
number “42” and insert in lieu thereof the number “37;” 


and the House agree to the same, 
N. B. Scort, 
F. BE. WARREN, 
C. A. CULBERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


RICHARD BARTHOLDT, 

E. C. BuURLEIGH, 

W. G. BRANTLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, your committee desires to state, 
in reporting this bill, that it has had before it 213 amendments. 


On these the Senate has receded on 33, the House on 105. The 
remainiag amendments are verbal. 
The bill has been cut matérially on the larger items. The 


parks for the District of Columbia were stricken out and the 
saving of over a million dollars was made. The needs of the 
General Government in the District of Columbia, however, were 
looked after, first, by the authorization of the purchase of a site 
for the Departments of State, Justice, and Commerce and Labor. 
The District of Columbia was given an addition to the District 
‘ourt of appeals and the authorization for a commission to pre- 
pare plans for a District armory, leaving out, however, any pro- 
vision looking toward the securing of a site. The item to pur- 
chase an embassy in Paris was also stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
conference report, 

The report was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent | 


in executive session the doors were reopened. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the agreement made in executive 
session be ratified in legislative session. 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The request for unanimous con- 


sent submitted by the Senator from Maine will be read to the | 


Senate, 
The Secretary read as follows: 
fhat the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, no busi- 


> transacted during the evening session excepting the con- 
leration of conference reports, questions in disagreement between the 


H 


14 
At 


rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 


hears not e, 


Is there objection? The Chair 
and that order is made. 


HOUR OF MEETING ON MONDAY. 


I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
t at 10 o’clock a. m. on Monday next. 
otion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Mr. HALE. 
be to 1 


The 


Al 
De 
DROW} 
7 } 


assed the 


its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 

joint resolution (S. R. 23) to provide for the re- 

of a portion of the Chinese indemnity, with amend- 

1 which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had sicned the following enrolled bills, and they were there- 
ed by the Vice-President : 


H.R. 15641. An act for the removal of restrictions from part 


Issior 


hients, 


upon s 
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of the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 22009. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to re 
move certain obstructions to navigation from the main ship 
channel, Key West Harbor, Florida, and for other purposes. 


CHINESE INDEMNITY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 23) to provide for the remission of a portion of the Chi- 
nese indemnity, which were, on page 1, line 13, to strike out 
“eleven” and insert “thirteen;” and on page 2, line 7, after 
“just,” to insert: 


Provided, That within one year from the passage of this resolution 
any person whose claim upon the Chinese indemnity, 1900, was pre- 
sented to the United States commissioners or to the Department of 
State and disallowed in whole or in part may present the same by 
Periodte to the Court of Claims, which court is hereby invested with 
urisdiction to hear and adjudicate such claim, without appeal, and 
to render such judgments de novo, or in addition to any allowance or 
allowances heretofore made, as in each case shall be fully and substan- 
tially compensatory for actual losses and expenses of the claimant 
caused by the antiforeign disturbances in China during the year 1900, 
excluding merely speculative claims or elements of damage: And pro- 
vided aiso, That the sum of $2,000,000 be reserved from the Chinese 
indemnity, 1900, for the payment of such judgments, the same to be 
paid by the Treasurer of the United States as and when they shall be 
certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the said court, and any 
balance remaining after all such claims have been adjudicated and paid 
shall be returned to the Chinese Government in such manner as the 
Secretary of State shall decide, and the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed to so return the same: And provided 
further, That all evidence furnished by the claimants, and statements 
made by them to the said commissioners or to the Department of State, 
shall be transmitted by the said Department to the said Court of Claims 
and considered together with such other additional testimony as may 
be presented by either side, and the Government of the United States 
shall defend the said claims in the said court by such attorney or at- 
torneys as may be designated for such service by the Attorney-General 
of the United States : Provided further, That in no case shall the Court 
of Claims award a principal sum to any claimant which, together with 
the principal sums said claimant may have already received by deci- 
sion of the United States commissioners and the Department of State, 
shall exceed the amount originally claimed by said claimant. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RECESS, 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I move that the Senate take 
a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at the expiration of the recess, at 
8 o’clock p. m. 
PUNISHMENT OF EXTORTION. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I wish to make a 
| parliamentary inquiry. I wish to ask if, under the agreement 
had this afternoon, unobjected bills on the Calendar can be 
called up? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mous-consent agreement. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 4062) to amend section 
5481 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5481 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Spe. 5481. Every officer, clerk, agent, or employee of the United 
States, and every person representing himself to be or assuming to act 
as such officer, clerk, agent, or employee, who is guilty of extortion un- 
der color of his office, clerkship, agency, or employment, or under color 
of his pretended or assumed office, clerkship, agency, or employment, 
and every person who shall attempt any act which if performed would 
make him guilty of such extortion shall be punished by a fine of not 
more than $500 or by imprisonment for not more than one year, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment, except those officers or agents of the 
United States otherwise differently and specially provided for in the 
subsequent sections of this chapter.” 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator from Wyoming a 
question. The Senate has passed a bill by which there has 
been an entire revision of the penal code. There is a section in 
that revision upon the same subject as that provided for in 
this bill. I desire to know of the Senator from Wyoming 
whether this bill conforms to the corresponding provision of the 
bill which the Senate has already passed. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have no definite 


They are in order under the unani- 


knowledge as to 





the exact provisions of that bill. I can give to the Senator the 
exact change that this bill proposes to make in the present v 
Mr. BACON. That is not the point. The Senate, after very 


long and tedious consideration, passed on this very question 
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and enacted a bill, which they sent to the other House. It is That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenq. 
true that it also relates to a great many other penal statutes. I | ment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same wi'!; an 
do not think we ought to pass a law on that subject unless we | amendment as follows: In lieu of the amount stated in «aiq 
know whether it conforms to the general bill which we have | amendment insert “ eighty-three thousand nine hundred and 
already passed. Unless the Senator is prepared to say that he | ninety-six dollars and eighty-seven cents;” and the Senate 
has compared it with the corresponding provision in the bill | agree to the same. 

already passed I shall object to the present consideration of That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
this bill. ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am unable to state; but I do | 82n amendment as follows: In lieu of the amount stated in saiq 
not think we should have to wait for any needed amendments amendment insert “eighteen thousand six hundred and sixteen 
in the criminal law until the criminal code which was passed | dollars and eighty-seven cents;” and the Senate agree to the 
here shall become a law. I am unable to say whether the pro- | Same. 
posed legislation is identical with the provision of that bill or That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
not. ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with 

Mr. BACON. I see in the Chamber one of the members of the | an amendment as follows:*In lieu of the matter proposed iy 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws, who was present during | S®id amendment insert the following: 
all of the consideration by the Senate of the penal code, the “ Provided, That hereafter the Board of Visitors to the Mili- 
Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHer“anp], and he can probably | tary Academy shall consist of five members of the Committee 
give me the desired information. on Military Affairs of the Senate and seven members of the 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to submit a conference | Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
report on the Military Academy appropriation bill. to be appointed by the respective chairmen thereof, who shall 

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator from Wyoming to let | annually visit the Military Academy on such date during the 
the bill go- over for a little while until I can confer with the | session of Congress or not more than thirty days prior thereto, 
Senator from Utah. as may be fixed by the chairmen of the said committees: and 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. a ae of the academy and the members of the 

ap Bl sjoard of Visitors shall be notified of such date by the chairmen 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION Bilt. of the said committees, acting jointly, at least fifteen days be- 

Mr. SCOTT submitted the following report: fore the meeting. The expenses of the members of the Board 

shall be their actual expenses while engaged upon their duties 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the | as members of said Board, and their actual expenses for travel 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. | by the shortest mail routes: Provided further, That so much 
21875) making appropriations for the support of the Military | of sections thirteen hundred and twenty-seven, thirteen hundred 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hun- | and twenty-eight, and thirteen hundred and twenty-nine, Re- 
dred and nine, and for other purposes, having met, after full | vised Statutes of the United States, as is inconsistent with the 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- | provisions of this act is hereby repealed.” 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3, 8, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
20, 21, 37, 61, 65, and 71. ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed in said 
ments of the Senate numbered 4, 5, 6, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, | amendment insert the following: 

19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, “For the expenses of the members of the Board of Visitors, 
41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 50, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 60, 64, 68, and 70, | two thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 
and agree to the same. And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an | ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed in said | amendment as follows: In lieu of the amount stated in said 
amendment insert only the second proviso, to read as follows: | 2amendment insert “seventeen thousand three hundred and 

“Provided, That hereafter cadets shall be entitled to rations, | sixty-eight; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
or commutation therefor, as hitherto allowed under the act ap- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
proved June twenty-eighth, nineteen hundred and two, entitled | ment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same witli an 
‘An act making appropriations for the support of the Military | amendment as follows: Divide the sum, $12,000, into two 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen | parts—$8,400 for policing of barracks and bath houses, aud 
hundred and three, and for other purposes.’ ”’ $3,600 for supplying light and plain furniture to cadet barracks, 

And the Senate agree to the same. so that the paragraph in which the amendment occurs wi!! read 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | a8 follows: 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an “For the policing of barracks and bath houses, eight thousand 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be | four hundred dollars; and for supplying light and -plain furni- 
stricken out insert the following: ture to cadet barracks, three thousand six hundred dollars.’ 

“The Secretary of War may detail an officer of the Medical And the Senate agree to the same. 

Corps of the Army to the Military Academy as instructor of That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend: 
military hygiene.” ment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 

And the Senate agree to the same. amendment as follows: In lieu of the amount stated in said 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | amendment insert “fifty-two thousand nine hundred and 
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an | thirty; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed in said That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
amendment insert the following: ment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an 

“For pay of one instructor of English and history, to be se- | amendment as follows: In lieu of the amount stated '» said 
lected and appointed by the Secretary of War, three thousand | amendment insert “seven hundred and eighty-eight thousand 
doljars.” nine hundred and fourteen dollars and eighty-seven cculs; 

And the Senate agree to the same. and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- That the House recede from its disagreement to the »mend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an | ment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same w'(! *!! 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the words proposed to be | amendment as follows: In line 1 of said amendment s'' : - 
stricken out in said amendment insert, after the word “adju- | the words “to continue” and insert the word “for; ©) th 
tant,” ia the line in which said amendment appears, the words | Senate agree to the same. 

“who shall not be above the rank of captain,” followed by a That the House recede from its disagreement to the end- 
comma, and retain the words “of his grade,” inserted in said | ment of the Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same wi!) 2) 
amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. amendment as follows: In lieu of “ fifty-seven” insert fifty- 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | six;” and the Senate agree to the same. : cae 
ment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede 1! ” 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amount stated in said | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate number! \. 
amendment insert “thirty-three thousand five hundred;” and | and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: «) )'0" 
the Senate agree to the same, 2 of said amendment strike out “seven” and insert ©‘! 
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and ie same line, after the word “ designated,” insert “ one Mr. WARREN. I will state to my colleague on the commit- 
for « class,” preceded and followed by a comma; and the | tee that the first proposition was not for Filipino cadets as such, 
Sey cree to the same, but for Filipino students who upon graduation were to con- 
; N. B. Scorrt, tract for service a certain number of years. So the word “ cadet” 
J. A. HEMENWAY, used by Mr. SraypeEN in his note is not quite like the report it- 

J. B. FRaAzIeER, self. The conference report itself provides that there shall be 

Managers on the part of the Senate. one Filipino in each class for the next four classes, who enters 

RicHarp WAYNE PARKER, as a student and contracts at the end of his time for four or 

A. B. Capron, eight years’ service, as the case may be, to serve with the Phil- 


ippine Scouts. 


I to the above report except as to the Senate amend- Mr. HALE. I do not understand that the reservation in any 

ni that provides for the appointment of Philippine cadets wie eflectn the street of oe 
7 qo egg pi vente ay ¢ : gth of the report. 

the United States Military Academy. Mr. WARREN. Not at all. 

JAMES L, SLAYDEN, Mr. HALE. Even if it was opposed to the report, two of the 
Managers on the part of the House. conferees on the part of the House have signed it, and the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate having signed it makes it a 

STATEMENT. | complete report. 

The nagers on the part of the Senate, at the conference But it is a monition that when conference reports are offered 
on the sigcreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R.| here they should be read to the Senate, and the names of the 
91875) making appropriations for the support of the Military | conferees should be read, and if any reservation has been made 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other | the Senate should know what it is, important or otherwise. 
purposes, submit the following table of figures to show the | I hope that hereafter the clerks in reading the reports instead 
effect, in amount, of the action agreed upon and submitted in | of saying “signed by the conferees,” so and so, will read the 
the accompanying conference report on the amendments of the | names of the conferees and any reservations that are made in 
Senate, namely : the report. Before this I have called the attention of the 
{mount of bill as reported to Senate_____________ $914, 967. 37 | Clerks to it, but I have never been able to convince them of the 
Deducted during consideration of bill by Senate___ 100.00 | importance of reading the full report and the names of the 

— _— | conferees and every suggestion made by them. 
Amount of bill as it passed Senate___.____________ 914, 867. 37 Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I shall object to the 
Amounts dropped in conference : further consideration of the report to-day. 
Permanent establishment _________ $60, 000. 00 Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will 
Extra pay of officers on detached move to proceed to the consideration of the report. 
servicer’ ui te ot ki 1, 000. 00 Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand that an objection carries 
Pay of enlisted men__....-_------ 732. 5O it over. 
Current and ordinary expenses___-_ 1, 500. 00 Mr. HALE. Not a conference report. 
Miscellaneous items and incidental The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous consent 
expenses_______ ip i 5, 000. 00 agreement, the motion of the Senator from West Virginia is 
Buildings and grounds___.....-.._ 1, 000. 00 in order. 
69, 232.50; Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the ruling of the Chair? 
— The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is in order. 
Amount of bill as reported by conferees__.. 845, 634. 87 Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then we can discuss it. 


Mr HALE. The report of a conference committee is privi- 
leged, and if objection is made to its consideration a Senator 
may move that the Senate consider it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE And it is subject to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no doubt about the prac- 
tice. That is correct. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


N. B. Scott, 

J. A. HEMENWAY, 

J. B. FRAZIER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the names of the conferees be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


N. B. Scorr sideration of the report. 
J. A. HEMENWayYy, The motion was agreed to. 
: J. B. bmp oa a Mr. SCOTT. I ask that the report be adopted. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
RicHARD WAYNE PARKER, s 3 
A. B. Capron, the report. 
_l agree to the above report except as to the Senate amendment 69, | rhe report was agreed to. 
that provides for the appointment of Philippine cadets at the United AFFAIRS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


States Military Academy. 
James L. SLAYDEN, Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, to be frank about it, I 
Managers on the part of the House. had no objection to the conference report going through, except 

Mr. HALE. That shows the importance of reading the whole | that we should consider also other business here before adjourn- 
report and the names of the conferees, The clerks frequently do | ment. It is nothing in which I or any member of my commit- 
hot do that. tee is personally interested, but a bill was brought up here this 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | afternoon and read. I was called away, as was kindly explained 
report. by the Senator from Maine, and it was the understanding of 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before it is agreed to I should like to everybody, I thought, after having conferred with as many Sena 
isk the Senator in charge of the bill to explain to the Senate | tors as possible, that the bill would go through. 
 f the discrepancy in the agreement of the conferees. That legislation is needed by the Territories. Most of the 
: myself lo not understand it, and I do not think many Sena- | provisions that are included in this omnibus bill had already 
passed the Senate. There are two provisions that are included 
in it that had not passed the Senate, but should have been 
properly considered by another committee of the Senate. The 
reason why they were all included in the omnibus bill was owing 
to the state of business existing in another place. They were 
all included in one bill in order that it might not be necessary to 
have a separate vote taken on each. 

If provisions of this bill have not properly come to this com- 
mittee in the Senate, it was the intention of the committee, and 
the report was so prepared, to refer them to the appropriate 
committee first, which was the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. The chairman of that committee was ill, 
therefore in order to get this needed legislation in the Terri- 
tories, including court-houses in some places where they have 
very poor buildings, and other urgent legislation, it was reported 
to the Senate after the Senators upon that committee who 
were in the Chamber had been consulted concerning the pro 
visions that related to Hawaii, about which the committee of 


ao 


Mr. SCOTT. What diserepancy does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. When the Senator from Maine asked 
it tl ames of all the conferees be read, it appeared that 
ne of conferees signed it, but signed it with a reserva- 
i. I did not myself understand it, and I should like to know 


OTT. That is in reference to the appointment of 
to the Military Academy. The original amendment 
ite provided for seven and the House conferees 
Ma “1 to four, but the gentleman who signed separately, 
I understand, put on that note, not agreeing even to the ap- 
of four, But I have not seen him since he made 
ition, and so I am only making this statement from 
atid e understood. 
Mr. WARREN rose. 
OPT. The Senator from Wyoming can probably make 
fement, 
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which f have the honor of being chairman knew nothing. After 
those Senators had considered it they all approved of the 
mensure, 

So here is a measure which passed the House embracing 
many bills which have passed the Senate and which have been 
carefully considered by the committee, and, except the pro- 
visions named, reasonably and carefully considered by our com- 
mittee, 

This measure I have attempted now faithfully to have con- 
sidered. I called a meeting of my committee immediately that 


the bill came to us, so that we could expedite business and get | 
it in the Senate for passage. It was gotten up this afternoon, | 


and it was the understanding that it would be passed. I think 


HALE] and every Senator who had, when I attempted to get 
it up before, raised objection and to whom I had explained that 
this measure should pass. 

It is not a matter in which any member of my committee is 
in the least interested except as we are interested in measures 
that come before our committee. When a piece of necessary 
legislation like this is brought up, which no person can possi- 


bly have any interest in delaying, was delayed, it strikes me that 


we ought to pause a little in our rapid progress of the public 
business, of which I do not complain, until we can consider and 
pass it. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that if we are 


going to adjourn soon this bill must be gotten into conference, | 
because the Senate committee have made certain necessary | 


amendments. That is the state of affairs at the present time. 


ator can not now know everything that happened in the Senate, 
because he will not see the report in the Recorp until to-morrow 
morning. The Senator desired to leave the Chamber for good 


ator goes, as it was entirely proper he should, we will pass 


the neighborhood of the Senator from Indiana said the same 
thing, that we would endeavor to pass the bill. When its con- 
sideration was continued, objection arose in many quarters of 
one kind and another. At last I stated that if any Senator 
objected to the consideration of the bill on his own responsi- 
bility and knowledge, that that would end it, as of course it 
would have done if the Senator had been here. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that the Senator makes an inti- 
mation that the statement we made, that we would pass his bill 


if we could, was not carried out in good faith. I donot think if | 


the Senator himself had been here that any result different 
from what was reached could have been reached. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not the least. 

Mr. HALE. I kpew nothing about the bill; but as it came 


to be considered objections, one after another, arose from Sen- | 
ators, old Senators, and we were obliged for the time being | 


to give the bill the go-by. We did all we could to pass the 


bill. I do not object to the Senator calling it up now; but I | 


do not want him to feel that we did not carry out to the best 
of our ability any intimation made that we would try to pass 
his bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I have no doubt in the 
world that everything the Senator from Maine has stated is 


true, and I wish to state that he is entirely correct in saying | 


that there should not be any imputation whatever upon him, 
or any Senator who has objected. I had seen every Senator 


who had objected when I attempted to bring the bill up before. | 

There is just one thing I wish to say, and that is that the | 
Senator must not refer to the bill as “ my bill.” It is an omni- 
bus: bill. I am not the author of any one of the bills it em- 


braces. It came to the committee, of which I am chairman, in 
the usual course. I think it has been the case pretty generally 
that bills coming to the Territories Committee have been 
pretty promptly taken up and acted upon and an earnest effort 
made to pass such as were proper and necessary pieces of 
legislation. 

There are other bills which that committee has just as 
thoroughly considered and refused to report until it could have 
further investigation. There is before us now a bill of that 
character which we were urged to pass as we passed the rest 
of these bills. 

Mr. President, my object in making the objection, which I 
did not for a moment mean to follow up unless it became nec- 


essary, bas been accomplished, and that is this: I see very 
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| clearly that there is no disposition to delay this bill at ali, and 
| at a later hour, or on Monday morning, when it suits th, 0n- 
| venience of the Senate, I shall again move that we proceed to 


the consideration of that measure. 
Mr. KEAN. Why not do it now, I will ask the Senator? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not able to do it now, because d are 
asked for, and I am looking them up so as to find out just what 


| is asked for. I want to find out just what the points are that 
| are asked about. I have not them now. I am sending doy 


hs nh to 
my office, so that I can ascertain, so far as I can, how to answer 


any reasonable questions that may be asked. I do not desire 
now that those questions, I will say to the Senator from Mon. 


| tana, shall be put until I move to take up the bill, as I now see 
it was the understanding of the Senator from Maine [Mr. | 


the disposition of the Senate is to pass this necessary measure, 
No person can have, I think, any substantial objection to it. 
There may be some defects in it; and if there are, I shall ; ept 
amendments to the bill on the floor. I shall later on this eyep- 
ing, or on Monday morning, as may best suit the convenience 
of the Senate, move to proceed to the consideration of the pill, 
The object, as I say, has been accomplished by calling attention 
to the fact at this point. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 


| Wyoming [Mr. Crark] has the floor. I will ask if he wil! yield 


to me for a statement? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the bill under consideration 


Ul 


i : resi : > + | prior to the recess, to which the Senator referred, was not 
_ Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Indiana | treated in any light manner, so far as any Senator present js 
is not possessed with the idea that we did not attempt to pass | 


the bill after he had been called away from the Senate. The Sen- | 


concerned. Within the bill was found, on page 11, a section re- 
pealing section 1955 of the Revised Statutes; and also repealing 
the proviso of an act providing a civil government for Alaska ap- 
proved in 1884. It occurred to me, upon the reading of the 


ye 7 | bill, that prudence required that we ascertain what we were re- 
and sufficient reasons and he made an appeal to other Senators | 


about him to help pass the bill. I for one said freely, if the Sen- | 


pealing. I found upon close investigation that the proviso in 
the act of 1884 prohibited the importation of liquors into Alaska. 


. | The repealing of that proviso, in view of the provisions of the 
hig bill. It may be that the assurance was too plenary and | 


carried too much authority. Other Senators immediately in | erence to section 1955 of the Revised Statutes, expressly re. 


bill then pending, appeared to be entirely proper; but, upon ref- 


pealed by the bill pending, I found that that section related to 
two subjects. 

In one part of the section authority is given to the President 
of the United States to prohibit—and therefore, of course, to 
regulate—the importation of firearms into the district of 
Alaska. Another portion of the section relates to the prohibi 
tion of the importation of liquors into Alaska. 

Under the provisions of the bill we were called upon to vote 
for or against, the repeal of that portion of section 1955 pro- 
hibiting the importation of liquor seemed appropriate, because 
the bill provided a local-option law for Alaska. But I did 
desire to know why it was that in an Indian country the Presi- 
dent of the United States was deprived, or was to be deprived, 
of an ancient, wholesome, and proper statutory provision au- 
thorizing him to prohibit the importation of firearms into the 
Indian country. Now, it may be, Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator right there what 
is the language of the law the Senator read? Does (ie Jal 
guage of that statute authorize the President to proli!it the 
introduction of firearms? 

Mr. CARTER. Section 1955, which the pending bil! ™ 
in the first line says: 

The President shall have power to restrict and regulate or ! > I 


the importation and use of firearms, ammunition, and disti! 
into and within the Territory of Alaska. 


They are pretty closely combined, it will be observed. } 
I have no doubt that the portion of section 1955 of 
vised Statutes which authorizes the President to pro 
regulate the introduction of firearms into Alaska sh: 
main the law, and the Senator will agree with that, I ' 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in view of the |! 
my understanding is—and if it is wrong, the Senator « 
rect me—that the President never exercises that aut! 
all, that it was done solely when Alaska was an Indi: 
try, and so it is now obsolete and archaic, It has no 
tion to the country that is now well filled up, consid 
character and its distance, with citizens from the 
State and from the States of every other Senator ¥ 
floor, and as the nature and character of the popula 
totally changed, I think the Senator will see why no 4 
be done and why it is more in consonance with the -\ 
ideas that that ancient section of the Revised Statues” ” 
power under which has, as I understand, never or bi rarely 
been exercised—should be repealed. 


\ 


the 














—_— 


Tha’ is a part, as the Senator must have observed as he 
listened to the 
act erning 
censes, 
but the 
y to the Senator, was very earnestly, urgently, and in- 

recommended by the present excellent governor of 


Alaska and its government, affecting not only 
where the licenses are put very heavily on road 


| ire sufficient reasons; and if the Senator, I will say, in 
get this necessary legislation into conference, is not 
with it and wants to offer an amendment, I think the 
» will accept his amendment. It seemed to us to be 
Would the Senator say for his State, were it still 
tory, that he would like to have a law upon the statute 


iction of firearms into Montana because there were some 
there? 

\RTER. Mr. President, I observe that the Senator has 

msideration to the subject of the prohibition of firearms 
the Indians of Alaska. I supposed that this section 

so far as the introduction of firearms and the regulation 
introduction into the district of Alaska might be con- 
n oversight. If, on the other hand, the Senator has 


dia 
Mr. ( 
givell 
amone st 
wis, | 
of th 
cerned 
tee has reached the deliberate conclusion that it is wise and 
prudent to permit the use of firearms within the Indian coun- 
try in Alaska without restraint, I have nothing whatever to say 
mt it. I shall offer no amendment on that subject. I will 
that to the committee, which has considered the matter 
ry fully, no doubt. I think, however, it would be well to 
nd the bill in that particular, because nothing in the meas- 
ure indicates that any part or portion of the bill requires that 


hat wholesome and necessary provision of law should be re- 
pealed in order that the bill may operate without any difficulty 
in any direction. 

Mr. President, the law of the United States to-day enables 


the Indian Department to regulate the use of firearms by In- 
s in the State of Montana; and I am very glad that that 

he law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But, Mr. President—— 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 


is t 


ield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the law now, or did the law ever, 


nuthoriz 


the President of the United States to prohibit, in 
his discretion, the importation of firearms into the entire Ter- 
ritory of Alaska, regardless of the Indian country? That is 
the effect of the statute. 

[ have been misinformed. I understood that there was ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill. 

{ did not know why, but I meant to find out, and now I have 
found out, and I intend to call up this bill again. When it is 
called up, if the committee is not able to give the Senator from 
Montana or any other Senator a satisfactory explanation of 
our we have reported these bills now twice, once in 
this omnibus form and once in single form—I shall be very 


action 


glad at the time when I do call it up to accept any amend- | 
ind then the matter may be taken care of in confer- | 
Will the Senator tell me in what year the law was | 


; 
ments, 


ence, 


passed that we propose to repeal? I do not recall it. 

Mr. CARTER. ‘The law to which I referred, section 1955 of 
the Revised Statutes, was passed in 1868, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. At that time the Senator will re- 
call that there were hardly any white men in Alaska. It was 
Just immediately after we had taken Alaska over from Russia. 
It was full of Indians. It was practically unsettled. We had 


merely a 


umber of years thereafter. 


It is utterly inapplicable, as the 
Senator 1 


ill perceive, to conditions there now. 

; Mr. CARTER. According to my view, it is applicable to the 
indian country, but since the bill is not now before the Senate 
{ will forego, according to the Senator’s intimation, any further 
observation on the subject at this time. 


PUNISHMENT OF EXTORTION, 


Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. 


I now renew my request for unani- 
Nous co 


isent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 4062) 
je amend section 5481 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, 
There } 
Whole oceeded to consider the bill. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 
‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yield to 
Mr. C] 





Does the Senator from Wyoming 
i© Senator from Texas? 


AR 


K of Wyoming. Certainly. 


reading of the bill, of rather a comprehensive | 


whole government of the Territory; all of which, | 


Montana | 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from Wyoming, who 
has charge of the bill, to explain it briefly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The purpose of the measure is 
this: The present law provides that any officer of the United 
States who is guilty of extortion under color of his office shall 
be subject to a penalty. It is now proposed to provide that 
every officer, clerk, agent, or employee shall be subject to a pen- 
alty; in other words, there is a well-defined judicial determina- 
tion of the word “ officer,” but it does not include agents and 
employees, who have the best opportunity, if they are so dis- 
posed, to practice extortion. 

Mr. President, with reference to the position of the Senator 


| from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] I will say that the section that we 


passed in the criminal code is identical with the section pro- 
posed in this bill, except for the transposition of two or three 
words. In order to meet the objection of the Senator from 
Georgia, I move to amend the bill, after line 5, by striking 
out the remainder of the bill and inserting what I send to the 
desk, which is in words the provision that was passed in the 
criminal code. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming pro- 
poses an amendment which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 5 it is proposed to strike out the 
remainder of the bill and insert: 

Sec. 5481. Every officer, clerk, agent, or employee of the United 
States, and every person representing himself to be or assuming to act 
as such officer, clerk, agent, or employee, who, under color of his office, 
clerkship, agency, or employment, or under color of his pretended or 
assumed office, clerkship, agency, or employment, is guilty of extortion, 
and every person who shall attempt any act which if performed would 
make him guilty of extortion, shall be fined not more than $500 or 
imprisoned not more than one year, or both. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Wyoming whether this is a Senate or a House 
bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It Senate bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator from Wyoming ex- 
pect the bill to be passed at this session by the other House? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope it will, but in the event 
that it does not pass I hope that it will be far enough advanced 
on the House Calendar so that it will not be at the foot of a 
congested Calendar at the short session. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was going to suggest to the Senator 
from Wyoming that the bill as now proposed to be amended is 
in identical terms the provision as found in the penal code. 
That penal code has already passed the Senate and is now pend- 
ing in the other House. I have been assured that it will be 
taken up for consideration immediately upon the reconvening 
of Congress next autumn; that it will be passed upon by the 
House as rapidly as possibly; and perhaps the penal code will 
be adopted as soon as this bill can be passed. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In that event, of course, there 
will be no necessity for this bill to pass the House, but in case 
that expectation should fail, I am anxious to get this as a law 
on the statute books as soon as possible, for there is almost a 
weekly necessity for exactly this sort of legislation. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I make no objection to it. 
suggest that for the consideration of the Senator. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, with the Senator's permission 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I could not hear the Senator clearly, but if I 
caught the explanation, the law as it stands now provides that 
any officer of the Government of the United States guiltg of 
extortion shall be punished as described in the section. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. And the committee proposes to amend it by in- 
cluding clerks, agents, or employees of the Government. ‘Then, 
if this bill shall pass as it came from the committee, any officer, 
agent, clerk, or employee of the Government guilty of extortion 


is a 


I merely 


| will be subject to punishment as provided in the act. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
under cover of his office. 

Mr. CLAY. That is the only change made? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is the only change made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


Anyone who is guilty of extortion 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


i ‘ ; yas concurred in. 
eing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | amendment wa : i 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
EXPENSES OF OKLAHOMA CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 


Mr. GORE. If there is no conference report ready to be 
taken up, I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consid- 
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eration of 


the bill (S. 5329) to provide for an appropriation to 


defray the expenses of the constitutional convention and State | 


} 


election in Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be read for informa- | 


tion, subject to objection. 
The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from 


the Committee on Territories with an amendment to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the sum of $215,393.28 be, and the same 1s hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 


appropriated, to pay » unsettled expenses of the constitutional con- 
ention of Oklahor 


and secretary of state of the State of Oklahoma, in such manner and 
form as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. KEAN, Is there a report accompanying that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘There is a report. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us have the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read the report, 
as requested by the Senator from New Jersey. 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BEVERIDGE 
May 21, 1908, as follows: 


The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
BY “to provide for an appropriation to defray the expenses of the 
constitutional convention and State election of Oklahoma, and for 
other purposes,” having had the same under consideration, report it 
back to the Senate with the recommendation that it do pass with the 
following amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
“That the sum of $215,393.28 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, to pay the unsettled expenses of the constitu- 
tional conyention of Oklahoma and for the elections held therefor and 
thereunder ; sald deficit to be paid upon vouchers approved by the gov- 
ernor and secretary of state of the State of Oklahoma, in such manner 
and form as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
There are numerous precedents for the payment of the unsettled ex- 
penses of constitutional conventions by the National Government, as 
note the following: 
North Dakota: 
Original appropriation (act February 22, 1889, 25 
ee ae SO CS a ae! $20, 000. 
Additional or deficiency appropriation to pay balance 
of expenses (act September 30, 1890, 26 Stat. L., 
p. 511) 
South Dakota: 
Original appropriation (act February 22, 
Stat. L., sec. 20, p. 682) -.-- 20, 000. 
Additional or deficiency appropriation (act September 
30, 1890, 26 Stat. L., p. 511) ~na- 14, 859.8 
Washington: 
Original appropriation (act February 22 
Stat. L., sec. 20, p. 682) 20, 000. 
Additional or deticlency appr 
30, 1890, 26 Stat. L., p. 5 
Montana: 
Original appropriation (act February 22, 
Stat. L., sec. 20, p. 682) 20, 000. 
Additional or deficiency appropriation (act May 13, 
1892, 27 Stat. L., p. 34) 7, 231. 
Utah: 
Original appropriation (act July 16, 1894, 28 Stat. L., 


sec. 18, p. 111) 30, 000. 00 | 


Additional or deficiency Specopeation (act June 8, 
1896, 29 Stat. L., pp. 277T— 


the payment of the expenses of the constitutional convention and for 
the State elections as well. 

In the case of Wyoming (26 Stat. L., 225, sec. 15) an appropriation 
was made for the expenses of the constitutional convention “and for 
the elections held therefor and thereunder.” 

In the ease of Utah (26 Stat. L., 217, sec. 15) in like manner funds 
were appropriated for defraying the expenses of the constitutional con 
vention “and for elections held therefor and thereunder.” 


In the case of Arizona and New Mexico (34 Stat. L., 285, sec. 41) 


funds were appropriated 

“for defraying all and every kind and character of expense Incident to 
the elections and conventions provided for in this act; that is, the 
payment of the expenses of holding the election for members of the con- 
stitutional convention and the submission of the question, of agg state 
hood and the election for the ratification of the constitution. at the 
same rates that are paid for similar services under the Territorial laws. 


respectively, and for the payment for the mileage for and salaries of | I had not had time to check up the matter myself. 


members of the constitutional convention at the same rates that are 
paid the said Territorial legislatures under national law, and for the 
payment of all proper and necessary expenses, officers, clerks, and mes- 
sengers thereof, and printing and other expenses incident thereto: Pro- 
vided, That any expense incurred in excess of said sum of $150,000 
shall be paid by said State.” 

In the case of the Territory of Oklahoma and the Federal district 


is hereby appropriated, out of a money in the Treasury not other 
wise appropriated, for the defrayin 

provided for in this act, and said convention, and for the payment of 
the members thereof, under the same rules and regulations and at the 
same rates as are now provided by law for the payment of the Terri 
torial legislature of the ‘Territory of Oklahoma, and the disbursements 
of the money appropriated by this section shall be made by the secre- 
tary of the Territory of Oklahoma,” 

On the 8th of February, 1907, the secretary of state of Oklahoma, 
Charles E. Filson, and the president of the constitutional convention 
and other officials submitted an estimate of a deficiency amounting to 
$135,240. 


The constitution of Oklahoma was subjected to numerous assaults by 


the liquor interests of that State attempting to defeat the constitution 
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ahoma and for the elections held therefor and there- | 
under; sald deficit to be paid upon youchers approved by the governor | 


“<0, 
i 


| 
| because of its prohibitive clause which had been incorporated » 
Congress of the United States and then extended to the entire State hy 
the constitutional convention itself, subject to the vote of the Deonle 
These controversies took the matter into court and compelled 
stitutional convention to extend its sessions and meet from 
time until these controversies were settled, causing an additi 
| ficiency of $80,153, which was estimated by Hon. W. H. Murra 
dent of the constitutional convention, March 1, 1908. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the prevent 
consideration of the bill? 
Mr. WARREN. Let the bill be again read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
bill, at the request of the Senator from Wyoming. 
The Secretary again read the bill as proposed to be amended 
by the Committee on Territories. 
Mr. WARREN. I do not mean to object to the bill, but I 
should like to ask a question. 
Mr. CURTIS. I object to the consideration of the bill, Mr, 
President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bil! will 
go over. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN OREGON. 


Mr. FULTON submitted the following resolution, which 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to request 
the House of Representatives to return to the Senate S. 678s, 
“A bill to amend sections 2586 and 2587 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, as amended by the acts of April 25, 1882, and 
August 28, 1890, relating to collection districts in Oregon.” 

Mr. FULTON. I now enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered. 
REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask leave to report from the Commitice on 
Claims the resolution which I send to the desk, and I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution reported by the 
Senator from Oregon will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the claims of Annie I. White Shipp (S. 1205); the 
Pillager band of Chippewa Indians in Minnesota for additional! « 


| pensation for land ceded to the United States by treaty of Aug 


1847, and for other purposes (S. 3203): the estate of William 
Peyton, sr., deceased (8S. 4152); Genevieve Griswold Kennon 


| §242); the heirs and estate of William B. Miller, deceased (S. 7214), 
} and John H. Gray, administrator of John W. Gray (S. 4074), togethe 





| the same in accordance with the 


278) woe 2%, 941. 68 | 
There are precedents in the enabling acts of Wyoming and Utah for | 


g of the expenses of the elections | 





with all accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred 
to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act enti- 
tled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United States,”’ approved March 3, 1887, and commonly 
known as the “ Tucker Act.” And the said court shall proceed with 


proenene of such act, and report to 
the Senate in accordance therewith. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator from Oregon if 
this is an additional reference to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. FULTON. It is, Mr. President. I will say that these 
few claims mentioned were left out of the original resolution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is this in addition to the quota that has 
been allowed under the general resolution? 

Mr. FULTON. The claims were omitted by mistake. 

Mr, CULBERSON. Does it amount to an addition to the 
quota of any Senator? 

Mr. FULTON. It does not amount to an additional quoia-—- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator from North Carolina, and per 


| haps some other Senators, came to me and said they had gone 


over the list, and these had been left out. Upon investigation 
I was informed they had been omitted, and so I included then. 


Mr. CULBERSON. There are several claims which have 
been referred to the Committee on Claims quite lately, amons 
others by myself, and the answer has been usually, at ‘cast 


| that no additional reference could be permitted, as the lis! was 


' full. Until I can examine it, I object to the present consider 
Indian Territory (34 Stat. L., 270, sec. 5) it was provided as follows: | 


“That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, | 


ation of the resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the sent 
consideration of the resolution. - 
Mr. CULBERSON subsequently said: Mr. President, | hav 


| examined the resolution, and I have talked with the Senater 


from Oregon in reference to it. He assures me that the-e mat- 
ters, according to the information he has, were left ovt °' the 
original resolution. In view of that fact, I have no objec ‘\o0 to 
its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Oregon. 

The resolution was agreed to, 
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AFFAIRS IN THE TERRITORIES. Mr. CLAY. What is the rule or custom in regard to legis- 
lating in the Territories? Where Territories have legislatures, 


REVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent that we may/|;. ; : : ; ; 
;EVERIDG! ent that we ~ | is it not true that we simply legalize their acts? 


nm vith the consideration of the bill (H. R. 21957) relating Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes: or authorize— 
ti s in the Territories. Me CTAY Se aie a cee al Sah iataliiltD Bite 
: LAY. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not press Mr. CLAY. Is it not customary first for the Territorial leg 


lature to act and then for their acts to be submitted to Congress 
and to be approved? Do we originate legislation for the Terrt- 
tories? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very frequently. 

Mr. CLAY. We can originate it. Is it not the better prac- 
tice always to let the legislatures governing those Territories 
initiate, and to refer the act to Congress for our approval? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is my opinion, very decidedly. 

Mr. CLAY. That is my idea. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator is quite right about 
that; but of course the other plan has been followed, and in 


-EVERIDGE. They all passed the Senate except the fact quite frequently in Territorial history. There mote Pepe 
Hawaiian matter | times reasons for it. If I remember rightly, for there is such 


th leration of this bill to-night. The bill deals i 

CLAY. The Hawaliian bill, I understand, was never even multitude of things in the bill, there is provided here for taxa 
| 
| 


REVERIDGE. It does. 
CLAY. And New Mexico—— 
REVERIDGE. It does. 

vr. CLAY. The Hawaiian Islands 

\ REVERIDGE. It does. 

\i ‘AN. And Arizona. 





\Y. And there are embodied in the bill several bills 
that e introduced in the House pertaining to these Terri- 
tories, dealing with different subjects. 


dered by the Senate tion by a municipality for a bridge. The bridge is in the county 
ir. BEVERIDGE. No. in which Albuquerque is located. It is rapidly filling up with 


CLAY. Take New Mexico. New Mexico has a legislature ee ‘ae Ghee Goes pig ee, oe 
ood  Territeeel Ges ae Geueeeeet We Gal fas eth a) Oe ee ee ee Ce 
question of issuing bonds in aid of the construction of bridges. og ' ‘ sae 
‘ake the Hawaiian Islands. We deal there with the question | ,_ rhe Senator will find that in all these cases relating to the 

shing electric lights to the city, and prescribe what Territories that has been the situation, and the Senate com- 

shall do it. I do not say there is anything wrong mittee have been so careful in reference to those things, be- 

cause I think they should be very seriously scrutinized, that 

they held up in committee for further investigation, much to 

the chagrin of the Territorial Delegate and much to the chagrin 

of men who came on here, a bill which had passed the House 

legalizing an act of the legislature of Arizona approving warrants 

that had been issued for various municipal expenses. We 

wanted to find out where those warrants were held. I think we 
ought to find out those things. 

There are two or three court-houses provided for here. We 
found out before we reported the bill favorably that those 
court-houses were absolutely necessary. One court-house in 
one county we rejected because we found there really was no 
public demand for it, the county was so thinly populated. 


‘ of this legislation, but it seems to me a right serious 
tter to take up here the day before we intend to adjourn a 
| embracing twenty-seven pages and dealing with three dis- 
t Territories and with subjects in those Territories. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator let me ask him a ques- 

Mr. CLAY. With a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Has there been any agreement to ad- 
journ a day from now? 

Mr. CLAY. No; I can not say—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. CLAY, But it is generally understood we will adjourn 
on Monday. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We are likely to be here longer. The 
Senator from Georgia has presented his grounds of objection. 
I hope he will let me reply as far as I can. 


There are matters of that kind which constitute the legislation 
concerning Arizona and New Mexico. 
There is only one thing in here about which the committee 


Mr. CLAY. I will say to the Senator that if we take up this | does not claim to know anything, and that is as to Hawaii, 
bill tonight, we ought not to act upon it to-night. I have had | #24 therefore, as I explained before the Senator came into the 
only a few moments to examine it. I have been sitting here | Chamber, we first made a report referring that portion of it 
reading it through hurriedly, as of necessity. If we take it up | to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, where it 
tonight, it at least ought to go over so that Senators can | Properly belongs. But the Senator from Ohio, who is chair- 
examine it and pass upon it on Monday. man of the committee, was ill and, therefore, if we got the bill 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator objects, of course I have through at all, unless all of this legislation for these lerritories 
nothing further to say. He is within his rights if he does. But was denied at this session, it became per apeareny | ne =e te coe 
the Senator has made some statements, and as far as I am able | S¥!t the members of that committee, which was done for several 
I should like to explain the matter. hours. Some of the members of that committee, who were 


Mr. CLAY. I have no objection to that. I was not quite ee ee ee a aie the a 
ugh, but I am willing to hear the Senator from Indiana. ver chs ‘ _ Pome ao ‘ ry a es — ; kilt decane we 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think it will relieve the Senator's mind | 7% ‘2#* essen we reported the whole Omnious Dill favorably. 


on everything except one point. With the exception of the item | 1 have made as short a statement as I could to the Senator 
regarding Hawaii, it has all passed the Senate. It came back | ®bout these various things. I have no further interest in it 
omnibus form—— | than any other Senator. Neither has any other member of the 
Mr. CLAY. Which is a bad way of legislating. | Committee on Territories, except that this is really necessary 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment. legislation which should go through. 
Mr, CLAY. Certainly. Mr. CLAY. I had no personal objection, except that I 


thought it was a matter embracing so many matters and 


lr. BEVERIDGE. These bills passed the Senate separately, pages 
f res — 


‘ they ought to have done, and they come back in omnibus 





i, because it was necessary to put them in that form in Mr. BEV ERIDGE, The Senator is quite right. 
another place, as I understand, due to a certain parliamentary | Mr. CLAY. That it was a very difficult thing to grasp it in 
mdition there. If they had been brought up separately it | 4 minute. 

quite likely none would even have gotten through, whereas| Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will remember that most of 

put in one bill—and there was really no objection except | these items have already passed the Senate as separate bil! 

the parliamentary situation, which would consume time—they Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator desire to pass the bill to-night? 
could be gotten through. That is the reason they come here in | Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. I understood there would be not 
mnibus form, to which I object as much as the Senator does, | the slightest objection to the bill this afternoon. Otherwise I 
‘ think it a very pernicious way of legislating. should not have left the Senate Chamber. 


In prafar J . . : ‘ 
“i reference to Arizona and New Mexico, the Senator speaks 


lges. He might have mentioned court-houses. In 


Mr. CLAY. Was the committee report unanimous? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, It was. 


overy of these instances it is to legalize the act of the Mr. CLAY. I have my doubts, but 
ava or authorize the municipality to do the thing for Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimous consent, and if there 
an that the Federal statutory limitation on taxation | is objection, that will settle it. 
~ny ee ‘ceeded or had been exceeded. | Mr. CLAY. I do not want to be captious. 
an LY. With the Senator’s permission on that point, I Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator objects, and if, as he says, 





« him a question. The Senator is chairman of the | we are to adjourn Monday, it will kill the bill. I can not 
rr ' . i ~ : . ‘ : . . 

a on lerritories, agree that Congress will adjourn with serious legislation need- 

‘Ir. BEVERIDGE. Yes, ing attention, 





Committt 
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I can merely present this matter to the Senate as chairman 


of the committee. That is all it is permissible for me to do, | 


and it is for the Senate to say whether it will pass the legisla- 


tion or not, 


Mr. PILES. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Georgia | 


{| Mr, Cray] is mistaken in his construction of this bill. The 
bill simply confirms, in the main, the Territorial acts of the 
legislatures of Arizona and Hawaii. It also provides for an 
amendment to the Alaskan code. Alaska has no legislature and 
can act only through Congress. If the Senator will turn in the 
bill to the provision with respect to Hawaii to which he re- 
ferred, he will find that it simply legalizes 4n act of the legis- 
lature of that Territory. For instance, section 34, on page 20— 

That the act of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled 
“An act to authorize and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, 
distribution, and supply of electric light and power within the district 
of Wailuku, on the island and county of Maui, Territory of Hawaii, 
passed by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii on the 24th and 
5th days of April, A. D, 1907, be, and is hereby, amended, and as so 
amended is ratified, approved, and confirmed, as follows, to wit: 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator will find that that act to which he 
has referred was vetoed by the governor of the Territory. I 


do not know; it may have been passed over his veto by a two- | 
thirds vote, but I know the report here shows that the governor | 


vetoed the very legislation we are trying to approve. 


Mr. PILES. With that I am not familiar at the present time. | 


Mr. CLAY. I have here the veto. 


Mr. PILES. I mean whether or not it was passed over the | 
veto, I do not know. But this is simply confirmatory of the | 


legislation that has taken place in the several Territories. 

Mr. CLAY. Not entirely so. 

Mr. PILES. In what respect is there any. difference? 

Mr. CLAY. Part of this bill simply approves and affirms 
legislation heretofore passed by Territories, and some of it is 
original legislation by Congress granting certain privileges. 

Mr. PILES. Where does the Senator find any? 

Mr. CLAY, I think I can find two or three features of that 
kind. 

Mr. PILES. I think the Senator is mistaken in that respect, 
as I now recall the bill as it was before the committee. The leg- 


islation with respect to Arizona is to ratify certain acts of that | 
Territory as to some indebtedness that was incurred in the Ter- | 


ritory, and it provides that before this indebtedness shall be 
paid by the people of the Territory or of the cities which have 


received the benefit of the moneys expended under the warrants | 


issued it shall be submitted to a vote of the people of the city, 


and if they ratify this indebtedness then the bonds shall be | 
issued. My idea has always been that it is safe to leave to the 
people of the Territory the ratification of their own indebted- | 


hess, 


I myself lived for a long time in a Territory, and I know how | 
difficult it has been for the people of the Territory to get legis- | 


lation, and when an act was questioned as being in violation of 
the organie act providing for the organization of the Territory, 


people who had money would not invest it in the Territory | 
until Congress had, ratified the act or until it had been tested 


in every court in which it was proper to test the question. 

So I feel in this case that if the people of these Territories 
find that acting, as they thought, within the scope of the law 
they have exceeded the powers conferred upon them by the 
organic act, and they want to ratify that indebtedness—in 
other words, if they want to pay the money which they have 
borrowed and that question is to be submitted to the vote of 
the people who have had the benefit of the money—they should 
have that right and Congress should grant that right to the 
people of the Territories. This bill goes to that extent. 


When we had this matter before the Territorial Committee, | 
of which I have the honor to be an humble member, these ques- | 


tions were fully submitted to the committee, and the facts I 
have mentioned were submitted and called to the attention of 
the committee, and we felt it was nothing more than a matter 
of right that they should have the right to pay this indebtedness 


if they saw fit to vote at a general or special election held for | 


that purpose. I think the Senator from Georgia will find on 
examination that this bill goes merely to the extent I have 
stated. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 18347) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, and adheres to its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 63, 76, and. j7 


-to the bill. 
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POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the ac: 
| the House of Representatives adhering to its disagreement 
|} amendments of the Senate numbered 63, 76, and 77 to t! 
| (H. R. 18347) making appropriations for the service 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30 
| and for other purposes. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate recede f: 
amendments numbered 63, 76, and 77. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BURNHAM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of { 


Lue 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HH. R, 
16268) making appropriations for the payment of invalid ani 
| other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, having met, afier ful! 
| and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

1. That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
| amendments numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same. 

2. That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
| amendment numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amend- 
| ment, so that the same may read as follows: 

“For salaries of agents for the payment of pension at four 
thousand dollars each, seventy-two thousand dollars, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

3. That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
amendment numbered 4, and agree to it with an amendment, 
| striking out in line 2 thereof the word “ thirty-five ” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ten,” and after the word “ dollars,” 
in the paragraph, add the words “or so much thereof as may 
be necessary,” so that the paragraph as amended will read: 

“For clerk hire and other services in the pension agencies, 
| $410,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, 
That the amount of clerk hire and other services for each 
| agency shall be apportioned as nearly as practicable in propor- 

tion to the number of pensioners paid at each agency and the 
salaries paid shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House agree to Senate amendment numbered 5 with 
an amendment, adding thereto the words “or so much thereof 
as may be necessary;” and that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
| amendment numbered 6, and the House agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate amend- 
| ment numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment 
striking out the word “forty” and inserting the word “ sixty 
five; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate amend 
ment numbered 8, and agree to the same. 

Henry EE. BuRNHAM, 
REED SMoor, 
H. M. TELxer, 

Managers on the part of the Senate 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 
WASHINGTON GARDNE! 

Managers on the part of the 








The report was agreed to. 

RAINY RIVER DAM—VETO MESSAGE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by M: 
Brow nine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Presic 
| ing returned to the House of Representatives in whic! 

inated, the bill (H. R. 15444), extending the time for 
| struction of a dam across Rainy River, with his « 
| thereto, the House proceeded in pursuance of the Co! 
to reconsider the same and that the bill was passed, t\ 
of the House of Representatives agreeing to pass the 

Mr. NELSON. I ask that the action of the Hous 

before the Senate. It is a privileged matter. 
I desire to say, by way of explanation to the Senate, | 
| time ago the Senate passed a bill for the extension of | 
| for the building of a dam across the Rainy River on | 
of Minnesota and Canada. The President, under 2 
hension, vetoed the bill. The bill has been carefully ‘ 
by a committee of the House of Representatives. T! 
conferred with the I) sident, and the President has 

| his willingness that ander the circumstances the b 

| passed over his veto. His veto was founded on a mis: 
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rhe company began the work and expended over $700,000 
Its time is about out, and unless an 
1 of time is given it can not secure more money to 


ructing a dam. 


issage of the bill over the President’s veto is satisfac- 
he President, and the House has accordingly passed it, 
k the Senate to pass the bill, 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
, the Senator from Maine? 
Certainly. 

I have the floor. 


Does the Senator from Minnesota | 


BEVERIDGE. I yield to Senators, 


I desire to make a statement as to the order of 


nference committee on the deficiency bill was e 
‘ting that report, expecting to bring it in this evening, 
the House would take up the conference report on the 

civil bill and pass it to-night, so that we might pass 
I think I may say, to the surprise of the 
of the Committee on Appropriations, that word has 

e that the House has adjourned to meet Monday morn- | 

11 o'clock, so that no progress can be made with the ap- 
Therefore I move to reconsider 
te whereby the Senate agreed to meet at 10 o’clock on 
y, because it would be to no purpose to meet at that | 
r the reason that under the action of the House noth- | 

» done this evening to expedite the appropriation bills. | 
Could not other bills be passed in that | 


those bills. 





tion bills this evening. 


BEVERIDGE, 


r. HALE. The agreement was that no bills should be passed | 
unanimous consent. 
ERIDGE. Now and Monday also? 
Monday also. 
Mr. President—— 
Does the 


IWLANDS. 
"ICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Nevada? 
Certainly. 

NEWLANDS. 


Senator from 


I wish to ask whether the Senator from 
has not already secured unanimous consent for the | 
tion of the bill regarding the Territories? 
I beg pardon. 
I wish to ask whether the Senator from 
Indiana has not already secured unanimous consent for the | 
nsideration of the bill regarding the Territories? 
I am now occupying the floor upon the 
nition of the Chair asking for that unanimous consent, | 
ave had a colloquy with the 
(Mr. Cray], which I trust is sufficiently satisfactory that the | 
nate may go on with its consideration. 
President, 
not have asked the Senate to do this, except upon the 
at during this long evening we should pass both of these 
We can pass neither of them, and there- 
tain which existed when 
Therefore I move to reconsider the vote by which 
igreed to meet at 10 o’clock on Monday. 
Mr. President- 


BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. NEWLANDS., 


BEVERIDGE, 


conditions do not 


NEWLANDS, 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Nevada? 
Certainly. 
WLANDS. 
an not be well spent-——— 

[am not speaking about the evening. 
And Monday morning, too. 
understood the Senator's 
I am not talking about the evening. 
understood the 


Senator whether the 





BEVERIDGE, 
\EWLANDS., 


The session for to-night is in the hands of the 


Under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

unanimous-consent 

meeting at 

‘eed with the appropriation bills, 

The question is on agreeing to the 
the Senator from Maine to reconsider the vote by 
Senate agreed to meet at 10 o’clock on Monday next. 

tion to reconsider was 

has been suggested that we might agree to 

I do not object to that. 


agreement. 
10 o’clock Monday when we 


UL-PRESIDENT. 


11 o'clock for general business. 
iove that when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to meet at 
kK on Monday, 





Mr. CLAY. Does that change the rule of procedure as here- 
tofore fixed by the Senate under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. 

Mr. HALE. It does not interfere with that at all. 

Mr. CLAY. When we meet at 11 o'clock on Monday we can 
consider nothing except conference reports or matters pending 
between the two Houses, and such matters as may be taken 
up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was that the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment this afternoon? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There was no unanimous-consent 
agreement to that effect. 

Mr. CLAY. I so understood. 

Mr. HALE. That applied to this evening. 

Mr. CULBERSON.. I simply want to call the attention of 
the Senator from. Maine, in reply to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Georgia, to the fact that the unanimous consent 
does not apply to Monday. It applies only to this evening. 

Mr. HALE. Only to this evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have the floor, and I yield to the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota rises 
to a privileged question. 

Mr. NELSON. I yield for a vote on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Then let us have a yote on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves 
| that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock 
on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I am very sorry to say that the hope we had 
of final adjournment has, under the action of the House, dis- 
appeared. We can not adjourn on Monday. 

RAINY RIVER DAM—VETO MESSAGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a message from the House of Representatives, which will be 
| read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
IN THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 12, 1908 


The President of the United States having returned to the House of 
Representatives, in which it originated, the bill H. R. 15444, An act 
extending the time for the construction of a dam across Rail River,” 


with his objections thereto, the House proceeded in pursuance of the 
Constitution to reconsider the same; and 

Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Repre- 
sentatives agreeing to pass the same 

Attest : A. McDoweE.Lt, Clerk 

I certify that this act originated in the House of Representatives 

\. McDowELL, Clerk 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- 
standing? 

Mr. NELSON. I have stated to the Senate, and I want to 
state again, that this is satisfactory to ie President rhe 
President of the United States, through the Secretary of the In- 
terior, Mr. Garfield, has written a letter to that effect. The Sec- 
retary of the Interior says: 

These conditions having been fulfilled, the President feels that it Is 
safe, from the viewpoint of ie public interest, and equitable to the 
Rainy River Improvemen t Company, to enact the bill into law 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question of the passage of the 
bill, notwithstanding the veto of the President, must be taken 
by yeas and nays. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. Atpricu 
responded to his name. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. Too late. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada rose in 
time. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator from Nevada is out of order, as 
the roll call has begun. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada rose to 
address the Chair before the roll call commenced. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator from Minnesota made a 
statement regarding the President of the United States ji on 
nection with this matter. May I ask him to repeat what it w: 

I did not understand it. 

Mr. NELSON. It is to this effect: That the President of the 
United States makes known through the Secretary of the In 
terior, that under the circumstances, having vetoed the b 
under a misapprehension, it is satisfactory to him to have the 
| bill passed over his veto, 
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| 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will proceed with | carefully considered and recommended, as well as severs| 
the calling of the roll. for Territories, for instance, some bills for absolutely nec 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. court-house buildings in one or two counties of Arizona. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator I am not go 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. | antagonize the bill on the proposition he urges. If the s: 
Stone}. I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada | will eliminate the provision in the bill relating to the p: 
{|Mr. Nixon] and vote. I vote “ yea.” of medicine in the district of Alaska, I will have no obj 

The roll call was concluded. to it. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to announce my pair with the senior Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator will not ask 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. do that, because there is now no regulation whatever 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the | practice of medicine in Alaska, and this is an exceeding!, 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] voted? provision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that in Dec 

Mr. CLAY. In order to maintain a quorum I will let my vote | we could take it up as a separate bill and consider it. 
stand. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Thén, if the Senator will move an any 
ment striking out that provision, I will accept it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If I can have an assurance that it w 


The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 0, as follows: 
YEAS—49. 


Aldrich 
Ankeny 
tacon 
ikhead 
ersdge 
fsrandegee 


Allison 
Lailey 
Rorab 
Bourne 
Bulkeley 


Clay 
Crane 
Culberson 
Curtis 
lick 

Flint 
Frazier 
Fulton 
Gallinger 
Gore 
Guggenheim 
lemenway 
! 


I 
Hieyburn 


NOT 


Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 


Hopkins 
Johnston 
Kean 
Long 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Owen 
Overman 
Paynter 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 


Scott 


VOTING—43. 


Hansbrough 
Kittredge 
Knox 

La Follette 
Lodge 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 


Smith, Mich. 


Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stewart 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Money 
Nixon 
Platt 
Rayner 
Richardson 


go out, I will have no objection. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will accept the amendment. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That will put it in conference, 
Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator will not— 
Keep the word of promise to our ear, 
And break it to our hope. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can not speak for the conferees of the 
| other House, I will say. But I will say this to the Sena 
| He ought not to ask me or any other member of the com: 


to say what it is our duty to do, for whenever a subject |i! 


goes into conference it becomes the duty of the conferees to 
stand by the action of the Senate so far as they may; and in 
cases where Senators have been defeated and were appointed 


on the conference they have, against their own convictions, 
eeeeney a ol stood by the action of the Senate. The Senator ought not to 
Mfitnery Teller ask for such an assurance as that. I can not answer for the 
MeLaurin Tillman Hlouse conferees. 
eg Warren Further, I will state what I think the process wil! be. I 
; , 7 think, in view of the necessity of getting this legislation 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, on this question the through, this will probably be the course. The Senator can 
yeas are 49 and the nays are 0. Two-thirds of the Senate hav-| gyess about it as much as I can, but the House will probably 
ing voted in the affirmative, the bill is passed, notwithstanding | pass the bill when it gets there, and it probably will not go to 
the objections of the President, and the title will be agreed to, conference. I can not answer for that, but I think that course 
if there be no objection. | is likely. 
AFFAIRS IN THE TERRITORIES. | Mr. HOPKINS. All I desire upon the part of the Senator 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I now renew my request for unanimous | from Indiana is, as I said, that the word of promise shal! not 
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill (H. R.| be broken, with me on this proposition in the conference by 
21957) relating to affairs in the Territories, putting back this provision in the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request| Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator ought not to use quite that 
for the present consideration of the bill? language. It touches one pretty delicately. I say it becomes 
Mr. HOPKINS. ‘The bill, I find, has been on the Calendar | the duty of the conferees on the part of the Senate and the 


Burrows Foraker 
Clarke, Ark. Foster 
Cullom rye 
Daniel Gamble 
Davis Gary 
Depew Hale 
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only two days. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. 


Mr. HOPKINS. My attention was not called to it until to- | 


day, and indeed the feature of the bill to which I desire to have 


a little time for investigation was not called to my attention | 


until this evening. I will say to the Senator from Indiana that 
it relates to the practice of medicine in the district of Alaska. 
A bill of this character was before Congress at the last session, 
and before the Senate embarks upon the consideration of the 


visions of it. For that reason I shall be compelled to object to 


its consideration to-night. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 


time, because between this and Monday I can examine the pro- 


House to stand by the action of their respective Houses. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I recognize that. I understand, 
so does the Senator, that in legislation of this kind it 


largely upon the spirit with which the Senate conferees adhere 


to their amendments. I feel that if I were in the > 


| place and one of the conferees the bill would pass 


provision eliminated. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; and I am perfect!) 


| that it shall be taken out. The Senator must know t! 
bill I desire to have a little time to investigate the various pro- | 


is the case where a provision placed on a bill is seriou 


| tested by the conferees. So where I was one of the « 


and we were beaten, as one of the conferees I with the o! 


| members of my committee stood out firmly for the action « 
Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator from Indiana that I | 
have no objection to taking up the bill on Monday or at any 


visions of the bill relating to the practice of medicine, and if I | 


think any amendments are necessary I will submit them to the 
Senator from Indiana. 


takes his seat the situation as I understand it, so that he will! 
know what his objection means. This is the third time I have 
made the explanation to Senators who have come in later. 
First of all, this bill passed the House in the form of an 
omnibus bill, because of the parliamentary situation existing 
there at this time. Most of the bills had already passed the 


Senate separately, after having been considered by the commit- | 


tee and having been sent to the House. That is the way it hap- 
pens to be in an omnibus form. 
Now, at the rate at which things are speeding forward, un- 


less the bill is passed to-night it is quite likely that it will fail. | 


It has encountered one objection after another, and all of them 


have been overcome when it was explained. I will state that | 


this legislation involves exceedingly necessary legislation for 
the district of Alaska, which the governor of Alaska has been 
here a long time urging, and which the Department has very 


Senate against our own conviction. 


Mr. HOPKINS. That is what I want the Senator to azree U 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator has no right | 
and I do not want him to do it. I will accept the an: 
and he can depend upon the members of the committ 


| their duty. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to state to the Senator before he | 


Mr. HOPKINS. That is all I want. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, They will do that without a 


| request. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I move on page 11, commencing w!' 
to strike out all of page 11 and—— 
Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to inquire if the 
been read? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I should say it had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was read in full, ! 
sent to its consideration has not yet been given. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the next question I © 
to ask. Does the Senator from Illinois object to 


| sideration? 





Mr. BEVERIDGR. He does not. : 
Mr. HOPKINS. I stated to the Senator from Ini! 
1 would not object if the provisions relating to the pr 


| medicine in the district of Alaska should be stricken 0! 














nd from the Senator from Indiana in charge of the bill 
is entirely agreeable to him and to his committee. I 
making my motion in pursuance of the suggestion 
the Senator from Indiana. 
Mi -EVERIDGE. It begins on page 11, line 11. 
‘Ir. CULBERSON. I understand, then, that the Senator from 
joes not object to the consideration of the bill at this 


LOPKINS. 


I do not, under the statement of the Senator 
fy Indiana. 


\ir. BEVERIDGE. Then, as soon as the Senator will move 
! dment I will accept it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion of the bill? 


Is there objection to the present 


\r. CLAY. As I understand the Senator from Illinois, he 
% » to strike out section 11, beginning on page 11. 

\ir. HOPKINS. And section 10, 

Mr. CLAY. And section 12. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Sections 10 and 11. 

‘ir. CLAY. Yes; sections 10 and 11, and section 12, on page | 
12 , section 13, on the same page, and sections 14 and 15, | 
( re 15, | 

Mr. HOPKINS. Down to “Arizona.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All of the medicine-practice act. That | 
is what the Senator from Illinois moves to strike out. 
Mr. CLAY. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that this bill changes four or five sections of the penal code of 

Alaska 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It does. 

Mr. CLAY. Sinee I have been in the Senate we passed a 
nenal code for Alaska the consideration of which consumed 
sevel weeks, 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 

rect him in one respect? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. The provisions he refers to are part of the | 
mM code, but there are portions of it that relate to liquor | 

enses in Alaska, and it is those portions of the law relating | 
to the granting of liquor licenses in Alaska that are amended. 


It refers only to those portions of the penal code. 
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Mr. CLAY. I am not going to object to the immediate con- | 
sideration of the bill, but in my judgment the practice pursued 
sa bad one. When you undertake to deal with five or six 


subjects in one bill and call it an omnibus bill you | 
re almost sure to have dangerous legislation. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit an interrup- 
Mr. CLAY. Yes, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I explained to the Senate a few mo- 


ts ago that all of the bills, except the Hawaiian portion, I 

e, passed the Senate as separate bills. They come back 
par entary situation in the House, in roll calls and other 
things of that kind. The Senator is absolutely right about the 
tion of omnibus bills of every kind. They are always 
tut this is the only way of getting any legisla- 
those Territories. It is not the fault of the Senate. 


lar rer 


18, 


; 
tion for 


the House in the form of an omnibus bill, because of the | 





The Senator knows whose fault it is. 
Mr. CLAY. We are dealing with Arizona, New Mexico, the 
Hawaiian Islands and one of these measures has never been | 


msidered by a committee. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE, Yes; they have been considered. 

Mr. CLAY. I have given my views about it. I have nothing 

re to say. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. President, I make my motion to 
Strike « if. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | 
consideration of the bill? The bill is not before the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I said that I had no objection to the | 


' 
dinendn 


ent, 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 21957) re- 
“Ung (o affairs in the Territories. 
p The ' ICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois proposes 
he ving amendment. 
' Mr. HOPKINS, On page 11, commencing in line 11, I move 
0 § out all on that page and all on pages 12, 13, 14, and 
1S dow to the word “ Arizona.” 

The \|1CE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
: rhe | SECRETARY. On page 11, after line 10, strike out all down 
0 and 


a luding line 17 on page 15. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I accept the amendment. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say, so that the Recorp will 


| provisions relating to Hawaii. 
| committee in reference to those matters, and informally I am 
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show it, that I accepted the amendment only because I had to 
do so. 
provisions. 


I do not believe we ought to have stricken ¢ut those 


Mr. HOPKINS. I think that the Senator has acted wisely and 


well in accepting the amendment. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Recorp will show that the Senate 


accepted it, not the Senator from Indiana. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is quite true. 
accepted the amendment it was a mistake. 
the Recorp. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say if the Senator desires to sug- 
gest that I have coerced him into anything, my answer is that 
the coercion results in the best kind of legislation on the part 
of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That may be. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I want to make an 
inquiry of the chairman of the committee, who, I think, has 
assumed some personal interest in the measure. I am only 
seeking to get information. I want to get information in regard 
to section 34 and the following sections. I will ask the Senator 
whether that part of the bill was ever considered by a committee 
of the Senate except in connection with this omnibus bill? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have explained that to the Senate 
three times. I cheerfully explain again that that is a portion 
of the bill about which the Committee on Territories, which is 
not the appropriate committee for it to go to in the Senate, 
does not profess to be informed at first hand. It comes here 
from another place where there is but one committee for all 
legislation affecting all Territories and districts of the United 
States, including Porto Rico and the Pacific islands, as well as 


When I said that I 
I want to correct 


Arizona, New Mexico, and the district of Alaska. But in the 
Senate there are two committees—the Committee on Terri- 


| tories and the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 


So when the bill came in omnibus form to our committee, 
first we examined all those provisions of it with which we are 
familiar. We then made a report, intending to refer the other 
part to the appropriate committee, the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico, but we found the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraxker], ill and at home. 
We then took it back to our committee and made a report 
favorably, provided the members of the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico would examine the matter and approve 
it. That was done, and upon their assurance that they ap- 
proved it, a favorable report was made from the Committee on 
Territories. That is as full a statement as I can possibly give 
the Senator. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand the parliamentary 
situation of the bill perfectly. I also understand perfectly that 
it is an omnibus bill, containing matters which should have been 
referred to two distinct committees of this body, and but one 
committee has taken jurisdiction of it. I want to inquire in 
regard to the matter which they report to the Senate. I ask the 
Senator whether the committee in considering his omnibus bill 
considered the very important matters that should have gone to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Again I state to the Senator that the Com- 


| mittee on Territories considered it only in the way I have said; 


that is to say, none of us knew anything about it. It belonged 
appropriately to the other committee. I at first made a report 
so that I could present it here, referring it to the other com 
mittee. It was not done, because the chairman of the committee 
was ill, whereupon the matter was submitted to the other mem- 
bers of the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, who 


| examined it and expressed to the chairman of the Committee 


on Territories their approval of it. Now, that is as far as we 


|} Can go. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then, Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. Will both the Senators allow me to make a 
statement in this connection? 

When this bill came before the Committee on Territories we 
discovered that certain provisions relating to the Hawaiian 
Islands as to the right of certain electric companies was a sub 
ject-matter that did not belong to the Committee on Territories, 
but properly belonged to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico. Our committee decided in respect to those matters 
that unless the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
would favor the proposition we would report against those two 
The bill was referred to that 


advised by at least two members of the committee that they 
were opposed to those provisions and they did not believe they 
ought to be considered. I think those provisions in reference 
to Hawaii should be eliminated from the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Later on, I will say to the Senator, I 
was informed that they were approved and the bill should be 
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reported favorably. Am I right? I ask the Senator from Cali- | Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If there is any Senator wh. 


fornia [Mr. Furnt]. 
Mr. FLINT. 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico is oppesed to this bill. 
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I do not know that any member of the Com- | 


I polled the committee at the request of the chairman and made | 


a statement of what the omnibus bill contained that had been 
heretofore referred to that committee, and they all favored it. 
if any member of the committee was not in favor of it, I was 
not aware of it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
dent. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I observe, in looking over the provisions 
of the 
by the governor of that Territory, and then was passed over his 
veto. 
the bill? 

Mr, PILES. I can explain that to the Senator. The first 
act referred to, set forth on page 20, was vetoed by the gov- 
ernor of the Territory of Hawaii, and that bill was passed over 
his veto by both houses of the legislature of the Territory. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am very much interested in this 


That was my understanding, Mr. Presi- 


May 23 
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explain anything about this provision, I wish he would ,)., it 
for it is very important legislation. I have no doubt that 
lation of this sort is needed for the Hawaiian Islands, })\; | 
do not think we want to go stone-blind here in legislati be 
cause this is an omnibus bill or because we are in the cosine 
hours of a session of Congress. I should like to have some 
little information from some Senator, and certainly from 


nue 


| member of one of these two committees, if they can give j; 


| jurisdiction. 


| provision. 


bill regarding Hawali, the act seems to have been vetoed | 


May I ask what the status is in regard to that part of | 


the one committee having jurisdiction and the other taki 


ne 
tule 


Mr. PILES. Mr. President, I am not at all familiar with that 
I do not recall its having been presented to the 
Committee on Territories of the Senate. If so, it was not whey 
I was present. I am, therefore, unable to enlighten the Se: 
ator from Wyoming upon this particular provision—that is to 
say, wherein the Territorial act is proposed to be amended by 
Congress, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I do not want to 
move to strike this out, as it may be very necessary and im- 


| portant legislation for those islands, but I do not think it is 


matter, and I would like to hear the Senator from Washington. | 


Mr. PILES. 
statement. 
The first act contained in the bill concerning the Territory 


I beg the Senator’s pardon, I will repeat my | 


of Hawaii was passed by the legislative body of that Territory | 


and vetoed by the governor. 


legislature. 


It was then passed over the gov- | 
ernor’s veto by two-thirds of both branches of the Territorial 


fair to this Senate for a committee to present an important bil! 
like this for passage with important items, no member of cither 


| committee being able to inform the Senate as to what the pro 


visions are and what necessity for them exists. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President, the trouble is that this amend- 
ment in relation to Hawaii was inserted in the other Ho 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Does that relieve a committee of 
the Senate from considering it? 

Mr. PILES. Not at all. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Does it furnish any light to th 


| of us who have got this bill under consideration? 


The act provides that before it shall become a law it shall be | 
approved by the governor and also by the Congress of the | 


United States. So it becomes necessary, in the first instance, 
that Congress shall approve this law. 
on page 24, provides that— 

This act shall go into effect and be law from and after the date of 


its approval by the governor of the Territory of Hawaii, subject, how- | 


ever, to the approval of the Congress of the United States. 

So by the terms of the Territorial act it became necessary for 
two things to take place before it could become a law. First, 
it must be approved by the governor, and, second, it must be 
approved by Congress. The governor vetoed the bill, but it was 


passed over his veto, and therefore became in law approved, | 


and now it is presented to Congress for its approval. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Probably the Senator can answer 


the question for which I sought to get information from the | 


chairman of the committee. I am entirely in the dark in re- 
gard to this legislation in reference to Hawaii. 
chairman of the committee is no less in the dark, as I think is 
the Senate of the United States, unless it is enlightened by the 
Senator to whom I am addressing my remarks. 

The Senate is enfirely in the dark. There are three very 
important provisions here affecting very large interests, in- 
dividual interests and interests of the Territories. I want to 
know, if I can get the information, how the act passed by 
the ‘Territorial legislature is amended by this bill? 

Mr. PILES. It is not, as I understand it, amended at all by 
this bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
is amended. 

Mr. PILES. Where? 
I am not aware of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 


The bill specifically says that it 
Will the Senator point it out, please, 


That is what I want to under- 


Mr. PILES. This matter has never been presented to the 
Committee on Territories, so far as my knowledge goes. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But the Committee on Territories 


reported the bill, and they say they have considered it. 


Section 10 of the bill, | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Wyoming will permit me, I have explained the exact situation 


with reference to it. 


| sick. 


I think the | 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand that perfectly, but 
unfortunately the Senator was absent from the Chamber when 
I asked my questions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I explained it once before. The Sen- 
ate Committee on Territories when it came to a subject a: 
which it was not usual for the committee to treat—tlec w 
omnibus bill, including this matter, came to our commitic 
cause it was the proper committee for most of it to ¢ 
immediately prepared to refer it to the proper committee of 
Senate. The chairman of that committee [Mr. Forakrt! 

It was then referred to each member of the cow 
and the committee was polled by the Senator from Ca 


| (Mr. Furnt], who is the next ranking member of that comm 
| tee, and, upon his assurance, the chairman of the Cou 


stand. I want te know something about the measure we are | 


passing. 

Mr. PILES. I shall try to explain it to the Senator. 

‘Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In section 34, on page 20, line 14 
after reciting the statute of the Territory, it says: 

Set 54 
entitled ‘An act to authorize and provide for the manufacture, mainte- 
nance, distribution, and supply of electric light and power within the 
district of Wailuku, on the island and county of Maui, Territory of 
Hawaii,” passed by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii on the 
24th and 25th days of April, anno Domini 1907, be, and is hereby, 
amended, and as so amended is ratified, approved, and confirmed, as 
follows, to wit: 

The Territorial legislature passed an act of franchise for 
these electrical companies, and the governor vetoed that act. 
We are not asked here to pass a law which the Territorial legis- 


, 


lature passed, but another and a different one as amended by | 


the Congress of the United States. What I want some infor- 
mation on is, as to how and in what particulars the law as it 
appears in this bill is different from the act which was passed 
by the legislative assembly of Hawaii? 

Mr. PILES. I will confess to the Senator—— 


That the act of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, | 


on Territories, after considering the matter informal!) the 
committee, reported it in order that we might get the bill be 
fore the Senate and that the legislation should not fail. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I must conf 
this is the first piece of legislation of this importance I have 
ever known to be brought before the Senate on the recommend 
tion of a committee when the committee acknowledge that ticy 
did not consider it at all. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from W: 
ton yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. PILES. I do, 

Mr. FULTON. I will state to the Senator from W) 
that probably the Senator from California, a member « 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, can © 
wherein the act of Congress proposes to amend the uct 
Territory. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I asked for an explana! 
would be very glad to get it, because I have no doubt 1! 
is an explanation for it, and I have no doubt that it is 
legislation; but at the same time I should like to kn 
we are doing and why we are doing it. I will ask the * 
from California, who is upon the Committee on Paci! 
and Porto Rico, wherein the bill presented by the Com 
Territories differs from the law proposed by the | 
assembly of Hawaii—that is, if the Senator is advised 

Mr. FLINT. I did not hear the Senator, as my atten 
diverted for a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest that, if the Senator 
Wyoming thinks the legislation is objectionable—alt 
think it would be seriously a bad thing to adopt the are 
rather than kill all the legislation—if he wants to take 
sponsibility, he can move to strike it out. 


s that 





CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I am taking no 


ility - 
EVERIDGE. Then move to strike it out. 


LARK of Wyoming. Except for my vote; and before 
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| 


| 


I ¢ y vote in the Senate I want to know why I vote. 

WW ommittee recommend to the Senate of the United 

S portant legislation, it seems to me they ought to be 
ive me some information. 

BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator move to strike this 

CLARK of Wyoming. We are asked solemnly to enact 

here—— 
M ILES. If the Senator will pardon me, I will move to 


sections 34, 35, and 36, in order to put the whole 

{ conference, because it came from the House and not 
» Committee on Territories in the Senate. In that way 
get the matter into conference. 

‘ to the Senator the other provision. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 


" nit, the amendment proposed by the Senator will be | 
§ | by the Secretary. 
rhe Secretary. On page 20, beginning with section 34, in 


» 6, it is proposed to strike out all down to and including 
56, on page 34. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
iment. 

CLARK of Wyoming. 


sectit 


Mr. sefore voting on that, I may be 
allowed to express the hope that the commitee will be as well 
informed on this in conference as it seems to be in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, as I understand that amendment 
nov is to strike out every feature of this bill relating to 
Hawaii. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; everything relating to Hawaii. 


Mr. CLAY. Beginning in line 6, one page 20, and including 
the remainder of page 20 and pages 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26—— 
Mr. NELSON. Clear down to New Mexico. [Laughter.] 


Now, I think I can | 


If the Senator from Washington | 


The question is on agreeing to the | 





Mr. CLAY. And 37, down to New Mexico. Is that right? 
Mr. PILES. Down to New Mexico. 
Mr. CLAY. That convinces me more than I ever was con- | 


vinced before of the danger of including so many different sub- | 


jects in one bill. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is quite right. 


Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Indiana insisted that we 
ought to pass this bill to-night. I begged that it go over until 
Monday that we might critically examine it; and now the Sena- 


tors in charge of the bill have admitted that two-thirds of the 
bill ought to be stricken out. 

dent, if we consider it a few more minutes the balance of it 
will be stricken out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With reference to what the Senator has 
aid, I wish merely to say that if the Senator had not agreed to 
at he states is a sort of general understanding that this Con- 
‘ess should adjourn before the week is out, when important 





jicament as we are now in an effert to pass this bill. Mr. 
President, I will inquire if the question on the amendment of 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. PILes] has been put? 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LONG. On page 5, line 4, I desire to move an amend- 
for my colleague [Mr. Curtis]. I move to strike out the 
word “ white” in that line. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, line 4, before the word “ male,” 
it is proposed to strike out the word “ white.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ment 
ment 


amendment, 

Mr. CULBERSON, Let the Secretary read the three or four 
Sentences containing that phrase. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested by the Senator from Texas. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Si 


64. That before any license is granted, as provided in this act 
relation to intoxicating liquor, it shall be shown to the satisfaction 
id court that a majority of the white male and female citizens 
ige of 21 years, other than Indians, within 2 miles of the 

e intoxicating liquor is to be manufactured, bartered, sold, 
exchanged, or bartered, sold, and exchanged, have, in good faith, 

to the manufacture, barter, sale, and exchange, or the barter, 
exchange of the same. 


‘ELSON. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
senator from Kansas to the fact that this provision is a 
existing law in Alaska. It relates to the matter of a 
for leave to sell liquor. The object of the provision 


Bale } 
Mr, 
of the 
part of 
petition 
is that 


white inhabitants, male and female, shall have the 


I am inclined to think, Mr. Presi- | 


legislation is still to be enacted, we would not be in such a pre- | 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


| 
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right to express their opinion, and unless there is a given 
number of signers to a petition no license can be issued. If 
you strike out the word “ white,’ it makes it ambiguous, for 


up in that country there are not only a lot of Indians, but a 
lot of Eskimos: in fact, there are more Eskimos than In- 
dians; and then there are many people of mixed blood up there. 
I think in the interest of good government in Alaska we ought 
to leave the provision just as it is. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, as I said, I made this motion at 
the request of my colleague, and I understand the amendment 
was agreed to by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I told the junior Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Curtis] that I would accept, so far as I eould, any amend- 
ment he might offer. As the Senator from New Hampshire 
{[Mr. GALLINGER] very well said, it is not within the power of 
the chairman of the committee to accept an amendment. The 
Senate itself must accept or reject; but, so far as I can, I 
certainly accept the amendment. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I ask for a vote on the amend- 


ment, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question.] By the sound, the “noes” 


have it. 

Mr. LONG. I ask that the motion be again put. 
Senate did not altogether understand the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion. The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lone] on behalf of his col- 
league [Mr. Curtis]. [Putting the question.] By the sound, 
the “noes” have it. 

Mr. LONG. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division 
noes 17. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


I think the 


ayes 5, 
I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
Texas will withhold that motion for a moment, unless the Sen- 
ator from Texas wants absolutely to kill all legislation respect- 
ing Arizona and New Mexico and this necessary legislation con- 
cerning Alaska, because if the Senator intends to agree to final 
adjournment on Monday or Tuesday—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know that; but I am asking the Sen- 
ator from Texas to withhold the motion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If I believed this bill could be disposed 
of in a short time—— 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 

porarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Cur- 
BERSON] withdraws his motion. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire |Mr. GALLINGER] demands the yeas and nays on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lone] 
in behalf of his colleague [Mr. Curtis]. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


It will be, most certainly. 


Then I will withdraw the motion tem- 


| to call the roll. 








Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish to announce my pair with 
the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srone}. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Owing to my pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TituMAN], I withhold my vote, 


The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 16, as follows: 
YEAS—9. 

Jeveridge Gallinger Penrose Warner 
Carter Long : Piles Warren 
Curtis NAYS—16 
Ankeny Burnham Nelson Stephenson 

| Briggs Flint Overman Stewart 

| Brown Guggenheim Perkins Sutherland 
Burkett Heyburn Smith, Mich, Wetmore 

NOT VOTING—467. 

Aldrich Daniel Hale Newlands 
Allison Davis Hansbrough Nixon 
Bacon Depew Hemenway Owen 
Bailey Dick Hopkins Paynter 
Bankhead Dillingham Johnstcn Platt 
Borah Dixon Kean Rayner 
Bourne Dolliver Kittredge Richardson 
Brandegee du Pont Knox Scott 
Bulkeley Elkins La Follette Simmons 
Burrows Foraker Lodge Smith, Md, 
Clapp Foster McCreary Smoot 
Clark, Wyo. Frazier McCumber Stone 
Clarke, Ark. Frye McEnery Taliaferro 
Clay Fulton McLaurin Taylor 
Crane Gamble Martin Teller 
Culberson Gary Milton Tillman, 
Cullom Gore Money 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


No quorum has voted. 
[ move that the Senate adjourn. 


‘The motion was agreed to, and (at 10 o’clock and 20 minutes | : : 
sae | conference report on the bill (H. R. 1991) granting an increase 


p. m1.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 25, 1908, at 
11 o'clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 23, 1908. 
POSTM ASTERS, 
ARIZONA, 


Fred E. Cadwell to be postmaster at Douglas, Cochise County, 
Ariz. 


Louisa Ferrall to be postmaster at Grand Canyon, Coconino | two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (I. R. 


| 199 ranting an increase of pension to Jerry Murphy, havin 
Galusha to be postmaster at Ashfork, Yavapai | a) pene oe. ae wee J phy, | 


County, Ariz. 
Reuben 8. 
County, Ariz. 
ARKANSAS. 


Dan §S. Collins to be postmaster at Foreman, Little River 
County, Ark. 


County, Ark, 
DELAWARB. 
Benjamin I. Shaw to be postmaster at Harrington, Kent 
County, Del. 
GEORGIA, 
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May 23, 


JERRY MURPHY. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 


of pension to Jerry Murphy, and I ask that the statement pe 


| read instead of the report. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey calls up 


the conference report on the bill H. R. 1991, and asks unani- 
| mous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report, 


| 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I can not consent to that. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read the report as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


| ment of the House to the Senate amendments, and agree to 
| the same with amendments as follows: 
Owen J. Owen, jr., to be postmaster at Conway, Faulkner | 


On page 6 of the House amendment, line 23, strike out the 


| words “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 


On page 7, line 24, strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert 
I 


in lieu thereof the word “ twelve.” 


Charles D, O’Kelley to be postmaster at Grantville, Coweta | 


County, Ga. 
LOUISIANA. 


La. 
MICHIGAN. 
sangs F’. Warner to be postmaster at Paw Paw, Van Buren 
County, Mich. 
NEW YORK. 


Hiram Fuselier to be postmaster at Eunice, St. Landry Parish, 


William H. Allen to be postmaster at Farmingdale, Nassau 


County, N. ¥ 


William D. Smith to be postmaster at Northville, Fulton | 


County, N. Y¥ 


Francis Worden to be postmaster at Coxsackie, Greene | 


County, N. Y. 
OKLAHOMA. 

Elta H. Jayne to be postmaster at Edmond, Oklahoma 
County, Okla. 

Thomas B. Woosley to be postmaster at Mulhall, Logan 
County, Okla. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Harry L. Cooper to be postmaster at Edinboro, Erie County, 

Pa. 


On page 11 strike out lines 10, 11, and 12. 

On page 12 strike out lines 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12. 

On page 13 strike out lines 8, 9, and 10. 

On page 15 strike out lines 12 and 13. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
Wm. H. Draper, 
WILtiaM RICHARDSON, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


Henry BE. BURNHAM, 
Reep Smoor, 
H. M. TELirr, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement is as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment to 


| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1991) granting 


an increase of pension to Jerry Murphy submit the following 


_ detailed statement in explanation of the effect of the action 
agreed upon and recommended in the conference report, namely: 


Delos A. Wright to be postmaster at Union City, Erie County, | 


Pa. 


TENNESSEE. 


Tenn. > 
TEXAS. 
J. Wed Davis to be postmaster at Teague, Freestone County, 
Tex. 
VIRGINIA. 
William D. Amis to be postmaster at Virgilina, Halifax 
County, Va. 
James M. Williams to be postmaster at Broadway, Rocking- 
ham County, Va. 
WISCONSIN. 
Joseph E. Parry to be postmaster at Florence, Florence 
County, Wis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 23, 1908. 

[Continuation of legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.) 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker at 11 o’clock a. m. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

the reprint of the bill (H. R. 21735) to authorize the Secretary 


of the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian 
lands under any law now existing or hereafter enacted, and for 


other purposes, with Senate amendments numbered, so that we | Dill originally passed the House, but was stricken out 


can have the bill for use in conference. 
The SPEAKER. 

mous consent for 4 reprint of the bill referred to. 

objection ? 

_ There was no objection. 


The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
Is there 


| ments, 


|} an amendme arryi s embraced in 
J. A. Cox to be postmaster at Watertown, Wilson County, | ; me, SRESONS S00 BONIS OE Reemens  embrs 


|agreed to by the Senate and a conference held. 


This bill was originally a single private House pension Dill. 
It was amended by the Senate by adding numerous other [louse 
pension bills which had been passed by the House with amend- 
These amendments of the Senate were agreed to with 


This amendment was = 
After ful 


sundry House and Senate bills. 


| conference the conferees agreed to the amendment of the House, 


with sundry amendments, as follows: 

In the case of Augusta L. B. Curry, page 6, line 21, etc. 
This bill passed the Senate at $50 per month, but was amended 
in the House to $35 per month. After full conference you: 
conferees have agreed to the rating of $50 per month. 

In the case of Richard M. Robinson, page 7, line 22, etc. 
This bill originally passed the House at $15 per month, but wis 
amended in the Senate to $12 per month. Your conferees have 
agreed to the rating of $12 per month. 

In the case of Flemon Boles, page 11, lines 10 to 12: This! 
originally passed the House at $10 per month, but was stricken 
out in the Senate, and your conferees have agreed to suc 
action. 

In the case of Nannie B. Lenderman, page 12, lines § to 1°: 
This bill originally passed the House at $12 per month and was 


| stricken out in the Senate, which action your confere:s have 
| agreed upon. 


| 


In the case of Charles J. Tribble, page 13, lines 5 (0 1”: 
This bill originally passed the House at $8 per monih, bu! wes 
stricken out in the Senate, which action your conferees 4° 
agreed upon. o 

In the case of Carl Roepke, page 15, lines 12 and 15° 18 
Senate, which action your conferees have agreed upon. 

H. C. LoupENSLAGER, 

Wm. H. Draper, 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON. ~ 
Managers on the part of the [fous 











1908. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SPEAKER. 
ort. 
VILLIAMS. “Mr. Speaker, I will not call for the yeas 
s on this bill. 

estion was taken, and the conference report was agreed 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


\ KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I 


The question is on agreeing to the ne 
‘all up the conference report | 

| 

| 


O1 bill (H. R. 193855) making appropriations for fortifica- 
ti | other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the rement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
othe rposes. 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up the con- 
fer report on the fortification appropriation bill, The Clerk 
wi d the report. 

he Clerk read the report as follows: 


T) mmittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
uses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


making appropriations for fortifications and other 
wo if defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
nu! : having met, after full and free conference have 


greed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
He is follows: 

the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 
12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 23, and 24. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 11, 13, 14, 15, 20, 21, 
95, 26, 27, and 28; and agree to the same. 
\mendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis- 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
gree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the tter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
» Secretary of War is directed, by a suitable board, to 
nvestigate and report fully to Congress as to the advisability 
and necessity of sea-coast fortifications for the protection of 
the harbor at San Pedro, Cal., and the cities in that vicinity, 
and if such fortifications are deemed advisable or necessary 
furnish an estimate of the cost of sites and fortifications | 


re 9 
separately. 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out of 
the said amendment the words “not to include Subig Bay or 
Olongapo;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 29: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 


vreement 


its 
29, 
l to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | 

the sum proposed insert “twenty-three thousand dollars;” | 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
of the said amendment the words “not to include Subig Bay 
or Olongapo;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

WaALtTer I. Smiru, 
JOSEPH V. GRAFF, 
SwaGcark SHERLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Gro. C. PERKINS, 
F. E. WARREN, 
A. 8S. Cuay, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


am ivree 





ol 
} 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to 
the conference report. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, 

yeas and nays. 
Mr KEIFER. I make the point that there is no quorum. 
the SPEAKER, Evidently a quorum is not present. The 
Doorkeeper will close the doors: the Sergeant-at-Arms will 


And on that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the 


notify absent Members. All those in favor of agreeing to the 
conference report will, when their names are called, answer 
“aye,” 


hose opposed will answer “no,” those present and not 
Voting will answer “ present.” The Clerk will call the roll. 

rhe question was taken, and there were—yeas 148, nays 61, 
answered “ present” 13, not voting 165, as follows: 
YEAS—148. 


yr s Bartlett, Nev. Boutell Burton, Del. 

ne re Sates Boyd Burton, Ohio 

‘Al — Mo. Beale, Pa. Brodhead Caldwell 

Ashi N.Y. Bede Brownlow Campbell 
aoro Bonynge Burleson Cary 


Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Craig 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Favrot 
Focht 

Foss 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
French 
Fuller 


Gaines, Tenn, 


Ansberry 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Booher 
Bowers 
srundidge 
Burgess 
Byrd 


| Candler 


Clark, Mo, 
Clayton 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, Ind. 
Crawford 
Denver 
Dixon 


Adamson 
tennet, N. Y¥. 
surnett 
Haggott 


Aiken 

Allen 

Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
sartlett, Ga 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bradley 


| Brantley 


Broussard 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Butler 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Capron 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla, 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Cole 
Conner 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crumpacker 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 

De Armond 
Denby 
Dunwell 
Dwight 


Edwards, Ga. 





Gaines, W. Va. 


Kennedy, Ohio 


Gardner, Mich. Kipp 
Gardner, N. J. Knapp 
Gilhams Kiistermann 
Gillett Lafean 
Goldfogle Lamb 
Gordon Langley 


Goulden 

Graft 

Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 

Hamilton, lowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 


Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McGavin 
McGuire 
McKinley, IIL. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
MecMorran 


Henry, Conn. Madison 
Hill, Conn. Mondell 
Hinshaw Moore, Pa. 
Howell, N. J. Morse 
Howland Mouser 


Humphrey, Wash. Murdock 


Jenkins Murphy 
Jones, Wash. Needham 
Kahn Nelson 
Keifer Norris 
Keliher Olcott 


Kennedy, Iowa 


NAYS—61. 
Ferris Hiouston 
Floyd Hughes, N. J. 
Foster, IL. Hull, Tenn. 
Fulton Humphreys, Miss. 
Garner Johnson, Ky. 
Garrett Jones, Va. 
Gillespie Lloyd 
Glass McLain 
Hamill Macon 


Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 

Hay 

Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hobson 


Harrison 

Lee 

McDermott 

Moon, Tenn. 
NOT VOT 

Ellerbe 

Ellis, Mo. 

Fairchild 

Fassett 

Finley 

Fitzgerald 

Flood 

Fordney 

Fornes 

Foster, Ind. 

Fowler 

Gardner, Mass. 

Gill 

Godwin 

Goebel 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 

Hackett 

Hammond 

Harding 

Hayes 

Heflin 

Hepburn 

Higgins 

Hill, Miss. 

Hitchcock 

Holliday 

Howard 

Howell, Utah 

Hubbard, lowa 

Hubbard, W. Va. 

Huff 

Hughes, W. Va. 

Hull, lowa 

Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 


Olmsted 


Moore, Tex, 
O'Connell 
Page 

I 


tandell, Tex. 


Richardson 
Robinson 
Rucker 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—13. 
Nicholls 
Shackleford 


Sheppard 


Talbott 


ING 


165. 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo. 
Landis 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Law 
Leake 
Legare 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Lovering 
McCall 
McCreary 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McMillan 
Madden 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Pa, 
Mudd 

Nye 
Parker, N. J. 
Patterson 
Pearre 
Peters 
Pou 
Powers 
Pratt 
Pujo 


So the conference report was agreed to. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Wo rr. 
Mr. WALDo with Mr. WILEY. 
Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. WILLETT. 

Mr. TrRRELL with Mr. WATKINS. 

Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. WALLACE. 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. Smirn of Texas. 
Mr. SoutHwick with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
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Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 
Pray 
Prince 
Rainey 
Rauch 
teeder 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Scott 
Sherman 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Sperry 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Thistlewood 
Volstead 
Washburn 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Sherwood 
Smith, Mo, 
Spight 
Stephens, Tex, 
Taylor, Ala, 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Webb 
Williams 


Watkins 


Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Ryan 
Sherley 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 

Small 

Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, IIL 
Wolf 

Young 
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Mr. TAWNeEyY with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. SNappe with Mr. SHERLEY, 

Mr. SLemMp with Mr. RYan. 

Mr. ReyNoLps with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. RwINock, 
Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Rrorpan. 

Mr. MILLerR with Mr. Rep. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. RANspDELL of Louisiana, 
Mr. MaLby with Mr. Pvugo. 

Mr. Mappen with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. McMIL“LaANn with Mr. Pou. 

Mr. McCarty with Mr. Lee. 

Mr. McKiniay of California with Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. Law with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. Lorimer with Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. Loverine with Mr. NICHOLLS. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 

Mr. LANDIS with Mr. LINnpDSAY. 

Mr. KNoOWLAND with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. Knorr with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Hutu of Iowa with Mr. LENAHAN, 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Lecare. 

Mr. Hupparp of West Virginia with Mr. LEAKE, 
Mr. Huesarp of Iowa with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. Hotiipay with Mr. CLaupr KITCHIN, 

Mr. Herpsurn with Mr. KImMBatt. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. OLire M. JAMES. 

Mr. Gorrer with Mr. HitcHcock. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Herrin. 
Mr. Foster of Indiana with Mr. HAMMOND, 
Mr. Fassett with Mr. HAacKetrT. 

Mr. Farircuiip with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. Ex.is of Missouri with Mr. GopwiIn, 

Mr. Denpy with Mr. FirzGeraxp. 

Mr. Darracu with Mr. FINiey. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. ELLERBE, 

Mr. Cote with Mr. De ARMOND. 

Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. Caper with Mr. CRAVENS. 

Mr. BuRLEIGH with Mr. CocKRAN, 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. CRAVENS. 

Mr. BurKE with Mr. CrarkK of Florida. 

Mr. Bartrnotpr with Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. BARCHFELD with Mr. CARLIN, 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. BRANTLEY, 

Mr. BANNON with Mr. BroussaArp, 

Mr. Ames with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. TALport. 

Mr. Haccort with Mr. Wir1r1aAmM W. KitrcHrn, 
Mr. DYUNWELL with Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 

Mr. BrrapsaLtit with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 
Mr. McCreary with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
Mr. Harpine with Mr. PEeTers, 

Mr. Powers with Mr, Prarr, 

Mr. Gronna with»Mr. Greaa. 

Mr. Hueues of West Virginia with Mr. Hixx of Mississippi. 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Sims, 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. ANDRus with Mr. BuRNeETT. 

Friday afternoon until Monday morning: 

Mr. Dwient with Mr. HARRISON, 

Until! Monday: 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

For the session: 

Mr. WaANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. FornNes. 
Mr. Watson with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. Conner with Mr. Jounson of South Carolina. 
Mr. Covustns with Mr. Froop. 

Mr. Butver with Mr. Bartiertr of Georgia. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 
The doors were opened. 


ENLARGED HOMESTEADS, 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, 
call up the conference report on the bill (S. 6155) to provide 
for an enlarged homestead, and agree to the same. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of. conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
6155) to provide for an enlarged homestead, having met, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 23, 


after full and free conference have agreed to recommend anq 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to Hise 
amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, and agrew to 
the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendient 
numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendme: 
follows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert: 

“Sec. 6. That whenever the Secretary of the Interior ¢}),}| 
find that any tracts of land subject to entry under this act do 
not have upon them such a sufficient supply of water suitable 
for domestic purposes as would make continuous residence pon 
the lands possible, he may, in his discretion, designate sich 
tracts of land, and thereafter they shall be subject to entry 
under this act without the necessity of residence: Provided. 
That in such event the entryman on any such entry shal! in 
good faith cultivate not less than one-eighth of the entire sre 
of the entry during the second year, one-fourth during the third 
year, and one-half during the fourth and fifth years after the 
date of such entry, and that after entry and until final proof 
the entryman shall reside within such distance of said Jand 
as will enable him successfully to farm the same as required 
by this act,” 

And that the House agree to the same. 

IF. W. Monve tt, 

A. J. VOLSTEAD, 

JNO. W. GAINES, 
Managers on the part of the Hous: 

REED SMoor, 

C. D. CLarRK, 

A. J. McLaurin, 
Managers on the part of the Sena 

The statement is as follows: 

STATEMENT. 

The House amendments to which the Senate agrees sre : 
follows: 

Amendment No, 1 inserts the words “ California, Idaho. 

Amendment No. 2 strikes out the word “ North Dakota.” 

Amendment No, 3 strikes out the words “arid and sem 

Amendment No. 4 strikes out the words “ Provided, | 
That arid and semiarid lands mentioned in this act are 
deemed lands that will not successfully produce annua! 
other than native grasses, without artificial irrigation.” 

Amendment No. 5 strikes out the words “now occu) 
and inserts the word “ of.” 

Amendment No. 6 strikes out the word “ hereinafter ” 
inserts the word “ herein.” 

Amendment No, 7 strikes out the words “ heretofore ente! 
by him.” 

Amendment No. 8 strikes out the words “lying w 
miles of” and inserts the words “ contiguous to.” 

These last three ameadments of the House extend tli 
lege of securing additional acreage, not to exceed 820, to Lie 
homesteader who shall in the future take a less acreage wncer 
this act, but confines the additional entry in every case to !ands 
contiguous to the former entry. 

Amendment No. 9 throws additional safeguards around the 
selection by the Secretary of the Interior of the lands wihict 
shall become subject to the provisions of this section, and cou 
fines residence within such distance of the lands as \ 
enable the entryman to successfully farm the same. 


F. W. MOonNDeELtr, 

A. J. VOLSTEAD 

Jno. W. GAINES. 
Managers on the part of the Il 


as 


cCTOps, 


Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas demands © see 
ond. Under the rule, a second is ordered, The gent!emar ! 
Wyoming is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentlem: 
Kansas to twenty minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the at! 
of the House to the fact that since the conference re}? 
printed in the Recorp there is a slight change in the re 
it is now before the House. As reported originally the 
agreed to. House amendment numbered 1, The final az! 
resulted in the House receding from that amendment. 
wise the report is exactly as printed. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman 
please explain that amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do I understand that the report | 
from the Clerk’s desk is not the report that the confe: 
tended to make to the House? 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. One report was read in the House, and 





‘ir. MONDELL. The Clerk read from the Speaker’s desk 





+] ed conference report, but the conference report as it is | they agreed on a different one. 

on Speaker’s table differs from that printed report as re- Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know about that. I 
eat he first amendment. did not hear the reading. 

~\Ir, WILLIAMS. This is an indication of the haste with The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear from the gentleman 
which we are doing business and lack of consideration. from Kansas. 


M 1{ONDELL. I think not. The report is in proper —_ Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, the point I make is this, that 


as agreed to by the conferees. here is an important measure and the conferees make a report. 
Vir. WILLIAMS. But was not read to the House by the | That report is printed and read. That is all the information 
Clet | the House has about the matter. After that report is read and 
‘r. MONDELL. It was read to the House exactly as it is,| the matter is thus brought before the House as contained in 
except as to amendment numbered 1. | that report, a second verbai report is made which, I think, is 
‘Mr. WILLIAMS. Which was the reverse of what the Clerk | cut of order and could not be made without unanimous consent. 
read. The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to see if the Chair un- 
‘Mr. MONDELL. The Senate conferees at one time agreed | derstands the real point of the matter to which the gentleman 
to H » amendment numbered 1. Subsequently there was a| calls attention. The Chair has in his hand the conference 
dis ement and the House receded from its amendment num- | report which speaks—— 
bered 1. | Mr. REEDER. And that is the report that was read. 
Mr. REEDER. At another conference? The SPEAKER. The report for the first time was read this 
Mr. MONDELL. That amendment is a House amendment, | morning. The Chair will state the understanding of the Chair 
which brought the States of Idaho and California within the | touching the matter. The gentleman from Wyoming presented 
ro is of the act. As now agreed to the States of Idaho | a conference report to the House for printing under the rule; 
and ¢ fornia are not within the provisions of the bill. subsequently, before the report was called up, the House con- 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the real state of the conference | ferees took the report, as they had a right to, and with the 
report now? assent and concurrence of the Senate conferees struck out the 
ir. MONDELL. The conference report is complete. following words in the draft as originally presented for print- 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Do we bring them in or leave them out? ing: “‘That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 
Mr. MONDELL. It leaves those two States out; the House | 1,” and substituted the words, “ That the House recede from its 
left them in. amendment numbered 1.” The amended draft of the report is 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The report as read to the House regarding | now presented, and a motion is made to suspend the rules and 
amendment numbered 1 was exactly the opposite of what was | agree to it. The report, under this motion, is in order, although 
really agreed upon by the conferees. it has never been printed in the Recorp in its present form. 
Mr. MONDELL, That is true, because, instead of reading| Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if the Speaker will hear me 
the conference report as it lies on the table, the Clerk read the | for a moment. 
printed report. The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. How are we going to untangle that? It Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the state- 





seems to me you will have to have unanimous consent to read | ment of the Speaker is incorrect in this respect: The conference 
the right report. | report which the Speaker has just referred to and in which oc- 
Mr. MONDELL. The conference report is in proper form on | curs the language to the effect that the House recedes from 
the Speaker’s desk. The Clerk read from the printed confer- | amendment numbered 1 was not the report which was read by 
euce report. | the Clerk to the House. That is the first point. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. He read the wrong report. The SPEAKER. On the contrary, it is the report that was 
Mr. MONDELL. And the only difference in the report is| read by the Clerk to the House. 
that the House recedes from its amendment, including those Mr. WILLIAMS. Upon the contrary, the gentleman from 


two States Wyoming [Mr. MoNnDELL] subsequently stated that the Clerk 
Mr. WILLI AMS. You had better get permission to correct | had by error read the wrong report, and that the right report 
tlhe Record to-morrow to show it. | meant that the House receded and not that the Senate receded. 
Mr. PADGETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? Do | Now, then, I wish to submit this to the Chair independently 
I understand you to say you submitted a report first in which | of that statement: The rules require conference reports to be 


the Senate receded from amendment numbered 1? Now, then, | printed twenty-four hours in advance. By a familiar ruling 
how or by what authority did the conferees take up the question | of the Speaker the other day a motion to suspend the rules 
ond time and submit a second conference report after they | does not suspend all the rules. It does not suspend the rules 
had filed a statement in the House of the conference? for the orderly carrying on of business. For example, it can 
Mr, M¢ NDEL L. Because that may properly be done. Under | not suspend the rule that the House must be in order. It can 





the rules of the House a conference report is simply submitted | not suspend the rules so that a Member can not make the point 
lor printing, and is still in the hands of the conferees until | that the House is not in order. It can not suspend the rule 
called up, and, as has been done on other occasions, the con-| that the real report read to the House shall have been lying 
ferees made a change in the conference report. on the Speaker’s table twenty-four hours. 
Mr. PADGETT. In the second report? The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule on the matter 
Mr. MONDELL. In the report before the House. as presented. The Chair again states that he holds in his 





Mr. REEDER. “Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask a question as to the | hand the report which has been read to the House, and the 
ition of this report. I wish to insist that this report {s| gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monperi] moves to suspend the 
t properly before the House and can not come before the | rules and agree to that report. Now, then, as a matter of fact, 

this form without unanimous consent. The conferees | which may be said to be only aliunde, as the Chair is informed, 
met and made a report. That report was printed. There is no| the gentleman, the chairman of the conference committee on 
knowled the part of the House, reported as it appears in the Rrcorp 


He 


ige on the part of the House that there was any change 
t; but without any authority from the House this} for printing under the rules—that is, the ordinary rules of the 
nfer ‘ committee met again and changed that report and | House—a conference agreement, which conference agreement, 
now 1 » the second verbal report, and I insist that this can | as printed under the rules of the House, read as follows: 
” done Without unanimous consent. That the Senate recedes from its amendment numbered 1. 

: e SPEAKER. One moment. Now, then, it was only printed under the rule for the 
_Mr. PAYNE. It is competent for the House to take up the | formation of the House. The Chair is informed that the con 
‘port under the special rule without being printed if he calls | ference committee on the part of the House, discovering the 
riginal report; there can not be any question about that. | clerical error, took the report from the Clerk’s desk for cor 


+} 


“ RE EDER, But he does not call up the original report. | rection. It seems to the Chair that they had a right to do this, 
oe ( \INES of Tennessee. May I ask the gentleman from | as the rule requiring a conference report to be printed in the 
ha what is the bill? Recorp before action thereon does not contemplate that the re- 
Mr. MONDELL. It is the report on the greater homestead | port passes out of the custody of the managers. Having taken 


| the report the House managers met the Senate m: Anagers, al d 
then corrected the error by striking out “ Senate” and iusert- 
ing “‘ House.” 


Mr. G GAINES of Tennessee. The conferees have agreed on it? 
‘ir. MONDELL. The conferees have agreed on it; yes. 


a ( MINES of Tennessee. Now, what is the matter with Now, under the ordinary rules of the House it may be that 
h rt it should again be submitted to the House for printing. But 
'. LEDER, The report has not been printed. suppose that this report was presented this morning, as the 
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Chair will assume the case to be, in fact presented for action | Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Why 
by the House for the first time. It is not necessary to print under | doubled? 
the rules of the House, because this is the motion to suspend the Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
rules of the House and agree to the conference report. And / there to make a little something; that is about as near < I 
the motion to suspend all rules means the suspension of such | can tell my friend. You may find 320 acres of dust where there 
rules as otherwise would stand in the way of immediate con- | is absolutely no water. The man who is going to hold i: may 
sideration of the report. The rule requiring printing would | be 25, 50, or 100 miles away from water. We give him a littje 
stand in the way, but the motion now offered removes that | more of nothing, and he is supposed to make a little som: thing 
obstacle. out of it by “dry farming,” but he must work and succeed 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I just wish to make one re-| He may live 50 miles away, and, with his hogsheads of water. 
mark, if the Chair pleases, and that is that the Chair is mis-| go Monday to his farm and work four or five days. and 
taken as to the fact. There was no statement made by the | when he gets out of water he gets on his water wagon and 
gentleman that this was a misprint. It was simply an after- comes back to the well and gets more water and returns. 
conclusion and an after-conference. There is a mistake in fact, Mr. GOLDFOGLE. So this is a water-wagon proposition? 
which may not have any effect, however, in the matter of sus- Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; and I stand by that «al! the 
pending the rules, but it is a mistake in the fact. time. : 

The SPEAKER. Well, the House is fully informed, first, by Mr. SULZER. Then it relates only to arid lands? 
the official conference report which has been read to the House, Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The lands are so dry that some- 
and it is to that report that the motion to suspend the rules | times a whole acre will blow off in dust. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
and agree applies. | this conference report is the best we could do with tbat bad 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, for the information of the | proposition the House passed. It is this, or let this land lic 
House I ask that the conference report be read. idle and do no one any good. 

The SPEAKER, It has been read. Mr. MONDELL. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Very well. Now, Mr. Speaker Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask the centle- 

The SPEAKER, If there is no objection, and the gentleman | man a question with reference to his bill. 


desires, it can be read in his own time, or if there is no ob- The SPEAKER. Nothing will be done until the House is jn 
jection it can be read again anyhow. 7 order. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I think it would be bette to have it read Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


again, and read right. from Wyoming a question with reference to the merits of this 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask that it be read. bill. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. That is the only way the House knows by Mr. MONDELL. 
the Recorp what we do. 


The SPEAKER. The report will again be read. 


was the ordinary homesjeaq 


It takes 320 acres of nothing out 


I desire to ask the gentleman 





I have reserved the balance of my time. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask if the effect of this 
bill will not be to enable large cattle owners—— 


[The conference report was again read.] Mr. MONDELL. I have no time to yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, by this conference report the Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will it not enable the large cattle 


Senate conferees agreed to all the House amendments to this | companies to secure double the amount of land in that country, 
bill except the first, which included the States of Idaho and Cal- | making it a great deal easier for them to control the entire 
ifornia. The Senate insisted to these two States going out of | range by their cowboys, and for them to prevent the settlement 
the bill. With that exception, the bill is as it passed the House, | of the lands as they have done heretofore? 
or E +e ae = an, aa a en a eae Mr. MONDELL. No; it will not. Its effect will be quite the 
cee with these two exceptions, the Dill 18 as It passed the | contrary. It will make farms of what is now cattle and sheep 
fd — , 4 | pasture. 
Mr. CHANEY. What is section 6? whTp r 4 ‘ we 5 = 
Mr. MONDELL. Satie 6 is - provision cartying out a wae STEPHENS of Texas. That will be the result of thi 
recommendation made by the Commissioner of the General Lanc , mE ; ie Mit cara 
Office in his last annual report. By the terms of the section eatklacat “aaa font gE ce, eae ne re 
the Secretary of the Interior may, if he finds any tracts of land | © homestead , > oe have eee . rl a te etatute books 
subject to entry under the bill that do not have upon them a Cow remy te heir saoe altel. Se = 
sufficient supply of water suitable for domestic purposes, as | * diel aa ad i 4 a 
would make continuous residence upon the lands possible, desig- Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman from Tennesse 
nate such lands, and as to these particular lands the settler is | Sid that it did not require residence for settlement. , 
required to cultivate double the area required under the gen- Mr. MONDELL. This is the first five-year homestead law wi 
eral provisions of the bill—that is, he must continuously culti- bave had. The man must live on the land five years ani | = 
vate at least one-half of the area of the entry—but he is not | tivate the land five years, which is not required Bow. There 
required to live upon the land, but must live near enough to it | 18 a section now before the House which was de es a a 
to enable him to fatm it in accordance with the provisions of the pose ete pope Ee ee eee oe aa 
set. sione zene », , : al report, 
Mr. CHANEY. So that he does not have to reside on the | that on certain limited areas to be selected by the Secretary of 
land, but near it? the Interior that do not contain any water, so that resid: | . 
Mr. MONDELL. In these particular localities, as selected | impossible upon them—on those lands—by requiring dou! the 
by the Secretary, containing no drinkable water. amount of cultivation, the settler may reside sufficient!) 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to me? oe . _ make aly So —— ae 
Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to. Now, that applies only to such very ea areas as | : 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. L desire to say to the House, as | Selected by the Secretary and be controlled by him on ‘nce 
one of the conferees, that this is what is known as the “320- | Which could not be resided on. 
acre homestead bill.” The bill increases the amount that may Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How much land has to be 
be taken in a homestead, 160 acres, to double that amount. | vated? One acre? 
The plan it proposes is to permit the proposed homesteader to| Mr. MONDELL. One-half of the entire area, continu’ 
live on this arid land if he can, but he can not, because there Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Cultivated in crops and ! 
is no water on it. But he is required to live just as near it as Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
he can to “ successfully ” farm it, which he must do. The land Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Before they are entil! 
is selected first by the Interior Department. It is also left with | patent? 
the Department as to whether or not he is living near enough| Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
to “ successfully” farm it. But his rights depend upon whether | Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then you might as well ! 
or not he “successfully” runs the farm, and the Secretary of | any law, because that is impossible in a great dea! 
the Interior is the judge of the fact. Now, I voted against the ' country. 
bill when it was up in the House. We have made the best out| Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman criticises without 
of a bad bill that we could—to open this land to homesteads | what the provisions of the bill are. 
and make this Sahara add to the possible wealth of the land. | Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I know that country, tl 
Mr. SULZER. What States does it apply to? | Mr. MONDELL, The gentleman criticises because (! 
Mr. MONDELL. It applies to States west of the Dakotas | sions are not severe enough, and then he criticises bec 
and Oklahoma, except Idaho and California. | provisions are too severe. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, The bill gives 320 acres as a| Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think the bill should | 
homestead | actual residence on the land, 















[TZGERALD. 
restricted these homesteads to the arid and semiarid 


This bill as it passed the House, as I 


\i ONDELI. No; it did not, 
nontimbered lands, 
EPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman aware of the 
fact under the present law it has been possible for cattle 

: to control all the water in a great many ranges? 
Al ot this double the facilities they have heretofore had 
fol olling these ranges? In the case of a stream running 
dov i) a mountain they will take up a little homestead 

t, and then they will control the outside country. The 
cov will be at the headquarters ranch upon this stream, 
nd \ re enabling them to hold 320 acres of the stream on 
the at ands without any settlement under this bill. 


Mi ONDELL. The provision to which the gentleman re- | 
fers tirely within the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
teriol 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That does not make it right. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is a recommendation of the Commis- 
sioner his last annual report. There are very many gentle- 

en who always want to know what the Department recom- 


mends. This is the particular part of the bill that the De- 
part recommended in the last annual report; in certain 
mited localities, to be determined by the Department to be 
where it was impossible to live on the land for lack 
r, by cultivating one-half the land continuously and re- 
siding in the vicinity for five years the entryman can obtain 
title to the land. Now, the gentleman knows, just as well as 
I know, that no cattle company and no one attempting to ac- 
quire land for speculative purposes is going to cultivate con- 
uously one-half of a piece of land. 
Mr. SCtEPHENS of Texas, They will not cultivate it at all. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. As this bill passed the House it 
was limited to nonirrigable, arid, and semiarid lands, 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is mistaken. As it passed 
the House it was in that regard exactly as it is now in this con- 
ference report. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
as to arid or semiarid lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. It is confined to nonirrigable lands which 
do not contain merchantable timber, and which are nonmineral. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. So that it is not confined to arid 
or semiarid lands? 

Mr. MONDELL, There is practically no land in the States 
embodied in the bill, except arid and semiarid land. 


What is the condition at present 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The words “arid or semiarid,” 
are not in the bill. 
Mr. MONDELL. No. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Why do not you put those words in? 
Mr. BONYNGE. The lands must be either arid or semiarid, 
if they are nonirrigable, in that country. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This law does not require the 
homesteader to live on the land, because he can not; but it 
loes réquire him to live near enough to it, in the judgment | 
f the Department, to successfully cultivate it; and if he does 
not s ssfully cultivate it, he does not get any patent. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman’s remarks refer only to 


OSe hr 


se provisions of section 6, which will be confined probably to 
1 few townships in the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know anything about 
lat, but lL am talking about the way the provision works. 

Mr. FULTON, Suppose a man settles on this land, and he 
eS hot cultivate it the first year and does not cultivate it the 
( r, what can be done under the bill? 
MONDELL. The entry would be subject to contest and 
cancellation, Mr, Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 


M 


Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be notified when 
I have ed ten minutes. I desire to say to gentlemen of 
U8 House that this is essentially a bad bill. It should 
written that this is a bill to secure large ranches, and nobody 
KNOWS it any better than my friend from Texas [Mr. 


d, for the simple reason that they can not live on this 
nd. 


yen W 
Cause + 
possible 
land, 
Mr 
Mr. 


int 
il 


Chey can not support themselves on this class of 


POLLARD rose, 
Kl EDER, I desire not to be interrupted unless I am 
1 in the time of gentlemen on the other side. I have 


LOTT’! ad 
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It restricted them to non- | 


| to settle and live upon the lands, but the effect will be that they 
| will settle on it, their stock will starve, their families will starve, 


| 


| 
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noticed that gentlemen on the other side manage to take up a 
good deal of my time, but if anybody chooses to ask me a ques- 
tion in the time of the other side, I am quite willing to answer 
it. As I say, this will not have the effect of compelling people 


until some ranchman comes along and says “I will give you $50 
for your chance.” If the homesteader is honest, he may say 
that it is not worth anything, for they have to prove certain 
things before title can be had. The ranchman will say “I will 
take my chances on that. I have a lot of cowboys here, and I 
will take care of that.” Now, some of you Western people 
know this, but Eastern and Southern people do not know about it. 

I would like to talk to you Eastern and Southern Members 
about this bill, because it is the final move to open up a loop- 
hole in the land laws and get rid of all of the Western land, 
and it will get rid of it in large tracts. 

I wish to quote to you what the Senator from Idaho said 
about this measure when he had his State cut out from the 
provisions of the bill. He said at that time on the floor of the 
Senate that this bill would include land that would produce 
50 bushels of wheat to the acre, and that is more wheat than 
land in any Eastern or Southern State will produce one year 
with another. He said also that this would take in such 
projects as Twin Falls, in Idaho, where men live on small tracts 
of land and make the surest and best living of any farmers in 
the world. That same land will be taken into large ranches 
under this bill; and if you people knew it, I know you would 
not vote for it. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gaines] 
had any thought as to what this bill would do and as to what 
would be done with these lands, I know that he would not be 
in favor of it. He wishes this land for the people who need 
homes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 

Mr. REEDER. 
man’s time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 

Mr. REEDER. I wish to tell you a story of a settlement 
made in Kansas and what we did with the fellow—I think 
we sent him out to the State of Wyoming. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
I can not yield unless I yield in the gentle- 


I have not any time. 


Mr. MONDELL. We have a lot of bad people in our State 
from Kansas. [Laughter.] 
Mr. REEDER. This was a pretty smart fellow, and I 


wonder they do not send him to Congress. [Renewed laughter. ] 
The law under which this man was taking land required him to 
build a home thereon, and contained a provision that he must 
have a board floor and a board roof. He did not have the 
funds, I guess, or maybe he wanted to save them to go West 
with, and so he dug into the bank a space about 3 feet wide 
and 6 feet long and put poles across the top for a roof, put 
some brush on these poles, and then some hay over the brush, 
and put some sod over that. Then he sharpened a stick, went 
into the dugout, bored holes in the ground and then bored holes 
up through the roof, and made an aflidavit that he had a bored 
floor and a bored roof. [Laughter.] 

I wish to assure you that if you allow this bill to become a 


| law, through this loophole all the public lands of any value 


| advocate 
be | 


It will not have the effect of getting people to live 


| 


y can not sustain themselves; it is absolutely im- | 


will be taken, and generally they will go into large ranches, 
These people are shrewd enough to get it in spite of what 
written in law. 

Some of you may say, “ How are we to know about thir?” 
Well, if you do not know, I want to give you a 
by. Do not vote any more loopholes in the land laws if you 
do not know the effect of them. It harm to keep t 
public domain until people can settle on it. I wish to sty 
further that men in the West seldom send men here who ¢ 
not vote for what they want, and I presume the citizens who 

this bill hundreds of thousands of of 


is 


safe rule to go 


is no le 


oO 


have acres 
Western land, and they have the American disposition of want- 
ing everything that adjoins them. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REEDER. I object. I do not want this taken out of my 
time. 


Mr. MONDELL. Sut the gentleman has referred to me 


| specifically. 
It came before the House and was passed with | 
hn absolutely that they must live upon the land, but 
that provision they would not live upon the land, be- | 


Mr. REEDER. 
The SPEAKER. 
man has the floor. 


All right, go ahead, make your objection. 
The Chair would like to know which g« 


‘ntle- 


Mr. REEDER. I have the floor, I yield to the gentleman 
from Wyoming for a moment. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman's 


words be read. 
Mr. COOK of Colorado. 
Mr. REEDER, 


It is an outrage. 
Very well, 
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Mr. MONDELL. I want them read, Mr. Speaker; I did not 
quite understand them. 

Mr. REEDER. He can have them read, or I will state them 
again, 

Mr. MONDELL. What the gentleman said was that the 
gentleman from Wyoming and his friends 

Mr. REEDER. Probably. 

Mr. COOK of Colorado, The gentleman did not use the word 
** probably.” 

Mr. MONDELL. Did have hundreds of thousands of acres 
and desired to get all the land adjoining. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the words read? 

Mr. REEDER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. They will be here in a moment. In the 
meantime the gentleman will suspend. While the stenographer 
is writing out what was said the Chair will have read clause 5 
of Rule XIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

If a Member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the Mem- 
ber calling him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they 
shall be taken down in writing at the Clerk’s desk and read aloud to 
the House; but he shall not be held to answer, nor be subject to the 


censure of the House therefor, if further debate or other business has 
intervened, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 


was called to order and a demand was made that the remarks | 


be taken down. The Clerk will read the words. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Men in the West seldom send men here who do not vote for what | 


they want, and I presume that the men who advocate this bill have 
hundreds of thousands of acres of western land, and they have the 
American disposition of wanting everything that adjoins them. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will read the words again: 


Men in the West seldom send men here who do not vote for what | 
they want, and I presume that the men who advocate this bill have | 


hundreds of thousands of acres of western land, and they have the 
American disposition of wanting everything that adjoins them. 


The words speak for themselves. In the opinion of the Chair, 


they do not, as they stand, reflect upon a Member of the House | 


[applause]; still it is for the House to say. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am rather inclined to the | 


view expressed by the Chair of the words as read, and yet, as 


the words fell on my ear, there was included in the statement of | 
the gentleman some words that do not appear in the record as | 


written out. I may have been mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I con- 
sumed ? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I would like the attention of the 
House. I hope that this bill will not become a law. I earnestly 
hope this because the public domain is fast disappearing. We 
are not improving our land laws, but we are opening up a 
method by which other lands can come into the hands of great 


corporations. When this Jaw passed I regarded it as very bad | 


legislation. I do not think, with mature consideration and in 
the usual course éf business, it would have passed the House, 
but it has now gotten into conference and the conferees have 
ndded to it the largest hole that has been left in the public 
land laws recently. 


It is provided that a man, and I guess I will mention the | 


cowboy, can live on a ranch where they have got control of the 
water and can farm ostensibly some land at some distance from 


camp, and by that means hold it, and if they can swear prop- | 


erly to prove up on that land they can thus secure a great 
ranch. This is put in in the conference report, and I do say 


we ought not to let this provision remain in the bill, that a man | 


ean control and finally prove up on land that he does not live 
on, because the effect will be to get this land out of the hands 
of the people before they can improve it under the different 


laws that have been passed for the purpose of irrigating the | 
public land. As I said a moment ago, the Senator from Idaho | 


objected to this because he said it would include lands that 


would raise 50 bushels of wheat to the acre. What kind of | 
land would you call that in Illinois or Indiana that would | 


raise 50 bushels of wheat to the acre one year with another? 


Then I say to you it will have this effect, because they can not | 


live on this land in one case out of ten. I believe I will say of 
the remainder of the public domain, that is nonirrigable and 
is really desert land, that they can not in one case out of a 


hundred live on the land and sustain a family therefrom, and | 


if a man is foolish enough to be inveigled into trying it and 
goes there with his family, it is only a question of time when 
he will take $25.or $50 to leave the land and go somewhere 
else, because he can not stay there. 


But he can stay just as well on 320 acres as on 640 acres; he | 
‘can not. stay on either. If he could stay at all, he could turn | closing. 
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the cattle out and pasture them and live on 160 acres. 
they say it is for dry farming, because you have to far: 
land twice as much as you would have to do in one 
older States. If a man had 80 acres under any syst: 
farming that required twice as much work as the ord 
method of farming, he would not need more land, but 
The fact that he can not farm that land without tw 
much labor shows he only needs half the land. It is a! 
to say the more labor an acre requires the more acres 
needs. I wish now to show you that this report does not «) 
represent to you people the facts in the case. Here it s; 
the first page of a report, numbered 1300, this: 

In the message of the President of the United States, comm: 
to the two Houses of Congress at the beginning of the present 
of Congress, in speaking of the present land laws and of the cond 
| of the country to which they apply, he said: 

“'The land-law system which was designed to meet the need 
| fertile and well-watered regions of the Middle West has large!, 


down when applied to the drier regions of the Great Plains, tli n 
| tains, and much of the Pacific slope where a farm of 160 acres | 


inadequate for self-support.” 


Now, I have a copy of that message, and I wish to read what 
|follows this statement. I am not sure which one it is, but 
here it is, page 29, which gives his exact words. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asked the 
Chair to notify him when ten minutes had expired. 

Mr. REEDER. I will occupy just a moment or two more to 
| finish this. 

The land-law system which was designed to meet the needs of 
the fertile and well-watered regions of the Middle West has largely 
} kroken down when applied to the drier regions of the Great l’lains, 

the mountains, and much of the Pacific slope, where a farm of 160 
| acres is inadequate for self-support. In these regions the system lent 
itself to fraud, and much land passed out of the hands of the (overn- 
ment without passing into the hands of the home maker. The De 
partment of the Interior and the Department of Justice joined in 
prosecuting the offenders against the law, and they have acvcom- 
| plished much, while where the administration of the law has been 
defective it has been changed. But the laws themselves are defective 
Three years ago a Public Lands Commission was appointed to scrutinize 
the law and defects and recommend a remedy. 

They did not recommend any 320-acre homestead law, and, 
indeed, every one of them are now against that law, but they 
recommended that the commutation clause should be taken 
| from the homestead law, so that the effect of the first part of 
the statement would. naturally be to convince the Members 
| that the President favored a bill for a 320-acre homestead 
when the judgment of the Commission appointed by the Presi- 
dent is against such a law. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re 
| maining? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 
Mr. MONDELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
| Illinois [Mr. Rainey]. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I expect to vote for this Dill. 
I expect to vote for it because it will have the effect of bringing 
people, not cattle, to these Western lands. The bill is amply 
safeguarded. It applies, as I understand it, only to nonirri- 
gable lands. For three or four years from fifty to one hundred 
| thousand farmers each year are crossing our northern boundary 
| to settle upon the wheat lands of Canada. We want to keep 
some of them at home and we can only keep them at home by 
making it possible to farm these dry, nonirrigable lands in our 
mountain States. 

A man can not make a living upon 160 acres of nonirrigable 
| land; but if you give him 320 acres, ultimately he wil! farm one- 
| half of it one year and one-half the next year, under wit }s 

called “the system of dry farming,” a system under w! nt 
year you break up the land and by repeated harrowi! 
it covered with a dust blanket, thus breaking up the « 
attraction, and keeping the moisture in the ground u 
next year. Some moisture falls each year upon all the: 
not much, but enough, if it is retained within the soi! 
years, to produce a crop. This is a bill, as I understand 
as I read it, that will prevent great ranches in the Wes 

If the system of dry farming upon these nonirrigal 
can not be made a success, then there is nothing in t! 
that will prevent these lands from going back into sh 
tures. Already the ranchmen of the West are endea\ 
get legislation here that will give them long leases on 
lic domain, and the only way to prevent it is to pass 4 
this kind which makes this kind of farming possi! 
plause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has | 
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Reever] is recognizec 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, the speech of Mr. Rar 
on the other side of this question, and I am entitled 














SPEAKER. 


No; the gentleman in charge of the report 
ed to the closing. 


’ -EEDER. Then I will yield two minutes to the gentle- 

' m Ohio [Mr. Dovucras]. 

; DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this bill is 
believe that it is designed to put cattle and not men 
e semiarid lands of the West. I voted against this bill 

( was before the House. I do not see how any man who 

1 vainst it then can vote for it now; and it seems to me 

it comes before us in this report it is far worse now than 
was then. 

[ it to eall the attention of the Members of the House to 

that this conference report does not require residence on 
stead.” If that is not a contradiction of terms, I do 
vot know what is. Here is a report which authorizes, I say, 


nd not men onto this land. 
if there is not sufficient water for domestic purposes 
» Jand, then the man who enters it does not have to live 

That is exactly what is here provided. Now, what is 
I submit that any employer of twenty cowboys can 
nter thousands of acres of this land, and nobody has to live 
on it. I ean not vote for the conference report. [Applause.] 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I wish for just 
a1 ent now to answer the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
RAIN He says that this bill is amply safeguarded. I have 
said to you, and as every other Western Member that knows some- 

g of what can be done in the way of getting Western lands 
W | you, that if a man does not live on 320 acres of land he 
does not become a settler. Somebody else gets the land. That 
is to that. There is another thing: The Senator 
from Idaho says it will take in such tracts of land as the Twin 
Fa project. It would take in tracts of land in which 10 
acres would make a home for a family. On this land, I wish 
to say to you people—— 

Mr. PARSONS. In regard to Twin Falls, does that mean 
what the land in the Twin Falls Reservation would yield before 
it had been irrigated? 

Mr. REEDER, 
tion, 

Mr. PARSONS. After irrigation? 

Mr. REEDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PARSONS. 
this bill should pass, and later it should prove possible through 
a’ pumping system to irrigate some of the high mesa land that 
could be taken in 320-acre homesteads, then would not the 
irrigation law apply and compel the reduction—the size of the 
holdi 

Mr. REEDER. Not after they had proved up. 
nonirrigable to-day and to-morrow that land may be capable 
of irrigation. If irrigated it would make a home for a family 
in the southern part of the United States from a tract of 10 
acres, and make the safest and surest proposition of farming 
that can be had anywhere, while of this land that would come 
under this law, 40 acres of it would not support a steer. A 
steer could not find enough grass on 40 acres to live on, and 
four families probably could live on it later. As to keeping 

lizens from emigrating to the Canadian possessions, that if 

u will permit these lands to be taken up in large tracts, 
not live on them; but if we hold this land in the Gov- 
ts possession until we can irrigate it, we will keep a 
So that this bill 


the result? 


s there 


ngs? 


ven can 
vast humber of these people here as citizens. 
W lie 
it will, and I hope that all of you people who would like to see 
omes upon the land will say, “ Let us retain the public domain 
until we know that we are making a useful disposition of it.” 

_ Mr. RAINEY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
Lim? 

Mr. REEDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAINEY. Does the gentleman think the farmers who 
ire now emigrating to Canada would wait around here forty 
or filty years to see if something does not change so that they 
Cah use the land? 

Mr. REEDER. No, sir. But we can not prevent them from 
song to Canada more than one or two years by putting them 
vi these desert lands. They can not stay there. They will 
ike their four or five hundred doflars and go there and 
“juander it trying to make a living and then take $50 and go 


te of things, and therefore I say it is designed to put | 
This conference amendment | 
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where people are deceived. They can not make a living on 640 
acres, in most cases. In other cases, like that referred to in 
Idaho, they could probably do so on 320 acres. I desire to ask 
you not to put this loophole into our public-land laws,. by which 
320 acres of land can be had on one transaction. It would be 


because land is getting scarce and valuable. 

Mr. PARSONS. Is it not true that under the irrigation laws 
a person may even take their 20 or 40 acres without living on 
the land? 

Mr. REEDER. Must live on irrigated land in every case. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you say that a man can not 
make a living on 320 acres of this land, and yet you want to 
make him live on it? 

Mr. REEDER. Let the land alone. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But the House decided that they 
would not let it alone. 

Mr. REEDER,. If you let the law alone the land will be let 
alone. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I say, in behalf of the conferees, 
that we made the best we could out of the proposition. I voted 
against the bill when it was before the House. 

Mr. REEDER. It is of no use, except, possibly, for pastures. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. How is it used for pasture? 

Mr. REEDER. I do not think I can describe it at this time. 
I want the gentlemen to understand that, while this land may 
be absolutely nonirrigable to-day, it may become very valuable 
to-morrow. Out in the West I know myself of places where 


twenty-five years ago there was no water within 500 feet and 
later it was found within 25 to 30 feet of the surface. I trust 
no one will vote to put this loophole into the land laws. [Loud 


applause. } 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am always disinclined to 
reply to personal references, and had the gentleman from 
Kansas in his remarks said what I understood him to say, it 


’ 


would have been proper for “the gentleman from Wyoming” 


| to say that so far as he is concerned he is the proud possessor 
| of 40 acres only—and that is a tract of semiarid land of but 


No; what it would yield now under irriga- | 


May I ask the gentleman this: Supposing | 


Land may be | 


t have the effect that the gentleman from Illinois thinks | 


limited value—and 160 acres of practically worthless arid land 
that he bought at a tax sale that he will be glad to sell for 
$100; and that constitutes his sole landed possessions, save a 
few town lots and a modest home for his wife and babies. Now, 
Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REEDER rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas? 
Mr. MONDELL. 
Mr. REEDER. 
foot of land. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
Mr. REEDER. 





I have only about two minutes. 
I would like simply to say that I do not own 


But would like to. 
Would like to, but do not. 

Mr. MONDELL. This is the most amply guarded homestead 
law ever drawn. It is drawn along lines recommended by the 
President of the United States. The added matter included in 
the conference report follows the recommendation of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. It is confined entirely 
to nonirrigable, nontimbered lands. It can not by any possi- 
bility include any lands that may be irrigated. If, by any pos- 
sibility, a man should reside for five years and successfully cul- 
tivate a tract of land that might afterwards be irrigated, no 
harm would certainly be done to anyone. There would be five 
years of cultivation. But there can be no irrigable land taken 
under the law, because for five years there is allowed a contest, 


| there is opportunity to cancel if the question be ever raised. 


Mr. Speaker, this law will prevent that strong flow of sturdy 
American citizenship into the Canadian Northwest and make 
thousands of homes on lands which are to-day but sheep and 
eattle pastures. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


| All time has expired. 


‘i to Canada; but shortly after that we may be able to irrigate | 


that land and keep twenty 
Mr. R \INEY. Does the gentleman claim that a man can not 

— a living on 160 acres of this land? 

mae Rn SEDER. I say that he can not make a living on 640 

“es of it, hor 1,280 acres. There is the trouble. If he could 

bake a living on 


320 acres, it would be all right; but there is 





to thirty families on every 320 acres. | 


| 
| 


The question was taken on suspending the rules and agreeing 
to the conference report, and the Speaker announced that the 
“aves” seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 100, nays 150, 
answered “ present” 15, not voting 122, as follows: 


YEAS—100 

Adair Brownlow Cook, Colo, Diekema 

Ames Burke Cook, Pa. Edwards, Ky. 
| Barchfeld Burleigh Coudrey Ellis, Mo 

Bartholdt Burton. Del, Crawford Ellis, Oreg. 

Bartlett, Nev. Caldwell Currier Englebright 

Bates Capron Cushman Focht 

Beale, Pa. Carter Daizell Fordney 

Bede Caulfield Davenport Foulkrod 

Bonynge Chapman Denby Fowler 
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amilton, Iowa 


mmond 


eet ert lend ened eet feet ered eg bee 


Crumpacker 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 

De Armond 

Denver 


Favrot 
Finley 
Witzgerald 
Floyd 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Routell 
Burleson 
Burnett 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. 
Allen 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boyd 
bradley 
Brodhead 
Lroussard 
Drumm 
Brundidge 
Rurton, Ohio. 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Carlin 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Conner 
Cousins 
Craig 


Davidson 
Dawes 


amilton. Mich, 


21m 
fil, Conn. 


owell, Utah 


wr 


Laning 
Littletield 
Lorimer 
La 
McGuire 


McKinlay, Cal. 
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McKinley, Ill. 


McLachlan, Cal. 


Richardson 
Rodenberg 


McLaughlin, Mich.Sherman 

Macon 

imphrey, Wash, Maynard 
*s, Wash, 


Mondell 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 
Needham 
Norris 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Payne 
Pollard 

Pray 

Rainey 
Ransdell, La, 


NAYS—150. 


Foss 
Foster, Ill, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fuller 
Garber 
Garrett 
Gillett 
Glass 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Haugen 
tlefiin 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Hlouston 
Kloward 
Howell, N. J. 
Howland 
Hull, Tenn. 


Lawrence 
Legare 
Lenahan 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lovering 
McHenry 
McKinney 
McLain 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Nye 


O'Connell 


Olcott 
Olmsted 
Padgett 
age 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Pearre 


liumphreys, Miss. Perkins 


Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kennedy, lowa 
Kipp 

Landis 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT” 


Butler 
Cockran 
Goulden 
Harrison 


Pou 

Prince 

Puilo 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Reeder 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Kahn 

Lee 

Lever 


NOT VOTING—122. 


Priscoll 
Dunweill 
Dwicht 
Edwards, Ga, 
Fairchild 
Fassett 

Ferris 

Flood 

Fornes 

Foster, Ind. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gilhams 

Gill 

Godwin 
Gordon 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Harding 
tienry, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Huff 

Flushes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Ixennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Pia, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Lamb 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Law 

Leake 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McMilian 
MecMorran 
Marshall 
Moon, l’a. 


Se the conference report was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For this session: 
Mr. BRaDLey with Mr. GouLpEen. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. BuRLESON. 
Mr. Gartnes of West Virginia with Mr. Bruypiper. 
Mr. Smitru of Michigan with Mr. Gorpon, 
Mr. Farrcnitp with Mr. Saunpers. 

Mr. Lowpen with Mr. RormerMen. 

Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr. LAmMs. 

Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. Huanes of New Jersey. 


15. 


Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Snapp 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Thistlewood 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Woodyard 
Young 


Riordan 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Scott 
Sheriey 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Mo. 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Webb 
Weeks 
Willett 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Wood 


Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Talbott 


Mudd 
Overstreet 
Darker, N. J. 
Peters 
Porter 
Powers 
Pratt 

Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Rothermel 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Slemp 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex, 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Sterling 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Obio. 
Tirrell 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wilson, Ill, 








May : 


Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. Bropmrap. 

Mr. Boutett with Mr. Grices. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. AsHpRook, 

For this vote: 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Smrru of Texas. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the | 
and that the House further insist upon its amendments { 
bill S. 6165 and ask for a further conference thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves to 
pend the rules and further insist. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. REEDER. I demand a second. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, is this the same pil] 
that we have just voted on? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the House has failed to agree on the 
conference report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It will fail again, so what is the 
use? |[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The House has rejected the conference re- 
port. This is a Senate bill, and the gentleman from Wyoming 
moves to suspend the rules and that the House further insist 
upon its amendments to the Senate bill and ask for a further 
conference. 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any rule of the House now by which a 
vote upon this motion has any effect other tham upon the mere 
motion itself? In other words, does a yote of “no” agree to 
the Senate amendment? 

The SPEAKER. No; it does not. There are no Senate 
amendments. The Senate passes a bill, and the House amends 
it. The conference report is made, and the House rejects the 
conference report—that is, the House fails to agree to it—and 
this is a motion to suspend the rules and that the House further 
insist upon its amendment to the Senate bill. 

Mr. MANN. And if the motion of the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming does not prevail, the bill is before the House for any other 
action? 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


es. 
5, 


the 


SuUS- 


| Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is a motion in order to lay 
Senate bill on the table? 

The SPEAKER. Not with a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wish the House would give me 
the chance to do it; I am against the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming is entitled to 


| twenty minutes and the gentleman from Kansas to twenty 


minutes. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair please enlighten 


| my ignorance on the parliamentary situation of this bill‘ 


The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill, and the Ilfouse 
amended it. The conferees met and came to an agreement 
between the two bodies. The House refuses to agree to the 
conference report. That leaves the bill before the House. ‘This 
is a motion to suspend the rules and further insist upon tle 


| House amendments and ask for a further conference. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Another parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 


| Why is not a motion, before the rules are suspended, in order 
| to lay this on the table? 


The SPEAKER. Sueh a motion has not been made, and this 


| is a motion to suspend the rules. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to make a motion to lay the whole thing on th: 

The SPEAKER. There is already a motion before the ! 
to suspend the rules, and the gentleman from Wyow 
been recognized for twenty minutes and the gentle! 
Kansas, who demanded a second, has been recognized for t 
minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bil! 
as amended by the House Committee on Public Lands, | 
the House by a large rajority.. As amended by that con 
as I have stated ou several occasions here, it was t! 
carefully guarded homestead law—the only real he: 
aw—that has ever been presented to the House. The ) 
to the Senate. In the Senate the only change made in th 
excepting a change dropping two States from its prov 
wasto add a provision which the House had stric 
authorizing or allowing homestead entries on certain 
areas to be designated by the Secretary without fixed r 
immediately upon the entry, but requiring double the cu 


Mr. Grams with Mr. Crate. 
Mr. Kauw with Mr. Grex 
Mr. Garpner of Michigan with Mr. Ferrers, 


in that case. 
Now, evidently the House does not approve of that pre 
I am of the opinion that in conference, if this bill shal! £0 



















































we shall be able to strike from it every objec- 
ure, every feature that anyone could possibly object 
universally admitted that for the settlement of the 


ence 
hd ’ 


s of the West we must have a larger homestead. I 
land where for nearly thirty years I have looked 
a vast cow range and sheep pasture. Occasionally 
been able to bring a settler upon these lands, but 
sionally, and one of the principal reasons is that on 
that character the homesteader feels that he is not 
in making the effort, in undergoing the hardships, 
obtaining 160 acres of the second or third or fourth 
i for five years’ residence. If this motion shall carry 
and ill be sent back to conference, I am of the opinion 
y feature of the bill that any gentleman can take ex- 
» will be eliminated, 
Mi iker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann}. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not expect to occupy the five 
time, nor to discuss the merits of the proposition. The | 
i the Senate. It came to the House, if I remember 
y, and all after the enacting clause was stricken out. 
Mr, MONDELL. Oh, no. 
MANN. It was amended in the House and then it 
House, not by a large majority, but by a fair ma- | 
it went to conference. On the vote just now had on | 
ng to the conference report the ayes were 98 and the | 
es were 148, a decided vote against it on the merits of the | 
proposition. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the House has 
ind its desire that at this time there shall be no legisla- | 
tion along these lines, and having indicated that desire, the | 
: thod for the House to now pursue, it seems to me, 
» down the motion of the gentleman from Wyoming 
to further insist and ask for a conference, and then, baving | 
voted down that motion, the bill will be before the House and 
man from Kansas [Mr. Reeprer] will be entitled to 
n on a motion to lay the Senate bill on the table, 
belongs; and if the gentleman desires to bring the 
r before Congress at a subsequent time, with a better 
red piece of legislation, that will be the privilege of the 
gentleman or of his committee. I yield back the balance of | 


\ 


r A AT 
Larvae 





agree 


is 


Mr, REEDER, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say just a word or 


. If they will do that, as I said before, if they would 
guarantee that settlement would be had under this bill, I would 





acre provision. That is the objectionable feature. So I 
siy it is not possible that he means what he says, or, at least, | 
I Ww not define it in that way. What we hope to do is to 


sti this bill out entirely. 

to say one thing further to the House, and that is this: 
f you will vote as you did before, and we do finally lay this 
m the table, we will have this land left, will we not? It 
is always safe to keep your money. You can always buy some 
swith it. It is equally safe to keep the public domain, and 
ve made a mistake, and next year we desire to give 
Us land to the cattle people, we can do so. We can do it then 
well as now, and it will be just as acceptable, and more 

, 48 it will then be more valuable. 
lr. VOLSTEAD. Is it not a fact that the cattlemen have 


WwW l 


, Mr. REEDER. No. The title is in the United States now. 
hey | the use of it. ‘They desire the title. Let us not give 
Wem t title. The gentleman from Texas made a statement 
8 other vote was taken that if he were permitted 4 
a es of creek and a good big herd of cattle, and some other 
? 


qually smart was 30 miles away from him on the creek, 


der law they could get all the land between the two, 
. [ would undertake to get it for them within a reasonable 
u ‘tt only the use of the land, but the title to it. They 
Bay rrigable, What do you suppose that means? That may 
— | which to-day can not be irrigated, and it may mean 
onan Which can be irrigated to-morrow and be worth possibly | 


re. 


a | three years ago he sold it for $800 an acre. 
Mr. BONYNGE. Whereabouts was this land? 
Mr. REEDER. At Grand Junction, 


Mr. Bi INYNGE, 


Oh, fruit land, 
Mr. REEDER. 


Yes, 
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two and then I will be ready for a vote. The gentleman from | 
Wyoming |[Mr. MonpDEeLL] makes as the principal point in his 
argument that they will strike out all the objectionable fea- 


| an agreement, which we reported. 


for if, and if they would strike out all the objectionable fea- 
tures they would have to commence before the enacting clause 
| finish up at the end of the bill, and especially cut out the 


" I have a friend who went to Colorado and took | 
v “hd, and he questioned whether it was worth $50 an acre, 
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Mr. BONYNGE And under irrigation. 

Mr. REEDER. The land that can be taken under this bill, 
if it becomes a law, may be fruit land and worth a thousand 
dollars an acre within five years. I know of cases in Kansas 
where thirty-five years ago a man took up land and bored wells 
500 feet deep and found a dry bottom. They continued dry for 
twenty years. Later on it developed that in certain places on 
that same land water in plenty was found within 27 feet of the 
top. This same kind of land would have in under this 
bill, and I want to emphasize again the fact that if we make a 
mistake by keeping this land now, we can remedy that mistake 
at any time by turning it over to whomsoever we wish to give it 
to, and I want to emphasize again the fact that nonirrigable 
land to-day may be irrigable land to-morrow. I wish to 
another case from Colorado. There is being gotten up, so the 


gone 


cite 


papers state, an immense organization over at Canyon City to 
manufacture electricity and take it to the western line of 


Kansas and do it so cheaply that they can light all of the towns 
and furnish heat and motor power for towns and so cheaply 
that a man can afford to use it to pump water on lands which 
within fifteen years were not worth 50 cents an acre, while some 
of them are now worth $200 or $300 an acre—about Garden 
City. <All I am pleading for is, even if some cattlemen do use 
the land, let us not let them get title to it, but let us keep it so 
that people can make homes for themselves thereon. If this 
can not be done this year, if it can not be done next year, it 
may not be done in ten years from now, but we may be able to 
make homes of this land in twenty years from now. These 
young men that are growing up in the East are entitled to 
homes, and we should not make them subject to the speculator 
of the West when they are ready to establish a home on the 
public domain. 

If no one wishes to speak further on this subject, Mr. Speaker, 
as far as I am concerned, I am ready for a vote. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming yield me three minutes? 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman favor the bill? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am dead against the bill. 

Mr. REEDER. I will yield the gentleman three miuutes; 
have that much time to yield myself. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was 


I 


| before the House I voted against it, because I wanted to save 


the public lands as they were, and I quite agree with the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. Then it went into conference and the 
conferees brought out the only possible bill that could be brought 
out of the conference. We met on three different dat 
twelve or fourteen hours of time in conference trying to get to 
Now, this land is absolutely 
useless, unless some such provision is made as will allow a man 
to homestead it and work it and live where he can get water, 
because there is no water on it. It is impossible to live on the 
land. 

The only thing that induced the House conferees to agree to 
the conference report was that this worthless land produc 
absolutely nothing; it is uninhabitable and can only be worked 
by letting a man live ont in the country somewhere, where there 
is water, and going down on the farm and working it. We put 


es and spent 


in the provision that he must “ successfully” work it. Some 
men live on a farm and do not “successfully” work it, so if 
he does not work it successfully, in the judgment of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior and officers of law, he can not get a patent. 
I do not believe that the 320-acre proposition is a proper one, 
and I am opposed to the bill and want to do anything by hon- 


orable means in this House to defeat it, but being one of the 


conferees, of course it was my duty to sign the report to the 
House. I am going to vote against another conference, because 
I am against the bill, and then if we get that done I am going 
to make a motion to lay the whole thing on the table, because 


I do not believe in the proposition. 
[Mr. COLE addressed the House, 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to th: 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GrLLesprr}. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, I have always supported the 
proposition to enlarge the homesteads out on lands of the char 
acter described in this bill. I never have believed that a man 
with a family can go out on land of that kind and on 160 acres 
make a living. 

Mr. REEDER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Well, I have but three minutes. 

Mr. REEDER. All right. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Go ahead and ask the question. Now, of 
course, you might go out in the West and discover a mine or 
an irrigation proposition, and individuals largely profit by 
them, and you can cite these individual instances where men 


See Appendix.] 
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have profited from owning 160 acres of these lands, but the fact 
remains that vast acres of this territory remain unsettled, and 
doubtless hundreds of instances could be cited where individuals 
have lost all they had in undertaking to live upon these lands. 

It is being used now by somebody. Somebody is getting the 
use of that land for practically nothing, and somebody wants to 
continue the use of that land in the same way. I want to favor 
a proposition that will give the man with a family who wants 
a homestead an opportunity to go out there and settle and make 
a living. I believe this bill accomplishes that result. I never 
siw a more carefully guarded proposition, careful that the land 
may be kept out of the hands of anybody but the actual settler, 
the man that goes with his family and settles upon the land 
and actually puts it under cultivation—I believe one-half of 
the 520 acres of land at the end of four years. I do not believe 
that the actual settler can make a living on less than 320 acres 
of this land. I want our people to go there and establish homes 
upon this land, and I shall therefore gladly support this bill, as 
I have always done when the proposition came up before this 
llouse, 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado {[Mr. BoNYNGE]. 

Mr. BONYNGE. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
requested the House to vote down this motion in order to defeat 
the bill and gave as his reason that when the bill passed it 
passed by a very small majority. The Recorp shows that the 
bill passed on the 11th day of May and that there were 141 
yeas and 74 nays. The bill passed the House by a vote of nearly 
two to one. The proposition therefore before the House now 
is whether we shall insist upon the bill that we passed by a 
vote of nearly two to one. 

Mr. Speaker, I live in the city of Denver, and I have lived 
in that city for twenty years. I have never taken up a single 
acre of land under any of the public-land laws of the United 
States, nor has any member of my family for me. I have 
never lived on any land of the character described in this bill. 


I only know it as I have traveled over it time after time and 


year after year and from an intimate acquaintance of twenty 
years with the people who live upon it. Some gentlemen have 
referred to special cases in Colorado. The gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Reever], in referring to land near Grand Junction, 
refers to land that is under irrigation, and some of the very 
best land to be found anywhere in the United States. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CoLe] spoke about his brother who 
lives in Morgan County. Morgan County is one of the counties 
in my district, and I know the gentleman’s brother. The land 
he refers to is along the Valley of the Platte and is rich and 
fertile land. Such land is not included within the terms of 
this bill, because land in the valley of the Platte or in the 
Valley of the Arkansas is irrigable land, and this bill refers 
only to nonirrigable land. The kind of land which is covered 
by the terms of this bill is that which is devoted to pasture 
and grazing purposes. This is a contest to-day, Mr. Speaker, 


is now being waged upon the floor of this House. 

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BONYNGE. No; I have but three minutes, and I can 
not yield. You can not find a large cattleman or cattle com- 
pany in the West that would favor this bill. There is no op- 
portunity for speculation under it as it passed the House. It 
requires that the settler shall live upon the land for five con- 
secutive years. Think for a moment, if you will, gentlemen, 
of a man going out upon the arid plains of the West, over- 
coming all the hardships and‘ the obstacles that he has to meet, 
living upon that land for five consecutive years and cultivating 
the portion of it that he is required to cultivate under the 
terms of this bill in order to speculate. Where will you find 
an American who is willing to spend five years of his life upon 
Jand of this character with the hope of making a speculation? 
Knowing as I do, Mr. Speaker, the hardships that these worthy 
and strong characters and hardy pioneers have undergone in 
reclaiming the desert of the West, in making it possible to have 
habitation upon those arid plains, I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, 
and to the Members of the House, that in my judgment any 
man who will comply with the terms of this bill will have 
earned, and dearly earned, the 320 acres that he would acquire. 
[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether 
the gentleman from Kansas |Mr. Reever) wishes to consume 
the balance of his time? 


’ 


a REEDER. I would like to inquire how much ti; 
ve? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has nine 
utes remaining. 

Mr. REEDER. I will yield to the gentleman from || 
[Mr. MANN] two or three minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if it had been the intention of the 
gentleman behind this bill, as the gentleman from Colorado 
{Mr. BonyNGE] suggests, to insist upon the bill as it passed the 
House, there was an easy parliamentary method of doing that. 
and that was to further insist upon the House amendment and 
let it go back to the Senate. Ah, no! This is to send it back 
to conference, where the same identical proposition can come. 
There was an easy parliamentary method to adopt—simply 
to say that the House agreed to what it would agree to, and 
nothing more. This goes back to conference, if it goes at all, 
for the purpose, and the sole purpose, of the House yielding 
something. There is no other object in sending a bill to 
conference except to yield something for the yielding of some- 
thing on the part of the other body. If the House had desired 
to “stand pat,” if the gentlemen behind the bill had wished 
to insist that if it become law it should become law as it passed 
the House, there was a proper parliamentary method remain- 
ing open, and that remains open even after this motion should 
be disposed of. [Applause.] 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Wyoming if his remaining time will be occupied in 
one speech? 

Mr. MONDELL. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wyoming 
has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. MONDELL. No; I think I will not use it all in one 
speech, 

Mr. REEDER. Then I would like to have you consume some 
of your time. 

Mr. MONDELL. How much time has the gentleman from 
Kansas remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven min- 
utes remaining. [Cries of “ Vote!’’] 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa. 


Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, 


ne [ 
min- 


inols 


| the proposition now before the House is to send this Dill 


back to conference and insist upon the House amendment 
that is, that we insist that the bill become a law as passed 
by the House. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman state the parliamen 
tary status correctly? I think he does not state it correctly. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I understand we 
are voting upon a proposition to send this bill to conference 
and insist on our amendment, and I am in favor of the motion. 


| IT am in favor of the bill as it passed the House, giving 32) 
between those who want to keep that land as large cattle | 


ranches and the speople who want to go upon the land and | 
settle it, making homesteads upon it. That is the contest that | 


acre homesteads, and I would rather, much rather, ass it 
as it passed the House than to make the concession made by 
the House conferees as to the nonresidence of homesteads. 
It was passed by the House, as stated by the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BonyNnee], by an overwhelming majority in the 


| first instance—nearly 2 to 1—and I believe it is but fair 





that it be sent back to conference and see if we can not live 
that bill passed as it was originally passed by the House. 

It is not to the interest, as my information leads me to believe, 
of the cattlemen of the West, but in the interest of the actua: 
homesteader, and against the wishes of the cattle and shee) 
men, who do not want it settled. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman © qle> 
tion. Has the gentleman any reason to believe that any otler 
conferees except those that have already acted, and whic the 
House has already voted down, will be appointed by the 
Speaker? 

Mr. HAMILTON of Iowa. I do not know anything about 
that proposition. I believe that if we send this bill back under 
the motion before the House now that the conferees upol the 
part of the House will insist upon the House amendi«!it. If 
they do not secure that, the House will then have the opie" 
tunity to vote it down. Therefore I shall vote to send the bill 
back to conference. a 

Mr. MONDELL. Now I ask the gentleman to consume hls 
time. 

Mr. REEDER. I desire to ask the gentleman if he wi!! use 
all of the remainder of his time in one speech? 

Mr. MONDELL. I think not. a 

Mr. REEDER. I do not know of anyone who wants (0 
anything further on this matter at this time, but I a 5°!" 










































for a few moments and will then reserve the balance 
ne, until the gentleman from Wyoming has the purpose 
ding in one speech. 
said by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BonyNcE] 
was favored by large ranchers. Speaking for myself, 
r as I know, that is not true. I do not know of any 
who wants any such legislation. 


INYNGE. I said just the reverse. 
EEDER. Then, what did you say? 


M ONYNGE. I said exactly the reverse. What I said 
\ t the cattle ranchers wanted the land to stay as it is, 
' sed this bill, because they want the free use of the 

d what we wanted was that a man might stay on the 
make a home. [Applause.] 

REEDER. In answer to that, I assert that so far as I 
it is not the case. 


rhe cattle rangers may continue in the use of the land, but 
what he wants is the title, and all I desire to do is to prevent 


ig the title, because I think that in time it can be and 
‘ used by people for homes. But if we pass this law I am 
that the cattlemen will not only get the use of the 

but the title, and that is what I am opposed to. I would 

of course, that they did not even have the use, and 

would prefer that there should be a settler located on each 160 
Mr. SMITH of California. 


sk him a question? 
ir. REEDER. I yield to the gentleman. 


Will the gentleman permit me to 


Mr. SMITH of California. If the cattlemen want to get the 
der which law could they get it best? Under the pres- 
ent law, which allows the homesteader to commute in fourteen 


months, or this law, which requires an absolute residence for 
f [Applause. } 
Mr. REEDER. Knowing the ingenuity of the Western cattle 
I should say that he could get it twice as fast in 320-acre 
blocks as he could in 160-acre tracts. [Applause.] 
Mr. SMITH of California, It takes five years’ residence. 
Mr. REEDER. No; it does not take two years. I have dwelt 
pon this phase of the question, and I think you should con- 
‘it: If a man goes upon this land with his family and 
lertakes to live there for five years, he simply can not do so; 
is all there is to it. He can not get the money to pay his 
expenses without raising some crops, and he can scarcely raise 
crops on this land. The result is that he must do something 
ind for a small amount he turns the land over to somebody 
) takes his chance on getting the title, or at least getting the 
f the land for several years, for a small amount. The final 
is that the settler gives it up and goes to Canada or some 
her place to find a home, and the cattle rancher gets the use 
ie land and prevents its future irrigation. 
You can not make a mistake in keeping the land. You may 
‘ea mistake in turning the title over to some one, but you 
t make a mistake in keeping the land, because I will in- 
Sure you that every man on this floor who favors this bill to- 
ill favor it in the future, and if the rest of us get so we 
desire to favor it, we can turn the land over at any time. Pub- 
and now is like money; you can get rid of it at any time. 
The only trouble is in keeping it. Let us keep it. This is 
sentially a bad law. The very thought that was conveyed 
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passed the House before, is just what I want to defeat, 
n; I do not want to pass it at all. I want to see this 
bill tabled. We are considering this matter of wasting our na- 
esources every day more and more, and if Congress 

ke up their mind that it is advisable to turn this land 
in 520-acre blocks, I will guarantee you the support of 
man who supports this bill now at any time in the future, 


because they are made up of the same stuff that we are. They 
I would not mind getting four or 








Would like to get the land. 
thousand acres of it myself, if they would let me have it. 
Now, if we vote against the bill, I hope the effect of it will 
e to d feat the bill. If it is wrong to defeat it, we can take 

up in the next session with a better understanding. 

e the balance of my time. 

ne Mé NDELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 

Mio (Mr. Kerrer). 

'. KEIFER. The ruthless killing off of the great herds of 

0 t used to roam over the Western country extended, 
“clenune principles, the rain belt in Kansas and Nebraska 
a | Ss in States north and south of these States west- 

an en t 300 miles, until] it passed what used to be, on the 

+My Ss Atlas, the center of the Great American Desert, 

rain now falls to about the same depth annually as 

diana, and Illinois. But there is a large region still 

“4 plains farther West that has not been reached by 
















‘gentleman last upon the floor, that we want to pass this | 
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this rain belt and probably never will be. If we can pass a law 
that will induce agricultural people to go and settle on 320 
acres of that arid land, it will be a great blessing to the coun- 
try and to the people everywhere. It will take that region out 
of the situation in which it now is, practically a desert, and 
convert it into an agricultural region. If the complaint against 
this bill is that it is generous to the agriculturist who will go 
there, that makes me ardently in favor of the bill. The new 
method of dry farming that is being well tested and is proving 
a success in the West requires twice as much land as the old 
system. Crops have to be alternated every two years, the land 
has to be prepared and to lie fallow for a period of time, per- 
haps over one season; and if it is possible to work out the 
system of dry farming at all, it will require 320 acres in each 
farm, in order to enable a man to successfully compete with the 
farmer and homesteader who settles in a region where there 
is the ordinary rainfall and who lives upon 160 acres. If this 
will secure the settlement of this vast region of the Northwest, 
if it will result in putting a family on every 320 acres all over 
these now arid, almost desert plains, it will be a great benefit 
to this country. I am in favor of the principle of the original 
bill, which requires actual settlement to perfect title. 

I yield back the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. REEDER, Mr. Speaker, I wish to answer a few of the 
arguments made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer]. 

Mr. Speaker, this region that the gentleman from Ohio speaks 
of, that when many of us were boys was marked on the map as 
the “Great American Desert,” will finally be the greatest crop- 
producing section in the world. It is coming to that gradually 
and surely. I have lived in that section thirty-seven years 
now. It will finally produce the greatest crops in the world, 
probably by rainfall, though when the gentleman from Ohio 
says that there is as much rain there now as in Ohio and 
the Central West he is mistaken by about 50 per cent. That is 
all. I looked it up the other day, and we have about one-half 
to two-thirds as much rainfall. That is one good reason why 
we should not vote the land away from the Government. Even 
they who talk about it most do not seem to know much about it. 
And even if it does not rain in this section, we will irrigate it, 
and then, instead of a homesteader requiring 320 acres to make 
a living on, 20 acres will make him a home. Then where, as 
they say now, it will only be enough for one family, it will be 
enough for eight families to live and support themselves on, 
whereas, according to their theory, only one family can be 
supported now, and in fact it will only afford a cow pasture for 
four to six steers. 

The SPEAKER, 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. Jongs]. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the 
proposition, it is a motion to send this bill back to conference. 
I take it that the conferees of the House would assume that the 
vote by which the conference report was rejected was in effect 
an instruction to them to insist upon the bill as it passed the 
House. I will frankly state that I do not like the proposition 
which was put on by the Senate—a proposition to allow an entry 
under the homestead law without a settlement. I believe the 
conferees will insist upon the bill as it passed the House by a 
substantial majority. 

The gentleman from Ohio said it was a bill to place cattle on 
the lands, and not men. That was answered by the question of 
the gentleman from California a moment ago, showing that un- 
der the present law the cattlemen can put their cowboys on the 
lands and get 160 acres with a residence of only fourteen 
months, while under the bill as it passed the House a continu- 
ous residence for five years is required, and it will be very 
difficult to keep a cowboy on the land continuously for five years. 
If he lives on it for five years, he will keep it. It must not be 
overlooked that there is no commutation allowed under this bill. 

Mr. MANN. ‘This does not change the existing law as to 
homesteads. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It does, so far as the lands de- 
scribed in the bill are concerned. Of course the lands that 
this bill applies to can be entered under the present homestead 
laws as well as under this law, but they have not been so en- 
tered. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly they can; there is no difference at all. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. This requires cultivation, in 
addition to continuous residence. I want to say that a man 
earns every acre of land he gets of the character and descrip- 
tion of these lands in the bill if he lives on it five years and 




















































































The time of the gentleman from Kansas 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
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cultivates it; and if he does not do it, he is subject to contest, 
and he will be closely watched through the entire time. This 
bill, in my judgment, means a home. The man who lives on a 
tract of land for five years has lived there long enough to make 
it a home and will make it a home and will retain it as a 
home. There are considerable areas in the West—not so much 
in my State as in others—where now a homesteader can eke 
out but a mere existence on 160 acres of land. There is some 
Jand which can not be cultivated except every other year. In 
other words, if the homesteader has 160 acres, he can cultivate 
only 80 acres in one year, and out of that comes his house and 
his garden, and so forth; and he can probably get 15 or 20 
bushels of wheat to the acre. That is not enough. A man who 
lives on these lands wants a little bit more than a mere ex- 
istence and wants to be able to make something in order that 
his family can have some of the comforts of life, that his chil- 
dren may be educated properly, and a place where he can culti- 
vate more than 80 acres. 

[ remember when the debate was had upon this bill before 
the gentleman from Illinois said a man could not cultivate more 
than 80 acres. They may not be able to cultivate more than 80 
acres in Illinois, but on land of this sort they can cultivate more 
than that because, as a general thing, the laud is level and 
there is a longer season for cultivation. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a motion to send this 
bill, which passed by a vote of nearly two to one through the 
House, back to conference. I want to say to the House that 
if this motion shall carry and the bill go to conference, as one 
of the conferees I shall not agree except on the bill as the 
House passed it. I shall insist on striking out these features 
that the House has objected to. Mr. Speaker, it has been re- 
iterated here that this is a bill in the interest of the cattle 
companies. If any man anywhere has heard of any large stock- 
man especially favorable to this legislation or who imagines 
it will enable him to secure large areas of land, let him now 
say who he is. On the contrary, the great cattle outfit of 
the West are pressing us for a lease law. They are insisting 
that we shall favor legislation under which they can control 
ten, twenty, thirty, forty, fifty, or one hundred thousand acres 
in single blocks. We want this legislation to put homes upon 


those grazing lands, in order that we may have settlers on the 
lands that can be farmed, instead of dividing the lands up in 
large blocks among the stockmen. 

We want settlement, we want homesteaders, and we propose 
to make the homestead large enough on those dry lands that 
the homesteader will not only come from your States, but hav- 
ing come, will have a tract sufficiently large that he can estab- 


lish and maintain a home upon it. The gentleman talks about 
this applying to irrigable lands. Not over 5 per cent of the 
lands of any of the Western States can be irrigated. Irriga- 
tion is limited by the water supply, and the highest estimate 
ever made of the irrigable lands of the West is something like 
5 per cent. Those lands are well known. They can not be 
taken under this bilL If a man should settle upon them, he 
is subject to contest for five years; he is subject to the can- 
cellation of his entry on notice of a Government agent, and for 
six years after he makes his final proof the title could be chal- 
lenged and the title canceled. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that the motion will carry, and that the 
House will send this masure, which it passed by a 2-to-1 vote, 
back to conference to be perfected. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming to suspend the rules and that the House 
do further insist on its amendments to the Senate bill and ask 
for a conference. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 105, nays 129, 
answered “ present” 14, not voting 139, as follows: 

YEAS—105. 


Alexander, Mo. Caulfield 





Ames 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Beale, Pa. 
Bede 

Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N. 
Bonynge 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Brownlow 
Burleson 

. Calder 
Candie? 


Chapman 
Cook, Pa. 
Coudrey 
Craig 
Crawford 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Dawes 
Denby 
Diekema 


Kdwards, Ky. 


Ellis, Mo. 
oe. ae . 
Unglebrig 

Ferris 


Floyd 
Foster, Ind. 
Foulkrod 
French 
Fulton 
Gilhams 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graft 
Graham 
Haggott 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich. 
Hammond 
Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 

Helm 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Ilowell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Hughes, N. J. 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 


Jonties, Wash, 
Kahn 
Keifer 


Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkai 
Kiistermann 
Lawrence 
Legare 
Lorimer 


u 

McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McLachlan, Cal. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Barclay 
Beall, Tex. 
Booher 
Bowers 
Brodhead 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Caldwell 
Cary 
Chaney 
Clark, Mo, 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cole 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox, Ind. 
Crumpacker 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 
De Armond 
Denver 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Ellerbe 
Esch 
Fitzgerald 


Butler 
Dixon 
Finley 
Harrison 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bates 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boutell 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Byrd 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla. 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins 
Cravens 


So the motion was rejected. 


Macon 
Mondell 
Murphy 
Needham 
Norris 
O'Connell 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pray 


Raine 
Ransdell, La. 
Robinson 
Rodenber 
Rotherme 
Sherman 
—— 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Southwick 


NAYS—129. 


Foss 

Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillett 

Glass 
Goldfogle 
Granger 
Greene 
Gregg 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Heflin 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hitchcock 
Houston 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky, 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—14. 


Henry, Conn, 
Landis 

Tee 

Lever 


Kipp 
Lafean 
Laning 
Lenahan 
Lindbergh 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McDermott 
McMillan 
Madden 
Mann 
Miller 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Nye 

Olcott 
Olmsted 
Padgett 
Page 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Pearre 
Porter 

Pou 

Prince 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Reeder 


Moore, Pa. 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Smal 


NOT VOTING—139. 


Currier 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga, 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 

Flood 

Focht 

Fordney 
Fornes 

Fowler 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Godwin 

Goebel 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Harding 

Hill, Miss. 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Howard 
Hubbard, Iowa 


iu 

Huches, W. Va. 
Hull, Iowa 
Jackson 


James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
pitehia, Wm. W. 
nap 
Knope 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Law 
Leake 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
McCall 
McCreary 
MecGavin 
McHenry 
McKinney 
McLain 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


McMorran 
Madison 
Malb 
Marshall 


James, Addison D. Maynard 


May 23, 


—— 


Steenerson 
Sterling 
Thistlewood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Weeks 
Young 


Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Smith, Mo. 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Washburn 
Webb 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Wood 


Talbott 
Watkins 


Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Mudd 
Overstreet 
Payne 
Peters 
Powers 
Pratt 

Pujo 

Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Ryan 

Scott 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Stanley 
Stephens 
Stevens, 
Sturgiss 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohie 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 

Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Ill. 
Woodya 


lex. 
Minn. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


On the vote: 


Mr. Garpner of Michigan with Mr. SternHens of Tex:s. 
Mr. Law with Mr. FoRNEs. 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Wiison of Illinois with Mr. STANLEY. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


TOWNSEND with Mr. SMALL, 
Scorr with Mr. RYAN. 
PAYNE with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 
OVERSTREET with Mr. MAYNARD. 
Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. McLAIN. 
MARSHALL with Mr. Lioyp. 
Marsy with Mr. LAms. 
McMorran with Mr. Puso. 
LonowortH with Mr. KIMBALL. 
LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Howarp. 
Garnes of West Virginia with Mr. Hopson. _ 
Ganpner of Michigan with Mr. Wii1am W. Kitciis. 
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_ Forpney with Mr. Favror. 
\ir. Focut with Mr. Coorrer of Texas. 
’ CAMPBELL with Mr. Crark of Florida. 
BurtTON of Delaware with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
BuRLEIGH with Mr. Bartietr of Nevada, 
Mr. Bates with Mr. ANSBERRY, 
\ir. LANDIS with Mr. Drxon, 
} the session: 
\ir. Currrer with Mr. FINiey. 
fhe result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
\{ message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockerrt, its reading 
, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 


cle 
mit to the bill (H. R. 21735) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian | 
lands under any law now existing or hereafter enacted, and for 
ot! purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 


g¢ votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 


agree 


Mr. Crapp, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. Paynter as the conferees on 


the rt of the Senate 
rhe message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 


yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the | (H. R. 1991) granting an increase of pension to Jerry | 
Murphy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 


without amendment the following resolution: 
House concurrent resolution 44. 


R ed by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 


TI Clerk be authorized, in enrolling the District of Columbia 
ap ition bill, to transpose the word “hereafter,” in the second 
prov in the matter inserted by the conference report in connection 
with Senate amendment No. 141, so as to follow and not precede the | 
word teachers.” 
PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Mr. LARRINAGA, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


of the House to take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 


IS61S) fixing the status of the Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
ment of Infantry, and that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Porto Rico asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the fol- | 


lowing bill with Senate amendments and concur in the Senate 


amendments. The Clerk will report the title of the bill and 
read the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rhe bill CH. R. 18618) fixing the status of the Porto Rico Pro- | 
Visional Regiment of Infantry. 


The Senate amendments were read, 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia objects. 

Mr. LARRINAGA, Mr, Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules 

rhe SPEAKER, But the gentleman is not recognized for 
that purpose at this time. 
Mr. LARRINAGA, I thought I had been recognized. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan’ [Mr. 
DENBY l. 
REMISSION OF A PORTION OF THE CHINESE INDEMNITY. 

Mr. DENBY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass Senate resolution No. 23 as amended by the House Com- 





hiittee on Foreign Affairs. 

the SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the following Senate resolution, with 
Committee amendments, which the Clerk will report. 

‘ Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (S. R. 23) to provide for the remission of a portion 
of the Chinese indemnity. 

Resolved, ete., That the President is hereby authorized to consent 
fo a difieation of the bond for $24,440,778.81, dated December 15, 
4 JME) celved from China pursuant to the protocol of September 7, 
11 t indemnity against losses and expenses incurred by reason of 
the alled “ Boxer disturbances” in China during the year 1900, 
se t the total payment to be made by China under the said bond 


limited to the sum of $13,655,492.69 and interest at the stipu- 


ater te of 4 per cent per annum, and that the remainder of the in- 
demn to which the United States is entitled under the said protocol and | 
bond ‘y be remitted as an act of friendship, such payments and 
ren n to be at such times and in such manner as the President 
this em just: Provided, That within one year from the passage of 
," se lution any person whose claim upon the Chinese indemnity, 
- is presented to the United States commissioners or to the 
rt ient of State and disallowed in whole or in part may present 
in by petition to the Court of Claims, which court is hereby 
in ! with jurisdiction to hear »nd adjudicate such claim, without 
ale ind to render such judgments de novo, or in addition to any 
fully ! or allowances heretofore made, as, in each case shall be 


d substantially compensatory for actual losses and expenses 
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of the claimant caused by the antiforeign disturbances in China dur- 
ing the year 1900, excluding merely speculative claims or elements of 
damage: And provided also, That the sum of $2,000,000 be reserved 
from the Chinese indemnity, 1900, for the payment of such judgments, 
the same to be paid by the Treasurer of the United States as and when 


they shall be certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the said 
court, and any balance remaining after all such claims have been 
adjudicated and paid shall be returned to the Chinese Government 
in such manner as the Secretary of State shall decide, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to so return 
the same: And provided further, That all evidence furnished by the 
claimants, and statements made by them to the said commissioners 
or to the Department of State, shall be transmitted by the said De- 
partment to the said Court of Claims and considered together with 
such other additional testimony as may be presented by either side, 
and the Government of the United States shall defend the said claims 


in the said court by such attorney or attorneys as may be 
for such service by the Attorney-General of the United States: Pro- 
vided further, That in no case shall the Court of Claims award a 
principal sum to any claimant which, together with the principal sums 
said claimant may have already received by decision of the United 
States commissioners and the Department of State, shall exceed the 
amount criginally claimed by said claimant. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. STAFFORD, I am opposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman on the committee? The 
gentleman from Wisconsin is recognized as demanding a sec- 
ond, 

Mr. DENBY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 


designated 


The SPEAKER. That is already done under the rule. The 
gentleman from Michigan is entitled to twenty minutes, and 
the gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to twenty minutes. 


Mr. DENBY. Mr. Speaker, to lay this bill before the House 
of Representatives I must refer, but very briefly, to the so- 
called “ Boxer uprising” in 1900. The Boxer disturbance con- 
stituted an episode quite unique in human history, and it can 


| be compared only to the Indian mutiny of some fifty years be- 


fore. To attack the ministers of friendly powers is the black- 
est crime in the calendar of nations, and of that crime the un- 
happy Chinese were guilty. And yet they will not stand alone 
at the judgment seat of history as taking the entire blame for 
the horrors of 1900. No one can say at whose door lies the 
greater blame, the Boxer leaders, who madly attacked all the 
world, or the representatives of Western civilization and re- 
ligion who drove them to those deeds by their jealous greed 
and their aggressiveness. The United States has always stood, 
however, to all the people of China in an attitude of friendli- 
ness. Always have we treated China with justice, and gen- 
erally, and wherever possible, we have treated her with gen- 
erosity. During the Boxer movement itself the Secretary of 
State of the United States proclaimed that great doctrine which 
is destined to be as important and as rigidly adhered to as 
the Monroe doctrine. The Hay doctrine of the open door was 
proclaimed by John Hay, Secretary of State of the United 
States, during the Boxer uprising in 1900. In 1905, during the 
heat of the Russo-Japarese war, it was the United States that 
secured from the belligerent powers a promise that they would 
respect the territorial integrity of the Chinese Empire, and now 
once more the Government of the United States seeks to do an 
act of supreme justice, if not generosity, toward that great 
people emerging into modern civilization. After the uproar in 
China in 1900, after all the murders and destruction of prop- 
erty, the foreign powers met together and agreed to ask China 
for indemnities for the losses that they had sustained. The 
United States did all she could to keep those indemnities down 
to a small figure, and her own portion of them is dispropor- 
tionate to that of other powers. However, it was discovered 
when the indemnities had been allowed that that demanded by 
the United States was far in excess of what the losses of the 
United States entitled her to receive. 
Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. DENBY. With great pleasure. 
Mr. FINLEY. Is the gentleman satisfied that the amount 


provided to be retained is sufficient to cover the fair, legitimate, 
and equitable losses of the people of the United States in the 
Boxer troubles in China? 

Mr. DENBY. -If the gentleman will permit me. I will answer 
his question by explaining a little further what this bill pro- 
poses to do. It was discovered by the United States Govern- 
ment that the amount asked for from China, $24,400,000, was 
greatly in excess of the amount of our losses, and we have deter- 
mined to return to them—or at least to ask permission of Con- 
gress to return to China—the difference not required, or every- 
thing in excess of about $13,000,000, The gentleman asked me 
whether or not enough has been retained to pay all losses that 
may be held to have been sustained by American citizens. I 
answer him yes, The computation has been very carefully made, 
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Mr. FINLEY. One question just there. How was thet com- 
putation arrived at? 

Mr. DENBY. That computation was arrived at by the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to sit at Tientsin and Peking to 
receive the claims of American citizens. Those claims amounted 
to some $3,300,000, and some $1,500,000 of those claims were 
allowed by the commissioners plus more than $400,000 by the 
Department of State, leaving a balance of $1,300,000-odd unpaid. 


The amendment of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs in 
this bill provides for retaining $2,000,000 of the amount proposed | 


to be exempted to China for the payment of those $1,300,000 of 
claims. It also provides that the balance—— 

Mr. FINLEY. What money has been paid by China to the 
United States on this indemnity claim? 


which $4,000,000 remains in the Treasury of the United States 
unappropriated at present. 

Mr. FINLEY. What has been done with the other $2,000,000? 

Mr. DENBY. ‘The other $2,600,000 has been paid to American 
claimants. 

Mr. FINLEY. Now, the other part of it? 


Mr. DENBY. The other part is in the Treasury. The other 


part is that portion which is due on the cost of the Army and 
Navy during the invasion of China and the allied march to 
Peking. 

Mr. FINLEY. About how much is that? < 

Mr. DENBY. That was seven million odd for the Army and 
two million and one half for the Navy, and that has not yet 
all been paid by China, but some $4,000,000 are in the Treasury. 

Mr. FINLEY. The allowances have been made by this com- 
mission to American citizens for losses incurred. Now are the 
adjudications made by the commission satisfactory to the 
claimants, who are American citizens? 

Mr. DENBY. Adjudications made by the commission were 
in many instances not satisfactory to the claimants. By that I 
do not mean to reflect in the slightest degree upon the coin- 
mission or the Department of State, but merely to say that in 
their determination that no false or improper claims should be 
allowed they adhered to a rigid technicality of ruling which 
threw out, in my opinion, many good claims which should have 
been allowed. We are simply reserving now enough to cover 
the balance still claimed by American citizens not paid under 
the original allowances, 

Mr. FINLEY. Now, is there enough retained, do I under- 
stand the gentleman, to pay the people who are dissatisfied ? 

Mr. DENBY. Absolutely, sir; enough to pay them every 
penny in case the Court of Claims should hold that all the 
mmoney is properly due. 

Mr, BURLESON. There is one controverted claim in behalf 
of a cotton firm. Is there a sufficient amount of money re- 
tained to pay that claim? 

Mr. DENBY. That is the China and Japan Trading Com- 
pany, some five hundred and fifty odd thousand dollars, and 
it was reimbursed only about $57,000. The amount that they 
still claim is about $500,000, one-quarter of the amount re- 
tained to pay all claimants. 

Mr. Speaker, I will ask to be informed when I have con- 
sumed ten minutes of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Was there a time limit 
fixed within which all the claims must be filed? 

Mr. DENBY. The commission gave notice that it would 
close its hearings upon a certain day. That was all the time 
limit that was given. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DENBY. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have been informed that some of this 
money that was paid by China to the Government of the United 
States has been expended by the Government in certain war 
expenditures. Now, I would like to know what sum has been 
expended, if the gentleman knows, and for what purpose? 

Mr. DENBY. Certain of the expenditures? 

Mr. SHERLEY. That some of the money paid by China to 
the United States has been expended by the Government on cer- 
tain Army expenditures. 

Mr. DENBY. I have no information to that effect. 

Mr, SHERLEY. The gentleman has just stated that all of 
this money is now in the Treasury of the United States except 
seme paid for claims. Now, I think the gentleman is mistaken 
in that. Is he positive about the correctness of that statement? 

Mr, DENBY. I stated that claims had been paid to the 
amount of about $2,000,000; that China had paid to the United 
States about $6,000,000, and that the difference between $2,000,- 
000 and $6,000,0000 does remain in the Treasury of the United 
States to-day, which is over $4,000,000. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Is not the gentleman mistaken? Has yo 
some of that balance been expended by the Administration 
certain war expenses in the Army? 

Mr. DENBY. I have absolutely no information to that effe:; 
and i am informed that it is in the Treasury now. 

Mr. WALDO. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hin, ; 
question ? 

Mr. DENBY. I would like the gentleman from New York 
to withhold any question until the other side have consumed 
some of their time, as I have only ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish the House to 
understand that I am opposed to the generous policy th: 


| embodied in the Senate resolution, and that was prociaiined 
| last June by the President, that after reimbursing the Govyern- 
Mr. DENBY. About $6,000,000 has been paid by China, of | 


ment for the expenses we Were put to in suppressing the Poxer 
revolution and in restoring order in China, and in reim)urs- 


| ing the claimants the amount determined by the American 
| commissioners that adjudicated all the claims presented, that 
| the balance of the indemnity fund, amounting to $13,400,000, 


should be returned to China. But I am opposed to the House 
amendment that proposes to lessen this amount $2,000,000 after 
the State Department last June had notified the Chinese 
minister that the full amount would be returned to the Chinese 
Government, and give claimants whose claims have been al- 
ready adjudicated another chance to maintain their claims 
after they had full notice and opportunity to be heard and 
after the State Department had again passed on the claims 


| and decided that they were without merit. ‘The question before 


the House is whether Secretary Root should be upheld or 
whether some claimants shall have a further opportunity to 
loot the Treasury. 

Now, I take the position that we stand in good faith with the 
Chinese people, and return to the Chinese Government the 
$13,000,000 instead of $11,000,000, as embodied in the House 


| provision, and not give these claimants who have had their day 


in court further opportunity to prosecute their unmeritorious 
claims. I want to read to you a letter from Secretary vot, 
addressed to Mr. Denby—— 

Mr. BURLESON. Do you claim that these claimants have 
no claim? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Secretary Root says that they have been 
examined fully by the authorized commissioners and reviewed 
by the Solicitor of the State Department. They were reviewed 


| again by the Secretary of State, and wherever there was any 


merit in the claimant’s position, on appeal, it was allowed, and 
where it was without merit it was turned down. Now, geutle- 
men of the House, after three years from the award by the 
State Department, without any protest whatever from tlie 
claimants, and waiting until last June, when the President an- 
nounced his policy that the balance would be returned to the 
Chinese Empire, these claimants for the first time filed objec 
tions to the last findings of the State Department that had been 
considered final. I wish to read to you what Secretary oot 
said in a letter to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Densy), 
dated February 20 last, which is in this language: 


Any legislation which treats the action of the Department of State 
at that time as a nullity is without justification. Such action can not 
be maintained upen any theory which would not absolutely preven! 
the Government from receiving ever, under any circumstanc the 
protection ef the maxim that there must sometime be an end 
gation. If such a course is to be taken in this case, no final judgmes! 
can ever be a protection to the Treasury of the United States. 

Very sincerely, yours, 


. 


Evinv Ro 

I make the claim right here, and I wish gentlemen on Ue 
other side to refute it if they can, that after they have had ther 
day in court they should be given permission to present ther 
claims to the Court of Claims. Now, I have here a decision on 
identically the same question arising out of Chinese indemiily 
for outrages perpetrated on parties fifty years ago, whom t° 
Chinese Government should have protected. In that case, \ 4°! 
a portion of the claim, as here, had been allowed by “ 
sioners and Congress had subsequently referred the remainder 
of the claim to the Court of Claims to determine accord's ' 
the principles of justice and international law, the Cou"! of 
Claims held that it was without authority to determine \ ‘ 
the claim was properly a charge against the indemnity 
and was to determine alone the amount of the injury, 
regard to the question of the original liability to pay said « 3!" 
from the fund. I wish to read to the House two of the s)'°" 
from that decision in the Caldera case, which is found | 
fifteenth volume of the Court of Claims’ reports, page »*'-. 
will read the fifth syllabus: 


V. Where an act authorizing the reexamination of certain {n\ 
tional claims, act 19th June, 1879 (21 Stat., L.), was passed w! ~ 
knowledge on the part of Congress of every fact which ever trans) 
in re to them, it must be supposed that Congress regarded the § 
valid claims according to the principles of international law. 


d 


ut 
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Further, I will read the sixth syllabus. 


Where an American vessel was destroyed by Chinese subjects, 
and appears that damage to the ship and cargo had been caused by 
th rils of the sea immediately before capture, the amount whereof 
has t been established by either party, it must be held that the 
— s should recover out of the Chinese indemnity fund the full value 

r property. 

I have read that decision, and I say to the House that under 
an identically similar resolution as embodied in the House 
amendment to the Senate resolution the Court of Claims would 


rdless of the justice of their claims or their rights to re- 


Claims would be obliged to find that amount for the claimants. 
I have examined every claim, numbering several hundred, that 


was presented to these commissioners, who were worthy men, 
appointed specially by the Secretary of State, with full knowl- | 
edge of the situation, one being a member of the embassy and | 


the other a lawyer of high standing. 

[ could cite to you where the claims were fabulous in amount, 
and yet the Government of the United States allowed, for the 
loss of life of any person, to the heirs the amount of $15,000, 
and now at this late day two trading companies, one with a 
claim of half a million dollars and another in the amount of sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars, and although their claims have 
been once passed upon by commissioners to hear and determine, 
and in the opinion of the Secretary of State, after review by the 
Solicitor of the Department, to have been found without merit, 
asking that they be given another opportunity to come before 
the Court of Claims to have them allowed. I say to the House 
that it would be far better for this Congress to stand by the 
President and the Secretary of State in carrying out the 
policy that he announced last July, that this Government would 
return to them every cent of the money that was not required 
for reimbursing the Government and reimbursing the private 
claimants to the extent of the $2,000,000 which have been here- 


tofore allowed and paid, and make a direct appropriation to pay | 


all claimants the balance of their pretentious claims than to 
deduct this from this Chinese indemnity fund that we have 
stated would be surrendered, 

What we desire more than anything else at the present time 
is to establish a kindly feeling toward us in the Chinese Em- 
pire. You are all acquainted with the feeling that has existed 
heretofore. The trade there is of the utmost value to this na- 
tion, and I say to you from my own knowledge of this case, even 
if these claims, which I believe are unmeritorious, have merit, 
it would be far better for us as a governmental policy to keep 
our faith with the Chinese Empire, as stated by President Roose- 
velt last June, than now to convey to them the idea that we are 
breaking faith and taking from them $2,000,000. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STAFFORD. How much time have I consumed, Mr. 
Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman say that these claims 
have already been tried and adjudicated by the commissioners? 

Mr. STAFFORD. The claims were presented before these 
two commissioners, who were appointed by the Department of 
State, 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Where did they hold their court? 

Mr. STAFFORD. In China. They were persons conversant 
with the conditions there; and that is one of the strong argu- 
ments in this case that is made by Secretary Root—that they 
were men acquainted with the conditions, who knew exactly 
What liabilities should be compensated. 

Mr. DRISCOLL, And were they both American commission- 
ers? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Both American commissioners; acting as a 
court of inquiry. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. And they passed on these claims? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Passed on each and every one of them. 
And these claims were reviewed again by the solicitor of the 
State Department, and afterwards passed on by the Secretary 
: State at the instance of those who had complained about 
wen), 

Mr. DRISCOLL. 
again * 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is proposed to give them another op- 
portunity to get at this excess fund, which I claim the American 
“overnment never intended to exact from China. I am told by 
Secretary Root, who was present at the meeting between Presi- 
dent McKinley and Secretary Hay to determine this nation’s 
Policy in joining with the other nations in exacting punitory 
damages from the Chinese Empire, that it was never intended 


Five minutes. 


Yet now it is proposed to bring them up 
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that this Government should retain this indemnity, but as we 
had joined in concert of action with other governments to sup- 
press the insurrection, they believed we should take the full 
amount and manifest our humanitarian spirit afterwards, when 
we had ascertained the amount the Government had directly 
suffered, and had paid those claimants who had valid claims. 
Mr. DRISCOLL. I am with the gentleman on his proposi- 
tion. I want to ask one more question. How was the original 





| bond made out, how was the amount made up in this case, if 
have no right to pass upon the merits of the claim, but if the | 


claimants proved they have suffered any damage whatsoever, | 


the gentleman knows? 
Mr. STAFFORD. That was a joint bond that was entered 


| into by the Chinese Empire with all the other nations, agreeing 
under the treaty or under international law, the Court of | 


to pay during the course of forty years by installments the 
amount of the indemnity to each Government; and of that 
amount the Chinese Government has only paid up to the pres- 
ent time to this Government, of the total $24,400,000, some- 
thing like $7,000,000, 

Mr. DRISCOLL. How was the amount arrived at which is 
reduced here to dollars and cents? 

Mr. STAFFORD. By estimating the direct expenses for our 
Army and Navy and damage to private parties, and a lump sum 
for punitive damages. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COCKRAN. What is the gentleman’s alternative propo- 
sition to the one submitted by the committee? 

Mr. STAFFORD. My position is that we should vote down 
this measure, and then it will be presented to us in the form 
that it was presented in the Senate resolution, to reimburse the 


| Chinese Empire to the extent, or rather to only deduct from the 
| indemnity fund $11,000,000, which will be adequate to reim- 


burse the Government and private claims heretofore allowed, 
instead of $13,000,000, and refuse to the claimants a rehearing 
after they have been adjudicated. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman show us how that re- 
sult can be reached? Becauseif hecan,I am withhim. To vote 
down the resolution offered by the gentleman from Michigan, 
as I understand it, will leave the situation so that no refund 
will be made at all. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I assume that as soon as we vote this 
down, there being no dispute as to the amount of $11,000,000 
named in the Senate resolution, there will be unanimity of 
opinion upon that point. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman is building his argument on 
the faith and justice of the Speaker. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is the only alternative before the 
House at this time, and we have to trust in the future as to the 
way it will be carried out. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Why may not this follow: That if we vote 
for this and the money is not used. we can return the balance? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I take the position that the claimants 
have no right to these funds at all, that having once presented 
their claims they ought not to have another chance, and if any 
person will examine these claims he must come to the con- 
clusion that nearly all of them are outrageous. Mr. Speaker, 


I reserve the balance of my time. How much time have I 
remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has ten 


minutes and the gentleman from Wisconsin has nine minutes, 

Mr. STAFFORD. I now yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Sueriey]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to use these three 
minutes not for discussion of the pending resolution, but in or- 
der to make a statement that I believe should be made in jus- 
tice to the Members on this side of the House and to myself. 

From the beginning of the consideration of the fortification 
bill there has never been the slightest friction among the House 
members of the subcommittee having that bill in charge, and 
that was equally true of the work in conference. That being 
so, I made a request of the gentleman from Iowa that he notify 
me when the fortification bill would be taken up for considera- 
tion, and he agreed so to do. This morning, during his absence, 
and during my absence, the bill was called up by a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, who was not a member of the 
subcommittee on fortifications, and not a member of the con- 
ference, and in consequence of that fact neither the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] or myself were able to make a state- 
ment to the House as to what was done in conference. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
I made the motion because you were not present. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not reflecting on the gentleman from 
Ohio at all; I am stating the fact. As a result of that fact it 
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was impossible for me to give to my side of the House the in- 
formation that they were entitled to in regard to that confer- 
ence report. And inasmuch as my failure to do that grew out 
of no fault of mine, and no fault of the gentleman in charge of 
the bill, but out of the unprecedented calling up of a bill with- 
out the knowledge of the gentleman having it in charge, or 
without suggestion from him, he at that time being engaged in 
a conference on the sundry civil bill, I felt it was due to the 
members of that conference that this statement should be made. 


Many Members on this side of the House voted against the | 


bill, and properly voted against it, in the absence of any state- 
ment, and I do not believe that the exigencies of the political 
situation should bring about this method of legislating. 

Mr. DENBY. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a misapprehen- 
sion about this bill, which I will take one minute to explain. 


There was no promise made to China to return her any portion | 
of this money. After the President discovered that we did not | by agreement apportioned $24,000,000 as the necessary part for 
| the United States. The United States—when this sum was al- 
retary of State, that he would ask the permission of Congress | 
to return a certain stipulated amount, which was what he con- | 
sidered in excess of all we could use for our legitimate claims. | 


need it all, he told the Chinese Government, through the Sec- 


That is all there is in regard to a promise to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment. They have absolutely no standing in the matter, ex- 
eept that we desire to show them that our civilization means 


justice as well as battle ships. But it is better to be just and | 


even generous to our own people whose markets and estab- 
lishments were ruined in China before we begin to be generous 
to a foreign power, and that is all that is being asked here. I 


now yield three minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. | 


How Arp]. 


Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this proposed 


legislation, there is only one question at issue, if the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] represents all of the opposition 


States in excess of actual damages sustained by the United 


States or citizens of the United States and the cost of the | 


American military expedition sent to China for the purpose of 
Suppressing the Boxer rebellion. 

Mr. DENBY. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment to 
say that it is not to pay back to China, but to exempt China 
from paying a certain amount, extending over a period of thirty- 
nine years? 

Mr. HOWARD. I fully understand that to be the condition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, to reduce the indemnity. 


Mr. HOWARD. ‘To pretermit; it is not to exact it; it is to | 


permit China to keep it in her own treasury and never take it 


out of her realm. That is the proposition. Mr. Speaker, it will | _= . ; oe 
| after to be bothered with any single detail concerning thet. 


be understood that the only question at issue—and that is put 


in issue by the amendment offered to the Senate resolution | 


by the House Committee on Foreign Affairs—is to retain of 
this amount the gross sum of $2,000,000. This sum of $2,000,000 


Pury 


is not withheld to be appropriated to claimants without judi- 


cial determination of the rights of the claimants to that sum, | 
but is to be withh®d until the courts of the United States | 


can pass fully and thoroughly on the character of the claims, 
the rightfulness of the claims, and to whatever extent they 


are adjudged to be just, within the limit of the $2,000,000 | 


reserved, they are to be paid. If these claims are estab- 


lished by our courts as amounting to a million dollars of | Ta 
| resulting in the exaction of $3,000,000 indemnity from the / 
million dollars is to be pretermitted to China, not taken from | 
her. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. StrarrorD] seems to | 


this reserved two millions, and no more, then an additional 


suggest that good faith and a proper regard for our relation 


to China should dictate that no part of this money should be | 


taken away from her in excess of the actual cost of the mili- 
tary expedition. No conceivable—— 

Mr. STAFFORD. And also paying $2,000,000 to the claim- 
ants whose claims have been allowed by the commissioners 
and approved by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. HOWARD. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Already allowed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. 

Mr. HOWARD. Gentlemen will understand that China did 
not undertake to pass on the validity of one single dollar of 
these claims. China agreed in the protocol with the allies that 
a gross sum of money sould be paid by her as indemnity, that 
indemnity to cover certain specified elements of damage. She 
agreed to pay the total amount of $333,900,000 to all of the 
allies, and for these purposes: 

Private property of merchants. 

Real estate destroyed or damaged, Including temporary housing and 
oA, exnare surveys for determining amount of damages, etc. 


Usual and inevitable salary of employees whose services could not 
Be turned to account. 


Unavoldable office expenses not made good in consequence of th, 
events. srg 


Stock in trade, , provisions, samples possessing pecuniary ya))). 
destroyed or deter crated aon 
Extraordinary cost of storage and reshipment. 
Debts recognized as valid which can no lon be recovered. 
Bank notes lost or which can not be cashed. 
Specie, bills payable at sight. 
Broken contracts of all descriptions, losses suffered in conseq: 


| of the nonexecution of contracts entered into for articles of ex; 
| tion or importation. 


Deposits of money in telegraph offices or in banks. 
Advances to Chinese merchants who have become insolvent in conse. 
quence of the events. 


Extraordinary cost of insurance rendered necessary by the event 
referred to. 


Goods requisitioned for foreign troops for defensive works. 

Those were the elements of damage which China by her 
protocol agreed with the allies should be compensated for out 
of the gross sum of $333,900,000. The allies got together and 


lotted to her to be paid in annual installments, to be collected 
annually out of the revenues of China until paid, extending over 
a period of some thirty-odd years—appointed an expert com- 


| mission to inquire into the amount of American damages, Ameri- 


can claims, and American losses. This commission ascertained 
by its own rules that about one million and a half dollars were 
justly claimed and payable out of this fund. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HOWARD. I will ask the gentleman from Michigan to 
yield me two minutes more. 
Mr. DENBY. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr. HOWARD. This commission allotted to these claimants 
about a million and a half of dollars. The Secretary of State, 


| reposing confidence, justly, in the intelligence and expertness of 
| the commissioners, stands by their award, and says that it isa 
to the joint resolution. It is proposed to remit to China an | 
amount of money agreed by China to be paid to the United | 


just and a fair one and ought to be ultimate. That is the posi- 
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp]. He says 
the additional claims are unjust, are unfair, are an effort to rob 
the Treasury, and ought not to be paid. Let me remind geutle- 
men that this fund agreed to be paid by China was paid to the 
United States in part in trust for these claimants. It is hol 
Treasury money. No dollar of it is Treasury money until the 
just and legal claims against it have been allowed for. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I beg to challenge that statement. [Every 
dollar that is paid under it goes directly to the Treasury. 

Mr. HOWARD. Goes directly to the Treasury in trust for the 
claimants [applause], because the protocol between China and 
the allies agreed that all claims of every character and descrip- 
tion of citizens, of individuals, whatever the nature of then, 
should be included in the lump sum, and China was not there- 


[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to tlic 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Horson]. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I support the generous side of 
this question for the reason that it is in keeping with the pr 
edents of the United States in its dealings with weaker powers 
In the early sixties, if my memory does not fail me, there was 
a joint demonstration at Shimonosiki, Japan, by Great [rita'n, 
Franee, the Netherlands, and the United States, because of a” 
interruption of commerce passing to and from the inland sea 


nese Government, the money being divided equally betwee 
four powers. Seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars \ 
transmitted and placed in the Treasury of the United States. 
In due course of time, by the unanimous vote of this Consress 
America returned the last dollar of it to the Japanese Govyerh 
ment. 

I recall another parallel. After the war with Spain, 
was a defeated country. She was helpless. I remember \ 


Snain 


| that after the battle of Santiago our fleet was prepared 60 Crus 
| the Atlantie, destroy Camara’s fleet, bombard Cadiz, an: ‘ 
| the war home. Then America under the laws of nations \ 


have been justified in demanding hundreds of millious 0 
lars of indemnity from the Spanish Governemnt. On tie ' 
trary, we invited Spain to send peace commissioners to *' 
to meet our commissioners, and then ended that war by | 
a conquered foe $20,000,000 for what was already ours ! 
ess of war, and then we voluntarily transported the Spau 
diers back to Spain. [Applause.] 

I recall another precedent. All the world expected us ‘ 


| Cuba, not only because she was ours by the right of 


but because we had poured out hundreds of millions of do "™ 


| which under the precedents of the world we had the r 


claim that Cuba should pay us back if we should ever set be 
free. On the contrary—— 
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SPEAKER, 
has expired. 
" Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, to clear up in the minds of 
M rs some doubts that have arisen during the consideration 
ef this proposition, I wish to repeat that the question before 


The time of the gentleman from Alabama 


House is whether Secretary Root, whether the Presi- 
dent, shall be upheld; whether the position of the Department of 
St hall be upheld when Secretary Root notified the Chinese 
! - that he would urge Congress to release the Chinese 


ent and return ali the indemnity that was not necessary 
to reimburse our Government for its actual expenses and pay 
rivate parties the claims as allowed. 
Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
STAFFORD, I can not yield at this time. The ques- 
tion is whether that balance should be returned or whether we 
f illow these claimants, who have had their day in court, 
to have ‘the right to have their claim allowed to the full amount 
whether they are righteous or vicious claims. No one contends 


that China has any right to this fund, but I repeat that it was 
th lerstanding at the meeting with President McKinley, 
Se ry Hay, and Secretary Root that the Government would 
return the amount to China and would not exact any punitory 


damages from the Chinese Empire, 


Now, I ask you to try to create good feeling between this 
country and the Chinese Empire which will redound to our ad- 
yantage in commerce and trade much more than $2,000,000, and 


carry out the letter and the expressions on the part of the Sec- 
retary of State to the Chinese minister last July, when he told 
him in an official note that this money would be returned. I 
can not make more clear the position of Secretary Root than in 
thi er that he addressed to Mr. Denby last February, where 


he says, and I repeat again: 
Any legislation which treats the action of the Department of State 
at this time as a nullity is without justification. 


Every one of these claimants had their opportunity, they had 
their chance to have their claims allowed. They accepted the 
decision of these commissioners, and after waiting for five years 
until the Department of State announced——— 

Mr. DENBY. May I interrupt the gentleman to say that his 
statements of facts are incorrect? The greatest claimant did 
not wait five years, beeause he has protested vigorously from 
the very day the claim was allowed to this day. ‘They have ab- 
solutely no redress and—-— 

Mr. STAFFORD. ‘They never made a protest for three years. 
The principal claimant was guilty of laches and never made a 
formal protest and virtually accepted it. 


Mr. DENBY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I have not the time. 
Mr. DENBY. He has no redress 





Mr. STAFFORD. They waited until the Government had an- 
nounced its policy, and then as an afterthought it put in its 
claims to be reimbursed the amount which had been disallowed. 
No one who studies this question can but come to one con- 
clusion, that they have had their day in court, and they have 
had their claims tried under the principles of international law. 
Now, the United States Government in unison with the other 
nations aceepted from China punitory damages in excess of the 
amount to be reimbursed. ‘The claimants want to get another 
opportunity to obtain that to which they are not entitled. So lI 
ask the House to, vote down this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Densy] 
has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. DENBY. Mr. Speaker. I yield one minute to the gentle- 
men from New York [Mr. Perkins]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in one minute I can not state 


the case, but I think with a statement of a very few moments 
in length the entire House would see the justice of the position 
taken by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. We recommend a 
return to the Chinese Government of $12,000,000, an act of al- 
most 1 


nexampled generosity. This is right; but when we are 
ng such an act of generosity we can ask absolute justice 
* own citizens. The claims which were rejected have 
been passed upon by any court. The Department of 


eyercis 


stat Ss no more power to decide finally how the $24,000,000 
paid to this Government by China shall be paid out than to de- 
© how $24,000,000 received from the tax on alcohol shall be 
paid out. [Applause.] Congress, and Congress only, can pass 
Upon that question. 
Her » hammer fell.] 
_Mr. DENBY. Mr. Speaker, I yteld two minutes to the gen- 
Neman from Mississippi [Mr. WirraMs). 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the other day I expressed the 
‘vimon that domestte dissensions ought to cease in the presence 
of & question of international comity and courtesy. This is a 
























higher question yet, in my opinion; this is a question of interna- 
tional justice. I think this resolution ought to pass. I think 
that the amendment that has been put upon it ought toyass with 
it, because the amendment merely gives a right to a day in 
court for American citizens who before that fact had merely 
had a day before a commission. The amendment empha sizes 
the idea that the executive department ought not to make final 
judgments in connection with judicial questions. I hope that 
this resolution will pass, and it will pass, so far as I am con- 
cerned, without the delay of a roll call. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on nding 
and passing the resolution with amendment. 

The question was taken, and a majority having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the resolution as amended 
was passed. 


sus] the rules 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crocxert, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
ye Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 

18347) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for 
other purposes. 


COMPENSATION OF EMPOYEES. 


Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the following resolution from the Committee on Accounts. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Stemp] 
moves to suspend the rules and agree to the following resolution, 
which. the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That there shall be 


paid out of the contingent fund of the 


House miscellaneous items, fiscal year 1908, and from the unexpended 
balance miscellaneous items, fiscal year 1907, the amounts hereinafter 
set forth for the purposes indicated, namely, to the following officers 


and employees of the House as additional compensation, to wit: 

Clerk, $1, 500; Sergeant-at-Arms, $1,500; Doorkeeper, $500, Post- 
master, $1,000; Chief Clerk and journal clerk (for the fiscal year, 1907), 
disbursing clerk, assistant disbursing clerk, cashier in the Sergeant-at- 
Arms’ office, superintendent House document room, attendant in charge 
of bathroom, assistant clerk to the Committee on Appropriations, as- 
sistant clerk to the Committee on Ways and Means, and assistant clerk 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, $400 each. 

Document and bill clerk, librarian, document clerk in the Clerk's 
document room (hereafter to be designated as clerk in charge of bind- 
ing), assistant superintendent of the House document room, clerk in 
the House document room (hereafter to be designated as indexer, 
tally clerk, docket clerk (hereafter to be designated as notification 


clerk), and assistant clerk to the minority (Charlies A. Edwards), $300 
each. 
File clerk, $250; special employee in the House document room, $230; 


er in 
ant 


three pair clerks, 
the file room, 
in the library, 


stenographer to the Clerk of the House, messen 
two messengers in the disbursing clerk's office, i 
chief engineer heating and ventilating department, 














watchman in the old library space (hereafter to be designated 1S- 
sistant in the Hlouse document room), messenger in the Sergeant-a 
Arms’ office, printing and bill clerk, stationery clerk, assistant file 
clerk, financial clerk, assistant postmaster, assistant journal clerk, two 
assistant librarians, assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, assistant clerk to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, index clerk, assistant index clerk, and one clerk (at $1,600) 
detailed to assist the disbursing clerk, $200 each 

Three assistant engineers, machinist, locksmith, one laborer (J. B. 
Hollander, hereafter to be designated as skilled laborer), janitor to the 
Committee on the Disposition of Useless Vapers Executive De- 
partments, and three special messengers to the it $100 ea 

One laborer (at $600), janitors in the House li 7 j 7m, 
Official Reporters’ room, janitor to the Committee on Ir ms, 
attendant ladies’ retiring room, janitor in the House oom 
(hereafter to be designated as messenger), four clerks I rk’s 
office (at $1,600), assistant in the Clerk’s document room, special em- 
ployee in the Clerk's document reom, stenographer to the journal clerk, 
twenty-four messengers in the Doorkeeper’s de partm ind seven as- 
sistants in the House document room, three laborers heating and ven- 


tilating department, $80 each. 













To continue from the end of the present session to December 7, 
1908, at the rate of compensation now provid employment of the 
messengers in the House post-office at ithorized by the resol ition adopted 
January 16, 1908, and the messenger on the heavy mail wagon To 
continue the employment of assistant clerks to the Committee n 
Agriculture, District of Columbia, Accounts, and Indian Affairs, at the 
rate of compensation now authorized until otherwise provided for by 
law. For an assistant clerk to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, at the rate of $1,500 per annum, in lieu of a mes er 
in the Doorkeeper’s department, at $1,100 per annum; to said ik 
$400 for the fiscal year 1908; for a janit under the Clerk 1e 
House, at the rate of $840 per annum, in Liew of a laborer at $720 
per annum, and to said janitor $120 for the fiscal ye 1908: for an 
assistant clerk in the House document room, at the rate of $1,600 
ner annum, in lieu of one assistant at $1,200, and to said clerk 
y00 for the fiscal year 1908; for a janitor under the Clerk of the 
House (who shall also perform like service in the office of the x 
clerk and the lieutenant’s and guardrooms of the Capitol p« i 
at the rate of $840 per annum, until otherwise provided for by law; 
to the folder designated in the resolutions adopted February d 
April 21, 1908, an amount equal to the rate of pay of a folder 1 
said dates and at the same rate from and after July 1, 1908 til 
otherwise provided for by law; for reporting committee hearir such 
accounts as may be certified to be correct upon vouchers approved by 
the Committee “ Accounts. 

To Ralph W. Gaylor, $29.17 for services as clerk to the late Repre- 
sentative Abraham L. Brick from April 1 to April 7, 1908, inclusive; 
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aw, 


to the clerk of the late Representative-elect Campbell Slemp from | crease, where such was found to be justifiable, is thought to be 


October 1 to October 13, 1908, inclusive, $54.17; for clerical and steno- 
graphic services rendered the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
$350, to be paid to the persons designated by the chairman of said com- 
mittee; to Henry Neal, for janitor service to the Committee on Rules, 
$250; to Robert Williams, for janitor service to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department, $100; to John B. Lancaster, 
for services aS messenger to the Committees on Mines and Mining, Irri- 
gation of Arid Lands, and Expenditures in the Department of Agricul- 


ture from December 2 to December 31, 1908, inclusive, $58; to Marie | 


R. English, widow of James F. English, the salary due said English as 


an employee of the House from July 1 to July 20, 1907, inclusive, | 
$88.89; to W. M. Stephens, for services rendered as messenger in the 


liouse post office, $20 


Hereafter employees in the minority conference room shall be subject 


to appointment and removal by the chairman of that committee, the | 


minority leader ; L 

For two additional clerks to the Committee on Enrolled Bills for 
the remainder of the present session, at the rate of $6 per day each, 
from the time they entered upon the discharge of their duties, which 
shall be ascertained and evidenced by the certificate of the chairman of 
said committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fitz- 
GERALD] demands a second. Under the rule, a second is or- 
dered, The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Stemp] is entitled to 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from New York [Mr. FitTz- 
GERALD] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Firzaeratp] use some of his time now? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I supposed, as this resolution is not 
printed and nobody has ever seen it, outside of the members 


of the Committee on Accounts, the gentleman, at least, would | 


be willing to explain what is in it? 
Mr. SLEMP. In answer to that, Mr. Speaker, I will have 


the report of the committee read, which is a full explanation | 


of the action of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man from Virginia to the fact that this report would have to 
be read in his time. ‘The Clerk informs the Chair that the 
report is just the same as the resolution read, except the 
Jatter part, beginning with page 5, which probably the gentle- 
man desires to have read. 

Mr. SLEMP. I desire to have that part read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman how much 
this adds? 

Mr. SLEMP. About $20,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that the precise amount? 

Mr.SLEMP. ‘Twenty thousand nine hundred and forty dollars. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that part of the report 
indicated by the gentleman from Virginia. 

‘Fhe Clerk read as follows: 

This resolution increases the compensation of 4 elective 
officers and 104 employees of the House, divided as follows: 

Two at $1,500 each; one at $1,000; one at $500; twelve at 
$400 each; eight at $300 each; one at $250; one at $230; 
twenty-three at $200 each; one at $120; ten at $100 each; and 
forty-eight at $80 each. 

The amount of expenditure authorized from the contingent 
fund for the current fiscal year is $9,940, and from the unex- 
pended balance of the miscellaneous items of the contingent 
fund for the year 1907, $11,000, or a total of $20,940 for in- 
creases of compensation. 

Your committee has diligently labored during this entire 
session of Congress with general and specific propositions pro- 
viding for increased compensation to the officers and employees 
of tke House. The resolution numbered 210, submitted by Mr. 
LecareE, of South Carolina, authorized increases aggregating 
approximately $145,000. By the resolution reported from this 
committee adopted by the House on April 21, 1908, salaries to 
clerks of certain large committees of the House and to mes- 
sengers to committees were increased, involving a total ex- 
penditure of $21,000, which resolution, together with the one 
herewith reported, makes a total expenditure of a little over 
$40,000, $11,000 of which will come out of an unexpended bal- 
ance from last year’s fund, which will not be available after 
the end of the present fiscal year. 

Your committee has endeavored to rearrange and adjust 
salaries according to the equities in each case. The claims of 
every officer and employee have been considered, and we be- 
lieve that the resolution which we now recommend is equitable 
to the 108 employees to whom it applies. The increased cost of 
living is the principal reason for these increases, taken together 
with the merits of the incumbents and the importance of their 
duties and the dispatch of the business of the House. The 
question of granting graduated percentage increases to all of 
the employees was given the most careful consideration, but 
that plan was deemed to be too far-reaching, and while doing 
justice in many cases would raise certain salaries to a figure 


. not in keeping with the duties to be performed. A specific in- 


a more business-like method. It is realized that the resolytion 
reported herewith will not by its omissions, as well as by the 
amounts recommended, be entirely satisfactory; but when it js 
taken into consideration that your committee has had to (eq} 
| with upward of 500 employees, each having some special , dim 

for consideration, conclusions reached are as nearly equitable 
as it is possible to make them at this time. Due consideration 
was given the interests of the Government as well as of the 
employees to be affected. 

In the cases of the elective officers of the House, the Cler; 
Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, and Postmaster, it is wel! known 
| that these officers have responsible and exacting duties. Tho 
| Clerk of the House is next in importance to the Speaker, anq 

between Congresses is the highest ranking officer. The Sor. 
geant-at-Arms performs police and fiduciary duties. The Door. 
keeper has under his direction the bulk of the working class of 
employees, such as the folding-room force, the messengers, ete., 
and the Postmaster is responsible for the business of an office 
yore will equal any important post-office in many of our large 
cities. 

The disbursing clerk, assistant disbursing clerk, and cashier 
in the Sergeant-at-Arms’ office are officials whose duties are 
exacting and responsible throughout the year, as the titles 
would indicate. The superintendent of the House document 
room is placed upon an equality with the superintendent of the 
Senate document room. The attendant in charge of the bath 
room is an expert in his line. The assistant clerks to the 
| Committees on Appropriations, Ways and Means, and Rivers 
and Harbors perform important duties for those great com- 
mittees, which warrant the proposed increase. 

The document and bill clerk is increased so as to more nearly 
equalize his compensation with that of the distributing clerk, 
who performs like service. The Chief Clerk and Journal Clerk 
are granted $400 each for the fiscal year 1907, to equalize them 
with the amount received by the reading clerks. The librarian 
and assistant librarians render service requiring knowledge of 
library work, and perform their duties in a highly satisfactory 
manner, justifying the proposed increase. The document clerk 
in the Clerk’s document room is made clerk in charge of bind- 
ing, at an increased compensation. The assistant superintend- 
| ent of the House document room and clerk in the House docu- 
| ment room—the latter to be hereafter designated as indexer— 
and the assistant and special employee and janitor in the 
| House document room are all increased commensurately with 
| the increase in the work of that department. The tally clerk 
| and the docket clerk, who hereafter is to be known as “ notili- 
“ation clerk,’ are considered because of the increase in th 
volume of their duties and to place the former more nearly 
upon an equality with the other clerks at the desk of the House. 
The assistant clerk to the minority, while given an increase, 
practically suffers a decrease, for the reason that the present 
incumbent recently changed places with the clerk to the minor- 
ity, such change, with the proposed increase, restilting in a net 
loss of $200 in salary to the assistant clerk to the minority. 

The group of clerks in the $200 class, and the file clerk, $259, 
and special employee in the House document room at $250, are 
increased because of the additional work to be performed re 
sulting from the increased membership of the House since their 
salaries were fixed. 

The employees included in the $100 and $80 classes recei\ 
at present compensations justifying an increase on account! 0” 
increased cost of living. Many of the salaries of employees | 
the House affected by this resolution were fixed ten, twenly, 
thirty, and forty years ago. The resolution also provides 1! 
continued employment of the messengers in the House }os' 
office authorized by the resolution adopted January 16, 1 
and the messenger on the heavy mail wagon. It is customary 
te continue the latter. The former were provided for 0) ° 
count of the increased work in connection with the work of the 
House of Representatives Office Building, and their employment 
during this summer is recommended by the postmaster. 

The assistant clerks to the Committee on Agriculiure, 1) 
trict of Columbia, Accounts, and Indian Affairs, are co tinued 
until the next session at the present compensation, wie! 
recommended because those committees will have wor! to do 
during the recess of Congress. One messenger, at $1,10"), 8°! 
pensed with, and an additional assistant clerk to the (ol 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce provided at $1." 
| per annum. This is justified on the ground that the ‘ol 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has a large JU" 
diction which embraces that of four Senate committees. 

The Clerk of the House is provided with a janitor _ 
in lieu of a laborer at $720, an increase of $120, One ssi 
| clerk in the House document room is provided for at >!,\\" per 
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in lien of one assistant at $1,200, an increase of a 


1 under the Clerk of the House is authorized who shall 

rform service in the office of the index clerk 

int’s and guard rooms of the Capitol police. This is 

iecessary by the rearrangement of committees in the 
' irt of the session and the removal of the Committee on 
EX tures in the Navy Department to the House Office 
Bu ig 


res fiscal year. Payment is authorized for reporting com- 
hearings upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee 
on Accounts. This is for extra service for reporting committee 
hea s when the regular force of committee reporters were 
thers engaged. It is the necessary authority for the pay- 
for the work already performed. 
rhe clerks to the late Representatives Brick and Slemp are 
ied for for the portions of the months in which said Rep- 


isnt 


pre 
resel 
' 1 
il 


Payment of $350 is authorized to persons to be designated by 


ical and stenographic services rendered that committee, 
de necessary by the consideration given the currency question 


this session. 
Payment of $250 to Henry Neal for janitor service to the 
Committee on Rules is authorized. The clerk to the Com- 


ttee on Rules is paid in the deficiency bill, and this amount 
irranted. 

One hundred dollars is authorized for janitor service to the 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, while 


is W 


and the | 


tives died and for time for which said clerks were not | able to the various Members, and without any information as 


j 


promised an appointment. He was told that he would be ap- 
pointed. He was told to bring his family down here, and he 
brought his family down. He was given an appointment for a 


| few weeks, and then he was told that the appropriation had run 


out. The man stayed and stayed here with his family until he 


| got to the point of starvation and had to beg money to go home. 


| officials get regularly. 


g, | it;” but he never got it, and had to go home. 
resolution of April 21, 1908, is construed by providing | state of affairs that should 


pay of a folder therein authorized after the end of the | 


All the time he was promised, “ You will get it; you will get 
I say that isa 
not exist. I am ready to sub- 
stantiate what I have said. Under these circumstances I shall 
vote against a single dollar being added to the amount these 
I would offer an amendment, but I doubt 


| whether it is in order. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 
man from Kentucky. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, we are called upon to vote an 
increase of the salaries of 100-odd officers of the House with- 


I now yield two minutes to the gentle- 


| out even the resolution having been printed so as to be avail- 


to the increase. Now, I do not believe that I am particularly 


| parsimonious about matters of this kind, but it is within the 


chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency for | 
|} a8 many employees around the Capitol as we need. 


$58 for janitor service to the Committee on Mines and Mining, | 


Irrigation of Arid Lands, and Expenditures in the Department 
\griculture from December 2 to December 21, 1908, is also 
authorized. In the former case the rearrangement of rooms 
made this expenditure necessary, and in the latter no provi- 
sion was made for services for the janitor covering the period 
mentioned in the resolution. 

The unpaid portion of the salary of James F. English for 
the month of July, 1907, is authorized to be paid to the 
widow of said English. This is an asset of the estate and pay- 
ment In this manner will render unnecessary the taking out 
if letters of administration in order to obtain the amount 
direct from the Treasury. 

The employees of the minority room are made subject to the 
appointment and removal of the minority leader. 

[wo additional clerks are authorized by the Committee on 


e 
Ol 


knowledge of every man here that we have about three times 
The House 
can not afford to talk about economy, it can not afford to lecture 
the other legislative branch and the .Departments unless it 
begins its economy at home. In the absence of any statement 
showing the need for this increase, an increase relating back 


| six months, I think we would best do our duty here by not voting 
to the janitor of said committee, there being no regular janitor, | 


this money. The fact that it is not a large sum asked does not 
make any difference, and the fact that it is disagreeable to say 
these things also does not make any difference. The House 
knows and every Member here knows we have a great many 
more employees than we need. I would be in favor of elimi- 


| nating a lot of the useless ones and then paying the others full 


and complete salaries, but I will not vote away money without 
information as to what it is to be spent for, and if the com- 
mittee expects the House to vote it without any information, 
then it is asking the House to do on faith more than I am 
willing to do. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, 
from Texas. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, it is not a pleasant thing to 
resist a resolution of this kind; but I feel that its adoption will 
be little short of a scandal, if it does not measure fully up 
thereto. Hence, notwithstanding the disinclination I would 


I yield two minutes to the gentleman 


| ordinarily feel, I desire to enter a protest against it. 


Enrolled Bills, which is the customary provision near the close | 


of a session, 
Mr. SLEMP. I reserve the remainder of my time. 
The SPEAKER, 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, there are some items in 
iis resolution which if presented singly I should support; 
ut in my judgment it is time for a halt to be called in the 
ayment for services rendered to this House. 
ascertain just the amount of increase that this resolution 
‘s. The legislative appropriation act for the present fiscal 
ear carries over $600,000, for the various employees and offi- 
of this House. 
cent of the employees of this House well paid, but they are 
overpaid. I do not know that my opposition will in any way 


af 
if 


Cais 


but | shall not stay here, simply because of personal relations 
it exist between some of these officials and some of the Mem- 
the House, and keep still while it is attempted not 

’ to increase the compensation of men who are about to 

) on their vacations, but to increase the compensation from 
period six months previous to this day. I believe 
scandalous that the House should be asked to vote for 
reases; and if I shall not have an opportunity to vote, 


) that it may go in the Recorp. If any Member desires 
e mm the resolution, I shall be glad to yield it to him. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to have a couple of minutes. 

Mr, rITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, under the present circumstances 


In my judgment, not only are 95 per | 


The gentleman has six minutes remaining. | 


It is impossible | 


Every man here knows that the corridors of this Capitol are 
now so filled with House employees that it is difficult for us to 
find our way through them to our committee rooms. Every man 
here also knows that every one of these employees receives 
ample compensation for the service that he renders; and to 
bring in a resolution of this character at this time, having for 
its purpose the granting of additional compensation reaching 
back over a period of several months is, as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Firzceratp] has said, little short of a seandal. 
I shall vote against it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Is the gentleman positive that this reso- 
lution is retroactive in its effect? 

Mr. BURLESON. As I understood it; as it 


was read from 


| the Clerk’s desk, it is. 


t the determination of the House in passing this resolution, | 


at least express at this time my opposition to the resolu- | 


I 2 vote against this resolution, and I shall do it because 
+ lee! that the appointments made in this House are bartered 
bet w the parties that have the power to make these ap- 
pol ‘hents. Unless there is some way by which we can find | 
we “ie residences of the men that are appointed—I am speak- 
5 of them at large—I for one shall vote against this resolu- 
- there is a scandal about these appointments. I might 
© al 


instance that is an outrageous one. A party had been 


The SPEAKER. 
GERALD | 

Mr. FITZGERALD 
present, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The 
remainder of his time. 

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the other side 
have concluded. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 


I do not wish to use any more time at 


gentleman from New York yields the 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 


The gentleman from New York has twelve 


minutes remaining and the gentleman from Indiana has six 
minutes remaining. The Chair understood that the gentleman 
from New York had yielded his time, and so stated. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the ntleman from Pennsylvania 
going to conclude the discussion on that side? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not know. I have not charge of th 
resolution. I have been yielded two or three m 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then the gentleman Virginia 
should occupy his two or three minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. But, as I understood it, the gentleman from 


New York had concluded all that he desired to say. 
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The SPEAKER. 
the remainder of his time, or does he reserve it? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve it, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia has six min- 
utes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 


concludes, as he is entitled to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
conclude with two or three speeches. If he states that the gen- 
matter. 


The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. FirzceraLp] has twelve minutes and the gentleman | ee 


| Alexander, Mo, 


from Virginia [Mr. Stemp] has six minutes, 
from Virginia is entitled to close the debate. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 
gentieman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. OLMSTED. 
us use our six. [Cries of “‘ Vote!” “ Vote!’’] 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 
more time. 
Mr. OLMSTED. 
record will show it, as any man in this House, but having just 


The gentleman 


worked employees of this House. [Applause.] lam not a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Accounts, but I understand that with- 


out regard to party that committee has unanimously recom- | 


mended this resolution. I have not had an opportunity of going 
through it thoroughly, but as I have heard it read it seemed 
to me that most of the items of increase are small ones, $80 to 
$100, and they relate, not to those parties who have been re- 
ferred to as useless employees of the House, but to those who 
do the work. A number of the items affect the principal officers 
of this House; its highest officer next to the Speaker, its Clerk; 
its Sergeant-at-arms, its clerks at the desk, those with whom 
we come in contact every day and upon whom we depend for 
our convenience and for the accuracy and the success with which 
we daily transact the business of the House. I do not believe 


that any parliamentary body was ever better served than this | 


House is to-day. [Applause.] 

In every other parliamentary body, so far as I have knowl- 
edge, the clerk or secretary receives more pay than the mem- 
bers. Our Clerk, even with the increase provided in this bill, 
will receive $1,000 less than a Member's salary and only about 
hal* the salary of the clerk of the British House of Commons. 
Our officers and clerks are men of exceptional ability, com- 
petent, and courteous. Some of them have been worked nearly 
te death for the last two months—as we all know. Their voices 
ean hardly be heard, because they are so worn out from con- 
tinued calling of the yeas and nays. The Clerk of the House 
has charge of its corftingent fund—a large amount. The Ser- 
geant-at-Arms has charge of a still larger amount—the pay of 
Members. We work our clerks and other employees by day and 
we work them at night. For the reasons stated, I am in favor 
of this resolution. [Applause.] 

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 


Does the gentleman from New York yield | — 
| Landis 
| Legare 


I think the gentleman from Virginia wishes | 
the gentlemen on the other side to use their time before he | a 
ae. a Loudenslager 
The gentleman from Virginia can not | 
| McDermott 


. : . sae | MceGavin 
tleman from Pennsylvania will conclude, that is a different | 


He has yielded part of his time to the | 


Go on and use six minutes, and then let | 





Lafean 


Lenahan 
Lever 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Lorimer 


Lovering 


McGuire 


| McHenry 


McKinley, IL. 


Beall, ‘Tex, 
Bonyage 
Boyd 
Brumm 
Burleson 
Byrd 


, P |; Chapman 
I do not believe this side will use any | 
| Clayton 


| Crawfe 
I am as much in favor of economy, and my | wtord 


Clark, Mo, 


Crumpacker 


| De Armond 
voted a gratuity of twelve millions to the Empire of China | cain 
I do not believe that this House wants to make part of it up | = 


by taking it off of the pay justly due to some of the hard- | 


Dixon 


Ansberry 
Boutell 
Burnett 
Butler 


Allen 


|} Andrus 


Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Burgess 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 

oe am 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Diekema 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga, 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Fairchild 
Favrot 
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McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 
McMillan 
Madison 
Malby 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa. 
Nicholls 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Padgett 


Parsons 


Ransdell, La, 
Rauch 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Slemp 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Sterling 


NAYS—63. 


Ellerbe 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
Foster, IL 
Fulton 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Glass 
Gregg 
Hackney 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—13. 


Candler 
Harrison 
Johnson, S. C. 
Richardson 


Hardy 

Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 
Hlowland 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Lloyd 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


Macon 
Maynard 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Murdock 
Norris 

Page 


Russell, Tex, 
Sabath 
Sheppard 
Talbott 


NOT VOTING—146, 


Finley 
Flood 
Fornes 
Fowler 
Gardner, Mass. 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Graft 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hammond 
Harding 
Heftin 
Hepburn 

Hill, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Howard 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Jackson 


Langley 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Law 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lee 

Lewis 

ie 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McKinlay, Cal. 
MeMorran 
Madden 
Mann 
Marshall 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Patterson 


James, Addison D. Pearre 


James, Ollie M. 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 


Perkins 
Peters 
Pou 
Powers 
Pratt 
Reeder 
Reid 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced; 
For the session : 


May 2 J, 


Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
‘Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrel| 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa, 
Wolf 

Young 


Rainey 
Randell, Tex, 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo, 
Scott 

Sherley 
Small 

Smith, Mo, 
Spight 
Stephens, Tex. 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tou Velle 
Volstead 
Webb 
Williams 


Watkins 


Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sturgiss 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wood 
Woodyard 


yee Preto 


REY SER et od 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 165, nays 63, 
answered “ present” 13, not voting 146, as follows: 
YEAS—165. ~ 
Fassett 
Ferris Hay 


Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RrorDAN, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. WATKINS. 

Mr. Watpo with Mr. Smiru of Texas, 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. Smiru of Michigan with Mr. Russetz of Texas, 
Mr. SmitruH of Iowa with Mr. Ropirnson, 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Sims. 

Mr. ReyNowps with Mr. PATTERSON, 

Mr. Mappen with Mr. Murpny. 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Hircucocse. 

Mr. LowpEN with Mr. Her in, 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. Howett of Utah with Mr. ANSBERRY. 

Mr. Grarr with Mr. Gorpon. 

Mr. Ertis of Oregon with Mr. GoLDFOGLE. 

Mr. Epwakrps. of Kentucky with Mr. CALDWELL, 

Mr. DIeEKEMA with Mr. BuRGEsSs. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Bowers, 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

Mr. Hepsurn with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. Pov. : 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ee arr 


Acheson 
Adamson 
Aiken Chaney 
Alexander, N. Y. Clark, Fla. 
Ames ‘ole 
Barchfeld ‘ook, Pa. 
Barclay ‘Yooper, Pa. 
Bartholdt ‘oudrey 
Bartlett, Nev. ‘ooper, Tex. 
sates Cooper, Wis. 
Beale, Pa. Cox, Ind. 
Bede Craig 
Bell, Ga. Currier 
Bennet, N. Y. Cushman 
Booher Dalzell 
Bradley Darragh 
Brodhead Davenport 
Broussard Dawes 
Brownlow Dawson 
Brundidge Denby 
Burke Denver 
Burleigh Draper 
Burton, Del. Durey 
Rurton, Ohio Englebright 
Capron Esch 


Cary Hawley 
Caulfield 
Focht Hayes 
Henry, Conn, 
Helm 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 


Houston 


tp a 


Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
French Howell, N. J. 
Fuller Hubbard, W. Va. 
Gaines, Tenn. Huff 

Gaines, W. Va. Hughes, N. J. 
Gardner, Mich. Hull, Tenn. 
Gardner, N. J. Humphreys, Miss. 
Gilhams Jenkins 

Goebel Jones, Wash. 
Goulden Kahn 

Graham Keifer 

Granger Keliher 

Greene Kennedy, Ohio 
Hale Kimball 

Hall Kinkaid 

Hamill Kipp 

Haskins Knapp 

Haugen Kiistermann 
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POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
\ir. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the post-office appropriation bill. 
l SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read the report as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18347) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen 
hundred and nine, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 


mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 
8, 4, 5, 6, 36, 43, 44, 45, 51, 52, 54, 60, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 71, 72, 
73, 74. 75, 78, T9, 81, 82, 88, 89, 92, and 93. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30; 31, 32, 38, 34, 39, 
10, 41, 42, 47, 48, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 70, 80, 84, 86, 87, 
91, 04, 95, 96, 97, and 98, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 5, 
line 15, strike out the words “And provided further,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ Provided; ” and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 10, 
line 16, strike out the words “and fifty-one;” and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 10, lines 
15 and 16, strike out the words “four hundred and ninety- 
seven’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ five hundred and 
forty-eight; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 11, lines 
12 and 13, strike out the words “ twenty-nine million” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ twenty-eight million seven hun- 
dred and twenty-six thousand five hundred;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and 
igree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 13, line 
<1, strike out the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “five; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 14, line 
15, strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “eleven; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 14, line 
19, strike out the words “thirty-eight thousand six hundred” 
ind insert in lieu.thereof the words “ thirty-seven thousand four 
hundred; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its 
(disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and 
igree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 20, 
after the word “ annum,” add the words “and to defray the ex- 
penises of said headquarters the sum of twenty thousand dollars 
is hereby appropriated; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 





_ Amer {ment numbered 83: That the House recede from its 
‘isigreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, 
= agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 25, 
titer the word “national,” insert the words “or State;” and | 


the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 25, 
rer out the amendment, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
Wing 

That section thirty-eight hundred and ninety-three of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same is 
he teby, amended by adding thereto the following: ‘And the 
pee Mae ” withir the intendment of this section shall 


or su” Inatter of a chavacter tending to incite arson, murder, 
r assassination,’ ” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 


: (LII——429 
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| vote in favor of those two propositions, it would pass the bill and 




































































Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Page 
27, line 1, strike out the word “thirty”’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ fifteen; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 63, 76, and 77. 

7 JESSE OVERSTREET, 
J. J. GARDNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Boles PENROSE, 
J. C. Burrows, 
A. &. CLayY; 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and agree to the conference report. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Overstreet] is entitled to twenty 
minutes and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, if I may have the atten- 
tion of the House I can explain in a very few words just the 
status of this bill. On yesterday the House refused to agree to 
the conference report, which at that time was a complete agree- 
ment. The bill now comes back from the conference commit- 
tee with an agreement upon all of the amendments except 
three—Nos. 63, 76, and 77. Amendment No. 63 is the one 
which we recognize as the annual weighing of the mails, and 
so forth. No. 76 is the increased appropriation of $1,100,000 
consequent upon No. 77, which proposes to amend the ocean 
mail act. 

Your conferees, Mr. Speaker, acting upon the vote of the 
House on yesterday, seek in a fair and proper way to bring be- 
fore the House what the conferees understood were not satis- 
fying to the House by the vote of yesterday. But two amend- 
ments were criticised in the debate, namely, the ocean mail act, 
involving two amendments, and the amendment authorizing the 
annual weighing of the mail, and so forth. It was impossible, 
Mr. Speaker, for anybody to understand whether or not the action 
of the House in rejecting the report was on account of one of 
those propositions or on account of both, and if on account of 
one, which one. Therefore we have agreed to all of the other 
amendments in the bill, saving those three involving the two 
propositions. It will be my course to move, as I have, to agree 
to the conference report, which will agree upon everything in 
the report except those three propositions, or two, as a matter 
of fact, which will be considered, discussed, and acted upon sepa- 
rately, separately from the main body of the bill, and separately 
from each other. I conceive no criticism can be made by any 
Member of this body upon this course which your conferees 
have pursued. 

Notwithstanding our belief that their position yesterday re- 
lating to the merits cf those two amendments was correct, still 
it gives to the House the opportunity, responsible as it is for 
the legislation, to determine whether it wishes to disagree to 
one or both of those propositions. Having adopted the confer- 
ence report except as to those three amendments, if the House 
should by vote upon the two remaining propositions separately 


end the legislation for the next fiscal year. If the House should 
reject either one or both of these propositions- 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker——— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It would then permit your conferees to 
understand what portion of the bill it would desire to eliminate. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Is it the intention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, in asking a separate vote for the mail prop- 
osition and subsidy proposition, to have twenty minutes’ debate 
on each side on each proposition? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I want to be entirely fair, so as to have 
the House understand the proposition - 








Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I wanted to understand the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. When we have agreed, as I hope we 
will, without further debate, because there is nothing as to dis- 
agreement to any proposition of the bill saving those two propo- 
sitions, then it will be my purpose to move to suspend the rules 
upon the first amendment and to recede and concur. That 
would give twenty minutes’ debate on that one proposition. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. On each side? 
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sir. OVERSTREET. Then when that was disposed of, either 
denied or approved, I would join the remaining two amend- 
meuts, because they are related, in a motion to suspend the rules 
and recede and concur, and after discussion of ferty minutes a 
vote to determine that. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 
%¢ the House. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Now, would the gentleman from 
Infiana, with the consent of the House, be willing to have some 
additional debate on those two propositions? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think, Mr. Speaker, at this hour of 
the day, particularly in view of the debate of yesterday, that 
We can understand both propositions sufficiently for an intelli- 
gent vote within the forty minutes of debate. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. A good many gentlemen on this 
side desire to be heard. I have no special desire to speak my- 
self. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have been importuned on this side as 
well from those fayoring the proposition for time, so I think 
there can be no injustice done to the House. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Well, I think it is a matter that 
ought to have three or four hours’ debate to be intelligently 
determined, but I do not expect to get that in the House, but I 
would be glad to get a little more time for debate. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I would ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee if there is objection to adopting the report which leaves 
unsettled these three amendments? That will give more time. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I would not like to concede that 
at present, until the gentlemen who are interested in some other 
provisions of the bill have been heard; but I will say this to the 
gentleman from Indiana, that it is probable there will be but 
little debate on that question. I have nothing to say myself. 

Mr. OLMSTED. How about a roll call? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Whatever time we save on thut 
preposition, I presume, will be added to the subsidy debate? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Does the gentleman include in that no 
roll call? Does the gentleman mean that there will be no roll 
call? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I shall not demand a roll call on 
the proposition to approve the bill, aside from the two questions 
to be voted on separately. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. On which particular one of the remain- 
ing amendments does the gentleman desire additional time? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. The subsidy proposition. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is the second proposition. 
no objection to waiting until that time, 
in the evening 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Oh, we will be here until 12 o’clock. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, hardly upon this bill. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. No; not on this bill. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Other legislation is important. I sug- 
gest that we take up these measures as we reach them and first 
dispose of the report which takes care of all of the bill except- 
ing two propositions, and then start on them. 

Mr. MCON of Tennessee. I would prefer to have an under- 
standing with the gentleman from Indiana, and our suggestion 
is that if the twenty minutes which we now have are not used, 
and the roll call is disposed of, that we have additional time on 
the subsidy proposition. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, without foreclosing it one way or 
the other, I would suggest that when that time approaches I 
will be ready to entertain it. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Let us foreclose it now, so that the 
gentleman can not foreclose me on my suggestion later. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think I would prefer 

Mr. COCKRAN. Why not ask unanimous consent now for 
an hour. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Suppose the gentleman would demand 
a roll call, then I would be foreclosed on my proposition. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Why can it not be understood that there 
will be no roll call on this and no debate on this proposition, 
but the time thus saved, amounting to an hour, as well as the 
time on the second roll call, be given to legitimate debate on a 
subject where there is a wide division on the part of the Mem- 
bers of the House. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I am quite willing, Mr. Speaker, with 
the clear understanding that there is to be no roll call and no 
division on the adoption of the report, and then twenty minutes 
debate on a side on the first proposition to submit to thirty 
minutes on a side on the second proposition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, you would have that anyway. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I am addressing the gentleman from 
Tennessee, 


That is the way I understand it. 
I cap conceive of no fairer proposition 


I have 
and if it is not too late 


RECORD— 


Mr. SULZER, 
proposition. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ob, no. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then let us have the regular order. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That gives thirty minutes on a sid 
the ocean-mail question. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. 
minutes on a side? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; with no roll call Gn the first | 
osition. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I can not pledge myself any fur 

| than my own action on the roll call. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, this is my understan, ng, 
that there is to be no debate and no roll call on this pro posi. 
tion; that there is to be a_debate of twenty minutes on a sie 
on the second proposition, ‘and forty minutes on a side on the 
ocean-mail act.. Now, I ask unanimous consent that this re- 
port be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Stop a minute. If the gentleman wil! per- 
mit, I will submit a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor and I 
do not yield it for that purpose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me suggest—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman can make a suggestion 
to me, but I do not yield the floor for him to make a request 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well, yield to me to suggest that the 
gentleman from Indiana make a request that if we dispense 
with the twenty minutes debate on a side on the first proposi- 
tion, and with the roll call, which together constituted seveuty- 
five minutes, that that amount of time be added to the debate 
on the other propositions, and equally divided between the two 
sides. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I will not consent to any- 
thing other than I have proposed, and upon the adoption at 
ence of the report, and that when we reach the ocean mail 
proposition there will be forty minutes debate on a side in 
lieu of twenty minutes debate on a side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will you make the request for unanimous 
consent now? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I renew my request that 
the conference report be now adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Unless the other unanimous consent 
coupled with it—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And that there be forty minutes de- 
bate on a side when the ocean mail proposition is up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Over- 
STREET] asks unanimous consent that the report of the confer- 
ence committee shall be agreed to. That is the first branch 
The second branch is, that there shall be twenty minutes’ de 
bate in the aggregate. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Twenty minutes on a side on tle sec- 
ond proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes on a side on the se 
proposition. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is, the weighing proposition; 
forty minutes on a side on the ocean mail proposition. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. With no roll call on the 
proposition, but a roll call on the other two propositions. . 

The SPEAKER. The proposition, as the Chair gathers, iS 
that unanimous consent is asked that the conference report ) 
now agreed to; and on the motion to suspend the rules on the 
first amendment, the one touching the mail weighing, that ther 
is to be twenty minutes’ debate on a side, and on what is know! 
as the two other propositions, that cover the ocean mail service; 
there shall be forty minutes’ debate on a side. 

Mr. FINLEY. Do I understand the gentleman from [ndians 
[Mr. Overstreet] that he asks this House for unanimous co’ 
sent—in other words, if everybody should agree to ali the « the r 
items, there will be no roll call? I do not care to be e putint 
attitude of agreeing unanimously to everything that is in te 
report as agreed to. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I have asked unanio 
consent for agreement to the report. I have no doubt but w? at 
there are numerous—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. A viva voce vote without a roll call. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.! 
Chair hears none. 

So the conference report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first amend™ oe 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, the motion is to suspe's 
the rules, recede, and concur in amendment numbered 60 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indiana moves |” © us 
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the rules, that the House recede from its disagreement 
in the following Senate amendment, and concur in the same. 
JOON of Tennessee. On which I demand a second. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands 
a s id, and by agreement, as well as under the rule, there 
twenty minutes debate on a side, 
Clerk will first report the amendment. 
‘| Clerk read as follows: 
18, after line 20, insert: 
t the Postmaster-General be, and 
dir i to readjust annually the —— to be paid for the 
tral tation of mails on railroad routes from and after the Ist day 
a 1909, upon the conditions and at the rates provided by law, 
t! ge daily weight to be ascertained in every case by the actual 
us weighing of the mails for thirty-five successive days, com- 
1 on such date as the Postmaster-General may designate each 
\ er June 30, 1908, and the result to be stated and verified in 


is hereby, authorized and 


; m and manner as the Postmaster-General may direct; and the | 


imber of days included in the weighing period shall be used as 
for obtaining the average daily weight. 
ching and readjustment, where there are two or more routes 
; the mails may be dispatched between important points with 
¢ ility and advantage to the mail service, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral may send such mails by either route, provided the allowance for 
! e of the same by the longer or more expensive route shall 

ed the cost of the carriage of an equal weight of mail between 
points by the shorter or less expensive route. 

is General shall give the company carrying such 


ix 


mails advance 


ails of the route and readjust the compensation for the carriage of 


nd shall report weekly during the time of such weighing the 
ights of such mails to the company carrying them. 

“And out of the appropriation for inland mail transportation, 
rc ter-General is authorized hereafter to pay rental in 

ton, District of Columbia, and compensation to tabulators and clerks 
employed in connection with the weighings for assistance in completing 
col ions, in connection with the expenses of taking the weights of 
mails on railroad routes as provided by law.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Over- 
sTREET] is entitled to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from 
Tennessee |[Mr. Moon] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, this amendment involves 
three factors. The first authorizes an annual weighing of the 
mails simultaneously throughout the country for thirty-five 
successive days, the time to be determined by the Postmaster- 
General. The second proposition is to make permanent law 
the recent order of the Postmaster-General, requiring that the 
total number of days in the weighing period shall be used as 
the divisor in ascertaining the average daily weight of mails. 
The third requires that where there are two or more competing 
routes between common terminals, the length of the route shall 
be the shortest line of those competing routes. The annual 
weighing of the mails once a year simultaneously for thirty- 
five days is believed by the Department and those interested 
in a fair and proper adjustment of pay to be far more equitable 
and just than one hundred and five days once in four years in 
the four different sections of the country. The law has been 


upon the statute books for more than thirty years, requiring | 


quadrennial weighing; until three or four years ago the time 
of the weighing once in four years was to be thirty days. 


the | 
Washing- | 
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The time that the period of weighing shall now begin is left 
in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, any time prior to 
the. new contract period of four years. When this amendment 
was first drafted by me and submitted to the Department, I 
included the provision that the thirty-five successive days should 
begin on the first Monday in March. The Department claimed 
that it ought to be left to the discretion of the Department. I 
arrived at that period from taking the two extremes of the year, 
the 30th of June and the 1st of July, and running both ways 
from that line, with the view of determining the period of thirty- 
five days within the twelve-months’ period that there would be 
the most reasonable average of weight for the entire year. But 
the Department feels, leaving it to their discretion when the 
period shall begin, that if in their experience it should be found 


| that the period of thirty-five days’ weighing they did not find 


In connection with | @@ys might be determined upon. 


And the Post- | 
his intention to take their weights separately from the other | 


» on the basis of their value on the shorter or less expensive | 


a reasonable average for the entire year another thirty-five 
The only opportunity, Mr. 
Speaker, for either fraud, neglect, or connivance whereby the 
roads might profit by reason of the period of thirty-five days 
being chosen when they had more than the average weight 
would be by dishonesty of the officials of the Department. And 
I can not conceive any Member of this House voting against 
this amendment because of the possibility of a dishonest Post- 
master-General or a dishonest Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General conniving with the railroads in the selection of the 
thirty-five-day period so that it would be to the disadvantage 
of the Government and to the advantage of the roads. 

The second proposition makes permanent law what is now 
known as the divisor. It now but a Department official 
order, subject to change or repeal by any subsequent  dicial 
in control of the Department. By making it permanent law 
we avoid that possibility. 

The third proposition initiates the same principle in ascer- 
taining the length of route and the amount of pay that now 
— in express freight rates and passenger rates. Where 
there 


is 


are two or more roads running between common ter- 
minals, the distance of all those routes shall be no greater 
than the length of the shortest route. This proposition is 
wholly equitable. It is said that it would increase the expense 
to the Government. Unquestionably the proposed divisor re- 


| sults in a great saving of expense to the Government, because 


that divisor is enlarged, and therefore the quotient is less. 
Undoubtedly the installation of the same practice that obtains 
in the freight and passenger service to the distance of the 
routes for mail transportation will result in saving hundreds 
of thousands of dollars to the Government. This credit should 
be placed against the debit, which gentlemen by criticism 
claim would be increased by reason of the annual weighing. 
I state it as my deliberate judgment that these three factors 
put into law, and in practice, assuming the honesty of the offi- 
cials, will result in but little increase to the roads, and that 
little they are entitled to if they actually carry mail that has 


| been increased in volume. 


It | 


was thought a better average in a period of a four-year con- | 
tract would be ninety days, or, including the Sundays, one hun- | 


dred and five days. This proposed change will be a benefit to 
the Government, and, in so far as it may result in an increased 
Volume of pay to the transportation companies, be only fair 
and reasonable, All will agree that the ideal method of de- 
termining the ammount of weight of the mails as the basis of 


pay would be to weigh each separate article of mail at the | 


time it is deposited. 
That is thoroughly impossible. 


It is equally impracticable | 


to weigh once a day or once a week or once a month or once in | 


six months. It is entirely practicable and feasible to weigh once 
in twelve months. When you weigh simultaneously you over- 
come the possibility of padding the mails or shuttlecocking 


from a section of the country that the mail is not being weighed | 


into a section where the mail is being weighed, and then pay- 
ing double the expense for that character of mail. 

It is said by those criticising the proposition that it will be 
a heavy increase in expense to the Government. 


Crease possible is by reason of the fact that now you pay the 
railroads for a period of four years upon the minimum weight 
it the time of the beginning of the contract. For the incre- 
hhent and increased weight rising rapidly within that period the 
Companies could not be paid anything until the succeeding 
Period of four years, whereas under the proposed change they 
Would become entitled to the increment, additional weight in 
volume, which has been made within the last preceding year. 
They are paid only for what they carry; and those who criti- 


‘ise the change must of necessity prefer that the roads should 
hot be paid anything for the increased volume of weight within 
the period of the four-year contract. 


The only in- | 





I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is not my inten- 
tion to discuss this question in detail. I simply want to state 
the case as I understand it. Under the present law the rail- 
way mail is weighed quadrennially, and the pay to the railroads 
from the Government of the United States is based upon those 
quadrennial weighings. The contract with the Government 
with these roads is based on the quadrennial weighings. The 
contract that the Government has with the railroads provides 
for the quadrennial weighing. The present proposition con- 
tained in the bill provides for thirty-five days’ weighing an- 
nually. It is a change, therefore, in the contract in reference 
to the weighing, and the basis of pay or compensation would 
rest under the new provision on the annual weighing instead of 
the quadrennial weighing. It is estimated by gentlemen who 
have made the calculation that the loss to the Government of 
the United States by the change of law would be $2,500,000 a 
year. These are the facts as I understand them. The question 
is, Is it best, in the judgment of the House of Representatives, 
so to alter the law of the land as to impose this additional bur- 
den upon the Government of the United States? 

Mr. LLOYD. I understand the amount to be $2,700,000. 
That I understand to be the amount which would be expended 
in addition to that which we are now expending, estimated on 
the basis of the present construction of the law for the Post- 
master-General. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I understand so. 

Mr. LLOYD. If the construction should be changed with 
reference to the weighing process, so that it should be the same 
as it was prior to the 4th day of March last year, then there 
would be no loss by reason of the change, would there? 
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Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I do not understand that. 
upon that weighing. If you change it and make an annual 
weighing, you increase the cost to the Government of the United 
States three times, and it is estimated at the figure that I have 
stated. 
and yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SCOTT. Right on the point the gentleman has been 
discussing, I should like to ask him a question in order to get 
clear information. Would the loss of $2,500,000 to the Govy- 
ernment, which he says would follow the change in the plan, 
result on account of the expense of the additional 
weighings? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [|Mr. Strarrorp], who will discuss the matter and give 
the gentleman full information on that question better than I 
can. 

Mr. SCOTT. I shall be very glad if the gentleman from Wis- 
consin will answer that question in the course of his dis- 
cussion, whether the increased expenditure comes from the cost 
of the additional weighings, or whether it is because the amount 
paid to the railroads in the first place would be less than in the 
other. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
shall be glad to answer it during the course of my remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to direct my attention to this proposi- 
tion now before the House, as to the proposed change in the 
method of weighing the mails. 

In 1873 the law was passed fixing the rate of pay, and at 
the same time providing for quadrennial weighings, and also 
providing that the weighing shall be had not less frequently 
than once in every four years. Ever since that time the prac- 
tice of weighing at four-year intervals has been followed. The 
country is divided into four sections, and each year a weigh- 
ing takes place in one of those sections, on the basis of which 
weighing calculations are made for payments to the railroads 
for the ensuing four years. 

[ have before me the computations prepared by the Post- 
Office Department showing the payments from 1896 to 1907 in 
each section for transportation of mails, independent of the 
charge for railway post-office service, which latter increases as 
the service is put into force, and has no connection with this 
proposition. 

I will take, for example, the rate of pay in the first section, 
which is the eastern section, in which the railroads received 


$8,583,000 in 1905, based upon the weighing had in 1901; but | 
upon the weighing that was held in 1905 as a basis for the pay- | 


ments that the railroads were to receive in that section for 1906 
and the three succeeding years the amount was $10,260,000, or a 
difference of $1,677,000 for the three years. Dividing this 
amount by 3 it makes an annual saving to the Government of 
$559,000 during the three years in that one section. 

I could take each one of the other sections. For instance, 
in the third section, wwhich comprises the Northwestern States, 


based upon the weighing had in 1899. In the following year, 
1904, we paid $15,748,000, based on the weighing held in the year 
previous, 1903; and that $15,000,000 was virtually the same 
amount for 1907, three years later, for the total paid to the 
railroads in that year was $15,772,000. The difference between 


the payment for the last year in that weighing section and the | 


last year of the previous weighing period is $2,459,000, or an 
average during the three years of $819,000, which the Govern- 
nent saved each year. 

Adding these respective amounts together which the Govern- 
ment saved each year from each of these sections, based on the 
figures presented to me by the Post-Office Department as the 
amount paid the railroads for transportation alone, it amounts 
for one year to $2,717,000. In other words, if during the four 
years we had had annual weighing instead of quadrennial 
weighing, the Government each year on that amount of tonnage 


present arrangement of weighing every four years, which is 
the basis of pay during the four succeeding years. 

Now, it goes without question that the Government gains 
this advantage, and I make the point here that when the rates 
were first formulated it was upon the idea that it should not 


be an average weight for the four-year period, but the rates | 


were raised sufficiently high on a basis below the average of 
that which would be carried during the four years. 

Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not true that the saving of the last year 
is by reason of a change of the order of the Department as to 
the divisor? 


The 
weighing is quadrennial, and four years’ compensation is based | 


I desire only to state this fact, as I understand it, | 


| 


May 
Mr. STAFFORD. The rule of the Department in rega) 


the divisor does not touch this proposition at all, and this 
be considered apart from the divisor proposition, for the 


| tion is whether we shall have the quadrennial weighing or | 
| annual weighing. 


| 


| the idea, and the requirement is in the law, that it shal! 


| weighing upon which the rate shall continue for four y; 
three | 


I understand the gentleman’s question, and | 








Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman tell us why it would | 
better to have a weighing once in ten years, if the gentlen 
correct? 


Mr. STAFFORD. The present rates were predicated upon 


urs, 

AS one official in the Department, a man who has been in {} 
service more than twenty years, and connected with the railway 
mail service, said to me early in the session when I spoke to 
him about the suggested change, that if there was going to je 
an annual weighing, the rates of pay should be reduced corre. 
spondingly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 
that official? 


Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Indiana does not 


Did the gentleman state the name of 


| doubt that I received that information? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. 
official. 

Mr. STAFFORD. No; I did not. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think it is only fair that the gentle. 
man should give the name of the gentleman he quoted. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman wishes, I will say that it 
was Mr. Stone, who has been chief clerk in the office of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General for many years, and is 
to-day assistant to the superintendent of the railway-mail 
service. 

I have before me the CoNGRESSIONAL REeEcorD, containing a 
letter addressed to Mr. Penrose a few days ago by the Post- 
master-General, in which he uses this language in commenting 
on this change: 


Provided this Congress says that there shall be an increase in the 
expenditure in the transportation of mail by railroad rates. 


He also in this letter uses the following language: 
It should, however, be borne in mind that such a provision— 
Referring to the annual weighing— 


I thought the gentleman named some 


| would increase the gross amount for the transportation of the mails and 


add to the annual expense incident to the weighing of the mails 
There is no question whatever that if we adopt annua! weigh- 
ing we will increase by more than two and one-half million dol- 
lars the amount now paid to the railroads. Again, even if the 
tonnage was not increased, I would oppose this proposition, be- 
cause it restricts it to thirty-five days. Two years ago we be 


| lieved that we could obtain a more fair average by increasing 
| the number of days to ninety, so as to avoid abuses that might 


possibly arise from taking a period that was not representative 
for the year. 


I now come to the question propounded by the gentleman 


| from Kansas, as to whether this law involves any added ex 
the amount that We paid to the railroads in 1903 was $13,289,000, | 


penditure in the cost of weighing. It goes without saying that 
if at present we only have a weighing once in four year 
these respective sections, this would increase the work turee 
times, and instead of having a weighing once in four years \t 
would be—— ’ 

Mr. SCOTT. Im one case you weigh one hundred and ‘ive 
days and in the other thirty-five days. : 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is no limit to this provision col 
pelling the Department to weigh thirty-five days only. 

In the second section in 1904 the mail was weighed eighty 
four days and in one section of the first section, in 190!, (1°) 
used ninety days, and in another, in 1905, ninety-one days, w2°! 
the law prescribed thirty days as the basis. ' 

Mr. SCOTT. I understood this amendment did provid 
five days. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 


rs 12 


hirty- 


It does not. It only says that the py 


| shall be computed on the basis of a weighing for t! rty-five 
would have been obliged to pay $2,717,000 more than under the | 


consecutive days, but the number of days that the Deparun 
sees fit to weigh from which to select the thirty-five-day )erie 
is not limited. It puts the law exactly where it was beivre W° 
changed it, and requires that thirty-five days should be ‘le t 
quirement instead of one hundred and five days. “ 
Mr. LLOYD. I know the gentleman does not wish to ™* 
lead the House, but he leaves the impression that the law wo" a 
remain exactly as it was prior to the time of the chavez Ti 
law prior to the change used the word “ working,” and 
originally was thirty working-days, and this provision ! 
vides for thirty-five successive days. a aaa 
Mr. STAFFORD. There is no question whatsoever ():' = 
divisor proposition is included in this, but I maintain ' ut 7 
wording leaves it to the Department to weigh more thau thirty 


e law 


» pro- 














| 
as to get an average during that period of thirty- | 
t should be used as a basis for compensation. 

{STED. Will the gentleman yield for a question? | 

\FFORD. How much time have I remaining, Mr. | 





EAKER. 
minute 


The gentleman has consumed nine minutes, 
remaining of the ten minutes. 
MSTED. I merely want to ask this question 
\FFORD. I can not yield. There no question 
that with this annual weighing we will increase the | 
lant on ascertaining the weight by at least half a 
ars each year, because it costs in some of these 
from $100,000 to $500,000, but besides that there is 
1 whatsoever that by having an annual weighing we 
se the mail pay each year over that which is now 
d under the present divisor order and the present law, 
, and it will add to the expense of the Government 
least each year for the added expense of weighing 
it the entire country, instead of as now in but one 
the country 
\LMSTED. Is not that because there is more freight | 





is 





rAFFORD. Every four years. I want to impress upon | 

» that the rates as fixed under the present law are 
d upon the idea that the unit of weight shall be that 
h should govern for four years in advance, and that it was | 
nded that that should be the basis of compensation when | 

were settled by Congress. 

EAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
r. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentle- 
in from Indiana to consume some of his time. 
Mr. OVERSTREET, I expect to consume the remaining time | 
speech. 
MOON of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I yield three 

utes to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpocxk]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, for the first time since I have 
heen in Congress the matter of increasing the pay for railroads 
r the carriage of mail is strictly up for consideration by it- 
f, and the responsibility of the vote is upon the individual. 
wv, there is no question about this provision for annual weigh- 
increasing the amount to be paid to the railroads, and the 

sibility comes not on the Department, but upon the indi- 
this body. The Department approves the annual 
ching, but conditionally, and this is the condition, and every 

present ought to hear the condition. The Department 
says, in a letter written on April 23 last: 

The bill suggested meets with the approval of the Department, pro- 
vided that Congress sees fit to thereby increase the expenditures for 

S| ortatio yn for mail to the railroads. 
rhe Department has made the recommendation, but it has 
hecked it up to this body and to the Senate that if this body 

8 pass this provision it increases the compensation to the 

oads yearly. 

There are three propositions here about this increase, as the 

ase is carried in the provision on annual weighing. 
t is this: If you weigh every year in the four-year period, 
iew of a gradually increasing growth of mail, 
er average over the four-year period than you will if you 
n the first year of the four-year period. That is the first 
m. The second proposition is this: 
f weights of the mail throughout the year it is higher 
‘y, lower in February, lower still in March, going up in 
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you will get | 


Owing to the fluc- | 





685 3 





in also, and for 


the first time in the history of this nation we 
| are paying equitable rates to the railroads to-day. Why in- 
crease them? LAppinuse. : 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Sreenrerson] the remainder of my 
time, three minutes. . 

Mr. STEENERSON,. Mr. Speaker, all I have to say is that 


we have debated this question in the Committee on Post-Office 
and Post-Roads and voted it down, and it seems to me that 
has no merit. The last post-office appropriation bill provided 
that the Department should investigate the subject of the weight 


t 


= the different classes of mail, and to weigh the mail for thirty 
lays to ascertain the average load of railway post-office, storage 
cars and compartment cars. This was to enable us to learn 


the cost of carrying the mail, because the amount of the load 
is the controlling element in determining the reasonable com- 
pensation for the railway transportation of mail. That Depart- 
ment has just reported. Now, why should we undertake this 
difficult and technical question of determining what is reason- 
able compensation for transporting the mail by rail at this time 
before we have even time to read the report of the Post-Office 


| Department which we authorized at the last session? 


It seems to me that it is preposterous, after the proposition 
has been debated and carefully considered in the committee 
and turned down, that it should now come here as an amend- 
ment of the Senate, containing, as it does, an independent pro- 
vision of law, new legislation, and I therefore hope that it will 
be voted down. It increases the railway mail pay at the rate 
of $2,700,000 a year for transportation and $500,000 a year 
extra for cost of ‘weighing, amounting to over $3,000,000 a year, 
This we are asked to give to the railroads, without any investi- 
gation, without any special information whatever, and it seems 


to me that this proposition ought to be voted down very 
promptly. [Applause.] 
The whole subject of railway mail pay ought to be gone 


into and carefully considered and readjusted. On some railway 
routes the compensation now allowed by law may be and prob- 
ably is excessive; on some it may be and probably inade- 
A great element of cost of such service is volume or 
density of traffic, and I believe every fair-minded man is willing 
to allow a reasonable compensation, a compensation adjusted 
in proportion to the cost of the service. It should be com- 
pensatory. It is needless to say such adjustment can not be 
made now. I hope the amendment will be voted down, 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Has the 
consumed all the time on that side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I yield that back to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. For which I am thankful. Mr. Speaker, 
there is an old saying that figures will not lie; but they 
are sometimes misplaced; and I fancy that these statisticians 
from Kansas and Wisconsin in the exuberance of their spirits, 
in the enthusiasm of their cause, in fear that one of their 
votes may be registered on the side where the word “ railroad” 
| appears, may have some of their figures misplaced, though 
unintentional. I suggested—— 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 


is 


gentleman from Tennessee 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I will. 
| Mr. STAFFORD. Were not these figures presented before 
| the House Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and 





odic 


‘iodicity of light and heavy mails year after year, you get 
— and lower average by a long weighing period than you 
- vy 4 Short one. We weigh one hundred and five days to-day. 
‘e Will weigh thirty-five days under this provision. 

rd proposition is this: That the mere operation of 
Weighing the mails will cost in the period of four years $500,000 


v 


nr . 
Lie 


rear iuore to the Government than the present system of 
velghing. There are three elements in the annual weighing, 
then, wh ch increase the cost of this service to the Govern- 
ment, It should not be increased. I want to say to the Mem- 


ts of the House of Representatives that the rate of pay was 


made high in the first place, in 1873, because it 

{ upon the quadrennial basis, and so high was it 
Congress itself, virtually without agitation, cut it 
‘6, and cut it still lower in 1878. 

uained until last year. Four commissions passed 
stmaster-General after Postmaster-General in that 


rpose 
) De 


le 


base 


+} 


inh is 


it Congress deferred until last year, and last year 


last cut it down. Simultaneously with that cut 
ent put in force a correction of the old and inde- 


ig up in May, high in June—that is, owing to a regular | 


of time recommended that it was best to readjust | 


their accuracy has never been disputed since? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have no recollection of it, just as I 
have no recollection of the quotation which the gentleman 
| made from one of the officials. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. One at a time. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Just a minute. 

Mr. OVERSTREET Not a minute, but just for a question. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is it not a fact that everything in this bill 
save this was given the privilege of a hearing in the House 
| Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. We have spent days and days in that 
committee, I will say in a good-natured way, in discussing this 
measure, as the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] 
has suggested, and I will depart from my subject right now 
to state that the statement made by the gentleman that this 
very proposition was voted down in the committee, I think, 
needs a little explanation. 

The proposition was to report an amendment the same as this 
excepting that the ‘Postmaster-General did not have the option 
of determining the period of thirty-five days. It failed by a tie 


vote, counting one Member absent whose absence was well un- 





alculation, the wrong division, and that cut went 








derstood, That is the situation there. Now, Mr. [ 
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stated at the outset that I consider these three factors as one 





proposition, and the gentleman from Wisconsin, in his endeavor | 


to persuade this House that the railroads—and how he em- 
phasized the word—will be paid two million and some odd hun- 
dred thousand dollars more than they are now receiving, failed 
to give credit, which I warned the House against at the outset, 
to the other two factors in the proposition. The 
from Kansas, who with such vehemence pounded the desk in 
front of him to emphasize his enthusiasm, did not pretend to 
give the credit which the other two propositions contain and 
which the Government is entitled to under the propcesition as a 
whole. 

Until a few years ago the weighing was once in four years, 
for thirty days, and was changed without question at the re- 
quest of the Department, to experiment with a longer period. 
And the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scott] very well went at 


sin [Mr. Srarrorp| when he asked him why’ we did not weigh 
once in ten years if once in four years gave a better advantage 
to the Government than once a year. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1880—I may miss the year, but about that 
time—the total appropriation for postal service was about 
$40,000,000. It is more than five times that now. Will the gen- 
tleman contend that all of the theories upon which all of the 
laws of 1880 were made shall be considered forever, regardless 
of the changed conditions? I repeat my suggestion that, taking 
these three factors together, the annual increase in pay for 
transportation of the mails will amount to less than one-fifth 
of what these men predict. They lay much stress upon the addi- 


tional expense incident to the weighing itself, separated from | Red 
| Bede 
} Bell, Ga, 


the pay, once in a year instead of once in four. But once in a 
year for 35 days is two-thirds less expense than 105 days—35 
is just one-third of 105. 

You can not get any pencil that is manufactured nor any 
paper from the paper trust upon which either one of these self- 
appointed statisticians can figure out additional expense of half 
a million dollars within the four-year period, expense solely 
based upon the weighing itself. More than that, Mr. Speaker, 
it is stated by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General—I think 
it was—in the hearings of the Senate committee, that when 
you have this system worked down to its bearings by an annual 
weighing with expert weighers that are equipped and with more 
complete skill and experience, you will thereby effect great sav- 
ing in the management of that service as well as a saving for 
the Government from the disadvantage of this possible shuttle- 
cocking and padding of the mails. Gentlemen make much ado 
about the possibility of a railroad company getting more in a 
period of one year’s weighing than a four-year period. But I 
repeat the question asked of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
STaFrorD] by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scort], that, not 
once in ten years, but why weigh at all? And I venture, if 
there were a proposition before this House now to compel the 
railroads to carry the mail for nothing, that proposition would 
receive the vote and support of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
MURDOCK]. 

Mr. MURDOOK, 
just for a minute? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Then I have, at least, one hope for the 
redemption of the gentleman from his Don Quixoteism. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Let me say just a word. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I decline to yield further. I am in- 
clined to think the less the gentleman says the better for his 
own good. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are men who will be much 
pleased to “put the gaff” into the railroads, as the saying is. 
They would like to see them thwarted at every point. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. StTarrorD] wants to ingraft 
the theory which his fertile brain has woven into the law- 
makers of 1873 and have it adopted now as the policy forever 
of this Government. But if these roads actually perform the 
service, if the volume of mail actually increases honestly and 
honorably, then they are entitled to their fair proportion of the 
rate of pay, based upon the increased business which they have 
performed. Now, I give it as my opinion against those gentle- 
men that there was not any theory formulated in 1873 as the 
basis of continuing this policy forever. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All time has expired. The motion is to suspend the rules, re- 
cede from the disagreement to the Senate amendment, and con- 
cur in the same. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
nyes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MOON of ‘Tennessee, 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


Not at all. Will you let me interrupt you 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 


gentleman 





The question was taken, and there were—yeas 94, n: 
answered “ present” 10, not voting 96, as follows: 


Alexander, N. Y. 
Ames 

Anthony 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 

Bates 

Beale, Pa. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bingham 


| Bonynge 
| Boutell 


srownlow 
Burke 
Burleigh 


| Burton, Del, 


Capron 


|; Chaney 
the very heart of the argument of the gentleman from Wiscon- | 


Cole 

Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa, 
Coudrey 
Crumpacker 
Currier 


Acheson 

Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo, 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Barclay 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex, 


Booher 
Bowers 
Boyd 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Ohio 
Byrd 

Calder 
Campbell 
Candler 
Carlin 
Carter 

Cary 
Caulfield 
Chapman 
Clark, Fla, 
Clark, Mo, 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox, Ind. 
Crawford 
Cushman 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 

De Armond 


Butler 
Craig 
Goulden 


Allen 
Andrus 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bennett, Ky. 
Birdsall 
Bradley 
Brumm 
Calderhead 
Caldwell 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Conner 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Davey, La. 
Draper 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga, 
Fairchild 
Flood 
Fordney 
Fornes 
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YEAS—94. 


Dalzell 
Dawes 

Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 

Ellis, Oreg. 
Engiebright 
Fassett 

Focht 

Foster, Ind, 
Foulkrod 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Goebel 
Graham 
Greene - 
Hawley 
Hayes 

Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn 
Holliday 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, W. Va. 


Huff 

Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Landis 
Langley 
Lawrence 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McKinley, Ill. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
MeMillan 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Needham 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, S. Dak. 


NAYS—187. 


Denver 
Dixon 
Driscoll 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellerbe 

Ellis, Mo. 
Esch 

Favrot 
Ferris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Foss 

Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Garner 
Garrett 

Gill 

Gillespie 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Granger 
Gregg 
Hackney 
Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Haugen 

Hay 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 


Houston 
Howard 
Howland 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Knapp 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Laning 
Lenahan 
Lindbergh 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McGuire 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinney 
McLain 


May 


99 


“0, 


iy 187, 


Payne 
Pearre 
Roberts 
Rodenber 
Sherman 
Smith, Ca! 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Sterling 
Stevens, } 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wood 
Young 


Parsons 
Patterson 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pou 

Pray 
Prince 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rotherme! 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo 
Russell, ‘Tex. 
Sabath 
Scott 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mo. 


McLaughlin, Mich.Sparkman 


Macon 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex, 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 
O'Connell 
Padgett 
Page 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—10. 


Haggott 
Harrison 
Johnson 8. C. 


Lamb 
Lever 
Sheppard 


NOT VOTING—96. 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gillett 

Godwin 

Graff 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 

Hale 
Hammond 
Harding 
Haskins 

Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
go W. Va, 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 
James, Addison D. 
James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Kitchin,Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knopf 


So the motion was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. TA.porrt, 


Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo, 
Lassiter 
Law 
Leake 

Lee 
Legare 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
MeMorran 
Madden 
Marshall 
Mondell 
Mudd 

Nye 
Peters 
Porter 


Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala 
Thomas N.C, 
Tou Vell 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Woodyard 


, lil. 
la. 


Talbott 


Powers 
Pratt 

Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Ryan 
Sauade 
Shackl« 
Slemp 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, |! 
Stepher 
Tawne 
Thomas, ' ) 
Tirrell — 
Townsend | 
Underwood 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 


lex. 








yNrY with Mr. WILLetTT. 
ru of Michigan with Mr. Srernens of Texas, 


uN with Mr. RHINOCK, 
\ pEN With Mr. Ret. 
<KINS With Mr. LEGARE. 
\ir. Hlowetn of New Jersey with Mr. LEAKE, 
Mf \rr with Mr. Ouvrre M. JAMES. 
M :pNEY With Mr. HACKETT. 
M \PER with Mr. CRAVENS. 
Vr. RANNON With Mr. HAMMOND. 
Mr cxs of New York with Mr. Rrorpan, 
M \skINS with Mr. Lamp (until 7.30 p. m.). 
Mr. Gitcert with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
] session : 
Mr \pLEY with Mr. GOuULDEN, 
‘) s vote: 
Mr. Anprus with Mr. Lioyp. 
Mi wp with Mr. CRAIa. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman from New | 
Yor ir. DwicHtT] vote? 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. He did not. 
Mr. HARRISON. I voted ‘“‘no.” I would like to withdraw 
my vote and answer “ present.” 
The name of Mr. Harrison was called and he answered | 
The result of the vote was then announced as above re- | 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I move to suspend the rules and recede | 
from disagreement, and concur in Senate amendments 76 | 


, on 


tt. 

MOON of Tennessee. I demand a second. 
» SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OLMSTED), 
rt the amendments. 

rk read as follows: 
Amendment 22, line 24, strike out “three million five” 


om 
f r million six.” 
I strike out lines 12 to 15, inclusive, and insert: 
Pre ed, That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to | 
» for ocean mail service under the act of March 3, 1891, | 
of the second class on routes to South America, to the 
to Japan, to China, and to Australasia, 4,000 miles or | 
ength, outward voyage, at a rate per mile not exceeding the 
able to vessels of the first class as provided in said act, 
ssels of the third class on said routes at a rate per mile | 
the rate applicable to vessels of the second class as 
said act: Provided, That if no contract is made under 
| of this act for a line of ships between a port on | 
\tlantic coast south of Cape Charles and South American ports, 
Vostmaster-General shall, provided two or more lines are estab- | 
] 1 North Atlantic ports, require that one of said lines shall, 
n ea outward and homeward voyage, touch at at least two ports 
Atlantic coast south of Cape Charles, regard being had in the 

ion of such ports of call to geographical location and to the 
me of the export and import business of the ports so selected: 
provided further, That the total expenditure of foreign mail serv- | 
nh any one year shall not exceed the estimated revenue therefrom | 
{ eal 


Mr 
T) 


The Clerk will 


76, page and 


exceeding 





. MOON of Tennessee. 
SPEAKER 


I demand a second. 
pro tempore. Under the rule a second is 
Under the agreement, by unanimous consent, the gen- 
man from Indiana is entitled to forty minutes and the gentle- 
ii from Tennessee to forty minutes. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, [ shall not undertake to | 
idd much to what I said on yesterday with respect to these two 
endments providing for additional ocean service. There is 
i0 change of principle with respect to the ocean-mail act of 
March 3, 1891. There is a change by the proposed amendment 
pay to the second and third class vessels described | 
They are now paid $2 a mile, outgoing, upon ves- | 
at a speed less than 20 knots and more than 16 knots, 
here they ply under 16 knots and over 14 knots an 
amendment limits this increased rate of pay to ves- 
: ¢ the mail upon routes in excess of 4,000 miles from | 
ct tes ports to ports in South America, Australasia, 
H wall, China, the Philippines, and Japan. 
der the law as it exists to-day there are six contracts, 
f which is at above the 20-knot an hour or $4 out- 
rd e rate of pay. The others are second and third 
aS Vi 8; but they gono farther in their travel under their 
n across the Atlantic or to Cuba and South Amer- 
upon the Caribbean Sea. The limitation, therefore, | 
eased rate proposed by this amendment will permit 
cts to points on routes more than 4,000 miles 
to those countries with whom we are seeking 
nd urgently new and more friendly relations in 
t rica and in the Orient. The reason for the increased 
id and third class vessels is that we have been un- 
re ship companies owning vessels of this type to 
contracts at this rate. 


[ rate of 


in | 
so | 


eiter 


ti We have no direct communt- | 
AtiOn 


\merican bottoms with either of these countries at 
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a distance in excess of 4,000 miles. It is believed that by the 
stimulus which will be given by the increased rate of pay we 
will be able to seeure contracts with these South American 
and oriental ports which will inure to the advantage of our 


people. 
We have carried annually the same appropriation to pay con- 


tracts for ocean mail service under the law of 1891. This in- 
crease of $1,100,000 is an increase of facilities in the ocean 
mail service. This very bill carries $1,185,000 for increased 
pay alone of the letter carriers of the $1,100 grade. That 


amendment is to increase the efficiency of that service. That is 
$85,000 more than is proposed by this amendment to increase 
the efficiency of all the ocean mail service. If*Members of this 
House “stick in the bark” because they are not in favor of in- 
creasing the ocean mail service, how can you justify the claim 
that you favor increasing the efficiency of the mail service by 
your vote for increased pay to the letter carriers in the $1,100 
grade and oppose the effort to increase the ocean mail service? 
We will be able, if once we get in proper communication with 


| these new countries, to not only enlarge the equipment by way 
| of naval auxiliaries for the support of the Navy, but our trade 


relations and communication directly with those people will be 
greatly improved. 

The revenue from the ocean mail service last year was 
$6,600,000. The expense for the same service, exclusive of what- 
ever expense there may be in transporting this mail to the sea- 
was $2,900,000. The difference between those two figures 
is $3,500,000 as a profit. The proposition of this amendment in 
this last proviso is to utilize the profit upon the ocean mail 
service, not counting the expense of the service to the seaboard, 
in the improvement of the ocean mail service. Can there be any 
legitimate criticism of an effort to enlarge our trade relations 
abroad, to facilitate a new auxiliary force for the Navy, to es- 
tablish direct communication between our people and South 
American and oriental ports, if we enlarge that service upon the 
profits of the ocean mail service? 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the word “subsidy” will be rung in this 


| Chamber by every gentleman who opposes this proposition. I 


eall the attention of the superconscious individuals who are 
afraid of that word to the fact that this post-office appropria- 
tion bill is full of subsidies. Then have the manhood to vote 
against all of it! Our income to-day from the revenue on 
second-class matter, carried as such for the aid of newspapers, 
which are prompting many Members to fly away from this 
word “subsidy,” is 1 cent a pound. The weighing of the mails, 
the counting of pieces, the ascertainment of the important sta- 
tistics authorized by the six months’ period ended December 31 
last, is now with the Public Printer, and will be made public 
as soon as proof can be read and the report made official. I 
ask every opponent of this proposition for ocean mail service 
who is afraid of the word “‘subsidy” to note the prediction, 
that I venture he will find that the second-cl matter of 
mail upon which the Government receives but 1 cent a pound 
costs the Government now in excess of 6 cents a pound. 

What is the difference between these amounts? The rural 
delivery service to-day nets in dollars and cents a deficiency 
of approximately $10,000,000. What do you call it? 
both of those provisions. The rural delivery service worth 
all it costs and more, whether it is a subsidy or a profit, but 
you can not get away from the fact that both those differences 
between the expense and the receipts must be known technically 
as subsidies. 

The first, third, and fourth class matter of mail render a net 
profit to the Government, the second-class matter of mail ren- 
ders a loss to the Government. The rural delivery service ren- 
ders a loss to the Government, a deficit annually on the entire 
service. But we are afraid of the word when it 
comes to the enlargement of the ocean That is 
what this bill does and no more. 

I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I discussed the fea- 
tures of this bill very briefly yesterday. I have no disposition 
to go over the argument presented in that short time. But I 


‘ 


iss 


I approve 


IS 


* subsidy ” 


mail service, 


| want to state this to the House, which I did not say yesterday, 


that when this whole question is reduced to its last analysis 


| it is one of the simplest propositions possible. 


We are paying to-day $4 per mile for first-class vessels, $2 per 
mile for second class, $1 per mile for third class, and 66% cents 
a mile for fourth class. This proposition is simply to double 
the pay of the second and third classes, and I defy any man 
to find one iota of proof that will justify it. It is a practical 


| donation to ships of that class of this much money, and that 


is all it is. To my mind it is a simple question of honesty or 
dishonesty in the administration of puble affars. It is not « 
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tended by the Post-Office 
facility, except incidentally. 

The whole argument in attempting to force this rider upon 
the appropriation bill will be that it will be an auxiliary to the 


Department that this is a mail 


of no service in that respect. 
mails under the oceanic act—and we have no evidence that there 
is any more demand for carrying than is already complied 
with—is $181,000 a year. You want to revamp some second 
and third class vessels, put them up to the price of first-class 
vessels, and donate $1,100,000, 


$4,000,000 per annum, for the act provides that you may con 
tract to the extent of the profits earned by the ocean mail 
service, which in gross figures would be about $3,400,000. 

I do not desire to take any more time, and I yield to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STarrorp] five minutes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, this proposition, so far as it 
applies to the oriental oceanic trade, is exclusively a subsidy 
proposition. It can not be defended on the ground that there 
are not adequate mail facilities at the present time, for the 
meager hearings had before the post-oflice committee disclosed 
the fact that adequate mail service on fast steamers leaving 


Vancouver and American ports, with frequent sailings for the | 


Orient, was now being had that would not be increased if this 
bill were enacted into law. 

Last year this House by a close vote passed the so-called 
“ Littauer bill.” Although the amounts provided in that bill were 
in stated aggregate amounts for each line, under this bill they 
not only equal these sums, but in some instances surpass them. 
And in addition there is that provision in the Senate amend- 
ment different from that in the House bill that was voted down 
in the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, for the House 
bill was limited entirely to second-class steamers that were to 
receive the pay of first-class steamers, as provided in the act of 
March 38, 1891, whereas the Senate amendment 
doubles the pay of the third-class steamers and gives them the 
compensation now paid to second-class steamers. 

Under the House bill, which extended to second-class steam- 


ers only, there would have been expended when applied to all | 


the lines the total amount of $3,610,240. 
justification is there, except on the ground of subsidy, for pay- 


ing gratuities to steamship companies when there is adequate | 


mail facilities to the Orient and when there is adequate freight 
facilities for the oriental trade? 
when you vote $1,710,000 for lines to China and the Orient and 
over $600,000 additional for the line to Australia? It can not 
be defended on the ground that additional facilities are needed 
so far as the mails or freight carriage is concerned. 

It comes down in its last analysis, as far as mail and ship- 
ping facilities are concerned, to the question of subsidy, be- 
cause if the service to-day exists, I ask why should we pay 
out the enormotis amount of over $2,300,000 in developing that 
which we have no assurance will be continued, when a like 
service is being maintained by subsidies and gratuities paid 
by other governments? Shall we inaugurate that policy set 
out in this bill 
which only travel at the rate of 14 knots an hour? 


of voting millions and millions of dollars to some special in- 


burden to 
in carrying 


same service 
them, from 
facilities? 

I can not justify a vote for subsidies unless there is no ade- 
quate service with those countries. I stand ready to vote a 
subsidy for the establishment of mail facilities on the Atlantic 
between New York and South American ports because there 
are no adequate mail facilities to those points and no adequate 
connections for dispatching our mails. But where we have 
adequate facilities, as on the Pacific, furnished, it is true, by 
other governments, what justification can we have except the 
sentimental reason of seeing the American flag fiying on the 
ocean, in voting the immense amount of millions and millions 
of dollars when that service is already in existence? And so, 
Mr. Speaker, I am going to vote against this amendment because 
we have no opportunity here to vote separately on the individual 
proposition of whether a line to South America shall be estab- 
lished, but are obliged to accept all or nothing, and therefore I 
am going to vote against concurrence. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five 
minutés to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Smarr]. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I shall not repeat what I said on 


through subsidies and as a 
we are receiving the benefits 


to-day 
which 
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| year shall not exceed the estimated revenue therefrom f. 
American fleet, and any man of common sense knows that it is | 
The cost now of carrying our | 


| the profits at least of the ocean mail service. 


And then, too, under the terms | 
of this act you might enter into a contract for ten years, in view | 
of the act of Congress of which this is amendatory, and place | 
the burden upon this Government of a subsidy of practically | 


| the seaboard originates at interior points, and 
| Which we pay for bringing this mail to the seaboard, which 


| sideration. 
| ocean 


| ment connected with the carrying of mail from the interior 
| points to the seaboard considered. 


increases and | 


I ask this House what | 





providing subsidies for third-class steamers | 
Shall we | 
inaugurate the policy that we shall go on this wholesale cruise | 


‘| the purpose its friends intend. 
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= v0, 


May 


—— 


yesterday, but I desire to advert to one provision in this a:engq. 
ment. The last part of the amendment contains this privy jgy- 
That the total expenditure for foreign mail service in any oye 
that 
year. 

It is suggested that the profit on the entire ocean mail seryieo 
at this time is about three and one-half million dollars, ayq j 
is said by advocates of this amendment that we ought to spend 
As to that 
tend that the profits are not three and a half million dol! 
any such sum asthat. In the first place, in arriving at th 
the advocates have taken the amount paid for ocea) y,)j) 
service and have deducted that from the amount receive: froy 
ocean postage. But I call attention of gentlemen to the fae 


] con- 
S hor 


t Sum 


| that they have not taken into consideration the cost of carrying 
| the mail from the interior points to the seaboard. 


It is a fact that the great bulk of the mail which go: 
the 


from 


tnount 


in the aggregate amounts to a large sum, is not taken into con. 
Neither is the cost of the administration of the 
service nor the cost of administration of the [Depart 


If these two items were 
calculated, and were added to the gross amount paid for the 
ecean mail service, and then the deduction should be made 


| from the amount received from the ocean mail post:ce, in- 


stead of being three and a half millions, it would be less than 
$2,000,000. Again, I say, that if we are to take the protit from 
the administration of any part of the post-office service and 
devote that profit to subsidies for the maintenance of ships 


| upon the ocean, we might as well take the profits from th 


administration of other parts of the service, and the result 


| would be to increase the already large deficit in the Post-Offic 


Department. So this provision is abortive, does not acco 
plish the result, and there is no profit of consequence to be ex 
pended for subsidies. 

I would call the attention of gentlemen to one other provision 
of the original law of March 3, 1891, which it is now sought t 
amend. The first section of that act contains this provision: 

The Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and empowered to ent 
into contracts for a term not less than five nor more than ten 
duration. 

That provision is not changed by this amendment which is 
under consideration. Therefore, if we adopt this amendment 


ears il 


| here, the Postmaster-General can not enter into a contract for 
Can you defend your action | 


less than five years, while the proviso says that no greate 


| amount shall be expended in any one year than is estimated for 


the profits or gross receipts for the current year. The two )ro- 
visions are inconsistent. They are impossible of applicatio: 
Therefore this proviso, which has induced some Members | 
favor this amendment, is without merit and falls to the ground 
I desired to present this view by way of supplementing the ar 
gument which has been made by the chairman of the comittee 
and by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp], wlio lis 
given this subject careful study, and to emphasize the fact that 
this is not only a subsidy under a new guise, placing a lew 
burden upon the adminigtration of the Post-Office Departnen' 
increasing our already large deficit, but in addition tv show 
that this proviso by which it is sought to gain favor wit! Me 

bers who would not otherwise be favorable to the sulsidizins 


| of American ships through the Post-Office Department 
terest when perchance other governments are furnishing that | 


them that this proviso is without merit and will not a 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I yield five p 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gorse]. 

Mr. GOEBEL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from JT 
[Mr. Moon]. has contented himself with the simple + 
that this doubles the pay of the second and third cla»: 
sels under the act of 1891. That is true, but there is ! 
that. The act of 1891 has been in force for sevent: 
During all that time the Post-Office Department has be: 


| unable to carry out the provisions of that act relating |) 


and third class vessels. To-day we are confronted 
proposition as to whether we shall continue to carry) 


| in foreign vessels or whether we shall carry the mail | 


can: vessels under the American flag. 
publican side.] 

All that it is proposed to do by this amendment is to 
the rate from $2 to $4 and from $1 to $2 in the he 
in the hope, Mr. Speaker—that we may find Amer! 
prise and American capital that is willing to inve 
construction of new ships and thereby aid our Gove! 
the administration of the Post-Office Department |) 


[Applause on 











an = 


nail carried in American vessels. It is not a subsidy. It 
: intended as a subsidy. Who will contend that the original 
: a subsidy? If that act is not a subsidy, then any amend- 
which simply increases the rate can not make it a sub- 
It is hoped that our people will have from thirty to 
millions of dollars invested in new vessels that will carry 
mail Is that an objection? The original act provides 
must be American ships, built in America, manned by 
icans, and carrying the American flag. 
‘ho is opposed to that proposition? Are you willing that 
imails shall be carried in foreign vessels? Ah, my friend 
Wisconsin [Mr. Srarrorp] contents himself with the fact 
we have atzaple facilities at present. So we have, but all 
oreign vessels, for which we are paying a subvention to for- 
ountries. Are we not big enough and rich enough to carry 
r own ships the American mail? Are we to depend upon 


foreign vessels and pay to foreign countries the expense for | 


ng the mail? 

| ‘ted. 
from that service. Let me say to you, Mr. Speaker, 

last year our net profits from ocean mail service were 
$3,600,000, It is proposed to take this amount to improve this 


Mr. Speaker, in this measure we are fully 


ir. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. OtmstTep]. The gentle- 
n ; time has expired. He has no time to yield. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 
ge man from California, Mr. Kann, 

Mr. KAHN. 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads that no 


new principle is involved in this item. It is simply a measure 
to increase the pay for services rendered. We, on the Pacific 
coast, have had an experience under the existing law which is 
exceedingly interesting. Prior to 1900 the Oceanic Steamship 
Company had formed a combination with a shipping firm in 
Australia whereby an English ship of 3,000 tons register 


sailed in conjunction with two American ships of 3,000 tons 
register and gave a monthly service to the Antipodes. About 
1900 the officers of the Oceanic Steamship Company entered 


to a contract with the Government of the United States to | 


carry the mails on second-class ships to New Zealand and Aus- 
tralia. This is now known as “ ocean mail service number 75.” 
The Oceanic Steamship Company built three ships, the Sonoma, 
the Sierra, and the Ventura, under that contract. 
of 6,000 tons burden and were among the finest ships floating 
on the Pacifie Ocean. Under the terms of the contract they 
had to make 16 knots an hour. The old ships made but 12 or 
14 knots an hour. 

The company continued the service for some six years, and 
during that time, by reason of the fact that the pay was entirely 
inadequate, it fell into debt to the extent of over $2,000,000, 
although, under the conditions that prevailed when they had 
only the 3,000-ton ships and they were not under contract with 
the Government, they had been making money. The managers 
of the Oceanie Steamship Company, realizing that they were 
losing this enormous amount, served notice on the Government 
that unless the pay could be increased they would have to give 


up the contract—that they would have to tie up their vessels. | 


And, as a matter of fact, something over a year ago they did 
withdraw those magnificent ships from that service. They are 
no longer running to Australia. They are no longer running 
to New Zealand. They are tied up in the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco; and unless relief be given they will not again float the 


An erican flag. If no relief be given, it will be only a matter 
of a short time before this company will have to go into liquida- 
tio And when that happens the rising sun flag of Japan is 


apt to float from the masthead of those three magnificent 
Vesse's, 

Is there any gentleman on the floor of this House who wants 
to see that condition brought about? Is there any gentleman 
on this floor who wants to see these three ships that employ 
American officers and American sailors, that have a monthly 


Pay roll of $6,540, as against a monthly pay roll of $2,500 of 
Vessels of equal burden under the Japanese flag? I say, does 


ily centleman on this floor want to see the Stars and Stripes 

down from those vessels, and in the stead of Old Glory 
the flag of Japan float from their mastheads? This is 
hot talk. In discussing a measure of this kind a little over 
ago I warned the House at that time that unless relief 


iven these vessels would be withdrawn from the Aus- 
tra in trade; that they would be withdrawn from that run, 
and t our letters and newspapers would have to be carried 
on gn ships to Australia and to New Zealand. At that 
he any Members of this House thought that it was only a 
yiue 


ud they openly declared so. 


It was only a month after 





It provides that the contracts shall not exceed the | 








Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the | 
|} at a cost of $333,000 per year. 
Mr. Speaker, it has been well said by the chair- | 


| 
They were | 
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Congress adjourned when those vessels were tied up, just as I 
had predicted. And they have been tied up ever since, because 
it was impossible, with the $2 per mile pay allowed under the 
act of March 3, 1891, for the management of that company to 
continue them in the service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] five minutes of my time, and 
at the request of Mr. Lioyp five minutes of his time. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, there are Republican 
Members here, and Democratic Members as well, I believe, who 
are willing to vote liberal pay for the establishment of mail 
lines to South America. Exceptional conditions exist in that 
direction, partly because of the absence of any adequate pro- 
vision at present, barring ports on the Caribbean Sea, and also 
because of the close political and commercial relations which 
are coming to exist between North and South America. I say 
this with the reservation that any contract should be very care- 
fully guarded and that it should not be a subsidy in disguise. 
I can not believe that the same conditions exist for the trans- 
*acific routes, save possibly in the case of Australia. Mail 
communication and freight communication can be supplied 
there, with the possible exception that I have named. 

Now, let us notice a little the comparative expense as appears 
in the discussion before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. There is at present a Japanese line from Puget Sound, 
This proposed line under the 
American flag would cost $777,000. There is a line from Frisco 
to the Orient on which the payments are $500,000 a year. The 
cost of the proposed American line would be $932,000 to Manila. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Does not the gentleman think 
that the American flag flying over the vessel and American capi- 
tal put in it would have some tendency at least to advance 
American trade? [Applause.] 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I yield to no one in my spirit of 
patriotism, but will the gentleman for a minute consider—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. As a commercial question. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I must remind the gentleman that I 
have but five minutes and can not yield further. I have been 
ambitious of late to finish one paragraph, or at least one sen- 
tence, without interruption. 

Two gentlemen have spoken of the desirability of carrying our 
mails under the American flag. Would you abandon the pa- 
tronage of the Italian lines, the Spanish lines, the French lines, 
the German, Danish, and the British lines, connecting with coun- 
tries to which the great bulk of our exports is sent, and substi- 
tute in all our communications with Europe American bottoms 
at an expense probably twice as great? If you are going to 
adopt that principle, let us for the moment consider just how 
far we will go. I congratulate the country that there is a very 
wide difference between the bills which have been brought in here 
recently and those of former years. Ten years ago there were 
provisions in a bill which was introduced giving a tonnage 
subsidy for speed and for the amount of freight capacity on a 
mileage basis, sail and steam alike. Figures were presented 
to show that on some routes boats might run without any cargo 
at all and make a profitable voyage on that subsidy. 

I believe that idea has been entirely abandoned, and I am 
very glad of it, for you can not point to an instance in any 
country where a healthy, permanent merchant marine has been 
built up by subsidies granted in accordance with the principles 
of that measure. It may be claimed that such subsidies have 
succeeded, but they have done nothing of the kind. It is true 
that, beginning about seventy years ago, England began to pay 
liberal sums for mail communication. The prompt transmission 
of letters or correspondence—and, incidentally, the ready car- 
riage of freight—was thought to be essential for the promotion 
of commerce. The commercial supremacy of that country was 
regarded an object to be highly prized, and, beginning about 
the time of the organization of the Cunard Line, large payments 
were made for the carrying of mails to America and to different 
parts of the world. Germany has taken up this policy. Both 
countries make certain additional payments on condition that 
the boats will be available as auxiliary ships in case of war, but 
it is not correct to call either by the name of “subsidy.” Wher- 
ever we do not have access, the same course may be a salutary 
one for us, but it is not good policy for us to pay unnecessary 
and extravagant sums for carrying mail anywhere—at any rate, 
where routes already exist. 

I tried to point out here a little more than a year ago that 
there is no analogy between a protective tariff and the pro- 
posed subsidies to ships. You can build a wall around a coun- 
try, you can adopt a domestic policy which will exclude the 
products of other countries and foster home manufactures, be- 


The time of the gentleman has 
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cause it is in a territory over which you have control; but 
nobody has control over the ocean. The high seas are a com- 
mon highway for the commerce of the whole world. 
can be 
vail. Who are the fittest? 
for the sea, the greatest skill in seamanship, those who can build 
and operate ships most cheaply. 
bound to prevail. What are some of the reasons why we have 
not assumed a more important position on the sea? Because 
of the unlimited opportunities for investment on land, because 
of the billions of dollars in mines, in factories, in farms, and 
all those investments which belong to a developing 
country with unparalleled opportunities for profit. When these 
are exploited, perhaps we will take up the sea. 

I want to say just one word about so-called “ mail subsidies.” 
The gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Overstreet] said this mail 
bill contains other subsidies. Well, if it does, let us put them 
out. [Applause.] I have voted here fourteen 
would more time if I had the opportunity—against the 
special mail payment to certain railroad lines. I have spoken 
here twice against the special privileges given to second-class 
matter. Subsidy or special privilege always inures to the ben 
efit of the strong and operates to the disadvantage of the weak. 


yarious 


one 


They are always taken advantage of by all those who are ready | 


to resort to unfair or unjust methods. No gain can come to the 
average citizen by the granting of any special privilege, and 


Fea, 
all times. [Applause.] 

I yield the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpurey]. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
much surprised at the remarks made by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
would be paid under this bill as compared to the subsidy paid 
to the Japanese ships running from Puget Sound. 
anese ships that run from Puget Sound are old, small, and slow 
vessels that make, perhaps, one trip per month. They have just 
American 


been voted $327,000 in gold by their own country. 
vessels, under this bill, that would make a trip every fifteen 
days, according to the figures by the Commissioner of Naviga- | 
tion, would amount to about $400,000 a year, as I remember. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
tion? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
to me. 

These are the figures, I will say to the gentleman, that the 
Commissioner of Navigation, as I am informed and other gen- 
tleman, submitted to me. So that instead of being double the 
amount, it would be very much less than what is paid to the 
Japanese line. 

Since we defeated in the last Congress the ocean-mail bill, 
eight out of the fifteen vessels upon the Pacific Ocean 
disappeared, and we are to-day paying foreign vessels 


Will the gentleman yield to a ques- 


No; you would not yield 


for 


a slower and inferior service practically the same amount of | 


money for carrying the mail that we would have to pay Ameri- 
can vessels carrying it under this bill. 
publican side.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. I challenge that statement. 
borne out by the facts. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
gentleman, 

Now, there is another side to this question to which I desire 
to call attention, 
great battle-ship fleet, and my people, with the enthusiasm 
and patriotism of American citizens are welcoming it, but are 
humiliated by the fact that those battle ships were compelled 
to employ foreign vessels to assist them to reach that port, and 
that they can not leave it except with the assistance of foreign 
vessels. Of what use, after all, are our battle ships in time of 
necessity ? 
neither guns nor ammunition. 
we are compelled to employ foreign vessels to send our mail, 
supplies, and ammunition to the Philippines. Only a few days 
ago this Government made a contract to send its ammunition 
to the Philippines in a Japanese vessel. 

Within the last 
foreign vessels to carry our soldiers down to Cuba. To-day, 
while we have a naval station on the island of Samoa, we can 
not communicate with it except by foreign vessels. We 
compelled to send the mail to our soldiers in our own territory 
fa foreign Upon the Pacific Ocean there is to-day a 


It can not be 


I do not yield to the 


vessels, 
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In the long run they will be | 


| tion of forty new vessels in American yards. 


times—and | 


in regard to the amount of subsidy that | 


These Jap- | 


have | 


[Applause on the Re- | 


In Seattle to-day we are entertaining the | 


are | 


| ish enough to play. 





| returns for service in carrying the mail. 
few weeks we were compelled to employ | 


23, 


May 


combination of foreign vessels that have raised the freight rate 


| upon that ocean more than 400 per cent within the last two 
No walls | 


built around them, and there the fittest is bound to pre- | 
‘Those who have the greatest taste | 


years. A copy of their agreement is printed in the Concres- 
SIONAL Recorp, if anyone desires to see it. To-day there is ; 
combination of foreign vessels on the Atlantic between this 
country and Europe that has raised freight rates 30 per ce 
within the last year. 

There is a combination of foreign vessels between this cov 
try and South America that charges the highest freight rate 
the world; and to-day an American merchant has to pay dou! 
the freight upon slow and inferior vessels upon the same arti 
for the same distance that the European merchant has to pay 
send to the same port in South America. 

Now, if we were to pass this bill, it would cause the construc- 
It would give em- 
ployment to 150,000 men and pay them a quarter of a millio: 
dollars in wages each day. If we were to pass this bill, 
would give us an auxiliary for our Navy and transports for t 
Army, and would enable us to carry our mails under our 0) 
flag for the same price that we are now paying foreign vess 
to do it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield three minutes to the gentlem 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on yesterd 
I voted against the conference report upon this proposition. To 


| day I have voted in favor of each of its features that have been 
whether the subsidy be to the iron rails or to the ships on the | 


[I am ready, for one, to stand here against the principle at | 


already presented to the House, and, unless some reasons to 
the contrary stronger than those to which I have listened shal! 
be given, I expect to vote to-day in favor of the remaining fea 
ture, the proposition now presented [applause], and I have 
not changed my mind upon this question. I did not vote for 
this yesterday for the simple reason that I was then unable to 


| obtain that accurate information about what was proposed that 


I thought was due to the people of my district before I could 
vote upon it. The time which, under present conditions, was 
permitted to the chairman of the committee to explain this 
matter is so short that it would not have been possible for him 
to make that explanation at all full or complete, at least not 
such an explanation as seemed necessary to me before I could 
act intelligently. 

For those conditions neither he nor this side of the House 
responsible—conditions under which a provision of the Consti 
tution that was intended to enable a constituent to know how 
his representative was discharging his trust has been degraded 
into part of the performance of a silly game of roll call, at which 
no one outside of the House of Representatives would be child 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican 


is 


side. | 

This question, familiar as it may be elsewhere in the country, 
is not one on which the people of my district have arrive) at 
any definite conclusion, having no direct interest in it. There 
fore I felt it incumbent upon me, in determining what I believe 


| should and would be their views as well as my own, to ascertain 
| as well as I could the exact nature of this proposition. 


I could not find it stated in the report. I could not find it 
stated In the statement accompanying that report. That is not 
to be criticised, because amendments proposed are not ordin: 
set forth in the report or statement. They refer to the | 
After several efforts I was unable to procure a copy of th 
containing the Senate amendment, which would show defin 
and accurately this proposition for ocean mail service. ‘1 
fore I felt not only warranted but constrained on yesterd:) 
vote “no” on the proposition, believing that if it shou! 
adopted, my vote would have done no harm, and that 
happened, it was defeated, time and opportunity would be 
me to obtain the desired information. It has so turned 
because to-day reason has temporarily resumed its sw: 
the other side of the House, and we have by unanimou: 
sent exchanged a time-wasting and worthless roll ca! 
twenty minutes of intelligent, useful discussion. That d 
sion and the examination I have had an opportunity to 
justify me in casting a vote for this proposition, which 


| sure will merit and receive the approval of my constituen 
They are to-day practically as helpless asif they had | 
To-day upon the Pacific Ocean | 


regret I have not time to state my reasons here. [App!: 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield two minutes to the gent! 
from New York [Mr. Warpo]. 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, this is not in any proper 
what is called a “subsidy.” It proposes merely to pay |) 
There is no J: 
this country that furnishes more to the profit of the 
service than the great city of New York. It desires comm! 
tion for its merchants and manufacturers with all parts « 
world; such communication it has not to-day. Its present 
munication with South America, if it is desired to be quic! 
certain, is by way of Europe, and not directly south, 

















casionally, and then with a loss of time on freight, and | 
iften a loss with the mail. And so to-day -we have to send 
ails and most of our passengers by way of Europe to 
any part of South America. It seems to me that the | 
‘ emen on the other side, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 
x], in the river and harbor bill last year, granted a sub- 
if from $10,000,000 to $15,000,000 to foreign vessels in the | 
ing of the harbors along the coasts of this country. 
rly every cent of that expenditure for any of the larger 
rs is for the benefit of foreign ships, in order that they 
make more profit on their freight money; and I have just | 
i up the vote in the Recorp, and I find that there was not | 
| 


( ian on either side in this House, including the gentleman 

f Ohio [Mr. Burton], who did not vote for that bill to grant 

sidy to foreign vessels of from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 ; 

Q yet they are not willing even to pay, for the carrying of 

1 in our own vessels, what we are paying to foreign ones; 

nd | ean not understand how any American citizen can take 
ny such position. [Applause.] 

\ir. OVERSTREET. May I inquire what time is remaining 
{ th sides? 
the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has eight min- 

remaining, and the gentleman from Tennessee seventeen. 
ir. OVERSTREET. I thought I had ten minutes. Those two 
I tes are very precious. I suggest that the gentleman from 

essee [Mr. Moon] use some of his time. 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin |[Mr. STAFFORD] two minutes, 

Mr. STAFFORD. My sole purpose in rising again is to cor- 
misapprehension and refute the statement made by the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpnurey] who has just 
spoken, when he said that we paid to-day for mail carriage on 
the Pacifie Ocean as much as we would pay under this subsidy 
bill. If he had studied the hearings, or, further, if he had made 
the barest inquiry of the Post-Office Department, he would have 
learned that for all the mail that is carried across the Pacific 
to the Orient and Australia, and from there to this country, the 
total amount we pay annually is $181,000, while under this bill, 
for second-class steamers alone, the total amount as provided 
will aggregate $2,304,600. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. How many vessels are you 
going to run to get that and how do you know they will be 
run ¢ 

Mr. STAFFORD. As to the number of vessels operated 
to-day, the Post-Office Department has not made any complaint 
that the service is not adequate, and it goes back again to the 
original proposition; and I now call upon the gentleman from 
Washington to give me his authority for the statement that we 
are paying to-day for ocean mail service to the Orient and to 
Australia as much as the amount provided in this bill, and I 
yield to the gentleman half a minute for that purpose. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will say to the gentle- 
man that I base that statement upon the fact that since the 
Oceanic mail line went out of service we have been paying to 
foreign vessels for an inferior service on old, slow vessels as 
much as we would have paid to the Oceanic line under the bill 
that was defeated. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
MOON of Tennessee. I yield one minute more to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin |Mr. STarrorp]. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to say again that if the gentleman 
had examined any of the records at all, he would have found— 
and the aceuracy of my statement is not questioned—that the 
total pay for the carriage of the mail upon all steamers to the 
Orient and to Australia and for return mail is $181,000, while 
under this bill it will be $2,300,000, which is a pure subsidy. I 
how yield back the balance of my time to the gentleman from 


rect a 


Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the 
gentioman from New York [Mr. Sutzer}. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, there is no man in this country 
more anxious and more willing to enact proper legislation to 
restore the American merchant marine than myself, but I want 
to do it honestly, I want to do it along constitutional lines, and 


I want to do it in harmony with that fundamental American 
Principle of equal rights to all and special privileges to none. 
LApplause.] 

Sir, for years I have been advocating legislation to restore 
our merchant marine, and for years the Republican majority 
in House has turned to my appeals a deaf ear. The Re- 
PptHican party is responsible for the present deplorable condi- 


ion of the merchant marine. 

1) 1896 the Republican party wrote in its national platform 
a} k to restore the American merchant marine by discrimi- 
nat duties, That meant something, but Mr. Hanna, the then 
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leader of the Republican party, came to Congress and instead 
of adhering to that plank he introduced his bill for ship sub- 


sidies, an outrageous measure. Thereupon I introduced a bill 
for discriminating duties, and the Republicans defeated it. The 


Republican party abandoned the plank of 1896 for discriminat- 
ing duties and did not have the courage to readopt it or re- 
nounce it in its platform of 1900 and ignored the matter in its 
platform of 1904. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SULZER. No; I can not yield to the gentleman now. I 
have only a few minutes. I trust the gentleman will speak in 
his own time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Republicans in Congress have been 
advocating ever since I have been here the restoration of the 
American merchant marine by ship subsidies, by gratuities, that 
rob all the people in order to foster a special industry. It 
undemocratic, unrepublican, and un-American. I am opposed 
to ship subsidies, and this proposition is a ship-subsidy meas- 
ure pure and simple. It is a little ship subsidy, it is true, and 
that is the apology its advocates make for it. It is just a 
little subsidy forsooth, but I warn the Members that it is the 
entering wedge to open the Treasury of the people, and if it is 
adopted, it means in the end a gigantic raid on the country’s 
finances, not for $3,000,000 a year, but for thirty millions, or 
forty millions, or fifty millions of dollars a year, and for years 
and years to come. This is the beginning of a_ systematic 
scheme to rob all the people for the benefit of a few, and if it 
is rushed through in the closing hours of Congress the people 
will denounce it from one end of the land to the other. I warn 
my Republican friends to go slow and be sure. 

Sir, I want to say to the Members of this House that the 
American merchant marine that my friend from Washington 
{Mr. Humpurey] regrets has disappeared has been swept off 
the high seas by Republican legislation, by Republican policies, 
and can never be restored by ship subsidies. Let us be honest 
and restore our shipping interests by repealing antagonistic Re- 
publican legislation and reenact our former navigation laws 
that gave us the finest merchant fleet in the world and made us 
in the early days of the Republic the mistress of the seas. 

If this bill should pass, it would not lay a single new keel in 
any shipyard in our country; it will not employ an idle man in 
all the land, and the men who are advocating the subsidy know 
that to be a fact. It will not build or put in commission a new 
ship; it will not put the American flag on an additional ship 
on any sea or on any ocean, and the gentlemen favoring the 
proposition can not successfully controvert the statement. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people are unalterably opposed 
to a ship-subsidy raid on the Treasury. A subsidy is a bounty, 
a bonus, a gratuity, and it never has succeeded, and it never 
wil! succeed, in accomplishing the purpose desired. All history 
proves it conclusively. Wherever and whenever it has been 
tried it has failed. In my opinion, if a subsidy bill should 
pass it would not restore our American merchant marine or 
aid materially our shipbuilding industries. It is a waste of 
time to taik about ship subsidies, and I believe every honest 
American is absolutely opposed to them. We might just 
well pass a bill to pay a subsidy to every man who grows a 
bushel of wheat, or a barrel of potatoes, or a bale of cotton, or 
who makes a wagon, or builds a locomotive, as to pay a sub- 
sidy to a man who builds a ship or sails a vessel. [Laughter 
and applause. } 

The taxpayers of our country, burdened now almost beyond 
endurance, are opposed to ship subsidies. They are opposed to 
any gift bill. They say no private business interests should be 
aided by direct grants from the Treasury. Ship subsidies are 
subversive of the eternal principles of justice and equality, 
contrary to the theory of our free institutions, of doubtful ex- 
pediency, and at war with the spirit of the Constitution. Con- 
gress has no power to subsidize any trade or any calling or 
any business on land or sea at the expense of the taxpayers of 
our country. 

Mr. Speaker, I have 
sincere friend of our 
advocate of just and 


is 


as 


always been, and always expect to be, a 
shipping industries and an enthusiastic 
proper and honest legislation that will 
build up and restore our merchant marine. I believe every 
true American desires the supremacy of American ships in our 
over-seas carrying trade, but I believe they prefer it along the 
lines of tonnage taxes in accordance with the terms of my bill 
(H. R. 18977) now pending in this House, and which the Re- 
publican leaders are opposed to reporting and passing. This 
bill of mine will restore our merchant marine in all its former 
glory and not take one dollar out of the pockets of the tax- 
payers. The people see no necessity of taking money out of 
the Treasury and paying it to the present trust owners of ships 
for doing what they are already doing; and those most con- 
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versant with the subject even go so far as to declare that this 
subsidy scheme, if enacted into law, will not lay a new keel in 
any American shipyard or secure an additional ton of freight 
of over-seas commerce. Practically every dollar granted will 
go to the ships now afloat owned by the shipping trust. 

Ship subsidies do not build ships—they create ocean-trading 
monopolies. Ship subsidies will not give workmen employment 
in. American shipyards—the money will simply go into the capa- 
cious pockets of the plutocratic beneficiaries of the shipping 
trust. Every scheme of this kind simply permits respectable 
corruption and benefits the few at the expense of the many. 
The principle of ship subsidies is inherently wrong and abso- 
lutely indefensible, and no man who understands the question 
can justify the steal in the face of the facts. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
use the balance of his time in one speech? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will use it in two. 
can use all of his time except one speech. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Frniey]. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the contention on the other side 
is that this is a mail proposition and not a ship-subsidy propo- 
sition. I do not understand how gentlemen on the other side— 
how the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads—could make this mistake. I invite him to read the hear- 
ings on what was practically this proposition, embodied in the 
bill 4068, held by subcommittee No. 4 of the Post-Office Com- 
inittee of the House. In that hearing it was admitted that the 
main purpose in securing this legislation was not to give in- 
creased mail facilities, was not to give added mail facilities as 


The gentleman 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


3) 
m=), 


May 


allowing 5 per cent for deterioration a year and 5 per cent for 
partial profits, there ought to be between thirty-five and forty 
ships created by this assistance. 

Let me point out that this is a fair chance to try the proposi.- 
tion and see if it is a subsidy or a promotion for the American 
merchant marine. If we leave it as it is, it is a subsidy; if you 
try it the other way, it may prove to be a promotion of the mer- 
chant marine. Further, I do not maintain that it will be ade- 
quate. I know that a merchant marine is so essential to the 
nations of the world that even if we secure the transportati 
to those markets, foreign nations will undercut us. 
will have to follow this up with navigation laws. 


i 


I believe we 
In fact, ¢ 


| time is coming when other governments will own transportation 


a main proposition, but to build up the American merchant | 


marine, so that the American goods could be carried to foreign 
countries in American bottoms; so that in time of war these 
ships could be used as colliers and transports for the Army. 
This was admitted by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Mr. McCleary. 

Now, as to whether it was a subsidy or not, calculate it. 
I am one of those who believe that a proposition must be 
judged by the purpose to be accomplished. What is it here? 
At present the service which is to be supplemented by the opera- 
tion of this bill costs $188,000. Under the proposed provision 
in the post-office bill the service will cost $3,600,000. So that, 


roundly speaking, there is 5 per cent of mail service to be 


accomplished by the passage of this bill and 95 per cent of sub- | 


sidy [applause] in order to build up the American merchant 
marine to carry American products to foreign countries in 
American bottoms and to provide colliers and transport for the 
Army in time of war. There is in the proposition 5 per cent 
of mail facilities and 95 per cent of subsidy provided. Not only 
is this true, but it is a subsidy without compensation to the 
Government of the United States. It is one that will not benefit 
the people of this country at all, as has been said here. The 
mail facilities should be paid for. When the Republican party 
proposes to inaugurate the ship-subsidy policy, let them come 
forward and pass a bill for that purpose, and not load down 
the postal service with it. 

I say to the Members of this House that whenever you place 
upon the postal service an unnecessary burden you cripple and 
injure the postal service to that extent. Pass this bill and the 
next time the postal employees ask additional compensation 
they will be met with the cry that there is a large posta) deficit, 
and to weigh it down with this proposition will postpone their 
just claims, to the detriment and injury of the postal service. 
Keep the postal service for one purpose, and that is the trans- 
mission and distribution of the mail. Do not lead it down with 
other propositions. Whenever you do, you get into trouble that 
you can not fathom. The American people to-day have a great 
postal service. I am proud of it. In the nine years I have been 
in Congress I have tried to make it better, and I view with 
alarm any proposition such as this to injure it. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has 
expired. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Horson]}. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some differ- 
ence of opinion as to the effect of this measure in promoting 
the merchant marine. There are certain technical phases of 
this question that I believe should be taken account of. At 
the present time the provision is essentially that of a subsidy. 
The distances to South America and to the Orient are so great 
that twenty knots is an impossible speed. A $2 rate is an im- 
possible rate. Consequently to-day there is no promotion of the 
American merchant marine. But I believe that a $4 rate would 
permit the lines to be built, and if my estimates are not wrong, 





lines and will force this form of government ownership upon us, 

Another technical point: We have had an illustration in the 
war with Spain of the expense of not having an adequate mer- 
chant marine. Talk about raiding the Treasury. The “ mos- 
quito fleet’ and those inefficient colliers are the greatest raid 
upon the Treasury since the civil war. Possession of a mer- 
chant marine would have saved us tenfold the cost of the nec- 
essary promotion. 

The transportation.in that small war was only to Cuba, and 
yet we exhausted our possibilities of expansion in auxiliaries. 
We could not buy vessels abroad and had to bring into service 
small ships poorly adapted to the transportation of coal, whic! 
to-day constitute a monument to the waste involved in attempt- 
ing to provide auxiliaries without a merchant marine. To-day 
those colliers could not transport themselves to the Philippine 
Islands or Hawaii. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. The fleet on which we have spent hundreds 
of millions would have been impotent and useless in case of 
war in the Pacific, for it could not have gone there. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran}. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, one peculiarity about this 
measure, or at least this proposal, judging by the speeches mace 
on the other side, is that it seems to be neither “ fish, flesh, nor 
good red herring.” They say it does not provide for a subsidy 
even for sufficient compensation to ships carrying American 
mail. If that description of it be correct I should think there 
should be no objection on the part of anyone if it were re- 
jected throughout—brushed from the floor as rubbish to be 
swept away—not a legislation proposed to be seriously con- 
sidered. My friend from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] has of course 
pictured to us a condition where the only objection to this 
proposal would be that it is ridiculously disproportionate to tle 
emergency he discerns. According to him there is but one 
safety for us from the perils which affright him. The Govern- 
ment must own all the shipping sailing from every port of tlie 
country, because at some time or other all the world wil! be 
by the ears and we will need every ship on the ocean as collivrs 
to supply our war vessels with the necessary materials of 
steam transportation. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Now, the great difficulty I have experienced is to determine 
whether, in the judgment of its promoters, this is really : 
appropriation for the necessary expenses of the post-office, © 
whether it is what the gentleman from Alabama scorns to 
a “subsidy,” but is willing to recognize as a “promotion” t 
American shipbuilding. Mr. Speaker, mark the distinction |)°- 
tween those words. “Subsidy” is to be distinguished fro 
“ promotion.” One may be reprehensible, but the other is 
mendable. The statesman that would recoil from a subsidy 
would not hesitate to support a promotion. [Applause 4 d 
laughter on the Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, those of ly 
friends on the other side who have spoken on this subject ¢' 
fectively are not those who have discussed it as a question 
affecting efficiency of the post-office, but the orators who | 
appealed to the American flag as their justification. 
that is at least familiar, even though we may doubt wl 
it is sensible. We know what that means. [Laughter.} 1)1¢ 
means appetite thirsting for an appropriation. [Laughter «1 
applause.} It is the old familiar cry with which the judgme"' 
of Representatives has been made subject to the schemes ©! 
selfish promoters. Cursed be he who would hesitate to throw 
open the door of the Treasury to an enterprising citizen \ 
approaches it wrapped in the American flag! [Laughter.| 

Mr. Speaker, there is a wide distinction between the | 
sides of this Chamber upon one question. It is not over 
desire for the restoration of the American flag to any pol! 
prominence from which it can float with glory. On that we ° 
all unanimous, But there is a wide divergence of opinion 


The time of the gentleman has 
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the two parties as to where the flag can float with credit 

if and where it may be unfolded with doubtful honor. 

| this side, sir, believe it is an emblem of glorious self- 

¢ e, not a-badge of sordid greed. We believe that the true 

\ to restore the merchant marine or any other commercial 

se to prominence is to furnish the best service. Let us 

e best ships, and then we will be proud to see the flag 

from them. Then you will not need a subsidy; then they 

muinate the transportation trade of the world by the su- 

excellence of the service they can render. There can be 

no! ssity or excuse for a subsidy except to keep inferior ships 
ration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

ant the American flag restored to the ocean by the con- 


st! n of splendid ships to float it; you by maintaining 
80 d ships living, not upon what they can earn in free compe- 
ti with all the world, but on treasure extracted or extorted 
ft the Treasury of this nation. We want to see the American 


flag restored by the development of skill in production and ability 
i siness Management; you by granting subsidies which will 
encourage fresh demands until the lobbies will be thronged with 
the agents of the trusts. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Between those two the American people must judge. You can 
not becloud this question by misapplication of terms. A man 
who will pretend that an appropriation of $186,000, which has 
sufficed to meet every necessity of this branch of the postal 
, increased suddenly by $3,500,000, without any pretense 
of extending the facilities, can be anything else than a subsidy 
must have a very low estimate of popular intelligence. The 
gentleman from Alabama describes the proposal fairly, even 
while shrinking from the word “subsidy,” when he says that 
it will promote American shipbuilding. We welcome the defini- 
tion and the issue it raises. 

Between the Democratic policy of restoring the merchant 
marine by improved industry and your proposal to restore it 
by subsidy we challenge the judgment of the American people. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. OVERSTREET. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentieman from New York [Mr. Fassett]. 

Mr. FASSETT. Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly that my 
health will not permit me to enter into an oratorical contest of 
vociferation with my friend from New York. I am glad if this 
may prove to be an entering wedge. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] I care not whether you call this a subsidy; I 
care not whether you call it a subvention, or protection, or pro- 
motion, or encouragement, or appropriation, so long as it ac- 
complishes the object. [Applause on the Republican side.| 
No American can differ from another American upon the de- 


service 


ability of restoring our merchant marine to its ancient splen- | 


dor and majesty upon the seas. We have become the greatest 
producing nation in the world, and foreigners, our trade rivals, 
are carrying our goods. 
Our friends upon the other side have told us about the sweets 
the foreign markets, and look and behold, every foreign mar- 
ket in the world is held under the control of our trade rivals, 
d when we ask you for permission to enter there you sneer- 
ugly say, “subsidy” and “subvention.” Gentlemen seem to 
be hostile against an effort to restore American shipping. The 
learned orator says that all we need do is to build good ships. 
Gentlemen, we build the best ships in the world. [Applause.] 
And gentlemen say we want good manayement of those ships. 
Gentlemen, our sailors outrival the world. [Applause.] We 
iid the best ships, we manage the best ships, but we build 
at the highest rate of interest, we pay the highest rate of 
ges to the employees who drive every rivet home, we pay 
for food for our sailors, we pay more for wage to our sail- 
d, consequently, we can not meet the test of cheapness 
proposed by the gentleman from Obio [Mr. Burron]. 
men, we have got past the worship of the god of cheapness. 
LA] pu use. | 
What we want is a higher civilization founded upon a higher 
Pane of living through higher possibilities of earning, and 


2 
OL 


al 


ors 


unde 


hole business of the world is twenty-four thousand 
of dollars a year, of which we furnish 123 per cent, 
© carry only 14 per cent. We pay $210,000,000 a year for 


I 
Mii 


and 


'rausportation, and pay only 124 per cent to our own people. 
We endeavoring by this legislation to make it possible for | 
the best ships, equipped with the best men, managed in the best 
Way, to 


cover the seas, and we are moved to this by every dic- 


we of prudence and every impulse of patriotism. 
e 


wal 


prodi rt 


[Applause. ] 
heed this not alone for our ships, for our Navy in time of 

we need it for commercial purposes. So long as our 
‘ve capacity has not yet overtaken our consuming ca- 
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pacity, it is well enough,*but, with Pittsburg producing more 
than England and Germany in steel and iron alone, we are 
own capacity to consume with tremendous 
rapidity, and then when we want to send goods abroad who is 
going to take them? Our trade rivals. 

The Lusitania and the Mauretania, those great ships, 780 
feet long, 80 feet wide, and 103 feet deep, costing $6,500,000 
apiece, were given practically to the Cunard Company by terms 
of subvention so generous that at the end of twenty years they 
will not have cost the Cunard Company one penny. If either 
one of those ships was placed on end in this open common be- 
side the Washington Monument, the ship would tower 200 feet 
above the monument. 

Living upon our commerce in times of peace, they prey upon 
our vitals in time of war, supported by our own commerce. 
{Loud and long-continued applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules, 
receding from the disagreement to Senate amendments num- 
bered 76 and 77, and concurring in the same. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas 


Gentle- 


God and the protection policy we have achieved that in | 
| Chaney 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 145, nays 153 
answered “ present” 11, not voting 79, as follows: 
YEAS—145. 
Humphrey, Wash. Overstreet 


Acheson 


Alexander, N. ¥, 


Andrus 
Anthony 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
Bede 
Bennet, N. Y, 
Bingham 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Calder 
Capron 
Caulfield 
Cole 

Cook, Colo. 


| Cook, Pa. 
| Cooper, Pa. 


Coudrey 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Dawes 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 


Alexander, Mo. 


Ansberry 

Ashbrook 

Beail, Tex. 
tell, Ga. 


| Booher 


| Bowers 


Boyd 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Brundidge 
surgess 
surleson 


| Burnett 


Burton, Ohio 
Byrd 
Candler 
Carter 

Cary 


Chapman 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 


| Cox, Ind. 


Craig 
Crawford 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 

De Armond 


Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Fassett 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gillett 
Goebel 
Graham 
Greene 

Hale 

Hall 

Haskins 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Henry, Conn. 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Huff 


Jenkins 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 


Kennedy, Ohio 


Kinkaid 
Knapp 
Lafean 
Tandis 
Langley 
Laning 
Lawrence 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McGavin 
McGuire 


McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMillan 
Madison 
Malby 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 


Mouser 
Needham 
Norris 
Olcott 
Olmsted 


NAYS—153. 


Denver 
Dixon 
E!lerbe 
Esch 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
Foss 
Foster, Ill, 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Granger 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Haugen 
Hay 
Heflin 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Houston 


Howard 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Johnson, Ky. 


Johnson, 8. C. 


Keliher 


Kennedy, Iowa 


Kimball 
Kipp 
Kiistermann 
Lamb 
Lenahan 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McKinney 
McLain 
Macon 
Mann 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Padgett 
Page 
Patterson 
Pou 
Pratt 
Pujo 
talney 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pollard 
Porter 
Pray 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Scott 
Sherman 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mich. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Vanger 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wood 
Young 
The Speaker 


Rauch 
Reeder 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
tussell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex, 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mo. 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Woodyard 
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Butler 
Calderhead 
Campbell 


Allen 

Ames 
Bannon 
Sartlett, Ga, 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bennett, Ky. 
sirdsall 
‘aldwell 
‘arlin 

‘ocks, N. Y. 
‘onner 
‘ousins 
Cravens 
Davey, La. 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga. 
Fairchild 
Favrot 

Flood 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—11. 


Haggott 
Harrison 
Lee 
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Lever 
Prince 
Richardson 


NOT VOTING—79. 


Fornes 
Gardner, Mass. 
Godwin 

Graff 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hepburn 

Hlill, Miss. 
Hubbard, lowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


Knowland 


Lamar, Fla. 


Lamar, Mo, 
Lassiter 
Law 
Leake 
Legare 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McMorran 


James, Addison D. Madden 


James, Ollie M. 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knopf 


Marshall 
Mudd 
Nye 
O'Connell 


Sheppard 
Talbott 


Pearre 
Perkins 
Peters 
Powers 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Ryan 
Shackleford 
Smith, Tex. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 


So the Senate amendments were disagreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ANprRus with Mr. Rrorpan, 


Mr. BANNon with Mr. OLLIe M. JAMES. 


Mr. KNOWLAND with Mr. GopwIN. 
Mr. Haaecotr with Mr. WiiLiAM W. KITCHIN, 


Mr. AppIson D. JAMES with Mr. F'avror. 


Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. CRAVENS, 
Mr. GRonNA with Mr. CARLIN, 
Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. ALLEN with Mr. LEVER. 
Mr. Hepsurn with Mr. RICHARDSON, 
Mr. JACKSON with Mr. ForNEs. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. LEAKE. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. LIvinGstTon. 


Mr. Nye with Mr. RHINOCK. 


Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. RYAN, 


Mr. ToWNSEND with Mr. SmirH of Texas. 


Mr. WrEMsS with Mr. WILLETT. 


Mr. HAmitton of Michigan with Mr. LEGARE. 


For this vote: 
Mr. Pearre (in favor) with Mr. CAMPBELL (against). 
Mr. LAw (in favor) with Mr. PerKINs (against). 


Mr. CoNNER(against)with Mr. Bartiett of Nevada (in favor). 


Mr. McMorrawn with Mr. Prince. 
Mr. McCatz (in favor) with Mr. Lee (against). 
Mr. ReyNowps (in favor) with Mr. MAppEN (against). 


a0, 


The SPEAKER. One moment. If the gentleman from Ip. 
diana will give his attention. If the House should adhere to jt. 
disagreement to the Senate amendments it should not ask for 
a conference. It is not the usual custom where the House aq. 
heres, and a simple motion to adhere would be sufficient, if j; 
is the sense of the House. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Then I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to eys. 
pend the rules, and that the House do adhere to its disacree. 
ment to the three amendments before the House. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (11. pr. 
21897) to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, 
to authorize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improve- 
ment of certain public buildings, to authorize the erection and 
completion of public buildings, to authorize the purchase of 
sites for public buildings, and for other purposes. 


CONSTRUCTION OF DAM ACROSS RAINY RIVER. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, by direction of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I ove 
that the House do now reconsider the bill H. R. 15444. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota calls up the 
following bill, which the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5444) extending the time for the construction of a dam 
across Rainy River. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Rainy River Improvement Company, a 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Minnesota, as 
the successor to the rights and privileges heretofore granted to the 
Koochiching Company under the following acts of Congress, namely 
Chapter 238 of volume 30, Statutes at Large, entitled “An act permit- 
ting the building of a dam across Rainy River,” approved May 4, 1S‘; 
and of chapter 797 of volume 33, Statutes at Large, entitled “An act 
relating to a dam across Rainy River,’’ approved February 25, 1905 
and of the various acts and provisions therein recited amending said 
act approved May 4, 1898, anid, further subject to the restrictions, con 
ditions, and terms of all of said acts, is hereby authorized to construct 
and maintain a dam across Rainy River, Minnesota, at the place des 
ignated in said acts in accordance with the provisions of the act enti 
tled “An act to regulate the construction of dams across navigable 
waters,” approved June 21, 1906, so far as the same shall be applica 
He we Provided, That said dam shall be completed on or before 
July, 1911. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The SPEAKER. The question, under the Constitution, is: 
Will the House on reconsideration agree to pass the bill, the 
objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding: 


Mr. AMes (in favor) with Mr. HAMMoND (against). The gentleman from Minnesota is recognized. 
Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. Lowpen. Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this bill is known 
Mr. Hucnes of West Virginia (in favor) with Mr. Grarr | as the “ Rainy River bill,” to extend the time of that company to 
(against). construct a dam across Rainy River, Minnesota, upon which 
Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if Mr. McMor- | the President sent a veto message to the House upon the 13th 
RAN voted? day of April last, which was based upon substantially two 
The SPEAKER. No. grounds: First, that the act provided no limitation as to the 
Mr. PRINCE, Then I withdraw my vote of “no” and vote | time for its operation; and, second, that there was no limitation 
“ present.” or condition of charge by the Government for the privileze 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Mary- | granted to the company. 
land [Mr. Prarre] recorded as voting? The bill was referred by the House to the Committee on In- 
The SPEAKER. He seems to be paired with Mr. CAMPBELL. | terstate and Foreign Commerce, which had extensive hearings 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I voted “no.” I now desire to change my | upon the measure, and many new facts were developed whic 
vote to “ present.” were not known to the House nor the President at the tiie tlie 
The name of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] | original action was taken. In these hearings it was developed, 
was called and he voted “ present.” as we knew before, that this was an international proposition, 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from New | Rainy River being the boundary stream between Minnesota 
York [Mr. Dwient] recorded as voting? and the Province of Ontario. It was necessary, on flint a 
The SPEAKER. He is not. count, that this company should obtain franchises and riciits 
Mr. HARRISON. I have a pair with him, and, therefore, as | from the Dominion of Canada and from the Province of Ontuiro 
I voted “no,” I would like to withdraw my vote. as well as from Congress. This had been done, and the col: 
The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name. pany in 1905, after acquiring its rights completely in (amas 
The name of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] | and in the United States, commenced the construction «! the 
was called, and he voted “ present.” dam, and has expended more than $750,000 without issuing 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | bonds or a dollar’s worth of stock, so that it has been dove 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the | with their own funds, for the purpose of making this improve 
rules, that the House further insist upon its disagreement to | ment as provided by their grant. ; 
the Senate amendments, and the conferees be instructed to Under the act of Congress of 1905, for a three years’ prov! 
insist on their disagreement. sion to finish the work, their time would elapse under t!)'s |“ 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker-—— in July, 1908, and this bill provided for its extension wut! 
Mr. OVERSTREET. If I can make myself heard, I move to | July, 1911. : 
suspend the rules, that the House adhere to its disagreement to It was found further that the Canadian government )|)'' ided 
the Senate amendments on the post-office appropriation bill, | that this project should not only be a part of their syste [°° 
and that the conferees be requested to adhere. providing power for the adjacent country, but was a ))\"' of 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker—— the navigation system of Canada; that it was a unit propos 











that the two sides of the river could not be separated; 
ere could only be one dam and one project for the whole 
nd this is expressly stated in the Canadian grant. It 

stated as a basis for the Canadian grant that this im- 
ent would be of great advantage to navigation. There 

project on the part of our Government to survey that 
.ith a view to improving our own navigation facilities. 
Corps of Engineers reported in December, 1905, that the 
' ion was on the Canadian side of the river, and that there 
on e no navigation on our side of the river without a very 
laree expense. It was shown in the testimony before the com- 

hat the navigation would be improved by raising the 
water, affording the facilities without cost, and un- 
der provisions of the general dam act, under which this ex- 
pe would be provided by lock and dam free of cost to the 
United States if it should ever be necessary to make these im- 
pro ents. These matters were presented to the committee 
at length. During the hearings the Secretary of the Interior, 
Hon. James R, Garfield, on behalf of the President, appeared 
to | nt the views of the Administration upon this matter. 
He was heard at length to diseuss the objections to the bill. 
After the hearing conferences were had by the representatives 
of the company with the officers of the Administration. 

rhe officers of the company have been extremely anxious, 
from the beginning, to comply with all that the Administration 
has required. It has only been the difference of opinion between 
those who doubted the full power of Congress to make charges, 
and who believed that Congress had the largest power. 
This bill does not touch or settle that point at all. It was 
agreed between the Administration and the committee that any 
points of difference ought not to be settled or discussed by this 
bill, because they could not be. The bill itself can not be 
amended. It must pass exactly as it passed the Senate and 
Honse and was acted upon by the President. Under these cir- 
cumstances the officers of the Rainy River Improvement Com- 
pany 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, right there I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. While of course you can not take up the 
same bill and amend it when the question is, “ Shall the bill 
pass, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- 
standing?” why could not the committee have brought in a 
new bill fixing a limitation of time and fixing a charge, either 
to be paid to the Federal Government, or providing in the bill 
that there should be a charge paid,to the State of Minnesota 
satisfactory to that State, the latter being in my opinion the 
preferable course to pursue? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad 
the gentleman asked that question, because the committee have 
had that very situation in mind. It is the view of many able 
lawyers that the present dam act is almost as broad as lan- 
guage can make it. I do not wish to discuss the language of 
the act. I simply read the action of the committee upon the 
proposition stated by the gentleman from Mississippi. The 
language of the present law, which is incorporated as a part 
of this bill, is as follows: 


Provided, That in approving said plans and location such conditions 


and stipulations may be imposed as the Chief of Engineers and the 
Secretary of Wat may deem necessary to protect the present and 
future interests of the United States. 

the committee were in doubt as to whether or not that 
language was as broad and the powers and authority as exten- 
sive as it could be under the Constitution. 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce directed that 
its subcommittee, which had charge of those affairs, should in- 
vestigate and’ consider this very proposition, which is stated in 
the report filed with this bill. I will read that language: 


,, our committee realized that such defects might exist, and directed 
‘8 proper subcommittee to take this whole subject under consideration, 
‘o submit such amendments to such general act at the first meeting 
in December next as should grant to the proper officials of the War 
De; artment the largest authority under the Constitution to fix any 
Geinite time limit which should be necessary and such charge as could 
ve made under the circumstances of each particular case. 

The committee have done all that they could. They stand 
ready to bring in a measure before this House to give the larg- 
*st authority, to do exactly what the gentleman from Missis- 
“pp! desires; but it could not be done at this time in the ses- 
‘ion, with the pressure of business. For that reason this com- 
pany and these officials went to the War Department and agreed 
‘© do four things which are set forth in this report: 

a. ‘rst. Such reasonable limitations as to the time for such grant as 
- tary of War shall impose, conditioned that the United States 


dete be subjected to any expense in the removal of such or an 
ration a or improvement caused by said company either at the expi- 


\ 
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} i of 
ead ‘ 


those 


I yield to the gentleman from 


Now, 


ae ot said grant or at any other time that the United States may 
rect the same to be removed. 
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Second. That the said Rainy River Improvement Company has agreed 
and will agree to the payment of such charge to the United States as 
may be required by the Secretary of War, either under the present law 
or as may be hereafter determined by authority of Congress. 

Third. That this grant is expressly made subject to any impositions 
hereinafter authorized or directed by Congress embodied in any general 
law or special modification or change of this or other acts, and that a 
special reservation to this effect shall be an essential part of such ap- 
proval of said plans by the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers. 

Fourth. That any application of said oummany for the approval of its 
plans and specifications whenever made shall be agreed by said parties 
to be within the purview of a part of and as authorized by the pending 
act of Congress whenever the same shall become a law; and that all 
the provisions of the approval of the Secretary of War and Chief of 
Engineers to said plans and specifications and all conditions as a part 
thereof shall be a part of the authority of said officers now or hereafter 
conferred by general or special acts of Congress with reference to this 
project. 

Now, that agreement is in writing, signed by these officers 
of the Rainy River Company, and approved by the War De- 
partment officials. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman think that 
make those conditions legally a part of the legislation? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No, Mr. Speaker, but it does 
this, it binds the officials of the company, when they submit 
their plans for approval, to subject themselves to those very 
limitations and conditions, and that is what they want to do. 
They want in good faith to comply with those very things that 
they have agreed to do. Of course it can not affect this legis- 
lation. Nobody pretends that it does. But in coanection with 
this legislation it does show clearly that the intent of your com- 
mittee and the intent of the company was to comply in the ut 
most good faith with the requirements laid down by President 
Roosevelt as to this particular case. It can not affect any other. 


will 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Your proposition is that if it is not 
legal, it is a moral estoppel? 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. It is more than that: it is ar 


agreement on their part that if the War Department will agre« 
to and approve their plans, they on their part will agree to 
submit to these conditions. Now, on the strength of this situ- 
ation to-day, the Secretary of the Interior, James R. Garfield, 
sent to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce a 
letter which I send to the desk to be read in my time. Before 
that is read I will yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Harpy}. 

Mr. HARDY. I rose to ask the gentleman if this would not 
operate to estop them from claiming an estoppel on the part 
of the Government? 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I think 


it would be an es- 
toppel. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SECRETARY’S OFFICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., May 23, 1908. 


Dear Srr: I have discussed the report of your subcommittee on the 
Rainy River Improvement Company Dill with the President, and I am 
authorized by him to say that he recognizes the conditions which mark 
this case off very sharply from any which may hereafter arise, in view 
of the fact that under an existing law much capital has already been 
invested by the Rainy River Improvement Company which will repre- 
sent a dead loss if there is no extension of the time within which the 
company is required to complete its work, and, furthermore, in view 
of the fact that the parliamentary situation in Congress is such that 
no new bill nor amendment to the present bill can now be passed. 

It also appears that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce has announced in the report that at the next session of Congress 
it will endeavor to remedy the defects of the existing general law on 
the subject by submitting amendments which will permit the Executive 
to fix definite time limits and impose reasonable charges in all such 
cases, while on its part the Rainy River Improvement Company, through 
its president, has filed with the War Department an agreement that 
it will submit to and abide by such conditions as may be imposed by the 
Secretary of War, including a time limit and a reasonable charge, when 
it files as it must, the new plans which must be approved by the War 
Department before it can proceed under the proposed law. 

These conditions having been fulfilled, the President feels that it is 
safe, from the viewpoint of the public interest, and equitable to the 
Rainy River Improvement Company to enact the bill into law. 

Very respectfully, 
JAMES RUDOLPH GARFIELD, 
Secretary. 
Hon, Frepericx C. STEVENS, 
Committce on Interstate and Forcign Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to 
the gentleman from Alabama, my colleague, Mr. Ricwarpson, 
who is on the committee and the subcommittee, such time as 
he desires. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I think in order for the 
House to fully understand this matter, it is necessary to refer 
briefly to the conditions and causes that brought it about. 
I agree in the arrangement that resulted in the work and con- 
sultation of the subcommittee of the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee with the President and with the Secre 
tary of the Interior. I do that, Mr. Speaker, simply for the 
reason that in this proceeding is conceded the fact that the 
veto by the President of the United States of the Rainy River 
bill, now under consideration, is to be overridden by this House 
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on the ground that it was 
why I agree to it. If that 
recommendation made in our report is fruitless. 

It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that recently, in a spe- 
cial message from the President of the United States, he de- 
clared that there had been introduced numerous bills granting 
water-power rights on navigable streams, and that he intended 
to veto each and every one of them that did not provide for a 
rental and a charge in behalf of the Government for the use of 
the water. 
after that declaration made by the President. It passed both 
the Senate and the House and the President vetoed it. The 
President’s veto is based on these reasons: 


That is 
work and 


not in principle right. 
is not done, then the 


Every permit to construct a dam on a navigable stream should spe- 
cifically recognize the right of the Government to fix a term for its 
duration and to impose such charge or charges as may be deemed 
necessary to protect the present and future interests of the United 
States In accordance with the act of June 21, 1906. There is sharp 
conflict of judgment as to whether this general act empowers the War 
Department to fix a charge and set a time limit. AH grounds for such 
doubt should be removed henceforth by the insertion in every act 
granting such a permit of words adequate to show that a time limit 
and a charge to be paid to the Government are among the interests of 
the United States which should be protected through conditions and 
stipulations to be imposed either by the War Department or, as I 
think would be preferable, by the Interior Department. ; 


The veto was sent back to the House and referred to the 
Cominittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and a sub- 
committee was appointed, of which I had the pleasure of being 
a member, and we made laborious, sincere, and honest efforts 
to protect an honest company, the Rainy River Improvement 
Company, that had been acting in absolutely good faith, and 
at the same time we felt that we were unwilling to sacrifice 
or compromise one iota of principle on the great question of 
what jurisdiction the Federal Government has over navigable 
streams. That is a question that is so vital and far-reaching 
and so important, and upon which I will not, under any cir- 
cumstances, surrender the conviction I have until Ieam con- 
vinced I am wrong. 

Now, the Rainy River Company was organized in 1898, and 
the records in the War Department show that the Government 
engineer had reported in the past few years that it would be 
unwise and too expensive to the Government to undertake to 
construct works for the improvement of navigation at the point 
where the Rainy River Improvement Company had authority to 
construct its dam. The company has spent, up to date, nearly 


$1,000,000, and it is in the act of spending five and a half mil- | 
water | 


lion dollars 
power, 


Their lease or term expired the 1st of July, 1908, this year. 
They simply applied in a formal way for an extension of their 
charter to carry on this work, and it was that bill that the 
President of the United States vetoed, because it did not make 
provision for a charge or rental for the Federal Government 
for the use of the water power. We can not ignore the fact 
that the Government had declined to spend a dollar at that 
point for the improvement of navigation, because it was too 
expensive. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow 
me? That was one of the reasons—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am explaining the bill: I am coming 
to the results. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. When the President vetoed 
this bill, is it not a fact that this company had then expended 
a good deal of money there? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; nearly a million dollars. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. When the bill was vetoed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before it was vetoed. It had invested 
nearly a million dollars before the veto was made, 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. One of the reasons given 
by the President why the veto should be overridden is the fact 
that they had made this investment there prior to that time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, No; that is not the entire reason. The 
reason given by the Secretary of the Interior, who represented 
the President, is that the veto was mistaken in a matter of fact. 
I would have voted to override the veto if it had come up under 
other circumstances, 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The President now says, 
“In view of the fact that under an existing law much capital 
has already been invested by the Rainy River Improvement 
Company, which will represent a dead loss if there is no exten- 
sion of the time within which the company is required to com- 
plete its work,” he is willing that this shall become a law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; that is what the Secretary of the 
Interior says. And I say if this veto stands, the company goes 
into bankruptcy and sinks every dollar it has invested, and it 
is unjust and unfair to this company. 


more for necessary plants to utilize the 
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The bill, known as the “ Rainy River bill,” came up | 


the committee goes that makes this report. 
| senting the President and anxious to treat this company fairly. 





May 23. 


Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. It is a fact, is it 
although that investment had been made at the time of the 
that fact was not known to the President. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Then the President ye‘oog 
the bill without knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am glad of the suggestion of the 
gentleman from West Virginia, because I have no doubt w \iat- 
ever his statement is entirely correct. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I want the fact iade 
apparent that the President vetoed this bill without know |odyge 
of the facts. This bill was one of two or more applications by 
the Rainy River Improvement Company to extend the (ime 
for the completion of the dam. The company had spent ioney 
and time in securing a proper charter or permit from Canada, 
Rainy River is about SO miles in length and constitutes 1 part 
of the border line between the State of Minnesota and Cansda, 
The Canada permit having been secured, the company com.- 
menced work and spent money to a large amount. Then it 
was that the company applied for an extension of its A.eri- 
can charter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The fact that the War Department, 
by its engineers, had examined that place in 1905, and reported 
adversely on any plan for the improvement of navigation at 
that point on Rainy River, because it was impracticable and 
too expensive, is a potent fact in the consideration of this «ues 
tion of the veto. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the Rainy Liver 
company had an absolute right to go there and erect that dam 
and structures without ever consulting the Federal Government, 
and why? Because there was no question of navigation in 
volved in it, and the Government has no interest whatsoever in 
any of our navigable streams save to control, use, and supervise 
navigation. The Government has an “easement,” as it is 
called in law. But that is not involved in this case, because 
that is conceded when we pass this bill, notwithstanding the 
veto of the President. We are doing the best we can equitably 
and fairly to save that company from bankruptcy and suspend 
at least for a while consideration of other questions, I wnier- 
stand, Mr. Speaker, the reluctance that any company or citizen 
feels in erecting any works on a navigable stream, even at 4 
point where navigation is entirely impracticable by reason of 
natural obstructions, without first getting the consent of the 
Government. 

Now, that is so far as the bill is concerned. I do not 
and I have said as much to my colleague from Minnesota | Mi. 
Stevens], because I think practically we agree—but I do it 
agree with what the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Guartield, 
says. He goes in his letter something further, I think, than 
He was 


agree, 


repre- 


Well, in the first and foremost place he says in his letter as 
one of the conditions to be complied with, “ to impose reason 
able charges in all such cases.” I do not admit that thie 
Federal Government, in the matter of navigable streams, has 
the right to put limits or to put charges unless it involves 
navigation. A “time limit” enters as an element into the 
charges or expense. The Government can sell the water. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Has the Interstate 
Foreign Commerce Committee announced that at the 
session of Congress it is going to pass such a law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has not of my knowledge. [| am 
coming to that now. We have a general law, passed June 2), 
1906, to regulate the construction of dams, etc., and yo! may 
remember that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Tow Ns? 
a short time since on the floor of the House asked me the «es 
tion if I was not a member of the Interstate Commerce ‘ 
mittee, and had I not agreed to that dam bill, and did the 
not provide the War Department to prescribe stipulati 
conditions and limitations, and so forth, and could not a ren 
charge be one of the conditions. I said, “ yes, I had as) { 
the bill,” but I asked him if he ever heard of anybody « 
ing that that bill provided for the Federal Government to!!! 
charges where navigation was not concerned. He said 
did not, he had not heard of that, and now I contend thi! 
any intimation is made—none is made by my colleagues «' 
committee—that the present dam bill makes auy prov's 
the Federal Government collecting charges, I dissent to t! 
the dam bill does not mean it. For the War Depart 
prescribe stipulations, conditions, and so forth, applies « 
the protection of navigation and prevent it from being | 
fered with. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Minnesota |! 
VENS] a moment ago, pleading with the House to pass ! 
over the President’s veto—— . 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has exp!' 

Mr. STEVENS. I yield three minutes more to the gen| 


and 
next 
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WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Minnesota a moment 
s pleading with the House to pass this bill over the Presi- 
eto upon the ground that the President’s demands had 
mplied with by a contract entered into by the officers of 
pany in the office of the Secretary of War. Now, the 
an is pleading with the House to override the veto upon 

( und that there was no right to make any such condition. 

‘Ir RICHARDSON. No; not that. 

\ir. WILLIAMS. So that one stands here pleading to pass 
the veto because conditions have been made and will be 
| with, and the other on the ground of general denial of 

i t to make them. 

\Ir, RICHARDSON. Not at all. The gentleman does not 

eomprehend the situation. I have not said anything about 

ions or agreements by which this bill becomes a law 

» veto of the President. 

[LLIAMS. The gentleman has just denied that the 

Government had the right to charge toll—— 

RICHARDSON. Oh, the gentleman’s views and mine 
are entirely different on that question, and that we can agree 
on. But I say that this whole project, righteous and just as it 
is. falls to the ground unless this House this evening overrides 


\I \ 


the President’s veto. No one will deny that who comprehends 
the situation. It is a part and parcel of the programme—— 

Mr. CLAYTON, And these people will lose a million dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, They will lose a million dollars, and 
we voing to accommodate them by the arrangements, stipu- 
lations, and so forth, referred to by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Stevens] and let the future settle the balance. 


I am not trying to interfere with the arrangements they have 
made to save that company from bankruptcy. 

I think the company did right, and they have the right now, 
in my opinion, to go there under the laws of our country and 
t that dam, because it does not interfere with but improves 
navigation; but are they going to do it? No; they are going 
to get the consent of the Government, because capital is timid, 
and they will not go there and spend that amount of money—- 
and I do not blame them—without getting the consent of the 
nent to the erection of the dam and works. That does 
not give the Government one iota of jurisdiction more than the 
Constitution gives it over navigable streams. We all know 
that consent can not give jurisdiction. ‘To concede to the Fed- 
ral Government the right to prescribe conditions simply is a 
rt and pareel of the unquestioned authority of the Govern- 
ent to control navigation, because the Government is supreme 
authority to prevent any obstruction of the navigation of 
iis navigable streams. The sovereignty of the respective States 
over the navigable streams is subject to the superior right of 
the Government to control navigation. 
strued to confer on the Federal Government the right to issue 
toll or make charges or claim suit for the use of water powers 


ere 


Covel 


Its 


where navigation is not at all interferred with or obstructed. | 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hupparp]. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the questions 
which arise on this bill in the light of the President's veto are 
exceedingly serious and important. They are so serious and 
that at this period of the session, in my judgment, 
this House ought not to undertake to deal with those questions. 
rhe five questions presented by the President are all rooted in 
the deeper question, What is the power of the United States 
with respect to the flowing waters of a navigable stream? 
That question can not well be determined upon the considera- 
tion of this bill, because it involves the question of fact pointed 
out by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson], the 
question whether this stream is in fact navigable. 

But there is a stronger reason, Mr. Speaker, why we should 
hot Insist upon determining now the more important question 
the question of the power of the United States. This company 
iS put nearly a million dollars into its enterprise. It went 
oul Into the wilderness and established there an enterprise to 


Important 


Which have been attracted branch roads connecting with two 
reat trunk lines of railroad. It has brought other capital, 
other industries, other enterprises into that region; and now, 
“ir, the fact is that the company must come to absolute ruin 
unless it can be permitted to complete this work. That is the 
reason why I think this bill ought to be passed. 

a is suggested that a new bill might be introduced; but, Mr. 
a ’, that would not escape the difficulties which surround 
IS We should be embarrassed by the same questions 
that are peculiar to this bill and that are entirely foreign to 
the great underlying question. 

wae ndition of this company has appealed to our commit- 


ur subcommittee, to the representatives of the Executive 
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Department, to everyone concerned in this matter. To permit 
this case to be dealt with upon its peculiar facts, which call for 
the passage of this bill, no matter what we may think about the 
general question of the power of the United States, everyone 
has been willing, so far as possible, to postpone the considera- 
tion and the determination of that important question until it 
can be taken up on its merits without affecting this particular 
enterprise, 

There is still, Mr. Speaker, a word to be said in this country 
in favor of private enterprise. Where, under conditions pre- 
scribed by the laws heretofore in existence, a company has gone 
on in good faith and obtained not merely rights from the United 
States, but rights from the Dominion of Canada, all of which 
will become valueless if it can not be permitted to go on with 
this now, and where it has expended large amounts in the 
work, I respectfully submit that we ought not to pause in our 
favorable action in order to try to do now that which can be 
far better done in the future. No one in voting for this bill need 
yield any of his convictions on the general question of power. 
He can stand by them, as I expect to stand by mine, when the 
whole question shall be taken up afresh at the next session in 
connection with the amendment of the general law referred to 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson], or with 
the consideration of any private bill which may be introduced in 
a case where no work has been done or money spent on the 
faith of former legislation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in the Fed- 
eral or in any government giving away great public utilities, 
immensely valuable natural resources of power, to corporations 
without a limit of time and without a dollar of charge, but 
under the peculiar circumstances of this bill, the fact that it is 
an international stream, the fact that his company has gone on 
beforehand and spent this money, the fact that the expenditure 
was very largely the fault of the Congress of the United States 
because it had been lax in its use of the powers of the people and 
in preserving tae rights of the people, I am willing to see the bill 
pass. But if I thought it could be pleaded by that company later 
on, or by the officers of that company, that the bill had passed 
because the Federal Government, in giving an easement, had no 
right to fix the limits and conditions of an easement in the inter- 
est of the people, then the President might desert his position 
forty times before I would desert it once. 

If there be a good reason for passing this bill, it is the rea- 
son given by the gentleman from Minnesota, and that is that 
the company is going to comply with the agreement, to wit, 
a limitation to the life of the grant and a recognition of a 
right upon the part of either the State of Minnesota or the 
United States to charge for the power, and that this company 
shall hereafter be subject, not only to the provisions of the 
general law and the provisions of this agreement entered into, 


but be subject to such other general provisions concerning 
dams and rivers as Congress may hereafter enact. That is 


the only reason for passing it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You do not object to the veto made by 
the President of the Rainey River bill being overridden by 
a two-thirds vote of the House? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not; I am going to be one of the 
two-thirds in a minute to override it, but to override it upon 
the ground stated by me, that the general interest has been taken 
care of and not upon the ground taken in your speech that 
the General Government has no right to take care of the general 
interest. I am going to vote to override it on the ground that 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Srevens] me, 
as well as the balance of the committee, including the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson], that this company 
would be, without fault of its own, ruined, and that in order to 
comply with the general interest it has consented that the 
Secretary of War shall fix a limit and shall fix a rate of charge. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min- 
utes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I am glad the President found 
a paliative to reconcile his feelings to the overriding of his 
veto by Congress in this case. [Applause.] I do not believe he 
meant any harm when he vetoed the bill. He has individually 
shown great consideration to me, and personally I feel very 
kindly toward him. I shall not quarrel with him about the 
validity of the grounds on which he finds he can stand and 
consent to the action of the House. But, Mr. Speaker, while 
all others may vote upon any ground they choose to override this 
veto, I shall vote to override it for the reason that he ought 
not to have vetoed the bill. The position he has taken is essen 
tially unsound. The fundamental mistake he makes is that he 
gets lost in talking about a Federal grant and Federal charter, 
when the Federal Government has nothing to grant and issues 


assures 
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no charters. The Federal Government has the right to regu- 
inte the navigation of streams, and there its authority over 
rivers ends. [Applause.] 

Questions of private ownership, regulation locally, and taxa- 
tion are reserved to the control of citizens and States. I do 
not care anything about the voluntary contract into which 
these people are alleged to have entered, nor will I discuss 
whether they may be held bound by it; but I give notice now 
that as a precedent or establishment of a doctrine or anything 
binding anybody else in the future, it is all popycock, not worth 
the paper it is written on nor the words used to state it. I 
shall yote to override this veto, because this act is extended in 
accordance with the general dam act on which I and my com- 


mittee worked for eight years in order to devise a scheme to | 


facilitate navigation by encouraging riparian owners to build 


Government develop the navigation of streams which it was 
either unable or unwilling to expend money enough to improve. 
By encouraging the owners of shoals to put up the dams on 
their own property the Government would save the expense 
of building them, with incidental expense for overflow, and so 
forth. 
slack-water navigation on all the streams in which dams are 
built. I do not want the plan spoiled by any such foolishness. 


such has in the stream. 
pense improves the property, then it manages the property as 
owner just like any other private citizen owner would do. But 
when a citizen is riparian owner and wishes to construct a dam 
he must, under the general law, comply with such conditions as 
the Government may prescribe, but it has no rightful power 
nor authority to present any conditions and requirements ex- 
cept such as affect the question of navigability of the stream. 
The plan presented in our general law will work wonders, both 
in utilizing water power and extending inland navigation if the 
Administration will study the spirit and intention of the law 
and the necessities which demanded and inspired its passage. 
Persistence in the President’s erroneous notion would inflict a 
most disastrous blow and backset upon our country and the 
enterprise of our people. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to my colleague [Mr. Bebe], who introduced the bill, and 
then I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. BEDE. Mr. Speaker, I have stood by President Roose- 
velt on all of his issues, including the big Navy and the simple 
life. [Laughter.] I am standing by him here in asking you 
to pass this bill notwithstanding his veto, because he himself 
has withdrawn his objections to this measure. Some have not 
heard the speeches already made, and permit me to cover some 
of the same ground by saying that this company was first or- 
ganized in 1898, then owning the riparian right on the Minne- 
sota side of an international stream. They thought that rail- 
roads would soon get to that point and thought it was about 
time to develop the water power. There is a fall there of 24 
feet. They got the right from Congress and then waited for 
railroads that did not come. They spent their time and much 
of their capital inducing railroads to get there, for they could 
not build the dam until they had railroads to bring in the ma- 
terial. Then they discovered the fact that they could develop 
only about a thousand horsepower on the American side alone 
and about an equal amount on the Canadian side alone, but by 
making one dam for the whole river they could develop 30,000 
horsepower. 

So they thought it a good proposition to get the riparian 


rights of the Canadian side also, and build one dam for the | 


whole river. So they began work to secure the riparian rights 
on the Ontario or Canadian side, and went to the Dominion 
Parliament and to the Ontario provincial parliament to secure 
permits. In seven long years of effort they accomplished these 
things. 

That brings us down to 1905. In the meantime their permit 
had been extended by Congress, and the very day after they 
secured their rights from the Canadian government their con- 
tractors, already engaged, began work, and worked steadily 
until last summer, when the contractors failed because of the 
panic which came upon the country. 

Mr. BURLESON. A Republican panic. 

Mr. BEDE. Well, we adopted one or two of your planks and 
ran the country into a panic. [Laughter.] The contractors 
failed, business was suspended, and the company felt that the 
dam could not be completed before their term expired in July 
next. They came here to procure an extension of their time. 
The bill was passed by the House and the Senate, went to the 
President, and he vetoed it on the ground that there should be 
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| improve the navigation there. 
dams to develop their own water power, in order to help the 


Then the Government simply puts in a lock and has| plants to make the dam financially profitable. 


MAY 23, 


a limit to their license or permit, .nd that the company showiq 
pay some revenue to the Federal Government for the use of the 
water power. 

Now, there is some dispute among lawyers, just a little dixpyte 
because I found most of the opinion on one side as to w! ether 
the Federal Government can or ought to tax the use of water 
power, it being almost universally held that it has only to qo 
with navigation. 

This dam, when completed, will be 30 feet high. It will back 
up the water in Rainy River, submerge the rapids above the 
falls, thereby improving local navigation for the floating of 
logs, pleasure boats, and tugs which ply there. It will make q 
great storage reservoir of Rainy Lake, steady the flow of th» 
river, and thus prevent a low-water stage below the falls anq 
It actually does the very thing 
that was asked of the Government in a recent river and harbor 
bill, but the War Department rejected the request for a survey. 

Are you going to put a cloud upon the title of this company: 
If you do, it can not go on and build the dam, which wil! cos: 
a total of $1,200,000, of which $750,000 is already in the river, 
and then spend five or six million dollars more in industria] 


After the President had vetoed the bill I went to him, and 1 


( ) | think the reason he vetoed it was because he wanted me to go 
The general law provides for the protection and exercise of | to him. 
every legitimate right and interest the Federal Government as | me come across.” 
If it buys, pays for, and at its own ex- | 


[Laughter.] As they say down in Oklahoma, he “ made 
I went there to see him; it seemed he wanted 
my society, and I have spent most of the last month at the 
White House [laughter], down at the Forestry Bureau [laugh- 
ter], down at the Reclamation Bureau [laughter], in the In- 
terior Department, in the Office of the Chief Engineer, with the 
Secretary of War and Judge-Advocate-General, and Acting Sec. 
retary, while the campaign is on. [Great laughter.] I have 
been pretty busy this last month trying to remove the objections 
to passing this bill over the President’s veto, so that no man, 
Republican or Democrat, would feel when he goes back to his 
district that there would be any feeling that he has been oppos 
ing the wishes of the Executive of the nation. After the Presi- 


dent had enjoyed my society for about a month he withdrew 








all objection to the passage of this bill. 


[Laughter.] 


While I am not going so far as to say that I will stand by 
him in all things, I have, for my part, declared that I wi 
stand by him whenever he determines in the interest of the 


i 


conservation of natural resources to swap off the Philippines 


for Ireland and raise our own police. 


[Great laughter.| I do 


not know that I have covered every point [laughter], but unless 
there are questions that some one would like to ask me I sha 
be glad to stop at this point and ask for the passage of the bill. 
[Great laughter and applause and cries of “ Vote! ”’] 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is, Will the House, in recon 


sideration, pass the bill, the objections of the President to th 
contrary notwithstanding? 
consideration and passage of the bill will, as their names ar 
called, answer “ yea,” those opposed will answer “nay;” 4 
the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 240, nays 5, 
answered “ present” 6, not voting 136, as follows: 
YEAS—240. 


Acheson 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo, 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bede 
Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Bowers 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Broussard 
srownlow 
srumm 
Burgess 
surke 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Burton, Del. 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carter 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 


Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cook, Colo, 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis, 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denby 
Denver 
Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 


Edwards, Ky. 


Ellerbe 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 


Englebright _ 


Esch 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 


Floyd 

Focht 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Ind, 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillespie 
Glass 

Goebel 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graf 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hall 

Hamill 
Hiamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hardy 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 


AS many as are in favor of the r 


Helm 
Henry, Conn, 
Henry, 'T' 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Houstor 
Howard 
Howell, N T 
Howland 
Hubbard, V 
Huff 

Hughes, » 
Hull, Ter 
Humph W 
Hump! Miss. 
Jenkin: 
Johnson 
Jones, VW 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Keliher 
Kenned 
Kenned 
Kimba 

Kink 

Kiistei 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Laning 
Legare 
Lenahan 





Vi 
Vl 
M 


the 





Ill. 
n, Cal. 


in, Mich. 


t, Ga. 
Ky. 


Ohio 


So, 





Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
O'Connell 
Olmsted 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Porter 

Pou 

Pratt 

Pray 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


Rauch 
Reeder 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Spight 


NAYS—5. 


Gregg 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. 


Cooper, Tex. 
Foster, Ill. 


NOT VOTING 


Flood 

Fornes 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 

Gillett 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Haggott 

Hale 

Hamlin 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Harrison 

Hay 

Heflin 

Hill, Miss. 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, lowa 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 


two-thirds voting in 
bill was passed, the objections of the President to the con- 


trary notwithstanding. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 





For the 


favor 


Kipp 


Lever 


136. 


Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Law 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lee 

Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Loud 
McCall 
McCreary 
McGuire 


McKinlay, Cal. 


MeMillan 
McMorran 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Mondell 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Olcott 
Overstreet 


Parker, 8S. Dak. 


Pearre 
Peters 


remainder of this session: 
Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. Fornes, 
further notice: 


Mr. KNAPP with Mr. GoLpFrocLe. 


Mr. Mitter with Mr. GIL. 


Mr. McMorran with Mr. Pvuso. 


Mr. 


Mr. ] 

Mr. HALE 
Mr 

Mr. Aut 
Mr. S1 


LONGWorTH with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. Coorrer of Texas. 
. KNOWLAND with Mr. Crarx of Florida. 


with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. Byrp. 


CALDER with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
XANDER of New York with Mr. BropHEAD, 
EMP with Mr. HAMLIN, 


Mr. ANprus with Mr. BuRNETT. 
Mr. AMes with Mr. HamMonp. 


My 
Mr. J 
\T> 


ar 


“ 


MANN with Mr. Sims. 
ouD with 


Mr. 


MAYNARD, 
LAWNEY with Mr. Worr. 
‘ir. Roperts with Mr. StepHens of Texas, 


OVERSTREET with Mr. RYAN. 


Mr. Otcorr with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 


Mr 
Mi 
I 


On ft! 


ASHBURN with 


Witson of Illinois with Mr. Herrin, 

Mr. Harpwick. 
ie remainder of this day, 

Mr ANTHONY with Mr. Hay. 

iS vote, 


Mr. Syapp with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 


thereof, 


Stanley 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Watkins 
Webb 

Weeks 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 
Woodyard * 
Young 


Sulzer 


Sheppard 


Powers 
Prince 
Pujo 

teid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Ryan 
Shackleford 
Sherman 
Sims 
Slemp 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Stephens, Tex, 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wolf 


reconsideration, 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
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| clerk, announced that 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
the Senate had agreed to the report of 


the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HL R. 


21875) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other 
purposes, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 22009. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
remove certain obstructions to navigation from the main ship 
channel, Key West Harbor, Florida, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 15641. An act for the removal of restrictions from part 
of the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for 
other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that on May 22, 1908, they had presented to the 
President of the United States, for his approval, the following 
bills and joint resolution: 

H. R. 19158. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909; 

H. R. 21927. An act to reimburse certain Departments of the 
Government for expenses incurred incident to the recent fire 
in Chelsea, Mass., and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 
the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 


HIS APPROVAL. 


HEARINGS ON THE 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed 1,500 extra copies of the hearings before the 
subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary on the Hep- 
burn amendment to the Sherman antitrust law, the original 
print having been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to ask the gentleman from Maine if he can not get that 
printing done without the passage of any resolution? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; I can not. 

Mr. FINLEY. Why not? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The committee are not authorized to 
have printing done where the cost will be in excess of $200, 
without special authority. 

Mr. FINLEY. I am aware of that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This will cost $531. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I wish to say that I think this matter ought to be printed, and I 
think the information ought to go to the country. I regard this 
as a mere perfunctory matter of routine, and I shall not object. 

Mr. PAYNE. The House having the opinion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, I hope business may now go on. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair did not understand. 
objection ? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not understand that there is any. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE—PHILIPPINE TARIFF, 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee on Rules from the further considera- 
tion of House resolution No. 315, and to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee on Rules from the 
further consideration of the resolution, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
heard it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HEPBURN BILL, 


Is there 


Mr. Speaker, what is it? We have not 


Whereas it is apparent that the tariff will be revised at the coming 
session of Congress; and 

Whereas at said session it is declared that tariff legislation a 
tariff rates between the Government of the United States and the Phil 
ippine Islands will be proposed; and 

Whereas under both contingencies it is necessary and wise that data 
should be secured for the information of the House; and 

Whereas any legislation with reference to the tariff now existing be 
tween the Government of the United States and the Philippine Islands 


ffecting 
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ssarily aff 
etc.; and 
ereas, under reports made by the War Department, there appears 
e a necessity for legislation to encourage those industries in the 
iiippine Islands: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That a committee of five Members of this House be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker, whose duty it shall be to proceed to the Philip- 
pine Islands and investigate the condition of these industries, and, 
if in the discretion of said committee it be deemed necessary, to in- 
vestigate the policy of Japan toward the encouragement of the pro- 
duction of cane sugar in Formosa and beet sugar in Korea, and report 
to this House at its next session the condition of these industries in the 
Philippine Islands; and to recommend at the next session of the 
House a plan for improving the condition of said industries in the 
Philippine Islands; the expenses and the necessary clerical and expert 
help to be paid out of the contingent expense fand of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The request is to discharge the Committee 
on Rules and to refer the resolution to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 
jection to that. 

There was no objection, 


ct our home industries of beet and cane sugars, rice, | 


A mere change of reference—I have no ob- 


PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT. 
Mr. LARRINAGA. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 18618) fixing 
the status of the Porto Rican Provisional Regiment of Infantry, 


with Senate amendments, and to concur in the Senate amend- | 


ments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be taken from 
table and the Senate amendments concurred in. 

Mr. LARRINAGA, Then I make that request, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas objects. 


LEAVE 


the Speaker’s 


Mr. Speaker. 


OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to: 
Mr. Stemp, for three days, on account of important business. 
Mr. TowNseEenpb, for remainder of session, on account of 
serious illness in family. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to: 

Mr. Hupearp of West Virginia, to withdraw from the files 
of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
Enoch 8, 
ing been made thereon, 


RECESS. 


Adamson 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga, 
Bowers 
Brodhead 
Brundidge 
Burleson 
Candler 
Carter 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Denver 


sennet, N. Y. 


| Harrfson 


| Aiken 
| Alexander, N, Y. 
i; Allen 


Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bannon 
tarchfeld 
sartlett, Ga, 


| Beale, Pa. 
gentleman to | 


Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Brantley 
Broussard 
surgess 
surke 


| Burnett 


Butler 


| Byrd 


alder 


¢ 
| Caldwell 
C 


arlin 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. Y. 


| Conner 


Cousins 
Cravens 
Darragh 


Davenport 


| Davey, La, 
| Driscoll 
Blackwell, Fiftieth Congress, no adverse report hay- | 


Dunwell 
Dwight 


| Edwards, Ga. 
Esch 


! Fairchild 


Mr. PAYNE. 
recess until Monday next at 11 o’clock a. m. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 154, nays 66, 
answered “ present” 6, not voting 161, as follows: 

YEAS—154. 


Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hut 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Kelfer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 

Laning 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Lovering 
Lowden 


Acheson 
Adair 
Alexander, Mo. 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 

Bede 
Bonynge 
Booher 
toutell 
Loyd 
Bradley 
Rrownlow 
Brumm 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead 
‘aupbell 
‘apron 

‘ary 
‘aulfield 
‘Shaney 
‘hapman 
‘ole 


Dawson 

De Armond 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Draper 

Durey 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Favrot 

Focht 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 

Fuller 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Gordon 

Graft 

Graham 
Greene 

Hall 
linmilton, lowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hiaugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Hepburn 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 


Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Pray 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Russell, Mo. 
Scott 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
McKinley, Ill, Stevens, Minn, 
McKinney Sturgiss 
McLaughlin, Mich. Taylor, Ala. 
Madden Thistlewood 
Madison Volstead 
Mondell Waldo 
Moore, Pa, Wanger 
Morse Washburn 
Mouser Weeks 
Murdock Wheeler 
Murphy Wilson, Il. 
Needham Wood 
Nelson Woodyard 
Norris Young 

Nye 

Olcott 


‘ 

‘ 

( 

( 

( 

( 

( 

Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Cushman 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do take a | 


Fassett 
Ferris 
Flood 
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NAYS—66. 


Dixon 
Ellerbe 
Finley 
Fitzzerald 
Iloy d 
Foster, IL. 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Goulden 
Gregg 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hardwick 
Hardy 


Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Hobson 
llouston 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Keliher 
Lloyd 

Macon 
Moore, Tex, 
Nicholls 
O'Connell 
Pou 

Pratt 
Randell, Tex. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. 


Legare 
Sheppard 

NOT VOT 
Fornes 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 
Gillett 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Granger 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 
Hale 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Harding 
Haskins 
Hay 
Henry, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Howard 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, Iowa 
Jackson 
James, Addison D. 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kipp 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


On this vote: 

Escu with Mr. Russett of Texas. 
TOWNSEND with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
TIRRELL with Mr. Sprenr. 

TAWNEY with Mr. Suuzer. 
SuLLOWAY with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
PEARRE with Mr. SHERWOOD. 
PaRKER Of South Dakota with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. PATTERSON, 
Marpsy with Mr. Pace. 
McMILLAN with Mr. Moon of Tennessee, 
LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. SAYNARD. 
LorRtMerR with Mr. McLAIN. 

Law with Mr. McHenry. 

KNAPP with Mr. LENAHAN, 

LANGLEY with Mr. Hackett. 

KenNepy of Ohio with Mr. GRANGER. 
Henry of Connecticut with Mr, GLass, 
GarRDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Ferrers. 
Gaines of West Virginia with Mr. CocKRAN. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. Driscort with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. Burke with Mr. BRANTLEY, 
Mr. BarRcHFELD with Mr. AITKEN, 


The 
corded. 


result 


of 


the vote 


was then 


Small 


ING—161. 
sangley 
Lassiter 
Law 
Leake 
Lee 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McGuire 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 
MeMillan 
McMorran 
Malby 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Mudd 
Page 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Patterson 
Pearre 
Peters 
Porter 


99 
=U, 


May 


Ransdell, La. 
Richardson 
Rotherme! 
Rucker 
Russell, Te) 
Sabath 
Sherley 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Thomas, N 
Tou Velle 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 


Talbott 


Powers 
Prince 
Pujo 

Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Spich 
Stafford 
Stephens, Tex, 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohto 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weisse 
Weems 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wolf 


announced as 4! 


Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 20 minutes p.m.) the Ho 
declared in recess until 11 o'clock a. m. on Monday next. 


gineers, report of examination and survey of channels | © 
ing Mobile Bay and Mississippi Sound, Alabama (H. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, BTC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Actin 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chi 


¢ 


Doe. 

















.s taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Com- 
n Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with 


tint 
Ou. 


OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 





El iTS 
: RESOLUTIONS, 
1 r clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

\ STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
st d Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the | e.(H. R. 15444) extending the time for the construc- 
tio a dam across Rainy River, reported the same without 
' ent, accompanied by a report (No. 1767), which said 
| | report were referred to the House Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

T r clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Rules was 
dis ed from the consideration of the resolution (H. Res. 
215) providing for a commission of five Members to investigate 
the tariff conditions in the Philippine Islands, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 

moriais of the following titles were introduced and severally 
referred as follows: 

by Mr. GILHAMS: A bill CH. R. 22123) to erect a public 

bui g in Fort Wayne, Ind.—to the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds. 

by Mr. LANGLEY: A bill CH. R. 22124) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at 
Jackson, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
ly nas, 

By \ 
c ction of a lock and dam in the Ohio River below mouth 
of Green River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22126) to 
regulate entries under the reclamation act—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 190) making 
the 2ist day of October in each and every year a national 
holiday and designing it Discovery Day—to the Committee on 
the Jud 

By Mr. 


4 


eiary. 

WEBB: Resolution (H. Res. 425) referring H. R. 
for relief of the estate of George W. Hines, to the Court 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


«A 


Claims 


Ir. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 22125) for the | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22140) to correct the military record of 


James Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


crease of pension to Charlotte A. Hanna 


By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 22141) granting an in- 


to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 


$y Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 22142) granting a pension 


to Palo Alto Westerfield—to the Committee on Pensions. 


by Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 22143) for the relief of Edward 


Brassey—to the Committee on Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the fol 
follows: 

by Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 22127) granting an in- 
cea of pension to James Knox—to the Committee on Invalid 

by Mr. PARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 22128) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Powell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 22129) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Lloy€d—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill CH. R. 22130) granting a pension to 
Ann F. Abbpt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 22131) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Frederick C. 
Philpitt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 22132) for the relief of James 
oe his heirs or representatives—to the Committee on 

MLMs, 

by Mr. POSTER of Dlinois: A bill (H. R. 22133) authorizing 
President of the United States to confer rank upon Maj. 
pi W. Wham, United States Army, retired—to the Com- 
tiittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 22134) 
oe a pension to Patrick McClafferty—to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

by Me, HUFF: A bill (H. R. 22135) granting an increase of 
— 1 to William M. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid 


sions, 


th 


, 
JOM 


Also, a bill CH. R. 22136) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (AL R. 22137) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank W. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


— a bill (H. R, 22138) granting an increase of pension to 
‘ah Lerner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
AISO. 


anne a bill (H, R. 22139) to correct the military record of 
oseph Kt. Berg—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


owing titles were introduced and severally referred as | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 22144) for the relief of J. M. Burlingame— 


to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22145) for the relief of Andrew W. 


Swaney—to the Committee on Claims. 


3y Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 22146) for the relief of 


Thomas Reed—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. SAUNDERS: A bill (H. R. 22147) granting a pension 


to Kate G. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


sy Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 22148) for the relief of 


_— 


Jesse Bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22149) granting an increase of pension to 


Georgia A. Driggers—to the Committee on Pensions. 


ty Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 22150) granting a pension to 


Mary A, Pillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 


papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of New Castle Clearing-House 


Association, urging selection of one-third of the currency com- 
mission outside of Congress—to the Committee on 
and Currency. 


janking 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 


James Knox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Rhode Island State Council, 


Knights of Columbus, favoring the bill making October 12 in 
each year a legal holiday (H. R. 7559)—to the Committee on 
| the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the 


Methodist Episcopal Church, of Woonsocket, R. I., favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Matthew N. Chap- 


pell—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ty Mr. BURKE: Petition of Engineers’ Society of Western 


Pennsylvania, for forest reservations in White Mountains and 


Southern Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee on Agri- 


culture, 


By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of citizens of the Seventh Penn- 
sylvania Congressional District and Carpenters’ Local Union 
No. 1491, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 
20584) and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, 
and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Meadville Council, No. 388; 
Isabella Council, No. 328; Latrobe Council, No. 940, and Kane 


Council, No. 15, Knights of Columbus, of Pennsylvania, for 
H. R. 7559, making October 12—date of discovery of America 


by Christopher Columbus—a legal holiday—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of labor organizations in the 
Eighth Congressional District of Wisconsin, for amendment to 
Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584) and for Pearre bill (H.R. 
94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Lodge No. 34, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen and Engineers of Clinton, Iowa, favoring 
the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill (H. R. 17157) and the Hem- 
enway-Graff safety ash-pan bill (H. R. 19795)—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Daniel Rogers and other citi- 
zens of Streator, Ill, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law 
(H. R. 20584) and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ lia- 
bility bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 


| Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Merchant Marine League, for an ocean mail 
subsidy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Trades’ League of Philadelphia, for placing 


| certain employees under civil-service regulations, etc.—to the 
| Committee on the Census. 


Also, petition of Chicago Association of Commerce, for an 
appropriation of $1,500,000 for an auxiliary post-office at Chi- 
cago—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Penrose Elevator Company, favoring Federal 
inspection of grain—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 
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By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Woman’s Foreign Missionary 
Society of the United Presbyterian Church, representing 150,000 
people, favoring the Foraker bill forbidding opium importation 
into Hawaii except in medicine—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of United Mine Workers of America, for Senate 
legislative bill in original form appropriating $195,000 for pro- 
tecting lives of miners—to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing. 

Also, petition of Mesta Machine Company, against anti-in- 
junction bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 219, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen and Engineers, for the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill 
and the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Division No. 108, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, for the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill (H. R. 17137) 
and the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill (H. R. 19795)—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Keystone Division, No. 2983, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, for Rodenberg anti-injunction bill CH. R. 
17137) and for the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill (H. R. 
19795)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas J. Stewart, adjutant-general, favor- 
ing H. R. 14783—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, petition of Engineers’ Society of Western Pennsylvania, 
for forest reservations in White Mountains and Southern Ap- 
palachian Mountains (H. R. 10457)—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Blue Mountain Lodge, No. 694, Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen, of Marysville, Pa., for the Allison 
bill, for the relief of Pembroke B. Banton—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

ty Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Rhode Island Branch, Na- 
tional Metal Trades Association, against the passage of anti- 
injunction legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of citizens of Jersey City, N. J., 
for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as the 
“Wilson bill” (HL. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), 
the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Print Cutters’ Association, of New 
York, for H. R. 20584, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, 
for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the 
eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUFF: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Her- 
man Lerner, of Saxonburg, and William M. Taylor—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of John L. Miller, 
of Scottsdale, Pa., and Frank W. Mills, of Chicora, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Joseph Woods and other citizens of Butler, 
Pa., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, Wilson bill 
(HH, R. 20584), the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability 
bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of New Hope, Newtown, and Doyles- 
town, Pa., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Milton Vander- 
~ vort, of Carr, Pa., James Green, of Callery, Pa., and Joseph R. 
Berg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of labor organiza- 
tions of the State of Washington, for the enactment of the bills 
Hi. R. 94 and H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law 
and bill limiting a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done 
for the Government, an anti-injunction law, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KUSTERMANN: Petition of residents of Sturgeon 
tay, favoring H. R. 15837, for a national highways commission 
and appropriation for Federal aid in road building—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of citizens of Virginia, for the amend- 
ment to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill” 
(H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ 
liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: Petition of National Business League of 
America, for legislation looking to conservation of the natural 
resources of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Local No. 230, Iron Molders’ 
Union of North America, of Rock Island, I11., for the amendment 
to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill” (H.R. 
20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ liability 
bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN; Petition of Chicago Grain Elevator Employ- 
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ees’ Union, for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust |gy 
known as the “ Wilson bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre )j)) 
(Hi. R. 94), the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Western Society of Engineers, of Chicago 
Ill., for legislation looking to conservation of the natura! ro. 
sources of the country—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition favoring H. R. 7559, waking 
October 12 a legal holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of Laredo ‘rados 
Council, of Laredo, Tex., for the amendment to the Sherman 
antitrust law known as the “ Wilson bill” (CH. R. 20584), foy 
the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the employers’ liability bill, and the 
eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stoneburg, Tex., favoring legisio. 
tion to prohibit bucket-shop gambling—to the Committee oy 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of F. H. Shaner and Josiah 
Watt, of Royersford, Pa., and Howard Kirk, of Spring City. 
Pa., in behalf of Spring City Local Union, No. 1491, for H, R. 
20584, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre 
bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

$y Mr. WEBB: Petitions of labor union of Spartanburg, 
Ss. C., John F. Miller and others, and J. L. Cannon and others, 
for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as 
the “ Wilson bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (HH. Rk. 
94), the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, May 25, 1908. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Prerce, of the city of Washing 
ton. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed 
ings of Saturday last. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that the further reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. KEAN. No, Mr. President; let the Journal be read. 

Mr. HALE. I must object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the Journal will 
be proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (at 11 o’clock and 14 minutes a. m.). The 
Senate has now been entertained for some time by hearing the 
Journal read, and I ask that the further reading be dispensed 
with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the Journal be read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the Secre 
tary will proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (at 11 o'clock and 26 minutes a. m.). Tl 
Secretary has now spent nearly half an hour reading the Jour 
nal. I ask unanimous consent that the further reading be dis 
pensed with. 

Mr. KEAN. I am sorry the Senator from Indiana was no! 
listening to what the Secretary was reading, because lic wis 
reading at that time a most important report, that of the col 
mittee of conference on the omnibus public buildings bill. I 
is eminently proper that those reports should be read sid ve 
should know that they are accurately stated in the Journal. I 
object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
will resume the reading. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator from New Je 
sey . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume 
reading. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (at 11 o'clock and 31 minutes a. ™.)- Mr. 
President, in view of the fact that the Senator from Now nl 
sey has not for some time been following the Journa! nd - 
rest of the Senate are engaged in something else, I ag)!" ° 
that the reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. CULLOM., I object. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois ©)" 


retary 


The S 








1908. 





} KEAN. The Senator from Indiana may speak for him- | 


Senator from New Jersey has been listening to the 
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INJURIES TO GOVERNMENT 
DEPEW. to 


EMPLOYEES, 


Mr. I wish give noti that immediately after 


of the Journal. the conclusion of the morning business I shall call up the: bill 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the | (ff R. 21844) granting to certain employees of the United 
r : of the Journal. , | States the right to receive from it ¢ sation for injuries 
Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. | sustained in the course of their employment 
BEVERIDGE (at 12 o'clock meridian). Mr. President, | Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is morning yusiness dirst in order before 
t] ‘tary has now been reading the Journal for one hour. | any motion? * 
I parent that not many Senators are paying any atten-| ‘phe VICE-PRESIDENT. It is first in order. 
ti t, Exeept on Saturday last it has not been read in full 
session. It never is read in full. TREATMENT OF NAVAJO INDIANS. 


d the present Reading 
ll now only consumes precious time and prevents the 


ration of extremely important measures before the | 
. JT ask that its further reading be dispensed with. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana agks 


nT mous consent that the further reading of the Journal be 
d 1 with. Is there objection? 


KEAN. I trust the Senator from Indiana has been listen- 
ing attentively to the Journal and that we may continue to 
ha t read. | 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Secretary | 
v eed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE (at 12 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.). | 
I h as there is seriously important legislation pending 
I refer to the bill to compensate Government employees for | 
injuries sustained—I ask unanimous consent that the further | 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 
Mr. KEAN, The Secretary is now reading the message of 
the President of the United States, Let the reading be pro- | 
With. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The reading 
vy uinue, 
rhe Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 
Mr. NEWLANDS (at 12 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.). The 
Si y has concluded the reading of the President’s message 
rd to the development of waterways. I think a bill 
d promote that object should be passed now—— 
Mr. GALLINGER. The reading of the Journal can not be 


luterfered with except by unanimous consent. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Rather than that, the 
J should be continued. 


reading 


Mr. KEAN, Let us have the regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So I ask unanimous consent that the 
further reading of the Journal be dispensed with, and that the | 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 7112) for 


‘appointment of an Inland Waterways Commission with the 
ew to the improvement and development of the inland water- | 


ways of the United States. 
Mr. KEAN, 


VICE-PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous consent, 
rule, to dispense with the reading of the Journal. 
fhe Secretary will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 


T 
v\ ] 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that the Journal be approved. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish to make an inquiry. As 
read the Journal it should be corrected. Whether it 
nadvertence in reading or otherwise, I do not know. 

I to thé entry where at the evening session Senate 


62 was called up. 
¢ to the 
ection 5481 of the 


it was 4481, 


tevised Statutes. 


‘onterence report and after preliminary discussion of the 
Lerritorial bill. 
t Mr. KEAN. It fis the bill for the punishment of extortion. 
Pe . CLARK of Wyoming. Yes; the bill for the punishment | 
l Cc eXT rtion. i 
Thea th! pPrac ~Tr mt : ‘ } 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The entry in the Journal will be 
: read 
The Secretary read as follows: 
1 by Mr. CrarK of Wyoming, the Senate proceeded to con- | 
; Committee of the Whole, the bill (8. 4062) to amend sec- 
Cs rts f the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 





tion 5481. 
“ Mr. KEAN. It is 5481 in the Recoro. 
! the VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal will 
e corrected, 
sk Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that the Journal as corrected be 
approved 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on approving the 
is, ~~ corrected. 
Che Journal as corrected was approved, 





of the | 


That can not be done except by unanimous con- 


rhe Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the | 


It was upon the question of proceed- 
consideration of that bill which proposes to amend 
As read from the Journal | 
It was after the approval of the Military Academy 


I think it should be to amend sec- | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 25th ultimo, certain information 
relative to the employment of the United tes soldiers during 
the year 1907, within or near the Navajo Indian Reservation, 
Ariz., in arresting By-a-lil-le and other Navajo Indians, etc., 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


Senate 


a+ 


IMPROVEMENT OF HARBOR OF WASHINGTON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commumica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting a report on the improvement of the harbor front of the 
city of Washington, which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
communication, together with the illustrations, 
the use of the Senate document room. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I move that 500 additional copies of the 
be printed for 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the had 
agreed to the second report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R, 21260) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
| they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 1991. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the war with Spain and other 
wirs and to the widows of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 19355. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes ; 

H. R. 20068. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes; and 
Joint resolution to provide for the remission of a 
portion of the Chinese indemnity. 

ROARD OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, I was honored by the Prest- 
dent of the Senate by being appointed a member of the Board of 
Visitors to the United States Military Academy. I find that my 
engagements in Kentucky will prevent me from discharging the 

duties, and I ask to be excused from serving as a member of the 
Board of Visitors, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator is excused. The Chair appoints in place of the Senator 
from Kentucky the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Fostrr]. 

PETITIONS AND Mi RIALS, 

Mr. BROWN presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
hill (8S. 2701) to increase the pension of Robert Allen Mea 
which were referred to the Committee on Pens! 

Mr. HALE (for Mr. FRYE) presented a 


lLlonse 


S. R. 25. 





or 


MOI 
rs 
rs, 


petition of si 


indry 


citizens of Bar Harbor, Me., and a petition of sundry citizens 
of Madison, Me., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 
Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of 
Alliance, Nebr., praying for the adoption of « 


sundry citizens of 
rtain amendments 





to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 
organizations, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Water Valley, Miss., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
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labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of Merrimac Lodge, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Nashua, N. H., and a 
petition of Subdivision No. Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, of Concord, N. H., praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction” and the “* Hemenway- 
Graff safety ash-pan” bills, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Manchester, 
N. H., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
so-called “ Sherman antitrust bill” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FLINT presented sundry petitions of citizens and labor 
organizations of Oakland, Cal., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” 
relating to labor organizations, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BACON. I have received two telegrams, addressed to 
the Senate and House of Representatives in my care. I pre- 
sume it is proper that I should lay them before the Senate in 
the way of memorials. They are very short, and I ask that 
they be read and properly referred. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Georgia to allow 


oor 
ood, 


them to be printed in the Recorp. 
so they go in the Recorp, it is 


Mr. BACON, 
all right. 
There being no objection, the memorials were ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
York, Pa., May 23, 1908. 


United States Senate and House of Representatives, 
care Senator A, O. Bacon, Washington, D. C.: 
The general synod of the Reformed German Church in the Unfted 
States earnestly petitions Congress to enact bill to protect no-license 
territory. 


Very well; 


JoHN P. Srein, Stated Clerk. 


READING, Pa., May 25, 1908. 
United States Senate and House of Representatives, 
care Senator A. O. Bacon, Washington, D. C.: 


Salem Evangelical Church, representing denomination of German 
stock, earnestly petitions Congress to pass bill to protect no-license 
rs repudiatory to those who claim German vote oppose such legis- 
F . ALEXANDER REBER. 

DAVID KIEFER. 
ALBERT WEIDENHOLD, 
FRANK PETERSON, 
Gro. SCHROEDER. 
JOEL MANWILLER. 
FrEeD HEFFELFINGER. 
C. WILAND. 

8S. NEIDIG. 

Mr. DICK presented a petition of Local Union No. 494, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. ® 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Dixon and 
Convoy, in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Warren 
and Mansfield, in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction bill,” which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Hamilton Club, of Hamil- 
ton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for a survey for a canal between Toledo, in that State, and Chi- 
cago, Ill., which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Jewelers’ Associ- 
ation of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called “ Vreeland stamping bill,” which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 20883) to establish in the 
Department of the Interior a Bureau of Mines, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report (No. 692) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 7225) for the relief of Mary 
Priscilla Shipman and other heirs at law of John J. Shipman, 
deceased, which was read twice by its title and, with accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (8S. 7226) granting certain land 
in the city of Alva, Okla., used for land-office purposes by the 
Government, to the city of Alva, Okla., which was read twice 


_——. 


by its title and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


CONTRIBUTIONS FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to pe 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 20112) providing for pubjic- 
ity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing elec. 
tions at which Representatives in Congress are elected, pro- 
hibiting fraud in registrations and elections, and providing dat 
for the apportionment of Representatives among the States, 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec. 
tions and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

That the act of February 8, 1894, entitled “An act to repea! 


all 
statutes relating to supervisors of elections and special deputy 


marshals and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby. re. 
pealed; and the several sections of the Revised Statutes specified jp 
said act relating to the appointment, qualification, power, duties, and 
compensation of supervisors of elections, and the several sections of 
the Revised Statutes specified in said act relating to the appointment, 
qualification, power, duties, and compensation of special deputies, and 
the several sections of the Revised Statutes relating to crimes specified 
in said act, and the part of section 643 of said statutes specified in 
said act and also all statutes and parts of statutes specified in sec. 
tion 2 of said act be, and the same are hereby, reenacted and put in 
full force and effect the same as if they had not been repealed by said 
act; this act of repeal and reenactment to take effect from and after 
its passage. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—CHARLES HUGHES. 


On motion of Mr, Carrer (for Mr. PeNRosr), it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in the case of Charles Hughes accompanying Sen- 
ate bill 2454, Sixtieth Congress, first session, subject to the provision 
of clause 2 of Rule XXX. 


NATIONAL INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 


Mr. OWEN. I present a memorial from the Initiative and 
Referendum League of America, relative to Senate bil! No, 
7208 and Senate joint resolution No. 94, providing for the estab- 
lishment of a national initiative and referendum. I move that 
it be printed as a document, 

The motion was agreed to, 

STEAMSHIP TABASQUENO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State, with the 
accompanying papers, concerning the claim of the owners of the 
Mexican steamship JZabasqueno and of her cargo against the United 
States. 

In view of our admitted liability in principle in this case, I recom 
mend the claim to the favorable consideration of Congress and that 
an appropriation of the sum mentioned by the Secretary of Stute be 
made in settlement of the claim. 


THEODORE Roos! 


Inclosures from the Secretary of State to the President, May 
1908, with six inclosures. 


THE WHITE House, May 25, 1908. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. ©. Larra, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On May 22, 1908: 

8.4639. An act to provide for participation by the United 
States in an international exposition to be held at Tokyo, Japa, 
in 1912. 

On May 23, 1908: 

S. 3153. An act to make Monterey and Port Hartford, in te 
State of California, subports of entry, and for other purposes: 

S$. 902. An act authorizing certain extensions to be made if 
the lines of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Col 
pany, the Washington Railway and Electric Company, the \''Y 
and Suburban Railway of Washington, and the Capital [r 
tion Company, in the District of Columbia, and for other pul 
poses; and 

S. 4186. An act amending the act of January 14, 155! and 
acts amendatory thereof, and for other purposes. 


PATENTS TO INDIAN LANDS. 
Mr. CLAPP submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes : 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil! (!! R. 
21735) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to '**" 
patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under 
now existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purpes 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses 2s ' 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbe! 
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 32, 38, 39, 40, and 41. 


aw 
ive 
com: 
Ws; 


9 
Sy Ms 














1908. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
nents of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 21, 23, 24, 25, 28, 
9 30, and 31, and agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

nt of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 

ndment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out insert 


following: 


Chat when any Indian who has heretofore received or who | 


hereafter receive an allotment of land dies before the ex- 
niration of the trust period, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
ertain the legal heirs of such Indian, and if satisfied of their 
ity to manage their own affairs shall cause to be issued in 
eir names a patent in fee simple for said lands; but if he 
is them incapable of managing their own affairs, the land 
» be sold as hereinbefore provided: Provided, That the pro- 
ceeds derived from all sales hereunder shall be used, during 
the trust period, for the benefit of the allottee or heir so dis- 
posing of his interest, under the supervision of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs: And provided further, That upon the 
approval of any sale hereunder by the Secretary of the Interior 
he shall cause a patent in fee to issue in the name of the pur- 
cna 
in 
M 


I 
fir 
I 
l 


in section 1 herein contained shall apply to the States of 
nnesota and South Dakota.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be 
ken out insert the following: 

“Provided, however, That the Cherokee Nation shall have the 
right to protest against the payment of any claim to any such 
person or persons and upon the protest being filed by or on be- 
half of the Cherokee Nation the claim of any such person or 
persons shall be referred to the Court of Claims, and said court 
is given full jurisdiction to hear and determine the same.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

In line 11 of the proposed amendment, after the word “ lands,’ 
insert “and place the proceeds derived therefrom.” 

In line 12, ¢ 
Jon and insert the words “Provided, That.” 

In line 13, strike out the word “to” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ shall.” 

In line 15, after the word “Provided,” insert the word ‘“fur- 
ther.” 

[In line 19, strike out the words “ charged to the Cherokee Na- 
ion and.” 

Change the number of the section from 12 to 13. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In the first line of the proposed amend- 
ment change the number from 13 to 14; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 


Biri 


Semice 


ser for the lands so sold: And provided further, That noth- | 
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ifter the word ‘“* Nation,” change the comma to a | 
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more or less; also the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter 
of section twenty-seven, township one hundred and forty-two 
north, range forty-one west of the fifth principal meridian, con- 
taining forty acres, more or less. 

“On the White Earth Indian Reservation, at or near Pem- 
bina Settlement: The southeast quarter of the northwest guar- 
ter and the northeast quarter of the southwest quarter of 
section ten, township one hundred and forty-four north, range 
forty-two west of the fifth principal meridian, containing eighty 
acres, more or less. 

“On the White Earth Indian Reservation, at or near Rice 
River: Lots one, two, and twelve of section seven, township one 
hundred and forty-four north, range forty west of the fifth 
principal meridian, containing ninety-five and ninety hundredths 
acres, more or less. 

“On the Red Lake Indian Reservation, at or near Red Lake: 
Tots two and three of section twenty, and the west half of the 
northeast quarter and the east half of the northwest quarter of 
section twenty-nine, township one hundred and fifty-one north, 
range thirty-four west of the fifth principal meridian, containing 
two hundred and forty-five and forty hundredths acres, more 
or less; ”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: 

In line 45 of the proposed amendment, after the word “ seven,” 
place the words “ Thirty-fourth Statutes at Large, pages one 


thousand and fifteen to one thousand and eighteen” in paren- 
theses. 
At the end of the proposed amendment, after the word 


, 


“ lands,’ 


or 


add the following: 
Phat this grant is made upon the condition that payment 
therefor shall be made within two years from the date of the 
approval of this act; that as to any land not paid for within 
that time the grant shall be void, and that said State shall not 
convey or lease or agree to convey or lease any of said land or 
any interest therein within ten years from the date of such ap- 
proval. Any such conveyance, lease, or agreement shall cause 
the land affected thereby to vest in the United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend- 


| ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


Oo « 


ment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 10 of the proposed amendment, 
after the word “ Oklahoma,” 
graph ending ‘with the word “ respectively ; 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an 


” 


strike out the balance of the para- | 
and the Senate | 


émendment as follows: At the end of the proposed amendment, | 


after the words “ containing ten acres, more or less,” add the | 


following: 

That the Seeretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to issue patents in fee to ‘The Bureau of Catholic In- 
dian Missions,’ organized under an act of the assembly of Mary- 
land entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Bureau of Catholic 
Indian Missions,’ approved April 6, 1894, for the lands set apart 
to the Catholic Church on the White Earth and Red Lake Indian 
reservations, in the State of Minnesota, as follows: 

_ On the White Earth Indian Reservation, at or near White 
Earth: The southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of sec- 
ton twenty-six, township one hundred and forty-two north, 
range forty-one west of the fifth principal meridian, containing 
forty acres, more or less; also the northwest quarter of the 
horthwest quarter and lots two, three, and four of section thirty- 
five, ti wnship one hundred and forty-two north, range forty-one 
West of the fifth principal meridian, containing one hundred and 
thirty-one and seventy-five hundredths acres, more or less; also 
the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section thirty- 
four, township one hundred and forty-two north, range forty- 
®2e west of the fifth principal meridian, containing forty acres, 





“Sec. 26. That the Court of Claims is hereby authorized to 
consider and adjudicate and render judgment as law and 
equity may require in the matter of the claim of Clarence W. 
Turner, of Muskogee, Okla., against the Creek Nation, for the de- 
struction of personal property and the value of the loss of the 
pasture of the said Turner or his assigns by the action of any 
of the responsible Creek authorities, or with their cognizance 
and aquiescence, either party to said cause in the Court of 
Claims to have the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Change the number of the section 
from 28 to 27 and in line 16 of the proposed amendment, after 
the word “ deceased,” insert the following: 

“Provided, That the evidence of the intervenors shall be im- 
mediately submitted: And provided further, That the lands 
allotted to the said Mississippi Choctaws are hereby declared 
subject to a lien to the extent of the claims of the said Winton 
and of the other plaintiffs authorized by Congress to sue the 
said defendants subject to the final judgment of the Court of 
Claims in the said case.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Change the number of the section 
from 29 to 28: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same 
an amendment as follows: Change the number of the 
from 30 to 29; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from Its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 

Change the number of the section from 31 to 30. 

At the end of the proposed amendment, after the word 
pealed,” add the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to turn over to the treasurers of the cities of Lawton, Hobart, 
and Anadarko the unexpended balance of the proceeds aris- 


to the amend 
with 


Section 


‘ re. 
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ing from the sale of town lots in said cities heretofore appro- | 


priated and set apart for public improvements in such cities 
by the act of March 8, 1901, and the acts of June 30, 1902, and 
March 14, 1906.” 
Aad the Senate agree to the same. 

Moses FE. Crapp, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

T. H. PAYNTER, 

Janagers on the part of the Senate, 


J. S. SHERMAN, 

C. L. KNApp, 

JOHN H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
mesota [Mr. 
made by the conference committee. 

Mr. CLAPP, Among the amendments some of the important 


MAy 25. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, which is as follows. I desire to fa- 


cilitate the consideration of the report as much as possible. 


Mr. OVERMAN, I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether he wants to have the amendments read that were 
agreed to by the conferees? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 


which will be stated by the Secretary. 


The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 


| commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 


| business may be temporarily laid aside. 


I should like to ask the Senator from Min- | 
CLAPP] to explain the changes which have been | 


are, first, the amendment authorizing the Secretary of the In- | 


terior to convey to Minnesota about twelve hundred acres of 
land for the purpose of creating a forest reserve. The other 
amendment is to convey to the Episcopal diocese of Duluth and 
the Catholic Board of Missions certain sites which they had 
been using in the Indian reservations in that State. The amend- 
ment is to grant this authority so far as the authority of the 
Department is concerned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
report. 

The report was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


SUNDRY 
Mr. ALLISON. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
I submit the report of the conferees on the 


bill (H. R. 21260) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- | 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, | 


1909, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the amendments that 
have been acted upon by the conference read. It is not mate- 
rial to me whether they are read in the first instance or in the 
second instance. It is a very important bill, and it is impos- 
sible for anyone to know what has been done unless the amend- 
ments are read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection, of course, to the amend- 
ments being read, and if they are to be read they may as well 
be read now as afterwards. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Although I think it might be better to have 
the report read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or the amendments may be read as they 
are reached in the report. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, 
ments? 


The report might be read and then the 


in that vay what is the effect of the amendments. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No doubt the 
explain it more quickly than to have the amendments read. 
Mr. ALLISON, 


Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
Of course I should 
like to have a vote on it, but I do not want to interfere with 
the conference report. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey 
asks unanimous consént that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGR. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
New Jersey is that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. The Secretary wil! 
proceed to read the report, and the amendments indicated in 
the report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the tw 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21260) mak. 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate: recede from its amendments numbered 9, 13, 14, 15, 
26, 36, 82, 84, 148, 160. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be read. 

The Secretary read amendment No. 9, as follows: 

9. Land for buildings for the Departments of State, Justice, an‘ 


| Commerce and Labor: To enable the Secretary of the Treasury, 


Does not the report state the amend- | 


. for duty on the coast of Oregon, $250,000. 
Mr. ALDRICH. “Not except by number, and we can not tell | 


Senator from Iowa can | 


port is read, I think the amendments had better be read at the | 


moment, and I think the Senator from Rhode Island will not | 


ask that all the amendments be read. 


As an illustration of | 


what I mean, the first amendment is amendment No. 9, wherein | 


the Senate recedes. That is an amendment which provided for 
the purchase of a large tract of land on the southeast corner 
of Fifteenth street and Pennsylvania avenue. 
ferees receded from the amendment, because the whole matter 
is embraced in another bill which is now pending in the House 
of Representatives. I think it would hardly be necessary to 
have that amendment read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am interested in several amendments 
made in the Senate to the bill. I understand that they have 
all been given up by the conference committee. I shall not be 
able to know anything about the result of the conference un- 
less I hear the amendments read, and I ask that all the amend- 
ments may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I submit that the best way to facilitate 
the consideration of the report is to have the amendments read 
as the Secretary proceeds. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That course will be perfectly satisfactory 
to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, for example, that the Senate recedes 
- from amendment No. 9, on page 11, which is as follows, 


The Senate con- | 


| Newport, R. 1. to take the place of the revenue cutter Dezter, $2 
If the amendments are to be read, and the re- | 


| ing appropriations for necessary public service. = 
| fault with the Committee on Appropriations for not fusist!ts 





his discretion, to acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, t 

whole of squares Nos. 226, 227, 228, 229, and 230, in the city « 
Washington, and toward the erection of one or two buildings thereon, 
$3,000,000, That part of C street, Ohio avenue, D street, and | 
street lying between the squares named herein is hereby made a part 
of the site authorized by this provision. That should the Secretary 
of the Treasury decide to institute condemnation proceedings in ord 
to secure any or all of the land herein authorized to be acquired 1 
proceedings shall be in accordance with the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved August 30, 1890, providing a site for the enlarg 

ment of the Government Printing Office (United States Statutes at 
Large, vol. 26, ae. 837). 

That a commission, to be composed of the Secretary of State, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Attorney-General, the Secretary 
Commerce and Labor, and the Superintendent of the Capitol Buildin 
and Grounds, which is hereby created, shall report to Congr 
liminary plans and an estimate of cost for one or two buildings t 
erected on said site for the use of the Departments of State, Justi 
anc Commerce and Labor, and for other governmental purposes, s:i( 
preiiminary plans and estimates of cost to be paid for out of th 
appropriation herein made. 


The Secretary read amendment No. 13, as follows: 
13. For the construction of one steam revenue cutter of the first class, 


The Secretary read amendment No. 14, as follows: 


14. For the construction and equipping of a steam revenue cutter, for 
service in Narragansett Bay and adjacent waters, with headquarters 


5.000, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the steamer Dewter, that is 


| now on duty at the collection port of Newport, was built in 


1874. It is practically unseaworthy. The Senate has passed 
bills for the construction of a new revenue cutter for that ser 
ice on three several occasions. Those bills have never bee! 
acted upon in the House of Representatives. If I could prop 
erly designate or characterize the action of the House in resard 
to matters of this kind, I should be glad to do so. 

They apparently pay no attention whatever to bills whic! 
sent there from here, and they insist that a rule show! 
adopted that no appropriation shall be made except for 0! 
of public service that have been agreed to by both Houses. 16 
send bills to the Senate and they are favorably acted upo. 
They secure appropriations for the purpose for which thcy dle- 
sire appropriations, and Members of the Senate, unless they ' DP 
pen to be upon the Committee on Appropriations—and I io ne 


| know that that makes any particular difference—are absolutley 


powerless to secure appropriations for the public service that 


| are absolutely necessary. 


The case in point is only one of numberless cases where 
the Senate finds itself without any means whatever of pr “ 
I do not fin 


upon this amendment, but I do say that we are fast arriviis at 
a condition which is absolutely intolerable, so far as this body 
is concerned. There is a similar case on the Pacific coast and 
another at the port of New York, where it is absolutely »°c’™ 
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y that something shall be done, but we find ourselves obliged 

either stop the appropriations for the Government or permit 

ther branch of Congress to prevent any appropriations that 
desired by the Senate. 

\ir. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator propose to resist the 
report? 

ir. ALDRICH. No; I shall not resist the report, but I 

this statement so that there may be an understanding 
t the matter. 

\ir. FORAKER. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 

t this same thing, in principle, has happened repeatedly dur- 
ing my service here, and it is always passed by in this way. 
\ is not this as good a time as any to assert the right that 
we certainly have? If the good of the public service be in- 
volved, as the Senator states it is, I think it is our duty to 
stand to that which we believe ought to be embodied in the 
} I do not like to hear the Senator say this is not the right 
kind of treatment for the Senate to receive about a matter of 
this nature, but we will acquiesce in it. That only invites a 
etition of it. Therefore I hope the Senator will change his 
mind about it, and we will insist upon it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Merely for a question. I desire to ask 
the Senator from Iowa if this item has been left out of appro- 
priation bills heretofore? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not sure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure about that; but the Senate 
on three occasions have passed a bill providing for a new rev- 
enue cutter at this point, and the House itself has reported the 
bills favorably, but they have never been acted on, and we 
are absolutely powerless to provide a remedy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator does not intend 
to resist the report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know whether I do or not. There 
is great force in the suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio, 
and this may be a good time to follow the course he suggests. 
The House does not seem to be inclined to adjourn, and I do 
not know that we can take up the time of Congress better than 
by asserting on the part of the Senate, so far as we can, a 
certain spirit of independence, if the rights of the Senate are to 
be considered, 

Mr. ALLISON, 
every other bill that becomes a law, must necessarily pass both 
Houses, The difference between the appropriation bills, par- 
ticularly this one, and many other bills, is that the appropria- 
tion bill is composed of a great many items. The Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I think, have fairly made an en- 
deavor to do what they thought ought to be done as respects a 
cutter for Narragansett Bay. The committee itself 
made an examination of this question and inserted the item in 
the bill and reported favorably upon it to the Senate. We in- 
serted a provision in the bill for four new revenue cutters be- 
cause we believed, at least the committee believed, that they 
‘ire all necessary to the commerce of the country. I believe 
personally that the four that we have surrendered are neces- 
sary and that their construction ought to be entered upon. 


revenue 


The House of Representatives, however, presented to us the 
point that there was no law authorizing their construction, 


that the House of Representatives had never passed upon this 
(uestion, and therefore that they were not prepared to agree to 


the construction of these several revenue cutters. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator state how many items 
of appropriation are contained in the bill upon which the 


two Houses have not acted? There must be hundreds of items 
in the bill, and in every bill of this character there are new 
items, inserted without any provision of law governing their in- 
mn. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that | do not think there are any items in this bill or in any 
bill reported from the Committee on Appropriations that are 
hot already covered by a previous statute authorizing the 
expenditure, Of course I know there are a few in this bill, 
but there are not a great number, and there never are a 
kreat humber in the bills which are reported from the Com- 
Hilttee on Appropriations, 

Mr. President, one word more as respects these particular 


sert 


‘tems. When we were confronted in the first conference by the 
House conferees we were told that they could not agree to 
these provisions, We endeavored in our way to try to show the 
- Se conferees that we thought these revenue cutters were 
CCE 


‘ry to the commerce of the localities for which they were 


Mr. President, these appropriation bills, like | 
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proposed. The House conferees, however, said to us that we 
were not very well advised respecting the matter; that there 
were already in course of construction seven revenue cutters 
which could be sent to these various places and thus relieve 
the situation. The response made by us was that the revenue 
cutters in the course of construction were for the particular 
harbors indicated in the statute providing for their construc- 
tion—as, for example, one at San Francisco, one at Savannah, 
Ga., another at New Orleans—and that it would not be within 
the power 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator from Iowa is now speaking of 
the revenue cutters? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. FULTON. There is none in the bill for San Francisco, 
as I remember. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that, but that was the argu- 
ment of the conferees on the part of the other House: and I 
have a right here to speak of the reasons which were given by 
the House through their conferees as to why they would not 
agree to these items. Therefore it was insisted upon by the 
conferees of the other House that we could draw the revenue 
cutter from San Francisco that is now in process of construc- 
tion, and if it was greatly needed, it could be transferred to 
and used at Portland, Oreg.; that we could draw the revenue 
cutter from Savannah, Ga., if it was greatly needed in New 
York Harbor or at Narragansett Bay, and it could be used at 
either of those places. Our answer to that contention was that 
these revenue cutters were provided for by law for particular 
localities as respects their use, and that they could not be thus 
scattered about by a mere revenue officer. 

tut, Mr. President, notwithstanding these arguments and sug- 
gestions, the committee of conference on the part of the House 
refused to agree to the items embracing these revenue cutters. 
We asked them to submit the question again to the House of 
Representatives, and thus all these revenue cutters were put 
in disagreement by the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
We therefore supposed that we were fairly discharging our 
duty when we insisted that this matter should be again sub- 
mitted to the House of Representatives. The several ftems 
were disagreed to on that ground, and were again submitted 
to the House. 

This conference report embraces some thirty-nine or forty 
different amendments on one side or the other, many of them 
important amendments, and all of the provisions for revenue 
cutters are important amendments. This report now embraces 
every item that was carried into disagreement by the last 
ference, and this is the final report on the question. 

I wish to say to the Senate that I believe your conferees have 
exerted whatever influence and power they had to persuade the 
conferees on the part of the House that these items were neces 
sary. Some of them were surrendered, others were modified, 
and others were agreed to. 

That is the situation of this report. I make 
statement because it applies to practically all 
amendments in controversy. 

Mr. FULTON. ir. President, I do not doubt that the Senate 
conferees have done everything in their power up to date. 
Whether it is advisable to ask them to continue longer in their 
efforts I am not prepared to say, for I realize that they have 
had much wider experience in this body than I; but I would 
be glad, if it were the temper of the Senate, that at least as 
io some of these items—lI only speak of those with which I 
am personally acquainted—the conferees might be requested 
I understand we can not instruct them—to decline to agree to 
the report. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricn] speaks of the 
importance of having constructed an additional revenue cutter 
on the coast which he immediately represents. He of 
can speak for that locality. I can testify to the very great 
importance of having retained in this bill the appropriation 
which the Senate inserted of $250,000 for the construction of a 
revenue cutter for the of Oregon. That item was in- 
serted on an amendment offered by me, which read, I think, 
originally that the cutter should be for the Columbia River. 
It was designed for the Columbia River, and would of course 
have been assigned to that river. 

It is very well for gentlemen to say that there are revenue 
cutters elsewhere that may be assigned to this or that port, 
but I have been endeavoring for two years, Mr. President, to 
get a revenue cutter assigned to the Columbia River, one of 
the greatest rivers of the continent and on which is situated 
one of the three great ports on the Pacific having a 
commerce of millions and millions of dollars annually. The 
greatest shipping port in the world for wheat and flour, the 
greatest shipping port in the world for lumber—as an export 
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point, I mean—is without a revenue cutter. I do not think 


and situated. 


quested it to assign one of the revenue cutters that are now 
elsewhere on the Pacific coast to the Columbia River. 
said they could not spare it. I went there twice before I offered 
the amendment to the sundry civil bill providing for this reve- 
nue cutter, indeed before I introduced the bill, which I should 
have before said the Senate passed, providing for the construc- 
tion of that revenue cutter, which bill was sent to the other 
Tlouse. this I went to the Treasury Department 
and requested that a revenue cutter be assigned to the Colum- 
bia River. The officials there admitted the vital importance 
of it, 


, . ell 
Before all 


that purpose which was suitable for that place and stated that 
the only thing to be done was to get authority from Congress 
to construct a revenue cutter. I then introduced a bill, which 
was referred to and reported by the Commerce Committee. It 
passed the Senate unanimously, went to the other House, was 


and there it rests. 
There is no item in this bill, Mr. President, of more impor- 


nue cutter for the Columbia River. I wish that the conferees 
night ag@in take this matter under consideration in view of 
the vital importance of it to a great section, to a great. port, 
and insist further on the allowance of that item. Aside from 
the mere current expenses of the Government, I say again 
there is no item carried in this bill that is more vitally impor- 
tant than that item. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am very familiar with 
the provision for the revenue cutter the Senator from Rhode 
Island {Mr, ALDRicH] is interested in, that matter having been 


report having been made on the bill, and it having passed the 
Senate; but I want to call attention to another phase of this 
discussion. 

The Senator from Rhode Island calls attention to the fact 


that appropriations are being resisted in another place, which, | 


in his opinion, ought to be allowed. I want to speak of the 
ate with amendments aggregating about $2,000,000. In the 
judgment of the chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, those appropriations should have been made. They 
were resisted very vigorously, and the result was that $1,500,- 
000, or thereabouts, was stricken from the bill. I will say 
frankly that had I not supposed that Congress would adjourn 


last Saturday, some of those provisions probably would have | 


been retained in the bill; or, at any rate, we should have been 
in conference now on some of them. After the conference re- 
port had passed the Senate and was taken up in another body 
and agreed to there, a member of the conference committee on 
the part of that body made a speech calling attention to the ex- 
travagance of the Senate, and, among other things, Mr. Presi- 
dent, he used these words: 

I say that we should take steps, if not at this session, then at the 
next, to clearly and firmly indicate to the other body that they can not 
increase these money bills as they have done in the past. I believe that 
a careful perusal of the history of the making of our Constitution will 
bear me out in the statement that it was intended oy its framers that 
when the Senate proposed amendments to an appropriation bill, if same 
were rejected by the House, it was the duty of the Senate to promptly 


recede. 

Mr. President, if this is to be the rule, it is very manifest that 
not only will revenue cutters hereafter be stricken from appro- 
priation bills, but that every amendment of the Senate that 
does not commend itself to another body will go out of these 
appropriation bills. I take it, Mr. President, that the Senate 
will never agree to that proposition; I take it that the Senate 
will insist that, under the Constitution, it has the right to amend 
appropriation bills to any extent it sees fit to do; that those mat- 
ters become proper subjects of free and full conference between 
the two Houses, and that the Senate has the same right to in- 
sist upon its amendments as the other body has to resist them. 

I mention this matter, Mr. President, simply to emphasize 
the fact that the Senator from Rhode Island, who says that it is 
time that an issue should be framed, will find in the words I 
have read an added reason why, in my opinion, it is important, 
or will be important in the near future, to raise precisely an 
issue of that kind. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, in regard to the revenue cutter 
for New York, the Senate adopted an amendment to this bill 
appropriating $80,000 for the construction of such a revenue 
cutter. I presented that amendment at the request of the 
Bureau of Navigation and of the officer having charge of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. The reason is that the revenue cutter 


They | 


and yet they asserted that they were without a cutter for | 





| mittee on Commerce in regard to the matter. 
| duced the amendment it went to the Committee on Commerce 
| and that committee, following its usual rule, before it would re 


| | port the amendment and ask that it be put upon the sundry 
reported by the committee there favorably back to the House, | 


| urgently needed. 
before the Committee on Commerce several times, a favorable | 








| Stationed there performs a special duty in the most crowded 
there is another first-class port which is thus circumstanced | 


harbor there is in the United States. Its business is to so 


| locate vessels that they. shall not interfere with each other anq 
(ver a year ago I went to the Treasury Department and re-| shall not be obstructive of navigation. 


The revenue cutter 
there now has been there for so many years performing that 
service, that I am informed by the Department it is practica)|y 
useless, and that, if it can be used at all, it can only be use 
with great danger to the engineer, to the crew, and to the 
officers, 

The item is not for a new revenue cutter for a new service. 
but it is to replace a revenue cutter which as I regard it, from 
an undue spirit of economy, has been in the Service unti! jis 
usefulness is gone, and it is dangerous to those who are operat- 
ing it. 

Hon. J. B. Reynolds, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
when asked the opinion of the Department, reported to the Com- 
When I intro- 


civil bill, asked the Department for its opinion. After Mr. lhey- 


| nolds’s letter was received, the amendment was unanimously re- 


: ae : 3 | ported by the Committee on Commerce to the Senate. 
tance than the item providing for the construction of this reve- 


The let- 
ter of Mr. Reynolds is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THB SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 27, 1908. 


Str: I am in receipt of a letter dated January 24, 1908, from 1! 
Committee on Commerce, transmitting a bill (8S. 4380) “for the co 
struction of a steam vessel for the Revenue-Cutter Service for anchor 
age duty at the port of New York,” and requesting that the commitice 
be furnished with such suggestions as may be deemed proper touching 
the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage. 

In reply I have to state as follows: 

A new vessel to perform anchorage duty at the port of New York fs 
The small steamer Manhattan, which is now detailed 
on this anchorage work, is in poor condition and is not worth rebuild 
ing or many repairs. She is 34 years old, having been built in 157 
has been in constant service and is now obsolete and nearly worn out 
The machinery of the Manhattan is of an antiquated and uneconom 
type and requires frequent and expensive repairs. The boiler is tl 
fifth that has been installed since the vessel was built and is liable to 
give out at any time. The Manhattan is engaged in important duty in 
supervising the anchorage system of New York Harbor, which includes 


| the North and East rivers and Kill van Kull, and I recommend that 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, which passed the Sen- | 


she be replaced Wy a modern vessel as provided in the bill. 
y 


Respectfully, 


J. B. RBYNOLDs, 
Acting Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 

United States Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I trust that the Senate will request that 
the conferees on the part of the Senate insist on these amend 
ments, and that they insist upon a further conference, especially 
on this amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, these questions were consi 
ered by the committee in the first instance. The items were 
recommended by the Department, and we put them in the Di! 
for the reason, perhaps, given by the Senator from New \ork 

The true rule in the consideration of appropriation bi|'s 
to put in only such matters as are provided for by law, to 
make appropriations recommended to Congress to carry oul 
existing law. The custom has grown up, however, of puttits 
in a good many items that do not properly belong to such bills. 
In the other body, of course, the question of order is raise! 
upon such matters, and if they have not been provided for 
law, they promptly go out. We do not quite do that. We 
sometimes put such items in. The House has that rule. The) 
will not put in an appropriation bill matters that hav 
been provided for by law. That places the Senate, w! 
puts items in an appropriation not provided for by law 
great disadvantage, and practically under control of the House. 

Neither body, Mr. President, can say arbitrarily whe y 
put in a provision that it must be adhered to. If you did | 
you would have no conference whatever. It would be cer! 
out of order for the Senate to say, “ We put this item 
bill on information that is sufficient to us, and we do nof 1)" 
to let it go out.” The House conferees would be justific 
the rules that govern conferences of this kind to say 
diately, ‘We will retire.” 

Mr. President, we sent these very questions to the I! 
twice at least, for their action. The House conferees dec '\' 
to yield to the Senate and took it back to the House. ('° 
House sustained their conferees, and then the conferees, ° 
course, made the point on us that we were making exceeds’) 
large appropriations this year, and undoubtedly the appropn' 
tions for this session of Congress will greatly exceed the rm& 
nues, to the extent, perhaps, of $150,000,000 or $160,000.00" 
There was great force in that, and we heard from nobody, Mr. 
President, that these revenue cutters were absolutely nece#s<'y- 
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have gotten along without them for some time, and they 
t along without them for the future, 

s myself anxious particularly to secure for the Western 
he revenue cutter about which the Senator from Oregon 
FuLToN] has spoken, and I would have favored some other 
of the same character for the Western coast, but these 
were not in pursuance of any statute. There was really 
son for us to say to the House conferees that they must 
id, after a suitable time, of course we had to yield. 
President, if we return this bill to the House, I do not 
there will be any advantage gained by the Senate. The 


will stand for what they have stood for; and if we | 


adjourn’ in the course of a few days this conference re- 
“ht to be accepted. The committee did the best they 
and I think, under the circumstances, they did pretty 
So I hope the conference report will be accepted. 
ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am not intending in any 
to reflect upon the Committee on Appropriations for 
tion, but I desire in the most emphatic way I can to 
' attention of the Senate and of the Committee on Ap- 
riations of the House of Representatives to the manner in 
Senate amendments to appropriation bills are treated. 


| e before me a list of the subjects in disagreement between 
the two Houses upon this bill, which are included in this re- 


and I find that most of those items are not items provided 
existing law. They were put in the bill contrary to the 


ye 


ed their conduct in the case of the revenue cutters. I 


desire to read it, so that the Senate will understand what fre- | 
weasions there are for a departure from that rule when- | 


else in authority. 
rhe first amendment in disagreement is the one in regard to | 
land for buildings for the Departments of State and Commerce 


nd Labor, for which there is no provision of law. The next 


three items are for revenue cutters, for which there is no pro- 
sion of law. The next item is for a wharf and storehouse in 
Neah Bay, Wash., for which there is no provision of law. 
rhe next is for a custodian for the public building at St. Paul, 
Mii for which there is no provision of law. The next re | 


lates to some provision forbidding the payment of details, from 
» secret-service division. 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator is now reading amendments—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am reading the items in disagreement 
upon this very bill. 
Mr. TELLER. Put in by the Senate? 
Mr. ALDRICH. They were all put in by the Senate, and 
were all of them matters which were not covered by ex- 
isting law, and yet a good many of them have been agreed to by 
e i 
be the 
The 
k, for which there is no provision of law. The next item is 
tender for light-house depot at San Francisco, for which 
no provision of law. The next is for a light vessel for 
ns River bar, Florida, for which there is no provision 


‘ established rule, 


St. Jo} 


i there is no provision of law. The next is for the estab- 
nt of a boundary line between Idaho and Washington, 
which there is no provision of law. 
card to education in Alaska, for which there is no provision of 
Then a provision for reindeer in Alaska, for which there 

) provision of law. Then an item for a survey of Galves- 

Harl Then for 


l or, for which there is no provision of law. 
Strengthening the levees along the west bank of the Mississippi 


River between Flint Creek and Iowa River, for which there is 
io provision of law. Then for erecting new military barracks 
and quarters, for which there is no provision of law. Then for 
fixing the salary of the United States attorney for the eastern 
dist t of Pennsylvania, for which there is no prevision of law. 
rh fo low international investigation of the opium evil, for 
we | there is no provision of law; international commission at 
i Janeiro, for which there is no provision of law; purchase 

teamships of American registry for use of the Isthmian 
( Commission, for which there is no provision of law; re- 
qu the National Academy of Sciences to make report on 
& surveys, for which there is no provision of law; 
woe Yukon-Pacific Exposition, for which there is no pro- 
ge of law, and international exposition at Albuquerque, 
‘\. Mex., for which there is no provision of law. 

t attention to these facts, not to find fault with the Com- 
- * on Appropriations, but to show that the rule to which 
a on has been called here is not a rule that either the Sen- 
— i¢ House follows, though they try to follow it as well as 


|, perhaps, and they may be doing the best they can, 
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le which the House of Representatives are asserting | 


such action suits the House of Representatives or some- | 


use of Representatives, contrary to what is here said to | 


next item is for anchorage buoys in the port of New | 


w. The next is for a survey of Fort Keogh, Mont., for | 


The next is an item in | 





I do not intend to ask the Senate to disagree to this confer- 
ence report, but I desire to call the attention of the Committees 
on Appropriations of both Houses to the fact that the treatment 
of the Senate in these matters is not fair and, in my judgment, 


it will not continue when it is called to the attention of the 
Senate. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not assert, and no one 


who has had experience will assert, that the appropriation bills 


| are entirely made up of items to carry out existing law, al- 
| though that is the theory upon which we originally started. 


The House of Representatives, to some extent, has maintained 
that theory, because they have a provision in their that 
will enable any Member to object and raise a point of order on 
an amendment and have it stricken out. We have never had 
that rule, Mr. President. We have never claimed it. And a 
great part of the legislation which we have enacted in these 
late years has come from the fact that we did not have such a 
rule and did not attempt to enforce such a rule. We have 
within the last ten years put some of the most important pro- 
visions of law as amendments to this very bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I ought to complete my statement 
| by saying that the House of Representatives receded from their 
| disagreement to this class of amendments in fourteen cases out 
| of twenty. 
| Mr. TELLER. In this bill? 
| 
| 


rules 


Mr. ALDRICH. In this report which is now under considera- 
tion, showing that the rule they have adopted applies only in 
certain cases, 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Rhode Island may com- 
| plain of that, but no member of the committee will complain 

of it. We were very glad to get them to recede on some of 
| these items. For myself, I was exceedingly sorry they would 
not recede on these revenue cutters, and we all did the best we 
could to secure it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am only finding fault because the House 
did not recede from their disagreement to the amendments to 
| which I have referred and that they have established a rule 
to exclude those amendments which they have not followed in 
|} any other case. 
Mr. TELLER. There never has been an inflexible rule, but 
| they have asserted that that was the rule, and they occasionally 
graciously allowed us to violate that rule. 
| J] believe, perhaps, it would be better for the country if the 
| rule was established and complied with in both bodies against 
putting in what amounts to legislation. We put in the Yukon- 
Alaskan provision at the very earnest request of our Western 
friends, who wanted it in. There was some reason why they 
could not get a separate bill through the House. We followed 
the rule which has been adopted in such cases—to put it in. 
That is the way we have legislated for these expositions ever 
since 1877, since I have been acquainted with affairs here. 


I do not think there is so much complaint to be made of the 
House as the Senator from Rhode Island does. They did give 
| way on a majority of the amendments we reported. I think 


they ought to have given way on a few more, but if they had 
I suppose there would have been complaints from the sponsors 
of the others that were not kept in. 

There is some considerable force in what the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations in the House, who was chairman 
of the House conferees, said when he complained that we were 


|} making this a tremendously extravagant bill; that we were 
adding things not absolutely necessary. Do Senators realize 
| that at this session of Congress we are going to have a bill 


which will be as great as a few years ago an entire Congress 
| appropriated—and it pretty nearly overturned the political 
parties of this country when you had a billion-dollar Congress. 
This time, if we do as much next session as we have done at 
this, we will have a_ $2,000,000,000 Congress, and you are 
going to have mighty little to show for it when you get through, 
That is the fact. 

Something ought to be said about the extravagance of Con- 
gress in both Houses; for that matter. If we go on at the rate 
at which we are going on, it will not be long before we will ! 
selling bonds to meet the ordinary current expenses of tl 
Government: and I am pretty sure the people will never con- 
sent to that. I remember that when we had a Democratic 
administration there was great excitement when a pl 
hundred million dollars of bonds were sold. Mr. President 
when we began this Congress we had $250,000,000 in the Tre 
ury in surplus money. When we get through we will ha 
very little, if any, in the Treasury; not more than be 
necessary to carry on the daily business of the Go 

Of course, the House of Representatives is charged with a 
duty in respect to the revenue with which this body is not 
charged. Revenue legislation must originate there, and after 


couple 


will 


vernment. 
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all there is an obligation upon the House to see that there is a | 
proper revenue in the country which does not lie with us. 

I think myself we got out of these amendments pretty well. 
While I should like to have seen the revenue cutter at Narra- 
gansett Bay retained, because it struck me as being needed, 
and while I should like to have seen the revenue cutter on 
the Pacifie coast and Oregon retained, at the same time we 
could not say to the House conferees that we would not make a 
final report unless the House men agreed to those items. I 
repeat, you must*have a system that enables the conferees to 
surrender some things. If you do not, you will cease having 
conference committees at all. I do not believe our conferees 
surrendered anything they ought to have stood for, and I 
can not say, after all, that the House conferees demanded that 
we should surrender anything that they did not have good 
reason to say we should surrender. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
reading of the amendments. 

The Secretary read amendment No. 15, which was to insert 
the following: 

For the construction of one steam revenue cutter for anchorage 
patrol duty in the harbor of New York, $80,000. 


Secretary will resume the 


The Secretary read amendment No. 26, which was to strike | 


out the following: 
No part of any money appropriated by this act shall be used in pay- 


the 
at any 
under 


from 
may 
or 


secret-service division of the Treasury Department or who 
time, during the fiscal year 1909, have been employed by 
said secret-service division. 


The Secretary read amendment No. 36, which was to insert: 


Tender, San Francisco, Cal.: For tender for the use of the inspector | 


of the twelfth light-house depot, San Francisco, Cal., $215,000. 
The Secretary read amendment No. 82, which was, on page 
06, line 1, to strike out “ two” and insert “ three,” 


For geological surveys in the various portions of the United States, 
$300,000, to be immediately available. 


The Secretary read amendment No. 84, which was, on page 
9S, iine 8, to strike out “ three” 

In all, for the United States Geological Survey, $1,455,520. 

The Secretary read amendment No. 148, which was to insert: 

(148) International commission at Rio de Janeiro: For the payment 
of compensation and necessary expenses of a commissioner to repre 
sent the United States in the international commission, which, in pur- 
suance of the convention signed at the Third International Conference 
of American States, on August 
February 3, 1908, and ratified by the President on February 8, 1908, is 
to meet at the city of Rio de Janeiro in July, 1908, for the purpose of 
preparing draft codes of private and public international law regu- 
lating the relations between the nations of America; and for the 
payment of the quota of the United States of the expenses incident 
to the preparation of the drafts, including the compensation of the 
experts provided for in Article IV of the said convention, $20,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available. 

The Secretary read amendment No. 160, which was to strike 
out: 

(160) Sec. 8. , 
next meeting, to take into consideration the methods and expenses of 
conducting all surveys of a_ scientific character, and all 
testing, and experimental laboratories and to report to Congress as 
soon thereafter as may. be practicable a plan for consolidating such 
surveys, chemical, testing, and experimental laboratories so as to 


oo 
ae, 


effectually prevent duplication of work and reduce expenditures with- | 


out detriment to the public service. 


It is the judgment of Congress that any person who holds employ- 
ment under the United States or who is employed by and receives a 
regular salary from any scientific bureau or institution that is required 
to report to Congress should refrain from participation in the delibera 
voting on or joining in any recommendation hereunder. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE, 


done before in the history of the Senate, certainly not within 
the memory of the veteran chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee [Mr. Attison|]—the reading of the amendments upon a 
conference report. A great deal of time has been spent upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, the reading 
will be finished in a moment. 

The Secretary resumed the reading, when, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the last sentence be read again. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, as a matter of history, it is rather 
important, I suppose, to have this information, But all that 
has been eliminated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is all out? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate recedes. 

I want to submit a request to the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How many more amendments are there? 

Mr. ALLISON. A good many more. If there is any par- 
ticular amendment the Senator from Rhode Island thinks ought 


NGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| any 


| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


so as to read: | 


and insert “‘ four,” so as to read: | 


1906, approved by the Senate on | hereunder commenced or undertaken shall be completed and 


The National Academy of Sciences is required, at their | 


eee | last line of said amendment strike out the word “ this 
“he sal, | 


| insert in lieu thereof the words “ the foregoing 


I hope the Senator from Rhode Island | 
will not insist upon something being done which has never been | 
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to be considered at length or at large or about which he wis) es 
information, I shall be glad to give it. I hope he will allow 
the report proper to be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The purpose I had in view has been aceoy. 
plished. I will not ask for the further reading of the amend. 
inents, if the Senator from Iowa desires. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be much obliged to the Senator if jye 
will refrain from asking for the further reading. If there js 

special amendment about which he desires informa} jo) 

or as to which he wishes to ascertain the phraseology as fi: 
agreed to, of course it can be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the request. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
ference report, as follows: 


ly 
on- 


That the House recede- from its disagreement to the an 
ments of the Senate numbered 16, 33, 78, 79, 86, and 102: 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbere: 2°, 
In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For custodian of public buildings at St. Paul, Minnesota 
one thousand six hundred dollars, who shall be appointed by 


end- 
and 


O9-« 


| the Secretary of the Treasury without reference to the laws or 
ment of compensation or expenses of any person detailed or transferred | 


regulations applying to classified or civil service and shal! dis- 
charge such additional duties as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may from time to time require.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38 


oo, 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Light and signal, St. Johns River, Florida: For a light and 
signal or whistling buoy, to be placed off the entrance to St. 


| Johns River, Florida, and a relief buoy for same, twenty-five 


thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8°. and 
agree-to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at the 
end of the last line of the matter inserted by said amendment 
the following: “And provided further, That all investigations 


fully reported on prior to the first day of July, nineteen hundred 


| and nine, and all investigations and work now in progress under 
| appropriations heretofore made for the purposes mentioned in 


this paragraph shall also be completed and finally reported on 


| before the close of the fiscal year nineteen hundred and nine;” 


and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 101: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate: numbered 101, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In thie 

and 
;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: [1 licu 
of the sum proposed insert “ two million one hundred and thirty 


| nine thousand and sixty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 
tions of said National Academy of Sciences on this subject and from | 


same, 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede froim tue 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbere! ! l, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: [1 ''cl 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow ns 

“The annual salary of the United States attorney for the es! 
ern district of Pennsylvania shall be, after the beginning «f the 


| fiscal year nineteen hundred and nine, six thousand dolla! +; ai 


the annual salary of his first assistant shall be, after th: 
ning of the fiscal year nineteen hundred and nine, such 
the Attorney-General shall from time to time fix and det: 
not to exceed four thousand dollars.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. , 
Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede fro" | 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate number! 144, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: |" |!" 
of the matter proposed by said amendment insert the fo! Is 
“International investigation of opium evil: To en: the 
President to appoint not more than three commissioners '0 
late and complete on behalf of the United States info: om 
bearing on the opium question, and a secretary, who * ae 
as disbursing officer, and for traveling expenses, st:\' 
printing, and other incidental expenses connected wit! z 
vestigation and the meeting of the commissioners for the pul 


nery, 
» in- 
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of finding common ground for joint and several recom- | cure a complete and harmonious arrangement of such Govern- 
itions and reports to their respective Governments with a | ment exhibit a United States Government board of managers 

o the suppression of the opium evil, twenty thousand dol- | is hereby authorized to be appointed to be charged with the 

r so much thereof as may be necessary.” selection,” purchase, preparation, transportation, arrangement, 

the Senate agree to the same. safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of such articles and mate- 
ndment numbered 154: That the House recede from its | riais as the heads of the several Departments, the Secretary of 
eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 154, | the Smithsonian Institution, the superintendent of the National 

cree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | Museum, respectively, decide shall be embraced in the Government 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: | exhibit herein authorized. The President of the United States 

to enable the Secretary of War to purchase for the | may also designate additional articles of peculiar interest for 

P . Railroad Company two steamships of American regis- | exhibition in connection with the said Government exhibit. Said 
‘ ‘h to be of not less than nine thousand gross registered | Government board of managers shall be composed of three persons 
ge and at a cost of not to exceed one million five hundred | now in the employ of the Government and shall be appointed by 

fifty thousand dollars, said ships to be controlled and | the President, one of whom shall be designated by the President as 

ted by said Panama Railroad Company in like manner as | chairman of the said board and one as secretary and disbursing 

ot ships of said company, including the transportation of | officer. The members of said Government board, with other offi 
R es, equipment, and material for use in the construction | cers and employees of the Government who may be detailed to 
of t Panama Canal and the transportation of officers and | assist them, including officers of the Army and Navy, shall re 
ell ees of the Panama Canal Commission: Provided, That | ceive no compensation in addition to their regular salaries, but 
\ id ships are no longer required for use as aforesaid in | they shall be allowed their actual and necessary traveling ex 
the transportation of supplies, equipment, and material for the | penses, together with a per diem in lieu of subsistence, to be 
1 


tion of the Panama Canal the same shall be transferred | fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, while necessarily absent 
Secretary of the Navy for use as colliers or other aux- | from their homes engaged upon the business of the board. 


.» 


essels belonging to the Navy;” and the Senate agree to 


Officers of the Army and Navy shall receive said allowance in 


th ne. ‘ | lieu of the subsistence and mileage now allowed by law; and 
dment numbered 155: That the House recede from its | the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy may, in 

dis eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, | their discretion, detail retired Army or. Navy officers for such 
and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu duty. Any provision of law which may prohibit the detail of 
f the sum proposed insert the following: “twelve million eight persons in the employ of the United States to other service 


hundred thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. | than that which they customarily perform shall not apply to 
Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its | persons detailed for duty in connection with said Alaska-Yukon- 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 156, Pacific Exposition. Employees of the board not otherwise em- 
and igree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu ployed by the Government shall be entitled to such compensa- 
of the sum proposed insert “twenty-nine million one hundred | tion as the board may determine, and such employees may be 
d seventy-seven thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to! selected and appointed by said board. The disbursing officer 


same. shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary of the Treasury 

A ndment numbered 161: That the House recede from its may determine for the faithful performance of his duties, said 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, | bond to be approved by said Secretary. The Secretary of the 
(d agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line | Treasury shall advance to said officer from time to time, under 

1 of said amendment strike out the figure “7” and insert in | such regulations as he may prescribe, a sum of money from the 
thereof the figure “9;” and the Senate agree to the same. appropriation for the Government exhibit herein authorized, 
\mendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its | not exceeding at any one time three-fourths of the penalty of 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 162, | his bond, to enable him to pay the expenses of said exhibit as 

l ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | authorized by the United States Government board herein 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: | created. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
“ALASKA-YUKON-PACIFIC EXPOSITION. and directed to place on exhibition, in connection with the ex 


: _ . ibi is par , pon such gre Is as shall be allotte 
‘Sec. 10. That all articles that shall be imported from for- | bibit of his Department, neg ich gt aoe ul be REnOR d 
eign countries for the sole purpose of exhibition at the Alaska- for this purpose, one of the life-saving stations authorized to be 


Yukon-Pacifie Exposition, to be held at Seattle, State of Wash- constructed on the Pacific coast of the United States by ¢ —_— 
ington, in the year nineteen hundred and nine, upon which | 8 law, and to cause the same to be fully equipped with all 
there shall be a tariff or customs duty shall be admitted free | 2PParatus, furniture, and appliances now in use in life-saving 
of the payment of duty, customs fees, or charges, under such | St#tions in the United States. The Secretary of Commerce and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: Labor is hereby authorized and directed to place on exhibition, 


nt 06 ot : : sas i “ ti j » exhibi is Department, in suc uild- 
but it shall be lawful at any time during the exposition to sell | ™ ‘ mnection with the exhibit of his Department, in such build 


for de ery at the close thereof any goods or property imported ing or aquarium _ Shall be allotted kor this a oe 
for and actually on exhibition in the exposition buildings or | Plete exhibit of the fish and fisheries of the United States, pay- 
on the grounds, subject to such regulations for the security of | 1@5 special attention to the fish and fisheries of the Pacific 
he revenue and for the collection of import duties as the Secre- | UCe22, with a view to demonstrating in the fullest manner 


the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That all such | Possible the economic value of such fish and fisheries: Pro- 

when sold or withdrawn for consumption or use in the | ed, That the cost of said exhibit herein authorized, includ- 

United States shall be subject to the duty, if any, imposed upon | 8 the selection, purchase, preparation, transportation, ar- 
h articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of with- | T@usement, safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of the articles 

d ; and on articles which shall have suffered diminution or | #24 materials so exhibited, shall not exceed the sum of $200,000, 
(leterioration from incidental handling and necessary exposure which sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
the duty, if paid, shall be assessed according to the appraised appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 


value at the time of withdrawal for consumption or use, and | 2PPropriated. 

t] ilties prescribed by law shall be enforced against any | ‘Sec. 12. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au 
person guilty of any illegal sale, use, or withdrawal. | thorized and directed to aid the people of the district of Alaska 
_ SEC. 11. That there shall be exhibited at said exposition by | and of the Territory of Hawaii in providing and maintaining 
the ¢ rnment of the United States from the Smithsonian In- | appropriate and creditable exhibits of the products and 1 


and the National Museum such articles and material | sources of Alaska and Hawaii at the said Alaska-Yukon-Pac 
storical nature as will impart a knowledge of our na- | Exposition, and for that purpose he is authorized to appoint one 

tory, especially that of Alaska, Hawaii, and the Phil- | or more persons to supervise the selection, purchase, prepara 
[slands and that part of the United States west of the | tion, transportation, arrangement, installation, safe-keeping, 
Mountains. There shall be exhibits from the Executive | exhibition, and return of such articles as may be exhibited f 
ents of the United States such exhibits as will illus- | said Territories at said exposition: Provided, That the tot 

r principal administrative functions and their educa- | expenditure for said exhibit for said district of Alaska on the 
ilue in connection with the development of commerce | part of the Government, including such selection, purchase, 


countries bordering upon the Pacific Ocean; the preser- | preparation, transportation, arrangement, installation, safe 
of forests, the reclamation and irrigation of arid and | keeping, exhibition, and return of the articles so exhibited, shall 
. lands; the improving and enlarging of transporta- | not exceed the sum of one hundred thousand dollars, which sum, 
“on Tacilities and the safeguards of navigation, and the eco- | or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropt 
' Value of the investigations and operations of the Gov- | ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a) 
7 with reference to public health, geology, experiment | ated: And provided further, That the total expenditure for said 


coast and geodetic survey, and public roads. To se- | exhibit for the Territory of Hawaii on the part of the G 


‘ 
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ernment, including such selection, purchase, preparation, trans- 
portation, arrangement, installation, safe-keeping, exhibition, 
and return of the articles so exhibited, shall not exceed the sum 
of twenty-five thousand dollars, which sum, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“Sec. 13. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
and directed to aid the people of the Philippine Islands in pro- 
viding and maintaining an appropriate and creditable exhibit 
of the products and resources of the Philippine Islands at the 
said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific. Exposition, and for that purpose he 
is authorized to appoint one or more persons to supervise the 
selection, purchase, preparation, transportation, arrangement, 
installation, safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of such articles 
as may be exhibited from said Philippine Islands at said expo- 
sition: Provided, That the total expenditures for said exhibit 
on the part of the Government, including such selection, pur- 
preparation, transportation, arrangement, installation, 
safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of the articles so exhibited, 
shall not exceed the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars, which 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

“Sec, 14. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause 
suitable buildings to be erected on the site of said Alaska- 
Yukon-Pacific Exposition for said Government exhibit, includ- 
ing an irrigation and biograph building; also a fisheries build- 
ing complete, with mechanical apparatus; also buildings for 
the exhibits of the district of Alaska, the Territory of Hawaii, 
and the Philippine Islands; also buildings for such other pur- 
poses in connection with the exhibits herein authorized as in 
the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury may be neces- 
sary. Said buildings shall be erected from plans prepared by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, to be approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby authorized and directed to contract for said 
buildings in the same manner and under the same regulations 
as for other public buildings of the United States, but the con- 
tract for said buildings, including the preparation of ground 
therefor and the approaches thereto and the interior and ex- 
terior decorative wiring and lighting thereof shall not exceed 
the sum of two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, which sum, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and required to dis- 
pose of said buildings, or the materials composing the same, at 
the close of the exposition, giving preference to the State of 
Washington or to the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition corpora- 
tion or to the city of Seattle to purchase the same at an ap- 
praised value to be ascertained in such manner as the Secretary 
of the Treasury nay determine. 

“Sec, 15. That the allotment of space for exhibitors in the 
building or buildings erected under authority of this act for the 
use of the district of Alaska, the Territory of Hawaii, and the 
Philippine Islands shall be done and performed without charge 
to exhibitors by the Government board created by this act. 

“Sec. 16. That dies for medals bearing appropriate devices, 
emblems, and inscriptions commemorative of said Alaska-Yukon- 
Pacific Exposition and of the awards to be made to the ex- 
hibitors thereat shall be prepared by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at some mint of the United States for the board of trustees 
of Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition, a corporation, subject to 
the provisions of the fifty-second section of the coinage act of 
eighteen hundred and seventy-three, and upon the payment by 
said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition of a sum not less than 
the cost thereof; said medals shall be coined by the coining 
press located in and being part of the Government exhibit, and 
without cost to the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition: Provided, 
That said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition shall furnish free 
of charge the electric power necessary to operate said coining 
press, and all provisions of law against the counterfeiting or 
imitating of coins of the United States shall apply to the medals 
issued under this act. Said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition 
shall furnish without cost to the United States all materials 
used by the printing and engraving presses exhibited by the 
Government at said exposition in the production of the usual 
souvenirs of appropriate design, and said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific 
Exposition is hereby authorized, through any agent, employee, 
privilege holder, or concessionnaire appointed by its proper 
officer, to vend and sell at or near the place of manufacture any 
medal, print, or engraving authorized under the provisions of 
this act: Provided, That the vending and selling of all such 
medals, prints, and engravings shall be subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


chase, 
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“Sec. 17. That the United States shall not be liable on 4c 
count of said exposition for any expenses incident to or growing 
out of the same, except for the construction of the building or 
buildings hereinbefore authorized and for the purpose of paying 
the expense incident to the selection, preparation, purchase 
stallation, transportation, care, custody, and safe return of {he 
exhibits made by the Government and for the employment of 
proper persons as officers and assistants by the Government 
board created by this act, and for other expenses, and for ihe 
maintenance of said building or buildings and other contingent 
expenses to be approved by the chairman of the Government 
board, or, in the event of his absence or disability, by such offi- 
cer as the board may designate, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, upon itemized accounts and vouchers: Provided, That no 
liability against the Government shall be incurred and no ex. 
penditure of money appropriated by this act shall be made wpti! 
the president of said exposition shall have furnished to the sat 
isfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury proof that there has 
been obtained for the purpose of completing and opening said 
exposition bona fide subscriptions to the stock of the Alaska- 
Yukon-Pacific Exposition (a corporation), by responsible par- 
ties, contributions, donations, and appropriations, from al! 
sources, aggregating a sum not less than one million dollars: 
Provided, That no appropriation made by any State or Terri- 
tory and no appropriation herein made shall be considered as 
any part of said million dollars. 

“Sec. 18. That the United States shall not in any manner or 
under any circumstances be liable for any of the acts, doings, 
or representations of said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition (a 
corporation), its officers, agents, servants, or employees, or 
any of them, or for service, salaries, labor, or wages of said 
officers, agents, servants, or employees, or any of them, or for 
any subscriptions to the capital stock, or for any stock certif 
icates, bonds, mortgages, or obiigations of any kind issued 
by said corporation, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses, of 
any kind or nature whatever, attending such exposition cor- 
poration, or accruing by reason of the same. 

“Sec. 19. That nothing in this act shall be construed so as 
to create any liability upon the part of the United States, di- 
rectly or indirectly, for any debt or obligation incurred or for 
any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or thie 
Treasury of the United States in support or liquidation of any 
debts or obligations created by said United States Government 
board in excess of appropriations herein made. 

“Sec, 20. That the United States shall not in any manner 
or under any circumstances make any loan, directly or in 
directly, to the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition or for the 
benefit of said exposition or for any of the purposes thereof, 
and shall not appropriate for any purpose whatsoever in con 
nection with said exposition any sum of money other than that 
provided in this act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: [1 lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


“INTERNATIONAL IRRIGATION CONGRESS, ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 
“Sec. 21. To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 


the city of Albuquerque, N. Mex., to assist in defraying the 
expenses of the International Irrigation Congress, to be licld iu 
that city commencing September twenty-ninth, nineteen hu 
dred and eight, thirty thousand dollars. 

“ Nothing in this section shall be construed so as to cre 
any liability upon the part of the United States, dir 
indirectly, for any debt or obligation incurred or for any ©!!!) 
for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasu!y 
of the United States in support or liquidation of any de!'s «T 
obligations that may be created on account of said Interna 
Irrigation Congress beyond the sum hereby appropriated. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 

EvGENE HALE, 

H. M. TE ver, 
Managers on the part of the S« 


J. A. TAWNEY, 

Water I, SMITH, 

JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 
Managers on the part of the Lv 


joni 


isd 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference, 
The report was agreed to, 
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\ir. BEVERIDGE obtained the floor. 


GORE. Mr. President— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
| to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
r. BEVERIDGE. I yield for morning business. 





from Indiana 


\I 


\lr. GORE. I have two resolutions of a local character 
1 I wish to present. 

\ir. BEVERIDGE. Let them be introduced and referred. 

\ir ALDRICH. Let the resolutions be read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I decline to yield for their intro- 
ay hn. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. DEPEW. I desire to call up Order of Business 674. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 21844) granting to certain em- 
nlovees of the United States the right to receive from it com- 
pensation for injuries sustained in the course of their em- 


ployment. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
leration of the bill? 


Is there objection to the present 


COuUSK 


Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Indiana was 
to call up his Alaskan Dill. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to, but I said I would yield 


to the Senator from New York for this purpose. 


Mr. ALDRICH. A motion will have to be made. 
Mr. DEPEW. I move—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 


of the Senator from New York for the present consideration of 
the bill the title of which has just been read? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr, DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. In reprinting the bill there are two ob- 
vious mistakes. In line 6, page 1, the words occur in italics 
“or as postal clerks on railway trains.” I offered the amend- 
ment and withdrew it; and I ask that the words be stricken 
from the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. GALLINGER., 


Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There is one other amendment I offered, 


and that was agreed to. In the reprint, on page 4, line 19, 
occur the words “at least once in six months.” That was 


agreed to, as I say, but the words should be inserted on page 5, 
ne 4, after the word “ Labor;” and I ask that that transposi- 
tion be made, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. DEPEW. 
misunderstood. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


tion 


Without objection, it is agreed to. 
One word about this bill, which I think is 


The Chair will state that the ques- 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], which will be stated. 

The SecreTary On page 2, line 10, it is proposed to strike 
out the words “ Secretary of Commerce and Labor” and insert 
“court of the United States in which the injury is inflicted.” 

Mr. DEPEW. In regard to that amendment, just one word: 
The principle of this bill, that compensation shall be given to 
employees who have been injured in the service, has been the 
principle for a long time—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLav- 
RIN] is absent from the Senate Chamber. 
an BEVERIDGE. I have just sent for the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
\ ts the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 


Sugg 


roll, 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
‘nswered to their names: 









Aldri : Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Paynter 

A ison Clay Gore Perkins 

Ankeny Cullom Hale Piles 

= oe Depew Heyburn Rayner 

Bank! ead Dick Hopkins Scott 

Beveridge Dillingham Johnston Smith, Mich. 

, ra ’ Dixon Kean Smoot 

oe degee du Pont Long Grepoenses 
riggs Flint McCreary Sutherland 

own | Foraker McLaurin Warner 

Surket Foster Nelson Warren 

Clan Frazier Newlands Wetmore 
‘app Fulton Overman 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
to their names. 


Fifty-one Senators have responded 
A quorum of the Senate is present. 


Mr. DEPEW. Let the Secretary state the pending amend- 
ment, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the 


pending amendment. 

The Secrerary. On page 2, line 10, it is proposed to strike 
out the words “ Secretary of Commerce and Labor” and in- 
sert “court of the United States in which the injury is in- 
flicted,” so that if amended it will read: 


All questions of negligence or misconduct shall be determined by the 
court of the United States in which the injury is inflicted. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I call the attention of the Senator 
from New York to the fact that if amended the clause will 
read: 

All questions of negligence or misconduct shall be determined by 


the court of the United States in which the injury is inflicted. 


It implies that the injury has been received in some court. 
I suggest it ought to be determined by the “ court of the United 
States for the district,” and I move that amendment to the 
umendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I approve of the criticism of the Senator 
from Utah, and I would add “ in the district.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. “ For the district.” 

Mr. McLAURIN, “For the district.” I 
to that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I suggest further to the Senator from 
Mississippi that he insert before the word “court,” the word 
“circuit,” so as to read “circuit court of the United States.” 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, if the bill shall pass as it is now, 
the question of negligence will be determined by the circuit or 
district court of the United States for the district wherein the 
injury occurred. Turely the question of negligence is submitted 
to a jury, and the amount of the recovery under this bill, I 
presume, would be left to the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. Is it not a very peculiar situation when we divide up a 
question of recovery in a case and we submit to a court the 
right to try the question of negligence, and then after the ques- 
tion of negligence has been passed upon, the amount of the 
recovery is to be fixed by the Department of Commerce and 
Labor? Now, is not it a departure entirely from the rules that 
have been fixed in the trial of causes? If a railway employee 
is injured, he goes into court and the law fixes the rules of 
negligence and the methods by which the case is tried. If the 
employee of a manufacturing establishment is injured, he goes 
into court and his case is tried under established rules. 

In this case we are providing that all of the employees of the 


have no object ion 


| Government in Panama and in every State in the Union when 


they are injured shall have submitted to the court the question 
of negligence, but as to the amount of the recovery it shall be 
left to the Department of. Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President— 

Mr. CLAY. In one minute. How could the Department of 
Commerce and Labor ever pass upon all of these cases? We 
have had in the past fixed rules for the trial of causes where 
employees have been injured, and I believe that the Government 
ought to be liable where the Government has been negligent 
and an employee is injured; but ought we not to resort to the 
usual rules and methods, to the usual procedure in the trial 
of causes to ascertain the liability and the amount that should 
be paid? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I wish to make a brief state- 
ment upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. McLaurin] and the remarks made by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Cray]. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I wish to respond to the suggestion that 
was made by the Senator from Utah, who asked, I believe, if I 
would be willing to have the word “ circuit” inserted before the 
word “ court.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; I think we should designate the 
court, as I understand the circuit court of the United States 
is the court which would have jurisdiction of this class of 
actions. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the criticism made by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia is correct if we are to adopt in this bill the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi. This bill 
was gotten up upon one scheme for giving payment to the em 
ployees of the Government who may be injured in the vice, 
and the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi 


from New York 


Sel 
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necessitates 


an entire remodeling of the bill, because it provides 
‘ent scheme for the recovery of compensation. 

ineasure 
Government who may be i 
her House all winter. 
gested to meet the case 
and the I 


aa 
ry 
the 


the of 


ener 


njured 
Livery 
has there been thoroughly considered, 
net result has n this bill, which subsequently passer d | 
the House unanimously, and then | was reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate. 
corporat and individuals has always 
employee who has been injured, 
taken away almost entirely in regard to 
individual of a firm or a corporation, 
has been any pessibility of an employee of the Government who 
is injured in the service securing any recovery whatever. 

That probably arose from the fact that it was never antici- 
pated that the Government of the United States should become 
of the largest employers of labor and one of the greatest 
manufacturers in the country. We are making ships in ship- 
yards, with all that that implies of labor and of risk. We are 
making guns in the arsenals, with all that that implies. We 
placing in position in fortifications those great guns which 
defend our harbors and our coasts. We are engaged 
hazardous service in the harbors of the country in 


pe 
‘ 
ions 


been possible for an 


one 


are 
to 


to provide compensation for the employees of | 
in the service was before | 
proposition which could be | 
|} ever, 
| position, 
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While the recovery frou | 
and while defenses have been | 


the employees of an | 
there is not now and never | 


are | 


in | 
building | 


docks and in the Reclamation Service and in digging the Panama | 


Canal. 
nized 
inju 
ernment. 

The question naturally arises, How should that employee 
receive his compensation if he is injured, and how should it be 
ascertained? Of course, the only method, so far as corpora- 
tions and individuals and firms are concerned, is access to the 
courts, because you can not, as a rule, trust corporations nor 
firms nor individuals to deal justly with an employee who might 
be injured in the service. Therefore the application is made 
to the court, and there is a trial and a jury decides what the 
CO a nsation may be. 

But, Mr. President, 


Yet 
every 


when accidents occur, 
country, 


this just measure, 


by of payment to the employee who is 


it is well known that in these cases the 


injured party reaches his damages in cash long after the suit | 


has been tried. 

There are all sorts of opportunities for the interposition of 
objections, and all sorts of opportunities for appeals and for 
reversals and for new trials. I think it will be found that the 
ayerage time between the bringing of an action for injury or for 
death and the recovery in cash to the party injured or his rep- 
resentatives is at least five years. 

In the meantime, sir, there has grown up in the United States 
because of the practice in such cases a special bar on negligence, 
and there are representatives of that bar who are known as 
ambulance chasers, and they have arrangements with the peo- 
ple in various places, for instance, with coroners and officers of 
every kind, by which they know first, and are on hand with their 
contracts for 25 or 83 or 50 per cent of the amount of the re- 
covery in case they succeed. The object of this bill is to do 
away with that, and enable the injured man to secure speedy 
examination and payment. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator will permit me to 
ask him a question, I ask him how this proposed legislation 
secks to avoid that very condition? 

Mr. DEPEW. ‘That is just what I am coming to, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 


Mr. President—— 


It does not seem to me to be re- 
lieving it, that lawyers are forbidden to take one of these cases. 

Mr. DEPEW. Except that he can not sue the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. He can not sue the Government, 
but he may take the ex parte testimony of the claimant and 
present it to the Bureau. I see no inhibition upon him. 

Mr. DEPEW. But, Mr. President, in this case the employee 
or his representatives, if he were killed, would be very foolish 
to do anything of the kind. The Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor is authorized under the bill to make rules and regula- 
tions covering the whole question and the whole scheme of re- 
covery ; and in every navy-yard, and in every arsenal, and upon 
every dock and every work in the United States the superin- 
tendent in charge.is directed, immediately upon an injury, to 
take the necessary steps to ascertain what it may be and report 
it immediately to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 


‘ 


recog- | 


red in his employment has never been accorded in our Goy- | 
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Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Yoy'; 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator if he does not think, how- 
that the superintendent in charge—or whatever may be his 
the person in charge—will be disposed at all times | 
report against the employee, because in the nature of things he 
will want to protect himself. He will have an interest in 
tecting himself, to show that there was no negligence ' i g 
part or on the part of any superior officer. As a result, k 
the Senator if he does not think that these claimants mn be 
compelled to employ counsel to present their cases, to represi " 
them, before the Secretary of Commerce and Labor or whatey 
so-called court or board he establishes for hearing the cases‘ 

I call the attention of the Senator in this connection to the 
fact that in every Department where claims are present: 
against the Government there has grown up in this city a bar 
practicing before that Department. There are regular Claims 
attorneys here presenting claims to Congress. There are pen- 
sion attorneys taking charge of pensions. If there is one 
branch of the Government where it would seem that the b 
fits the Government wishes to give to its citizens could be ob- 
tained without the employment of counsel, one would think it 
would be the Pension Department. 

sut we all know as a matter of fact and practice that there 
are attorneys who do nothing else but practice before the 
Pension Bureau. 

I mention that to call the attention of the Senator to what 
seems to me will be the result here, that there will grow up 
right in this city a bar whose sole business it will be to present 
claims of this character; and I think it will be far more difl- 
cult and far more expensive for a claimant to secure his money 
under this bill than if we referred the whole matter to the 
court and allowed the court with jurisdiction where the action 
should oceur to hear the case, allowing it to be presented in 
any court of competent jurisdiction. I make that sugge 
to the Senator. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I am interested in 
what the Senator from Oregon says, but if he will notice the 
bill he will observe that the amount allowed the employee is 
very small, If this matter is allowed to be thrashed out in 
court, in an indirect way, at least, and possibly in a direct way, 
we are removing the bar of sovereignty and allowing the United 
States to be sued. If we do that, does not the Senator believe 
that the right to recover under the bill should be very, very 
much enlarged? 

Mr. FULTON. Undoubtedly. My own view, if the Senator 
will allow me right there, and asking permission of the Senator 
from New York—— 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. My own view would be to allow probably 
whatever is allowed under the State law where the action 
occurs, and if not that, then frame some general bill of our 
own and very materially increase the amounts that are allowed 
under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My suggestion was drawn out 
from the fact, which is well known by those who have investi- 
rated the subject, in this Chamber and elsewhere, that any “ 
tempt at this time to pass this bill with the court amendmeut 
would be absolutely futile. 

Mr. FULTON. I am very decidedly in favor of the Govern- 
ment paying where employees are injured fn the service and 
without their fault. I think the Government should pay 4s 
other employers pay; but I would send the matter to the court 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. i 

Mr, GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, | wil 
say, in the first place, that I think it would be a very sS : 
misfortune to these men to send their cases to the courts. bu 
I simply want to call the attention of the Senator from New 
York to the fact that all these classes of employees ha\ 
representing them now who will look after their cases b ‘ol 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. , 

I have a dispatch here from a gentleman in Boston wii rel 
resents the League of Navy Yard Employees. They have aw 
yers and others who will, I think, look very carefully 7 . 
their interests, if this matter is kept out of the courts. Put! 
these men are sent to the courts with claims of from one huncre 
dollars perhaps to a couple thousand dollars, it is very ‘ 
they will never recover enough to warrant the trouble to W4 
they will be subjected- 


stion 
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Will the Senator from New York allow me? 
Certainly. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 
. DEPEW. 
HOPKINS. In reply to the suggestions of the Senator 
New Hampshire and the Senator from Oregon, I would 
vest that the matter can be remedied by limiting the amount 
should be paid to any person, lawyer or otherwise, to 
st the party who has been injured. Take the case of pen- 
claimants. The law provides that a very limited amount 
be paid to the attorney in such a case. I think experience 
shown that the service which has been rendered by the 
nevs has very much aided the old soldiers, and the com- 
<ation has been so small that it has not been burdensome 
soldier. 
‘ir. CLAPP. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 


to e 





Vie 
" Mr, DEPEW. Certainly. 

\ir. CLAPP. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
y a question, not in a spirit of opposition to the measure, 
for I am heartily in favor of it, but I was out of the Chamber 
fora moment. I ask the Senator whether he favors the amend- 
ment printed in lines 10 and 11, on page 2, referring all ques- 
tions of negligence or misconduct to the court? 

Vr. DEPEW. I do not. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr, President, it has occurred to me that per- 
ha it would be going too far to leave the determination of 
these questions to the Department of Commerce and Labor, to 


be passed upon, as they necessarily must be passed upon, by 
subordinates, and that a very simple solution would be to pro- 
vide that in case of an accident the whole matter should be laid 
before the district attorney for the district in which the acci- 
dent occurred. 

As he would stand there in a relation between the Govern- 
eut and the injured, it would require no service of an at- 
torney in such a proceeding. Anyone could present the matter 
to district attorney. We would then have the judgment 
and opinion of one familiar with the law and the rules of evi- 
dence. Let him then forward the case with his recommenda- 
tion to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. It strikes me 
that that would be a very simple proposition, easy to work out, 


1 


le 


nd yet would bring into this matter the judgment of one 
trained in this kind of work and would entail no additional 
expense upon the claimant. ‘ 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr, DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have been somewhat impressed 
by the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horxtns], 
who says that in the case of a claimant for pension provision 
has been made for the payment of attorneys, and therefore 


that ought to be done in this case. I want to say that this 
very remarkable departure from the fixed principles of our 
Government strikes me as a serious innovation. The sugges- 


tion of the Senator from Illinois prompts me to say that if a 
soldier who served his country in war, in the thick of the fray, 
when his life was not worth anything every moment, perhaps, 
of his enlistment, did not serve over ninety days he can not 
get penny from the Government, nor can his widow or his 
children, whereas under this bill a civil employee, in a position 
of absolute security and safety, may, if he works one day for 
the Government, demand a year’s pay. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 
York yield to me a moment? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 


itor from Michigan to this difference between the civilian and 
the soldier. If the soldier was injured within the limits spoken 
of, the Soldiers’ Homes are open to any man who has served 
the country either in the Army or the Navy. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; but if he lost his life in the 
war a Soldiers’ Home would not do him much good, nor would it 
(lo his wife and children any good. His widow and his children, 
Who have been for years trying to get a pension, never can get 
‘iything. I have seen during my service in Congress, Mr. 


President, bill after bill that was refused even consideration 
by the committee of the Senate or by the House because the 
soldier had not served longer than ninety days. I want to 


know what emergency it is that requires us, when a man is 
cilled from every private employment into the public service, 
where thousands are so eager to come, to insure him absolutely 
both against the negligence of his fellow-servants and against 
the negligence of the master. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Michi- 
sin allow me to remind him of a fact? I presume that the 
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Congress of the United States has considered the position of a 
Senator extra hazardous, because it has been the practice of 
the United States Senate ever since I have been here to appro- 
priate a year’s salary to the widow every time a Senator dies. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I hope the Senator’s widow will 
never get that salary. 

Mr. BURKETT. If the Senator will yield to me, I want to 
call his attention to the fact that the soldier who has been in- 
jured can get a pension; it makes no difference how short a 
time he was in the Army. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
scores and scores. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is only as to a service pension; it does 
not apply to an injury received in the service. 





The ninety days’ limit has cut off 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, if the Senator 
from New York will allow me, I would like to observe that 


the bill now before the Senate is a most startling one to me. 
Stripped of all its verbiage, this act establishes a civil pension 
list, and will ultimately lead to the placing of every employee 
of the Government under this or similar provision. While this 
bill may not cover over 100,000 employees, laborers, and artisans 
in the public service, it is an entering wedge, and it will be easy 
to take on all other grades. I must confess that I do not like it. 

The Government has steadfastly refused to recognize the 
services of the soldier who did not happen to serve ninety days, 
although he may have stood in the face of a deadly fire for 
eighty-nine days, and I can not understand the theory of justice 
upon which this is based. If the Government is at fault the 
laborer should be given his legal remedy, an adequate one, 
fully compensating the injured person. This bill does not even 
pretend to do more than tide the poor unfortunate over for a 
year or less. This is not justice; this is charity, creditable, 
perhaps, but not just; let the courts be authorized to extend 
jurisdiction to claimants, but in the name of all that is fair 
and just do not shield yourself behind a special privilege as an 
employer, and then treat claimants with scant justice, and thus 
avoid responsibility. I hope this will be so amended as to be 
practicable, and, if not, pass an enabling act which will per- 
mit employees of the Government to seek such redress as is 
accorded to employees in every private employment. 

I think this is dangerous legislation. It goes too far. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the Senator from Michigan think an 
employee of the Government should be held liable for the negli- 
gence of a coemployee, if he is injured? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I know that under the common- 
law rule, recognized in our courts for generations, it was 
thought that a higher degree of care and responsibility would 
be exercised if employees depended upon their fellow-servants 


for the exercise of care; and for.one I am not ready to 
abolish it. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say to the Senator that that 


practice has been outgrown by this Government for many years. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It may have been, but 

Mr. HOPKINS. In most of the State tribunals it not 
regarded, and it ought not to be regarded by the Federal Goy- 
ernment. The idea, Mr. President 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President 

Mr. HOPKINS. Just one word further. 

Mr. DEPEW. I think the bill we passed here this winter has 
abolished that rule. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It did as to a certain class of em- 
ployment that I submit is very hazardous, but not as to any 


is 


other. I think this opens the door too wide. I do not like to 
differ with the distinguished Senator from New York, whose 
experience and large judgment along the lines that this bill 


follows we must all respect. I dislike very much to disagree 
with him, but I feel that when we turn the Government 
as an insurance company for every employee and every Depart- 
ment of the public service and say that for the hurt of a day 
he may be compensated for a year, it is going altogether too far. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. °I wish to say before the Senator 
from Michigan takes his seat that of course he does not want 
to incorrectly interpret the bill. I want to say that in the bill 
as printed and presented to the Senate there is no such inter- 
pretation as the Senator from Michigan puts upon it. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator will permit me, if 
the principle is introduced it will certainly extend to every em- 
ployment of the Government. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, one would think from the char- 
acter of this discussion, from the wide range it has taken, and 
from the alarm which this proposition has created, that this was 
a new suggestion which had never been tried. But, sir, in 
1897 the British Government enacted similar legislation. The 
British Government has gone further in legislation on the snb- 


over 
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ject of the rights to recovery by an employee than has this | 


Government or any State in the United States or any govern- 
ment in the world. 


are predicted here have resulted, but, on the contrary, that it 


has worked equitably and justly, and that the Government has | 
been no more damnified than it ought to have been as an em- | 
fixes the limit of recovery | 
We are simply introducing, | 
in the mildest kind of way, a proposition that the Government | 


ployer of labor. That legisla 
and this is proposed in this bill. 


tion 


shall treat its employees who are engaged in hazardous work 
with as much justice and equity as we compel a corporation 
or 2 firm or an individual to treat its employees. 

Now, as to the 
thousands 
by this bill, that is impossible. 
engaged in hazardous occupations is 71,000, Leaving out those in 
the postal and wrecking service already provided for by law, there 


are 54,000, and when the Panama canal is completed the num- | 


ber will be much less. The bill originally introduced in the 
other House, which was rejected by the House, and which is 
now 
Indiana [Mr. 


amounting to 


Beveriwce], included the whole civil 


ous occupations, say 54,000. 

So far as the Government is concerned, I am informed by the 
representatives of the Department of Commerce and Labor 
that they see no difficulty whatever in the just administration 
of the provisions of this bill or in carrying them out in a way 


which will neither embarrass the Department nor do injustice to | 
Surely no class | 
in the United States are more alert to their own interests, are | 


the Government or injustice to the employee. 


better organized to protect them, have abler and shrewder men 


in charge of them wherever they are affected than the labor | 


organizations of this country, and I am authorized to state that 
the labor organizations have given 
passage. Of course it does not grant as much as they would 
like, because it is very narrow in its limitations, while the 


recovery, either for injury or for death, so far as the private | 


claimant in private or corporate employment is concerned, is 
limited only by the discretion of the jury. 

This bill limits the maximum recovery either for injury or 
for death to one year’s salary. 
cover, as some Senators seem to think, for the slightest injury, 
a whole year’s salary, it is for the Department of Commerce and 
Labor to decide whether the man shall be paid for thirty days 
or sixty days or six months or a year. 

Sir, as to the number of cases that are likely to arise, in 
looking over this report,made by the House committee, I find 


by the Departments which employ labor, amounts to a little 


> 


this bill; and, sir, on such a calculation as that, even if it were 

3 or 5 per cent a year, the amount which would be paid out of 

the Treasury would be small. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator if this 71,000 he speaks of is predicated upon the bill as 
it came from the other House? 

— DEPEW. Upon the bill as it came from the other 
ouse, 
Mr. PILES. It does not, then, include those provided for in 

the bill as amended in the Senate? 

Mr. DEPEW. Not included in the amendment as offered in 
the Senate. The amendment offered to this bill in the Senate 
would include about 340,000, 

Mr. PILES. 
will state, while I am on my feet, that the more I look at this 
bill the greater dislike I seem to have for it. Take, for in- 
stance, the Senate amendments in section 1 relating to postal 
clerks on railway trains. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is out of the bill, I will say to the 
Senator from Washington. 

Mr. DEPEW. Postal clerks on railway trains have been 
taken out, 

Mr. PILES. How about persons engaged in work on forti- 
fications; has that provision been taken out? 

Mr. DEPEW. “ Fortification ” is In the bill. 


| on the reclamation of arid lands? 
| Stand it. 

In 1897 the British Government adopted a bill substantially | 
on these lines, and I understand that none of the evils which | 





|} amended by the Senate. 
; : | means, 
apprehension that ultimately hundreds of F 

and possibly a million of employees may be affected | 
$y the investigation which has | 
been made, the whole number of employees in the Government | 


covered by the amendment offered by the Senator from | 
service, | 
330,000 or 340,000 or 350,000 employees, but this | 
bill is designed to reach only those who are engaged in hazard- | 


attention and examina- | 
tion to this bill and that they are unanimously in favor of its | 


| of this bill, if there are no beneficiaries. 
over 2 per cent a year on the 71,000 who would be affected by | 


| mittee. 
The bill has been amended in the Senate. I | 





9x 


“aw, 


May 


How about those engaged in construction wor 
That is still in, as I under- 


Mr. PILES. 


Mr. DEPEW. Yes; that is in. 

Mr. PILES. Turning to section 2, that section provides— 

That if any artisan or laborer so employed shall die during the 
said year by reason of such injury received in the course of such 
employment, leaving a widow or a child or children under 16 yea, 
of age, or a dependent parent— : 
payments may be made under the provisions of the bill. Se 
tion 2 limits the right of recovery to the dependent parent, to 
the widow, or to the child or children of artisans or laborers. 
It does not include the other persons named in the bill 
That ought to be changed by : 
It ought to be provided in section 2 that if any per- 
son so employed— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Any person named in this act. 

Mr. PILES. “Any person so employed” is perfectly clear. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, there is another thing about 
section 2 that does not appeal to me at all. I must say that | 
do not believe that this bill is of such a character as Congress 
ought to pass on this subject. If we are to give the persons 
referred to in this bill anything we ought to give them sonie- 
thing substantial. It may be possible, as the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Depew] says, that we can not get any other 
bill through at this session of Congress, but I want to say now 
that I do not favor this bill in its present form, although I do 
not say that I will not support it, but if I do, it will be upon the 
theory that it is the best bill that can be passed at this session 
of Congress. 

Referring again to section 2, that section provides that the 
amount of recovery shall be limited to one year’s salary. I cal! 
the Senator’s attention, for instance, to the fact that if an in- 
jured person dies during the year his widow or his dependent 
parent or his children, or all combined, may receive propor- 
tionately the balance of his salary for the remainder of the 
year. But here is a provision which, it seems to me, is harsh, 
cruel, and unjust. Turning to line 1, on page 3 of section 2, we 
find the following: 

And if any child shall arrive at the age of 16 years during the sald 
year, the portion of such child shall cease to be paid to such child from 


the date on which such age shall be attained, but shall be added to the 
amount to be paid to the remaining beneficiaries, if there be any. 


In other words, Mr, President, under the provisions of section 


| 2 a child is absolutely cut off as soon as it reaches its sixteent| 
| birthday, irrespective of its condition, 


| There may be three months’ pay coming to the dead man. 
Instead of being able to re- | 


Why should that be? 
He 
may have lived nine month, and his child at his death may !e 


| a cripple; it may be a little girl who is unable to earn anything 
| for herself, and because, forsooth, she has arrived at the age 
| 16, this so-called “ compensation ” which the Government offers 


ceases absolutely under the language as it reads, even though 
there be no other beneficiary. It does seem to me that ought to 


| be amended. 
that the number of injuries, so far as they could be ascertained | 


Do not cut the child off, as it woule be under the provisions 
I do not believe t 


this bill has had the careful consideration its importance 


demands. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Why not strike out that language en 
tirely? 
Mr. PILES. Well, strike it out. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


It should be stricken oul. — 
I had that in view. I think it is a crue! 


| provision. 


Mr. PILES. I think it is also an unjust provision. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wash 


| ton yield to the Senator from Ohio? 


Mr. FORAKER, 
was through. 

Mr. PILES. I am entirely through, Mr. President. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr, President, I want to ask h question 
the Senator having the bill in charge. I see the bill was « 
sidered by and reported favorably from the Judiciary ‘ 
I happened to be ill at the time the bill was consic 
there, and did not know any such bill had been considered 11 ' 
committeee or that any such bill had been reported until 
Senator called it up for consideration. Looking over the 


I thought the Senator from Washing\o0 


| it seems to me it is indefinite in some particulars, and I shoud 


like to ask the Senator in charge of it, who is no doubt ent 
familiar with it, what the provision of the bill is, for | « 


| not understand it from a mere reading of the text—in case 


death by accident occurring to one of the employees? 

Mr. DEPEW. A year’s salary. x — 
Mr. FORAKER. I do not so understand. It isa years Sa’ 
when there is an injury as provided in the first section. q ee 
there is a provision in the second section as to how that year» 
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ry shall be distributed in the event the injured person dies | 
iin the year, 
DEPEW. If the Senator will look at the third sec- 


FORAKER. Then, when we come to the third section 
i it to read as follows: 


3. That whenever an accident occurs to any employee em- 

i within the terms of the first section of this act, and which 
n death or a probable incapacity for work, it shall be the duty 
official superior of such —— to at once report such accident 
1d of his bureau or independent office, and his report shall 
ediately communicated through regular official channels to the 
of Commerce and Labor. Such report shall state, first, the | 
and nature of the accident and the probable duration of the | 
sulting therefrom; second, whether the accident arose out of 
the course of the injured person’s employment; third, whether | 
ident was due to negligence or misconduct on the part of the | 
injured; fourth, any other matters required by such rules 
egulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may pre- | 
rhe head of each Department or independent office shall have 
however, to charge a special official with the duty of making 


“eports. 


(hat does not say anything about what finding shall follow 


he 


ee 





tl iking of these reports. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I think perhaps I can 


r the Senator’s question if I understand it. 
\ir. FORAKER,. I am not through with what I 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wanted merely to see whether I have in 
mind what the Senator is asking, and that is this: Does the 


ranted to 


Senator ask what indemnity for the beneficiary is provided 
in this act in case a man is instantly killed? If so, I will say 
nol 

Mr. FORAKER. I was just coming to that, if the Senator 
will bear with me for a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can not find language in the act to 
cover that, and I have prepared an amendment covering that 


very point. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the Senator’s explanation will be 
more in order in a moment. I have read section 3 all the way 
through, and I find nothing there, except only a provision as 
to the character of evidence that shall be required with respect 
to the accident, how it happened, whether it occurred while 
the injured person was in the course of his employment, or 
otherwise. I will read section 4. 

Sec. 4. That in the case of any accident that shall result in death— 

This is the case of death from accident— 


Sec. 4. That in the case of any accident which shall result in death, 
the persons entitled to compensation under this act or their legal rep- 
resentatives shall within ninety days after such death file with the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor an affidavit setting forth their rela- 
tionship to the deceased and the ground of their claim for compensa- 
tion under the provisions of this act. This shall be accompanied by the 
te of the attending physician setting forth the fact and cause of 
death, or the nonproduction of the certificate satisfactorily accounted 
f In the ease of incapacity for work lasting more than fifteen days 
the injured party or his legal representatives desiring to take the benefit 
f this act shall within a reasonable riod after the expiration of such 
me file with his official superior, to be forwarded through regular offi- 
nnels to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, an affidavit set- 
ting forth the grounds of his claim for compensation, to be accompanied 
hy a certificate of his attending physician as to the cause and nature of 

njury and probable duration of the incapacity, or the nonproduc- 
ton of the certificate satisfactorily accounted for. 


All that, Mr. President, refers to the case of an accident re- 
ting in death. None of this section is applicable unless the 
jured person dies as the result of the accident. Among other 
tuings, we are to ‘have set forth the probable duration of his 
apacity. Now, further—— 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. FORAKER, Let me finish the reading of the section, if 
the Senator please, and then I will yield. The section con- 


’ 


} 


S 





1 
Ges: 


If +) 


Secretary of Commerce and Labor, at least once in six months, 
ail find from the report and affidavit or other evidence produced by 
the int or his legal representatives, or from such additional in- 
nas the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may direct, that 
for compensation is established under this act, the compensa- 
paid shall be determined as provided under this act and ap- 
payment by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 


& 


ow, it seems to me, that that fourth section is not, with all 
due respect to the draftsman, very intelligently drawn. I find 
mind in eonfusion as to just what it means, and I want 
. as e Senator a further question, for I did not have the 


it of hearing the discussion in committee. If I correctly 
erstand this provision, waiving the confusion that I have 
relerred to for the moment, it is a provision that in case of 
‘jury resulting in death in the one case and of injury not 
resulting in death in the other, there shall be reports made to 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. These reports shall 
be made by the superior officer of the workman who is injured, 


; 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| exercise, as here provided, of judicial power? 


the one, I suppose, who is immediately in control of him—it 
may be the foreman. He is to report all the facts and cir- 
cumstances and is to report whether the party was injured on 
account of his negligence or whether he was free from negli- 
gence; and then upon these reports there is to be a determina- 
tion by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor as to what he is 
entitled to receive from the Government as compensation. 
Now, I want to ask the Senator if in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee the question was considered whether this was not an 
I do not under- 
stand how anybody, except only a judge, can exercise judicial 
power; and it appears to me that it is a judicial function to 


| pass on the question whether or not there is negligence or the 


absence of negligence in determining these questions of lia- 
bility for an accident, and certainly also judicial power in 


| determining the amount of the liability of the Government, if 


it be determined that he was injured in the course of his 
employment while in the line of duty without negligence on 
his part, unless there is something in the bill that fixes abso- 
lutely and arbitrarily the amount. I do not understand that 
it does, though it may, because to my mind that is an indefinite 
provision, which I do not clearly understand. It is perhaps 
because I have not had a chance to study the bill as other 
Senators have studied it, but it seems to me that it is a judi- 
cial power that we are proposing to confer upon the Secretary. 

Mr.NELSON. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Derew] and in response to what the 


Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and other Senators have 
suggested, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 


scope of this bill. This is not a bill that proposes to give a 
person injured in the Government service a right to get full 
compensation as in cases between private individuals. It is 
simply to provide a system of giving such persons what might 
be called a “ pension.” The whole amount of the compensation 
in any case is limited to a year’s salary. If a man is injured 
and is laid off as a result of that injury for more than fifteen 
days, he gets pay at the rate of his salary for the time he is 
laid off, not to exceed a year. If he is injured—and that re- 
sponds to the inquiry of the Senator from Ohio—and dies as a 
result of that injury, his compensation is only his salary. He 
gets pay for the time he is laid off and disabled from the date 
of the injury; and then, if he dies, his family get the balance of 
the compensation for the remainder of the year. 

Mr. BORAH,. Mr. President——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I simply want to ask a question for informa- 
tion. Do I understand that the injured employee receives his 
pay so long as he lays off from work? 

Mr. NELSON. From injury, not exceeding a year. 

Mr. BORAH. Who is to determine when he should go back to 
work and when he is well? 

Mr. NELSON. Thbst is determined by a medical examina- 
tion, as the bill subsequently provides. There is no novelty 
about this proposed legislation. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like the Senator—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. NELSON. I wish the Senator would allow me to make a 
statement of the case, and then he can ask any question he 
wishes, 

Mr. FULTON. 
that provision is. 

Mr. NELSON. There is no novelty in this proposed legisla- 
tion. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that by the act of May 4, 1882, we applied this principle to the 
men employed in the Life-Saving Service. Section 7 of that act 
reads as follows: 


- 


Sec. 7. 


for Minnesota 


I wish the Senator would point out where 


That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving or 


lifeboat station shall be so disabled by reason of any wound or in 
jury received or disease contracted in the Life-Saving Service t 
line of duty as to unfit him for the performance of duty, such disa ty 


to be determined in such manner as shall be prescribed in the re 
tions of the Service, he shall be continued upon the rolls of the Service 
and entitled to receive his full pay during the continuance of sw i 
ability, not to exceed the period of one year, 


unless the gener ipet 


intendent shall recommend, upon a statement of facts, the extension of 
the period through a portion or the whole of another year, and said 
recommendation receive the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
as just and reasonable; but in no case shall said disabled keeper or 
member of a crew be continued upon the rolls or receive pay for a 


longer period than two years. 

The determination of the question as to whether or not he is 
injured in the service is left to the Department. 

Section 8 of the same act reads as follows: 


Sec. 8. That if any keeper or member of a crew of a life-saving or 
life-boat station shall hereafter die by reason of perilous service or 


6886 


any wt 
Servic in the 
under 1G 
titled to 


nd 


line of duty, leaving a 
years of age, such widow and child or children shall be 
receive, in equal portions, during a period of two years, 
* such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 
ie same amount payable quarterly, as far as practicable, that the hus- 
sand « father would be entitled to receive as pay if he were 
continued in the service: Provided, That ifthe widow shall 
at any time during the said two years, her portion of 

amount shall cease to be 
but shall be added to the amount 
ficiaries under the provisions of this section, if there be any; and if 
child shall arrive at the 
the payment of the portion of such child shall cease to be paid to such 
child from the date on which such age shall be attained, but 
added to the amount to be paid to the remaining beneficiaries, if there 
be any 


Mr. FORAKER. 
read make any provision in regard to negligence? 

Mr. NELSON. No; it speaks about injury. It does not use 
the word “negligence.” The same principle has been applied 
to the postal employees. 
the following provision in 
and we have acted under it: 


lor acting clerks, in place of clerks injured while on duty, and to 
enable the Postmaster-General to pay the sum of $1,000, which shall 
be exempt from the payment of debts of the deceased, to the legal 
representatives of any rAilway postal clerk or substitute railway postal 
clerk who shall be killed while on duty or who, being injured 
on duty, shall die within one year thereafter as the result of such in- 
jury, $100,000, 


widow, or a child or children 


nd re- 
1 


mart 


any 


the post-office appropriation bill, 


Then, in addition to that, in the Post-Office Regulations there | 


is a provision which I will read. 


Sec. 1424. Whenever a railway postal clerk shall be disabled while 
in the actual discharge of his duties by a railroad or other accident 
beyond his power to control, he shall send to the division superin- 
tendent a certificate of his attending physician or surgeon, sworn 
before an officer authorized to administer oaths, who has an 
seal, setting forth the nature, extent, and cause of his disability, and 
the probable duration of the same; and such further evidence as to 
the character of the disability as may be necessary shall be furnished. 

2. The division superintendent will forward the certificate, with his 
recommendation, to the general superintendent of the railway mail 
service, who will submit the matter to the Postmaster-General, who 
may, in his judgment, the facts justifying such action, grant 
disabled clerk leave of absence with pay for periods of not exceeding 
sixty days each, and not exceeding one year in all. 

2. A sworn statement from the attending physician must 


; accom- 
pany every application for additional leave. 


There you have the law, Mr. President, that gives to the fami- | 


lies of employees of the railway postal service in case of 


death a compensation of $1,000, and in case of injury the em- 
That compensa- | 


ployees are allowed their salary for one year. 
ticn is administered through the Department. They do not have 
to go into a court to adjudicate those matters. 
same as it is in the case of pension claims. 

claims in the country are submitted to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions and adjudicated through the Pension Bureau. 


tion of disability occurs in all such cases. In the Life-Saving 


Service it is submitted to the Secretary of the Department of | 
If an employee is | 


Commerce and Labor, who passes upon it. 
injured in that service, he can get compensation to the extent 
of two years’ salary.* If he is killed in that service, his widow 
and surviving children get two years’ salary. 
service in case of death $1,000 is granted to the widow and chil- 
dren, and in case of injury the employees are allowed compen- 
sation to the extent of one year’s salary. 

In the case of the bill under consideration, all that we aim 
to do is to apply the same principle to this class of people who 
are engaged in hazardous employment in the Government 
service. The Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEw] said 
would affect 71,000 employees; but if you take the report of the 


House and deduct the employees of the railway postal service | 


and the employees of the Life-Saving Service, who are now pro- 
vided for, it will only apply to 54,000, instead of 71,000. 

It seems to me that it would be as idle and mischievous and 
as much of an impediment to ask the claimants in these cases 
to go into a court and have their claims adjudicated as it would 
in the case of the men in the Life-Saving Service and in the 
railway postal service. It is a matter that can be done 
through an administrative Department of the Government. 


There is only one change I can suggest, and that was suggested | 


by the Senator from Illinois. 


Let us do as we do in the case of 
pension claims 


limit the attorney's fee to a certain amount. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator takes his seat, I want 
to ask him—for I am quite in sympathy with the purpose of 
the legislation—if it would not be an improvement of this bill 
to strike out all the provisions about negligence? If a man be 
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und or injury received or disease contracted in the Life-Saving 


en- | 


alive | 


said | 
paid to her from the date of her remarriage, | 
to be paid to the remaining bene- | 


age of 16 years during the said two years, | 


shall be | 


Does the act from which the Senator has | 


For the last five years we have had | 


while | 


to | 
official | 


such | 


It is just the | 
All the pension | 


The ques- | 


In the postal | 


it | 


>= 
co, 


May 


injured while in the course of his employment, why should jot 
the Government pay him? That is the only requireme: 
| the laws the Senator has read. 

Mr. NELSON. I think myself it would be well. 

Mr. FORAKER. We would thereby avoid this questi: 
determining whether or not there is negligence, which cert 
is a judicial question. That is the reason I interrupt 
Senator to ask about the provision in regard to the Life-s; 
Service. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Min: 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, does the Senator from 
| Ohio mean to say that the Government ought to respond f 


| the death of a person who; through his own sheer negligence. 
caused his own death? 
Mr. FORAKER. Ordinarily not; but evidently the Govern. 
| ment is doing so in the case of the Life-Saving Service 
the provision that was read by the Senator from Minnesota 
| NELSON] a few moments ago. Also in the other cases he jen- 
tioned. The point in my mind is simply this, if the Senator 
from New Hampshire will bear with me a moment: I do not 
see how we are going to intrust to any administrative officer a 
judicial power, and, it seems to me, there can not be any ques- 
| tion that it is a judicial power to determine for the purpose of 
fixing liability, whether in a given case there has been negli- 
gence or the absence of negligence. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The superior officer reports upon that, 
| and in the Life-Saving Service of course the work is performed 
under such circumstances that there can not be negligence. The 
| men go out to sea to save some one’s life, and lose their own 


li 


of 
y 


ider 


Mr. 


| lives. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know. I was in charge of one a 
year or two ago, and I thought he was guilty of very gross 
negligence. But I was willing to square the account when | 
got on dry land. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me if we are going to aban- 
don all defense and put fifty or sixty thousand or more em- 
ployees of the Government where they can be compensated for 
injuries, or their families in case of their death, without refer- 
| ence to the question of negligence, and when we stop and reflect 
that this is the entering wedge, which means that almost every 
Government employee is going to be provided for in the same 
way in the near future, I think we had better be a little 
-areful. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say in answer to that suggestion that 
every man is supposed to have regard for his own personal 
safety, and ordinarily a man is not going to put himself in the 
way, negligently, of receiving injuries, especially those which 
may result in death. That would be some protection. 

But I was only asking my colleague on the Judiciary Com- 
mittee for the purpose of getting his opinion with respect to a 
bill which I did not have an opportunity to consider wit! him in 
the committee when it was under consideration there. | noted 
in the legislation read about the men in the Life-Saving Service 
and in the other cases mentioned that there was no provision 
about negligence, and I thought that distinguished that /egisia- 
tion from this legislation. 

Any administrative officer could make a finding as 
| fact whether or not when the man lost his life he was 
| in the service in which he was employed. It seems to! ! 
ever, that when it comes to the question, beyond that, of 
mining whether or not there has been negligence, or any cesree 
of it, we are on doubtful ground and that we had bette! 
claims without regard to negligence than to disregard the 
tion of governmental powers by which we are bound b) 
| visions of our Constitution, 

Mr. DEPEW. There is a very extraordinary repo! 
of the New York morning papers—I think the New Yo! 
| on the workings of the act passed, I think, a year {+ 
British Parliament, which removed entirely from a cer 
of employees the question of negligence. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from New York perl 
looks the fact that the British Parliament can make 
law that it wants to make law. There is no written 
tion to prohibit it—— 

Mr. DEPEW. No; that is not the point. 

Mr. FORAKER (continuing). From making a § 
such form as it wants to frame it. 

Mr. DEPEW. This act in regard to certain class: 
ployees made the employer liable, whether the em! 
liberately injured himself or not, the supposition I 
under no circumstances would an employee deliberat: 














bee 


f to recover damages. 


On that theory the insurance com- 
s began to issue policies against that class of liability. 
now find that there is a large number of claims, princi- 
of domestic servants, where the employees have deliber- 
sustained injuries which would enable them to recover 


the act. But the negligence clause in this bill prevents 
ich methods. 
FULTON. I should like to 


ask the Senator from 


word, that would be a case of actual fraud. 
DEPEW. Under the terms of that act the employee was 
entitled to recover damages, no matter how the injury was re- 
ee |, and the courts have so held——— 

BEVERIDGE. The British act uses the term “ serious 
illful misconduct.” 
FULTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a 
question. Suppose that does involve judicial power? 

or have any doubt about our right in a case of this kind 


\ 


Sel 
(wh 
a claim) to have the matter submitted to the Secretary of Com- 
nerce and Labor? Is it not competent for Congress so to do, even 
if it does involve judicial power? 
can be any question in a case of this kind. 
FORAKER. I do not know that I understand fully the 
pe of the suggestion of the Senator from Oregon. I under- 
nd we are conferring upon an administrative officer in an 
affirmative way a power which he is to exercise, and by the ex- 
se of which power he is to determine rights of complainants 
t the Government on the one hand and of the Govern- 
nt on the other. That is purely and solely a judicial power. 
Now, that is a judicial power, as the Senator says it is—I un- 
derstand the Senator to agree with me that it is a judicial 


Mr. 
~i"! 


er 


power - 

Mr. FULTON. I do, fully agree that it involves an inquiry 
of a judicial character. 

Mr. FORAKER, It seems to me we have no right to lodge a 


judicial power anywhere except only in these courts. But the 
Senator suggests that we may waive our right to intrust this 
power to the courts and confer it upon somebody else. I fear 
| do not get the force of that suggestion. 
ower of the Government is to be intrusted to the judicial de- 


rtment of the Government, nobody else has a constitutional | 


right to exercise it, no matter what Congress may see fit to 
about the matter, and therefore our legislation would be 
ivalid. 
sota that it might be better—I do not know that it would be— 
to waive the provisions about negligence. 

Mr. FULTON. Let me say this in answer to the 


en 


Senator 


out the question of judicial power. I think it involves a | 
licial investigation and the determination in one sense of a | 


il question. 


n 


idic 


n 


But it does not follow that we can not lodge 
administrative officer where it does not involve 
etermination of legal rights or the determination of rights 
ere the parties have a legal right to have it submitted to a 
Of course if you were seeking to force a party, who 

ws a legal right to go into court to enforce his claim, to go 
eiore an administrative officer to determine the question, you 
d not do it. 

» sued at all. 


The claim is not one that the law recog- 
it is inaccurate to speak of judicial power. 
ver is to be exercised. 
" ir. HOPKINS, It is a privilege we are conferring. 
Mr. FULTON. It is a privilege we are conferring; and we 


No such 






may be that he has to exercise what we will call not 
power, but judicial judgment. Of course it not 
power. A judicial question in a sense is submitted 
because it requires the exercise of judgment to de- 
just what the evidence establishes, but it is not con- 
£ on this official 6judicial power” within the meaning 





is 






















‘onstitution. His action is simply advisory to Congress. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Is it any more judicial than the determin- 
- y fact—— 
Mr. FULTON. No. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say 
ut ULTON. Such as where you refer a matter to the 
‘itor of the Treasury to determine the matter. 
Mr. HOPKINS. That is it. 
M ULTON. It is a question which you may say requires 
ee ise of judgment. but it is not a judicial power within 
ba * of the Constitution, nor is it the exercise of a judicial 
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FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me just one | 


Does the | 


e we are simply waiving rights, allowing people to present | 


It does not seem to me there | 


If all the judicial | 


That is why I suggested to the Senator from Minne- | 


the | 


But here is a case where the Government can | 


it all, hence there are no legal rights involved, conse- | 


t we will voluntarily recognize a claim and pay a cer- 
l sunt if you will go and satisfy this officer that it is just. | 


OSS7 





Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will agree with me, I am sure, 
that a finding as to whether or not in a given case a party 
has been guilty of negligence or contributory negligence is not 
like the finding of a specific fact. It involves a mixed 
tion of both law and fact in every jurisdiction, I suppose. 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. And it is not like a finding whether it was 
raining on a certain day or whether a man was actually in his 
lifeboat undertaking to save the life of somebody who had been 
wrecked at the time when he himself met with his death. ‘This 
is quite different. ‘This is the exercise of judgment, and it 
seems to me in the nature of judicial power. 

But I want to say to the Senator that I have not entered 
into this debate in any controversial spirit. I was unfortunate 
enough not to be able to attend the meeting of the committee 
when this bill was considered there. I do not know what took 
| place there. When I read the bill here in my seat these ques- 
tions occurred to my mind. I was simply trying to get the 
benefit of the opinion of those in whose judgment I have confi- 
dence, who perhaps did consider these questions in committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Ohio takes his seat 
I want to ask him if it is not a fact that the Comptroller of the 
Currency passes upon questions of law and fact in more marked 
degree than the Secretary of Commerce and Labor would be re- 
quired to pass upon them if this bill should become a law. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know what the Comptroller of the 
Currency does. I have never had any business with him. I 
have heard of him as a powerful official, having more authority 
| than even the President; and if that be true, he is really a great 
| power. But beyond that I have no comments to make upon his 
power. I do not know the nature of it, except in the most gen- 
eral way. 

Mr. RAYNER. 
a moment? 
| Mr. FORAKER,. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I should like very much to 
vote for this bill, and I should like to vote for a much stronger 
bill. I would be absolutely in favor of passing an act similar 
to Lord Campbell’s act, as to compensation, allowing the fam- 
ily full compensation in case of death. But is there any doubt 
that the Senator from Ohio is right upon the proposition he 
states? It seems to me there can not be any doubt about it in 
the mind of any man who carefully examines it. This bill 
seems to be very inartificially drawn. 

Mr. FORAKER 

Mr. RAYNER. 


ques- 


Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me for 





| rose, 

In just a moment. 

|} Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. I am obliged to the Senator 

| Mr. RAYNER. A number of us want to have this bill passed, 
} 

| 


ask Senator 


and will vote for it. But let me the from New 
| York a question. The clause we are on now provides 


That no compensation shall be paid under this act where the Injury 


| is due to the negligence or misconduct of the employee injured, or ua- 
less it shall continue for more than fifteen days. All questions of 
| negligence or misconduct shall be determined by the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor. 
| Mr. FORAKER,. Beyond appeal. 

Mr. RAYNER. That is a judicial question. You are vest- 
ing—— 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President - 

Mr. RAYNER. One moment. 

You are vesting in a ministerial officer the right to deter. 


mine a judicial question. What constitutes contributory negli- 
gence is a question of law. When the proof in the case comes up 
to the standard then it becomes a question of fact. 

Mr. FULTON. Let me ask the Senator a question first. 


Mr. RAYNER. The Senator will let me finish, then I will 
submit to any interruption. 
I read from Maryland cases: 
| The question of negligence is for the jury. The only province of the 
| court is to define the degree of care exacted of the parties and to leave 
to the jury to determine whether or not the conduct of the parties con- 
cerned was what would have been that of prudent and discreet men 
under similar circumstances. (B. & O. R. R. Co. Fitzpatrick, 35 


| Md., 32. 

The Government has no right to vest in a ministerial officer 
any judicial function. If it can invest a judicial function in a 
Cabinet officer, it can invest it in any other officer of tl 
ernment. It can repose it in a clerk. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. RAYNER. Will you not kindly let me give th 
| ties? There will be plenty of time. 


ic 


SO 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 


| yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
I suppose so, 


Mr. RAYNER, Yes; 
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question that you are confiding to the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, then what? Wow does that affect the bill? 

Mr. RAYNER. It makes the bill unconstitutional. 

Mr. FULTON. Then what happens, if that be true? 
now have no claim against the Government. 

Mr. RAYNER. Does the Senator think that I would like 
to vote for a bill that I think is unconstitutional? 

Mr. FULTON. “Let me ask the Senator this: Was the South- 
ern Claims Commission unconstitutional? 

Mr. RAYNER. At this late day and hour I do not want to 
go into a discussion of the Southern Claims Commission, Let 
me finish with these cases: 


They 


Where there is no evidence before the jury of a fact, or the evidence 
offered is so vague and indefinite that no rational inference of such 
fact can be deduced from it, the court ought to direct the jury that 
it is not competent for them to find that fact. (Riggin v. Patapsco | 
Ins. Co., 7 H. & J., 279.) 

Where there is no evidence applicable to the issue or tending to 
prove any material fact, there is a total failure of evidence, and the 
court will direct the jury accordingly. (Davis v. Barney, 2 G. & J., 
JS2.) 


You understand I am very anxious to vote for this bill. I 
am not only in favor of this bill, but absolutely in favor of 
allowing full compensation in case of death. We ought to pass 
a statute, as I have said, similar to Lord Campbell’s act as to 
compensation, and allow the family full compensation in case 
of death. Therefore, I am not opposing this bill, but I am 
afraid of it. 

Let us take a case. A claimant comes before the Department 
of Commerce and Labor. The Government contends that the 
employee has been guilty of negligence. That is the question 
before the Secretary—that the employee has been guilty of con- 
iributeory negligence. That is a question of law—perhaps a 
mixed question of law and fact—and the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor in considering whether he has or has not been 
guilty of negligence is entering upon a judicial inquiry. 

The Government is not waiving the question of negligence. 
The cases the Senator from Minnesota has cited are not cases 
involving the question of negligence. There is no question of 
negligence involved in the cases which have been cited by the 
Senator from Minnesota at all. If the Government waived the 
question of negligence, I might admit it would be a mere minis- 
teria! function, but the Government can not waive the Constitu- 
tion. Some of the officers of the Government are waiving the 
Constitution, but the Government can not waive it. That 
very evident. 

Mr. FULTON. Let me ask the Senator another question. I 
suggest to the Senator that questions of judicial power do not 
rise unless you constitute or endeavor to constitute a judicial 
tribunal and submit controversies of a legal nature or character 
to it. There is no such controversy whatever here submitted to 
this official. You simply refer to him a matter to investigate 
and report; and if his findings are one way the Government 
makes a voluntary payment. There can be no question of judi- 
cial power, because there is no controversy or question which 
the courts would recognize. There is not any judicial question 
submitted. 

Mr. RAYNER. ‘There is no judicial tribunal under this bill. 
The Senator from Oregon, I submit, is mistaken when he says 
we submit no controversy. The Government is bound to defend 
these cases, 

Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. RAYNER. 


is 


Mr. President 
Let me finish. 





If an employee has been 
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Mr. FULTON. Suppose it all be true, suppose it is a judicial | Mr. NELSON. I had the floor. 


It is simply a question of fact submitted for report. | 


| ernment responsible. 





j= 


May 





I have been yielding 
other Senators. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am obliged to the Senator from Min 


| Sota. 


Mr. President, it seems to me the contention of the Se 
ator from Oregon [Mr. FuLtron] is not tenable—that there js 
controversy here. There is a claim preferred against the Go 
ernment, and evidence is offered in support of the claim, «: 
an officer of the Government is to sit in judgment as to 
sufficiency of that proof, presumably as an impartial jud: 
between the Government and the complainant. So I thi 
there is an exercise of judicial power called for, and I thi) 
if it be a judicial power, and I understand the Senator to avr: 
with me that it is, it ought not and can not constitutional]; 
conferred upon a ministerial officer. 

Mr. President, I did not think it necessary to say more tha 
once or twice or three or four times that I am in favor of some 
law of this kind. Every Senator who knows what a battle | 
had here a year ago to help a constituent of mine who, walking 
through one of the Government buildings, fell through the floor 
because of a trapdoor or something of that kind being oj 
will remember that I have given some attention to this ques 
tion. .I finally succeeded in passing a bill, largely due to the 
kind consideration given it by the Senator from Oregon | Mr. 
FuLTon], who is chairman of the Committee on Claims, by 
which my constituent was authorized to go into the Court of 
Claims and bring suit. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to ask the Senator a question 
right here. Does he not think the submitting of it to the com- 
mittee was unconstitutional? 

Mr. FORAKER. No. 

Mr. FULTON. It was a judicial question, was it not, fully 
as much so as any question that might arise under this measure? 

Mr. FORAKER. It was nothing except only authority to go 
to the Court of Claims and bring a suit in the Court of Claiius 
to recover damages, if he was entitled to them. That was al! I 
asked. That was all I could get; and I got it finally. 

The Senate and House passed it and the complainant went to 
the Court of Claims, and he has been in the Court of Claims 
now for more than a year. He brought suit there to recover 
for injuries that have made him a cripple for life. I would 
not have had the injuries to which he has been subjected for a 
hundred thousand dollars. The modest sum of $10,000, I be- 
lieve, is what he has sued for, and yet the Government is meeting 
him at every turn of the case in the Court of Claims with the 
claim that he ought to have seen as he walked through the co! 
ridor that there was a hole there and that he ought to hive 
walked around it. In other words, that he was guilty of con- 
tributory negligence. 

His contention is that it was the fault of the Government that 
it permitted. an insecure and unsafe place for the people to 
walk by, and people were invited to walk there by its being 
kept open. He had a right to assume, as I thought, that it was 
safe for him to walk there. He was there in the early morn 
ing, before it was light, going to work, he being an employee 
of the Government. 

I think we ought to give an opportunity to men who are 
jured in the employment of the Government to hold the Gov- 
A man is unfortunate to have a ¢! 


| against the Government when there is no way to assert it. 


guilty of contributory negligence, the Government is bound to | 
make that defense, and the question before the Secretary of | 
Commerce and Labor will be, Has the employee been guilty or | 


not guilty of contributory negligence? You can not invest the 


Secretary of Commerce and Labor with the trial of that ques- 


tion, 
I am in favor of this proposed law. Do not misunderstand 
me. I am willing to vote for this bill, and I am in favor of a | 


bill giving full compensation in case of death, but let us per- | 


fect it. 

I now have a case pending before the committee, as the 
junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] knows, where a 
party was seriously injured, and I have been trying to obtain 
compensation for him. I am strongly in favor of this bill, but 
with this clause in it I am afraid the whole law will fall to the 
ground. That is my judgment, and that is my only ground of 
opposition to it. Let us frame a statute that will pass the test 
of the Supreme Court. I will take this if I can not get anything 
better, but I predict here, now, it will be set aside if it ever 
gets to the courts. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 


to the Senator from Minnesota? 








Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Ohio pardon me if I 
make an inquiry more by way of suggestion? 

There has been something said here about the number 
cases that would probably come up for determination—I thin 
a good many thousand in the course of a year. If we 4! 
enact any legislation of this kind, would it not be better for 
to constitute some tribunal, charged with the duty in a pro! 
way, summarily to determine the question whether there 


| been negligence on the part of the employee? 


Mr. FORAKER. I think the suggestion of the Senator '! 
Georgia is a very proper one and a very important one, and 
a suggestion that ought to be carefully considered in the ¢ 
mittee—whether we can not frame a bill that will be free ! 
the objection that it is unconstitutional. I do not—— _ 

Mr. BACON. I want to say to him, in making the ind 
that I myself would favor a bill whereby we could hav 
court charged with this jurisdiction, charged with no ot 
jurisdiction, if you please, giving its entire time to it, for 
field of labor will certainly be large enough to occupy the | 
of the court. : 

Mr. FORAKER. Of course I do not know, and neither d 
anybody else know, how many cases will arise in the cours 
a year. It has been stated here that this will apply to mo 
than 50,000 employees of the Government employed in haz: 
ous occupations. There are likely to be a great many “° 








i908. 





think it is high time the Government was making provision 
iereby men injured in its employment may have a remedy 
ainst the Government when they are injured through the 
iit of the Government. At least, if we are not to strike out 
s provision about negligence——— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask whether an amendment, in 
es 7 and 9, striking out in each instance the words “ negli- 
nce or” and leaving it “ misconduct,” would be acceptable to 
e Senator who has charge of the bill? 


Mr. FULTON rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator in gharge of the bill. 
Mr. FORAKER. To strike out the entire proviso? 

\ir. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. FORAKER, I want to apologize to the Senate again, as 


have done two or three times 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I think I have the floor, and 
I shall have to resume it some time during the debate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask pardon of the Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. I have the floor. I want to reply to the 
constitutional argument of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. For- 
\keER], and more particularly to the constitutional argument 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner]. Nobody dis- 
ites the coristitutional principle that has been invoked. ‘The | 
fortunate thing about it is that it has no application to the 
ts in this case. Here are a class of Government employees 
who to-day are without any remedy at all. We say to those | 
employees, “If you are injured in the Government service and 





J 
ul 
f 


W submit your claim to the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, we will give you this compensation.” It is in the nature | 


of a gift, a gratuity from the Government of the United States, 
small as it is, and we have a right to prescribe the conditions 
under which.it shall be given. It is not an invasion of any | 
constitutional right any more than it is an invasion of the | 
constitutional right in the case of the men in the Life-Saving | 
Service or in the case of the men in the postal service. 

We are not letting these men go into court. We do not say, 
‘You shall have a right of action in court to recover for the 
injuries sustained in the Government service,” or that the 
widow and children may have the right to go into court to re- 
cover for death. We say here to this class of employees, “‘ You 
had no remedy heretofore. We will give you this slight 
relief upon these terms and conditions. Present your claims 


have 
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| this question in a controversial sense. 
|of the Senator’s opinion. 


to the Department of Commerce and Labor, which will pass | 


upon them,” just as the Pension Office does in the matter of 


pensions, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr, President—— 

Mr. NELSON. Let me finish. The Senator has had his 
time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to ask the Senator a question. 


Mr. NELSON. Let me finish my argument. 
who are disabled in the military service of the United 
States, “ You shall have a pension. We will allow you such 
and such a pension if you have been injured in the service of 
the United States ;” but, we say, “ You must submit your claim 
to the Commissioner of Pensions. 
adjudicate, first, whether you have been in the service of the 
Ur 
line of duty, and in the third place the degree of injury.” 
passes upon those questions, 

Now, you might as well say that the pension claimants should 
be required to submit those questions to a court of justice to 
have them adjudicated as to say so in this case. The principle 
actly the same. We simply lay down in this case a cer- 


Thit 


He 


18 ¢ 


tain rule, as the Pension Office has laid down rules which pen- 
sion claimants are required to follow. 

Pension claimants submit their claims to and they are adju- | 
dicated by the Commissioner of Pensions. We say to these 
parties, “ We will give you this small compensation.” I grant 
it is a small one, and I should be glad myself to have it larger. 
But under present legislative conditions, the approach of the 
ch of the session, that does not seem practicable. We say to 
the parties, “ You can have this small compensation, but you 
must submit your claim to the Department of Commerce and 
Labor and have it adjudicated there,” just as in the case of 
pehsioners, 


r. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to ask the Senator 
ether the Commissioner of Pensions does not also pass upon 
‘tions of negligence 
Mr. NELSON. Certainly he does. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (continuing). In this, that in cer- 
iin cases the claimant has to show to the Commissioner of 
Pensions by proper evidence that the affliction under which he 

4s suffering is not due to his own misconduct. 





Mr. NELSON. Yes. To his own misconduct. Under the 
dependent pension law of 1900 that evidence has to be passed 


He must pass upon it, and | 
| of judicial faculties is another. 
ted States; second, whether you have been injured in the | 


We say to the | 
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upon in all cases. The Commissioner of Pensions has to deter- 
mine whether the injury was directly caused by his military 
service or whether it was caused, as the law says, by his own 
vicious habits. There is a question of fact, and you might say 
a question of law, to be adjudicated. It is no more an invasion 
of a constitutional proposition to have the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor investigate and adjudicate in cases of this 
nature than it is in the matter of pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not think what the Senator has said 
about the administration of the pension laws is applicable. To 
entitle one to a pension, the claimant must show how the dis- 
ability was incurred, and that it was incurred in the service, 
and in the line of duty. That is a plain, simple fact, and the 
question is whether in such cases it was incurred in the line of 
duty, or incurred, as the Senator says, by reason of some vicious 
conduct or bad habit of the claimant, or while not in the line 
of duty. That also is a question of fact, pure and simple. 

But the question I wanted to ask the Senator goes further 
than that. And I want to repeat it to the Senator. He need 
not get excited—— 

Mr. NELSON. I am not excited. 

Mr. FORAKER (continuing). Because I am not arguing 
I want to get the benefit 
It is provided in the bill that the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall pass on the question 
of negligence. If he finds that the claimant incurred his in- 
juries by reason of his own negligence, there is no liability. 
Is not that a question of judgment as well as fact? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is stated in the bill that there shall be 
no appeal from this decision by the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. If there be no appeal, I want to know what the 
effect of that decision is, as to whether it bar or not; if 
the complainant, having pursued his remedy before the Secre- 
tary, and having failed, then into court and brings an 
action, whether he may be allowed to go into court, as I sup- 
pose we will authorize him to do before we get done with this 
legislation, to recover damages for injuries sustained, on the 
ground that it was the Government’s negligence and not his. 

Is it not a clear case of the exercise of a judicial power and 
the exercise of a judicial power which is final and settles once 
and for all and without appeal, under the language of the 
statute, the rights of the complainant as against the Govern- 
ment on that account? 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. In all deference, I suggest to the Senator, 
and we have all been guilty of it more or less in this contro- 
versy, that he is improperly using the words “ judicial power.” 
Judicial power is one thing; a question involving the exercise 
If men agree to submit a claim 
to arbitration, the arbitrators may exercise judicial faculties, 
but judicial power under the Constitution quite another 
proposition. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is for the purpose of showing that it is 
judicial power in an absolute and unqualified sense that I cited 
the provision of the proposed statute, that the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor is to sit in judgment, in impartial judgment, 
between the Government and the complainant, and his judg- 
ment, if it be against the complainant, a final judgment 
against him. Does not that bar him from an appeal to the 
court? 

Mr. FULTON. The claimant has no legal right at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
may hold that he has no right, just as in the case I cited a 
moment ago, where I finally succeeded in getting authority for 
a constituent of mine to bring a suit in the Court of Claims. 
The United States attorney decided by the defense he interposed 
that he had no right, but fortunately the law does not authorize 
the district attorney te render such a judgment. 

Mr. FULTON. Does not the Senator from Ohio admit that 
when the Government is to be sued it can stipulate the terms 
on which it will permit itself to be sued, and when it permits 
a claim to be presented against it it can state that it will 
recognize the claim if it is presented in a certain manner and 
in a certain way, and that it has an absolute right to so dictate? 

Mr. FORAKER. I may concede for the sake of the argument 
all that the Senator suggests. 

Mr. FULTON. ‘The Senator must know 

Mr. FORAKER. That does not reach the question, 


is a 


roe. 
goes 


is 


is 
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Mr. FULTON. 
claim for which the Government is not liable. The Govern- 
ment may say, “If you present that to Senator Curtom, for 
instance, and he is satisfied, all right, we will pay it; but if 
he finds that you are guilty of contributory negligence, we will 


It does reach the question, because here is a 


not pay it.’ The Government has a right to do that, because 
it need not recognize the claim at all, but, recognizing it, it has 
a right to stipulate the terms on which it will pay it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the answer to that, it seems 
to me, is very simple and very short, so far as it is necessary to 
make any answer, and that is that there are two parties to this 
controversy, for it is a controversy in the case put by the Sen- 
ator. The complainant comes and says, “I have been injured 
while in the employment of the Government——” 

Mr. FULTON rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will let me conclude. 

Mr. FULTON. . Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I tried to interrupt him a moment ago and 
he would not let me. So I hope he will not interrupt me until 
I get through. I do not want to return in kind, but I do want 
to finish the sentence. It is not in any other spirit that I de- 
cline to yield than that. 

The complainant comes and says, “I have been in the em- 
ployment of the Government; I was injured while I was in that 
employment, without any negligence on my part; it was the 
fault of the Government.” 
tary of Commerce and Labor. The Secretary acts as a judge 
between him and the Government, and the Secretary comes to 
a conclusion that the testimony is not sufficient, or that the 
testimony shows that he was guilty of negligence. He makes 
aun affirmative finding of that kind. 


Now, that is a decision against the complainant. It is not 
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| for I want a law that will stand the test. 
He submits the case to the Secre- | 








May 25. 


you could provide for one. The person who is authorized by 
the law to settle that controversy is designated in the statute. 
and his judgment is to be as to whether or not there was neg!j- 
gence, which is not a specific fact, and his judgment is to be 
final; there shall be no appeal from it; and therefore the 
complainants who submit their case are to have judgmen; 
rendered against them, if this be a valid statute and he be va 
idly clothed with power, that will be a bar to the prosecution of 
that claim before any other tribunal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yiel! 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio ju 
two questions. First, does the Senator think it is competent for 
the Government to grant either a gratuity, a pension, or any 
other privilege to any citizen? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I do. I think so without doubt. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the first question. That being 
true, does he think it competent for the Government to deter- 
mine the conditions upon which it shall be granted? Is not that 
the whole question? . 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, within the constitutional limit 
tions, which should always be observed; and that is all I ask, 
I want a law under 
which a constituent of mine, if I have another suffering a misfor 
tune as one did suffer last year here in this city, can go somewhere 
and get relief, and get substantial relief, and get it without hav- 
ing to spend all he will recover for attorneys’ fees and other 


| expenses, 


something that the Government has a right to do, that the com- | 


plainant will be bound by, because the complainant is the other 
party to the suit. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 
interrupt him? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKIWS. I think the Senator from Ohio has miscon- 
ceived the purpose of the bill itself. As I read the bill it is not 
a controversy between the individual who is injured and the 


Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to | 


Government of the United States where the individual himself | 


is a party to the proceeding. The bill provides that when a 


person is injured in Government employ under the conditions | 
indicated in the first section, the superior officer or the super- | 


intendent of the Department where the employee who is in- 
jured is at work at once takes up that question and gathers all 
the facts in it and sends it to the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, and then it is determined whether a gratuity shall be 
sziven to the man in case of his injury or to his family in case of 
his death. So from first to last it is a matter of gratuity 
upon the part of the Government, for there is no controversy 
whatever, and it seems to me that the rule relating to the 
question of negligence is sin?ply a rule of guidance upon the part 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 


Secretary can determine that fact as easily as he can determine | 
the broad fact whether the party whose name is presented by | ater the House agreed to the conference report on the gr 


the superintendent or the superior officer in charge of the work 
has been injured at all. 

So I think the whole trouble has come from the assumption 
on the part of Senators who raise this constitutional question 
that a lawsuit is to be presented immediately upon a Govern- 
ment employee being injured. That is not the fact. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois 


| we have given you.” 


Mr. FULTON. ‘The Senator says that this finding which the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor would make would be a bar 
to any other action on the part of the claimant. 

Mr. FORAKER. No;I asked if it would not be a bar. It 
says there shall be no appeal. 

Mr. FULTON. But what other action has he? He has none. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the complainant says, “| 
was not guilty of negligence.” The Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor says, “ You were guilty of negligence, and I so find.” 
The complainant says, “I want to appeal; I want to go to some 
other tribunal.” The law says you shall not go to any other 
place. It is a good deal like the statement of the President 
a letter read here, in which he said, “I do not want any court 
of inquiry; I have already found the facts.” 

I think when the complainant is injured, as my constituent 
was last year, he ought to have the right to be heard and ought 
not to be cut off and then told, “ This is a mere privilege which 
I think we should provide a just remed 
for the complainant. He is the party who needs our protecti 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to take the Senator off the fi 
but I wish he would yield to me to make a statement in regard 


| to the order of business. 
In my State and in many of the States the question of negli- | 
gence is not a question of law; it is a question of fact; and the | 


Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HALE. The Senate to-day has made this progress: 


| sundry civil appropriation bill the Senate took up and passed 


has interrupted me to say that I have misconceived the char- | 


acter of this proposed legislation in this that the bill does not 
provide, as I seem to have assumed, that there should be a 
controversy and that the complainant should be a party. The 
Senator said the complainant was not to be a party, within the 


contemplation of this proposed statute, and he cites us to some | 


of its provisions. Let me call the Senator’s attention to the 


provision that he has apparently overlooked, the fourth section, | 


which provides 

That in the case of any accident which shall result in death, the persons 
entitled to compensation under this act, or their legal representatives, 
shail within ninety days after such death file with the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, etc. 

And then shall prosecute the claim for damages because of 
the death resulting from the wrongful negligence of the Govy- 
ernment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. In just a moment. If that be not a contro- 
versy to which there are two parties, then I do not know how 


| of the Treasury. 


upon that report, so that that bill has now gone to the enr 
clerks. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
Houses. 

Mr. HALE. It has been agreed to by both Houses, and 
be ready for the Presidential signature. The committee o! 
ference between the two Houses has been in session near’) 
the day upon the only other great appropriation bill stil! 
back, the deficiency appropriation bill. The committee 
finally agreed upon that bill and I am ready to submit th 
port, which takes it away from Congress and passes the 
but for one condition. A provision in that bill covers 
amounts needed during the year and until the next sess! 
Congress under the public-buildings Will, aggregating sonic 
like $12,000,000, distributed in detail, as reported by the ‘I 
ury Department from the office of the Supervising AT 
When the bill as reported passes, the | 


The report having been agreed to by 


necessary for the different objects embraced in the public-t 
ings bill will be appropriated and will be expended during 
next year. . 
I should under these conditions submit the report 0D - 
bill at onee, but I am held up by the fact that the rej 
the public buildings bill itself, which has passed the ~« , 
is awaiting the action of the House. 


It has not yet had 



































































e action and approval of that body, so the public buildings 
which is the basis of the appropriations contained in the 
ency bill, has not yet passed both Houses. 
iave sent to the chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
; and Grounds of the House, who has charge of the measure 
in order to learn whether that report agreed to would 
to this body either this afternoon or during the evening, 
hat I might then report and have the Senate pass upon | 
leficiency appropriation bill, embracing the money needed 
public buildings during the year. I have received a reply | 
him that in the condition of the business in the House 
will not only not be able to take up the bill and pass it this 
neon, but he can give no encouragement that it can be 
sed before to-morrow morning. 
CULLOM. The Senator refers to the public buildings 


HALE. To the public buildings bill, which of course is 
foundation of the appropriations under that head in the 
iency bill. 

rherefore, under these conditions, as the Senate has been 


h in a long session since 11 o'clock, I am prepared now, | 
1 ss there is some necessity for an executive session, to sub- 
! motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I hope the Senator will not press the | 
nD ion 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 


endeavored to submit 


ie 


Gh a couple of resolutions in the 
morning hour. The morning hour, however, was consumed in | 
the consideration of other business. Does the Senator from 
Maine yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. HALE. I did not expect that so reasonable a proposi- 


as I made would be unattended by expostulation. I will 
withdraw the motion for the moment, but I know that the 
majority of the Senators desire to be relieved from further 
practically useless duty here during this hot day. While I 
hold the floor, I will yield to the Senator from Oklahoma, 
RIGHTS TO MINE COAL IN OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I send two resolutions to the desk, 
vhich I ask may be read and agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolutions be read, subject to ob- 
jection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma sub- 
mits a resolution, which will be read for the information of the | 


senate, 


tir 
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| Congress approved October 1, 1890, entitled “ An act giving, upon cor 


ditions and limitations therein contained, the assent of the United 
| States to certain leases of rights to mine coal in the Choctaw Nation,” 
said provision being as follows, to wit: That no higher rate per ton 
than the average rate per ton for which such coal has for the six 


months next preceding the Ist day of September, 1890, been sold by 


said lessees, or those holding under them, shall, during said thirty 
years, be exacted of any purchaser, except upon the written permission 
of the Secretary of the Interior. is still in force; and if so, whether 
| it has been complied with and is being complied with or not ind if 


not, the Attorney-General is directed to institute and conduct all neces 


sary legal proceedings for the enforcement of said provision and to 
recover the excessive price for coal, if any, heretofore charged, for t 
benefit of the Chickasaw and Choctaw tribes of Indians. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. HALE. Let it go to the same committee. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the resolution, and it will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING. 

Mr. BACON. By courtesy of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HAteE] I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask, by unanimous 
consent, may be considered at this time. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 95) relating to the assignment of 
space in the House Office Building was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. BACON. The joint resolution relates exclusively to the 
House Office Building. It is a matter that the House can not 
control by its rules, because the House is not a continuing 
body, and therefore this matter requires the action of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. HALE. It will give rise to no debate, I take it? 

Mr. BACON. I do not think it will. I suppose it will not 
be necessary to read the joint resolution, as I have stated the 
It relates exclusively to the other House. 

Mr. HALE. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
for information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the joint resolution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the joint resolution is to be read, I 
will object to its present consideration. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will insist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary is proceeding 
read the joint resolution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will withdraw my objection. 


asks 


to 


































































The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: | The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Whereas an act of Congress, approved October 1, 1890, entitled “An | joint resolution, which is as follows: 
act g ving, upon conditions and limitations therein contained, the assent Resolved, etc., That the assignment of rooms in the Office Building 
United States to certain leases of rights to mine coal in the | of the House of Representatives, which shall hereafter be designated 
Choctaw Nation,” contains the following quotation, to wit: “That no | as the House Otlice Building, heretofore made by resolution or order of 
higher rate per ton than the average rate per ton for which such coal | the House of Representatives, shall continue in force until modified or 
for the next six months next preceding the Ist day of September, | ¢hanged in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and the 
1590, been sold by said lessees, or those holding under them, shall, dur- | room so assigned to any Representative shall continue to be held by 
ing said thirty years, be exacted of any purchaser, except upon the | such Representative as his individual office room so long as he shail 
written permission of the Secretary of the Interior: “ Now, therefore, remain a Member or Member-elect of the House of Representatives, or 
, . ’ : : until he shall relinquish the same, subject, however, to the provisions of 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be respectfully requested | this resolution, and no Representative shall allow his office room to be 
to advise the Senate whether the provision cited in the preamble hereof | yseq for any other purpose. 
ha ver been, either directly or indirectly, repealed by ( Ongress ; Any Member or Member-elect of the House of Representatives may 
,~, 1£ not repealed, whether the written permission therein provided | 16 with the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds a re- 
na as ever been given es a or by any of his predecessors, quest in writing that any individual office room be assigned to him 
ee to furnish a copy 0! —— __ | whenever it shall become vacant. If only one such request has been 
no such written permission has ever been given, the Secretary | made for any room which shall at anv time have become vacant, the 
( Interior is directed to investigate and advise the Senate as to the | oom shall be assigned os requested. If two or more requests are made 
. ft aad ’ » .. a * nealiente an dheh : all ~ shi assig as f ° ] [ I na¢ 
' price of coal during the six months designated in said pro- | for the same vacant room, preference shall be given to the Re entative 
t we oo Rog ae the six months next preceding the adoption of | maxing the request who has been longest in continuous service as a Mem 
a ‘esotutiog , ame : ber and Member-elect of the House of Representatives. If two or more 
lag i be found that & Magner petee See enis coal has been charged tepresentatives with equal length of continuous service, or two or more 
‘Jan that prescribed by the provision above set out, the Secretary of | Representatives-elect make request for the same room, preference shall 
the Interior is directed to furnish all available data in his Department | }, given to the one first preferring his request. A Representative or 
=" pi Mg mene a of ee nited oe < yw assist him | Representative-elect making request for the assignment of a vacant room 
= ene eee cee oe S enjoin tn ao. cor ial ana ‘n- | may withdraw the same at any time, and no one shall have pending at 
! ar continuing by - oe i a anae® oi th ae a he the same time more than one such request. The assignment of a new room 
( A. a Chactae tribes ~ yk ee or the benefit of the | to 9 Representative, upon his request, or the appointment of any Rep- 
oS ee, ee : y resentative having an individual office room as chairman of a com- 
Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the present consideration of the | mittee having a committee room, shall act as a relinquishment by him 
resolution. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on In- | °f the room previously assigned to him. en Raper 
dian Affairs Representatives having rooms assigned to them in the foregoing man- 
™ irs. 7 ner may exchange rooms one with another, but such exchange shall be 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator from Maine to allow | valid only so long as both Members making the exchange shall remain 
me continuously Members or Members-elect of the House of Representatives. 
' wee —_ was ’ . ‘ . a The Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds shall keep 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield | g record of the assignment of rooms heretofore or hereafter made, ex- 
to { Senator from Indiana? changes which may be made, requests for vacant rooms which may be 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the request as to this resolution? poem md at iaenieeietions as it Be ne Bo — om : — the 
ry , = = 7.9: 7" iin : ft at . i spec ) ) ese res oO re ese { ves-elect o e ouse. 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and In the matter of the assignment of rooms under this resolution, Dele- 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. gates in Congress and the Commissioners from Porto Rico and the 
Mr. GORE. TI have sent another resolution to the desk, which | Philippine Islands shall be treated the same as Representatives 
I ask may b ad The assignment and reassignment of the rooms and other space in the 
: ay be - ~ AAI . ‘ . House Office Building shall be subject to the control of the House of 
i VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma asks | Representatives by rule, resolution, order, or otherwise. Nothing in 
for tlle present consideration of a resolution, which will be read. — — —— _ oo — ee —_ a oe = 
r .@ : : ail al re sted placing sai ouse ce Building der the con- 
: Secretary read the resolution, as follows: trol of the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, subject 
wt 'ved, that the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he | to the approval and direction of the Commissions provided for respec- 


y, directed to ascertain whether the provision of an act of § tively in the act of March 3, 1903, and the act of March 4, 1907. 
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Unoceupied space in said building shall be assigned by the Superin- 
tendent of t Capitol Building and Grounds, under the direction of the | 
Commission and subject to the control of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Georgia if the 





joint resolution has passed the House of Representatives? 

Mr. BACON. It has passed the House of Representatives, 
and I introduce it for the purpose of having certain action upon 
it before we adjourn. 





Mr. HALE. Of course it is a House matter. 
Mr. BACON, Yes, exclusively; and the only reason 
Mr. HALE. And it has passed the House? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the joint resolution had better go 


to the Committee on Rules. 
House committee if the Committee on Rules would 
consider the joint resolution when it reached the Senate from 
the House. As I understand, it has not yet reached the Senate 
from the House. I think it ought to be considered by the Sen- 
ate Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BACON. I may have had misinformation from the 
Member of the House who gave me the joint resolution and 
requesteé that I bring it to the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has not yet reached the Senate, although 
it may have passed the House. 

Mr. BACON, Well, Mr. President, I will ask that it lie on 
the table for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it had better be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, 
Mr. BACON, 

on Rules. That course is satisfactory to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 


ar 
Lhe 


Mr. HALE. I do not yield for debate. I will yield for a 
moment, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am perfectly well aware—that is the | 
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I was asked by the chairman of | 
not | 


Very well, let it be referred to the Committee | 





~ 


May 


aed, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

the same thing. 

Mr. HALE. The same thing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the motion will not carry. 

Mr. DEPEW. I appeal to the Senator from Maine either that 
| we may go on with this bill or that an hour may be appointed 
| to-morrow for the completion of it. 

Mr. HALE. I must insist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
| motion of the Senator from Maine, that the Senate proceed to 

the consideration of executive business. 
By the sound, the “ayes” have it. 


[Putting the question. } 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask for a division. 
The question being put, there were, on division—ayes 27 
| noes 8. - 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Chair how may sec- 
onded the call for the yeas and nays? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Six. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is that a quorum? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is not a quorum. 

Mr..HALE. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Presiden 
Some things can be done without the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know; but the Senate has business t 
consider, and I insist that we go on with the business before us 

Mr. HALE. That is what we are doing now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Islan 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A division having disclosed the absence of a 
quorum, no business is in order except a call of the Senate or a 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 26, 
1908, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


That will be the same thing—result in 


’ 





reason I ask the Senator kindly to yield to me—that a motion | 


to adjourn is not debatable. I merely want to state two or 
three things, upon which I shall appeal to the Senator from 
Maine not at this hour to move to adjourn. In the first place, 
as the Senator knows, this morning one hour and a half was 
taken up in the reading of the Journal—— 

Mr. HALE, Not so much as that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; about that. 
the time. 
nal has been completely read; usually its reading is dispensed 
with, 


precious time thus been needlessly wasted. 
Mr. KEAN. I do not think that is an accurate statement. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 





many years 






son]—the amendments were required to be read. 





being read. This took up the time for another hour and more 







fact 





of an exceedingly important measure, a measure which 






come before this Congress, 








adjourn both Houses sine die as early as possible. 
For that reason, in view of the fact that, although we met a 











which has never been done before 






Mr. HALE. That is all in the discretion of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is so. 

Mr. HALE. I am told that there are some appointment 
which should be referréd to committees, and therefore I mov 







ness.. 








I marked it down at | 
That was the second time this session that the Jour- 


Only on last Saturday and to-day has any one insisted 
on its being read in full, and only on Saturday and to-day has 


In the se¢ond place, when the report on 
the sundry civil bill, of which the Senator spoke, came to the 
Senate, not only was the report read, but for the first time in | 
certainly for the first time in the memory of the | 
veteran Senator who is chairman of the committee [Mr. ALti- 
The Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] insisted on those amendments 


Now, we are in the midst of the consideration here—the Sen- | 
ator bas been out, and of course perhaps is not aware of that 


in some particulars, is as important as any measure that has | 
It is perfectly patent that Congress 
is proceeding with speed, and that if the Senate adjourns now 
for the day in the midst of the consideration of this bill, the | 
bill’s life is endangered, if, in fact, it is not certainly defeated | 
by the lapse of time, in view of the apparent determination to 


11 o'clock this morning, all but a little of the time to-day has 
been consumed in extraordinary proceedings, the reading of the 
Journal, and the reading of amendments to appropriation bills— 
and that it is now a quarter | 


past 4, I appeal to the Senator not to insist on his motion 
at this hour, because it would be hazardous to adjourn at this 
hour. 


that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 25, 1908. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Joseph T. Spence, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, in place of 
James Jeffreys, deceased. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John A. Steele, of Tuscumbia, Ala., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Montgomery, Ala., vice Nathan H. Alexander, to be 
transferred to register. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Nathan H. Alexander, of Montgomery, Ala., to be register 
of the land office at Montgomery, by transfer from receiver o! 
public moneys there, vice Robert D. Johnston, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Walter J. Manion to be a lieutenant-commander 
Navy from the 23d day of April, 1908, vice Lieut. Commaader 
John C. Leonard, promoted. 

Boatswain David White to be a chief boatswain in the \ 
to rank with, but after, ensign, from the 11th day of M 
| 1908, upon the completion of six years’ service in his present 

grade. 


in) the 


v 


’ 


POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Alonzo F. Hann to be postmaster at Gardena, Los A! 
County, Cal. Office became Presidential April 1, 190%. 
t | Harry E. Meyers to be postmaster at Yuba City, = 
County, Cal., in place of Harry E. Meyers, Incumbent's 
mission expired December 16, 1907. 
COLORADO. 

Wesley W. Parshall to be postmaster at Durango, La 
County, Colo., in place of George N. Raymond. Incun 
commission expired November 19, 1907. 

INDIANA. 
John A. Hall to be postmaster at Cicero, Hamilton © 
| Ind., in place of John A. Hall. Incumbent’s commissic 
| pired April 21, 1908, 


~ 
e | 


MARYLAND. 


Samuel S. Yingling to be postmaster at Reisterstown, * 
more County, Md. Office became Presidential January 1, 





MISSOURI. 
Wilbur J. Clark to be postmaster at Hamilton, Caldwell 
( y, Mo., in place of Florence M. Low. Incumbent’s com- 


on expired January 22, 1908. 
rl Weber to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Stoddard County, 


in place of William G. Kitchen. Incumbent’s commission 
‘ ed March 4, 1908. 


~ 


NEBRASKA, 


n Ring to be postmaster at Hooper, Dodge County, Nebr., 
ice of John Ring. Incumbent’s commission expired March 


US, 


NEW MEXICO. 
George Bringle to be postmaster at Nara Visa, Quay County, 
N. Mex. Office became Presidential April 1, 1908, 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Joseph C. Eves to be postmaster at Millville, Columbia 
County, Pa. Office became Presidential January 1, 1908. 
John J. Mather to be postmaster at Benton, Columbia 
ty, Pa., in place of John J. Mather. Incumbent’s commis- 
expired January 22, 1908, 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
John L. Dangerfield to be postmaster at Princeton, Mercer 
County, W. Va. Office became Presidential April 1, 1907. 


L 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 25, 1908. 








[Continuation of the legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.) | 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker at 11 o’clock a. m. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


\ message from the Senate, by Mr. Piart, one of its secre- 
taries, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 23) to provide for the remission of a portion of the 
Chinese indemnity. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
ihe bill CH. R. 16268) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had receded 
from its amendments numbered 63, 76, and 77 to the bill (H. 
R. 18347) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and 
for other purposes. 
oe message also announced that the Senate had passed 
the following: 


rhe Senate having proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to 
reconsider the bill entitled “An act extending the time for the construc- 
tion of a dam across Rainy River,” returned to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the President of the United States, with his objections, 
nd sent by the House of Representatives to the Senate, with the 
message of the President returning the bill: 


R ed, That the bill do pass, two-thirds of the Senate agreeing 
to pass the same. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Soenstany be directed to request the House of | 
e 


Representatives to return to t Senate the bill (8S. 6788) to amend 
Sections 2586 and 2587 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
&s amended by the acts of April 25, 1882, and August 28, 1890. 
, The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
folowing bill, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested : 

8.4062, An act to amend section 5481 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. | ATTA, One Of his secretaries, who also informed the House 
that the President had approved and signed bills and joint reso- 
‘ions of the following titles: 

On May 16, 1908: 


H. ht. 4063. An act for the widening of Benning road, and for 
Other purposes, 
On May 14, 1908: 
s - . 20784. An act to authorize additional aids to naviga- 
‘on in the Light-House Establishment, and for other purposes. 
On May 15, 1908: 


H.R. 3610, An act granting a pension to James M. Fitch, 





yi 
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On May 18, 1908: 

H. R. 5297. An act to complete the naval record of John 
Shaughnessy; and 

H. R. 17296. An act providing for the restoration of the 
motto “In God we trust” on certain denominations of the gold 
and silver coins of the United States. 

On May 19, 1908: 

H. R. 11560. An act relating to unpaid Hawalian Postal Sav- 
ings Bank deposits; 

H. R. 13577. An act providing for the resurvey of 
public lands in the State of Nebraska; 

H. R. 16770. An act granting land to Anna Johnson; 

H. R. 17005. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue patents in fee to the Board of Missions of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church for certain lands in the State of Idaho; and 

H. R. 17056. An act for the relief of Capt. Charles E. Morton, 
Sixteenth United States Infantry. 

On May 20, 1908: 

H. J. Res. 178. Joint resolution for appointment of members of 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers; and 

H. R. 19541. An act to authorize the drainage of certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota, 

On May 21, 1908: 

H. R. 20845. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

On May 22, 1908: 

H. J. Res. 124. Joint resolution authorizing the transfer of the 
statue of President Washington, now located in the Capitol 
grounds, to the Smithsonian Institution; and 

H. R. 14882. An act to establish a United States court at 
Jackson, in the eastern district of Kentucky. 

On May 22, 1908: 

H. R. 16882. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes. 

On May 23, 1908: 

H. R. 15841. An act to amend section 4896 of the Revised Stat- 
utes ; 

H. R. 17703. An act to amend section 4885 of the Revised Stat- 
utes ; 

H. R. 21927. An act to reimburse certain Departments of the 
Government for expenses incurred incident to the recent fires in 


certain 


| Chelsea, Mass., and for other purposes; 


H. R. 21884, An act granting an annuity to Jennie Carroll and 
Mabel H. Lazear; 

H. R. 19158. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909; and 

H. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution providing for the printing of 
the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 

On May 25, 1908: 

H. R. 1062. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain wid- 
ows of such soldiers and sailors: and 

H. R. 17874. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and other wars 
and to certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers 


| and sailors. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY.. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port on the bill (H. R. 21260) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1909. and for other purposes, and I move to sus- 
pend the rules and adopt the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, 
for the purposes of explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Minnesota is entitled to twenty minutes and 


| the gentleman from Missouri to twenty minutes. 


Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. The Clerk will read the statement in lieu of the report, 

The conference report is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 21260) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 





~— 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9, 13, 
14, 15, 26, 36, S2, 84, 148, and 160. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 16, 33, 78, 79, 86, and 102. 

And agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For custodian of public buildings at St. Paul, Minnesota, 
one thousand six hundred dollars, who shall be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury without reference to the laws 
or regulations applying to classified or civil service, and shall 
discharge such additional duties as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may from time to time require.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
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| 
| 


| operated by said 


o)™ 


oo, 


May 


ter, each to be of not less than nine thousand gross registey.) 
tonnage and at a cost of not to exceed one million five huni; l 
and fifty thousand dollars, said ships to be controlled 


( 


’anama Railroad Company in like manner »< 


| other ships of said company, including the transportation 
supplies, equipment, and material for use in the constri: 


| of the Panama Canal and the transportation of officers 


| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In | 
| of the sum proposed insert the following: “twelve million ei 


| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 


“Light and signal, St. Johns River, Florida: For a light and | 


signal or whistling buoy, to be placed off the entrance to St. 
Johns River, Florida, and a relief buoy for same, twenty-five 
thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from 


| and seventy-seven thousand dollars; 


its | 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and | 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at the | 
end of the Jast line of the matter inserted by said amendment | 
the following: “And provided further, That all investigations | 


hereunder commenced or undertaken shall be completed and 


aud nine, and all investigations and work now in progress under 


employees of the Panama Canal Commission: Provided. 
when said ships are no longer required for use as afores:i\) 
the transportation of supplies, equipment, and material fo) 
construction of the Panama Canal the same shall be transfer) 
to the Secretary of the Navy for use as colliers or other 
iliary vessels belonging to the Navy ;’* and the Senate agree 
the same. 5 

Amendment numbered 155: That the House recede fro) js 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 157 


eu 
elit 


” 


hundred thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to the sajne. 

Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from jt 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 154. 
: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “‘ twenty-nine million one hundred 
” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
1 of said amendment strike out the figure “7” and insert in 
lieu thereof the figure “9;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16°, 


| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
fully reported on prior to the first day of July, nineteen hundred | 


appropriations heretofore made for the purposes mentioned in | 
this paragraph shall also be completed and finally reported on | 


before the close of the fiscal year nineteen hundred and nine; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 101: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 101, 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
““ALASKA-YUKON-PACIFIC EXPOSITION, 


“Sec. 10. That all articles that shall be imported from for- 
eign countries for the sole purpose of exhibition at the Alaska- 


| Yukon-Pacific Exposition, to be held at Seattle, State of Wash- 
| ington, in the year nineteen hundred and nine, upon which 
| there shall be a tariff or customs duty shall be admitted free 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the | 


last line of said amendment strike out the word “this” 
insert in lieu thereof the words “the foregoing; ” 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 107, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “‘ two million one hundred and thirty- 
nine thousand and sixty dollars; ” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 131, 


and 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
ern district of Pennsylvania shali be, after the beginning of the 


the annual salary of his first assistant shall be, after the begin- 
ning of the fiscal year nineteen hundred and nine, such sum as 
the Attorney-General shall from time to time fix and determine, 
not to exceed four thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed by said amendment insert the following: 

“International investigation of opium evil: To enable the 
President to appoint not more than three commissioners to col- 
late and complete on behalf of the United States information 
bearing on the opium question, and a secretary, who shall act 
as disbursing officer, and for traveling expenses, stationery, 
printing, and other incidental expenses connected with the in- 
vestigation and the meeting of the commissioners for the pur- 
pose of finding common ground for joint and several recom- 
mendations and reports to their respective Governments with a 
view to the suppression of the opium evil, twenty thousand dol- 
lars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 154: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 154, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by.said amendment insert the following: 
“And to enable the Secretary of War to purchase for the 
Panama Railroad Company two steamships of American regis- 


and the Sen- | 


| of the payment of duty, customs fees, or charges, under such 


regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: 
but it shall be lawful at any time during the exposition to sell 
for delivery at the close thereof any goods or property imported 


| for and actually on exhibition in the exposition buildings or 


on the grounds, subject to such regulations for the security of 
the revenue and for the collection of import duties as the Secre 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That all such 
articles when sold or withdrawn for consumption or use in te 


| United States shall be subject to the duty, if any, imposed upon 





such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of wit!- 


| drawel; and on articles which shall have suffered diminuti: 


4 . | deterioration from incidental handling and necessary eXj\0s 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | the duty, if paid, shall be assessed according to the appraised 


1a | value at the time of withdrawal for consumption or Us 
“The annual salary of the United States attorney for the east- | the penalties prescribed by law shall be enforced against «1) 


C | f | person guilty of any illegal sale, use, or withdrawal. 
fiscal year nineteen hundred and nine, six thousand dollars; and | 


“Sec. 11. That there shall be exhibited at said exposition by 


| the Government of the United States from the Smithsonian ! 


stitution and the National Museum such articles and mate! 
of an historical nature as will impart a knowledge of our 
national history, especfally that of Alaska, Hawaii, and (le 
Philippine Islands and that part of the United States west ©! 
the Rocky Mountains. There shall be exhibited from the ls: 
utive Departments cf the United States such exhibits as | 
illustrate their principal administrative functions and th" 
educational value in connection with the development of «> 
merce in the countries bordering upon the Pacific Ocean, 
preservation of forests, the reclamation and irrigation of * 
and semiarid lands; the improving and enlarging of transpor 
tion facilities and the safeguards of navigation, and the ev 
nomic value of the investigations and operations of the Gcv- 
ernment with reference to public health, geology, experi) 
stations, coast and geodetic survey, and public roads. To se- 
cure a complete and harmonious arrangement of such Gover! 
ment exhibit a United States Government board of mani a 
is hereby authorized to be appointed to be charged with the 
selection, purchase, preparation, transportation, arrangenic'', 
safekeeping, exhibition, and return of such articles and mate- 
rials as the heads of the several Departments, the Secretary «" 
the Smithsonian Institution, the superintendent of the Nation 
Museum, respectively, decide shall be embraced in the Governme if 
exhibit herein authorized. The President of the United Stat . 
may also designate additional articles of peculiar interest Be c 
exhibition in connection with the said Government exhibit. 5a‘ 
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Government board of managers shall be composed of three persons 
ne the employ of the Government and shall be appointed by 
the President, one of whom shall be designated by the President as 
chairman of the said board and one as secretary and disbursing 
oficer. The members of said Government board, with other offi- 
cers and employees of the Government who may be detailed to 
issist them, including officers of the Army and Navy, shall re- 
' no compensation in addition to their regular salaries, but 
they shall be allowed their actual and necessary traveling ex- 
penses, together with a per diem in lieu of subsistence, to be 
fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, while necessarily absent 
from their homes engaged upon the business of the board. 


of the Army and Navy shall receive said allowance in 
lieu of the subsistence and mileage now allowed by law; and 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy may, in 


their discretion, detail retired Army or Navy officers for such 
duty. Any provision of law which may prohibit the detail of 
persons in the employ of the United States to other service 
thi hat which they customarily perform shall not apply to 
nersous detailed for duty in connection with said Alaska-Yukon- 
Pacific Exposition. Employees of the board not otherwise em- 


ployed by the Government shall be entitled to sueh compensa- 
tion as the board may determine, and such employees may be 
selected and appointed by said board. The disbursing officer 
shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may determine for the faithful performance of his duties, said 
bond to be approved by said Secretary. The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall advance to said officer from time to time, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, a sum of money from the 
appropriation for the Government exhibit herein authorized, 
not exceeding at any one time three-fourths of the penalty of 
his bond, to enable him to pay the expenses of said exhibit as 
authorized by the United States Government board herein 


created. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized | 


and direeted to place on exhibition, in connection with the ex- 
hibit of his Department, upon such grounds as shall be allotted 
for this purpose, one of the life-saving stations authorized to be 


construeted on the Pacifie coast of the United States by exist- | 


ing law, and to cause the same to be fully equipped with all 
apparatus, furniture, and appliances now in use in life-saving 
stations in the United States. The Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor is hereby authorized and directed to place on exhibition, 

1 connection with the exhibit of his Department, in such build- 
ing or aquarium as shall be allotted for this purpose, a com- 
plete exhibit of the fish and fisheries of the United States, pay- 
ing special attention to the fish and fisheries of the Pacific 
Ocean, with a view to demonstrating, in the fullest manner 
possible, the economie value of such fish and fisheries: Pro- 
vided, That the cost of said exhibit herein authorized, includ- 
ing the selection, purchase, preparation, transportation, arrange- 
ment, safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of the articles and 
materials so exhibited, shall not exceed the sum of $200,000, 
which sum, or so mueh thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

“Sec. 12. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to aid the people of the district of Alaska 
and of the Territory of Hawaii in providing and maintaining 
appropriate and creditable exhibits of the preducts and resources 
of Alaska and Hawaii at the said Alaska-Yukon-Pacifie Expo- 
sition, and for that purpose he is authorized to appoint one or 
» persons to supervise the selection, purchase, preparation, 
sportation, arrangement, installation, safe-keeping, exhi- 
n, and return of sueh articles as may be exhibited from 
Territories at said exposition: Provided, That the total 
‘penditure for said exhibit for said district of Alaska on the 
part of the Government, including such selection, 
preparation, transpertation, arrangement, installation, safe- 
keeping, exhibition, and return of the articles so exhibited, shall 
net exceed the sum of one hundred thousand dollars, which 
sum, or sO much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


said 


OY 
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purchase, | 


priated: And provided further, That the total expenditure for | 


‘aid exhibit for the Territory of Hawaii on the part of the 
Government, including such selection, purchase, preparation, 
transportation, arrangement, installation, safe-keeping, exhibi- 
ton, and return of the articles so exhibited, shall not exceed the 
Sun of twenty-five thousand dollars, which sum, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 13. Phat the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
and directed té aid the people of the Philippine Islands in pro- 
Viding and maintaining an appropriate and creditable exhibit 
of the products and resources of the Philippine Islands at the 
said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition, and for that purpose he 











is authorized to appoint one or more persons to supervise the 
selection, purchase, preparation, transportation, arrangement, 
installation, safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of such articles 
as may be exhibited from said Philippine Islands at said expo- 
sition: Provided, That the total expenditures for said exhibit 
on the part of the Government, including such selection, pur- 
chase, preparation, transportation, arrangement, installation, 
safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of the articles so exhibited, 
shall not exceed the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars, which 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

“Sec. 14. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall ec: 
suitable buildings to be erected on the site of said 
Yukon-Pacific Exposition for said Government exhibit, inelud- 
ing an irrigation and biograph building; also a fisheries build- 
ing complete, with mechanical apparatus; also buildings for 
the exhibits of the district of Alaska, the Territory of Hawaii, 
and the Philippine Islands; also buildings for such other pur- 
poses in connection with the exhibits herein authorized as in 
the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury may be neces- 
sary. Said buildings shall be erected from plans prepared by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, to be approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby authorized and directed to contract for said 
buildings in the same manner and under the same regulations 
as for other public buildings of the United States, but the 
contract for said buildings, including the preparation of ground 
therefor and the approaches thereto and the interior and ex- 
terior decorative wiring and lighting thereof shall not exceed 
the sum of two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, which sum, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
The Secretary cf the Treasury is authorized and required to 
dispose of said buildings, or the materials composing the same, 
at the close of the exposition, giving preference to the State 
of Washington or to the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition cor- 
poration or to the city of Seattle to purchase the same at an 
appraised value to be ascertained in such manner as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may determine. 

“Sec. 15. That the allotment of space for exhibitors in the 
building or buildings erected under authority of this act for the 
use of the district of Alaska, the Territory of Hawaii, and the 
Philippine Islands shall be done and performed without charge 
to exhibitors by the Government board created by this act. 

“Sec. 16. That dies for medals bearing appropriate devices, 
emblems, and inscriptions commemorative of said Alaska-Yukon- 


use 


Alaska- 


| Pacific Exposition and of the awards to be made to the ex- 


hibitors thereat shall be prepared by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at some mint of the United States for the board of trustees 
of Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition, a corporation, subject to 
the provisions of the fifty-second section of the coinage act of 
eighteen hundred and seventy-three, and upon the payment by 
said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition of a sum not less than 
the cost thereof; said medals shall be coined by the coining 
press located in and being part of the Government exhibit, and 
without cost to the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition: Provided, 
That said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition shall furnish free 
of charge the electric power necessary to operate said coining 
press, and all provisions of law against the counterfeiting or 
imitating of coins of the United States shall apply to the meda 
issued under this act. Said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition 
shall furnish without cost to the United materials 
used by the printing and engraving presses exhibited by the 


9 


at 


Is 


States all 


Government at said exposition in the production of the usual 
souvenirs of appropriate design, and said Alaska-Yukon-Pacifie 
Exposition is hereby authorized, through any agent, employee, 
privilege holder, or concessionnaire appointed by its proper 
officer, to vend and sell at or near the place of manufacture any 


medal, print, or engraving authorized under the provisions of 
this act: Provided, That the vending and g all h 
medals, prints, and engravings shall be subjeet to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

“Sec. 17. That the United States shall not be liable on aec- 
count of said exposition for any expenses incident to or growing 
out of the same, exeept for the construction of the building or 
buildings hereinbefore authorized and for the purpese of payin; 
the expense incident to the selection, preparation, purchase, in 
stallation, transportation, care, custody, and safe return of the 
exhibits made by the Government and for the employment of 
proper persons as officers and assistants by the Government 
board ereated by this act, and for other expenses, and for the 
maintenance of said building or buildings and ether contingent 
expenses to be approved by the chairman of the Government 
board, or, in the event of his absence or disability, by such offi- 


selling of su 


. 
+ 
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cer as the board may designate, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, upon itemized accounts and vouchers: Provided, That no 
liability 








against the Government shall be incurred and no ex- | 


penditure of money appropriated by this act shall be made until | 


the president of said exposition shall have furnished to the sat- | 


isfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury proof that there has 


been obtained for the purpose of completing and opening said | 


exposition bona fide subscriptions to the stock of the Alaska- | 


Yukon-Pacifiec Exposition (a corporation), by responsible par- 
ties, contributions, donations, and appropriations, from all 
sources, aggreg: 


Provided, That no appropriation made by any State or Terri- 


| of $215,000 for a light-house tender at San Francisco, Cal., ; 
iting a sum not Jess than one million dollars: | 


tory and no appropriation herein made shall be considered as | 


any part of said million dollars. 


“Sec. 18. That the United States shall not in any manner | 


or under any circumstances be liable for any of the acts, doings, | 


or representations of said Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition 
corporation), its officers, agents, servants, or employees, or 
any of them, or for service, salaries, labor, or wages of said 
officers, agents, servants, or employees, or any of them, or for 
any subscriptions to the capital stock, or for any stock certi- 
ficates, bonds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued 
by said corporation, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses, of 
any kind or nature whatever, attending such exposition cor- 
poration, or accruing by reason of the same. 

“Sec. 19. That nothing in this act shall be construed so as 
to create any liability upon the part of the United States, di- 
rectly or indirectly, for any debt or obligation incurred or for 
any Claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the 
‘Treasury of the United States in support or liquidation of any 
debts or obligations created by said United States Government 
board in excess of appropriations herein made. 

“Sec. 20. That the United States shall not in any manner 


(a | 
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On amendment No, 22: Appropriates for a custodian for bui)q. 
ings in St. Paul, Minn., at a salary of $1,600 instead of $2.21,) 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 26: Restores to the bill the provision 
passed by the House forbidding payments on account of detsj\< 
from the Secret Service Division of the Treasury. 

On amendment No. 33: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed py 
the Senate, for anchorage buoys for the port of New York. 

On amendments Nos, 36 and 38: Strikes out the appropriati 
appropriates $25,000 for a light and signal at the entrance . 
St. Johns River, Florida, instead of $125,000 for a light-ship ; 
that point. 

On amendment No. 78: Appropriates $4,200 as proposed hy 
the Senate for the survey of Fort Keogh Military Reservation 
in Montana. 7 

On amendment No. 79: Appropriates $25,000 as proposed by 
the Senate for surveying the boundary line between Idaho and 
Washington. 

On amendment No. 82: Appropriates $200,000 as proposed hy 
the House instead of $300,000 as proposed by the, Senate for 
geological surveys. 

On amendments Nos, 83 and 84: Inserts the provision pro- 
posed by the Senate relative to the tests of fuels by the Geo- 
logical Survey and adds thereto a provision requiring that «!! 
such work of testing shall be completed and finally reported 
upon by the close of the fiscal year 1909. 

On amendment No. 86: Appropriates $15,000 as proposed by 
the Senate instead of $8,500 as proposed by the House for rein- 
deer for Alaska. 

On amendment No. 101: Provides for the survey of Galveston 


mn 
d 

if 

t 


| Harbor as proposed by the Senate. 


or under any circumstances make any loan, directly or in- | 


directly, to the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition or for 
benefit of said exposition or for any of the purposes thereof, 
and shall not appropriate for any purpose whatsoever in con- 
nection with said exposition any sum of money other than 
that provided in this act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ INTERNATIONAL IRRIGATION ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

“Sec, 21. To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
the city of Albuquerque, N. Mex., to assist in defraying the 
expenses of the International Irrigation Congress, to be held in 
that city commencing September twenty-ninth, nineteen hundred 
and eight, thirty thousand dollars. 

“Nothing in this section shall be construed so as to create 


CONGRESS, 


any liability upon the part of the United States, directly or | provision 


indirectly, for any debt or obligation incurred or for any claim 
for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury 
of the United States in support or liquidation of any debts or 
obligations that may be created on account of said International 
Irrigation Congress beyond the sum hereby appropriated.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 

J. A. TAWNEY, 

WALTER I, SMITH, 

JOHN J. FITzGEeRALp, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 
EvUGENE HALE, 
H. M. TELer, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk read the statement as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments 
of the Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon as to each amendment, namely: 

On amendment No. 9: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$3,000,000, proposed by the Senate for a site for a building for 
the Departments of State, Justice, and Commerce and Labor. 

On amendments Nos. 13, 14, 15, and 16: Strikes out the ap- 
propriations proposed by the Senate of $250,000 for a revenue 
cutter for the coast of Oregon, $225,000 for a revenue cutter for 
Narragansett Bay, and $80,000 for a revenue cutter for New 
York Harbor; and appropriates $24,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for a wharf and storehouse at Neah Bay, Washington, 


the | 


On amendment No. 102: Authorizes the use of $10,000 of an 
appropriation made for improving the Mississippi River, to 
repair the levee between Flint Creek and the Iowa River. 

On amendment No. 107: Appropriates $2,139,060 instead of 
$1,987,260 as proposed by the House and $2,737,260 as proposed 
by the Senate for barracks and quarters at artillery posts. 

On amendment No. 131: Fixes the salary of the United States 
attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania at $6,000 per 
annum and of the first assistant attorney at $4,000. 

On amendment No. 144: Appropriates $20,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for the investigation of the opium evil. 

On amendment No. 148: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$20,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the international com- 
mission at Rio de Janeiro. 

On amendments Nos. 154, 155, and 156: Appropriates $1,550,- 


| 000 instead of $1,600,000, as proposed by the Senate for the pur- 


| of Albuquerque, N. Mex., to defray expenses incident to the In 
| ternational Irrigation Congress instead of $50,000, as proj} 





| 
| 


chase of two steamships for the Panama Railroad Company ii 
connection with the work of the construction of the Isthmian 
Canal. 

On amendments Nos. 160 and 161: Restores to the bill the 
proposed by the House requiring the National 
Academy of Sciences to report with reference to certain scien- 
tific work of the Government. , 

On amendment No. 162: Appropriates $600,000 instead ot 
$700,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Alaska-Yukon-l’a- 
cific Exposition. 

On amendment No. 163: Appropriates $30,000 to aid the city 
| 
sed 
by the Senate, for the International Exposition in said city. 


J. A. TAWNEY, 

WaAtLterR I. SMITH, 

JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 
Managers on the part of the Hov 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the House, \" 
explanation of the conference report, that this is a final 1 ' 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and as a res 
the conference the bill now carries more than $6,000,000 — 
than it did when it was originally reported to the House ! 
the Senate. In other words, as a result of the conter 
$6,000,000 have been eliminated from the sundry civil | 
priation bill. In round numbers, it carried $118,000,000 \ 
it came to the House from the Senate. It now carries, in 
numbers, about $112,000,000. 

The principal Senate amendments that have been moditic:’ 
taken out of the bill entirely are two amendments for 
revenue-cutter boats which were not authorized by law, | . 
authorizing the appropriation of $250,000. Then the a! 
ment authorizing the construction of a light-ship off the cos 
Florida was so modified that the bill now authorizes the « 
struction of a gas and whistle buoy, at a cost of $20,000, \ 
the light-ship was to cost $150,000, as I now recall it. 


| f 
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ment authorizing the construction of a light-house tender Mr. FINLEY. As a matter of fact, then, in legal parlance, 
Francisco, Cal., and appropriating $215,000 for that pur- | the vessels will be loaned or hired to the Panama Railroad 
is been eliminated. Another important amendment was | Company? 


reasing the amount carried in the bill as it passed the Mr. TAWNEY. The effect of this will be equivalent to the 
H for barracks and quarters for the seacoast artillery. | chartering of these vessels to the Panama Railroad Company, 
‘| enate amendment increased the appropriation for this | and when they are no longer required for service in the trans- 
1 e as it passed the House $750,000. All of that amount | portation of materials and supplies to Panama they are to be 
b n eliminated with the exception of $151,000, which the | transferred to the Secretary of the Navy as colliers or other 
H conferees finally agreed to give for barracks and quar- | naval auxiliary vessels. 
ters at Fort Crockett, at Galveston, Tex. Another important Mr. FINLEY. Now, what does the Panama Railroad Com- 
nent was the one authorizing the purchase of two ves- | pany give to the Government for the use of these ships? Any- 
Si be owned and operated by the Government for the pur- | thing? 
f transporting supplies and materials and equipment used Mr. TAWNEY. The Panama Railroad Company pays the 
construction, or to be used in the construction, of the | Government nothing, not any more than it pays the Govern- 
P: a Canal. ment for the use of the ships it now operates. 
| provision, as it was reported to the House from the Mr. FINLEY. I understand that, but I understand the Pan- 
Si has been taken out of the bill entirely, and a substitute | ama Railroad Company owns certain ships of its own. Now, the 


hi een inserted in lieu of the Senate amendment, which |} Government charters to this Panama Railroad Company certain 
sul ute I will not stop to read, but which I can state briefly. | ships that are to be provided for under the provisions of the 
lustead of the Government buying these ships and operating | bill. Now, what advantage will the Panama Railroad Com- 

the s Government vessels, the amendment which has been | pany get out of that operation? — 
agreed to authorizes and directs the Secretary of War to pur- Mr. TAWNEY. Well, if the Panama Railroad Company gets 
se these ships for the Panama Railroad Company, to be| any advantage whatever out of the operation of these vessels, 
led and used by the Panama Railroad Company in like } it will inure to the Government, for the revenues of the Panama 
manner as it uses the ships that the railroad company now | Railroad Company over and above the operating expenses be- 
owns, including the transportation of materials, supplies, equip- | long to the Government of the United States by virtue of its 
ni and employees of the Panama Canal Commission, and | being the sole and only stockholder of the company; and there 
then there is this important proviso: is another advantage which the Government will get, I will 
I led, That when said ships are no longer required for use| say, that under this plan these ships can be operated at least 
said in the transportation of supplies, equipment, and material | without a loss, for the reason that now the ships of the Panama 


construction of the Panama Canal, the same shall be trans-| ,) . ; . a ; eae tela 
red to the Secretary of the Navy for use as colliers or other aux- | Railroad Company are not of sufficient capacity to transport 


ssels belonging to the Navy. | all the materials and supplies for the Panama Canal which we 

To that the Senate finally agreed. | are shipping down there. If, however, the Government oper- 
Mr. FINLEY. To what extent does the Government pay for | ated the ships, they would be, as the chief purchasing agent of 
the cost of these vessels? the Panama Canal Commission said to me last week, a “ white 


Mr. TAWNEY. The Government will pay the entire cost of | elephant” that could not be operated except at an enormous 
the vessels, $1,550,000, which is $50,000 less than the Senate | loss by the Government, and it is to save that loss and also 
amendment authorizes. to give the railroad company the facilities necessary to trans- 

Mr. FINLEY. Do I understand the gentleman that the ves- | port all the material possible in the construction of the canal 
sels will be nominally owned by the Panama Railroad | that the House conferees have proposed the change in the 
Company ? proposition as it passed the Senate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; they will be actually owned by the Mr. FINLEY. Now, what control will the Government of 
Government, but the purchase is made for the Panama Rail-| the United States have over the operations of the ships pro- 
road Company, and then they are to be controlled and used | vided for and what regulations of freight rates, I mean par- 
by the Panama Railroad Company the same as the vessels | ticularly in the matter of freight rates? 
now owned by the Panama Railroad Company are operated and | Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the rates charged by the Panama 
ontrolled. Railroad Company are fixed under the direction of the board of 

Mr. FINLEY. To what extent does the Government own the} directors. The board of directors consists of the Secretary of 
7 nama Railroad? War, the president of the Panama Canal Commission, and other 

. TAWNEY. The Government owns the Panama Railroad | Government officials. The directory of the Panama Canal 





Company. | Company, with the exception, I think, of one man, are all Gov- 

Mr. FINLEY. Entirely? | ernment officials. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Entirely. We own all the stock of the Panama Mr. FINLEY. In the event these vessels are lost after they 
Railroad Company, every share of it. There is not a share of the | are chartered to the Panama Canal Company, whose loss will 
stock owned by anybody else. There were two reasons for the | it be? 
position taken by the conferees on the part of the House in Mr. TAWNEY. It will be the Government's loss, just the 


respect to this particular item. The conferees on the part of | same as if we lost any ships now owned and operated by the 
the House resisted the Senate amendment on the ground that | Panama Railroad Company it would be a Government loss, 
f the Government owned these vessels there would be no return | because our ownership of the stock of the railroad company 
irgo, for the reason that we could not carry miscellaneous | makes the Government the owner of the property of the Panama 
cargo outside of the Government miscellaneous cargo. Another | Railroad Company. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
fact was that in going from American ports to Colon or to | Speaker. 





Panama these vessels could not carry any miscellaneous cargo Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes 
tside of the Government miscellaneous cargo. The ships | to the gentleman from Texas | Mr. SLAYDEN]). 
operated more economically by the Panama Railroad Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the huge total of this bill 

Company, and they can be operated under the same manage- | indicates that it is very properly and very consistently an in- 


at is operating the other vessels which are owned by the | tegral part of the huge total of the expenditures of the Six- 
Government and operated by the Panama Railroad Company. | tieth Congress. This Congress has demonstrated that it can 
Mr. FINLEY. Just there. Under the arrangement as car- | spend money at the rate of $40,000,000 a minute without a 
rie the conference report, will it be possible for these ves- | blink of the eye or a pang of conscience, and now, with a brief 
sels provided for to carry as a cargo other than Government | forty-minute discussion and without exciting the interest of 
supplies and material? __ this House, another tremendous appropriation bill is about 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the same as the Panama Railroad Com- | to be passed. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
bily’s vessels now are doing. tions, vigilant and active in his effort to guard the Treasury of 
Mr. FINLEY. They carry other cargoes? the people, has actually congratulated the House upon the fact 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes: and when coming from Panama to/| that he has been able to reduce that appropriation from 


American ports they have a return cargo. $118,000,000 to $112,000,000—a mere bagatelle. 

Mr. FINLEY. Why the necessity for this when the Gov- | One item of that bill particularly, Mr. Speaker—that 
friment owns both the railroad and the ships? | which is described as Senate amendment numbered 162, provid- 
Mr. TAWNEY. Because the ships owned and operated by the | ing for the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition to be held at 
‘anay Canal Company are owned and operated by a private | Seattle, in the State of Washington, and which I presume will 
“orporation, and while the Government owns the stock of the | meet the approval of a majority of the Members of this 
com vy, the company is operated under a charter originally | House—in my judgment ought not to be in the bill. The 
Obtained from the State of New York. | country is exposition tired. Hardly a Congress has met and 
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adjourned for twenty years that has not been called upon to 


inake large appropriations for expositions. We are suffocated 
with them. The people are tired of them. They will not 
attend them. They are nothing but a transparent effort to 
boom real estate in certain localities, and they succeed in 


boomirg real estate in localities where they are backed by 


suflicient political influence to open the doors of the Treasury, | 


as evidently will be the case on this occasion, 

My recollection that 
had two expositions on the Pacific coast—one in San Fran- 
cisco and one in Portland—and this one in Seattle will be the 


is 


third, all inaugurated and supported by Government appro- 
priations. ‘There have been in the South one at New Orleans, 
one at Atlanta, and one at Nashville; in the Middle States 


one at St. Louis, one at Chicago, and one at Buffalo, and then 
we had that calamitous venture at Jamestown. The expo- 
sitions that have been supported by appropriations from the 
Government have been distributed over the country, and the 
people have lost interest in them. 

This money ought not to be taken away from the taxpayers 
of Texas, of New York, of Massachusetts, and of Virginia, and 
of other sections of this country in order to boom the real estate 
of a city which, if half the tales that are told about it are true, 
is already having a wonderful degree of prosperity. We are get- 
ting the expositions down to the county-fair basis, and if we 
mean to continue it, if it is to be adopted as a permanent policy 
of the Government, then let us have a general statute declaring 


that when a certain number of high-bred bulls and extraordi- | 


nary pumpkins ean be guaranteed for exhibition, the Govern- 
ment will contribute a proportionate share of the expense of 
maintaining the exposition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in contrast with the exposition bearing 
this extraordinary name, “the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposi- 
tion, to be held at Seattle,” and so forth, I want to call the at- 
tention of the House to what one small community in a frontier 
State has done. 
people, dipping down into their own pockets for the capital with 
which to organize and control and manage the exposition, have 
held an annual international fair; and let me say, sir, in pass- 
ing, that the word “international” does not figure only on 
their letter heads, but it is in fact an international fair. 


in the last twenty years we have | 
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In the city of San Antonio, for nine years, the | 


For | 


nine years, with the exception of the years in which there | 


were Government-aided fairs in this country, at Buffalo, St. 
Louis, and Atlanta, the Federal Government of Mexico has made 
an important exhibit at the San Antonio fair, one which in 
the amount of stuff on exhibition, one which for its dignity and 
its importance, one which for the variety of resources shown, 
and the industrial development displayed, has compared favor- 
ably with the exposition of its manufactures and industries 
made by that same great Government in the city of St. Louis 
during the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. Each year a com- 
mittee of gentlemen—possibly, as was suggested by a friend in 
my vicinity just now, they may have been guilty of treason in 
that, but I do not know—but each year a committee of gentle- 
men from the city of Safi Antonio, paying their own expenses, 
asking nothing from the Federal Treasury, equipped merely 
with a letter of introduction from the Secretary of State of the 
United States and from the governor of the State of Texas, 


have gone to the capital of the Republic of Mexico, have inter- | 


viewed the wonderful man who presides over that country, his 
secretary of the interior, and other officials, and have inter- 
ested them in the enterprise and have induced a splendid 
exhibit. 

That exhibition will be given again this year, and those of 
you who do not find it convenient to go to the Pacific coast are 
invited to come to San Antonio and see how a great interna- 
tional fair can be given by unaided enterprise of a few ener- 
getic American citizens, [Applause.] Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, 
we have national exhibits at that fair. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield three minutes more to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Missouri for his courtesy, but three minutes will not suffice to 
tell of the glories of the great San Antonio International Fair. 
I will have to renew my invitation and ask you to come and 
see for yourselves. I can not tell half its glories in the forty 
minutes’ debate allowed on this bill. 

But I wish to say not only do we have international exhibits 


from the Republic of Mexico as a Republic, but from San Juan | 


Bautista, Coahuila, and Tamaulipas, and other States of that 
great Republic; and we also, at our own expense, make exhibits 
of certain industrial features of the Government of the United 
States. We have built the necessary equipment, and each year 
have an attractive exhibit by the biological bureaus of the 








| those committees which expend it. 
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Government Departments of the city of Washington. f yiolg 
back my time to the gentleman from Missouri. [Loud applaus: 
Mr. TAWNEY. How much time have I remaining, 

Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has ten minutes remai: 
and the gentleman from Missouri also has ten minutes ren 
ing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman { 
Ohio [Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I deeply regret 
the House conferees thought it necessary to yield on Senat 
amendments 101 and 102. The first provides for a survey in 
Galveston Harbor, the second for a diversion of money 
levees on the west bank of the Mississippi River. The e! 


f 
reason for my regret is that such yielding is a gross injustice 
to the Members of this House. It was not until after long 


consideration that it was concluded best to allow surveys 

be provided for only in the regular river and harbor bill. | 
that way every Member of the House and the Senate might 
be treated fairly and with equality; in that way the Engine 
Corps might be allowed to complete the projects already con 
menced. So we have refused for the last four or five year 
save in the case of grave danger to life or property, to author- 
ize any surveys except in the river and harbor bill. But it 
appears that privilege belongs not only to those who have royal 
prerogatives, but even to legislators in the Senate. Here this 
provision, which would have been impossiple in the House, 
has been tacked on in the Senate, and the House conferees 
have found it necessary to yield in order to secure the passage 
of the bill. I will not vote for the adoption of a conference 
report including these items; but at this late day I do not 
feel like urging others to stand by me in voting against the bill. 

I want to give due credit to the members of the House (om- 
mittee on Appropriations for what they have done in seeking 
to secure economy in expenditures. What is the reason why 
we are deploring extravagance? The main reason is the sys 
tem under which we are working, a system under which one 
House, charged originally with all responsibility for initiating 
and passing measures for raising the revenue and disbursing it, 
must submit their measures to another House that has un- 
limited authority to make additions, and has added $73,400,000 
to the regular appropriation bills at this session. This is the 
evil in the system, that another House, with different ideas 
and more readily reached by those who represent local or 
special interests, has unlimited right to add to all appropriation 
bills any amount its members choose. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will say to the gentleman if he will in- 
clude the public buildings bill it will amount to $83,000,000. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The figure I gave does not include the 
public buildings bill. Under the English system the Lords do 
not even provide for their own clerical assistance, and it is left 
to the Commons to determine what they shall receive. Tlic 
upper house can only reject items, or, rather, bills, in toto. 
The same relation is maintained between the Chamber of Depu- 
ties and the Senate in France. But here what is being done to 
check these large expenditures in order to bring them w 
reasonable limits? No one should try to make any political 
capital on the subject of these large appropriations. All partie 
alike are responsible for this situation. It is further true | 
is no active sentiment in the country for economy and tuere 
are powerful forces behind these numerous demands upon t 
Treasury—demands for extensions of the activities of the © 
ernment, for divers undertakings which heretofore have bevt! 
prosecuted by municipalities and by States. 

There is another contributing condition, which arises 
the relation of the Treasury Department to Congress in the very 
first instance. Estimates are not controlled by any 0l\ 
sponsible head, but representatives of any bureau or 0! 
Department can come here and before House committees 
their claims to larger appropriations. There is, besides, Dv 
relation between the committee which provides the reven' 
It is not to be wonder 
in this year 1908, with all these defeets in our system, 
the growing wealth of the country, with the demands 
where for these extravagant expenditures, that the appr 
tions for the coming year should mount up to more t! 
billion dollars; and it is an impressive lesson to this House 
we should call for a halt. [Loud applause.] The first 
for action, as I maintain, is not to yield the prerogative ' 
House to the Senate. [Applause.] 

Let the relations between the upper House and the 
House, as they are sometimes called, be fixed, as they 
be. Let this House, which is responsible to the country t" 


for 


thin 


ha 


Ss A 


initiative of measures for revenue, be also responsible ! 
aggregate amount of appropriations, 


[Applause. ] 
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\ir. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman 


f! Ohio a question, and I will lend him a minute to answer 

. Does the gentleman believe that that state of affairs that | 
he much desires, and that we all desire about apropriations, 
will ever be brought until there is a House elected here that is 
W ig to stay until the beginning of the short session rather 
tl be overriden by the Senate? 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Oh, I do not regard that question as 
particularly bearing on this subject. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is what you are making a 
speech about. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 


I have not found, in my experience 


he any difference between the two sides as regards staying 
here until the short session begins. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was not saying anything about 
one side or two sides or three sides. I was asking you how | 
you were ever going to attain the end that you seek to attain. | 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I think the more appropriate way is 
for the House to insist on its perogatives, and especially that 
no Member of this House, when he is disappointed about an ap- 


propriation, shall go over to the Senate and have it tacked on 
there. That is one of the beginnings of extravagance. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That will be done when human 


nature has been entirely remodeled. 
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Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
the initiative in beginning the remodeling of legislative human 
nature by rejecting any item that is put on in that way. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Burton] a question? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
me a question? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
tleman frem Ohio. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I can not yield to the gentleman 
for that purpose. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FirzcEerarp]. ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the character of this 
Government is not likely to be changed overnight, and the 
Republican party will hardly be able in this campaign to escape 
responsibility for its actions in this House by complaining of 
the Constitution under which we are operating. The Senate is 
complaining that the House does not treat it with respect; that 
it sends legislation here from year to year which receives no 
consideration. It has an equal right to propose amendments 
to appropriation bills, and this House can not dodge behind that 
right in order to escape responsibility for what the party in 
power does. Before the Congress adjourns a statement will 
be made showing just what this Congress has done in the way 
of appropriations, and then gentlemen will be calling to the 
mountains and rocks to fall on them and hide them from the 
wrath of their constituents, and will be glad to have some ex- 
cuse to justify the action of the majority in this session of 
Congress, 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio complains of the con- 
ferees receding upon two items to which he has referred. One 
provides for a survey of Galveston Harbor, the cost of which 
is to be paid from an appropriation already made for an im- 
provement there; the other diverts $10,000 of an appropriation 
of $500,000 to do some work of an extraordinary character. 

The House conferees had to consider 164 amendments made 
by the Senate to this bill, which amendments carried close to 
$12,000,000. It was necessary that some concessions be made 
by the House as well as by the Senate, and I wish to say that as 
these two items did not carry a single dollar additional of ap- 
propriation, the House conferees were well justified in yield- 
ing upon them, rather than upon some items that would add to 
the burdens under which some people will suffer. The result 
of the conference between the two Houses has been that of the 
$12,000,000 added by the Senate the House has succeeded in 
reducing by $6,000,000, in round numbers, the amount added by 
the Senate to the bill. 

I undertake to say that those who will give careful attention 
to the report of the conference committee, and who will analyze 
What has been done, will believe that the House conferees were 


I thought you were going to ask 


Justified in acting as they have. They were not in a position 
to Say to the Senate conferees, You must wait until the House 
IS ready to prepare a general bill, that everybody may be taken 
Care of, before we shall consider items in this bill upon their 
iherits, They were in the bill. They could not have been put 
in the bill under our rules, but they were in the bill, placed 
there regularly under the Senate rules. The conferees of the 
Ho could not raise the question as to the right or the power 
ll jurisdiction of the Senate to place such items upon the 
dil 


It would have been a matter of congratulation for the 


No; I wanted to ask a question of the gen- | 


I think this House might well take | 
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House if the only items the House conferees had been compelled 
to yield upon were items which would have made possible only 
the utilization of some of the money appropriated f@r a little 
broader purpose than that intended by the House. Had that 
been possible, then this bill would have carried $12,000,000 less 
than the Senate proposed, instead of $6,000,000 less than the 
Senate proposed. While I have no desire that one committee of 
the House shall encroach upon the jurisdiction of another com- 
mittee,, yet I hardly feel that when a bill carrying $112,000,000 
is to be passed upon finally by the House, that any Member 
would be justified in refusing his assent to the passage of the 
bill merely because in two items the House consented that the 
money appropriated should be expended for purposes broader 
than the language contained in the bill when it passed the 
House. 

Later on, Mr. Speaker, I hope to present a statement which I 
believe will startle the country regarding the extravagance of 
this Congress, and I shall challenge gentlemen on that side to 
evade their responsibility by hiding behind the action of the 
Senate. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SuHer_ey). 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, the House heard the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], a member of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, announce amid Republican applause that a 
Republican House would legislate when it pleased and as it 
pleased, and that it would take full responsibility for what it 
does and what it fails to do. I ask that the boast then made 
be now lived up to. Do not try to claim credit for the good 
things and escape the responsibility for the bad. The dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] could testify most 
eloquently as to the amount of support he has had from the 
majority side in trying to reduce appropriations. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Is it possible that a party that levies 
taxes, not to raise revenue, not for the purpose of providing 
means for administering the Government, but for an entirely 
different purpose, and then makes its expenditures without any 
regard to the revenues, should conduct the business of the 
country upon business principles? No individual would dare 
run his business as this Congress runs the business of the 
nation. There is no budget brought in, there is no attempt to 
estimate what the income of the Government will be and then 
to fit the expenditures to that income, but there is a general 
grab on the part of the different chairmen of the different ap- 





| propriating committees to get their full amount and to let the 


Treasury take care of itself. Here is the real trouble. The 
fact that there is no opportunity for a proper, scientific dis- 
cussion of the budget and no consideration of expenditures in 
accordance with the income is the reason that to-day, with a 
diminishing Treasury balance, we are having an increased 
amount of appropriations. Then the suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Missouri, which was ignored by the gentleman 
from Ohio, has much of force in it. Jefferson pointed out 
many many years ago that the length of tenure of Senators 
would result in giving them an undue power over the House. 

The House is always anxious to adjourn, and in the closing 
days, when it comes to an issue between the two branches, the 
fact that the House has a political reason for going home makes 
it willing to yield to the Senate, that has no such reason, and 
therefore we see the continued adding of appropriations by the 
other end of the Capitol. It was never contemplated that the 
right of amendment should be carried to the extent that it has 
been carried by the Senate in regard to appropriation bills. 
The makers of the Constitution looked to the House of Repre- 
sentatives to guard the purse strings of the nation, and I re- 
peat that the party in control of the House can not escape its 
responsibility. If the present system is bad, you have made the 
system, or at least you permit it to continue. You have the 
votes; you have challenged us and thrown in our faces the 
fact that you had the power. Make your answer to an outraged 
people as to the extravagance of expenditure, and do not under- 
take to shift the burden upon this side. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas for a question. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I want to call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee to amendment numbered 106 in the 
bill. I would like to have a definite statement from him as to 
the limitation proposed by that amendment. It occurs to me, 
in reading it, that if this amendment is permitted to stand, it 
will suspend the work of building barracks and quarters at ar- 
tillery posts. If that is the case, the amendment ought to 
go out, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. The amendment was not offered by the Sen- Dixon 


ate 


for that purpose. 
ferees with any thought that it would have that effect, and, as 
I read the amendment, it does net and will not have that effect. 
The House provision, which the Senate amendment was in- 
tended to limit, was the amount that could be expended for 
quarters for officers in the Army, from general officers down to 
quarters for the lieutenants, 

Heretofore there has been no limitation whatever upon the 
amount that could be expended for quarters for officers of the 
Army, and we found at this session of Congress that at ope 
fort in the United States there was an item for quarters for a 
brigadier-general at a cost of $25,000, which did not include 
plumbing, or lighting, or heating, and the committee concluded 
that it was about time some limitation should be placed upon 
the cost of quarters. The Senate took that amendment, and in 
reading it came to the conclusion that 
apply to quarters for officers of the coast artillery, and put in 


It is not agreed to by the Heuse con- | 


the limitation did not | 


runendment 106 in this language, “or for barracks and quarters | 


for the artillery.” There is nothing in the amendment that puts 
any limitation at all upon barracks. It only has relation to the 
next paragraph, “‘ for the erection of barracks and quarters for 
the artillery in connection with the adopted projects for sea- 
coast defenses.” 'The limitation is intended, and I think will 
have the only effect of applying to the amount to be expended 
for quarters in both the Army and the seacoast artillery. The 
House provision was intended to apply to both, but the Senate 
amendment makes that intention certain. The gentleman from 
Kansas need not fear that there will be any interference at all 
with the construction of barracks. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. 
the necessity of being careful in the language that is used in 
such an amendment. In speaking of quarters for the officers in 


all appropriation bills and in all legislation, the term has a | 


specific meaning, and the words used are “quarters for the 
officers.” Whenever the term “barracks and quarters” is used 
in all legislation it has reference to barracks and quarters for 
enlisted men. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Well, there is no limitation whatever upon 


the cost of barracks, and, that being so, the language or word | 


“barracks” in this paragraph has no relation whatever, and 
will not operate as a limitation at all upon the construction of 
barracks. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call for a yote on the report, 
which I hope will be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. 
agreeing te the conference report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 135, nays 123, 
answered “ present” 8, not voting 121, as follows: 


YEAS—135. 

Andrus Draper Howell, N. J. Nelson 
Anthony Driscoll Howell, Utah Nicholls 
tarclay Durey Hubbard, W. Va. Nye 
Bartholdt Hdwards, Ky. Huff Olcott 
Sates Ellis, Mo. Humphrey, Wash. Olmsted 
Beale, Ta. Ellis, Oreg. Jenkins Pearre 
Bede Esch Jones, Wash. Porter 
Bennet, N. Y. Fairchild Kahn Prince 
Bonynge Fitzgerald Keifer Reeder 
Boutell Focht Keliher Reynolds 
Burleigh Fordney Kennedy, Iowa Roberts 
Burton, Del. Foss Kennedy, Ohio Rodenberg 
Calderhead Foster, Ind. Knapp Rothermel 
Caldwell Gardner, Mich. Lafean Sherley 
Campbell Gardner, N. J. Landis Sherman 
Capron Gillett Lee Sims 

Cary Gordon Longworth Smith, lowa 
Caulfield Goulden Loud Smith, Mich. 
Chapman Graff Loudenslager Snapp 
Cocks, N. Y. Graham Lovering Sperry 
Cooper, Pa. Greene Lowden Stafford 
Cooper, Tex. Gregg McCall Sterling 
Cooper, Wis. Haggott McCreary Sulloway 
Condrey Hale McGavin Sulzer 
Crumpacker Hamilton, lowa McGuire Tawney 
Currier Hamilton, Mich. McKinley, Til. Thistlewood 
Cushman Haskins McKinney Tirrell 
Dalzell Hawley McLaughlin, Mich.Waldo 
Darragh Hayes McMillan Wanger 
Davidson Hepburn Madden Washburn 
Davis, Minn. Higgins Mann Weems 
Dawson Hill, Conn. Mondell Wilson, Ill. 
Denby Hitchcock Moon, Tenn. Wood 
Diekema Holliday Murphy 

NAYS—123. 

Acheson Beall, Tex. Burgess Clayton 
Adair Bell, Ga. Burleson Cole 
Adamson Booher Burnett Cox, Ind. 
Aiken Bowers Burton, Ohio Craig 
Alexander, Mo. Boyd Byrd Crawford 
Alexander, N. ¥. Brodhead Candler Davenport 
Ashbrook Broussard Carlin De Armond 
Bartlett, Nev. Brumm Clark, Mo. Denver 





I just want to add a word more as to | 
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Douglas 
Ellerbe 
Englebright 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Finley 
Floyd 
Foster, Til. 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fulton 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Granger 
Hackney 
Hall 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Hay 
Hellin 


Ansberry 
Brundidge 


Allen 
Ames 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bartlett, Ga. 
setmett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bradley 
srantley 
Brownlow 
Burke 
Calder 
‘arter 
‘haney 
‘lark, Fla. 
‘ockran 


‘ook, Colo. 
‘ook, Pa. 
‘ousins 
‘ravens 


| Davey, La. 


Dawes 
Dunwell 
Dwight 


Edwards, Ga. 


Fassett 


Flood 


The question is on suspending the rules and | 


Fornes 
Foulkrod 








Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 
THlouston 
Howard 
Howland 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Kimball 
Laning 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 

Lloyd 
McDermott 
McHenry 
MeLachian, Cal. “ 
McLain 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—8. 


Butler 
Harrison 
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Macon 
Madison 
Maynard 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Norris 
O'Connell 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pollard 
Pou 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rucker 


Lever 
Patterson 


NOT VOTING—121. 


Fowler 

Fuller 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gilhams 

Gill 

Godwin 

Goebel 
Goldfogte 
Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Haugen 
Lienry, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. « 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Law 

Leake 
Legare 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McMorran 
Malby 
Marshall 
Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Mudd 


James, Addison D. Overstreet 


Johnsen, S.C. 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knopf 


Parker, 8. Dak. 
Perkins 

Peters 

Powers 

Pratt 

Pray 
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Russell, Mo 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Scott 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Mo. 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex, 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N.C, 
Tou Velle 
Volstead 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 
Woodyard 
Young 


Sheppard 
Talbott 


Pujo 
Ransdell, La, 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Ohio 
‘Townsend 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wolf 


Soe, a majority having voted in favor thereof, the rules were 
suspended and the cenference report was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For balance of this session: 
Mr. Dawes with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. Fxoop. 

Mr. Conner with Mr. Jonnson of South Carolina. 
Mr. Watson with Mr. SHEPPARD. 


Mr. Butter with Mr. Bartrett of Georgia. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. Law with Mr. Fornes. 


KinkKaip with Mr. Witt1am W. K1tTcHIN. 
KNOWLAND with Mr. Lames. 
LANGLEY with Mr. LASSITER. 
LITTLEFIELD with Mr. Leake. 
LorIMerR with Mr. L&ecare. 
McKintay of California with Mr. Lewis. 
McMorran with Mr. Puzo. 
Matpy with Mr. PATTERSON. 
MARSHALL with Mr. Ranspers of Louisiana, 
Miter with Mr. Re. 
Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. RmNocK. 
Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. RYAN, 
OvEeRSTREET with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
PERKINS with Mr. Smita of Texas. 
Stemp with Mr. UNpERWooD. 
SoutHwick with Mr. WILLETT. 
Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. WALLACE, 
Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. WILEY. 
VREELAND with Mr. WoLr. 

BryeuamM with Mr. LIvINGsTon. 
Powers with Mr. Pratt. 

Hargpine with Mr. Perers. 

BrepsALL with Mr. Lamar of Missour'l. 
DUNWELL with Mr. Lamar of Florida, 
Mupp with Mr. 'Tarrort. 

ALLEN with Mr. LEVER. 
Knorr with Mr. WEISsSsE. 
TowNsEND with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 
Futter with Mr. ANSBERRY. 
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‘ir. Brownrow with Mr. BRUuNDIDGE. 
EY with Mr. Riordan. 
BANNON with Mr.-CLark of Florida, 
\ BARCHFELD with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
\ CALDER with Mr. CARTER. 
CHANEY with Mr. CocKRAN, 
Cook of Pennsylvania with Mr. Cravens. 
Mr. Fassetr with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. Fourkrop with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
Mr. GarNes of West Virginia with Mr. GILL. 
GARDNER Of Massachusetts with Mr. Gaines of Tennessee, 
GILHAMS with Mr. GopwIn. 
‘OEBEL with Mr. GoLproG Le. 
\ HAYDEN with Mr. Griaces. 
\ Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Hackett. 
DwicuHt with Mr. Harrison. 
HussparD of Iowa with Mr. HAMI ti. 
Huenes of West Virginia with Mr. Hirt of MississipplL 
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Mr. Hutz of Iowa with Mr. Ciraupe KITcHIN, 
Mr. Apprson D. JAMeEes with Mr, HarpwIck. 
1 | Tuesday : 

Mr. Burke with Mr. Kipp. 


For the balance of the day: 
Mr. GronNA with Mr. HAMMOND. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
NAVIGATION LAWS. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
take up the bill H. R. 21815 for passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.(Mr, LAwRgence in the chair). 
The Clerk will report the bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (EL R. 21815) to amend the laws relating to navigation, and 


for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2792 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
is hereby, amended by adding thereto, thirty days after the passage of 
this act, the following: 

(ny passenger vessel engaged triweekly or oftener in trade between 
ports of the United States and foreign ports shall be exempt from 
trance and clearance fees and tonnage taxes while such service tri- 
y or oftener is maintained.” 
Sec. 2, That section 4438 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended 
to read as follows sixty days after the passage of this act: 
4438. The boards of local inspectors shall HNcense and classify 


the masters, chief mates, and second and third mates, if in charge of 
a watch, engineers, and pilots of all steam vessels, and the masters of 
sail vessels of over 700 gross tons, and all other vessels of over 100 | 
gross tons carrying passengers for hire. It shall be unlawful to employ 


aby person or for any person to serve as a master, chief mate, engineer, 
or pilot of any steamer or as master of any sail vessel of over 700 
s tons or of any other vessel of over 100 gross tons carrying pas- 

s for hire who is not licensed by the inspectors; and anyone 

ting this section shall be liable to a penalty of $100 for each 


3. To section 4467 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended 
1d as follows: 

“Sec. 4467. The master of every passenger steamer shall keep a 

( t count of all the passengers received and delivered from day to 

f which count shall be open to the inspection of the inspectors and 

] of the customs at all times, and the aggregate number of pas- 

s shall be furnished to inspectors as oftem as called for: Pro- 

however, That a correct list of passengers received and delivered 

day to day shall be kept, instead of a correct count, by the mas- 

f seagoing passenger steamers in the coastwise trade and by the 

; of passenger steamers on the Great Lakes on routes exceeding 

0 es: Provided further, That nothing herein shall affect existing 

ative 

Ss 4, 

to read as follows: 


Cc. 4468. Every master of any passenger steamer who fails, 
1 negligence or design, to keep a count or list of passengers as 


President of the United States that yachts belonging to any 
tly organized yacht club of the United States are allowed to 
it and depart from any foreign port and to cruise in the waters 
port without entering or clearing at the custom-house thereof 
thout the payment of any charges for entering or clearing, 
ity per ton, tonnage taxes or charges for cruising licenses, the 
y of Commerce and Labor may authorize and direct the cus- 
thorities at the various ports and subports of entry of the 
States to allow yachts from such foreign port belonging to 


‘e and Labor may, in his discretion, direct that such foreign 


by him, be 
to cruise in waters of the United States. 

ed without cost to such yachts and shall 
to length of time, direction, and place o 


proper: Provided, That the 
id to any yacht built outside o 


harter was acquired prior to February 5, 1897. 
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public notice from time to time of the signals, house flags, and funnel 
marks so registered in such manner. he may think requisite for 
preventing those signals from being mistaken for signals of distress or 
signals for pilots. The Commissioner of Navigation may 


as 


refuse 


register any signals which in his opinion can not easily be distinguished 
hy 
by 


from signals of distress, signals for 
laws for preventing collisions. 

Sec. 8. That section 3 of the act of August 18, 1894, entitled “: 
act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and r 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
poses,” be, and the same hereby is, amended so as to read as follows, 
sixty days after the passage of this act: 

“Sec. 3. That section 3 of the act to prevent obstructive and in 
jurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York 
City, by dumping or otherwise, and to punish and prevent such offenses, 
approved June 29, 1888, shall be, and hereby is, amended so as to read 
as follows: 

“*Sec. 3. That in all cases of receiving on board of any scows or 
boats such forbidden matter or substance as herein described, the owner 
or master, or person acting in such capacity on board of such scows 
or boats, before proceeding to take or tow the : to the place of 
deposit, shall apply for and obtain from the supervisor of the harbor 
appointed hereunder a permit defining the precise limits within which 
the discharge of such scows or boats may be made; and it shall not be 
lawful for the owner or master, or person acting in such capacity, of 
any tug or towboat to tow or move any scow or boat so loaded with 
such forbidden matter until such permit shall have been obtained; and 
every person violating the foregoing provisions of this section shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than $1,000 nor less than $500, and in 
addition thereto the master of any tug or towboat so offending shall 
have his Hcense revoked or suspended for a term to be fixed by the 
judge before whom tried and convicted. 

“*And any deviation from such dumping or discharging place speci- 
fied in such permit shall be a misdemeanor, and the owner and master, 
or person acting in the capacity of master, of any scows or boats 
dumping or discharging such forbidden matter in any place other than 
that specified in such permit shall be liable to punishment therefor as 
provided in section 1 of the said act of Jume 29, 1888; and the owner 
and master, or person acting in the capacity of master, of any tug or 
towboat towing such scows or boats shall be Hable to equal punish- 
ment with the owner and master, or person acting im the capacity of 
master, of the scows or boats; and, further, every scowman or other 
employee on board of both scows and towboats shall be deemed to 
have knowledge of the place of dumping specified in such permit, and 
the owners and masters, or persons acting in the capacity of masters, 
shall be liable to punishment, as aforesaid, for any unlawful dumping, 
within the meaning of this act or of the said act of June 29, 1888, 
which may be caused by the negligence or ignorance of such scowman 
or other employee; and, further, neither defect in machinery nor 
avoidable accidents to seows or towboats, nor unfavorable weather, 
nor improper handling or moving of scows or boats of any kind what- 
soever shall operate to release the owners and masters and employees 
of scows and towboats from the penalties hereinbefore mentioned. 
| “* Every scow or boat engaged in the transportation of dredgings, 
earth, sand, mud, cellar dirt, garbage, or other offensive material of 
any description shall have its name or number and owner’s name 
painted in letters and numbers at least 14 inches long on both sides 
of the scow or boat; these names and numbers shall be kept distinctly 
legible at all times, and no scow or boat not so marked shall be used 
to transport or dump any such material. Each such seow or boat shall 


pilots, or signals prescribed 





me 





| be equipped at all times with a life line or rope extending at least 
the length of and 3 feet above the deck thereof, such rope to be at- 
| tached to the coaming thereof, also with a life-preserver and a life 


buoy for each person on board thereof, also with anchor to weigh not 
less than 275 pounds, and at least 100 feet of cable attached thereto; 





to vessels running between this country and foreign | 


That section 4468 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended | 


1 by the preceding section shall be liable to a penalty of $100.” | 
5. That whenever it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction | 


larly organized yacht club thereof to arrive at and depart 

‘y port or subport of the United States and to cruise in waters 

‘ the United States without the payment of any charges for entering 
ng, dues, duty per ton, or tonnage taxes, but the Secretary of 


shail be required to obtain licenses to cruise, in a form pre- 
a they shall be allowed under the provisions of 

Such licenses shall 
rescribe such limita- 
cruising and action, 
h other particulars as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
rivileges of this section shall 
the United States and owned, 
d, or used by a citizen of the United States unless such owner- 


=~ 
a list of the names of all men employed on any such scow or boat 
shall be kept by the owner or master thereof, and the said list shall 
be open to the inspection of all parties. Failure to comply with any 
of the foregoing provisions shall render the owner of such scow or 
boat liable upon conviction thereof to a penalty of not more than $500. 
| “*Phe supervisor of the harbor of New York, designated as provided 
| in section 5 of the said act of June 29, 1888, is authorized and directed 
to appoint inspectors and deputy inspectors, and, for the purpose of en- 






forcing the provisions of this act and of the act aforesaid, and of de- 


| tecting and bringing to punishment offenders against the 
supervisor of the harbor, and the inspectors and deputy 
appointed by him, shall have power and authority: 

“* First. To arrest and take into custody, with or without process, 
any person or persons who may commit any of the acts or offenses pro- 
hibited by this section and by the act of June 29, 1888, aforesaid, or 
| who may violate any of the provisions of the same: Provided, That no 

person shall be arrested without process for any offense not committed 
in the presence of the supervisor or his inspectors or deputy inspectors, 
or either of them: And provided further, That whenever any such ar- 
rest is made the person or persons so arrested shall be brought forth- 
with before a commissioner, judge, or court of the United States for 
examination of the offenses alleged against him; and such commis- 
sioner, judge, or court shall proceed in respect thereto as authorized by 
law in case of crimes against the United States. 
“* Second. To go on board of any scow or towboat engaged in unlaw- 
ful dumping of prohibited material, or in moving the same without a 
permit, as required in this section of this act, or ot! i violating 
any of the provisions of this section of this act, and to seize and hold 
said boats until they are discharged by action of the commissioner, 
judge, or court of the United States before whom the offending persons 
are brought. 

“<«Third. To arrest and take into custody any witness or witnesses 
to such unlawful dumping of prohibited material, the said witnesses 
| to be released under proper bonds. 

“** Fourth. To go on board of any towboat having in tow scows or 
| boats loaded with such prohibited material, and accompany the same 
| to the place of dumping, whenever such action appears to be necessary 

to secure compliance with the requirements of this act and of act 
aforesaid. 
| “* Fifth. To enter gas and oll works and all other manufacturing 
works for the purpose of discovering the disposition made of sludge, 
| 
| 


same, the said 
inspectors so 





ica 


he 
he 


acid, or other injurious material, whenever there is good reason to be- 


S . ‘Phat section 4216 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. | lieve that such sludge, acid, or other injurious material is allowed to 
an That thirty days after the passage of this act if a shipowner | run into the tidal waters of the harbor in violation of section 1 of 
- ) nse for the purpose of a private code any rockets, lights, or | the aforesaid act of June 29. 1888. 
ilar signals, he may register those signals and house flags and | ““* Every person who, directly or indirectly, gives any sum of money 
u marks with the Commissioner of Navigation, who shall give | or other bribe, present, or reward, or makes any offer of the same to 
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any inspector, deputy inspector, or other employee of the office of tl 
supervisor of the harbor with intent to influence such inspector, deputy | 
inspector, or other employee to permit or overlook any violation 
the provisions of this section or of the sald act of June 29, 1888, shall, 
on conviction thereof, be fined not less than $500 nor more than $1,000, 
and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than one year. 
“*Every permit issued in accordance with the provisions of this 
section of this act, which may not be taken up by an inspector or dep 
uty inspector, shall be returned within four days after issuance to the 
office of the supervisor of the harbor; such permit shall bear an indorse- 
ment by the master of the towboat, or the person acting in such capac- 
ity, stating whether the permit has been used, and, if so, the time and 
place of dumping. Any person violating the provisions of this section 
shall be linble to a fine of not more than $500 nor less than $100.’ ”’ 


Sec. 9. That section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended by inserting in the first paragraph thereof, after 
the words “and Burlington, Vt.,” and before the words “ one inspector 
of hulls,” the words *“ Honolulu, Hawaii, and San Juan, P. R.;" and 
that the said section be further amended by inserting, in the fifth para- 
graph thereof, after the words “and Norfolk, Va.,"” and before the | 
words ‘‘at the rate of $2,000,” the words “ Honolulu, Hawaii, and 
San Juan, P. R.” 

Sec. 10, That on and after January 1, 1909, the local inspectors of 


steamboats shall at least once in every year inspect the hull and 
equipment of every seagoing barge of 100 gross tons or over, and shall 
satisfy themselves that such barge is of a structure suitable for the 
service in which she is to be employed, has suitable accommodations 
for the crew, and is in a condition to warrant the belief that she may 
be used in navigation with safety to life. They shall then issue 
certificate of inspection in the manner and for the purposes prescribed 
in sections 4421 and 4423 of the Revised Statutes. 

Sec. 11. That every such barge shall be equipped with the following ap- 
ane of kinds approved by the Board of Supervising Inspectors: At 
and at least one life-preserver for each person on board. 


east one lifeboat, at least one anchor with suitable chain or cable, 
Sec. 12. That a register, enrollment, or license shall not be issued or 


renewed by any collector or other officer of customs to any such barge | 


unless at the time of issue or renewal such barge has in force the 
certificates of inspection prescribed by section 10 and on board the 
equipment prescribed by section 11. 

13. That if any such barge shall be navigated without such 
certificate of inspection, or without any part of the equipment pre- 
ecribed by section 11, the owner shall be liable to a penalty of $500 
for each offense. 

Sec. 14. That the chairman of the Light-House Board, the Supervis- 
ing Inspector-General of the Steamboat-Inspection Service, and the 
Commissioner of Navigation shall convene as a board at such times 
as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall prescribe to prepare 


Spe. 


regulations limiting the length of hawsers between towing vessels and | 


seigoing barges in tow and the length of such tows within 


the inland waters of the United States designated and defined from 
time to time pursuant to section 2 of the act approved February 19, 
18095, and such regulations when approved by the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor shall have the force of law. 

Sec. 15. That the master of the towing vessel shall be IHiable to 
the suspension or revocation of his license for any willful violation 
of reguiations issued pursuant to section 14 in the manner now pre- 
ascribed for incompetency, misconduct, or unskillfulness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Greene] is entitled to twenty minutes and the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Spiaut] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill which comprises 
several bills that were reported from the committee to the 
House unanimously, and nearly all of them have passed the 
Senate. It amends the lay > in relation ts navigation. The 
first section relates toythe bill H. R. 9139, and provides that 
passenger vessels engaged triweekly cv oftener in trade be- 
tween ports of the United States and smaller ports shall be 


any 


exempt from entrance and cleerance fees and tonnage taxes 
while such service triweekly or oftener is maintained. On 


Puget Sound, and possibly between the ports of Maine and Nova 
Scotia, there are passenger vesse!s making trips three times a 
week or oftener, though they are not ferryboats. These vessels 
are in competition with railroads, and the principle of the bill 
is to exempt those vessels rrom charges which railroads are not 
required to pay. It covers a very small sum, but it is re- 
quired in order to taake the competition proper with the rail- 
roads, 

Mr. MADDEN. What are the charges made for? 

Mr. GREENE, I said that on Puget Sound, and possibly 
between the ports of Maine and Nova Scotia, there are passen- 
ger vessels making trips three times a week or oftener, which, 
though not ferryboats, serve almost the same purposes. These 
vessels are in competition with railroads, and this is to exempt 
them from the fees that the railroads are not required to pay. 

Mr. MADDEN. And what does the fee amount to on each 
vessel? 

Mr. GREENE. If the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Humpneey] is here, he can tell. It is a very small amount, 
but I have not got the exact amount. It is very small, in- 
deed, It is favored by the Department as the proper thing to 
do, and is recommended by the full committee. 

Mr. MADDEN. Has it any reference to ships other than 
those having pleasure. parties on board? 

Mr. GREENE, No, sir, 


a | 


of | 
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| Mr. MADDEN. Does it make that provision for ships enjoer- 
of ing from a foreign port with pleasure parties? 

Mr. GREENE. No; that is not in this part of the bill. Now, 


section 2 is identical with the bill which has passed the Sep- 
ate and which was introduced by Senator Frye. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does this affect lake navigation? 

Mr. GREENE. No; lake navigation is exempt. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is there anything in the bill that affects jt9 

Mr. GREENE. Not at all. Lake navigation is exempt, anq 
this applies the same provisions to Puget Sound as to the Great 
Lakes. 

Mr. MANN. Outside of the Puget Sound section is ther 
thing in this bill which affects the Great Lakes? 

Mr. GREENE. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. I was informed by some member of the 
mittee that it does affect them. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Does not the section require a count instead 
| of a list of the passengers? 

Mr. GREENE. Sections 3 and 4 provides for a count instead 
| of a list. I am endeavoring to take up each section and to ex- 
| plain the bill. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will not take up all the 
| on this first section. 

Mr. GREENE. I will now take up the other sections. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a « 
tion in respect to the section of the bill relating to mud scows 
used in New York Harbor. What is the change there? 

Mr. GREENE. There is very little change in that. It will 
| be explained, and I will call upon the gentleman from New 
York to explain it fully when we come to it. I am trying to 
briefly pass along in the consideration of the bill and give alla 
chance to find out about the bill. 

Section 3 provides for a correct account of all the passeng 
instead of a list of the passengers. The law requiring a list to 
be furnished has been in existence a number of years, but it is 
impossible to successfully carry it out. This provides for a 
| count, which secures all that is necessary. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman explain the reason for 
not waiving that exception to the steamers on the Great Lakes 
now provided in section 3? They still require a correct to 
be kept on passenger steamers plying on the Great Lakes on 

| routes exceeding 300 miles. 

Mr. GREENE. That covers routes where they have ample 
opportunity to get the list. This is to cover the case of excur 
sions where it would be impossible to find out the names, just 
as it is on an excursion train, where there are as many is 2,000 
or more passengers. If you require them to furnish a list of 
the passengers, it would stop all the excursion business. 

Mr. MANN. What is the law now in that respect? 

Mr. GREENE. The law is that there shall be a list, but it 
is not complied with. 

Mr. MANN. There is often a great deal of complaint in the 
city of Chicago about overcrowding excursion steamers. 

Mr. GREENE. The law provides now clearly that there sha 
be a list, and in my section there is a count taken of the nun 
| ber of passengers, and they are counted. An excursion steamer 
is allowed to have a certain defined number on board, 
when that number has passed on the boat no more are 4i\ 
in my section. I do not know how it is in Chicago. When the 
number are on board that the vessel is allowed to carry, '' 
are not allowed to take anybody else. If there is any 
crowding in Chicago, it is because the Chicago people do ! 
obey the law. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the Chicago people are like 
else. The question is what is the law, and whether the 
ernment officials are enforcing the law. 

Mr. GREENE. That has been the law. As usual, it 
good deal on the officers of the vessels to see that it is 
out, but they are liable if it is not enforced. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to know what the law is. 

Mr. GREENE. The law has been o— 

Mr. STAFFORD. Why do you waive it as to passe 
steamers on the high seas traveling more than 300 mil 8 
not waive it as to passenger steamers on the Great Lak 

Mr. GREENE. Vessels on the Great Lakes go 4 
length of time, and it allows them to list their passenge' 
exempts excursions on the Great Lakes. ’ 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Do you mean 300 mi) 
the bank or 300 miles altogether? 

Mr. GREENE. Three hundred miles. 
list of the passengers in that time. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You mean 300 miles one W: 
Mr. GREENE, ‘Three hundred miles one way. 
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shall not extend to any yacht built outside of the United States and 
owned, chartered, or used by a citizen of the United States, unless 
such ownership or charter was acquired prior to the passage of this act. 


MANN. May I ask the gentleman, Does the law now pro- 
at these excursion steamers shall furnish a list of pas- 





. me ° : You can see the difference that was made in this provision, 
GREENE. Yes; and that is impossible. | wet ¥ have read ta what ts pepenled I po 
MANN. Oh well, it is not a question whether it is im- | Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker I yield five minutes to the gen- 

y . The point is that you seek to change the law so that . a teeta! Meet ao Te 

I f : . ; yale tleman from New York |Mr. GouLpen]}. 

} hall net be required hereafter to furnish a list. a —_ s : pte sie he ' 

: ‘REENE Only the number—not a list | Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think the sections of the 
AMEE: Glance ther will net be se “ ‘1 to keep a list, | Dil under consideration in which, perhaps, the Members of the 
GR! ‘ENE nn ae vill tt a . claeie 4 . 7 2 = ct | House are most interested are sections 4467 and 4468. The first 
— a ng y will not be required to keep a list, | | ovides that instead of keeping a list on vessels traveling 300 

b e they can not. eal ha Tes a ah acai 
; ae ail . niles less in one direction, a cour f the passengers shal 
MANN. ‘Then if the vessel goes down, you do not know | ) tent ‘That snutien a cially in X tee ele On 91 : 

‘ cept. i ‘ ‘ specially in Ne rk ' ie 
u s on board. All F S ~ - SS sake Lam ane 
+= ERErarEn ; . Albany Day Line, which has a carrying capacity of over 2,000 
N ae gs an -. roger eral voing | passengers. It is utterly impossible for that company to keep 
ietliatia + en ; ee ee ee ee ll the passengers going aboard their steamers 
to the bottom of the lake and being spilled out onto the ground which run up to Albany and back—a distance of 150 miles 
in a railroad accident. 6 ee a oes ret 
are on od | each way. is intended by this section, that instead of a list 
\ Memper. The result to the passenger is just about the of the ae as ws = eee = . = a tat 
‘ u 5, W » at miy, it I POsSsibit HCO}, 

same. [Laughter.] they « . : oe : 
een . “ een : 1ey shall have a correct count of all those going aboard 
. GREENE. T xt is sec 5. T ; scip- . aes be ; eo ey eee eae 
. GRE! NI The next is section 5 ; rhe principle of re 1p subject to inspection by the inspectors of the Bureau of Naviga- 

r exemption from tonnage taxes applied to yachts in section tion and by the officers of customs at all times 

. . : : : : : | 3 ers "us S ¢ i limes. 

ltevised Statutes, is the same as the principle of reciprocal Mr WALDO. The Steten ‘e from New York to Albany is 

( tions from tonnage taxes applied to merchant vessels by | only 150 miles? a = 2 oa = 
;11 and 12 of the act of June 19, 1886 (Navigation Laws, Mr GOUI DEN. Yes 

1007, pp. 146-147). In the application there is this distinction : | Mr. Ww AT DO, tien: te no need ef extending this distance 

iprecal exemption in the case of yachts under section | 2K) miles is the re‘ ’ ? ren ; ical 
* s . . : . ) =, . re ¢ 
4216 on the basis of nationality. The reciprocal exemption | ‘ Mr. GOULDEN. We discussed that at lencth in the com 
: . . ineitna eee " . nee ‘ ee 4 . 7 4 vo € scusse é i ne 1e ome- 
» tl a aaeeiiammce eg re — eam ene | mittee and were unanimously in favor of making it 300 miles. 

Js re ee a ee P- | There are other cities besides New York on the American con- 
exemptions in the case of yachts to the port basis, as in | tinent, and we appreciate the fact that Philadelphia, Boston 

> wehe soaceala mm : Foo ‘ wet « 7 c ’ . « , ‘ : Al shal Aile bila, 20 Aly 

. a oa ree ro oem this section adds the Chicago, Cleveland, Buffalo, and other cities may have day lines 

aptietnnsien ~ Py “ : eo wie inal , of steamers running the same as our line to Albany, which 

i, That the privileges of this section shall not extend to any | would go ;: ver distanc san Wht , eeceen I ete ont 
1 t outside of the United States and owned, chartered, or used | ,, . = e a longer distance than 150, or even 200 mile 8. Again, 
zon of the United States, unless such ownership or charter was the law of 1871 allowed a distance of 100 miles. Since then 
| prior to February 5, 1897. the speed of steamers has more than doubled, so that excursion 
It was decided by the committee that this was a fair and | boats can cover much longer distances by daylight. Hence 
honorable thing to do, and so it was favorably reported by the | the necessity of making the distance 300 miles. 
tee, | Mr. WALDO. There are no cities anywhere that are 300 


on 7 provides for an international signal code, giving a | Miles apart which a day line can reach in one day, are there? 
s of indicating from a distance at sea the names of vessels.| Mr. GOULDEN. It is not expected that excursions will be 
on 8 embodies the provisions of a bill introduced by the | Confined to cities alone. With the rapidity with which steamers 
ventleman from New York [Mr. Parsons], and I now yield to | Move they could easily make 300 miles in one day. The Sandy 
him three minutes. | Hook boat, which makes 22 miles an hour, could very easily 
Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, section 8 consists of a bill in- make 300 miles in twelve hours. The same is true of the Mary 
troduced by me. It is a long section, but the only part of it Powell, 2 Hudson River steamer, and many others in and around 

is new law is the part in italics on page 8. It relates en- | New York. 


; rm 7 5 T SACO] aT hic vic irec attenti 

tirely to the mud scows or boats in the harbor of New York that ae ond Ee - — I wish to cae att — = 

‘ arbage out to sea, and the object of the amendment is to 1 - a is 1a n re oe to pr viding Satety 4 _ =< or re 
. ‘ . ac 7S sas . crag " °r , Tr , ariwv "On 

require on each one of these scows a life line or rope, which | {2 MUC Scows and sea barges that go out, particularly from 


i if, New York ar j ey . » cite y eee ’ aniin 
are now not required to have, and a life-preserver and | >‘°‘ York Harbor. All of the refuse of the city of New York 
is taken out of New York and dumped into the sea, and scores 

mM are drown nC res ry vine the Ssary Nro- 
hey get adrift the anchor will retard the progress of the - _ rae = are by Pee ae = m : a pro 
: : : : : . CCLIO } iese TS. “OV 8 i » 1ineS Shi » put 
and it will be possible to overtake it. It also requires | |”, b z ~ : : b oa Se a _ : ut _ al 1 7 “ 
~ ; on each scow and barge, kep re at al ‘Ss, extending the 
tein to keep a list of all the men employed. len th of th . ag nd ‘3 f . "ae V tl a k. on h TO] 
id Soci ng at : et abov eck, such rope 
: section was recommended by the Legal Aid Society and as ~ att sched to a ; ales iD 1 , ) that : lif , I r er 
ane : ag , ; attache : Of g, als at : fe-preserve 
* Seamen's Church Institute in New York, which have done a a _ ; 2a ; i eee 
ates ; a ae and a life buoy shall be kept for each person on board; also an 
eal of work among the seamen and which were active a . Soe oie : ; 
ra . ; ; .,.| anchor, to weigh not less than 275 pounds and with at least 100 
( e of years ago in behalf of the bill that we passed to pre- feet of cable attached thereto. Then a list of the names of all 
vent shanghaiing. There was a hearing before the committee, r ie : ter ee eee oe aa: 
where the scow people were represented, and the provision that 


| the men employed on any such scow or boat shall be kept by the 
, ene ; ae owner or the master thereof, and said list shall be open to the 

vy in the bill is the compromise provision that was evolved “ 
that time. 


inspection of all parties. Failure to comply with any of the 
: foregoing provisions shall render the owner of avy such scow 
Mr, WALDO. Will the gentleman from Massachusets [Mr. | 5 poat liable upon conviction thereof to a penalty of not more 
GREENE] yield for a question? ’ 
Mr. GREENE. Yes. 


than $500. Now, this has been found absolutely necessary for 
“ . _ | the protection of human life. As I said, scores of men are 
. WALDO. I see you have extended the length of an ex- | growned or lost or missing each year who work aboard these 
n of a steamboat from 100 miles to 300 miles. Is not | poats, Something therefore must be done in the cause of hu- 
at LOO much? manity and the safety to human life. This was thought to be 
ir. GREENE. It was not thought so by the Department or | the best and simplest method of protecting life and giving it 
mmittee. | some degree of safety. The anchor provision is intended in case 
'r. WALDO, It seems to me that 300 miles on a steamboat | the scow breaks loose from its tow, that they can throw out the 
tan excursion, and that a list of the passengers ought to | anchor and drag. We do not mean to say for a moment that 
, certainly where the excursion is over 200 miles. they would be able perhaps to keep off the shore, but they 
t. DOUGLAS. They stop to let passengers on and off, and | would drag slowly so that some tugboat could pick them up and 
possible to keep a list. | save them from being wrecked. 

ir, HUMPHREY of Washington. That is the trouble. They The other parts of the bill, Mr. Speaker, containing fifteen 
» let passengers on and off at way ports. |} amendments, have met with the approval of the minority mem- 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. What is section 4216 of the | bers of the committee, and we believe, upon the whole, that the 
Rev sed Statutes, which is hereby repenlied? entire bill is entitled to a favorable consideration on the part 
Mr. GRBENE, Section 4216 provides that— of the Members of the House. I commend it to their support 

, . belonging to a regularly organized yacht club of any foreign | and hope that it will pass. [Applause.] 


‘buoy for each person on board, and a drag anchor, so that 
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sttion whieh shall extend like privileges to the yachts of the United| Mr, SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
1, all have the privilege of entering or leaving any port of the 


ites without entering or clearing at the custom-house thereof | [Mr. GOULDEN ] has discussed the most important feature of 
% paying tonnage tax: Provided, That the privileges of this section | this bill, the question of the protection of life on the scows in 
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New York Harbor. There is another provision of the bill, 
however, which seems to me to be objectionable. It is a pro- 
vision which discriminates against yachts constructed in for- | 
eign yards and not acquired by American citizens prior to 1897. 
I think that is objectionable. I think that the provision ought 
to apply to all American owners of yachts at the time of the 
passage of this bill, if it is going to apply to any, without re- | 
gard to when they were built or when acquired, In the main, 
I think the bill is a good one and ought to pass. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Cox]. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, as was said by the gentle- 
man from New York, there is no opposition to this bill from any 
of the minority members of the committee. One part of this bill 
I do not approve of; however, upon the main, I am going to vote | 
for the bill as it is presented. ‘The part of the bill which I do not | 
approve of is the part which provides for the exemption of 
foreign yacht owners from paying tonnage taxes and clearance 
dues. I do not approve of that, because I can see no reason 
why the class of people who are able to own and equip yachts | 
should be permitted to enter and clear without paying tonnage 
taxes and clearance dues; but upon the principle of comity 
between this Government and other nations, if they extend to 
our people the same privilege, probably there is not so much 
serious objection to it after all. The most important section 
of this bill, as I consider it, is that part of the bill which relates 
to New York Harbor. 

The evidence disclosed before the committee from whence 
this bill comes is that for years and years there has been a 
practice going on in New York Harbor of dumping the refuse 
of New York City out into the ocean, where a great many hu- 
inan lives have been lost. An opposition was disclosed before 
the committee upon this part of the bill upon the ground, 
as usual, that if the scow owners were compelled to. safe- 
guard them, so as to protect the lives of their employees, 
it would add greatly to the expense of the scows. The com- 
mittee determined that when the question of cost was upon one 
side and the question of human life upon the other, that the 
argument in favor of the preservation of human life far out- 
weighed that of the cost of taking such precautions upon the 
other so as to preserve human life. The evidence failed to dis- | 
close the number of people who were lost every year who are 
engaged in this occupation, but according to the best evidence 
that we could get hold of not less than one person was lost 
every month in this hazardous employment by reason of the 
fact that the scows were not safeguarded with proper safety 
equipment. Therefore I regard that part of the bill as being 
the most important, purely, however, of a local nature, affect- 
ing only the city of New York, and if there was nothing else | 
in the bill except this it would commend itself to me very | 
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strongly. Up until this bill was reported, as I understand the 
navigation laws, there has been no Federal statute in force 
giving to the inspectors power to inspect seagoing barges of 100 
tons and over. This bill gives to the inspectors power to in- 
spect seagoing barges of 100 tons and over, and the right to 
inspect each with a view of seeing whether or not they are sea- 
worthy and are safe to operate upon the high seas. The evi- 
dence disclosed that by reason of failure to have a Federal 
statute conferring upon the local inspectors power to inspect 
seagoing barges the loss of property heretofore has been con- | 
siderable, as well as the loss of life. These two measures | 
taken together, in my judgment, commends the bill to its pass- 
age and appeals to the Members of this House. There is an-. 
other section of the bill which adds likewise a delinquent 
statute, as it were—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. SPIGHT. I yield the gentleman two more minutes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. And that is the section of the statute 
which authorizes the Commissioner of Navigation to appoint a 
board of inspectors at Hawaii and Porto Rico. While that is | 
going to add some additional expense to the Government in 
maintaining those two boards, yet the proof disclosed the fact 
that it was exceedingly necessary that he be given the power to 
appoint these boards of inspectors for Hawaii and for Porto 
Rico, because the evidence disclosed the fact that for as much 
as two weeks at a time vessels had been tied up in Hawaii and 
in Porto Rico awaiting inspectors to be sent from the continent 
of the United States to inspect the hulls and the vessels, with 


The time of the gentleman | 





a view of seeing whether or not they were seaworthy. There- 
fore, in the main, I believe, the entire bill commends itself to 
the support of every Member in this House. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPIGHT,. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr, SuLzes]. 






yj 
avJ 
’ 


May 


Mr. Speaker, all I desire to say is that, in 





Mr. SULZER. 


| my judgment, this is a most commendable bill, and it ought to 


receive the unanimous approval of the Members of this House. 
The bill is designed to regulate, so far as may be feasible at this 
time, the most dangerous form of navigation along our gea- 
board. There are between 400 and 450 seagoing barges of oyey 
100 gross tons employed at present. During the past two fisca] 
years 60 of these barges were lost. Of the 60 vessels lost 49 
were built before 1898, and nearly half were over 30 years 


old. Many of these barges years ago were stanch ships and 
barks. As they have deteriorated they have been dismantled. 
and large hatches have been cut in them, rendering them striye-. 


turally even weaker. When from any cause these towed b:arces 
break loose from the towing steamer those on board are jrae- 
tically helpless. Of 192 persons on board these 60 barges 49 
lost their lives, or over 25 per cent, a death rate far in excess 
of the rate in other classes of marine casualties here or abroad. 
A great demand in favor of this legislation comes from promi- 


nent people of New York desirous to more carefully safeguard 
life on these seagoing barges. It should have been done long 
ago, and I hope this bill will now pass and go over to the Sen- 
ate and meet the approval of that body before we adjourn. 

Mr. SPIGHT. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 


Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sippi has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Well, I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Hugues]. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. It has been impossible, of 
course, for me or any other Member of the House not specially 
interested in this bill to make himself familiar with «|! its 
provisions. There is one section, however, with the provisions 
of which I am familiar, and so far as it is concerned it com- 
mends itself to me. Of course I do not like to pass upon the 
other provisions. I do not like to vote upon the whole bil! with- 
out having had an opportunity to examine into its provisir 
and hearing it freely discussed and debated before this House. 
The situation as it now exists with regard to sailing vessels 
of any tonnage, as I understand it, is that they are now and 
may be lawfully in charge of a man who is not a master, not 
a licensed inspector, or who has not any particular knowledge 
of navigation. For instance, at the present time there is noth- 
ing that I know of to prevent a man from going upon a sailing 
vessel in the harbor of New York, and if circumstances were 
such that he could get control of it lawfully, to navigate it up 
and down that very important highway to the great risk and 
detriment of other men who are engaged in navigation and are 
familiar with the rules that obtain upon the waters of the har- 
bors and the high seas, I have sailed small craft myself, aud | 
know the grave danger involved, and how the danger increases 
as the size of the craft and the traffic increases. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s ti 
expired. 

Mr. GREENE. I yield one minute more. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. It is really a matter of 
prise to me that this very important subject has not long before 
this had the consideration of Congress. This section pro’ 

The boards of local inspectors shall license and classify the m 
chief mates, and second and third mates, if in charge of © \ 
engineers, and pilots of all steam vessels, and masters of sai! vess 
of over 700 gross tons, and all other vessels of over 100 gross tons 
carrying passengers for hire. 

So the very language of the act shows that up to this time it 
has not been necessary for a man, in order to sail a vesse! 0! 
that tonnage and to carry passengers for hire on the high seas 
or on any harbor over which we have control or jurisdicti: 
pass any sort of an examination at all. I propose to Vv: 
this bill in order to place this provision upon the statute bo ss. 


The gentleman from M 


ns 


has 


sur- 


des: 


tO 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has in 
expired. | iii 
Mr. GREENE. Will the gentleman from Mississippi |". 


SPicHt] kindly use his time now? 
Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my time to the gentionan 
from Washington [Mr. HumpPuerey]. aah 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from W2°! 
ton [Mr. HumpnHrey] is recognized for two minutes. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I just W : 
to say this to the House: There is not time to discuss |" 
details of the bill, but it was reported unanimously. I[t cou’ 
a great deal of very valuable legislation, for which there 
great necessity for immediate action. There is no one ©! 
committee who is opposed to the bill, and I trust th! 
House will pass it, so that it can get to the Senate and be 
a law before Congress adjourns, 


S 


s 


1H 


Mr. 


8. 
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He 


MANN. 


use 


Does not the gentleman think that the House 
ht to know what the important legislation is that is brought 
1a bill of this sort? 

\ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. 

the 


excluding 


.NN] in that statement. 


ir. MANN. 


gentleman 


I have found no one that knew. 


{ 
i 


to 


Mr. MANN. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
rules and passing the bill. 
rhe question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 


Mr. SPIGHT. 


\1 


r. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
that in two minutes I would not undertake to explain 


im. 


iced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
lhe yeas and nays were ordered. 


‘il. 


WANGER, 


is no quorum present, 


thos 


ie SPEAKER pro tempore. 


ent 


alled, answer “ yea,” 


k will call the roll. 
question was taken, and there were 
vered “ present ’’ 14, not voting, 136, as follows: 


ie 


on 


n 
nder, Mo. 
inder, N, Y. 


ony 


roo 
ifei 
iV 
} vie 


tiett 


k 
d 


it 
. Nev. 


YEAS 


Durey 

Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 

‘airchild 
“assett 
Favrot 

Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Focht 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Il. 
Foster, Ind, 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Fulton 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Gillett 

Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 


— 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hamlin 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 

Heflin 
Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 


There is evidently no quorum 
. The Doorkeeper will close the doors and the Sergeant- 
\rms will notify absent Members. 
pending the rules and passing this bill will, as their names 
those opposed will answer “ nay,” 
e present and not voting will answer “ present,’ and the 


Those 


230. 


Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 

llughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Jones, Wash, 
Kahn 
Keifer 
Keliher 
Kennedy, lowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Knapp 
Lafean 
Lamb 
Langley 
Law 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Lenahan 
Lindsay 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lovering 
Lowden 
MeCall 
McCreary 
MeDermott 
MeGavin 
Metiuire 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
Mckinley, lll. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 
McLaughlin, Mi 
McMillan 
Macon 
Malby 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Va. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Padgett 

"age 


Parker, N. J. 


NAYS—7. 


James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 


Jones, Va. 
Mann 


I think the majority of 
from 


Illinois 


I know the gentleman from Washington always 
ws more than anyone else, but I have asked a dozen gen- 
en on the floor of the House as to what is in the bill, and 


I will say to the gentle- 


I do not think the gentleman could. 


The question is on suspending | Clark. Fla. 


in favor 


[ Mr. 


of sus- 


| 





Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there | 


| 


yeas 230, nays 7, | 


Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 

Tou 

l’rince 

Pujo 

Rainev 
Randell, Tex, 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 


ch.Stephens, Tex. 


Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 


Thomas, N. C, 


Tirrell 
Tou Velle 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Webb 
Weeks 
Williams 
Wilson, IIL 
Wilson, Pa, 
Wood 
Woodyard 


Sims 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—14. 
Carter 
Cousins 


Davis, Minn, 
De Armond 


Dixon 


Madden 


Humphreys, Miss. Wheeler 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Lindbergh 








Acheson 
Allen 

Ames 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bates 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boyd 


| Brantley 


Brownlow 
brumm 
Brundidge 
Burke 
Burton, Ohio 
Caldwell 
Campbell 


Cockran 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cook, l’a. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Dunwell 
Dwight 


Fdwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 


Ellerbe 


NOT 
Ellis, Mo, 
Finley 
Flood 
Fornes 
Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Garner 
Gilhams 
Gill 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett 


Ham 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hepburn 

Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
lloward 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lewa 
Jackson 





VOTING 36. 


Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knopf 
Knowland * 
Kiistermann 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo, 
Landis 
Laning 
Lassiter 
Leake 
Legare 
Lever 

Lewis 

Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Mi Morran 
Madison 
Marshall 
Mondell 
Moon, l’a. 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Nelson 
Overstreet 


James, Addison D. Varker, S. Dak. 


Jenkins 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kipp 


Patterson 
Peters 
Pollard 


Porter 
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Powers 
Pratt 

Pray 
Ransdel!l, La, 
Reid 


Khinock 
Riordan 
Ryan 


Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
sturgiss 


Tex. 


Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala 


Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Vreeland 


Wallace 
Watson 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wolf 
Young 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. SMALr. 

Mr. AcHESON with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. Lorimer with Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippi. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


passed. 


Mr. 


LARRINAGA, 


SNAPP with Mr. KIMBALL. 
MADDEN with Mr. Harpwick. 
LOUDENSLAGER With Mr. HowaArp. 
Loup with Mr. Hrrencock, 
KNopr with Mr. WEISSE. 
JENKINS With Mr. GARNER. 
Herrurn with Mr. Greaa. 
Haccorr with Mr. Witt1am W. KItrcH In, 
DwicHtr with Mr. FINLEy. 

Cook of Colorado with Mr. ELLerre. 
Burton of Ohio with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
Boyp with Mr. De ArRMOND. 
BeNNeEtT? of Kentucky with Mr. CRAwrorp, 
Bates with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
AMES with Mr. CARTER. 

LANDIS with Mr. Drxon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LAWRENCE). 
tion the yeas are 230, the nays are 7, answering “ 
a quorum; the Doorkeeper will open the doors; 
it; the rules are suspended and the 


bill 


PORTO RICAN REGIMENT. 


Mr. Speaker, I 
of the House to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R, 


ask 


with 


unanimous 


present”? 14 


18618, and that the House concur in the Senate amendments. 


The SPEAKER. 


which the Clerk will report the title. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
18618) fixing the status of the Porto Rican Provisional 


A bill 


(H. R. 


Regiment vf Infantry, with Senate amendments. 


The 
gentleman 


amendments. 


SPEAKER. 


asks 


The 
unanimous 


amendments 
consent to 
Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


have been 
concur 
{After a pause. ] 


[ Applause. | 


The gentleman from Porto Rico asks unant- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table 


the bill 


read. 
in the 


MEXICAN STEAMSHIP TABASQUENO. 





On this ques- 


the yeas have 
amendments 


consent 


Senate 
The Chair 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and, with accompany- 
ing papers, ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report, by the Secretary of State, with the 
accompanying papers, concerning the claims of the owners of the 
Mexican steamship Tabasquefio and of her cargo against the United 
States. 

In view of our admitted liability in principle in this case, I recom- 
mend the claim to the favorable consideration of Congress, and that 


an appropriation of the sum mentioned by the Secretary ,of State be 
made in settlement of the claim. 

THEODORE 

Inclosures: From the Secretary of State to the 
1908, with six inclosures. 


THe WuHite House, May 25, 1908. 


ROOSEVELT. 
President, May 23, 
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——-——_- —_ —___—. 


RETURN OF BILE. TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request 
of the Senate, which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
tx THe SENATE OF THE UNITED SrarTeEs, 
May 28 
request the House of 
(8. 67588) to amend 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, 

nded by April 25, 1882, and August 28, 1890. 


The SPEAKER, The Committee on Ways and Means will be 
disch and the bill returned to the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand this is merely a formal mat- 
ter between the two Houses, Mr. Speaker, concerning certain 
papers 

‘The 


1908. 
olved, 
entatives 
2586 


That the 

to 1 I 
and 2587 of 
the ac o! 


be directed to 
Senate the bill 


irged 


SPEAKER. That 
CEMETERY 


is correct. 


IN DUBUQUE, IOWA, 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration and passage of the bill S. 63865. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Union Calendar the following bill and 
pass the same, The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


i «(S. ¢ 


. 6363) granting title to a parcel of land in the city of Du- 
Iowa, heretofore known as St. Raphael’s Cemetery, to the 
bishop of Dubuque and his successors in office, and confirming 

tablishing title thereto aecordingly. 
Be it enacted, ete., That all that tract or parcel of land in the city 
of Dubuque heretofore known as St. Raphael's Cemetery, and described 
as follows: “A tract of land 382 feet in width and 405 feet in length, 
hounded the north by Third street, on the south by outlots 695. and 
693 A, on the east by outlots 693, and on the west by outlots 723, : 
same being the identical property which in use as a Catholic 
cel ery in 1836, and having been in the open, continuous, and unin- 
terrupted possession of the Catholic Church of Dubuque from said date 
until the present time, the title of the church to the same having 
never been contested nor questioned, and the boundaries of the property 
to-day being identical with those described in the original plat of Du- 
buque is hereby granted to the Most Rev. John J. Keane as archbishop 
of Dubuque, and to his successors in office, and the title thereto is 
confirmed and established accordingly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I want to explain why I do not object. 

Mr. DAWSON, 
planation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As I understand, this is a case where the 
land has been used ever since 1838 for a cemetery. The dead 
are there, and now it is discovered that there is no 


A 
buque, 


and e 


on 
the 
was 


resting 


I think this may come, ethically at least, within the line of 
exceptions that I have made to the rule that I have adopted, 
and I shall not object. 

Mr. DAWSON. 


used now. It is a tract of land 380 feet in width and 405 feet 
in length, and has been in the possession of the church of 
Dubuque from a time prior to the act of July 2, 1836, under 
which the town site of Dubuque was authorized to be sur- 


veyed, and on this survey this particular tract of land was | 
been | 


designated ‘‘R. Catholie graveyard.” 
any adverse claim to the same. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hears no objection, and the bill 
is passed, 


There has never 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 


clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of | 


the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the 


issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any 
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| 


| room shall be assigned as requested. 


| ope shall have pending at the same time more than one such requ 


May 25. 


ee 


If two or more requests are m:; 

for the same vacant room, preference shall be given to the Represe; 
ative making the request who has been longest in continuous ser, 

as a Member and Member-elect of the House of Representatives. | 
two or more Representatives with equal length of continuous sery 
or two or more Representatives-elect, make request for the same rx 
preference shall be given to the one first preferring his request, 4 
Representative or Representative-elect making request for the assien- 
ment of a vacant room may withdraw the same at any time and no 


The assignment of a new room to a Representative, upon his requ 

or the appointment of any Representative having an individual 

room as chairman of a committee having a committee reom, sha!] 

as a relinquishment by him of the room previously assigned to him. 
Representatives having rooms assigned to them in the foregoing ‘ 

ner may exchange rooms one with another, but such exchange shaq}! | 


Pe 
ot 


; valid only so long as both Members making the exchange shall remaj; 


continuously Members or Members-elect of the House of Representatiy 
The Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds shall k: 
a record of the assignment of rooms heretofore or hereafter made, ex 


| changes which may be made, requests for vacant rooms which may 


| this resolution shail be construed 


| jin the act of March 3, 


filed, and the assignment thereof, which record shall be open for the 
spection of Representatives or Representatives-elect of the House. 
In the matter of the assignment of rooms under this resoluti 
Delegates in Congress and the Commissioners from Porto Rico and 
the Philippine Islands shall be treated the same as Representatives. 
The assignment and reassignment of the rooms and other space i 
the House Office Building shall be subject to the control of the House « 
Representatives by rule, resolution, order, or otherwise. Nothing in 
to affect or repeal the provisions of | 
heretofore enacted placing said House Office Building under the cont; 
of the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, sub; 
the approval and direction of the Commissions provided for respe 
1903, and the act of March 4, 1907. 
Unoccupied space in said building shall be assigned by the Superin- 
tendent of the Capitel Building and Grounds under the direction of 
the Commission and subject to the control of the House of Represent: 


on 


‘tively 


| tives. 


| gress; but, of course, the House can not by simple House 


I yield to the gentleman for a brief ex- | 


Mr. ADAMSON, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Illinois is entitled to twenty minutes and the 
gentleman from Georgia is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, some time ago the House passed 
a House resolution for the assignment of space in the Office 
Building. That resolution contemplated and provided for the 
assignment of space beyond the existence of this term of Con- 
reso- 
lution make a law effective after the 4th of March next, and 
there would then be no law covering the assignment of space 


| or that would continue to the Members the use of those rooms 


The land referred to, Mr. Speaker, has not | 


only been used as a Catholic cemetery since 1836, but is so | room of the House and the post-office of the House and to 


Senate to the bill | 
(H. R. 21735) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to | 


law now existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes. | 


ASSIGNMENT OF OFFICE ROOMS. 
Mr. MANN. 
pass the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House joint resolution (H. J. 
space in the House Office Building. 


Resolved, etc., That the assignment of rooms in the Office Building 
of the House of Representatives, which shall hereafter be designated 
as the House Office Building, heretofore made by resolution or order of 


| matter which was discussed at the time the first 





tes. 186) relating to the assignment of | 


the House of Representatives, shall continue in force until modified or | 


changed in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and the 
room so assigned to any Representative shall continue to be held by 
such Representative as his individual office room so long as he shal! 
remain a Member or Member-elect of the House of Representatives, or 
until he shall relinquish the same, subject, however, to the provisions 


of this resolution, and no Representative shall allow his office room to 
be used for any other purpose. 


file with the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds a 
request in writing that any individual office room be assigned to him 
whenever it shall become vacant. If only one such request has been 
made ‘for any room which shall at any time have become vacant, the 


until the beginning of the next Congress, Now, the object of 
passing this resolution is to have in the form of law the resolu- 


| tion already passed by the House, so that the rooms of the 
patent that can be found from the United States to the land. | 


Members in the Office Building shall remain theirs practically 
permanently while they are Members of Congress under the 


| terms of the resolution. 


In addition to that there is some unoccupied space in the 
building yet to be assigned. For instance, as to the folding 


other services in connection with the House. Under the terms 
of the sundry civil bill of last year the House Office Commis- 
sion is not authorized to assign space, and it is desirable to 
have authority to assign this space and make arrangements 
for it during the summer yacation. So far as the rooms of the 
Members are concerned, it would be sufficient to pass this reso 
lution at the next session of Congress, but it is desirable to 
have such resolution passed now in order that the folding 
room or the other branches under the House may have their 


| space assigned to them during the vacation as it becomes col- 


plete, and that is contained in the last provision of the r 
lution, to which I call attention: 


Unoceupied space in said building shall be assigned by the Supe! 
tendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, under the direct 
the Commission, and subject to the control of the House of Repr« 
tatives. 

A gentleman has just asked me in reference to that 
vision of the resolution concerning exchanges, which pr 


| that Members may effect exchanges which shall remain eff 
Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and | 


so long as they are both Members of the House. That v 
was passed by the House. It was not thought desirable by 
committee that an outgoing Member of the House si ou d 
the permission to grant to somebody else the authority to 
his room after his term had expired, as would be the cise 
an outgoing Member of the House, two days before his | 


expires, could make an exchange of a room, for he would 


| determine who would go into that room, and the purpose ©! 


resolution is to place all Members of the House on an equa 


| preference being given only to longevity of service. 


| 
| 
j 
| 


Any Member or Member-elect of the House of Representatives may 


| 


j 
' 


Mr. PADGETT. Take the case that an exchange has 
made at the present time and one Member goes out. 1x es t 
vitiate the exchange so far as the remaining Member }s ‘ 
cerned? Sesseaanedatidl 

Mr. MANN. The exchanges which are already mace are cm 
firmed by the resolution and are not affected by it. 
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Mr. DRISCOLL. This resolution provides that in case, for 

istance, there are two or more applications filed for the same 

m, the Member who has the longest service in the House has 
the preference? 

Mr. MANN. It does. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. That is strictly laid down in the rule? 

Mr. MANN. That is in the resolution, and in case there are 
two of the same length of service, the one filing the first appli- 

ion has the preference. I may say on that point that that 
follows the rule in reference to seats in the Senate. 

Mr. HARDY. I am not sure what the regulation of the 
House is, Mr. Speaker, about the matter, but I was applied to 
for the use of my room during the vacation, to be used by 
members of the convention on consumption. My recollection is 
that I wrote they might have it if there was no objection in the 
way of the rules of the House. 

Mr. MANN. I may say to the gentleman that so far as that 
particular case is concerned, the necessity for it, I take it, has 
gone by. In the general deficiency bill there is a provision 
that the Tuberculosis Congress shall have the use of the new 
National Museum, and there is an amendment proposed by the 
Senate, which I understand will be agreed to, appropriating 
£40,000 to suitably make temporary preparation of that building 
for that purpose, but because of the applications which were 
! 
this resolution contains the provision that no Representative 
shall allow his office room to be used for any other purpose. 
Of course the House at any time could give permission. 

Unless some gentleman desires further information, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I suppose there is no doubt 
that, so far as the work we have already done is concerned, 
it would remain undisturbed without this additional action, 


but in order to make sure that nobody could claim that the work | Calder 


was temporary and died with the expiration of the session, we 
deemed it proper to bring in this resolution in order to make 
sure that everything was made, permanent. 
necessary to bring it in as to the last proposition and provide 
permanent control over the unallotted space, and arrange that 
proper authority should control and allot that if necessary. 

If any gentleman desires time, I will cheerfully yield to him. 
I am satisfied with the explanation made by the gentleman from 
Illinois, and I do not care myself to talk any further. I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the resolution. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, Mr._ Speaker, 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. 
point of no quorum. Evidently no quorum is present, and the 
point is sustained. The Doorkeeper will close the doors: 
the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify absentees, and the question 
will be taken on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to 
suspend the rules and pass the resolution. The Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 202, answered 
“ present” 10, not voting 175, as follows: 

YEAS—202. 


I make the point of 


de to Members in reference to that and for other purposes, | 


Certainly it was | 


no | 


The gentleman from California makes the | 


Adair Cary Foss Henry, Conn. 

Aiken Chaney Foster, Ill. Henry, Tex. 

Ali xander, Mo. Chapman Foster, Ind. Higgins 
Andrus Clark, Mo, Foster, Vt. Hill, Conn. 

As ok Clayton Foulkrod Hinshaw 

Barchfeld Cocks, N. ¥. French Houston 

Barclay Cole Fulton Howard 

Ba oldt_ Cooper, Pa. Gaines, W. Va. Howell, N. J. 

B tlett, Nev. Cooper, Wis. Gardner, N. J. Howell, Utah 

Bates Coudrey Garner Howland 

Beall, Tex. Cox, Ind. Garrett Hubbard, W. Va. 

Bed Crumpacker Gilhams Huff 

Bell, Ga. Currier Gillespie Hughes, N. J. 

Booher Cushman Gillett Hull, Tenn. 

Bowers Darragh Goldfogle James, Ollie M. 

Boyd Davidson Goulden Johnson, Ky. 

B lley Dawson Graft Jones, Va. 

Bi ntley Denby Graham Jones, Wash. 

Bi sard Denver Granger Kahn 

B m Diekema Greene Keifer 

B cess Draper Hackney Keliher 

B gh Driscoll Hall Kennedy, Iowa 

B son Ellerbe Hamilton, Iowa Kinkaid 

By ett Ellis, Oreg. Hamilton, Mich. Knapp 
Burton, Del. Esch Hamlin Kiistermann 
By Favrot Hardy Lafean 
‘alderhead Ferris Haskins Langley 
Caldwell Finley Haugen Laning 
Campbell Fitzgerald Hawley Lee 

Car r Floyd Hay Lenahan 
Capron Focht Hayes Lindbergh 
Carlin Fordney Helm Lindsay 











Lloyd 

Loud 

Lowden 
McCall 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLain 
McLaughlin, Mich 
Macon 

Mann 
Maynard 
Miller 

Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Murdock 


Adamson 
Ansberry 
Butler 


Acheson 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
Ames 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brundidge 
Burke 
3urton, Ohio 


Carter 
Caulfield 
Clark, Fla, 
Cockran 
Conner 
Cook, Colo, 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins 
Craig 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Dalzell 
Davenport 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 

De Armond 
Douglas 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 


The Clerk announced the following 
Until further 
ALEXANDER Of New York with Mr. Beart of Texas, 
BoutTett with Mr. Gries. 

COCKRAN. 
FAIRCHILD with Mr. Cratc. 

BENNET of New York with Mr. ForNgEs. 
GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Coorrer of Texas. 
JENKINS with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
LAWRENCE with Mr. Hirencock, 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


DALZELL 


Murphy 
Needham 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Nye 
O'Connell 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
age 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Pollard 
Pou 
Prince 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Rauch 


ANSWERED “FI 
Dixon 
Glass 
Harrison 


Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Sims 
Slayden 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mo. 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Stanley 


*RESENT "—10. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Lewis 

Madden 


NOT VOTING—175. 


Ellis, Mo. 
Englebright 
Fairchild 
Fassett 

Flood 

Fornes 

Fowler 

Fuller 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gill 

Godwin 

Goebel 

Gordon 

Gregg 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Hackett 
Haggott 

Hale 

Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
Haidwick 
Heflin 

Hepburn 

Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson 
James, Addison D. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kennedy, Obio 
Kimball 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 


notice : 


with Mr. 


Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Lamb 
Landis 
Lassiter 
Law 
Lawrence 
Leake 
Legare 
Lever 
Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McMillan 
MeMorran 
Madison 
Malby 
Marshall 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa, 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Nelson 
Olcott 
larker, S. Dak. 
Payne 
Pearre 
l’erkins 
Peters 
orter 
Powers 
Pratt 

l’ray 


> 


6907 


Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulzer 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C, 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Webb 

Weeks 
Weems 
Williams 
Wood 

Young 


Talbott 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 

Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Ryan 

Scott 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith 
Smith 
Smith 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Spight 
Steenerson 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Watson 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 

Willett 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wolf 
Woodyard 


. Can. 
, Mich. 
, Tex. 


additional pairs: 


LonewortH with Mr. GLass. 
LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Hogrson, 
McCreary with Mr. Gorpon. 

McMILLAN with Mr. McDermort. 
PEeEARRE with Mr. HEFLin. 

PAYNE With Mr. SHERLEY. 

MaLBy with Mr. Ranvety of Texas. 
Mouser with Mr. SHERWOOD. 

Otcotr with Mr. Ranspetr of Louisiana. 
SHERMAN with Mr. SpPiIcHT. 

Smitn of Michigan with Mr. Tou VELLE. 
Taytor of Ohio with Mr. Wiison of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. BrRoDHEAD. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are the nays 
0, present, 10, a quorum. The Doorkeeper will open the doors, 
and the joint resolution is passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Oo 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
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21260) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for 
other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. Iiinois, from 
Bil 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H.R. 19855. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes ; 

H.R. 1991. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the war with Spain and other 
wars, and to the widows of such soldiers and sailors; 

li. R, 20065. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 18547. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 21260. An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
&éxpenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 18618. An act fixing the status of the Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 


WILSON of the Committee on Enrolled 
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agreed to. 


ls, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled | 


May 25. 


The SPEAKER. Not at all; it does not pass the bill: ;; 
leaves the amendment still hanging to the bill that is dis. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, as I do not seem to make + 
purpose of my motion clear, I now move that the House dis. 

agree to the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves that 
the House disagree to the Senate amendments and ask for 2 
conference. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand a second. 
The SPEAKER. Undo the rule, a second is ordered. 1 
gentleman from Wyoming is entitled to twenty minutes and the 

gentleman from Arkansas to twenty minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take up tl 


time of the House in a lengthy-discussion of this matter. This 
is a Senate bill, to which the House made numerous amend- 
ments, all of which were accepted by the Senate with 


amendments. My original motion was to concur in one Senat: 


| amendment and nonconcur in the other Senate amendment, but 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint res- | 


olution of the following title: 

S. R. 23. Joint resolution to provide for the remission of a 
portion of the Chinese indemnity. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED, 
of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken to the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 4062. An act to amend section 5481 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
AUTHORIZING RESURVEY OF 

WYOMING, ETC. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 

and concur in the Senate amendments to the bill 8S. 6190 with 


Under clause 2 


an amendment striking out pages 3 and 4 of the Senate amend- | 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves to 
suspend the rules, concur in the Senate amendments with an 
amendment to the bill, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

bill = $190) authorizing a resurvey of certain townships in the 
yyomins - 

(nd so forth. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the gentleman’s 
motion, it to concur in the Senate amendments just read. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, my motion is to concur in the 
amendment on pages 1 and 2 and nonconcur in the amendment 
on pages 3 and 4. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, there 
providing for a resurvey—— 

The SPEAKER. That is the first amendment. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. You want to concur in that? 

Mr. MONDELL. In that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. And to the next amendment you want to 
disagree? 

Mr. MONDELL. 

The SPEAKER, 


There are but two Senate amendments in 


To disagree to the amendment. 
And ask for a conference? 

Mr. MONDELL. No; pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. How can you pass the bill when you dis- 
agree to an amendment? The gentleman can agree to the Sen- 
ate amendments and pass the bill, or disagree and ask for a 
conference. What does the gentleman want to do? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, my motion was to concur in 
the Senate amendment, with an amendment striking out the 
second amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to ascertain——— 

Mr. MONDELL. ‘There are two distinct amendments, and, 
Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, concur in the first 
Senate amendment and nonconcur in the second amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman also ask a conference? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, my understanding was that it 


CERTAIN TOWNSHIPS IN THE STATE OF | 


as such a motion does not seem to be in order, I move to non- 
concur in both amendments and ask for a conference. There 
is no objection, I believe, on the part of any Member of the 
House to the first Senate amendment, which simply authorizes 
the Secretary of the Interior to make some resurveys, if in his 
opinion they are necessary. The second Senate amendment 
refers to the disposition of Fort Keogh and the Fort Keogh 
Military Reservation. There was some objection on the part 
of some Members of the House to the amendment, and there- 
fore the House committee was of the opinion that the House 
should not concur in that amendment. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, this is the omnibus public- 
lands bill passed by the House of Representatives a few days 
ago. To that bill the Senate made some amendments, as stated 
by the gentleman from Wyoming. One of those amendments 
simply provides for a resurvey of certain public lands within the 
State of Colorado, I believe, and we have no objection to that. 


| The other amendment, however, is a very important one. I! 


is a Senate amendment | 


would be proper to move to accept the first Senate amendment | 


and to disagree to the second Senate amendment, and so pass 
the bill. 


relates to a large reservation in the State of Montana. The 
latter amendment was before the Committee on Military Affairs 
in the form of a bill which has not been reported, and for th 
reasons, among others, perhaps, it was not or could not be i! 
corporated in the omnibus public-lands bill. In view of these 
considerations the House Committee on the Public Lands did 
think proper to urge upon the House a discussion of this amend 
ment at this time. We are opposed to the amendment. We 
therefore respectfully requested a conference. 

There is nothing further that I care to say on the subje 
If any Member on either side of the House desires time to dis 
cuss it, I will gladly yield to him. .Otherwise I will yield t 
floor and ask for a vote. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I would like to know what this 
ment is. Is it to give away some public lands? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Sir, I did not hear the gentleman's 4! 
tion. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, 
agreed to? 

Mr. ROBINSON. This is an amendment, as I have § 
to the gentleman, relating to the disposition of a large i! 
reservation called Fort Keogh, in the State of Montana. ‘1 
are many provisions to the amendment. Among others | 
vides for the giving of the buildings on the reservation to 
State of Montana, for the giving to a certain fair asso 
of 160 acres of land, or the disposition of it to that ass 
and makes final disposition, or seeks to do so, of all thr 
on that military reservation by opening the remainder 1 ) § 

rent. As I have already stated, the Committee on » 
Affairs have had that bill under consideration in the I 
Representatives and have not reported it. As a member 
Committee on the Publie Lands, I do not feel that it 
proper to insist upon that provision going into this ! 
sranting that its provisions are meritorious. Hs 
~ Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Certainly. Ae 
vr. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the purpose to w hi 
land shall be dedicated if it is given by the United States | 
State? Some eleemosynary institution? 

Mr. ROBINSON. One 160-acre tract was to go to te 
Miles and another was to go to the Custer County Fair Ass 

on. * , 9 
: Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How much land is involved? . 

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not remember the area of the entire 


“1 
ame 


What is this amendment that you « 


\7 


| tract. 


Mr. BURLBSON. Approximately. 
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ROBINSON. 


\ he area of that military reservation is. 
MONDELL. Fort Keogh is quite a large military reser- | 


about 57,000 acres. It was proposed to open them to 
rent under the puwblic-land law. There is no objection 


part of the amendment as a general proposition, but 


were some matters in the amendment that the commitee | 


d believe the House ought to agree to, and therefore my 
was to disagree to that amendment. 
STEPHENS of Texas. Has your committee passed upon 
| at all, then? 
ROBINSON. No, sir; not this feature of it. I have so 
| repeatedly. The bill was before the Committee on Mili- 
ffairs of the House. 
MONDELL. Except the Senate amendment, and my mo- 
s to disagree to that Senate amendment. That motion 
not being put, my motion now is to ask for a conference on the 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman aware that in 
the Fifty-eighth Congress there was a precedent of this kind 
| I introduced taking a part of the reservation in Texas 


I will ask the gentleman from Wyoming | 


| Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 

| Hebson 
Helliday 

| Houston 
Howell, N. J. 
Liowell, Utah 
Howland 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 
Keliher 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Longworth 
oud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinley, Hl. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
Macon 
Madison 
Maynard 
Mondell 


6909 


Nye Small 
O'Connell Smith, Cal 
Olcott Smith, lowa 
Overstreet Smith, M 


Padgett 


Sparkman 


Page Sperry 

Parker, N. J. Spight 
Parker, S. Dak. Steenerson 
Parsons Stephens, Tex, 
layne Sterling 
Pollard Stevens, Minn, 
Pou Thistlewood 
Prince Thomas, N. C. 
Randell, Tex. Tirrell 

Rauch Tou Velle 


Underwood 
Volstead 


Reynolds 
Richardsen 





known as “Fort Elliot Reservation” for a normal school that | 
was defeated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]? 
Now, I do not understand why this bill should pass when that 
did not. 


Mr. ROBINSON. 
stand that we do not mean to agree to this amendment. So 
far as I know, there is not a Member of the House that expects 
to ask the House to agree to this amendment, the sole object 
being to eliminate it from the bill and pass the bill without 
he amendment. I also want to say to my friend from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. Monpett] that I do understand that the proposition 

ll of these lands to settleme is without objection. 


the 


m ail 


0 One 


I mderstand from some members of the Committee on Military 
Affairs that it is the purpose of that committee, or it seems to 


the nu 


be the purpose of that committee, to hold these lands for military 
purposes, but I want it made distinct that nobody, so far as I 
know, expects to agree to this amendment, our sole object be- 
ing to eliminate the amendment from the bill and pass the bill 
without the amendment. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think the gentleman from Arkansas mis- 
understood me. I did not mean to say that in this partieular 
it would be perhaps the best thing to do to open these lands 
settlement, but as a general proposition, of ccurse, there was 
nothing objectionable in that sort of a proposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. MonveLL] to say that there was no objec- 
tion to opening these lands for settlement. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on suspending the rules, 
disagrecing to the Senate amendments, and asking for a con- 


sea 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
Che yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is 
no m present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 


No qrorum is present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors; 
the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify absent Members. As many as 
r the motion will answer “ yea,” and as many as are op- 
osed will answer “nay;” those present and not voting will 
Swer “ present,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
swered “ present ” 18, not voting 155, as follows: 
YEAS—212. 


4 


9 


= 


212, nays 


; Calderhead Diekema GitThams 
.- Campbell Dixon Gillespie 
At n Candler Draper Gillett 
Aiken Capron Durey Glass 
ex Mo. Carter Edwards, Ky. Goldfogle 
Andr Cary Elierbe Goulden 
—- i Chaney Ellis, Mo. Graff 
pe chield Chapman Ellis, Oreg. Graham 
parc Clark, Mo. Esch Granger 
oi it Clayton Fairchild Greene 
Cocks, N. Y. Fassett Hackett 
Cole Ferris Hackney 
m Cook, Colo. Finley Hall 
i Ge Cooper, Pa. Floy Hamilton, Iowa 
ents § Coudrey Focht Hamilton, Mich. 
— Cox, Ind. Foss Hamlin 
Row Crawford Foster, Til. Hardy 
p : Crumpacker Foster, Ind. Haskins 
Ry Currier Foster, Vt. Haugen 
B - Cushman sf oulkrod Hawley 
Reotha a Datzell French Hay 
ae Darragh Fulton Hetiin 
Bre Davenport Gaines, W. Va. Helm 
a Davidson Gardner, N. J. Henry, Conn, 
is I Dawson Garner Henry, Tex. 
nye Denver Garrett Hepburn 


| 
Kennedy, Iowa Moon, Tenn. Rierdan Waldo 
Kennedy, Ohio Moore, Pa. Robinson Wanger 
| Kinkaid Moore, Tex. Rucker Webb 
| Knapp Morse Russell, Mo. Weems 
Kiistermann Mouser Russell, Tex. Wheeler 
Lafean Murdock Sabath Williams 
| Lamb Murphy Scott Wilson, Ill. 
| Landis Needham Sherman Wilson, Pa. 
Laning Nelson Sherwood Wood 
Lawrence Nicholls Slayden Woodyard 
NAYS—2. 
Burleson Sulzer 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—18. 
Ansberry Cousins Johnson, 8. C. Sims 
Bennet, N. ¥. Davis, Minn. Lever Talbott 
Soutell Driscoll Madden Watkins 


Mr. Speaker, I want the House to under- | 





Butler 
Cooper, Wis. 


Olmsted 
Sheppard 


155. 


Haggott 
Harrison 


NOT VOTING 


Alexander, N.Y. Flood Knopf Pray 

Allen Fordney Knowland Pujo 

Ames Fornes Lamar, Fla. Rainey 
Anthony Fowler Lamar, Mo, Ransdell, La. 
Bannon Fuller Langley Reeder 
Bartlett, Ga. Gaines, Tenn. Lassiter Reid 


Jartlett, Ney. Gardner, Mass. Law Rhinock 
Bennett, Ky. Gardner, Mich. Leake Roberts 
Bingham Gill Lee Rodenberg 


Birdsall 
Broussard 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
surcess 
surke 
Burton, Ohio 
Calder 
Caldwell 


Rothermel 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Slemp 
Smith, Mich, 
smith, Tex, 


pp 


Godwin 
Goebel 
Gordon 
Gregg 
Griggs 
CGronna 
Hale 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 


Legare 
Lenahan 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lileyd 
Lorimer 
Lovering 
Mcliermott 


Sn 
Southwick 


Carlin Hardwick McGuire Stafford 
Caulfield Ilayes McKinlay, Cal. Stanley 
Clark, Fla. Higgins MeLain Sturgiss 
Cockran Hill, Conn. McLaughlin, Mich.Sulloway 
Conner Hill, Miss. McMillan Tawney 
Cook, Pa. Howard McMorran Taylor, Ala, 
Cooper, Tex. Hubbard, Towa Malby Taylor, Ohio 
Craig Hubbard, W.Va. Mann Thomas, Ohio 
Cravens Hughes, W. Va. Marshall Townsend 
Davey, La. Hull, lowa Miller Vreeland 
Dawes Humphreys, Miss. Moon, Pa, Wallace 

De Armond Jackson Mudd Washburn 
Denby James, Addison D. Norris Watson 
Douglas James, Ollie M. Patterson Weeks 
Dunwell Jenkins Pearre W eisse 
Dwight Kahn Perkins Wiley 
Edwards, Ga. Kimball Peters Willett 
Englebright Kipp Porter Wolf 
Favrot Kitchin, Claude Powers Young 


Fitzgerald Kitchin, Wm. W. Pratt 


The following additional pairs were announced : 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. Barrierr of Nevada. 

Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. Broussarp, 

Mr. CAULFIELD with Mr. BuRGESs. 

Mr. Densy with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. CARLIN. 

Mr. Have with Mr. Favror. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. FrrzGerap. 

Mr. Hiceins with Mr. Howagp. 

Mr. Hugsarp of West Virginia with Mr. Ovi M. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Sims. 

Mr. McGurre with Mr. McLain. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. PATTERson, 

Mr. McMorraw with Mr. PvuJo. 

Mr. Mriier with Mr. RAINey. 

Mr. Norris with Mr. RotHeRMEL. 

Mr. Rorerts with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. Ropenrere with Mr. WATKINS. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 212, nays 2, 
present 18—a quorum. The Doorkeeper will open the doors; the 
motion prevails; and the Chair announces the following con- 
ferees: Mr. MoNDELL, Mr. Vousreap, and Mr. Rosinson. 


JAMES. 


9 
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SALE OF CLOTHING BY SOLDIERS, ETC. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration and passage of the bill H. R. 19462. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent for the passage of the following bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 19462) to amend section 5438 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 19462) to amend section 5438 of the Revised Statutes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5438 of the Revised Statutes be, 
and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“ SEC. 5438. Every person who makes or causes to be made, or pre- 
sents or causes to be presented, for payment or approval, to or by 
any person or officer in the civil, military, or naval service of the United 
States, any claim upon or against the Government of the United States, 
or any department or officer thereof, knowing such claim to be false, 
fictitious, or fraudulent, or who, for the purpose of obtaining or aiding 
to obtain the payment or approval of such claim, makes, uses, or causes 
to be made or used, any false bill, receipt, voucher, roll, account, 
claim, certificate, affidavit, or deposition, knowing the same to con 
tain any fraudulent or fictitious statement or entry, or who enters into 


any agreement, combination, or conspiracy to defraud the Government | 
of the United States, or any department or officer thereof, by obtaining 


or aiding to obtain the payment or allowance of any false or fraudu- 


lent claim, or who, having charge, possession, custody, or control of | 


any money or other public property used or to be used in the military 
or naval service, who with intent to defraud the United States or 
willfully to conceal such money or other property, delivers or causes 
to be delivered, to any person having authority to receive the same, 
any amount of such money or other property less than that for which 
he received a certificate or took a receipt, and every person authorized 
to make or deliver any certificate, voucher, receipt, or other paper 
certifying the receipt of arms, ammunition, provisions, clothing, or 
other property so used or to be used, who makes or delivers the same 
to any other person without a full knowledge of the truth of the facts 
stated therein, and with intent to defraud the United States, shall be 
imprisoned at 
more than $5,000; and every person who knowingly purchases or re- 
ceives in ag for any obligation or indebtedness from any soldier, 
officer, sailor, or other person called into or employed in the military 
or naval service any arms, equipments, ammunition, clothes, military 
stores, or other public property, whether furnished to the soldier under 
a clothing allowance or otherwise, such soldier, sailor, officer, or other 
person not having the lawful right to pledge or sell the same, shall be 
punished by imprisonment for not more than two years and by a fine 
not exceeding $500.” 

Mr. SLAYDEN. According to this report on the bill H. R. 
19462, section 5438 of the Revised Statutes, in which a pen- 
alty is provided against the sale of clothing by soldiers has 
been variously interpreted by the United States courts that have 
had such cases before them for trial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I object. 

Subsequently : 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I renew the request for unani- 
mous consent to consider and pass the bill (H. R. 19462), the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET] having withdrawn his 
objection. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


Chair hears none, and the bill as amended is passed. 
RAILROAD SIDING TO WASHINGTON NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the adoption of the conference report on the 
bill H. R. 20120. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the adoption of the conference report, 
which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20120) to authorize the construction of a railroad siding to 
the United States navy-yard, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with amendments 
as follows: 

Page 2, line 23, strike out the period after the word “same” 
and insert a colon and add: 

“Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia shall, as far as consistent with the public interests, cause 
said railroad track to be located on public grounds and streets.” 

Page 4, line 3, strike out the proviso beginning in line 3, page 
4, “ Provided, That upon the completion of the branch track 
herein,” etc., and ending with the word “appropriated” in 
line 14. 

Page 6, line 6, strike out the period after the word ‘“ Com- 
missioners’ and insert a colon and add: 

“Provided, That in case any other railroad company may de- 
sire to connect with the track herein authorized and required 


hard labor for not more than five years, or fined not | 


The | 
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to be constructed it shall have the right so to do; such 
necting road shall have the right to use the track herein a) 
ized on terms and conditions satisfactory to the said Phi 
phia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company, its sye. 
cessors or assigns, or in case of failure to agree on terms nd 
conditions of joint use then on such terms and conditions 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia may determi 
be equitable and just.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 

J. HAMPTON Moore, 

JOHN H. Foster, 

T. W. Sts, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


THos. H. Carrer, 
: BE. J. BuRKEr?, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


OT. 


el. 
wl 


as 


e to 


The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 20120) to authorize the construe- 
tion of a railroad siding to the United States navy-yard, and 
for other purposes, submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and sub- 
mitted in the accompanying conference report on the agreed 
amendment to the House bill, namely: 

Section 1 provides for the arrangement and location of the 
track, and the House recedes. 

Section 2 provides for the approval by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia of the location of the track, grade, and 
plans of construction outside of the navy-yard, for the regula- 
tion by the Commissioners of the movement of trains, etc., and 
for the paving and keeping in repair of certain portions of the 
public space occupied by the railroad company as directed by 
the Commissioners, and the House recedes after adding an 
amendment to require the construction of the track upon public 
streets and grounds where consistent with the public interests, 
thereby reserving the fee simple to the United States. 

Section 3 provides for the laying and maintaining of sidings 
under the direction of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the House recedes. 

Section 4 provides that the entire cost of construction and ob- 
taining the necessary right of way shall be borne by the Phila- 
| delphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company, and 
the House recedes after striking out the provision providing 
for a contribution from the Government to defray part of the 
cost. 

Section 5 provides for the acquirement of the right of way, 
| and the House recedes. 

| Section 6 provides for the beginning and completion of the 
| work within a certain time, and the House recedes after adding 
an amendment enabling other railroads to connect with the 
track authorized. ; 

Sections 7 and 8 are the usual sections repealing acts incon- 
sistent, and reserving the right to Congress to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act, 

J. HAMPTON Moore, 

JouHN H. Foster, 

T. W. Sts, 
Managers on the part of the I! 





The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.) The 


Chair hears none, and the conference report is agreed to. 
MANGANIFEROUS IRON ORE. 


Mr. COOK of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous “ 
sent for the passage of the following resolution as amended. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unin 
mous consent for the passage of the following resoluiion, hich 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution 363. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
requested to send to the House of Representatives such tT 
documents as will show by what authority of law 207,065 to 
ganiferous iron ore were admitted free of duty at the ports 
New York, Baltimore, Boston, Newark (N. J.), Philad 
Orleans, San Francisco, Chicago, and Cincinnati for the | 
ended June 30, 1907, under the designation of manganese © 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Reserving the right to object, ! 
stand this is simply a House resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. COOK of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall not object. 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, 
| 


resolution is agreed to with the amendments. 


mn- 


\der- 
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AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS. | of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors of the late civil 
iil i ; : ‘ and Spanish wars or the Philippine insurrection as defined and de- 
\ HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | seribed in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, as amended 
- of the bill (H. R. 21847) to prevent falsifications in the a “¥ ne of 7 J 1903, gual not be abridged: Provided further, 

‘ a fla ti PF ocric “ statictica ; > lat sections 16 and 36 0 he agricultural lands in each township 

m and compilation of agricultural statistics and the un-| shaii not be disposed of, but shall be reserved for the use of the 

ed issuance and publication of the same, common schools and paid for by the United States at $1.25 per acre, 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | 224 the same are hereby granted to the State of Washington for such 





. : ‘ . . ° ju rpose. 
onsent for the present consideration of a bill, which the ie 4. That the Secretary of the Interior may reserve such lands 
( will report. |} as he may deem necessary for agency, school, and religious purposes, 
Clerk read as follows: to remain reserved so long as needed and so long as agency, school, or 
religious institutions are maintained thereon for the benefit of the In- 
t enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person in the | dians; and he is further authorized and directed to reserve and set 
ent of the Government of the United States to divulge, or | aside such tracts as he may deem necessary or convenient for town-site 
be divulged, or in any way to give out, or cause to be given | purposes, and he may cause any such reservations to be surveyed into 
ish, or make known to anyone not authorized by law to have | lots and blocks of suitable size and to be appraised and disposed of 


e the same, any information, statistical or otherwise, acquired | under such regulations as he may prescribe, and the net proceeds de- 

of his employment by or official position with any Depart rived from the sale of such lands shall be deposited in the Treasury 
the Government of the United States regarding the reports on | of the United States to the credit of the Indians of the Spokane Reser 
iditions prior to the hour that the crop estimate is published | vation. 








4 required by law. Sec. 5. That the lands so classified as timber lands shall remain 
$ » That it shall be unlawful for any person in the employment | Indian lands subject to the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior 
Government of the United States to divulge, or cause to be | until further action by Congress, and no provision authorizing the 
i, or in any way to give out, or cause to be given out, publish, | sale of timber upon Indian lands shall apply to said lands unless they 
known to anyone not authorized by law to have or receive the | be specially designated: Provided, That until further legislation. the 
. iy information, statistical or otherwise, obtained by virtue of | Indians and the officials and employees in the Indian Service on said 
s oyment by or official position with the Government of the | reservation shall, without cost to them, have the right, under such reg 
United States regarding the amount of cotton ginned prior to the day | ulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, to go upon 
fix law for the publication of the ginners’ report obtained by the | said timber lands and cut and take therefrom all timber necessary for 
Census Department. fuel, or for lumber for the erection of buildings, fences, or other 
Ss 3. That it shall be unlawful for any officer or employee of the | domestic purposes upon their allotments; and for said period the said 


ed States of America, whose duties require the collection, com- | Indians shall have the privilege of pasturing their cattle, horses, and 
or report of statistics or information relative to the products | sheep on said timber lands, subject to such rules and regulations as the 
il, knowingly to collect, compile, or report for issuance or issue | Secretary of the Interior may prescribe: Provided further, That the 


\ » statistics or information relative to such products. Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to sell and dispose of 
s {. That any person who shall violate any of the provisions of | for the benefit of the Indians such timber upon such timber lands as 
this act shall upon conviction be punished by a fine of not more than | in his judgment has reached maturity and is deteriorating and which, 
$10,000 or by imprisonment for a period of not more than five years, or | in his judgment, would be for the best interests of the Indians to sell, 
! » and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. | the purpose being to as far as possible protect, conserve, and promote 


| the growth of timber upon said timber lands. The Secretary of the 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? Interior shall deduct from the money received from the sale of such 





Mr. PAYNE. I object, Mr. Speaker. timber the actual expense of making such sale and place the balance 

* aa 739) 41 ; er all : — to the credit of said Indians, and he is authorized to prescribe such 

Mr. HEFLIN. Will the gentleman withhold his objection a | pies ana regulations for the sale and removal of such timber so sold 
moment ? as he may deem advisable. : : : 

Mr. PAYNE. No; this matter is thoroughly understood by Sec. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby vested with 


full power and authority to make all needful rules and regulations 


the House. I object to the passage of the legislation and want | fo, the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act, and there 


the opportunity to vote against it. is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. wise appropriated, the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 

| necessary, to pay the Indians for the lands granted to the State of 

SPOKANE INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH. Washington, as provided in section 3 of this act, and there is hereby 


bs Ira —_— . . appropriated the further sum of $7,000, or so much thereof as may be 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend | jecoccary, for the purpose of carrying out the other provisions of this 


the rules and discharge the Committee of the Whole House on | act: Provided, That the appropriation other than that to pay for the 
the state of the Union from further consideration of the bill | lands granted to the State of ¥ ashingtom onal ,reimbursed to the 
. 2900 P s a elit ” United States from the proceeds « the sale of the lands described 
(8. 6163) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell and | herein, or from any money in the Treasury of the United States be- 
dispose of the surplus unallotted agricultural lands of the Spo- | longing to the said Spokane Indians. ; 
kane Indian Reservation, Wash., and to place the timber lands | _ S8c. 7. aoe nothing = this act contained shalt aoe ee bind 
Ri, eaiieilianll ‘ 2 : : 7’ ® aa | the United States to purchase any portion of the lan 1erein described, 
of said reservation in a national forest, and that the bill as | except sections 16 and 36 of the agricultural lands or the equivalent 
amended by the House Committee on Indian Affairs do pass. in each township, or to dispose of said land except as provided herein, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington moves to | or to guarantee to find purchasers for said lands or any portion thereot 


; ‘ . it being e intention of this act that the United States shall act as 
suspend the rules and pass, with amendments, a bill which the | 't being the intention or to dispose of the said lands and to Cceen 


Clerk will report. and pay over the proceeds received from the sale thereof only as re- 
The Clerk read as follows: ceived as herein provided: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be 

: : . construed to deprive said Indians of the Spokane Indian Reservation, in 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he | ino state of Washington, of any benefits to which they are entitled 


is hereby, authorized and directed to cause allotments to be made 


a under existing treaties or agreements not inconsistent with the pro- 
: provisions of the allotment laws of the United States to all inder exis ; 5 _ : , 


visions of this act. 


ns having tribal rights or holding tribal relations and who may Amend the title so as to read: “An act to authorize the Secretary 
gittully belong on the Spokane Indian Reservation and who have not | of the Interior to sell and dispose of the surplus llotted agricui- 
e received allotments. | 





tural lands of the Spokane Indian Reservation, Was! and for other 


Sec. 2. That upon the completion of said allotments to said Indians purposes.” 
Secretary of the Interior shall classify the surplus lands as agri- . ; 
ind’ timber lands, the agricultural lands to be opened to| Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
and entry under the provisions of the homestead laws by The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands a second, and is 


on of the President, which shall prescribe the time when | h : , — 
manner in which these lands may be settled upon, occupied, | entitled to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Washington 
: ‘ed by persons entitled to make entry thereof; - aia’ landa [Mr. Jones] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

. permitted to settle upon, occupy, or enter any of said lands c he of Wachincton ie: | nena aad = 

{ prescribed in such prociamation. Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this bill relates to 


That the price of the lands classified as agricultural shall be | the surplus lands remaining after the allotment to the Indians 
: re, and said price shall be paid in qregeaate with rules | 9n the Spokane Reservation, which allotment will be completed 
al itions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior upon nage shins » meee ar "Iho pamainine |i ane 
t ing terms:  One-fifth of the purchase price to be paid in | Some Ume during the present year. The Fema ming lands al 
time of entry and the balance in five equal annual install- | divided into agricultural and timber lands. The bill provides 
_be paid in one, two, three, four, and five years, eanpectsealy, | that the agricultural lands shall be disposed of to homesteaders 
after the date of entry. In case any entryman fails to| .. co sas ‘ olieneala Maid ih ain oth : ome pees 
. annual payments, or any of them, promptly when due, all | who, in addition to complying with the homestead law, pay 
‘hts and to the land covered by the entry shall cease and any | $5 an acre, which money goes to the Indians. Now, this price 
nd ohtall te eS. eae — os canceled, | was fixed upon by the special agent of the Department who 
: id shall be reoffered for sale and entry under the provisions | 1. . aceattillions. etal iaee ieee Te oll » heine 
estead laws at the same price at which it was first entered: | W&S Sent out to confer with thes Indians last fall, this being 
* That nothing in this act shall prevent homestead settlers | the price agreed upon. These lands are arid and semiarid and 
oh oo entries under section 2301 of the artes Stat- | are not valuable except with irrigation, so that the $5 an acre, 
tee nited States by paying for the land entered the price » 1+ irpricati to a9 verv fair value for » Ik ; 
tic n, receiving credit for payments previously made. In addi- without irrigation, is a very fair value for the lands. i 
os price to be paid for the land the entryman shall pay the This money goes to the Indians. There will be about 5,000 
: —_ 1 at = time Fees oe ae entry | acres of this agricultural land, 
as vided by law where the price o e land is $1.25 per acre, = had . : ie ; , So ieciaecl Ma 
and . » ‘ » ¢ ) SUOOO ¢ s, but 
and ‘ 1 an entryman shall have complied with all the requirements The surplus of timbe r lands will be ube ut ge 0) acres : u 
3 of the ‘homestead laws as to settlement and residence and | these lands are not disposed of under this bill. They are lett 
to a made the required payments as aforesaid he shall be entitled | for future legislation by Congress and are placed under the con- 
d t for the lands entered: And provided further, That all | trol of the Secretary of the Interior, who may allow the Indians 
. fied as agricultural remaining undisposed of at the expira- | TO! OF the secretary Of the Anterior, Who lay allo _—— 
7 iw years from the opening of said lands to entry shall be | and the Indian agents to cut such timber as may be necessary 








y the Secretary of the Interior from time to time and sold fi ilding cg atter : ‘ ire PF interes 
o Bs é or fuel, building purposes, and matters of that kind of interest 
iction or under sealed bids to the highest bidder for cash , at "r ; ; , ee ead ce 
than the said appraised value, under such regulations as | tO the Indians. The Secretary of the Interior is also authorized 


tary of the Interior may prescribe: Provided, That the rights | to sell, for the benefit of the Indians, matured timber, the pur- 
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pose of the bill with reference to the timber lands being to con- 
serve the timber and promote its growth and development. 
Then there are the usual provisions we have in all these bills 
for opening Indian reservations, providing that the United States 


| the Indian receives what belongs to him, as a matter of ric}, 


is simply acting as a trustee for the Indians, but does not bind | 


itself to find purchasers or anything of that sort, and simply 
providing for the payment for sections 16 and 36. Unless some 
one has some questions to ask, I will reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. ,.Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 
bill usually carried in these bills opening up Indian reservations, 
providing that there shall be no charge upon the United States 
Treasury, but that the money received for the sale of the lands 
only shall be paid to the Indians? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It does. 

Mr. STEVHENS of Texas. It is guarded in that respect? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
there are only about 5,000 acres of agricultural lands that will 
be disposed of. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
Department. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This land is semiarid land and 
is not agricultural except where it can be irrigated. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Practically so. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman consider that 
a fair price? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
these lands. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
road run over these lands? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Not at all. I think 
miles away. There is no railroad, in fact, to these lands at the 
present time. : 

Mr. STEPHENS 


That is the estimate by the 


I consider that a high price for 


Does the Northern Pacific Rail- 


of Texas. I believe the bill has 


it is 50 | over to the Indians the sum of $1.25 an acre for that much. 


| ment fix a maximum price on the land of the Indians. 


Does this carry the provision in the | 


| true, no doubt, they are semiarid, but it is also true ther 


| water there not utilized at present, but water that can be util- 
As I understood the gentleman, | 
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it not be better in the interests of fair dealing, to the end t))q¢t 


t, 


that the Government open these lands, if they are to be opened, 


and receive bids for them? It may or it may not be that §% per 
acre is a sufficient price. I do not know nor do I believe that 
— is a man in this House who can answer that question a 
rately. 

Sut I, for one, am tired of the proposition that the Govern. 
I believe 
that when lands belonging to the Indians are to be opened 
for settlement there should be a proposition made to se!! {hoe 
lands in the open market at not less than a minimum price. 
Anything that can be obtained more than that would inure io 
the benefit of the Indian and would result in fair dealing to 
him. I think this bill is objectionable. 


It is true, no doubt, that these lands are unimproved. [It ; 


is 


1 
l- 


Is 


ized, and who will stand up here and say that he knows for a 
certainty that none of these lands are worth more than $5 per 
acre; 5,000 acres to be opened for settlement at $5 per acre? 
Why would it not be better to receive bids for the land and 
fix the minimum price at $5 per acre? When Congress is to act 


, as trustees for the Indians, as the gentleman from Washing- 


ton states, let us be fair, let us give the Indian what belong 
to him. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. The question I would like to ask the gen- 


| tleman before he sits down is, I notice here that sections 16 


and 36 are to be carved out and are to be given by the United 


| States to the State of Washington for school purposes. 


been | 


unanimously reported from our Committee on Indian Affairs, | 
and it corresponds with the other bills we have passed for the | 


same country. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
ence between them? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
report, as well as I remember. 

Mr. FINLEY. To what extent is the land here designated as 
agricultural land watered? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. There is no irrigation now. 

Mr. FINLEY. Never mind the irrigation, but to what ex- 
tent is there water on these lands that can be used for irrigation 
purposes? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. As I understand, there are some 
small streams coming down from the mountains that can possi- 


That is correct. 
There being no substantial differ- 


That is correct. 
I think it has the unanimous 


Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. And I notice the Government is to pay 


Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And that it furthermore provides that 
it shall be sections 16 and 36 of the agricultural land. So the 
bill fixes $5 as the fair value of the land, but when it comes 


| to that part which the United States Government is to pay for 
| it fixes $1.25 as the fair value for it. 


Now, if $5 be a fair 
then the Government of the United States in sections 
36 is cheating the Indians out of $3.75 an acre. 

Mr. FINLEY. And give it to the State of Washington. 
is another objectionable provision in the bill. 


value, 
i6 and 
That 
Why should the 


| Government of the United States take over sections 16 and 36 


| for school purposes at $1.25 an acre? 


Why should it do that 


| and pay the Indians that amount and then give these sections 


| to the State of Washington? 


Now, with lands belonging to the 
Government, where Territories have been created into States, 
I understand this practice has been followed in the past 


as to 


| Government lands, but we are asked to indorse a proposition for 


of them, are very small and probably all go dry in the summer | 


time. 
Mr. FINLEY. 
Indians? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. 
child 


How much land is reserved for the Spokane 


Every Indian—man, woman, and 
gets 80 acres of land under the allotment law, and that 


taking lands from the Indians for school purposes and then give 
those lands to a State. Why should this be done? Mr. Speak 


er, 


a | this bill is objectionable in many respects. 
bly be used for irrigafion purposes, although these streams, most | t hb j : aie I 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
permit me, in his time, to suggest that land sections 16 and 56, 
under the enabling act of this State will permit it to select 


| these sections in each township, and they really belonged to the 
State when these Indian reservations were made by Executive 


leaves about 5,000 acres of agrictultural lands as surplus, and | 


then about 80,000 acres of the timber land, which will be held 
for the Indians and looked after by the Secretary of the In- 
terior; but each man, woman, and child is allotted 80 acres 


under the general allotment law, and that allotment will be | 


completed, I understand, this summer. 
Mr. FINLEY. And the price here fixed is $5 per acre? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. 


| Western States they were permitted to select these se 5 10 
Yes; that is the price, as I say, | 


agreed upon by the Indians and the special agents of the De- | 


partment last winter. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understood the gentleman to say a moment 
ago that the Government did not bind itself to do more than 
act as trustee for the Indians and did not bind itself to find a 
purchaser. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
provision in these bills. That is put in here. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, for a great many years I have 


settlement. I have observed that while the position, as stated by 
the gentleman, as to the attitude of the Government is correct— 
that is, the Government assumes to act as trustee for the In- 
dians, and that it does not bind itself to find a purchaser for 
the lands of the Indians—yet invariably it fixes a price, and that 
‘price in this case is $5 per acre. Now, I ask this House, would 


order, consequently the Indians could not claim this land 
out a settlement between the State and the Indians, aud 
the bill had to be drawn in this way. 

Mr. FINLEY. Do I understand the gentleman from Tex:s t 
state that sections 16 and 36 of the Indian lands througho 
country belong to the States in which the reservations ©! 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


this 


] 


Under the enabling acts 0! ere 
and 36 for school purposes. 

Mr. FINLEY. That applies to Government lands. . 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Those were Government 


| fore they were turned over to the Indians by treaty 0! 


| from Washington 
That is true; that is the usual | 


tive order. I do not know whether this was a treat) 
tion or an Executive order reservation; probably the ¢ 
“an tell you. 

The gentleman is speaking about something he does 1 
stand and which is not applicable to this bill. Does U) 
man know that these lands were turned over to the 


| Washington under the agreement set forth in the enal 
paid some attention to bills opening up Indian reservations for | 


| 


| 
| 


Hence they did not, in my judgment, become Indian 
cause they had been reserved to the State of Wash! 
school purposes. _ 

Mr. FINLEY. But were they reserved? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand that they 
served, but I do not know without looking up the t 
enabling act the exact terms of the reservation. 





ae 


1908. 


Mr. FINLEY. If that is true, why should the Government 
" 25 an acre? 
; Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Because that is the valuation set 


ypon the lands at the time the enabling act was passed when 
such lands were sold to actual settlers as homesteads. 

Mr. FINLEY. If that is true, why should the Government 
pay anything to the Indians for the land? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is the value at which the 
er was entitled to take the land, and in addition they were 
required to live upon it five years 

Mr. FINLEY. That is not the question involved here, as I 
mderstand it; this is a case of opening up to settlers a part of 
an I in reservation. 

: STEPHENS of Texas. But it was originally public land, 
tleman must remember, that had prior thereto been 
‘ d to th® State for school purposes. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand that. Originally all the land 

in this country belonged to the Indians, too. There is no 
ibout that. So that, according to the gentleman’s own 
ntention, if what he states is true, then the Government 
pay nothing to the Indians for sections 16 and 36. I do 
that the gentleman’s point is applicable at all. Why, 
. States the gentleman speaks of as a rule obtain lieu land, 


sett 





tie -& 


f <p¢ 


or lands in place of the lands that were allotted to the Indians | 


for school purposes. Is not that true? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Sometimes. 

Mr. FINLEY. Generally it,is true. In the States where the 

ds were allotted the States obtained lieu lands in place of 
the reservation set apart to the Indians. Now, as to sections 

>and 26, 
for school purposes, would you not? I yield to the gentleman 

om Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] such time as he desires. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, sections 16 and 36, within this 
reservation, are or are not a part of the public domain of the 
United States. If they are a part of the public domain of the 
United States, then there is no reason why the Federal Govern- 

should pay the Indians $1.25 an acre for them. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me a 

rontion ? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The minute I finish putting the logical 

f the dilemma. If they are not a part of the public do- 
but are the property of the Indians, then the Federal 
Government should not fix the price of $5 per acre upon the 
gricultural lands for others while it itself pays the Indians 
y $1.25 per acre for what it so generously takes in order to 

he State of Washington, thereby cheating the Indians out 
{$3.75 upon each acre of the land which the Federal Govern- 
ent gives to the State of Washington. Now, I have no ob- 

tior ving it to the State of Washington. I am very much 
r of setting aside sections 16 and 36. If I had my way, 
ould set aside more to each State, to be held for public- 
But it strikes me that one of two things must 
either this land belongs to the Government already or 
thelongs to the Indians. If it belongs to the Government, then 
have no objection to the Government giving it to the State 

Washington without any payment to the Indian at all, be- 
use the Indian has not right to any payment for the land which 

gs to the Government, whereas if it does belong to the 

(d has been reserved to him, I presume that some 
the past lieu lands were given to the State of Washing- 
tions 16 and 36; but even if not, it was a lax piece 


rms ¢ 


rnoses, 


elessness, for which the Indian was not responsible, at 
| and therefore the Government of the United States 
‘ight net to fix the price of $1.25 for payment by it to the 


on land which it admits by a public act to be worth 

that is the point upon which I would like to hear 
inan from Washington [Mr. Jones]. 

JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to 

the enabling act admitting the State of Washington, 

'G and 86 were granted to the State, and in case of 

ervations the grant simply held in abeyance until the 

was opened. So, in my judgment, the Federal 

t is not under any obligation whatever to pay the 

dollar for these sections. But as it has been the policy 

s for a great many years—I know since I have been 

ening reservations, and States were admitted on 

—- bling aets, we have put in this provision giving the 

mara “5 an acre for these lands. So it was done in this 


And 


Mr, WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman know whether or not, 

oe particular land was put in reservation for these par- 
“ thdians, lieu lands were granted to the State of Wash- 
‘where for so much of the land as constituted sec- 
(36 in the reservations? 


X LII——433 


as in this case, you would give additional sections | 
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Mr. JONES of Washington. They have not, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has not been done? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It has not been done. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, then, the gentleman's contention is, 
that the original enabling act gave to the State of Washington 
this land? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It held it in abeyance. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Held it in abeyance; but the gentleman 
must remember that an enabling act could not give to the State 
of Washington land which belonged to the Indians without any 
sort of an agreement by the Indians or any sort of treaty with 
them agreeing to that. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It would depend on the nature of the 
reservation, I would say to my friend. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. This was 
reservation, as I understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Was this land part of the public domain 
and subject to homestead entry before it was set aside for the 
Indian reservation ? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 
the Indians? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
set aside as a reservation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Or acquired from the Indians once? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I suppose you would consider it 
that way. It had been taken and considered as public land. 
But afterwards the Indians were roving all over that country 
and the Government put them on these lands and established 
them on this as a reservation. 

Mr. FINLEY. What objection would the gentleman have to 
a minimum price fixed of $5 an acre? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I will revert to that point of the 
gentleman. I want to say, as I said before, that this price was 
agreed upon between the Indians and the special agents. Now, 
I would oppose an open sale of these lands in the first instance 
that the gentleman seems to advocate. We want settlers in this 
territory if we can get them there. It is better for the Indian 
and better for the State, and even if the lands should be worth 
a little bit more than $5 an acre it is better to get $5 an acre 
and the settler than to get $7 and no settler. As a matter of 
fact, these lands, in my judgment, are not worth $5 an acre, and 
that the homesteader who takes these lands will pay really more 
than he ought to be required to pay, but this was put in there 
because it was agreed upon between the representative of the 
Indian Department, who was looking after the welfare of the 
Indians, and the Indians themseives, and this is a higher price 
than almost any other reservation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of-Texas. Is it not a fact that the Indians 
had a concil and agreed to the terms proposed by the Indian 
Department? 


an Executive-order 


It was, so I understand. 
Or was land never thus far acquired from 


It was public land before and 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; they had a recular meet- 
ing. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And $5 was the amount men- 
tioned as the highest price for fhese agricultural lands? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is true. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And there are only 5,000 acres? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. This land is not in a compact 
body. It is at different points in this reservation. There may 


be 40 acres here and S80 acres yonder and 100 acres somewhere 
else. 

There is one other point in the bill, and that is that if after 
five years there is any of this agricultural land that is not dis 
posed of by homestead under the $5 price, then the Secretary 
is authorized to appraise the land and sell it from time to time 
after four years, of course. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will not that result in the best land being sold 
at $5 per acre and the less desirable land be retained for future 
appraisement? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Where is there any objection to 
that? The desirable land of course will be taken, and if home- 
steaders consider it all worth $5 an acre it will all be taken by 
homesteaders. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does the gentleman think that none of this 
land is worth more than $5 an acre? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not believe it 
gation works were put in—that none of this 
land. I do not know how much the timber land is worth, but 
we do not dispose of it anyway. It is not involved in this bill. 
I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GREENE in the chair). The 
question is on suspending the rules, agreeing to the amendment, 
and passing the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 


is unless irri- 


is, agricultural 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays, 
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———— LETTE in, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Shackleford Wiley 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum | cae 

is present. | Smith, Cal. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is sustained. The | Smith, Mich. y 

Doorkeeper will the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms will aaah — vo 

notify absentees; as many as are in favor of the motion will, ‘ ae r aS cai : F 

as their names are called, answer ‘ yea,” those opposed will ‘he following additional pairs were announced : 

answer “nay,” those present and not voting will answer “ pres- Until further notice : 

ent,” and the Clerk will call the roll. Mr. Cote with Mr. SULZER. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 171, nays 61, Mr. Lovertne with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
answered “ present” 14, not voting 141, as follows: Mr. DiekeMa with Mr, Smirn of Missouri. 
YEAS—171. DAVIDSON with Mr. RYAN. 


May 25 


at 


Snapp 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ala. 


Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
‘Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
close 


Mr. 


Achesor 
Adair 


‘apron 
‘arter 
‘ary 
‘aulfield 


’ 


Tex. 


‘ 

ook, Colo. 
ooper, 
oudrey 
‘yumpacker 
‘urrier 
Sushman 
Dalzell 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 
Denby 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Edwards, Ky. 


Adamson 
Atken 
Alexander, Mo, 
Ashbrook 
Bell, Ga. 
Booher 
Bowers 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Candler 
Clark, Fla, 
Clayton 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 

De Armond 
Denver 


Ansberry 
Bennet, N. ¥. 
Boutell 
Brundidge 


Alexander, N. ¥. 
Allen 
Ames 
Anthony 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga, 
fartlett, Nev. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Brantley 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burke 
Burton, Ohto 
Butler 
Byrd 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Cockran 
Cole 
Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa, 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 


Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Esch 
Veirchild 
Fassett 
Ferris 

Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
French 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Garner 
Gilhams 

Gill 

Gillespie 
Gillett 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham 
Greene 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 
Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 


NAYS- 


Dixon 
Ellerbe 
Finley 

Floyd 
Foster, IL. 
Garrett 
Glass 
Granger 
Heflin 

Helm * 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kimball 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”’—14. 
Humphreys, Miss. 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Haggott 
Harrison 


Holliday 
Houston 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 
James, Ollie M. 


Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kinkaid 
Knapp 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis 
Langley 
Laning 

Law 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McGavin 
McKinley, Il. 
MeKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
MeMillan 
Madison 
Malby 
Maynard 
Mondetl 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Needham 
Norris 

61. 


Lleyd 
McLain 
Macon 
Moon, Tenn, 
Murphy 
Nicholls 


O'Connell 


Page 
Patterson 
Pou 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rothermel 


Jenkins 
Madden 
Sheppard 


NOT VOTING—141. 


Davidson 
Dawes 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga, 
Englebright 
Favrot 
Vitzgerald 
Flood 

Fornes 
Fowler 
Fuller 

Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn, 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N, J. 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hepburn 


Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Hubbard, W. Va. 


Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Kennedy, Ohio 


NIpp 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lee 

Legare 
Lenahan 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 


Nye 
Oimsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker, S. Dak. 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Porter 
Pray 
Prince 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Robinson 
todenberg 
Russell, ‘Tex. 
Scott 
Sherman 
Slayden 
Smith,lowa 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Weems 
Wheeler 
Wilson, IIL, 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 
Young 


Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Sabath 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Smal! 
Spight 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 


Stanley 
Talbott 


Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lorimer 

Loud 

Lovering 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


MeMorran 
Mann 
Marshall 
Miller 

Moon, Pa, 
Mudd 

Nelson 
Olcott 
Parker, N. J. 
Peters 
Pollard 
Powers 
Pratt 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Ryan 
Saunders 





Mr. DarracHu with Mr. McHENrRy. 


Mr. Coorer of Pennsylvania with Mr. Howakrp. 

Mr. Dovuetas with Mr. Futon, 

Until Wednesday morning: 

Mr. Loup with Mr. GoLproere. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 171: the nays, 
61; present, 14; a quorum; the Doorkeeper will open the doors: 
the motion prevails. 


CUSTOMS ADMINISTRATIVE LAW, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, 


take from the Speaker’s table the conference report on tlie 
Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 17506, and agree to the 
conference report. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 
17506) to amend an act entitled “An act to simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenues,” approved June 
10, 1890, as amended by the act entitled “An act to provide 
revenues for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897, having met, 
after full and free eonference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with amendments as 
follows: 

On page 5, lines 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22 of said Senate 
amendment, strike out the following words: “ When a case 
has been remanded to the Board of General Appraisers as 
above provided, the United States attorney for the district 
in which the appeal is pending may appear in the proceedings 
had before the Board under the order remanding the case.” 

On page 8, in line 5 of said Senate amendment, strike out the 
word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word “nine.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Sereno EB. PAynNe, 
JOHN DAULZELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Netson W. ALDRICH, 

W. B. ALLIson, 

JNo. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House on the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendine the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 17506) to amend an act entific! “0 
act to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the reve 
nu2s,” approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act cuties 
“An act to provide revenues for the Government and to en: "tT 
age the industries of the United States,” approved July ~!, '>': 
submit the following written statement in explanation of 
effect of the action agreed upon in the conference repor' 

The Senate amendment strikes out all after the « 
clause and inserts an amendment which follows, subst: 
the House bill, the only material changes being that tl e 
amendment authorizes an appeal from the decision © | 
Board of General Appraisers to the circuit court, instedc ° 
rectly to the cirevit court of appeals. It also provides 
rehearing may be ordered before the Board of Genera! .\ 
ers, and provides, on such rehearing, as follows: “ When : 
has been remanded to the Board of General Appraisers, *\s : 
provided, the United States attorney for the district '0 | 
the appeal is pending may appear in the proceedings had ¢ 
the Board under the order remanding the case. his 
provision is stricken out by the report of the conference, 

The House fixed the salary of the general appraisers *' 
rate of $8,000 per annum. The Senate amendment xe 
salary at $10,000. The conference agree upon a salary ‘ 











House agrees to the Senate amendment with the two 
ments as noted above. 
effect of this agreement is to provide, according to the 
| provision in the House bill, that parties must exhaust 
vidence before the Board of General Appraisers, and that | 
in not have a new trial before the circuit court, but sim- 
appeal on the case as made before the Board of Ap- 

This is the important part of the amendments to the 
law by the bill proposed by the House, and your con- 
deem it of much more importance than the mere ques- 
salary. 


s. 


f 


Ol 


Sereno E. PAYNE, 
JOHN DALZELL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr 
The 


tle? 


UNDERWOOD. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. The 
ian from New York [Mr. Payne] is entitled to twenty 
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
itled to twenty minutes. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, 
lo what the House has been trying to do for 


two sessions 
arings before the Board of General Appraisers all the 


should be exhausted before there was any appeal. 
fore the importer simply went before the appraiser, per- 


il 
Lik 


Hereto 


he 


ey ice 


brief, and left the case for decision, with the sole object of 


ig and sending it to the circuit court for trial. Before 


nment, and before the circuit court the district attorney. 
Ofter nu the district attorney was not informed in the yarious mat- 
sing in the claim of the importer. We remedied that in 
ise bill by requiring the importer to exhaust the evi- 
before the appraiser and send the decision from the 
card of Appraisers to the circuit court of appeals in the first 
nee for review on that evidence. 
Senate have retained that part of the provision of the 

which compels all the evidence to be exhausted before 
ard of Appraisers, but they will not agree to have the 
taken directly to the circuit court of appeals, but send 
it to circuit court. While the House conferees thought that 
their plan was much the best, yet, for the purpose of producing 
good results, which will give an opportunity for these cases on 
appeal to be heard on their merits on the evidence before the 
pprai we yielded to that part of the change which the 
made, 


the Ho 


1) 
House 
appe: 


the 


Sers, 


‘ 
itt 


Sel e 


The 
in the 


Appl 


louse bill, might be ordered before the Board of General 
and in that they inserted that the district attorney 
ppear for the Government. We did not consent to that, 
the solicitor of customs, being familiar with the facts, 
was the man to appear in support of the facts which came out 
before the Board of Appraisers. The Senate conceded this and 


SeTS, 


struck out that provision. 

The other matter of disagreement was on the question of 
Salaries. The salaries of the members of the General Board 
of Appraisers now are $7,000 per annum. The House made the | 


Sulary $5,000 per annum, convinced that there ought to be an 
increase in those salaries. The Senate increased it to $10,000, 
and in order to get an agreement, the House conferees finally 
split the difference with the Senate and agreed upon a salary 
of $9,000 per annum, thinking it was much better to pay out 
this additional amount of $9,000 a year in order to have a 


Se 


bet er administration of the customs laws, saving, as we be- 
‘leve, annually many thousands of dollars of duties that ought 
to be paid, and from which importers now often escape because 
of tl vose methods of practice under the present law. 

hose are the important changes in the House bill as it comes 
before the House now, although the Senate amendments struck | 
out the whole of our bill and inserted a provision of their own, 
learly all of which is precisely like the original House bill, 
after a method sometimes employed by legislative bodies I will 
hot mention where, 

[ reserve the balance of my time. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
am ice committee that had this matter in charge, I refused 
+cat the conference report, because I do not believe that 
po, poses for which this bill originally passed this House 
a rried out by the bill as amended by the Senate. More 
_ I dissented from the proposition to raise the salaries 
‘Pow 7 an to $9,000. 
—s original purpose of this bill was to prevent delays in 
to ‘sion of these customs cases, to simplify appeals, and 


UNDERWOOD] | 


ps with only one witness, and without sometimes submitting | 


appraisers the solicitor of customs appeared for the Goy- | 


originally the House bill sought 


and that is to so amend the general appraisers act that in ! 


Senate inserted a provision that a rehearing, which was | 
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| the present law, 


| bill went to the Senate the 
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when an importer is not satisfied with the 
collector’s decision in reference to the classification of goods 
coming into the United States, he can appeal to this General 
Board of Appraisers. Their testimony taken; but if he is 
still dissatisfied, he can take an appeal to the United States 
district court, and the whole case is opened de novo, with the 
result that in many cases the importer merely makes out a 
fictitious case before the Board, in order to draw the fire of 
the Government and see what testimony will be developed, and 
then carries the case to the district court of the United States, 
and there develops his testimony and brings on the real trial. 
In the meantime the attorney representing the Government 
before the Board no longer has anything to do with the case 
and the United States district attorney, an entirely new man 
in the procedure, takes it up in the district court. 

There was unquestionably a necessity for 


is 


some legislation 


for relief against that evil and those conditions, and for that 
reason, when this bill was before the House, I stated that cut- 
side of the increase in salary I thought it was a good bill. But 
I do not agree with my colleagues on the conference committee 
that we have carried out the purposes of the House bill by 
agreeing to these amendments. We provided that the ard 
of Appraisers should be the court where the case was tried 
de novo, and that there should be a direct appeal to the United 
States circuit court of appeals. Instead of that, they have sub- 
stituted an appeal to the circuit court of the United States, 
Now, it is true that under this amended bill, which the con- 


ferees bring back here, the circuit court can not itself take new 
testimony, but it can remand the original case, whenever it sees 
fit, back to the General Board of Appraisers with orders to take 
additional testimony. In other words, it amounts to the same 
thing, in my judgment, as if we had provided that when the 
circuit court tries one of these cases it shall take testimony by 
a commissioner instead of in the presence of the court and con- 
stitute the General Board of Appraisers the commissioners to 
take the additional testimony. That does not eliminate the two 


trials of the case de novo and does not accomplish what the 
committee originally intended it should—that is, that the im- 
porter shall have a fair trial before one court, and if an appeal 


is taken, that it shall be taken on the legal questions involved, 
and not give him two chances against the Government instead 
of one. 

Therefore I do not agree with the conferees in reference to 
the changes which have been made, and am in favor of disagree- 
ing to the conference report and carrying the bill back to con- 
ference again. 

The other question involved is the question of salary. The 
salary now of this General Board of Appraisers is $7,000 a year 
each. The Ways and Means Committee, not by a unanimous 
report, but by a divided committee, reported this bill to the 
House increasing the salary from $7,000 to $8,000. When the 
salary was increased to $10,000, and 
the conferees in this case compromised the matter by making 
the salary $9,000, which the conference report now provides for. 
This Board of Appraisers is an important board, an important 
body of men. I do not deny that proposition, but the district 
court to which their appeals were taken heretofore was pre- 
sided over by a judge who receives only $6,000 a year. The 
judge of the circuit court of appeals who will now try the case, 
if this conference report is adopted, gets only $7,000, as do the 
other circuit judges of the United States. The Board of Ap- 
praisers in New York, in my judgment, are no more important 
than the circuit courts of appeal throughout the United States, 


who are paid $7,000, and I do not think it is wise, just, or 
| equitable for this House to provide a salary of $9,000 for the 


judges of the inferior court and allow the judges of the superior 
court only $7,000 a year. I believe that the present salary is 
sufficient, and if we want to increase these salaries the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary ought to bring in a general bill increas- 
ing the salaries of the judges throughout the United States, but 
that we ought not to provide an increase of salary for one set 





protect the interests of the Government thereby, Under 


| of judges and leave their superiors in office with an inferior 
amount of salary. For these reasons I am opposed to the 
adoption of the conference report. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to 












say just a word in 
answer to what the gentleman has said. The bill as it comes 
now, if it is enacted into law, requires all the evidence to be 


taken before the Board of General Appraisers. 
fore the circuit court is on that evidence, and 


The hearing be- 
nothing more. 





No evidence can be taken there. They may send it back for 
additional evidence, and it is then taken before the Board of 





Appraisers, and the same solicitor of customs appears for the 
United States. Then all the evidence is certified again to the 
circuit court, and the circuit court must hear it on the evidence. 
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CHILD LABOR BILL, 


Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous conse: 


| from the Speaker’s table the conference report on the b 


4812) and to adopt the conference report. I also ask una! 

consent that the statement be read in lieu of the conference 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks 

in lieu of | 

report. Is there objection? [After a pause. 

Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read the statemen' 
The conference report is as follows 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
Houses on the amendments of the House to 
4812) entitled “An act to regulate the employment 
labor in the District of Columbia,” having met, after 
have agreed to recommend and do 


The 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the House and agree to the same as amended, s 
will read as follows: 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre: 
of the United States of America in Congress assembicd 


| child under fourteen years of age shall be employed or | 


to work in the District of Columbia in any factory, w 
mereantile establishment, store, business office, tel 
telephone office, restaurant, hotel, apartment house, cl! 
bowling alley, laundry, bootblack stand, or in the dis 
or transmission of merchandise or messages. No & 
shall be employed in any work performed for wages 
compensation, to whomsoever payable, during the hours 
public schools of the District of Columbia are in s« 
before the hour of six o'clock in the morning or after 
of seven o'clock in the evening: Provided, That the 
of this section shall not apply to children employed i! 
ice of the Senate: And provided further, That the jud 
juvenile court of said District may, upon the applicati: 
parent, guardian, or next friend ‘of said child, issue 
for the employment of any child between the ages 
and fourteen years at any occupation or employment 
judgment dangerous or injurious to the health or mor 
child, upon evidence satisfactory to him that the lab: 
child is necessary for its support, or for the assistanc' 
abled, ill, or invalid father or mother, or for the s 
whole or in part of a younger brother or sister or 3 
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er. Such permits shall be issued for a definite time, but 
hall be revocable at the discretion of the judge by whom 
issued or by his in office. Hearings for 
ig and revoking permits shall be held upon such notice 
ler such rules and regulations as the judge of said court 
rescr be. 
That no child under sixteen years of shall be | 
yed or permitted to work in the District of Columbia in 
establishments named in section one, unless the per- | 
orporation employing him precures and keeps on file 
essible to the inspectors authorized by this act and the 
ofiicers of the District of Columbia an age and school- 
tificate, and keeps two complete lists of all such chil- 
uployed therein, one on file and one conspicuously posted 
1e principal entrance of the building in which such chil- 
employed. 
3. That an age and schooling certificate shall be ap- | 
1 only by the superintendent of public schools, or by a 
authorized by him in writing, who shall have authority 
uinister the oath provided for therein, but no fee shall be 
“l therefor. 
c. 4. That no age and schooling certificate shall be ap- 
unless satisfactory evidence is furnished by duly at- 
transcript of the certificate of birth or baptism of such 
or other religious record, or the register of birth or the 
it of the parent or guardian or custodian of a child, 
\ | affidavit shall be required, however, only in case such 
entioned transcript of the certificate of birth be not pro- 
| and filed, showing the place and date of birth of such 


are successor 


age 


which affidavit must be taken before the officer issuing | 


employment certificate, who is hereby authorized and re- 
“| to administer such oath, and who shall not demand or 
e a fee therefor. 
. 5. That the age and schooling certificate of a child un- 
der sixteen years of age shall be in the following form: 
“Age and schooling certificate. 
This certifies that I am the (father, mother, guardian, or 





stodian) of (mame of child) — ———, and that (he or 

) was born at (name of town or city) ————, in the county 
f (name of county, if known) ———— and State of (or country) 

, on the (day and year of birth) ————, and is now (num- 

ber of years and months) ———— old. 

“Signature of (father, mother, guardian, or custodian). 

“(Date.) 

“There personally appeared before me the above-named 
(name of person signing) ———— — and made oath that 





the foregoing certificate by (him or her) signed is true to the 
best of (his or her) knowledge and belief, I hereby approve 
the foregoing certificate of (name of child) ———— — : com- 
m (fair or dark), - hair (color),———. Having no 

nt reason to doubt that (he or she) is of the age therein 
rtified, I hereby certify that (he or she) can read at sight 
{ can write legibly simple sentences in the English language, 
| that (he or she) has reached the normal development of a 
1 of (his or her) age, and is in sound health and is phys- 
able to perform the work which (he or she) intends to 

i that (he or she) has regularly attended the public 
or a school equivalent thereto, for not less than one 
indred and thirty days during the school year previous to 
ying for such school record, or during the year previous to 
ig for such school record, and has received during such 
ig, and arithmetic. 


X1 —-— 


A 
Ei 


instruction in reading, spelling, writing, 
‘This certificate belongs to (name of child in whose behalf it 
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of said sections 





continues to employ any child in violation of any 


spector authorized by 
this act, or a truant officer of the District of Columbia, shall 
for every day thereafter that such employment continues be 
fined not more than twenty dollars. <A failure to produ to 
an inspector authorized by this act, or a truant officer of tl] 
District of Columbia, any age or schooling certificate or 
required by this act shall be prima facie evidence of illegal 
employment of any person whose age and schooling certificate 


is not produced or whose name is not listed. Any corporation 
or employer retaining any age and schooling certificate in viola 
tion of section five of this act shall be fined not more than 


twenty dollars. Every person authorized to sign the certificate 
prescribed by section five of this act who knowingly certif 
any materially false statement therein shall be fined not more 
than fifty dollars. 

“Sec. 7. That the inspectors authorized by this act and the 
truant officers of the District of Columbia shall visit the estab- 


ies to 


lishments named in section one and ascertain whether any 
minors are employed thereiu contrary to the provisions of this 
act, and they shall report any cases of such illegal employment 
to the superintendent of public schools and the corporation coun- 
sel of the District of Columbia. The inspectors authorized by 


1Y 


this act and the truant officers of the District of Columbia sha 
require that the age and schooling certificates and lists provided 
for in this act of minors employed in the establishments named 
in section one shall be produced for their inspection. 


“Sec. 8. That no minor under sixteen years of age shall be 
employed, permitted, or suffered to work in any of the estab- 
lishments named in section one more than eight hours in any 
one day, or before the hour of six o’clock antemeridian, or after 


1! 


the hour of seven o’clock postmeridian, and in no case shall tl 
number of hours exceed forty-eight in a week. 


er 


*Sec.9. That every employer shall post in a conspicuous 
place in every room where such persons are employed a printed 
notice, stating the number of hours required of them on each 


day of the week, the hours of commencing and stopping work, 
and the hours when the time or tins dinner or for 
other meals begin and end. The printed f E 
shall be furnished by the inspectors authorized by this act and 
the truant officers of the District of Columbia, and the employ- 
ment of any such person for a longer time in any day than that 
so stated shall be deemed a violation of this section. 

“Sec. 10. That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
two inspectors to carry 
out the purposes of this act, at a compensation not exceeding 


» il wed for 


rm of such notice 


one thousand two hundred dollars each per annum. 

“Sec. 11. That no male child under ten and no girl under 
sixteen years of age shall exercise the trade of bootblacking 
or sell or expose or offer for sale any newspapers, magazines, 
periodicals, or goods, wares, or merchandise of any descrip- 


roads, ¢ in 


tion whatsoever upon the streets, r highways, « 
any public place within the District of Columbia. 


r 


‘Sec. 12. That from and after July first, nineteen hundred 
and eight, no male child under sixteen years shall exercise the 
trade of bootblacking or sell or expose or offer for sale any 
newspapers, magazines, periodicals, or goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise of any description whatsoever upon the streets, roads, 
or highways, or in any public place within the District of Co 
lumbia, unless a permit and badge as hereinafter provided shall 


have been issued to him by the superintendent of public schools 
of the District of Columbia or by a person autherized by him 


in writing for that purpose upon the application of the parent, 





s drawn) - __. ____. and is to be surrendered to (him or guardian, or other person having the custody of the child de- 
r) whenever (he or she) leaves the service of the corporation | Siting such permit and badge, or in case said child has no 
ry loyer holding the same, but if not claimed by said child parent, guardian, or custodian, then on the application of his 
within thirty days from such time it shall be returned to the | 2eXt friend, being an adult. 

Sup endent of schools. | “Sse. 13. That such permit and badge shall be issued free 
nature of person authorized to approve and sign, with of charge to the applicant, but shall not be issued until an 
haracter of authority.) age and schooling certificate shall have been issued as pro- 

( Date.) vided in this act. 
“A duplicate of each age and schooling certificate shall be ‘Sec. 14. Such permit shall state the date and place of birth 
«l out and kept on file by the superintendent of public | of the child, the name and address of its parent, guardian, 
Any explanatory matter may be printed with such cer- | custodian, or next friend, as the case may be, and describe 
in the discretion of said superintendent: Provided, That | the color of hair and eyes, the height and weight, and any 
ptional cases the judge of the juvenile court, upon the | distimguishing facial mark of such child, and shall further 
ommendation of the superintendent of public schools or the | state that the age and schooling certificate has been duly ex- 
authorized to act for him, may, in writing, waive the | amined and filed, and that the child named in such permit 
ecessity of the schooling certificate provided for in this act, | has appeared before the officer issuing the permit. The badge 
d such cases the age certificate shall entitle the holder | furnished by the officer issuing the permit shall bear on its 
ployed without a violation of this act. face a number corresponding to the number of the permit 
Sic. 6. That whoever employs a child or permits a child to | and the name of the child. Every such permit, and every such 
we oyed in violation of sections one, two, eight, or nine of | badge on its reverse side, shall be signed in the presence of 
this shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, for such | the officer issuing the same by the child in whose name it is 
one be fined not more than fifty dollars; and whoever! issued. The badge provided for herein shall be worn con- 
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spicuously at all times by such child while so working, and | 


all such permits and badges shall expire annually on the first 
day of January. The color of the badge shall be changed each 
year. No child to whom such permit and bedge are 
shall transfer the to any other person, 
in the District of Columbia in any of the 
tions mentioned in this section without 
upon his person such badge, and he shall exhibit the same upon 
demand to any police or 
this act provided for. 
“Sec. 15. That 


issued 


Same 


tredes or 


no child to whom a permit and badge are 


issued as provided for in the preceding sections shall sell’ or | 
expose or offer for sale any newspapers, magazines, or period- | 
icals, or goods, wares, or merchandise of any description what- | 
ever after ten o'clock in the evening or before six o'clock in the | 


morning. 


‘Sec. 16. That nothing in this act contained shall apply to 


of Columbia is first obtained. Such consent shall specify the 
name of the child, its age, the names and residence of its parents 
or guardians, together with the place and character of the ex- 
hibition. 
“ SEC, 
is hereby given jurisdiction in all cases arising under this act.” 
And the House concurs in said Senate 
House amendment. 
J. VAN VECHTEN OLCOTT, 
E. L. TAyYuor, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House, 


J. P. DOLLIVER, 
Borers PENROSE, 
JNO. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement was read as follows: 
STATEMEN’. 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the House to the bill (S. 4812) to regulate the employment 


written statement, namely: 


In view of the fact that the amendment of the House to this | 
bill struck out all after the enacting clause and inserted its | 


own bill, it was necessary in the conference report to print 
the bill, as agreed upon by the conferees, in full. 

The changes in the bill as passed by the House are as fol- 
lows: 

“ First. The hour at which children can begin to work is made 
6 o'clock in the morning instead of 8 o'clock. 


“Second. A provision has been agreed to, as proposed by the | 


Senate, as follows: - 
“*Provided, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 


to children employed in the service of the Senate: And pro- | 


vided further, That the judge of the juvenile court of said 
District may, upon the application of the parent, guardian, or 


next friend of said child, issue a permit for the employment of | 
any child between the ages of 12 and 14 years at any occupa- | 


tion or employment not in his judgment dangerous or injurious 
to the health or morals of such child, upon evidence satisfactory 
to him that the labor of such child is necessary for its support, 
or for the assistance of a disabled, ill, or invalid father or 


mother, or for the support in whole or in part of a younger | 


brother or sister or a widowed mother. Such permits shall be 
issued for a definite time, but they shall be revocable at the 
discretion of the judge by whom they are issued or by his 
successor in office. Hearings for granting and revoking per- 
mits shall be held upon such notice and under such rules and 
regulations as the judge of said court shall prescribe.’ 

“Third. The provision in section 5 has been agreed to, mak- 
ing provision that in exceptional cases the judge of the juvenile 
court, on the recommendation of the superintendent of public 
instruction, may waive the necessity of the schooling certificate 
and allow employment when only an age certificate is given. 
This is to provide for families with children coming to the Dis- 
trict after the close of the school year, when it would be im- 
possible for any certificate to be given that the child had been 
in the schools of the District during the year preceding.” 

Upon the recommendation of the House conferees it is pro- 
vided that this matter should be left in the hands of 
juvenile court, so that it is believed that all protection is ac- 
corded. 


truant officer or to the inspectors in | 


17. That the juvenile court of the District of Columbia | 


amendments to the 


| thousand dollars each, seventy-two thousand dollars, or so 1 
| thereof as may be necessary.” 
of child labor in the District of Columbia, submit the following 


| nearly as practicable in proportion to the number of pen: 
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Or 
20. 


May 


The Senate has agreed to all of the other amendments re 


| mended by the House conferees, including the provisions 


section 11 to section 16, both inclusive, which make pro\ 


| for children selling newspapers and other goods, wares, 
ior be engaged | 
occupa- 
having conspicuously | 


merchandise in the streets. 
J. VAN VECHTEN OLCortT, 
E. L. Taytor, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the Hou 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of 
gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair | 
none, and the conference report is agreed to. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re 
on the pension appropriation bill (H. R. 16268), and mov 
suspend the rules and concur in the report, and I also 


re , ce : | unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu of 
the employment of any child in a theatrical exhibition, provided | report 
the written consent of one of the Commissioners of the District | ; 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani 


| consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 


there objection? [After a pause.] 
the Clerk will read the statement. 
The conference report is as follows: 


The Chair hears none, ay 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


| two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 
| 16268) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 


other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 


| June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and nine, and for other pur- 
| poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
| recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
| follows: 


1. That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 


amendments numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same. 


2. That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
amendment numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amend- 


| ment, so that the same may read as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference on | 


“For salaries of agents for the payment of pensions, at four 
uch 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

3. That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
amendment numbered 4, and agree to it with an amendment 
striking out, in line 2 thereof, the word “ thirty-five” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “ten;” and after the word 
“dollars” in the paragraph add the words “ or so much tlicreof 
as may be necessary,” so that the paragraph as amended will 


| read: 


“For clerk hire and other services in the pension agencies, 
four hundred and ten thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary: Provided, That the amount of clerk hire 
and other services for each agency shall be apportioned as 
mers 
paid at each agency, and the salaries paid shall be subject 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

4. That the House agree to Senate amendment num! 
with an amendment adding thereto the words “or so 
thereof as may be necessary;” and the Senate 
same. 

5. That the House recede from its disagreement to * 
amendment numbered 6, and agree to the same. 

6. That the House recede from its disagreement to Seite 
amendment numbered 7, and agree to the same with an : 
ment striking out the word “forty” and inserting t! 

“‘ sixty-five; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
7. That the House recede from its disagreement to » 


agret 





the | 


amendanent numbered 8, and agree to the same. 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
Managers on the part of the /! 
Henry E. BURNHAM, 
REED SMOOT, 
H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the * 


The statement was read as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the confe! 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the ame 
of the Senate to the pension appropriation bill subm!' 








Sia aire eee 


Pr 7 VOMIT y ’ Tor 7 
1908, CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—HOUSE. 
aotanermeisiea = — a iemeuingtican ies — 
House bill, as jt 
purpose of paying one ney m 
The number of pension eU 
eighteen, and we tppropriated in the bill ori ally for but one. 
inserts | The amendment of the Senate to the law in ny 
rence to the pay- | vious years, mentioning eighteen pension asents to be paid 
of pensions in State Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Homes, $4,000 each, making the sum of $72,000. This endment had 
amendments Nos. 3. . aS and 8, with reference 
ibolishment of the pension agents: Appropriates the sum 
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written statement in explanation of the effect of the 
t agreed upon as to each of the said 
amendments Nos, 
posed by the Senate, 


amendments, namely : 
and 2: Appropriates $162,000,000, | 

instead of $150,000,000, 
by the House, for the payment of pensions, and 
viso proposed by the Senate with refe 


Was passed here, provided but $4,000 for the 
i agent. 
agencies in f] 


hited States now is 
aus pro- ! 


Was similar 


other provisions in it, but the matter agreed my 


On betwes hn the 
conferees does not m ntion any number of pension agents, but 
- "00, OF SO much thereof as may be necessary, for Salaries appropriates enough inoney to maintain the present agencies 
its without Specifying the humber of such agents; re-| in the United States. With a proviso that of the $72,000 thns 
(he amount for clerk hire from $435,000, as proposed by | appropriated only such part of it shall be used as shall be found 
senate, to $410,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; | hecessary. That was the point 
riates $4,500 for ri nt of the New York agency 


upon which the 


| 
» OF SO much | fered. to say that the Senate never 


conferees dif 
It is proper 
f aS may be necessary, and $1.500 for examination and 


discussed this 
question of agencies, and its co) ferees claimed that it was ) 

on Of pension agencies; $65,000 for Stationery and other late in the Session to take it up and debate it, alth ugh in a 
eX es of pension agencies instead of $40,000, as proposed by | former Congress it was provided that the whole matter of the 

senate, and $30,000, as proposed by the House. and inserts | continuation of these agencies should be referred Yo the S 

vision proposed by the Senate for furnishing franked | retary of the Interior, and perhaps the Commissioner of Pen- 

pes to pensioners, Sions, for a report; and it will be remembered that the Seer 

J. Warren Kerrer, | tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions did 

WASHINGTON GARDNER, } Teport in favor of disestablishing al] the agencies save one id 

Managers on the part of the House, that at Washington, and that recomm: ndation was carried into 

| our bill, 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I 


would ask unanimous 


con- | But here it is agreed that 
unless my colleague on the confere 


} 


we provide money enough to carry 
ice comnittee desires them all on, if found necessary. 

e heard We come to another amendment, which was an addition to 
Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard. | the House provision of $100.000 for clerk hire. We appropri- 
[he SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio moves to sus- | Ated $335,000 in the original bill. The Senate added $100,000. 

pend the rules and agree to the conference report. | That amendment was agreed 
Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 


the SPEAKER, Under the 
sentieman from Ohio is entitle 
seitieman from Mississi 


to by the conferees by 
down the amount to $410,000 and 

rule a second is ordered. The | case of the appropriation for the 

“<1 to twenty minutes, and the! it was to be used as 

ppi is entitled to twenty 


cutting 
providing, as we did in the 
agents, that only so much of 


might be found necessary. In another 
minutes, | amendment 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr, Speaker, I shall be very brief. The con- | Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
¢ © report is signed by all the conferees on the part of the | question ? 

senate. It is signed by two of the conferees on the part of the | Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

House This bill went into conference some weeks 


ago, and| Mr. CAMPBELI, Is the matter as to whether or 
were quite a number of meetings of the conferees, and a | agencies shall be maintained left to anybody’s dis ‘retion ? 
t was agreed upon very recently. There was not much| Mr. KEIFER,. Absolutely left to the discretion of the Presi- 
| difference, saye On one question, and I ean explain a dent of the United States, where, as is obec, rved by the gentle 
ut it. The first amendment of the Senate, which is | man from New York [ Mr. PAYNE] to me private! 

ed in by all the conferees on the part of the House, wag | law leaves it. That is true in 

Se the appropriations for the payment of pensions. as | true. Under the present 
the House bill, from $150,000.000 Co $162,000,000. The | were required to be 

il $12,000,000 were put in in consequence of the passage | States. 
widows’ pension bill, known as the ~ Sulloway bill.” T¢ 

opinion, it seems, of the Comn 
d add to the value o 


not these 


y, the present 
a general way, but not absolutely 
law (R. S.. sec. 4780) the 

established by the President 
He could make one, two, or eighteen, or a hundred, if 
| he chose. | think we were unanimously of the opinion that 
lissioner of Pensions thai | the President, having the right to establish a 
f the pension roll $12,000,000, and for | right to disestablish 


Are 


f the United 


agencies, had the 
them. 
nit was added. | myself was of the opinion that on Mr. CAMPBELL. Do you make any chan 
of changes in the pension roll from deaths and other- | 


S in this bill? 

Mr. KEIFER. We make no chai here in that, except I 
want to say that there are probably four or five of the ag 
that were, originally est tblished by law. and those he would 
not, I think, have the right to disestablish, Hy might reduce 
the agencies very materially, but perhaps not down to one. | 
seems to} think the matter is left entirely with the President with that 
were paid | exception. 


pensioner. |] In the original bill 
ler of Pensions that it has not 


} and other necessary expenses. to 
order that there might be no | the Interior in paying agents 
in the amendment. which is | payment. The Senat ha 

In the conference report it will be seen we 

Mr, ¢ RUMPACKER, more, making it $65,000. 
‘Pon this subject? the part of the Senate was ‘0 provide for the additional ex- 
M .EIFER., Certainly, pense that would be incurred by the Department in providin 
RUMPACKER. Does the bill, as agreed upon, prevent | free franking privilege on to be furnishe 

Soldiers’ Home from withholding or with the voucher to e ‘TS, SO that when | 
; ensions of members of these Homes? ceives his voucher he 
, LIFER. It does not. but 


"was not necessary to have added so much, at least at 
€; but we have agreed to that imendment of the Senate, 
ond amendment, also agreed to, provides that all pen- 
inmates of Soldiers and Sailors’ Homes in States Shall 
their pensions directly as all others do. It 
0 the impression Somewhere that pensions 
of these Homes directly instead of to the 
‘and from the Commissio; 

rule heretofore, but in 
about it the Senate put 
inendment numbered 


se 


ucies 


we appropriated $30,000 for stationery 
be used by the Secretary o# 
$ and making Provision for 


their 
a added $10,000 to th if, 


making it $40,000, 
have added $95 0 0 
The purpose of adding the $10.01 0 on 


» 


Will the gentleman allow a question 


envelopes that are 


as FQ 


exacting any por- | ach of the pension 


would receive a penalty frank envel » 
it leaves that wholly as a | addressed to the broper pension agent in which to return e 
(0 be arranged with the State Soldiers’ Home and the | voucher after it is filled up to the proper agent. 

but the pensioner is to receiye his pension directly | That is provided for in Senate amendment No. 8, and we 

€ is an inmate of the Home or not. I understand that | have concurred in that, and I think this Will avoid some mis- 

ys been the rule, however, |} takes and save the pensioners trouble and ey, pense. This 

M UNSHAW. Wil! the gentleman allow a question? | $65,000, however, or a part of it, was put in for 4 purpose of 

: EIFER. Yes, | enabling the Department to purchase ada if machines and ad- 

- HINSHAW. Is it not the custom of some Soldiers’ | dressing machines to be used in facilitay he pay of pen- 

“x0 cated in the various States to exact a part of the pen- | sions and in reducing the expenses of paying the pensions. In my 

° en he goes there to protect themselves, or to exclude the opinion, that being done and a provision for it being y ade, the 

VN — the Home? 7 President is at liberty, if not required, to reduce hese pension 

ail, 7, IFER. That 1S not the effect of the amendment at | agencies down to at least the humber that was provided or cri. 

nav a. s/aPly makes it impossible for the pension agencies to nally by law, though perhaps not to one. I may say that the 
pat lomes directly, leaving the Homes to negotiate with the | conferees on the part of 

os 's. The third amendment of the Se 


the House were of o 
matter. We had frequent 


upon this as the best I 


nate was on the 
embered that the 


e mind about this 
we have agreed 
made and agreed 


\ conferences, and 
I pension agencies, It will be rem 


rovision that could be 
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| 
upon. The Senate has concurred in this conference report al- | 
ready, and I think we should concur now. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, as one of the conferees on the 
part of the House, I am unable to concur in this report, and I | 
ask the House to reject it, for the reason that it marks a square 
backdown and recession from the position that this House has 
twice taken on the subject of the discontinuance of these unnec- 
essary pension and a backward step in a _ praise- 
worthy attempt to abolish useless offices, and thereby prevent a | 
shameful waste of public money. 

This report as it comes back to this body carries not only 
every dollar that 
and for the payment of their expenses, but carries 
$10,000 more for administration than was suggested when the 
bill was originally considered here, that sum being added to the 
appropriation for stationery for the purpose of furnishing the 
eusioners with addressed franked envelopes to be used by them 
1 returning their vouchers. As to that particular expenditure 

inake no special complaint; but I do say that this House, 
after having twice declared itself by decisive majorities with 
reference to the abolition of these pension agencies, ought to 
stand ground and not permit 
Senate any such manner 


agencies, 


agencies 


1 
i 
I 


Its 


in this instances, [Loud 
applause. ] 
Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], the chairman 


of the House conferees, says that this whole matter is in the 


as 


report 


discretion of the President. Ah, that is true as to all these 
pension agencies established under the act of 1867 and the 
subsequent acts, which are practically reprints thereof; but 


there were pension agencies established by acts of Congress 
before that time—four or five in number, if I mistake not 
which are beyond the President’s power. But whether that 
be true or not, I for one object to putting on the Executive 
a responsibility that the legislative department of this Govern- 
ment ought to assume. [Renewed applause.] I for one object 
to asking the President to take the responsibility of destroying 
these agencies, when it is the duty of Congress to attend to 
this matter. We should do our duty and not shirk it, in the 
hope that the President will do it for us. I want to call your 
attention to the fact that the President has had this matter 
put up to him in at least as vigorous shape as is proposed by 
this report and by the language of the bill as agreed on in 
couference for over a year, and he has done nothing’ whatever 
in the premises. The last pension appropriation bill carried 
this proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall make inquiry and 
report to Congress at the beginning of its next regular session the effect 
of the reduction of the present pension agencies to one such agency 
upon the economic execution of the pension laws, the prompt and effi- 
cient payment of pensioners, and the inconvenience to pensioners, if 
any, which would result from such reduction. This provision shall not 
be construed to interfere with or limit the right of the President under 
existing law in respect to reduction or consolidation of existing pension 
agencies. * 

Now, in response to that inquiry, an inquiry addressed to the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions 
by the Senate as well as the House, the information comes here 
in the shape of an emphatic recommendation for the disestab- 
lishment of these agencies and an unequivocal statement that 
no pensioner in the United States will suffer any inconvenience 
by reason of their abolition. This information was asked by 
both Houses. 

It has been acted on by one, but the Senate passed this bill, 
as I am advised, in three (nd one-half minutes without any con- 
sideration whatever of the report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or of the information that he communicated in respouse to 
the joint request of the House and Senate; and without debate 
or division adopted, as a part of the bill, the amendments re- 
storing these agencies and multiplying and increasing the cost 
of administration. 

There has not been an appropriation bill considered by this 
House during this session that the attention of the Congress 
has not been called to the facts that the revenues are decreas- 
ing, expenditures increasing, and that each day’s operations in- 
erease the deficit in the Treasury. 


What are you going to do about it? The pensioners have to 


be paid. The amount necessary for their payment is ascer- 
tained by a mathematical calculation, but this reform will 
save hundreds of thousands of dollars in administration an- 


nually. Is the House going to stand here and permit itself to 
be walked over roughshod and the expense of maintaining this 
useless and expensive machinery continued, when a clear way 
is pointed out to reduce these expenditures and save money 
without the slightest inconvenience to the pensioners or any- 
body else except the useless agents who so vigorously object to 
being separated from the Public Treasury? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


was proposed for the maintenance of these | 


itself to be run over by the | 
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Now, it may be said that we are justified in yielding h 
are justified in surrendering the position of the House, becs 
to contend further will endanger the bill, endanger the 
visions for the payment of the pensioners. 

Mr. HAMLIN. What would be saved in cost if the 


} 
i 


| ber of these pension agencies were reduced to one? 


Mr. BOWERS. Why, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ker: 
is authority for the statement that it will save over $400.0 
year. His latest estimates show an annual saving of al 
$450,000, and from my investigation I am convinced that | 
correct. 

Mr. HARDY. Without any detriment to the service? 

Mr. BOWERS. On the contrary, to the positive im) 
ment and betterment of the.service. Now, let me return to 
question as to whether the refusal to agree to this confe: 
report will endanger the payment of pensions, 

I can not for the life of me see how it can. It is app 
that this Congress is going to sit here several days long: 
least. Two joint resolutions, one carrying every dollar 1 
sary to pay the pensioners, and the other providing for the 
of administration, could be put through this House in less | 
than it takes to describe it, and I speak for this whole mi: 
when I say that if you will vote down this conference rr 
and resort to, one joint resolution carrying enough money { 
pay the pensioners, and another joint resolution to provide for 
the expenses of administration, according to the idea of the 
House of the amount needed for administration, those resi 
lutions will be permitted to go through by unanimous cous 
and without a roll call, and the minority leader [Mr. WiLL1\™ 
nods his approval of that proposition. So it is up to you 
tlemen, to save this money or to waste it, just as you choose. 

You can save it by voting down this report and passing 4 
joint resolution providing the money to pay the pensi 
and another joint resolution providing in a lump sum whi 
you think necessary—not what the Senate wants—for the ad 
ministration of the Pension Office, leaving it for the he: 
that Bureau to work out the details and method of payment 
the best way he can, and that, of course, will mean a reduction 
of these agencies to one. And it must not be understood that 
the defeat of this report will defeat the bill. It wil! 
simply that the House refuses to concur in the amendine! 
the Senate, and the bill can and will go at once back t 
ference. 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. Is it not true that in the 
ninth Congress the House abolished these agencies 
Senate pursued the same tactics and forced them back 
the House in a conference report? 

Mr. BOWERS. Certainly; and we really got more « 
the conference in the Fifty-ninth Congress than we get licre. 
If you adopt this report, you will be one year behind where 
vou were at the beginning of this Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I used? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has use 
minutes, 

Mr. BOWERS. I yield three minutes to the gentlem: 
Alabama [|[Mr. HEFLin]. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against the | 
now pendiny, and I take this opportunity to call the att 
the country to the attitude of the Republican floor lead 
PAYNE] toward the farmers and toward their interest 
erally. 

I have a measure here unanimously reported by the 
tural Committee, a bill that seeks to safeguard the m 
gathering agricultural statistics and the publication of t! 
to prevent falsification, and so forth. That bill is wnani 
reported and is now on the Calendar, and to-day I asked 
mous consent to call that measure up and to pass it, « 
jection came not from the Democratic side. 

The president of the Farmers’ National Congress fa 
legislation. The president of the Southern Cotton Associ 
dorses it, and the president of the Farmers’ Union is e! 
tically for it. The farmers all over the country favor 
they want this legislation, but their wants amount to } 
with the Republican floor leader [Mr, Payne] and his 
this House. 

If this were a trust measure or a ship subsidy y 
count on the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAyYN! 
to it his unqualified and enthusiastic support. [APP 
the Democratic side. ] 

But, sir, if the legislation is in the interest of the pe: 
erally,-or the farmers of the country, the gentlem 
New York [Mr. Payne], ever watchful of certain 5s)" 
terests, rises and objects. [Applause on the Democrat 

How long, Mr. Speaker, will the people be deceive: 
| deception that we see practiced by Republican leade! 
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, ; | : 
How can any honest man oppose this bill to Safeguard | opens the way. It does put it up t 
tural statistics? | it has been there, but 
‘is the bill and report : | not what we wanted, 
li. R. 21847) to prevent falsifications in the collection and com believe we ought to have, but it is the best that we could get 
n of fae Statistics and the unauthorized issuance and at this time, and therefore we accepted it rather than throw 
cation o 1 Ss e, . . . 
ae ae | the whole matter over and take the chances of not having the 
enacted, etc., That it Shall be unlawful for any person in the | provision wit} ‘hich t et the n: . f the nengj = 
nent of the Government of the United States to divulge, or I Visi n wi a Ww lich 0 meet the payment Ot the Dpensione rs. 
be divulged, or in any way to give out, or cause to be given Mr. BOW ERS. |] yield three minutes, Mr. Speaker, to the 
lish, or make known to anyone not authorized by law to have gentleman from Texas [Mr. Br RLESON ] 
ve the same, any information, Statistical or otherwise, acquired - PIRI Re , a he : 2 
ie of his employment by or ofticial position with any Depart- ; Mr. BI RLES( IN, Mr. Speaker 
f the Government of the United States regarding the reports on | tion of this conferey 
nditions prior to the hour that the crop estimate is published 
W required by law. 
- That it shall be unlawful for 


° 
J 
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o the President. In a way 
it calls his attention directly to it, It is 
we are frank to Say. It is not what we 


» I shall vote against the adop 
fe report. I do not agree with the dis- 
tinguished sentleman from Mix higan [Mr. GARDNER] that this 
in the employment | 18 the best that we van get at this time. The idea! When a 
‘rovernment of the United States to divulge, or cause to ‘he di- | proposition is Submitted to this House, as it now is, that 
or in any way to give out, or cause to be given out, publish, or can effect a Saving of 400,000 
own to anyone not authorized by law to have or receive ‘the . . > > D&vment of seless salariac ~ 
iny information, Statistical or otherwise, obtained by virtue of pended for the pifyment of useless salari¢ 8, that 
toyment by or official position with the Government of the submit to the payment of these Salaries 
States regarding the amount of cotton ginned prior to the day | useless expense because the Senate sees fit to insist upon it, 
Department © Sinners’ report obtained by the telling us at the same time that they have given the matter 
That it shall be unlawful for any officer or employee of the | Ro consideration! Mr. Speaker, if this House will maintain its 
repel ee merica, whose Gotten —— Ye cottoction, compile. | Self-respect and insist upon the consolidation of these agencies, 
report of statistics or in ormation relative to the products of ava ha vg t ‘ > Sanata +t) imataly 
knowingly to collect. compile, or report for issuance or issue | 1 have not the least doub that the Senate will ultimately 
© Statistics or information relative to such products. recede. When this matter was before the House, 
{ — any person wae shall veciate any of the provisions of of the Committee on Appropriations made it 
Shall upon conviction be punished by a fine of not more than a iS savine eo » effected if Se 
) or by imprisonment for a period of not more than five years, that this saving could b effected if these 
fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. Sclidated. 
IASKINS, from the Committee on Agriculture, Submitted the fol- I now desire to pl 
eport, to accompany H. R. 21847: Pos icans hera 
Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred the bill Republicans mae, 
1847) to prevent falsifications in the collection and compilation | fact that we 
iltural statistics and the unauthorized issuance and publica- 
the same, have had the same under consideration and unani- 
recommend the passage of the bill.” 
HEFLIN. I am glad to say that the De 
favor of it. Here is a petition to 


any person 


we 
money admittedly to be ex- 


we ought to 
and continue this 


the chairman 
perfectly plain 
agencies were con- 


ace the responsibility upon the 
so you can not escape it. In the face of the 
are going to have a billion-dollar Session of Con- 
sress, are you willing to Save $400,000 by voting against this 
report? The issue is now squarely before you. If you vote for 
| the adoption of this report, do not go back to your constitutents 
mocrats here are | , 1 say you could not prevent extravagance. The chance is now 
the Speaker of the | = se 7 rg pe ae eee 
; : | Siven you. One more opportunity is afforded the distinguished 
¢ requesting him to leaders of the Republican party to come to the aid of the chair- 
up the bill and pass it, Here | man of the Committee on Appropriations 
the publie money. Will you do it, 
oe of ae oe + Repre sontatices: ; the jobs? Will you swing to the jo 
mk, iris some a uaa rvmetflly sequent hue | {26 O87 Wl! you 
! pass the bill above mentioned. It j 
C to pass at this Session of 
Speaker, I want the country to know that ther 
) punish an employee of the Government for o} 
‘ statistical information to the cotton and grain gamblers | 
untry, There is no law to punish the 
formation on the day fixed by 
and so forth. 
Speaker, we can pass my 
from New York wil] Withdraw his objection. 
the coming crop will amount to a gre 
ind in the absence of some law to protect agricultural] 
8 the farmers are at the mercy of the Smart rascals 
sambling exchanges, If a man can be found like 
who will sell this information, the ¢ 


individual 


' oF Some one else to cal] and effect a saving of 
petition ; or would you rather have 
bs that are at the bottom 


r than protect the purses of the } 
1S an important measure voting to reject this conference 


| the temptation. 
I say now, again, 
taining and every individual 


eople by 
report? I fear you can not resist 

Congress. 
‘e is no law the responsibility is places 
Republican Representative 
when you vote on this report 
m for giving out Sequence to follow 
law for publishing crop 


1 directly upon 
upon this floor 
» and you can not escape the con- 
unless you are willing to return to your 
constituents and deliberately falsify, and that surely you will 
not do, [Applause on the Democratie Side.! ] repeat, Mr. 
Speaker, the opportunity is given the Republican 
| to save this money that your chairman tells you 
without injury to the publie service, that the Senate conferees 
admit they have refused to consider whether it should be saved 


i “Ul, 
that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER], who has 
just preceded ine, 


bill in one minute, if the gen- 
Specula- 


majority here 
at deal to the specu- 


can be saved 


tells you ought to 


be saved. Now, will you 

gamblers will re- do it? If you yote for this conference report, I say to you that 

the man can not be punished. | the country will know, and every intelligent constituent in 
Speaker, in the coming campaign the gentleman from 


York, along with the other leaders of your party, must 
charge of deceit and unfaithfulness to the American 
|Applause, on the Democratic side. ] 
‘ARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I am very much | servations in response to 
thy with the attitude taken by the gentleman from Mis- | 
Mr. Bowers] on this question. I agree with him al- 
Olly in the Statement of facts. The conferees of the 
‘ld declare that they gave no consideration whatever to | 
‘lon of consolidating the pension agencies, or any other 
of the bill. It is a fact that I think they declared they 
his measure, carrying $162,000,000, in three and one- 
lites of time; that they utterly ignored the fact that 
| joined with the House in asking information of the 
Department concerning the propriety of consolidating 
‘oh agencies; but in the agreement here there is a pro- tand that the sum of $72,000 § 
hich has not existed in any previous bill. There are ment of pension agents at $4,000 
visions, First, we have heretofore appropriated for.| pill by this report, and $ 
' agencies. Now we appropriate | pension agencies just 
chteen agencies—and here $435,000 has beer 
creof as may be necessary.” these agencies, 
ehsion Commissioner Stated in the he; 


arings, as I remem- 
if he had undertaken to consolidate 


your districts will know. that you belie your words when you 

Say you have sought to keep down extravagan 

[Applause on the Democratic Side. } 
Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, 


C appropriations, 


I want to make just a few ob- 
the suggestion of the 
Michigan | Mr. GARDNER] that this report marks the best the 
House can get. I have list ‘ned with some e¢; re to find out 
what it was that the House gets in this report and [ have not 
found that it gets anything except every dollar and item of up 
hecessary expense restored to this bill with 510,000 on top of it, 
and we are just $10,000 worse off than we were this 
year ago, so far as expense is concerned. | do not believe any 
gentleman within the sound of my voice is going to deceive 
Self with the idea that there is anything in the 
much thereof as may be necessary.” 

I want you to unders 


gentleman from 


time one 


him- 


words “or so 


‘for the pay- 
a year,” is put back inte this 
2,000 at $4,000 a year means eighteen 
aS surely as figures do not lie; and that 
1 put back into the bill for the cleri al force of 
except that $25,000 has been shifted from the 
appropriation for clerk hire to that for Stationery, in order 
he had no money | that some of the money that has heretofore been expended for 
the hecessary expenses attending consolidation. If the clerks may be used for the purchase of labor-saving devices, 
lation shall take place at any time, there is in the next |} such as addressing machines, and the like, for use in the 
N, namely, an appropriation for clerica] hire, or so much various pension agencies thoughout the country. 
aS INMay be necessary, something which will give him | The suggestion of my friend from Michigan, that this is the 
sent fund, or a fund out of which he may meet the | best that the House can get, reminds me very forcibly of the 
necessary to the transfer of the agencies to this city | division made of the results of a day's hunt between an 
‘t consolidation, There is all we haye in this bill, It and a white man, They went out 
se 





in amount of money to | 
is the difference “or so 


Indian 
and hunted very faithfully 




















































































































6929 


wa «ws 


CONGRESSIONAL 


day and killed 


to separate the 


a buzzard and a turkey, and as they 
white man said to the Indian, * You 
can take the buzzard and I will take the turkey, or I will take 
the turkey an take the buzzard, whichever 
fit.” The Indian, after thinl about it a little while, 
*‘Umph, never hea white man say Indian turkey once.” [Ap 
plause on the Democratic side.] And the House and the cause 
just about as much out of this report as the In- 
hunt. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. Speaker, it not worth while to get 
matter, is it worth while to arraign the 
for not getting through good legislation. We 
recent roll calls here, and if we had not had them 
ive had twenty-two or twenty-three days, with ses- 
hours each, if it had not been for the opposition 
and conduct of gentlemen who now are claiming that if we do 
not get good legislation we are responsible for it. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Now, let us be fair. My colleague 
on the conference committee [Mr. Bowers] was not more zealous 
than myself in trying to reduce agencies. We had no 
dispute among ourselves as to our attitudes, but he now comes 
and suggests as an alternative that we pass, before we adjourn 
this session, a joint resolution continuing the appropriation of 
into the next. Why does he do that? That will not 
discontinue an agency, but make certain the continuance of all 
of them. That will not touch the question at issue at all; it 
will leave us just where he complains we are now left, and 
worse. 

But we are not left there, as the law will be if the conference 
report is agreed to. There was an argument made to a Demo- 
cratic President in Cleveland’s time that he should not discon- 
tinue agencies, because Congress had appropriated specifically 
for eighteen agencies. We appropriate, it is true, $72,000 for 
the agents, but we provide, “ or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary.” In that way we put in an entering wedge, and, in my 
opinion, if the President of the United States remains of the 
opinion he is said to have expressed, and the Secretary of the 
Interior remains in the same view, and also the Commissioner 
of Pensions, it will be their duty to examine and see whether 
there is any misapplication of money in continuing these agents. 
It is said that the President has the power to discontinue agen- 
cies under the law now. I think he has, and yet a Democratic 
President refused to act under it at one time. We have the 
power and we are proposing to make it easier. 

The law was first passed in 1867 authorizing the President of 
the United States to establish agencies, and it was reenacted in 
iSS2 with the same provision with reference to the establish- 
ment of agencies, but we have not cut them down lately. We 
are now proposing to do as my colleague from Michigan [Mr. 
G;ARDNER] said, the best we can. We have obtained some ma- 
terial concessions from the Senate. The conferees on the part 
of the Senate reported to the conferees on the part of the House 
the Senate was finanimously against it. We were not 


and vou ¢ vou see 


sing 


said, 
ra 
of economy gets it 
dian got out of 

KEIFE! 

excited over this 
Republican party 
have had 224 
we could hi 


his 
Mr is 


nor 


sions of five 


these 


last year 


that 
unanimous here in this House, there was a division on the pas- 
sage of this bill, and we propose to leave it with the provisions 
i have mentioned where it belongs, namely, with the administra- 
tion of the law. Now, that is enough to be said. The sug- 
gestion that we could do better by being obstinate and remain- 
ing a little longer is a good enough one under some circum- 
stances, but it will not reach this case. The conferees have 
had seven sessions. 

The conferees on the part of the Senate, the original con- 
ferees, were wholly changed. The final conferees agreed on 
this proposition because they could not do any better at 
can do is to put the responsibility on the Administration in a 
emphatie way than hitherto. I understand we have the 
largest pension appropriation bill that ever passed a Congress 
of the United States. 


,lOne 


more 


is $162,000,000 and something over a million dollars in 


nddition for the purpose of paying pensions, and in that we | 


have had but very little difference among the conferees. We 
have provided, as my colleague on the other side said, for a 
step to be taken in the reduction of agencies by giving money 
enough to the Commissioner of Pensions to purchase addressing 


machines and equipping them, adding machines, so that the | 
ultimately be done very much cheaper and | 


whole work can 
with less agencies. This conference has been concurred in on 
the part of the Senate. To my mind it is impossible to accom- 
plish anything more than we have accomplished in this con- 
ference report and I think the wisdom of the House will be 
shown by adopting it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon suspend- 
ing the rules and agreeing to the conference report. 


this | 
session. We have simply come to a place where the best we 


The total for the payment of pensioners | 
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The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore 


nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. BOWERS. 


The yeas ar 


1d nays, Mr. Speaker, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. 


OLMSTED. 


present, and I make that point. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


counting. ] 


The Chair will count. 


keeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at-Arms will 
absent Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 152, na 
answered “ present” 10, not voting 136, as follows: 


Acheson 
Adair 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
sartholdt 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
Bede 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Boyd 
Brodhead 
Brumm 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del, 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. 
Cole 
Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cox, Ind. 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 


Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga, 
Booher 
Bowers 
Broussard 
Burgess 
surleson 
Burnett 
Burton, Ohio 
Candler 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cooper, Tex. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Cushman 

De Armond 


Douglas 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Dixon 
Goldfogle 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Ames 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bennett, Ky. 
singharm 
Birdsall 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Brownlow 
Brundidge 
Burke 
Butler 
Byrd 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla, 
Cockran 
Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Darragh 


YEAS 


Dawson 
Denby 
Denver 
Diekema 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
French 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gilhams 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham 
Greene 
Hale 
Hamill 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Haskins 
Hawley 

Hayes 

Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, W. Va 


-* 
de. 


Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kinkaid 
Knapp 
Ktiistermann 
Lafean 
Langley 
Laning 

Law 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCreary 
MeGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinney Sturgiss 
McLachlan, Cal. Sulloway 
McLaughlin, Mich. Tawney 
Madison Taylor, O} 
Miller Thistiewo 
Mondell Tirrell 
Moon, Tenn, Tou Velle 
Moore, Pa. Waldo 
Morse Wanger 
Mouser Washburn 
Murdock Weems 
Murphy Wheeler 
Ne aeons Wilson. P 
Nelson Wood 
Norris Young 


Nye 
Olcott 
Olmsted 


Parker, 
Parsons 
Pearre 
Porter 
Prince 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rodenberg 
Rotherme! 


S.1 


Scott 
Sherwood 
Smith, Cal 
Smith, low 
Smith, Mic! 
Smith, Mo. 
Southwick 
Sterling 


NAYS—89. 


Ellerbe 
Ellis, Mo. 
Finley 
Floyd 
Fowler 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Glass 
Gordon 
Granger 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Hay 
Heflin 
Helm 


ANSWERED 
Haggott 


Henry, Conn. Pou 
Henry, Tex. Rainey 
Hepburn Randell, ‘I 
Hobson Richard 
Houston hobins« 
Howard Rucke 
Howland Russell, 7 
Hull, Tenn. Sabath 
Humphrey, Wash. Sherley 
James, Ollie M. Slayden 
Jones, Va. Spight 
Jones, Wash. Stanley 
Keliher Steeners 
iKimball Stephen 
Lamb Thomas, 
Lloyd Underw 
Macon Volstead 
Moore, Tex. Watkins 
Nicholls Webb 
O'Connell Williams 
Padgett 

Page 

Payne 


‘ 


“ PRESENT ”"—10. 


Riordan Talbott 


Humphreys, Miss. Sheppard 


Lever 

NOT 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga. 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 
Fornes 
Fuller 
Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gill 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 


Sims 
VOTING—136. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, lowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa McDer 
Jackson MeGu 
James, Addison D.McHe: 
Johnson, S. C. MecWinte 
Kennedy, Ohio McLain 
Kipp McMil! 
Kitchin, Claude McMor! 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Madden 
Knopf Malby 
Knowland Mann 
Lamar, Fia. Marshal’ 
Lamar, Mo. Mayna! 
Landis Moon, 
Lassiter Mudd 
Leake Ov 
Lee Patt 
Legare Perkit 
Lenahan Peters 
Lewis Pollard 
Lilley Powers 
Littlefield Pratt 


Livingst 
Lonew* 
Lorime 
Loud 
McCall 


patie 
st 


Russell, Mo 


f 


Parker, N. J 


) 


d 


MAy 25. 


Mr. Speaker, I think there is no qu 


Evidently there is no quorum present and the | 
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° 
Shackleford Stafford 
Sherman Stevens, Minn. 

La Slemp Sulzer 

Small Taylor, Ala. 
Smith, Tex. Thomas, Ohio 
Snapp Townsend 
Sparkman Vreeland 

3 Sperry Wallace 


Watson 
Weeks 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Ill 
Wolf 
Woodyard 


Clerk announced the following additonal pairs: 
balance of this session : 

_ SHERMAN with Mr. RiorDAn, 
| further notice: 
LANDIS with Mr. DIxon, 
WEEKS With Mr. SMALL, 
PRAY with Mr. MAYNARD. 
PERKINS with Mr. LENAHAN, 
OVERSTREET with Mr. Hircucock, 
MULLER with Mr. BRANTLEY, 
SPERRY With Mr. CARTER. 


his vote: 


BRADLEY with Mr. WILLETT. 


SPEAKER. 
ing 


e doors. 


Upon this vote the ayes 
“ present ” 
The ayes have it, the rules are suspended, and 


10—a quorum. The 


iference report is agreed to. 


Mr 
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MONDELL. 


nd the rules and pass the bill S. 6805, an act to en- | 
the development of coal deposits in the Territory of | 


SPEAKER. 


COAL DEPOSITS IN ALASKA, 


The second section is one which gives the United States the 
preference right to purchase the products of these mines for 
the use of the Army and the Navy at a price to be fixed by the 
President. The third section in my the most 
drastic, binding, comprehensive, and all-embracing antimonop- 
oly, anticombination statute ever presented to Congress, and 
the credit of that, as I understand, belongs to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Parsons]. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for 
this legislation is fully appreciated by all those who know the 
situation in Alaska. It is highly important that the hardy 
prospectors who located the coal fields of that far distant 
country should have an opportunity by combining their original 
locations to make an entry of sufficient area to make a coal 
operation profitable. We are now paying, as I understand it, 
from $9 to $10 a ton for Pocahontas coal alongside of our war 
vessels in San Francisco Harbor, while we could just as well 
be using this Alaskan coal, which could undoubtedly be laid 
down at from $3 to $4 a ton. We are now buying nearly all 


is, opinion, 





are 152, nays 89, 


Doorkeeper 


will | 


Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
on Public Lands of the House to move, and I do move, 


The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- | 


ioves to suspend the rules and pass the following Senate 


ich the Cler 
Clerk read a 


(Ss 


k will report. 
s follows: 


Territory of Alaska. 


. 6805) to encourage the development of coal deposits in the 


t enacted, etc., That all persons, their heirs or assigns, who have 


faith personally or by an attorney in fact made locations of | 
the Territory of 


nd in 


Alaska in their 


own 


interest, 


prior 


to 


r 12, 1906, or in accordance with circular of instructions issued 
Secretary of the Interior May 16, 1907, may consolidate their 


iims or locati 
* not to excee 


ons by including in 


dd 2 


a 


single 


claim, 


by L location, 
560 acres of contiguous lands, not exceeding 
h twice the width of the tract thus consolidated, and for this | 


uch persons, their heirs or assigns, may form associations or 
tions who may perfect entry of and acquire title to such lands 
rdance with the other provisions of law under which said loca- 


ere originally 


ted to consolid 


ed 


are 


made: Provided, That no corporation shall be 
ate its claims under this act unless 75 per cent 
ock shall be held by persons qualified to enter coal lands in | 


2. That the United States shall, at all times, have the prefer- 
ht to purchase so much of the product of any mine or mines 


ipon the lands sold under the provisions of this act as may | 


iry for the use of the Army and Navy, and at such reasonable 


inerative 


pr 


ice as may be fixed by 


the 


President ; 


but 


s of any coal so purchased who may be dissatisfied with the 


s 


fixed shall 


have the right to 


prosecute 


suits 


against the 


states in the Court of Claims for the recovery of any addi- 
n or sums they may claim as justly due upon such purchase. 


That 


of this ac 


‘t shall be owned, leased, 


trusteed, 


if any of the lands or deposits purchased under the 
possessed, 


or 


| bytany device permanently, temporarily, directly, indirectly, 
in any manner whatsoever so that they form part of, or 
vay é@ffect any combination, or are in any wise controlled by 


nation in the form of an unlawful trust, or form the subject | 


mtract or conspiracy in restraint of trade in the mining or 
coal, or of any holding of such lands by any individual, 


p, associat 
n excess of 


ion, corporation, mortgage, 
2,560 acres in the district 


stock 
of Alaska, 


ownership, 
the 


or 
title 


ial be forfeited to the United States by proceedings insti- 
the Attorney-General of the United States in the courts for 


nose, 
} 


The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonpEtt] is en- 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi 
[LLIAMS] to twenty minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, this Senate act, as its title 
is an act to encourage the development of coal de- 
It becomes necessary by rea- 


Is a second demanded? 


9 
- 


Mr. Speaker, I ask a second. 
The gentleman from Mississippi demands a 


ct of Alaska. 


the conditions existing in the coal fields there. 


te their locations in areas not to exceed 
paying the Government price of $10 per acre, obtain 
| The Senate act now before 
se is in the form proposed by the Interior Department. 
carefully guarded piece of legislation, required in order 

possible the development of the coal regions of the 
and third sections of the 


The SPEAKER. 
second 
Utled 
(Mr. Vj 
Mr. MONDELL. 
die S 
OSitS the distri 
Son 
thor those who 
hd, 
a tith 
the Ty 
It is { 
to ma 
Territ 


y of 


to the consolidated entry. 


Alaska. 
ew in our land legislation. 


have heretofore made 


The second 


valid locations to 


or 


That every patent issued under this act shall expressly re- 
rms and conditions prescribed in sections 


rhe SPEAKER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


and 3 hereof. 


It au- 


2,560 acres, 





or | 


the | 


the coal used on the Pacific coast from the Canadian mines, or 
at least a large portion of it. The opening and development 
of the Alaskan field will bring these American coals into com- 
petition with the Canadian coals and very greatly reduce the 
price. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gen- 
| tleman a question, if he will yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I would like 
much an entryman may take up under this law? 
| Mr. MONDELL. One hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. What is the law covering 
the entry of coal lands in Alaska? 

Mr. MONDELL. Under the present law entries are limited 
to 160 acres. It is entirely impossible to carry on a coal opera- 
tion in that country on 160 acres of land. This will enable 
| them to consolidate a sufficient number of claims in order that 
| it may be possible to establish a working plant. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. The effect of this, then, will 
| be to modify and suspend all the laws and allow the acquisition 
| of large tracts of coal lands. 
| Mr. MONDELL. Not atall. It applies to the locations made 
| heretofore under the law, and simply enables these people to 


to how 


ask 


| consolidate those locations so as to make it possible to operate 
| in that region. The maximum area is very much smaller than 
| the area generally occupied by a large coal operation in the 
| gentleman’s own State. 
| Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if there is any precedent for this legislation? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes; the House passed a bill like this a 
| year ago; not so good and not so earefuly guarded a bill. It 
| passed the Senate, but did not reach the President until just 
before adjournment. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. How 
from the means of water transportation? 
Mr. MONDELL. Well, one field, as I understand it, is about 
25 miles from the coast; the other field is nearer. 

Are there means of railroad 


far are these lands 


1 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania, 
| transportation now? 

Mr. MONDELL. There is not any railroad transportation 
at this time; and those who are contemplating building roads 
do not feel justified in their construction until the entrymen 
secure a means of acquiring title to their coal lands, 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. How long does the settler 
have to be upon the 160 acres that you have mentioned before 
he gets title to the same and is in a position to sell it to others? 

Mr. MONDELL. There is no residence required on a coal 
claim, as the gentleman knows. These locations were made 
from three to five years ago, but have not been perfected. This 
simply provides for the perfection of these entries made a num- 
ber of years ago, and limits the amount which any company or 
association or combination can acquire to 2,560 acres. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If any gentleman on this side desires time 
will yield it to him. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I would like to have four or 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Public 
Lands had very extended hearings on this subject. Those hear- 
ings developed the fact that under the limit fixed in the existing 
law as to the amount of coal land which may be acquired by 
any person, association of persons, corporation, or association 
of corporations are inadequate. Many attempts have been 
made to evade the laws. The hearings also disclosed the fact 
that for the proper operation of mines or coal lands of the 
character which probably exist in Alaska it is necessary that 
the area be enlarged. 
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five minutes, 
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iz 
another feature of this bill which is deemed of con- | 
able importance, and that is the provision which seeks to 
nt a iopoly in the coal lands in Alaska. The House 
comunittee during the ee adopted a provision which I 
myself had the honor to draw, and we were fairly well satisfied 
with that, but a member of ihe: committee, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Parsons], afterwards called attention to the 
fact that the amendment as drawn would probably not prevent 
holding corporations from acquiring control of larger areas, | 
and so, as I understand it, he drafted the provision in the 
Senate bill to prevent monopoly and it was incorporated in the 
Senate bill as prepared by him. 

The Senate bill in that regard is more rigid than the House 
bill, and object of that provision is to prevent, if possible, 
what has already occurred in some parts of the United States— 
the creation of 


ere is 


mol 


rhe 


a monopoly which might control the coal output | 
of the great Territory of Alaska for all time to come. I believe 
that the provisions of this bill are meritorious. I believe that 
it will enable honest men who seek to do business in a legiti- 
mate way to develop that great country. Many years ago, 
when the United States acquired the Territory of Alaska, it 
was universally rega rded an unimportant acquisition. The 
past forty years have already evidenced a degree of growth and 
development that is amazing to all the world; and no man, even 
in this day, can look into the future and tell what possibilities 
lie le cke d within the embrace of that great Territory. 

[ believe that this legislation will result in the development 
of the ‘coal fields of this country. It will be beneficial to the 
United States. Instead of securing its coal from foreign coun- 
tries, from the British provinces, the United States, when it | 
sends its fleet to the Pacific coast, cam then secure Alaskan | 
1 believe if this bill be adopted, it will prevent the acquisi- 
tion of a monopoly in the coal mines of Alaska. 

I yield back such time as I have not used to the gentleman | 
from Mississippi [Mr. Wrrtxiitams]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is there any other gentleman who desires 
to speak on this side? 

Mr. HACKNEY. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas a question. I should like to inquire if the purpose of 
this bill is to apply only to past locations? 

Mr. ROBINSON. This applies only to past locations. 

Mr. HACKNEY. How about future locations? Do you in- 
tend to give the same benefits to persons locating hereafter? 
Would not the same argument apply to those cases? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; the argument would apply, but it | 
was not thought by the Committee on the Public Lands that it 
was best to undertake a revision of the general coal laws at this 
time. That committee has, I believe, under consideration a bill 


as 


coal, 





| the United States itself. 
| very 
| some arbitrary limitation must be fixed, but it is thought 1 
| past experience in the operation of coal mines, not in Alas 


| Alaska, the 
| limitation, looking both to the progress and development of 1 


|amount of coal. 
| the 


| after, 


Mr. 
made 


MONDELL. 


on 


=) 


Mr. Speaker, there have been 
in the district of Alaska of 160-acre tracts, 
37,000 acres of land. There are probably a few 
that have not been surveyed. There is at least that area. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Has the 
Arkansas any information,.or has the committee any infor 
tion, as to the numbers of veins of coal there are on these 

Mr. ROBINSON. No. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. 
veins? 

Mr. ROBINSON. No. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. 
man arrive at the conclusion or 
the limitation should be on 


lar 


Nor the thickness of 


Then how does the ger 
the determination as to y 


Mr. ROBINSON. MI will state 


to the gentleman that 
question presents great difficulty, 


not alone in Alaska, b 
That is a very vital question a: 
answer. The only answer to it 


difficult one to 


is 


because there have been no mining operations in coal ther 
any considerable extent—but in the United States, where 
veys indicate that the character of coal is similar to th 
area of 2,560 acres would be a fair and reaso 


gentleman f; 


the amount of land involved if 1 
| committee has no means of estimating the amount of coal! 


May 25, 


surve 
compris 
more entri 


country and at the same time preventing the existence or th 


| creation of monopolies there. 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. 


and sixty acres of land with several veins of coal « 


Two thousand five hundre 


from 4 feet in thickness upward would produce an enormous 


Coal usually produces, after allowing 


waste, about 1,000 tons per foot in thickness per 


If you have a 4-foot vein on your acreage of 2,560 acres you 
would have over 10,000,000 tons of coal on that acreage alone 


If you have several veins of coal, some of them thicker tha 


ness of coal is, is beyond my comprehension. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Unquestionably, Mr. Speaker, the 


eX 


hat, 
it runs up to an enormous tonnage, and how the committ: 

| this body is able to determine what the limitation should bl 
the amount of acreage, when they do not know what the thick 


» or 


> on 


a” 


iste 


ence of the veins are questions to be determined largely here 


as well as their thickness. 


in area to warrant persons going there and investing thei 


| ital in developing the coal mining industries of Alaska. — 
| has been necessary to extend that so as to get transportation 


tut as I have already stat 
| it has been definitely determined that 160 acres is not vera ient 


can 


>| 
ed, 


it 


| facilities. 
looking to the general revision of the coal laws. | ‘The Interior Department and those who investigated the mat- 

Mr. HACKNEY. I should like to ask another question. | ter agree on the limitation of 2,560 acres, which I repeat again 

Mr. ROBINSON, I want to make another statement in this | is necessarily arbitrary. Many areas of coal lands in A! 
connection. I have been asked by some of my friends over | as in every part of the United States, are more valuable and pro- 
here why it was that the limitation of 2,560 acres was placed | duce more than other cecal lands, but you have to fix some limi- 
in this bill. The only answer I can make to that is that some | tation, or at least we thought some limitation ought to be fixed, 
limitation had to be fixed. The Department of the Interior | and we thought that a limitation of 2,560 acres was about the 
thinks, and that seemed to be the well-supported opinion on the | best that could be determined. 
subject, that 2,560 was a fair and reasonable limitation. Some | Mr. SIMS. Are they vertical or lateral veins? 
limitation was necessary to be made, and we think that coal Mr. ROBINSON. AII sorts. 
operations can be carried on under that limitation profitably. Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman not think 

Mr. HACKNEY. We have had a good deal of talk about the | we ought to have some information as to the value of 
Government giving away its valuable rights. Has the Com- | lands before we determine the limit? 
mittee on the Public Lands considered the propriety of making | Mr. ROBINSON. I will state to the gentleman that that 
a charge on the coal that these parties take out; the propriety | new country. Men who go there and take their picks ©! 
of exacting some revenue to the Government for the vast amount | shoulders and go into that wild country take the chance 
of coal that it gives away? all explorers take, and you can not get that informati 

Mr. ROBINSON. No; we had under consideration a number | somebody has gone there and started to develop. 
of matters—a proposition to provide for the leasing of coal| Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. And surveyed it. 
lands-—but this bill does not contemplate any such action. Mr. ROBINSON. Yes. And I will state further; proceeding 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman state how | along that line, that at the last session of Congress | 
much in area these coal fields amount to? to get some legislation looking to the Government goi! 

Mr. ROBINSON. That is not known. We can not give | and making those surveys, but the Government is not do 
definite information as to that. Much of the territory is unex- | and is not proposing to do so, and if the Alaskan coal fi 
plored. to be developed, and I think they ought to be develo: 

Mr. COOPER | ought to permit explorers to go there and take the chan 
could > put together under this bill? explorers have taken always since the beginning. |)! 

Mr. ROBINSON. Only one. The object of the bill is, as I Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes 
tried to make clear, to prevent the putting tegether of more | gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cratc]. 
than 2,560 acres under one management. Mr. CRAIG. Mr. Speaker, from the investigations mac: 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How many entries have been | committee, as I gather it, these are entries which have 
made up there on coal lands? Is the number one, ten, or fifty, | been made and have been made for many years. T!) 
or what? made under the coal-land laws, which provide a flat rat 

Mr. MONDELL,. per acre for the payment for Government coal lands in 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes. These men went there and entered some 240 or 250 of t 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How many 2,560-acre tracts | 160-acre tracts, and they entered them under the coa! 
could be made under this bill under the entries already made? Now, we found out that they can not work these ]a0 


ska, 


of Wisconsin. How many 2,560-acre tracts 


Will the gentleman yield to me? 


or 


2,54 
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bly unless they are allowed to combine these entries which 
already been made, and that is what they are asking for. 
y do not ask in this bill to be allowed to take any more 
i or to take in large areas, but they ask to be allowed to | 
bine entries which they have now and to develop their 
and go ahead and develop the country. Now, it may 
hat a very rich vein of coal in this country could be worked 
ably on a far less area than 2,560 acres. I do not gainsay 
for a moment; but these men are a long way from their | 
plies. They have to carry all of their material from Seattle. 
y have to ship everything there now a long way from rail- 
road transportation. Even after they get their supplies from 
this country up to Alaska, they have to transport them over- 
| for a long ways; and in order to get railroads into this 
try it is necessary to show them that the mines are to be 
opened up, and it is impossible to show that unless you show 
them that there are enough acres combined to justify people in 
opening the mines. 
hat is all that this bill is, as' I understand it. It does not 
ask for any more land, but it asks that these prospectors, who 
have been hardy enough to go up into this frozen country and 
e these claims to find out what was there, may get together | 
and combine their entries, so that they can make money out of | 
what they have there; and they have paid their $10 an acre 
under the flat rate in Alaska, as I understand it. [Applause.] 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to use any more 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. CusHMAN]. 
ir. CUSHMAN, Mr. Speaker, I do not know that there is 
hing that I ean cortribute to this debate in addition to | 
what has been already said on this bill. However, there are | 


one or two points which, if well understood by the House in | 
the beginning, would relieve some of the embarrassment regard- 


the consideration of this bill. In the first place, this bill | 
not seek to give to any man any more coal land than he 
rw entitled to under the law. 
Under the present law an individual entryman is entitled to | 
res, and this bill does not seek to enlarge that amount 
! y individual entryman whatever. Under this bill the en- 
t simply gets the same amount in area of coal land to 
which he is now entitled. However, the situation is that men 
found out by actual experience in Alaska that no man can 
go to work up there with any degree of success or satisfaction 
develop a coal mine on 160 acres of land. Now, this bill | 
y seeks by law to give to sixteen individuals, who hold 
res each of coal land, the right to consolidate those six- 
entries into one tract and then secure a patent therefor. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
CUSHMAN. Certainly. 
FITZGERALD. Suppose sixteen other individuals here- 
take claims, why should they be denied the same right to 
C0 1e in order to compete with these sixteen? 
CUSHMAN. Well, the Secretary of the Interior in mak- 
ing this recommendation limited his recommendation to entries 
I prior to November 12, 1906. Personally I have no objec- 
t to the suggestion made by the gentleman from New York. 
lr. FITZGERALD. This bill would tend to give a monopoly 
to those who made entries prior to the time limit fixed. 
CUSHMAN. As I understand it, practically all the coal 
in Alaska has been located, at least in the fields now 
Men have been up there for many years locating in 
coal fields, but they have been unable to successfully de- 
ind operate these coal lands by reason of the tremendous 
Cos nd lack of railroad facilities. No man would build a 
d that cost several million dollars that reached only one 
( tim of 160 acres. The men who are expected to furnish 
lroad transportation to get this coal out desire that the 
» hold the coal lands shall develop the coal lands until 
icient tonnage is in sight to justify the building of a rail- 


~ 


Lif 


TIRRELL. May I ask the gentleman whether these coal 
re in the interior or on the coast? 
CUSHMAN. The Katalla coal field is about 125 miles | 
‘ron the coast, along the line of the railroad that is expected to 
I it. The other coal lands, farther north and west, lie far- | 
ther to the interior and farther from tide water. Mr. Speaker, | 
sest we now have a vote. [Cries of “ Vote!’’] | 
’ question was taken. 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
me pesy Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 
sent. 
SPEAKER. The point is well taken. The Doorkeeper | 
ose the doors; the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify absentees; | 


is 
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and as many as favor the motion will, as their names are called, 


answer “ yea,” 
not 


present and 


and those opp 
voting will an 


will call the roll. 


The question was taken, and there were 
answered “ present” 14, not voting 188, as follows: 


Acheson 
Adair 
Adamson 


| Ashbrook 


Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
startlett, Ney. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bede 

Bell, Ga, 
Bonynge 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Burleson 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
‘alderhead 
‘ampbell 
‘andler 
‘apron 
‘haney 
‘hapman 
‘lark, Mo. 
‘ocks, N. Y. 
‘ook, Colo. 
Sooper, Pa, 
‘oudrey 
‘raig 
‘rumpacker 
‘urrier 
‘ushman 
Dalzell 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Dawson 
Denby 


a fi fm fi fn fm fi lin flim i ln fm fl li 


Alexander, Mo. 
Beall, Tex. 
Booher 
Boutell 
Bowers 
Caulfield 
Clayton 
Cooper, Tex, 
Cox, Ind. 
Darragh 


| Cary 


Cooper, Wis. 


| De Armond 
|; Dixon 


Aiken 


| Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Ames 


| Andrus 


Ansberry 
Anthony 
Bannon 
tartlett, Ga. 
Bates 
tennet, N. Y. 
Sennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Brundidge 


Surleigh 
Burnett 
Butler 
Byrd 

alder 
aldwell 
arlin 
arter 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Cole 
Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Davey, La. 


Cc 
C 
eC 
C 


| Davis, Minn, 


Dawes 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga. 


YEAS 
Denver 
Diekema 
Douglas 


Floyd 

Focht 

Foss 

Foster, Tl. 
loster, Ind. 
Foulk rod 
French 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garrett 
Gilhams 
Gillett 

Greene 
Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 

Hamill 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Haugen 
Hawley 


will 


sed 


swer 





lull, Tenn, 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 

Knapp 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Laning 
Law 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
MeGavin 
McKinlay, 
McKinney 


Cal. 


McLachlan, Cal, 
Macon 

Madison 

Miller 


Mondell 


Hay Moon, Tenn, 
Hayes Moore, Pa. 
Henry, Tex. Needham 
Hinshaw Nicholls 
Hobson Norris 
Houston Nye 
NAYS—38. 
Finley Helm 
Fitzgerald James, Ollie M, 


Garner 

Gillespie 

Gordon 

Granger 

Gregg 

Hamlin 

Harrison 

Heflin 
ANSWERED “I 

Goulden 

Haggott 

Humphreys, Miss. 





o 


Mann 
NOT VOT 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Favrot 
Ferris 
Flood 


Fordney 
Fornes 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 

Fuller 

Fulton 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 

Glass 

Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Graff 

Graham 
Griggs 

(;ronna 
Hackett 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Henry, Conn, 
Hepburn 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 
James, Addison D. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kinkaid 

Kipp 

Kitchin, Claude 


Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Moore, Tex. 
Olmsted 
Page 

Rainey 


Sherley 


-RESENT "—14. 
Pou 

tauch 

Riordan 

Russell, Mo, 
ING—188. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knopf 


Knowland 

Lamar, Fla. 
amar, Mo, 
amb 


I 

I 
Landis 
I 
Lassiter 
] 

] 

I 
Legare 
Lenal 
I 
I 
L 
L 
I 
L 
I 


‘ 
r 





ly 
Angwor 
Lorimet 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McDermott 
MeGuire 
McHenry 
McKinley, Il. 
McLain 
McLaughlin, Mich 


McMillan 
McMorran 
Madden 
Malby 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Moon, Pa. 
Morse 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Nelson 


Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, S. Dak. 


answer “nay,” 
* present,” 


yer 


those 


and the Clerk 


is 147, nays 38, 


O'Connell 
Olcott 
Padgett 
*arsons 


>} > 
Ly 


ird 
ray 

I in e 
indel 
eyno 
binson 
othermel 


ecker 
Ker 


, 


|, Tex. 


pest Demet eet et feet feet edb 


erwood 
nith, Cal. 


iith, lowa 


PLL Lr 


=s- 
* 





ivior, Ohlo 


T: 
l hist lewood 
Tirrell 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washbu 
Weems 
Williams 
Wood 
Young 


ro 


Sparkman 
Spight 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tou Vell 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wilson, Il. 
Wilson, Pa, 





Sheppard 
Slayden 


*‘atterson 
ca re 
erkins 
eters 

’orter 

ywers 

*ratt 

Pujo 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 


Rhinock 


Ric 
‘ 


t 


on U2 Oh a hh Wh ATA st SS 


unders 


ford 


2S 


emp 


ith, Mich, 
mith, Tex. 

napp 
Sperry 
Step! 

Sterlin 
lloway 


le ° 
iZer 


, Tex. 


I ott 

y aw he y 

aylor, Ala. 
‘ 


“hor :, Ohio 


Ss 
> 
I 
I 
‘I 


Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weeks 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wolf 
Woodyard 
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The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the balance of the session: 

Mr. BrRaApLey with Mr. GouLpEN, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Burcess. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. Lioyp. 

Mr. LoverInG with Mr. SterHens of Texas. 

Mr. HASKINS with Mr. LAMB. 

Mr. WHEELER with Mr. RIcHARDSON., 

Mr. Newson with Mr. RorHEeRMEL. 

Mr. Cary with Mr. Russerr of Texas. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. SapatuH. 

Mr. McKIN ey of Illinois with Mr. Murry. 

Mr. Hepseurn with Mr. LINpSay. 

Mr. BurLeiGH with Mr. De ARMOND. 

Mr. ANDruS with Mr. Burnett. 

Mr. ALEXANDER Of New York with Mr. AITKEN, 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. Driscortn, with Mr. Harpy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, HAvGEN in the chair). On 
this vote the yeas are 147, nays 38, answering “ present” 14—a 
quorum. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. The ayes have 
it, and the bill is passed. 

REARRANGEMENT OF SEATS IN HOUSE. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 419. 


Resolved, That the Superintendent of the United States Capitol Build 
ing and Grounds is hereby directed to rearrange in a temporary way 
before the reassembling of the Congress in December, 1908, under the 
supervision and direction of the Speaker, the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the seating arrangements therein, to conform to the 
purposes of the plans submitted to the Fifty-fifth Congress, third ses 
sion, House Report No. 2206, and the expenses of such rearrangement 
are hereby authorized to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina demands a second. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. McCatr] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gen- 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I wanted to know 
let this matter go over until to-morrow morning. 
important. 


Mr. McCALL. 


should be glad to have it voted on to-morrow. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the regular order. 
Mr. McCALL. 


a second, was not present at our meeting; so that I would say 
that it was reported by a unanimous vote of the members pres- 
ent, all being present except one member. It is a matter in 


which many of the Members of the House of Representatives | 


have taken a great interest. It was a favorite plan of one who 
was a very great figure in the history of this House—Speaker 
Keed. 


to present this very proposition at the present session, but was 


unable to do so because of his work upon a special investigating | 
committee of the House; and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. | 
has taken a great interest in the matter and has | 


BURLESON | 
really prepared the resolution which is now pending. 

I might mention other Members, but I shall not take the 
time. The resolution has for its purpose making the Chamber 


of the House of Representatives suitable for a deliberative | 


It is only necessary to say that the extreme dimensions 
of this House are 139 feet over the galleries by 93 feet, con- 
taining an area of nearly 13,000 square feet, by all odds the 
largest legislative hall existing anywhere in the world—three 


body. 


times as large as the House of Commons in England, with its | 


«> 


173 members: more than twice as large as the Chamber of 
Deputies of the French Republic, with its 558 members. 

Now, it is proposed to put a partition across just this side 
the door upon the side leading to the cloakrooms and at the 
corresponding door on the other side. That will leave this 
Chamber very much larger than that of the House of Com- 


The Clerk will report the reso- | 


| whose voice can entirely fill the Hall. 
| experience of taking people to the 


| such conditions as these. 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. THomAs] to twenty minutes. | 
if I | 
could not arrange with the gentleman from Massachusetts to | 
It is very | 

; matter of brains. 
I would be delighted to have it go over until | 
to-morrow, but I would say to the gentleman that I have been | 
endeavoring for a week to bring this up, and at this stage of | 
the session we have got to give way to conference reports. I | 


Mr. Speaker, this resolution was, as I sup- | 
posed, reported unanimously by the Committee on the Library, | 
but the gentleman from North Carolina, who has just demanded | 
| about what will be the cost of making the change? 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] has in a | 
previous Congress introduced a resolution of similar purport to | 
this one; the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTeLL] proposed | 
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May 


mons in Great Britain and larger than the hall of the Chamber 
of Deputies in France. 

Desks were put in the House originally because of the ne 
sity that Members were under of conducting their correspo 
ence while they were in attendance upon the House. By, 
very close yote, in 1859, those desks were ordered remoye|: 
and then, by a very close vote, the size of the Hall not hay 
been changed, they were at the session next following az 
restored. Mr. Asher Hinds, in the forthcoming edition of |,is 
book on Parliameftary Precedents, says that the reason given 
for the restoration of the desks really was the strongest reason 
for their abolition, and that was that the Members ei) 
frank their documents and write their letters while in attend- 
ance upon the House. That was an excuse of some yaliity 
at that time, when they had no private secretaries and were 
compelled to do a great amount of clerical work themselves, 
and when they had no rooms in close proximity to the House 


| where they might conduct their correspondence. 


To-day, Mr. Speaker, we have our private secretaries, and 


| each Member has, very near to the House, an office where his 


files and his letters are kept, a place to do his corregpondence, 
and there is no reason and no excuse why a Member whose 
duty it is to pay attention to public business should be en- 
gaged in his correspondence in the Hall of the House. ‘Ti: 


| and conditions have radically changed since that close action 


of the House was taken to which I have referred, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are gentlemen who have voi 
sonorous enough to fill this Hall if the House is quiet; but the 
normal condition is one of confusion, and then there is noboly 
We have often had the 
zalleries, possibly constitu- 
ents of ours, possibly people from other countries, who are 
studying the workings of American institutions and who are 
ready to look sympathetically upon the workings of the great 
representative body of the American people; and it is almost 
the invariable rule that they look down upon a scene of noise 
and confusion and are able to hear nothing that is going on. 
They look down upon a scene similar to that which the im- 


| agination of Milton pictured in another assembly, very different, 
| where the noise was so great that it “frightened the reign of 


Chaos and Old Night.” [Laughter.] 

It is unnecessary to argue that we can not deliberate under 
Nature aims to distribute her 
Sometimes, it is true, she gives to one man a fine brain and a 
powerful voice, but that is the exception. More often she u 
a fine intellect with a slender voice, and she gives a powerful 
voice to a man to whom she is somewhat parsimonious in the 
[ Laughter. ] 

And so it happens oftentimes that we can not hear the man 
whom we desire to hear, while the man whom we do not desire 
to hear, whose observations would give us about as much) })!eas- 
ure as a severe attack of the toothache, we are compelled to 
listen to, or else fly from the Hall. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman yield to 4 
tion? 

Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman inform the 


ifts 


ites 


House 


Mr. McCALL. I wish the gentleman would bring my atte!- 
tion to that a little later. Upon the line on which I was sjeak- 
ing, I intended to cite the case of Governor Dingley, of M:ine, 
with whom many Members now present served, a man of jis! 
extraordinary talent, but he had a delicate voice, and if was 
impossible to hear him unless you were somewhat close to 
and I doubt if in all the service of the gentleman from 
in this House he was ever heard in the galleries. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman mean to say that ( 
Dingley was not heard whenever he made a speech her 

Mr. McCALL. I say Governor Dingley’s voice was } 
to fill the entire Hall. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman’s recollection is different 
mine. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Governor Dingley was heard over the 
country. 

Mr. McCALL. I will cite the case of the gentleman fr T \- 
diana, Mr. Holman, and I would like the attention e 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] to this also. The sch 


tleman from Indiana, Mr. Holman, was chairman of tl “ 
mittee on Appropriations, and Mr. Reed said of him ine 
was a man of marvelous information, and yet it was 

sible to hear the gentleman unless we crowded about bin. 
is a statement that I make upon the authority of Mr. 
and it was made to this House by Mr. Moody, then a Me 
of the House, who is now a justice of the Supreme Col! 


Mr. MANN, Before the gentleman takes his seat—— 


\l 


{ 


t 
1, 
her 
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Mr. McCALL. 
I have occupied. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Nine minutes. 

Mr. MceCALL. I ean only yield a moment, because I must 

e way to other gentlemen. 


First, I should like to know how much time 


\ir. MANN. I want to get information. 
Mr. McCALL. Certainly; I will give any I have. 
\ir. MANN. Is the size of the room to be decreased? 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I should say that the size of the 
room is to be much decreased. I wish to say further that this 


change is only proposed, by the resolution, to be a temporary 
change. The architect says that he can easily make it at a 
comparatively small expense, and it is designed to have it for 
the use of the House at its next session. Then, if the House 


does not like the experiment, the old Hall will not be injured— 


we can restore it again—while, if the House does like the ex- 
periment, there will be an opportunity for the architect to strug- 
gle with a question which is vital to the health of the individual 


Members, and that is-to see if he can not give this Hall some- 
where a frontage upon the outer air. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says the size of the room is to 
decreased. Is the size of the upper part of the room to be 
reased? 

Mr. McCALL. The size of the room is to be decreased right 
through, but not the ceiling. 


be 
ade 


Mr. MANN. What I want to know is, are the galleries to be 
decreased ? 
Mr. McCALL. Undoubtedly, the size of the galleries upon 


the sides would be smaller than now. Mr. Speaker, as there is 
great interest in this matter I should like to ask unanimous 
consent that we may have more time for discussion, fifteen 
minutes more on a side. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will not object to that, Mr. Speaker, if a 
part of that time can be controlled by those on this side who 
are opposed to the proposition. 

Mr. McCALL. This is not coming out of my time— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. McCALL. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not mean to shut off the 
request of the gentleman from Massachusetts. Although I do 
not believe much debate will do any good on the subject, I am 
perfectly wiling to have the fifteen-minute extension on each 
side, but I want the Members to sit down and listen. I was 
referring to the confusion. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the Chair put the request to the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent that the time for debate be 
extended fifteen minutes on a side. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Coupled with that request, I should 
like to ask unanimous consent that this matter go over until 
11 o'clock to-morrow, in order that all the Members can be 
heard on both sides. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I object. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, then I ask unanimous 








consent—— 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I should be glad if the vote 
could be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to amend that request by 


making it the first Thursday in December next. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I can not accept that. 
I am willing to settle it to-morrow, but I do think that we 
ought to have a full membership present. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mas- 
Sachusetts asks unanimous consent that the time for debate be 
extended fifteen minutes on a side. Is there objection? [After 
4 pause.] The Chair hears none. 

; Mr. McCALL, How much time have I consumed, 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten minutes. 

Mr. McCALL. I will now reply to the question of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CruMPaAcKER]. 

Mr. MANN. Before the gentleman does that, if he will tell 
the House what the proposition is, as to how it is to be di- 
Vided, I think he would add a great deal of enlightment. 

Mr. McCALL. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 


Mr. 


the proposition is to put a partition across on this side of the 
ed door that leads to the cloakroom near each end of the 
a 
per. MANN. How high up is that partition to go? 
, McCALL, Up to the level of the gallery. 
Mr. PAYNE, And then there is to be another partition above 


the galleries? 
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Mr. McCALL. When you get to the proper width of gal- 
leries there will be an additional partition to the ceiling, so the 
Hall will be symmetrical with the floor space to the extent I 
have given and the galleries of the same width they are now, 
encircling the Hall. 

Mr. MANN. That would narrow the ceiling of the room. 

Mr. McCALL. That would narrow the ceiling, but still the 
ceiling would not be out of proportion in height to the Hall of 
the House. The House of Commons and the House of Lords, 
both very beautiful chambers in appearance, with much smaller 
areas, are higher than the Hall of the House. By the way, I 
would say that this rearrangement of rooms would leave a 
lobby upon each side of the House 80 by 40 feet, which would 
go clear up to the roof, which would be of great use to Members. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand from the gentleman that the 
present galleries would be floored over and that there would 
be a partition on this side where the outer wall now is? 

Mr. McCALL. The proposition is that it will not be floored 
over. I do not know just what the plan would be in the tempo- 
rary arrangement, but in the permanent arrangement the parti- 
tions would come at the point I have indicated, and the galleries 
then would extend about 12 feet beyond that, and then beyond 
that it would be walled up, and there would be a high room 
going clear to the ceiling, 80 by 40, on each side of the House. 

Mr. MANN. That would shut off the ventilation up above 
almost entirely. 

Mr. McCALL. The architect assures me that the ventilation 
would be as good as it is now. 

Mr. MANN, Every architect always assures that in respect 
to ventilation. 

Mr. McCALL. Well, it could not be worse. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; it has been worse. 

Mr. McCALL. If we contemplated a permanent change, then 
we could easily go to the outer air. 

Now, with reference to the cost of this work, it can be done, 
Mr. Woods thinks, for $25,000 or $30,000, and done in very good 
shape. As that is only the cost of running the House for per- 
haps two days, while the Speaker wastes at least seven days in 
every session rapping for order. The expense would be compara- 
tively nothing. The American people would gain it many-fold 
over in the increase of the efficiency of the House of Representa- 
tives. It is useless for us to delude ourselves. People who 
come to Washington and want to hear debate go to the Senate, 
not because the Senate is made up of abler men, but they look 
down here upon a chronic scene of chaos and confusion, and 
they do not carry home from the inspection a very exalted opin- 
ion of the American House of Representatives. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that 
this new arrangement proposes to take.out the desks and thereby 
lessen the confusion. Now, my experience for nine years here 
has faught me that it is not the desks that create the con- 
fusion. I never saw a more orderly and quiet set of desks in 
my life [laughter]; the behavior of the furniture is ideal; it is 
the Members that create the confusion and not the desks. 

Mr. McCALL. Yes: but the desks have operated as a tempta- 
tion to Members to indulge in work that is not work of delibera- 
tion, and therefore I would say to the gentleman that the desks 
are of no use here whatever but an injury. There is no reason 
why the Members should have the desks when they are attend- 
ing the sessions of the House. 

I would say furthermore upon that point that the inability 
to hear in this great Hall leads Members to talk with each 
other and use their desks rather than to gaze idly upon a scene 
of confusion when they can hear nothing. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman mean to say that each 
Member of the House can carry in his mind information on 
the various subjects that are likely to come up without having 
memoranda in his desk, documents, and so forth, which he can 
take up and refresh his memory when the matter comes up? 

Mr. McCALL. I think my friend from New York will be 
able to supply himself with memoranda from the committee 
room to meet any question that might come before the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would the gentleman have a Member go to his 
committee room to get memoranda on every subject coming 
up before the House? 

Mr. McCALL. I do not understand that Members carry 
full information in their desks—— 

Mr. PAYNE. A great many of them do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle. 
man—— 

Mr. McCALL. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, may we have order? 
We would like to hear what the gentleman is saying. 

Mr. McCALL. That is an illustration of what we have a 
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hundred times in the course of a session, and every Member | 
knows it. [Applause.] You gentlemen with a beautiful voice | 
like my friend from Washington [Mr. CusHMAN], who could | 
be heard in a ball much larger than this, ought to be generous 
to those whom nature has not so royally endowed. 

Mr. MURDOCK. May I ask the gentleman a question: Is | 
each person under your plan to have an individual seat, or have | 
all seats common? 

Mr. McCALL. It is the purpose under this plan to have the | 
change made under the direction of the Speaker. I have re- 
frained from going too closely into details, because some gentle- | 
men were favoring one plan and some another, and there might 
be danger that we would try none if the resolution dealt too | 
much with details; but there could be either individual chairs 
provided or benches with divisions in them for each Member | 
and a wide arm upon which he might take notes, with a pocket | 
in the back of the bench in front of him, where, for instance, 
the gentleman from New York might put his papers. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Do you preserve a dividing center aisle? 

Mr. McCALL. Yes; we have a large open division there and | 
a desk or table at which the members of the committee who are 
in charge of the business at the time before the House will have 
their places, both the majority and minority. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time have I remaining? 

The SVEAKER pro tempore, 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. McCALL. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, this resolu- 
tion proposes not only to remodel this splendid Hall of the | 
House of Representatives of the people of the United States, | 
but also to take out the desks, which have been used in the Hall, | 
except for a brief period, from time immemorial, and to put 
benches in the place of the desks, similar to the British House 
of Commons. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is final and sweep- 
ing. It proposes that under the supervision and direction of | 
the Speaker of the House, the Superintendent of the Capitol 
Building shall rearrange the Hall of the House and seating 
arrangements, that the desks shall be removed, and 
benches shall be put in before Congress reassembles, so 
that if .the Members of the House vote this resolu- | 
tion through to-night this change will be made during the | 
recess. Mr, Speaker, I am a member of the Committee on | 
Library which reported this resolution, but I was not present 
when the resolution was considered and reported, on account 


The gentleman has eighteen 


of illness and death in my family, hence I did not vote in the | 


cominittee for this resolution, nor did I agree to the report. I 
have not filed any minority report, because I hardly thought 
the matter would be pressed at this time. I regret to differ 
with my colleagues on the committee, but I can not now assent, 
and never have been able to give my assent, to the proposition 
contained in the resolution. I have had no full opportunity, 
Mr. Speaker, in the press of other matters during the last 
few weeks to examine carefully all the arguments pro and con, 
but I have always been opposed to converting this Hall into 
practically a British House of Commons. We have not only 
the greatest legislative body in the world in its personnel, in 
its ability, in the integrity of its membership, but also one | 
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| tute? 
| Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLi] says—he does not go into detai 
| there would possibly be an arm on each chair, like the chairs 


| take notes. 


| ten 





of the best and most imposing Hails in which any parlia- | 
mentary body in the world holds its sessions. [Applause.] 
To say the least, Mr. Speaker, and with all due respect to any 
gentleman who may differ with me, and speaking in a conserva- | 
tive way, the change proposed is a dangerous experiment and 
likely to prove unsatisfactory. 
The resolution is mandatory. 


If you vote it through to- | 





night or in the morning, this resolution changes the desks and 
puts benches in their place before the second session of this 


Congress. The plan proposed for remodeling the Hall and 
change in seating arrangement according to the resolution is 
in accordance with a report made by the Hon. Joel Heatwole in 
the Fifty-fifth Congress, which I have before me. I have here 
the plan for benches in place of desks proposed in that report, 
which, I take it, is similar to the map placed in front of the 
Speaker's desk. The Heatwole plan adopted by the committee | 
proposes benches upon either side of the Hall in the place of 
desks. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the report declares the ground for the 
proposed change is to make the House more suitable for the 
transaction of business. The House tried the benches once, 
and the plan was unsatisfactory and very soon was abandoned. 
It appears in the report’ of the Library Committee that in 
1859 the House, by a close vote, directed that the desks be 
remoyed and benches substituted for them; but in February, 
1860, almost immediately afterwards, the desks were restored. 
It is true, Mr. Speaker, the dimensions of the Hall were not 
ehanged then, but we do not want to change the dimensions, 


| the cost may be. 
| let us construct one above this; add another story if new 


Qn 


atl. 


May 


We want the Hall of the House, not for the people who go {to 
the galleries, but we want it for the membership of the House. 
and for myself I prefer the Hall of the House of Represent 


| tives as it has always existed and as modeled by those w))o 
; built the Capitol in preference to a hall which is modeled after 


the British system. 

It is said we need a more deliberative body and one less 
noisy, in which Members can be heard. Mr. Speaker, if 4 
Member has anything to say and knows how to say it, he his 
never had any difficulty in making himself heard in this H 
Many a time, when important debates have been before tie 
House, the silence has been so intense here that you could hi 
a pin drop almost, and no Member had any difticulty in bei 
heard. Take out the desks and with the Office Building, Mr, 
Speaker, the attendance will be still less than it is now. 

The desks are needed, in my opinion, for the convenience of 


| the Members, not to write letters upon and to frank documents, 


but for convenience and to hold many valuable documents ;nd 
data to be used in the debates which often unexpectedly arise. 
I believe to take the desks out would rather destroy than jro- 
mote interest in debates. Now, what is it proposed to substi 
Benches, with individual chairs. The gentleman froin 


I suppose we had in our school and college days, on which to 
The proposed rearrangement, Mr. Speaker, is said 
to be temporary only, but these benches, with individual chairs, 
or without chairs, are to be put in the Hall before Decem! 

1, which runs the date up to the beginning of the second ses- 
sion of this Congress. And the change once made, it would be 
difficult to replace the desks. Mr. Speaker, with all dve re 


| spect to the gentlemen upon the Committee on the Library—I 
| have the highest respect for all of them—personally I can 


of 
bring myself to support this resolution. I prefer the Ha!! of 
the American House of Representatives as it now exists. \ 
plause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, that is all I care to say now. 
have I used? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Seven minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Henry], unless the gentleman from \Mus- 
sachusetts [Mr. McCati] wishes to yield to some one upon tht 
side. 

Mr. McCALL. I think 
some more of his time. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I then yield five minut 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a service of more t 
years as a Representative has convinced me that 
should be some radical changes in the arrangement of this !! 


I 


How much time 


the gentleman had better consume 


| What we need more than anything else is to arrange it so 1! 


it will be healthful, so that it will be wholesome and coi 
able. To make the changes proposed in the resolution and 
port from the Library Committee would not add to our 
fort. Gentlemen in their report speak of reason and th 
being impaired by vehemence of voice, necessary here in 
to be heard. The trouble is that the architect who }): 
this structure provided for a hall within a hall, What 1 


| should be done is this: Tear out that partition immed 


behind the Speaker and the one beyond it and give the Mem- 
bers véntilation from the outside. Let the open air of | 
sweep in upon us and give us life and vigor to susta 
through the day. [Applause.] 

As it is arranged now, Mr. Speaker, at the end of the 
work we are exhausted. If you are going to make this ¢! 
change it so as to make it comfortable and wholeson 
Members, no matter if it costs $100,000 or $200,000, or w! 

And if we can not properly arrange this 


3ut all this is aside from the main proposition. Mr. S| 


| I served in Congress when Mr. Reed was Speaker of the |! 
| of Representatives. 


I remember that whenever he sou 
maintain order we always had good order. And I s: 
without meaning to reflect upon the present Speaker. 
can be maintained by him. When a Member has anyt! 
say that is of great value, my experience is that the Hou- 
the galleries are anxious and willing to listen to him. 
Whoever heard the gentleman from Massachusetts [! 
Catt] address this body on a great occasion when he ¢ 
have the complete attention of the House of Represen' 
Reference has been made to Mr. Dingley, the chairman 
Ways and Means Committee. I had the honor of ser) 
this House with him, and say to the present members! 
whenever he arose in his place on that side he was list: 
by both sides and had the very best attention from ever) 

















per on the floor. [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, whenever any 
\Member desires to be heard, as a rule, if order is invoked, this 


se listens to him. Only the other day I was almost at the 
senate Chamber and heard some gentleman like my friend from 


North Carolina [Mr. Tuomas] addressing the House, and could 
hear every word he uttered. The doors were thrown wide open 
in it direction. [Laughter.] The trouble is not the desks. | 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan, It must have been Mr. Cray- 
TON 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It might have been my friend Mr. 
CLayvTon, and I am sure we could hear him much farther, and 
he would be talking sense all the time. The House listens to 
the gentleman from Alabama as it does to many other Members. 
There are a number of points to which I would like to revert, | 
However, time forbids. 

The gentleman talked about the British Parliament doing its 
work better than the American House of Representatives. | 
Why, Mr. Speaker, I say that our—— 

Mr. McCALL, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a | 
question? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Certainly. 
Mr. McCALL. May I ask who made the observation that 





the gentleman has just referred to? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understood the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCarx] to make it. 

Mr. McCALL. I made no such statement. 

A MemBer. It is the plan he spoke of. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. But whether he said it or not, with 
the splendid working committees and our work being done | 
there, I say that the statutes and the public enactments of the | 
American Congress are not only equal to those of the House of 
Commons of Great Britain, but they are superior to those of 
any other legislative body on the earth. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman speaks of confusion on 
this floor, and the galleries looking down and having a mean | 
and small opinion of the membership. If you arrange the 
House as he proposes, you do not lessen the real size of the | 
Chamber, and the confusion would be the same. I fail to see | 
where we make any substantial progress in obliterating con- | 
fusion by that sort of change. My vote shall be against this | 
new plan, and I shall never be content until the House is so 
constructed by tearing out ,the partitions to the south and east 
of me as to give us thorough outside ventilation, giving us 
God's pure air and bright sunshine. [Applause.] 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, this is no new proposition. It | 
has been suggested times without number, but I never could 
bring myself to approve of it in any way. [Applause.] It is 
no argument to compare the British House of Commons and 
their house with the Representatives of the United States and 
their Hall. In the British House of Commons forty constitute 
a quorum, and they do not often have any more than that num- 
ber present. Of course a well with benches will accommodate 
them. Whenever they have an important vote and every mem- 
ber is whipped in, there are not seats enough, even with the 
gallery and all, to accommodate the members. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this House is a box within a box. The 
outside walls constitute one box, and this Hall is one within. 
This proposition is to have a third box inside of the two boxes. 
I remember the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes] made 
one of the best suggestions the other night I ever heard him 
make, and that was that the doors of the galleries be opened 
80 that we might have a little fresh air; and every gentleman 
in this House will remember that in five minutes there seemed 
to be a change in this Hall and we could breathe. 

Now, if the proposition was to run a partition right through 
the ceuter of this Hall and then clean out the other part of | 
this inside box and run the galleries out to the outside walls, so 
‘hat we could have windows open to the fresh air, and thus | 
five us a chance to breathe, I would favor it in preference to 
this proposed plan. 

Now, as to this talk about the desks being used by Members 
for distributing documents and writing letters. A Member 
Searcely ever writes a letter and never distributes documents 
from his desk, and there is a very, important reason why the 
desks should be retained here. Every gentleman has to have 
“erfain information at his hand. He does not know when a 
bill is coming up, and he wants this data in his desk. I know 
“olhe gentleman can carry it in their minds, but some of us 
tive sot to have the information where we can put our hands 
on it at the time we need it, in order to give the House the 
of any knowledge we have acquired on the subject we 
are discussing, Without an opportunity to file our papers where 





benef t 
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they would be available, the House would very often lose a 
great deal of valuable information upon the subject 
before it. 

Seriously, we need the desks. Every Member needs his desk, 
I do not think this is a step in the direction of improvement. I 
think it is a step backward. If, instead of a box inside of a 
box, we could have an extension, with the galleries extending 
to the outer walls, and doors open and windows open so that 
we could get the fresh air we so much need, every one of us 
would not go away from here at 5 o'clock in the evening feeling 
depressed and tired out from sitting in this Hall and breathing 
this air; then when we have been out of the room a few min- 
utes we are invigorated, because we have had a chance to 
breathe the fresh air. Do not make it any worse in that respect 
than it is now. [Applause.] 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts use some of his time now? 

Mr. McCALL, I think I have used 
gentleman. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr: O_tmMstep] five minutes. [Applause.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the events of the last fifteen 
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coming 


more time than the 


| minutes have indicated what all of us have long observed, that 


whenever any gentleman has had occasion to address this House 
upon any subject in which the House is at all interested he 
in obtaining a hearing. [Applause.] 
Once or twice there have been calls for order, because several 
gentlemen interested in this matter have been striving at the 
same time to ask questions of the one having the floor. 

Now, unfortunately, the Constitution of the United States 
requires that it shall take a majority of the whole number of 
Members elected to this House to constitute a quorum to do 
business. At present it takes something over 190. Until that 
Constitution is amended so that we can have a quorum of 40 or 
50 who may transact business, it is not, in my judgment, at all 
a good thing to attempt to imitate the arrangement of seats in 
the hall of the House of Commons in England. Why, here are 
190-odd Members sitting now, as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] has said, in a box within a box, complaining of 
the ventilation. Now, it is proposed to crowd us into a box 
within this inner box, having about half the space, with about 
half the air, and, of course, double the trouble about ventilation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the ‘gentleman from Pennsylvania 


| yield for a question? 


Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the gentleman think perhaps the 
wisest thing we could do, instead of having a box within a box 
here, would be to move the hall of the House of Representatives 
into the southeast corner of this wing of the Capitol, so that 
we could have windows opening to the open air on the south 
and on the east both, and then Members would stay here, be- 
cause they could do so without having their lungs injured? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think it would be far preferable. But, 
Mr. Speaker, if you are going to crowd us together, conditions 
will be worse than they now are. We have been sitting here 
now continuously for eight hours and four minutes. You could 
not keep 190 men sitting here on benches eight hours and four 
minutes, even if you had 40 sergeants-at-arms. 

Gentlemen say the desks are no longer of any use. I should 
like to ask you, What would you do with the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp of our proceedings, that gentlemen wish to refer to 
every few minutes? And what would you do with your Manual 
that must be consulted whenever a point of order is raised, and 
the Congressional Directory? Look at the documents on the 
desks all about you. Look at the 150 pairs of arms on the 
desks. Even the gentleman from Massachusetts himself is rest- 
ing his arm upon the desk. We could not sit here eight hours 
bolt upright on a bench. 

Mr. OLLIE M. JAMES. And how would Members 
amendments if they had no place to write? 

Mr. OLMSTED. How would you draw amendments? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course we are all interested in 
getting the thing straightened out. Don’t you think it would 
add very much to the order of this House if we should have 
what I understand the French have in their Chamber of Depu- 
ties—a raised desk, or tribune, in front of the Speaker's desk, 
where every man who wanted to make a speech should go and 
get up there? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Suppose a gentleman wanted to interrogate 
me, as you do now, would he want to go and get up there to 
do it? 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; and that is not making a 
speech. I referred to making a speech. 

Mr. OLMSTED. In the five-minute debate, where the most 
important business is discussed, would a man want to get up 
there for five minutes? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
ence if he does get up? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Most of us are more modest than the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It does not hurt him to be looked 
at. If the gentleman will permit me to interlard a remark: I 
have experimented in making speeches here, and by long and 





Let him get up. What's the differ- 


short the best place to make a long speech is in that semicircle hear what is taking place on the floor day after day come iy 


in front of the Speaker’s desk. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is true as to long speeches, but gentle- 
men would not go down there to make the ordinary five-minute 
speech, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And it is under the five-minute rule that 
very important debates occur. Let me suggest also that under 
our present rules any Member who desires may address the 
House from the semicircle or from the Clerk’s desk. The great 
trouble is in the accoustic properties of the Hall. If a man 
sits over there at the side, on the Cherokee strip, he can not be 
heard whether in a chair or on a bench. If he sits in here and 
the House wants to hear him, he will be heard, and there will 
be no trouble about it at all. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not agree with this report upon which 
this resolution is based in all that it says. For instance, it 
says that this is “the most disorderly and noisiest legislative 
body in the world.” I have read something about the proceed- 
ing in other parliamentary bodies in other countries which, if 
the newspaper reports are correct, are far more disorderly 
than this. 

Now, the disorder comes not from the desks, but from the 
fact that there are so many of us required to be here to do 
business, and sometimes from the fact that somebody wants to 
talk, and does talk in a loud voice, making a speech in which 
speech we have no interest and are not expected to have, as it 
is purely for home consumption. 
Congress which will make 190 people sit still and listen to a 
speech that they do not care to hear. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. HAmILTon}]. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
we ought to try to understand as nearly as possible the plan 
proposed. 
galleries, and it is 98 feet wide over the galleries. The floor 
space is 113 feet long by 70 feet wide. 
east and west, and bring the galleries forward accordingly. 
The floor plan, as I understand the plan, would practically be 


desk, which would remain as it now is. 
in this open space. 

The seats would rise as they recede on each side. 
would open from this space between the seats. 
behind 


Aisles 
Some gentleman 
me asks what the table would be for. Suppose the 


Committee on Ways and Means or the Committee on Appro- | Office Building immediately adjacent, with the calls upon us 
| elsewhere, with the incapacity for debate, nobody is here, 10d 


priations, or any other committee, should have consideration of 
some bill. The majority would arrange itself on one side of 
that table and the minority on the other. Suppose a gentleman 
under general debate desired to make a set speech. It would 
seem to me preferable, and more convenient than the present 
arrangement, for that gentleman to step back to the end of this 
long table, facing the Speaker, having the House on his right- 
hand ,and on his left, and address the House from that place. 
If he wanted to refer to papers, he could have them on the table 
before him. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That would leave him absolutely 
with nobody in front of him, would it not? 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. No; that would leave him 
with the table in front of him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What does he want with a table 
in front of him? 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. And all the membership of 
the House on the right and the left hand of him, unless there 
should be an arrangement for Members behind him, and in that 
case it would be as easy for him to turn around and face the 
few who may be behind him as it is now for a gentleman ad- 
dressing the House to turn around and address a large section 
of the House behind him. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If he would stand down there in 
that semicircle where he ought to be, he would have the whole 
House in front of him, 
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| men, when they have a speech to deliver, can get a hearing 


You can not pass an act of | has expired. 


| was made for a cellar and it is utilized as an auditorium. 
The present length of this Hall is 139 feet over the | 


The proposition is to | 
shorten that space; that is, to draw in the length of the Hall, | 
| plause. ] 
; | | your high sense of duty and your realization of the fact 
to have a space some 15 by 40 feet long in front of the Speaker's | soa iat g y 7 

A long table would be | 





9™ 


ae, 


MAy 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. But a great many Members 
do not care to do that in making a speech. 

Mr. OLMSTED. You could do that without changing the ar- 
rangement of the Hall. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. It strikes me that as far 4s 
order is concerned, that would guarantee much better order 
than at present. It is useless to try to hypnotize ourselyes 
into the idea that we have good order here. We constantly 
have illustrations of disorder. The man has to have leather 
lungs—harveyized lungs—in order to make himself heard here. 
and ordinarily he gets a hearing from only a small section of 
this House. Gentlemen know that. Gentlemen who want to 


here and have to gather down in little groups to ascertain what 
gentlemen are saying, even though the gentlemen speaking may 
be endowed with strong lungs. 

We all know that. Why pretend we do not know it? We do 
not hear each other. The men who can be heard on the floor 
of this House are few and exceptional, and the ordinary man 
has to make so much exertion in making himself heard on the 
fioor of this House that it frequently subtracts somewhat from his 
mental product. In the disturbance that frequently prevails here 
Members who try to make themselves heard are a good deai like 
the steamboat down on the Illinois River described by Lincoln. 
He said that steamboat had a 6-foot boiler and a 6-foot whistle 
and every time the whistle blew the boat had to stop. I agree 
with the gentleman from Texas that the light is bad. I main- 
tain that some people have had their eyesight impaired by 
service on the floor of this House. 

I agree that the ventilation of this House is about as bad as 
it could be, but the ventilation could certainly be made no 
worse by the plan proposed here and the lighting might be 
better. Certainly it would introduce a new era so far as delib- 
eration is concerned and give an opportunity to Members to 
know what is going on. The gentleman says that certain 
Members can be heard here. That is true. He says that some 
Occasionally that is so. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Sranrry |] 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, this Hall is distinctly 2 suc- 
cess. The trouble is that it is used for the wrong purpose. It 
As 
a cellar it is a success, with no air to reach us or sunlight 
to touch us, ” 

With its great, spacious galleries and flat roof to kill sound 
and stagnant ventilation to decay air, and it does both. I will 
add also, to kill Members. Nothing but the exalted patriotism 
of the Members of this House induces them to stay here. |{Ap- 
The last one of you now has the prison pallor on you, 


that your successor can not be found in your district is the only 
thing that induces you to risk your life to serve your country 
longer in this place. 

Mr. Speaker, speaking seriously, the trouble with this Hall !s 
that it is unhealthy; that it is a cellar, and Members become 
dead and heavy and leave it. The trouble here is that wit! the 


the House is brought into disrepute by having just a few Me- 
bers scattered throughout the Hall. 

Now, to take out your books, making a man hunt the ©’ 
GRESSIONAL Recorp, making him hunt for a paper, making ))0 
hunt for a book of rules and everything else, every time he Her! 
any of those things he will have to go and get it, and wi" 
gets it something else will call him, and he will be goins 
and forth and—— aa 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield’ 

Mr. STANLEY. I can not yield in three minutes 
Speaker, the greatest trouble with this Hall is the contu 
moving about from one place to another. You put the * 
man in an uncomfortable seat, where he can not get his ha’ 
anything, and he will move about much more. {[Applause. | _ 
take the most religious, most pious man in this House « 
him in a-comfortable chair, and he will listen to four ! 
opera and never complain, but you take him to church 
fifteen minutes he is wiggling around. The difference 
tween the chair and the bench, not that he does not | 
the church more than he does the opera. [Applause.] Saree 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 58 
expired. 7 i 

Mr. HAMILTON. I will say to the gentleman it is »° 
essary to have benches; we can have chairs, 
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Ir. THOMAS of North Carolina. Does the gentleman wish Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
to use any more of his time? tleman from Massachusets [Mr. McCay] use some of his time? 

ir. McCALL. How much time have I remaining? Mr. McCALL. How much time is remaining to each side, Mr, 

he SPEAKER. Thirteen minutes. Speaker ? 

Ir. McCALL. How much time has the gentleman from The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten minutes to the gentleman 
North Carolina? from Massachusetts [Mr. McCati] and nine minutes to the gen- 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. Eleven minutes. tleman from North Carolina [Mr. THomas]}. 

ir. McCALL. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will the gentleman use all 
from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER]. of his time in one speech? 

\ir. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor| Mr. McCALL. I will yield two minutes to the gentleman 
of the resolution. I believe the experiment is well worth a | from Kansas [Mr. Murpocx]. 
trial. It will not involve an expenditure to exceed $25,000, and | Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to appeal to the House 
after having given the new plan a fair trial, if the House is | as an auditor. I have never known a time when a man who 
satisfied it can bring back the desks. This Hall is too | wanted to make a speech was ever daunted by a lack of au- 
large and the facilities are such as to detract from the public | dience or by noise or anything else. Whenever a man wants 


business. It can hardly be styled a good share of the time a | to make a speech in this House he will make it whether he 
ha!l for serious deliberation ; it is more like a private workshop. | has attention or not. _But most of us here want to hear some 
these papers and books scattered around upon the desks | of the time. This plan will afford us the opportunity. There 
of Members are not used in the deliberations of the day. Mem- | are two kinds of speeches here—the speeches made in general 
bers bring novels, fiction, poetry, and that sort of thing here, | debate and the speeches, largely conversational, relating to ap- 
and read during the progress of consideration of public bills. | propriation bills—and I submit to all of you that when appro- 
What would be thought of the proposition of having members | priation bills are under discussion the only place to hear 
of 2 church take newspapers and books and women carry their | clearly is in the region around the first two or three rows of 
sewing to religious services every Sunday morning? I can | seats in front. 
hardly conceive of a place that is more unsuited for the proper Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
transaction of the public business than this Hall. There is | jf he thinks anybody failed to hear him on yesterday, when he 
always noise and confusion and distracting influences, and, in | was discussing the mail-weighing question ? ‘ , 
my judgment, if the desks should be taken out and the Hall be| wr wURDOCK. Te robably » Members co “ar me 
brought down in size to something in reason, we could dis- | ee eae oe #.. os ee ee 


patch the business with much less time than it requires now. | Mr. PARSONS. You stood right in the center aisle. 
Why not make the experiment? Why not vote the desks out Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; I had to leave this part of the House 


for one session of ¢ ongress and try it? It will not cost much, I | and had gone down there to the charmed circle to make myself 
repeat, and I believe that every Member of the House is satis- | joarg. Who ever knew of a chairman of a committee coming 
fied in his own mind that this is not an ideal place in which to | sway pack here, or here. or here [indicating] to explain his 
do public business. We can only —- by experiment. Let bill? It is imposible for him to be heard from this part of the 
us try it. Let us adopt the resolution this evening and make | yy9)), He is always to be found down there in the immediate 
the experiment at the next session of Congress. [Applause. ] | circle surrounding the Speaker’s desk. Give us a chance to 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has | year: sive us a chance to hear the little conversations which 
go on when we are making up the great appropriation bills. 


expired. 
Mr. BEALE of Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman allow me ‘ . : : 
to i reauinidin him? ° 8 we Get us together! Why, there is some fear expressed here 
Mr CRUMPACKER My time has expired that we are copying the British House of Commons. I am not 
Mr. THOM AS of North Carolina. \ Mr Speaker I yield two | copying the House of Commons in favoring the adoption of 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] | this scheme. Why, I am copying after the Roman Senate and 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, perhaps I may come under the | the theater of ancient Athens. Cicero did not have a desk. 
category denominated by the gentleman from Massachusetts ee Set econo aie a saecan’ Samia 
[Mr. McCatt] as one of the unfortunate individuals who pos-| Gino ye benches: get us 1 — let ie etal ames deer ss 
sesses a feeble voice. [Laughter.] I am glad that the gentle- | G've US benches; get us together, if you want us to hear. 
man from Massachusetts -[Mr. McCatri] possesses a strong [Laughter and applause.] I would go even further, possibly, 
voice. I deplore the fact that he said that sometimes some of | ae have the tribune of the French Deputies for general de- 
° ° : * ® . ; bate. 
those with his strength of voice are given feeble intellects. The Pe a 7 / , 4 
gentleman from Massachusetts has doth a strong voice and a | _Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I understand that this 
strong intellect, and he is always able to make himself fully | Side has nine minutes remaining. I would like to ask if the 
understood in this House or in any hall much larger than this, | £¢@tleman proposes to use the remainder of his time in one 
| had not intended, Mr. Speaker, to say anything on this | SPeech. 


cecasion, but it seems to me that the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. McCALL, I think I have eight minutes remaining. — 

(Mr. CrumMPAcKER] has taken us back to our schoolboy days in The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight min- 
his reference to the boys sitting on the benches, when we all | Utes remaining. : : 
read from the old blue-backed spelling book, that “six small Mr. McCALL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
boys can sit on one long bench,” and to old days when we | Ohio. : . ; ; 
were taught— : | Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this 
Reading, writing, and arithmetic | proposition, not so much because I sometimes am unable to 
To the tune of the hickory stick. | hear gentlemen who are speaking, as because I am deprived of 
Instead of this being a step forward it is distinctly a step | hearing gentlemen who, were the conditions in this Hall more 
backward. | favorable, would more often speak. [Applause.] I would be 
| 


Mr. Speaker, the trouble in this House is not the inability | in favor of this resolution, Mr. Speaker, if for no other reason 
of any man to make himself heard and understood. The diffi- | than we would be able to hear more frequently from gentle- 
culty is that when the Members of this House do not want to | men like the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Howarp] whom we 
hear anybody, they resolve themselves into a confusion like | listened to with the greatest pleasure the other day, and who 
the confusion of a women’s sewing society, and all go to | does not care to take part in debate frequently, because he is 
alking at once. That is the whole trouble. Now, let us| not gifted with what, I believe, Speaker Reed once termed 
specify, “lungs and language” to an equal degree with which many 

Take our eloquent young friend from Texas [Mr. Sueprarp], | gentlemen who often occupy this floor. There are many gentle- 
i hun of small stature, and not of very large voice. Who has | men like the gentleman from Georgia, whose voices are not 
any difficulty in hearing him when he delivers one of his con- often raised and whose views would be of real value to this 
vincing arguments or splendid orations? Who had any diffi- | House did they have an opportunity to express them. If we 
culty in hearing that magnificent tribute that the gentleman | pass this resolution the opportunity will be afforded, [Ap- 
from Illinois [Mr. BouTtert], a man of small physique, paid plause. | 
© “ Unele Jor” CANNON here in this Hall a few weeks ago? Mr. McCALL. I would like to ask if the gentleman is going 
We can hear anybody here when we want to hear him, and | to have more than one speech? 

We do not hear anybody when we do not want to hear him. Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, Yes, sir; I have a number 
Applause.) of speeches. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 

expired, moment? I merely wish to call attention to the suggestion of 


wy? 
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the gentleman from Missouri and to say that under the present 
rules of the House - 

Mr. RODENBERG, I 
hear the gentleman. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is owing to some defect in the gentle- 
man’s organs of hearing and not to the desks. I merely desire 
to call attention to our Rule XIV, which provides that any 
Member, “on being recognized, may address the House from 
any place on the floor or from the Clerk’s desk.” No change 
in the arrangement of this Hall is necessary to carry into effect 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parliamentary 


ask for order. It is impossible to 


inquiry. Does 


not this resolution provide that if this change is made it shall | 


be made under the supervision of the Speaker? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. It does. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then, if that is true, I submit be- 
fore the vote upon this proposition is taken we ought to ask the 
Speaker, the Hon. JoserH G. CANNON, to use five minutes to ex- 
plain this scheme, so that Members can intelligently vote upon 
the resolution. [Laughter and applause.] That is all I want 
10 Say. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina.. I yield five minutes to thee 
gentieman from Illinois [Mr. Prince}. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, in the 


second session of the 


Vifty-sixth Congress a question similar to this was under dis- | 


cussion. On the 20th of February, 1901, I used this language: 


are placed here for the use of Representatives. The settees 
were placed in the Hall, and after a trial of about three months the 
seats were all removed and seats like the kind we have now, only larger, 
were put in the place of them, and the seats or settees that were used 
on that occasion can be found in the Supreme Court room to-day and 
can be found at St. Elizabeth’s Insane Asylum, 


{Laughter and applause. ] 


Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman have the kindness to tell 
us why the seats were taken out, and whether the House was 
reduced in size—and whether the Hall was reduced in size? 

Mr, PRINCE. In 1859 the vote was 103 ayes and 73 noes. 
The desks remained out for three months, and by a vote of 95 
yeas to 86 nays they were restored. 

Mr. McCALL. Was the Hall of the House reduced in size at 
that time? 

Mr. PRINCE. I want to go on in my own way. We dis- 
cussed that once before. At that session, on February 20, 1901, 
on page 2708S of the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], now Speaker of the House, spoke as 
follows: 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, with some length of service in this 
House, I have noticed that when any Member had a message to his 


Seats 


fellow-Members that they wanted to hear, there was no difficulty in 


their hearing it. So much for that. We have heard gentlemen quite 
well during this little debate of twenty mrinutes on a side. Now. the 
Architect of the Capitol tells me he can a little decrease the size of the 
desks and put them into blocks of four or five, and then it is quite 
practicable to seat all the Members in the Hall under the new appor- 
tionment. Three legs is enough for a bunch of these desks, and my 
own judgment is, with the necessity for a quorum, that we will get 
along better to retain the seats a little bit decreased in size and put 
closer together, and have More room than we now have. I ask for a 
vote. 

A vote was taken, and the gentleman from Indiana 
CRUMPACKER] Called for a division. The committee divided and 
there were—ayes 45, noes 161. That was on the 20th of Feb- 
ruary, 1901, when this Hall was the same size that it is now. 

Mr. McCALL. 
change, was it not? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. GoLpFoGLe]. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, the moment allotted does 
not permit of more than one or two suggestions. I have ob- 
served in this House frequently, when points of order were 
made that required serious consideration, that gentlemen who 
made them teok the Manual from the desk and cited authori- 
ties from the Digest, which could not be done if we had the 
bench system. Then, again, as effective work as any that is 
done on this floor is when the appropriation bills are under dis- 
cussion under the five-minute rule. Members follow the appro- 
priation bills as they are read; they are required when a para- 
graph is concluded to raise the point of order, if it is raised at 
all. Again, upon the spur of the moment, they draw amend- 
ments, and amendments to amendments, and substitutes, all of 
which could not be done if the bench system prevailed. [Ap- 
plause.] This is the American House of Representatives, which 
operates under rules quite different from those in the English 
House of Commons. I am opposed to the adoption of the Eng- 
lish system, which is far at variance with the system we have 
thus far successfully. followed in this American House. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Hopson], 


[Mr. 
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| proposition in the science of acoustics. 


I yield one minute to the | 





May 25, 


Mr. HOBSON. This is a scientific question. Ventilation js 
one of the latest sciences, accoustics is the very latest. \ 
tilation is the most difficult problem we have in naval! 
struction, We take advantage of the law of gases and secure 
natural ventilation, as far as possible, and supplement this 
the use of power. I submit that the problem of ventilation jy 
this Chamber can be solved by extending on the south side, and 
perhaps also on the east and west sides, to the outer wall. 1 
accoustics it has been discovered that size is but a small faci 
Form is more important, and surface is even still more 
portant. I have seen auditoriums many times the size of 
one in which a conversation could be heard across in any part, 
while 1 have seen halls smaller than the one proposed wh 
the accoustics were wretched. I have applied to be placed on | 
Committee on Ventilation and Acecoustics. By extending this 
auditorium, as indicated, to the fresh air, by using the parabolic 
form in the rear and in the ceiling, and by taking advantage of 
other modern discoveries in accoustics and ventilation, we can 
get a magnificent result, in keeping with the heroic proportions 
of the building, and I ask that this question be allowed to go 
to a committee having authority to call in architects and en- 
gineers, and that after thorough investigation a full report be 
made before we take any hasty measures that might injure this 
magnificent Hall. 

Mr. McCALL. 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. THomas] has three minutes remaining, the 


Mr. Speaker, how much time is there re- 


ren- 


| tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLi] has seven minutes 


remaining. 

Mr. McCALL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Burieson]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BurLeson] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, no civilized country in the 
world is cursed with such an assembly room for its legislative 
body as we have here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it is blest if it has one like this. 

Mr. BURLESON. I know that I am safe in saying that in 
no assembly room in the world is so little attention given to 
what is being said during the time the legislative body is de- 
liberating. The principal reason for this want of attention to 
what is taking place is that some of its Members are engaged 
in reading newspapers or books, some are writing, and others 
are engaged in conversation, and to those few who desire to 
give attention the Member speaking has the greatest difficulty 
in making himself heard. 

In his effort to make himself heard he not alone strains his 
voice, but sometimes loses the thread of the subject under dis- 
eussion. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson} las 
spoken of the ventilation of this Chamber, saying it could be 
improved ; yes, but it will not be. I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, 
that the atrocious ventilation of this Chamber has occasioned 
the death of a score of men. He has also spoken of the 


| acoustics of this Chamber, saying great improvement could be 


made, and also that the size cf the Chamber has nothing to « 
with its acoustic properties. I am sure that is an entirely new 

Experience in other 
countries has taught that we should have a small chamber for 


| deliberative purposes if the best results are to be secured 
That was a proposition to make a permanent | 


I say to you, having seen many assembly rooms elsew 
that there is no country in the world having such a sj» 
assembly hall as we have here. I appeal to the Mem! 
this House to give a trial to the suggestion embodied i) 
resolution. It will involve the expenditure of but little n 

The Superintendent of the Capitol building says the | 
can be made for a trifling sum and—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentlem:) 
expired. 

Mr. McCALUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the : 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the first man 
I ever heard discuss the proposed change, or the chans: 
proposed, was Mr. Thomas B. Reed. I heard him talk 
room yonder and in the cloakroom a half dozen or more | 
in his forceful, powerful way, and he said it was the one 
needed to make the House of Representatives what it ou: 
be; that the room was too large, and as long as the desk 
in it the confusion would be too great. I remember dis’ 
his talking to Mr. George Shaw in there and converting 
the view. 

Mr. CANNON, the present Speaker, was opposed to 
that on an appropriation bill, as I understand it, and t 
ing it a permanent thing. Now the Speaker is willing that 
shall come up for experiment. I talked with the archite 
will make this change, or the plans for the change. He 
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each individual Member, and just as good for the book on 
s and the other pamphlets and documents which we need, 
inged for in the back of the sofa in front. Gentlemen speak 


1 country railroad station, not at all. 
stered, leather benches- 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has expired. 

Mr. McCALL. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Con- 
ticut [Mr. Hiv]. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


They are to be up- 


| 
I 


The time of the gentleman 


ne 
Mr. Speaker, I have seen many of 


the parliamentary halls of the world. I never have seen one | 
tl to my mind was so ill adapted to the work as this. One | 
reason, I think, is that these galleries encircle the entire Hall, | 
and however orderly you may be on the floor or in the galleries 
there is a constant buzz of conversation going on all of the time, 


atter where you stand in this room. Now, then, if we could 
change and extend this Hall to the outer wall I would be in 
favor of it, but we can not do that except by joint resolution. 
We can, under a House resolution, try this experiment for the 
t session, ten weeks, and it will not cost much to know 
whether it will be a failure or not. Let us try. We can not 
make it any worse than it is, and possibly for a slight expendi- 
ture 
We can not make it any worse. [Applause.] 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
balance of my time, three minutes, to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have order. 
[Laughter.] Oh, I notice the gentlemen who just now laughed 
about order are all within the charmed circle. All of the gentle- 
men now practically within the Hall of the House, or the great 
majority of them, are within the space that would be in the new 
Hall of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress moved into this Hall in 1857, coming 
out of the Hall over to the north, Shortly after coming in, it 
was said, it was so noisy that people could not be heard speak- 
ing, with the desks in the Hall. The desks were ordered moved 
as an experiment, and after a little while the desks were or- 
dered back again. This is proposed as an experiment. I would 
like to make this suggestion——— 

Mr. McCALL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MANN. Not in three minutes, unless the gentleman 
will give me time. We will have in the new Office Building a 
large conference room, capable of giving seating capacity for 
more than 500 people. If you want to make an experiment at 
ihe next session of Congress, suppose you have the Committee 
of the Whole hold a meeting over here in the caucus or confer- 
ence room. [Applause.] Then you can ascertain without the 
slightest difficulty so far as the experiment is concerned. It 
may work well; I do not know; but I know this in reference 


shor 


to this Hall now, that the experiment now proposed will injure | 


us so far as our health is concerned, so far as ventilation is 
concerned. When the Hall of the House was created as it is 
how the lobby was committee rooms. They were removed in 
order to give more ventilation to the Hall of the House. I think 
the rooms of the Committee on Appropriations and the other 
committee rooms on the other side ought to be removed so as to 
give the House better ventilation and more air. [Applause.] 
But what is this proposition? To put a box in here, a room 
absolutely shut off from direct connection with the corridors, 
cutting off the ventilation of the House. We ought to have a 
hall that reaches outside to the outer air, but this puts us inside 
of wo walls, aye, three walls according to the gentleman’s 
information. What good will it do? 
can not be heard and by this gentlemen will be heard easier. 
The gentleman from Missouri said that this is the best place 
to speak in down here in front of the desk. Mr. Speaker, I 


Served in the House more than ten years before I had nerve | 


enough to come down in front of the Speaker’s desk and speak 
to the House. The House rules now provide that a Member 
iiy speak from the Clerk’s desk. Has anyone here seen a 
Member speak from the Clerk’s desk? ‘This arrangement will 
kee tll new Members from speaking in the House. [Applause.] 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 


\ 


from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my 

tine to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fassett]. 

_\ir. FASSETT. Mr. Speaker, in this House, under excep- | 
Uonal circumstances, a man with an exceptional voice can be 

heard if there is an exceptional desire to hear him. But not | 
Otierwise, My good friend [Mr. MANN] always has something 

hig i hearing, and we could hardly understand him now, and 

od id to use more voice than is consistent with deliberate de- 


48 you have all noticed. I would like to see muscular 





that there would be as good accommodations for the Revorp | 


‘benches;” but they are not such “benches” as are found | 


of money we may start toward an improved condition. | 


Mr. Speaker, I yield the | 


They say that gentlemen | 
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oratory exchanged for intellectual oratory [applause], and in- 
stead of a contest of violent vociferation I would like to see a 
contest of deliberate debate. It is only an experiment that is 
suggested and every speaker has admitted that there was some- 
| thing wrong with this Hall. The ventilation bad, the 
| coustic properties are bad, and the cubic space is too great. 

| We have to stir up too much air to make ourselves under- 
| stood by those most willing to listen, and this debate itself has 
| been a most admirable illustration of our dire distress. It is 
only a proposition to experiment. The short session is at hand 
and we can try it for ten weeks. The expense is but trifling. 
Mr. MANN suggests we go outside the Capitol. We might hire a 
tent, we might construct a temporary building outside, but 
what we want is an opportunity to test various experiments, 
one by one, in this Hall itself. It is not a British system, as 
has been urged; it is not a French system; it is an American 
system to try to be heard on all subjects worth hearing in this 
Hall. [Applause.] We can hear oritory but we can not hear 
ordinary debate, the humdrum important business that 
poses of millions and billions of the people’s money. 

We want to hear and to be heard on real business, and if I 
had my way, sir, I would be glad to dispense with the Recorp, 
so that all debate here might be focused upon the subject in 
hand. Now, this committee proposes to leave in discreet hands, 
in the proper place, the power to initiate the experiment—and 
that is American; that is not English. We want to break away 
from a system that has been tried and found, by unanimous 
consent, to be faulty. The only way to improve is to try until 
we succeed. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass the resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 105, nays 141, 
answered “ present ” 9, not voting 132, as follows: 
YEAS—105. 

Holliday 
Howard 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, N. J. 





| 
| 


is ac- 


dis- 


| 


Acheson 
Adamson 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 


Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Ellis, Mo, 


Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 





Barclay Fassett Humphreys, Miss. Saunders 
| Bartlett, Nev. Fordney Kahn Seott 
| Bates Foster, Ill, Kennedy, Ohio Sherley 
| Beale, Pa, Foster, Vt. Kinkaid Sims 
| Bede Foulkrod Laning Slayden 
| Bonynge Fowler Lawrence Small 
| Boutell Gaines, W. Va. Lindbergh Smith, Cal. 
| Boyd Garrett Longworth Smith, lowa 
| Brantley Gillespie Lowden Smith, Mich, 
| Burleigh Gillett McCall Smith, Mo. 
| Burleson Graft McKinley, Ill. Snapp 


Burton, Ohio 
Campbeil 


Granger 
Haggott 


McLaughlin, Mich.Steenerson 
Madison Sturgiss 





| Capron Hale Mondell Underwood 
Caulfield Hall Morse Volstead 
Chaney Hamill Murdock Washburn 

| Chapman Hamilton, Mich. Needham Webb 
Cocks, N. Y. Harrison Nelson Weeks 

| Cooper, Wis. Haskins Olcott Weems 
Coudrey Hay Parker, N. J, Young 
Crumpacker Higgins Parsons 

; Currier Hill, Conn, Pollard 
Davidson Hinshaw Pou 

NAYS—141. 

Adair Ellerbe Hull, Tenn. Page 
Aiken Ellis, Oreg. Humphrey, Wash. Patterson 
Andrus Englebright James, Ollie M, Payne 
Ashbrook Esch Johnson, Ky. Pray 
Barchfeld Fairchild Jones, Va. Prince 
Beall, Tex. Favrot Jones, Wash. Rainey 

| Bell, Ga. Ferris Keliher Rauch 

| Booher Finley Kennedy, Iowa Riordan 

| Bowers Fitzgerald Kimball Robinson 
3roussard Floyd Knapp Rucker 
surnett Foster, Ind, Kiistermann Russell, Mo, 

| Burton, Del, French Lafean Sabath 
Calderhead Gardner, Mich, Lamb Sherman 
Candler Gardner, N. J, Law Sherwood 

| Carlin Garner Lenahan Southwick 
Carter Gilhams Lindsay Spight 

| Clark, Mo, Gordon Lloyd Stanley 
Clayton Goulden Loudenslager Sterling 
Cole Greene McCreary Stevens, Minn, 
Cook, Colo. Gregg McGavin Sulloway 
Cooper, Pa. Hackett McGuire Tawney 
Cooper, Tex. Hackney McHenry Taylor, Ohio 
Cox, Ind. Hamilton, Iowa McKinney Thistlewood 
Craig Hamlin McLachlan, Cal. Thomas, N. CG. 
Crawford Haugen Macon Tirrell 
Cushman Hawley Malby Tou Velle 
Dalzell Hayes Mann Waldo 
Darragh Heflin Moon, Tenn, Wanger 
Davenport Helm Moore, Tex, Watkins 
Dawson Henry, Tex. Murphy Wilson, Pa, 
De Armond Hobson Nicholls Wilson, IIL 

| Denver Houston Norris Wood 
Draper Howell, N. J. Nye Woodyard 
Driscoll Howell, Utah O'Connell 
Durey Howland Olmsted 
Edwards, Ky. Huff Padgett 






















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Ansberry 
Lliennet, N. Y, 
srundidge 


Allen 
Ames 
Anthony 
Bannon 
fartholdt 
sartlett, Ga. 
jennett, Ky, 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Bradley 
Brodhead 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
surcess 
Burke 
Butler 
Byrd 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Cary 
Clark, Fla, 
Cockran 
Conner 
‘ook, Pa. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Dunwell 


Dixon 
Goldfogle 
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ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—9. 


Jenkins 
Keifer 


NOT VOTING—132. 


Focht 

Fornes 

Foss 

Fuller 

Fulton 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 

Glass 

Godwin 

Goebel 
Graham, 
Griggs 

Gronna 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 

Iienry, Conn, 
Hepburn 

Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


Johnson, 8S. C, 
Kipp 
Kitchin, Claude 


Lamar, Fla, 
Lamar, Mo, 
Landis 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Leake 

Lee 

Legare 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Lovering 
McDermott 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLain 
McMillan 
MeMorran 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Overstreet 
Parker, S. Dak. 


Madden 
Sheppard 


Porter 
Powers 
Pratt 

Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Roberts 
Russell, Tex, 
Ryan 
Shackleford 
Slemp 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Watson 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 


Willett 
Williams 
Wolf 


Dwight Kitchin, Wm. W. Pearre 


Edwards, Ga. Knopf Perkins 
Flood Knowland Peters 

So the resolution was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. Harpy. 

Mr. StemMp with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. Roperts with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Mouser with Mr. RIcHARDSON. 

Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rem. 

Mr. Focut with Mr. McDEermort. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. MAYNARD, 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, 

Mr. BarRtTHOLDT with Mr. Furton. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. BropHEAp. 

Mr. ParKer of South Dakota with Mr. McLaIn, 


ADDITIONAL FEDERAL JUDGES. 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, by direction 


of the Committee on the Judiciary, I move to suspend the rules | . :' 
| shall be given by the judge, or the clerk, of the time and place of 


and pass the bill H. R. 21896, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEx- 
ANDER] moves to suspend the rules and pass the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 21896) to amend section 86 of an act to provide a govern- 


ment for the Territory of Hawaii, to provide for additional judges, 
and for other judicial purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 86 of the act approved April 30, | 


1900, entitled “An act to provide a government for the Territory of 
Hiawali,” be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows : 

“Sec. 86. There shall be established in the said Territory a district 
court, to consist of two judges, who shall reside therein and be called 
district judges. The said court while in session shall be presided over 
by only one of said judges. The two judges shall from time to time, 


either by order or rules of court, prescribe at what times and in what | 


class of cases each of them shall preside. The said two judges shall 
have the same powers in all matters coming before said court. 

“The President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate of the United States, shall appoint two district 
judges, a district attorney, and a marshal of the United States for the 
said district, and said judges, attorney, and marshal shall hold office 
for six years unless sooner removed by the President. 

“The said court shall have, in addition to the ordinary jurisdiction 
of district courts of the United States, jurisdiction of all cases cogniza- 
ble in a circuit court of the United States, and shall proceed therein 
in the same manner as a circuit court; and the said judges, district 
attorney, and marshal shall have and exercise in the Territory of Ha- 
wali all the powers conferred by the laws of the United States upon 
the judges, district attorneys, and marshals of district and circuit 
courts of the United States. 

“Writs of error and appeals from the said district court shall be had 
and allowed to the circuit court of appeals for the ninth judicial cir- 
cuit in the same manner as writs of error and appeals are allowed from 
circuit courts to circuit courts of appeal as provided by law, and the 
iaws of the United States relating to juries and jury trials shall be 
applicable to said district court. The laws of the United States re- 
lating to appeals, writs of error, removal of causes, and other matters 
and proceedings as between the courts of the United States and the 
courts of the several States shall govern in such matters and proceed- 
ings as between the courts of the United States and the courts of the 
Territory of Hawaii. Regular terms of said court shall be held in 
Honolnlu on the second Monday in April and October, and special 
terms may be held at such times and eee in said district as the 
said judges may deem expedient. The said district judges shall appoint 
a clerk of said court at a salary of $3,000 per annum and shall appoint 
a reporter of said court at a salary of $1,200 per annum.” 
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Sec. 2. That section 4 of chapter 1 of title 1 of an act entitled “An 
act making further provision for a civil government for Alaska. i 
for other purposes,” approved June 6, 1900, is hereby amended so ‘ss (o 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That there is hereby established a district court for the dis. 
trict of Alaska, with the jurisdiction of circuit and district courts of 
the United States and with general jurisdiction in civil, crimtna| 
equity, and admiralty causes; and four district judges shall be : 
pointed for the district, each at an annual salary of $7,500, who sha}! 
during their terms of office reside in the divisions of the district to 
which they may be respectively assigned by the President. The court 
shall consist of four divisions, which shall also be recording divisic: 
Division No. 1 shall consist of all that part of the district of Alask. 
lying east of the one hundred and forty-first meridian of west lonyi- 
tude. Division No. 2 shall consist of all that territory lying west of 4 
line commencing on the Arctic coast at the one hundred and fo;iy 
eighth meridian; thence extending south along the earterly waters}od 
of the Colville River to a point on the Rocky Mountain divide betwee, 
the headwaters of Colville River on the north and west and the waters 
of the Chandlar on the south; thence southwesterly along the divide 
between the waters of the Colville River, the Kotzebue Sound, and No: 
ton Sound on the north and west and the waters of the Yukon on the 
south to the one hundred and sixty-first meridian of west longitude: 
thence along said meridian to the Kuskokwim River; thence southwest 
erly along the center of the channel of said Kuskokwim River to Bering 
Sea; the said division to include all the islands lying north of the 
fifty-ninth parallel of north latitude. Division No. 3 shall consist 
of all that territory lying south and west of the line starting on the 
coast of the Gulf of Alaska at the one hundred and forty-first meridian 
of west longitude; thence northerly along said meridian to a point due 
east from Mount Kimball; thence west to summit of Mount Kimball: 
thence southwesterly along the southerly watershed of the headwaters 
of Tanana River; thence westerly along the divide between the waters 
of the Gulf of Alaska on the south and the waters of the Yukon on the 
north to the summit of Mount McKinley; thence continuing wester|y 
along the divide between the waters of the Gulf of Alaska and Bristol 
Bay on the south and the waters of the Yukon and Kuskokwim on the 
north to the one hundred and fifty-ninth meridian of west longitude: 
thence northwesterly to the Kuskokwim River on the one hundred and 
sixty-first meridian of west longitude; thence southwesterly along the 
center of said river to Bering Sea; said division to include the Alask» 
peninsula, the Aleutian Islands, and all islands along the coast of this 
district south and west of the said district and all lying south of the 
fifty-ninth parallel of north latitude. Division No. 4 shall consist of 
all that part of the district of Alaska lying east of the second divisioa 
and north of the third division. One general term of court sha! 
held each year at Juneau, and such additional terms at other plac 
the first division as the Attorney-General may direct. One general 
term of court shall be held each year at Nome, and such addition: 
terms at other places in the second division as the Attorney-Gene! 
may direct. One general term of court shall be held each year ;: 
Vaidez, and such additional terms at other places in the third divisior 
as the Attorney-General may direct. One general term of court shal! be 
held each year at Fairbanks, and such additional terms at other | : 
in the fourth division as the Attorney-General may direct. Each of the 
judges is authorized and directed to hold such special terms of court as 
may be necessary for the public welfare or for the dispatch of the busi 
ness of the court at such times and places in their respective districts 
as any of them, respectively, may deem expedient, or as the Attorney 
General may direct; and each shall have authority to employ inte 
preters and to make allowances for the necessary expenses of his « 
and to employ an official court stenographer at such compensatior 
shall be fixed by the Attorney-General. At least thirty days 


ing the several terms of the court.” 
Sec. 3. That section 7 of said chapter 1 of Title 1 is hereby amend 
so as to read as follows: 
“Sec. 7. That four clerks shall be appointed for the court, on 
whom shall be assigned to each divisien thereof, and during hi 


| of office shall reside at such place in the division as the Attorn: 


eral may direct. Each clerk shall, in his division of the district, 
form the duties required or authorized by law to be performed ly « 
of United States courts in other districts, and such other duties a 
be prescribed by the laws of the United States relating to the dis 
of Alaska. He shall preserve copies of all laws applicable to the 
trict and shall preserve all records and record all proceedings © 
cial acts of his division of the court. He shall also collect anc 
ceive all moneys arising from the fees of his office, from licenses. 
forfeitures, judgments, or on any other account authorized by 
be paid to or collected by him, and shall apply the same, exc’ 
money derived from licenses, to the incidental expenses of the | 
division of the district court and the allowance thereof as di! 
written orders, duly made and signed by the judge, and shal! : 
for the same in detail, and for any balances on account thereof 
oath, quarterly, or more frequently if required, to the court 
Attorney-General, and the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided 
moneys accruing from violations of the customs laws, civil « 
cases, or internal-revenue cases, moneys, not including costs, 4: 
from civil post-office suits, fines in criminal cases for violations « 
postal laws, the net proceeds of sales of public property under 
3618, Revised Statutes, as amended, and any other moneys the 4 
tion of which is otherwise specially provided for by law, shali 
available for the expenses of the court, but shall be paid over 
posited as provided by law for other districts. And ‘after a 
ments ordered by the judge shall have been made, any balan 
maining in the hands of the clerk shall be by him deposited 
credit of the United States and be covered into the Treasur) 
United States at such times and under such rules and regulati: 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. The clerk shal! 
officio recorder of instruments as hereinafter provided and also reg 
of wills for the division, and shall establish secure offices for t) 
keeping of his official records where terms of his division of the 
are held. He may appoint necessary deputies and employ ot! 
essary clerical assistance to aid him in the expeditious disch« 
the duties of his office, with the approval and at compensation — 
fixed by the court or judge, subject to the approval of the At‘ 
General. Any person so appointed or employed shall be paid ')y 
clerk on the order of the judge, as other court expenses are paid.’ 
Sec. 4. That section 8 of said chapter 1 of title 1 is hereby 2™ 
so as to read as follows: . 
“Sec. 8. That four district attorneys shall be appointed oe 
trict, one of whom shall be assigned to each division and a 
at such place in the division as the Attorney-General shall \ 
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I shall each perform the duties required to be performed by United 
S s district attorneys in other districts, and such other duties as | 

2 required by law; and they shall each receive a salary of $5,000 | 
| nnum and shall not while in office accept retainers or engage in 
‘ ‘ther law business in the district than that pertaining to the | 
( s of their office. The Attorney-General may, upon the recommen- 
d n of the district attorney, appoint and at pleasure remove one or | 
I assistant district attorneys and one or more clerical assistants, | 
\ shall receive such compensation as the Attorney-General may fix, | 
t » paid as other assistant United States district attorneys and cler- | 
i issistants are paid. In the case of the death or disability of a | 
( ct attorney the judge may appoint a suitable person to fill the | 
of until = successor is appointed and qualified or until the disabil- | 
ity is removed.” 

5. That section 11 of chapter 1, title 1, of said act is hereby 

al ded so as to read as follows: 


‘ec. 11. That an accurate detailed account of all fees earned and | 
expenses incurred by commissioners and deputy marshals shall be pre- | 
I in duplicate quarterly, duly verified by the oath of the com- | 
0 ner or deputy marshal rendering the account, and forwarded to | 
tl lerk for the proper division of the district court and approved by 
th idge thereof, if found to be in accordance with law. After ap- 
proval by the judge the original of each such account shall be for- 
warded by the clerk to the Department of Justice for revision and the | 


duplicate filed in the court. All net fees earned in excess of the sum | 
of $3,000 per calendar year or in excess of that rate for a less period, | 
by any commissioner or deputy marshal, shall be annually paid to the 
clerk of the proper division of the court to be available for incidental 
expenses of the district court of the proper division, such payment of | 
such incidental expenses to be accomplished by a verified detailed state- 
ment of said clerk.” 

Sec. 6. That four United States marshals shall be appointed for the 
district, one of whom shall be assigned to each division, and shall re- 
side at such place in the division as the Attorney-General shall direct: 

Sec. 7. That section 728 of chapter 74, title 2, of said act is hereby 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 728. That each deputy clerk has the power to perform any 
act or duty relating to the clerk's office that his principal has, and his 
principal is responsible for his conduct and for all money received by 
him in his official capacity.” 

Sec. 8. That nothing in this act shall be construed to limit or ter- 
minate the term of office of any of the judges, district attorneys, or 


marshals now serving in Alaska; but each shall serve out the term for 
which he was appointed unless sooner removed. The judge, district at- 
torney, and marshal now serving in the third division of said district 


shall hereafter have their residence and hold their respective offices in 
the fourth division created by this act: Provided, That the President 
may, in his discretion, change the assignment of any of said officers 
from one division to another. 

Sec. 9. That section 771 of chapter 80, Title II, of said act, approved 
ne 6, 1900, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and the Attorney- 
General is authorized and directed to prescribe a schedule of fees for 
the services rendered by the United States commissioners acting as 
ex officio probate judges. 

Sec. 10. That when, in the opinion of the Attorney-General, it will be 
impossible for the accounts of any court official or other person whose 
accounts pertain to the United States courts in Alaska to be transmitted 
to the Department of Justice within the period prescribed by law, the 
Attorney-General may modify, as he may deem proper, any requirement 
of law concerning the time when such accounts shall be rendered and 
transmitted. 

Sec. 11. That with the approval of the Attorney-General the gov- 
ernor shall appoint and at pleasure remove the commissioners in and 
for the district, who shall have the jurisdiction conferred by law in 
any part thereof, but whe shall, during their term of office, each re- 
side at the place in the district designated in the respective orders 
of appointment; but the district judges may, in cases of emergency, 
temporarily fill vacancies in the office of commissioner. New oflices of 
commissioners may be created by the governor with the approval of 


Ju 





the Attorney-General, 

: 12. That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of New 
Mexico shall consist of a chief justice and six associate justices, any 
four of whom shall constitute a quorum: Provided, That the judge who 
presided at the trial of a cause in the court below shall not sit at 
the hearing of the same case on appeal or writ of error in the su- j 
preme court of the Territory. 





13. That it shall be the duty of the President to appoint one 
additional associate justice of said supreme court in manner now 
provided by law, who shall hold his office for the term of four years 
and until his successor is appointed and Ce 

Sec, 14. That the said Territory shall be divided into seven judicial 
districts, and a district court shall be held in each district by one of 
the justices of the supreme court at such time and place as is or may 
be prescribed by law. Each judge, after assignment, shall reside in the 
district to which he is assigned. 

Sec. 15. That the judicial districts in New Mexico be divided and 
assigned as follows: First district to consist of the counties of Santa 
Fe, Rio Arriba, Taos, and San Juan; second district to consist of the 
counties of Bernalillo, McKinley, and Sandoval; third district to con- 

the counties of Dona Ana, Sierra, and Luna; fourth district to 
t of the counties of San Miguel, Mora, Colfax, and Union; fifth 
district to consist of the counties of Eddy, Roosevelt, and Chaves; 
Sixth district to consist of the counties of Otero, Lincoln, Guadalupe, 
Quay, and Torrance; seventh district to consist of the counties of 
‘o, Grant, and Valencia. 

. 16. That the said district court shall have jurisdiction, and the 
is hereby vested, to hear, try, and determine all matters and 
s that the courts of the other districts of the Territory now 
possess; and for such purposes two terms of said court shall be held 
‘nnually at such places within said district as may be designated by 





sist 


cons 





the chief justice and his associates, or a majority of them; and grand 
ay sen jurors shall be summoned therein in the manner now required 
,»£c. 17. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act 
+ ut be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with 
im = except as to the number of judges, as if this act 
me Ot passed. 

an 18. That the northwestern division of the northern judicial 
— t of the State of Alabama is hereby established, composed of 
Ant counties of Lauderdale, Colbert, Marion, Franklin, and Winston. 
dicie! are gounties now in the northern division of the northern ju- | 
aici district of the State of Alabama shall constitute the northeastern 
northe of the northern district of Alabama, and the courts of the 
held astern division of said northern district of Alabama shall be 


at Huntsville, as now provided by law, 


} State, on the first Monday in February and on the first 





Sec. 19. That a term of the circuit and the district courts of the 
northwestern division of the northern judicial district of the State 
of Alabama shall be held at Florence, in Lauderdale County, in aid 
Monday in 
rooms and 
free of all 


November of each year: Provided, 
accommodations are furnished for 
expenses to the Government. 

Sec. 20. That all civil process issued against persons residing in 
said counties of Lauderdale, Colbert, Marion, Franklin, and Winston 
cognizable before the United States court shall be made returnable to 
the courts of the United States, respectively, to be held at Florence, 
as provided by this act, and all prosecutions for offenses committed 
in any of said counties shall be tried in the appropriate United States 
court at Florence: Provided, That no process or prosecutions com- 
menced or suits instituted before the passage of this act shall be in any 
way affected by the provisions hereof, and that all prosecutions here- 
tofore commenced for offenses heretofore committed against the United 
States in any of the said counties of Lauderdale, Colbert, Marion, 
Franklin, and Winston shall be prosecuted and tried as though this 
act had not been passed. 

Sec. 21. That it shall be the duty of the clerks, marshals, and other 
officers of the northern judicial district to attend said terms of said 
court and perform the duties pertaining to their positions, and no 
additional clerk or marsha! shall be appointed in said district; and 
that the clerks of the circuit and district courts of said northern dis- 
trict shall maintain an office, in charge of themselves or a deputy, at 
Florence, which shall be kept open at all times for the transaction of 
the business of said division. 

Sec. 22. That the United States district attorney for the eastern 
district of Oklahoma shall receive a salary of $4,000 per annum, paya- 
ble monthly, in twelve equal installments. 

The United States district attorney for the western district of Okla- 
homa shall receive a salary of $4,000 per annum, payable monthly, 
in twelve equal installments. 

The United States marshal for the eastern district of Oklahoma 
shall receive a salary of $4,000 per annum, payable monthly, in twelve 
equal installments. 

The United States marshal for the western district of Oklahoma shall 
receive a salary of $4,000 per annum, payable monthly, in twelve 
equal installments. 

Such salaries shall be paid out of the Treasury as the salaries of 
other like officers are paid; and each of said officers shall receive their 
expenses and subsistence when necessarily employed in the perform- 
ance of their official duties in like manner and to the same extent as 
are allowed to other like officers. 

Such officers shall receive such salaries, respectively, and such ex- 
penses and subsistence from the time they entered upon the discharge 
of their duties. 

Src. 23. That section 18 of an act entitled “An act to enable the 
people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitu- 
tion and State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, and to enable the people of New 
Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State government 
and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States,” approved June 16, 1906, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to read as follows: 

“Spec. 18. That the supreme court or other court of last resort of 
said State shall be deemed to be the successor of Territorial appel- 
late courts, and shall take and possess any and all jurisdiction as such 
not herein otherwise specifically provided for, and shall receive and 
retain the custody of all books, dockets, records, and files not transferred 
to other courts as herein provided, subject to the duty to furnish tran- 
script of all book entries in any specific case transferred to complete 
the record thereof. That all books, dockets, records, and files relating 
to the organization, management, and control of corporations which 
at the time of the approval of the act of which this act is amendatory 
were in the custody and possession of the clerk of the United States 
court of appeals for the Indian Territory shall be transferred to the 
custody of the secretary of state of the State of Oklahoma, and the 
then clerk of said court shall certify to the identity of said books, 
dockets, records, and files, and when the said clerk of the United States 
court of appeals for the Indian Territory has certified all books, rec- 
ords, documents, and files in his office relating to corporations to the 
secretary of the State of Oklahoma, it shall be the duty of the secre 
tary of the State of Okiahoma to receive and retain the custody and 
control of the said records, books, documents, and files certified te 
him by the clerk of the court of appeals for the Indian Territory, and 
when received by the secretary of state of Oklahoma the same shall 
become a part of the records of the office of the secretary of the State, 
and the secretary of state is hereby empowered to furnish copies and 
to certify to the same, whose certificate, when made under the great 
seal of the State of Oklahoma, shall have the same force and effect 
as if the said books, records, documents, and files had been originally 
filed in the office of the secretary of the State of Oklahoma.” 

Sec. 24. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after 
the ist day of July, 1908. In so far only as the provisions of this 
act are in conflict with other or prior acts the other or prior acts are 
hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, 


however, That 
holding of said 


suitable 
courts 


Is a second demanded? 
I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER] is entitled to 
twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiL- 
LIAMS] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, this is an 
omnibus bill made up of six bills, which have been unanimously 
reported by the Judiciary Committee, except one. The first 
gives an additional judge to the Hawaaian Islands. The second 
gives an additional judge to Alaska, creates an additional dis- 
trict, and increases the salary of the judges from $5,000 to 
$7,500 a year. It also provides for an additional United States 
marshal and an additional United States attorney in the dis- 
trict which is created by this bill. One member of the Judi- 
ciary Committee has filed a minority report. The third bill 
gives an additional judge to New Mexico and creates an addi- 
tional district. 

The fourth bill creates the northwestern division of the 
northern judicial district of Alabama and provides for holding 
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a court at Florence on the first Monday in February and Novem- 
ber of each year. 
States attorney and United States marshal of Oklahoma at 
$4,000 a year. The sixth bill transfers the documents and 


papers of the Territorial courts of Oklahoma to the courts of | 


the State. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Did you mean to the Federal courts or to 
the courts of the State? 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. 
Mr. KEIFER. 


Speaker. 


To the courts of the State. 
I want to ask the gentleman a question, Mr. 
I wanted to learn if the provision in reference to 


the Hawaiian Territory interferes with the judgeship there | gregate a population of 25,000 people. 


now. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New 
creates one additional judge. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
RICHARDSON] desire time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention 
to but one feature of this omnibus bill, and that is section 18, 
which provides for a Federal court at Florence, Ala. It does 
not create a new district nor provide for a new judge. It 
simply creates a northwestern division of the northern judi- 
cial district of the State of Alabama, composed of the counties 
of Lauderdale, Colbert, Marion, Franklin, and Winston, and 


York. In no wise. It simply 


[Mr. 


court to be held at the town of Florence, and makes no appro- | 


priation. 

I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker, a communication from the 
Federal judge who presides over the northern district of Ala- 
bama recommending the passage of this bill—Judge Thomas 
G. Jones, the United States district judge. I also hold in my 
hand the recommendation of the United States district attorney. 
These Federal officials declare that a court at Florence will 
greatly reduce the expenses of jurors and witnesses. In other 
words—and I desire the gentlemen of the House to listen to me 
on this question—the five counties that constitute this new 
court at Florence, Ala., all attend the Federal court at my 
home town, at Huntsville, Ala. 

All the counties that report to the Federal court at Florence 
are now reporting to the Federal court at Huntsville. In other 
words, we are simply carrying the Federal judge to the people 
instead of the people going to the judge, and saving to the 
people that expense. 

I have here the most conclusive statement from the Young 
Men’s Business Men’s Club of Florence, as well as from Judge 
Jones and the district attorney, that the expenses of jurors and 
witnesses attending the Florence court will amount to not more 
than one-fourth of the expenses of going to Huntsville, and if I 
had the opportunity and the time I could explain fully and en- 
tirely how that is, becattse I am fully acquainted with the lo- 
cality. But it is a fact that it will not cost the people of Lau- 
derdale, Colbert, Marion, Franklin, and Winston counties, that 
constitutes the counties that attend this court at Florence, more 
than one-fourth of the expenses that it will cost jurors and 
litigants to go to Huntsville, Ala. I think that we present the 
case with all the force that it can be presented as a matter of 
economy and convenience. 

As I said, we are not contending or claiming to create a new 
judge or new district. We are simply carving out of the north- 
ern district of Alabama the northwestern division. 

As I said, it does not add one dollar to the expenses of the 
Federal Government. It simply carries a Federal judge to the 
people instead of the people, at great expense and loss of time, 
going to the Federal judge. The bill further provides that all 
other counties now in the northern division of the northern 
district of Alabama shall constitute the northeastern division 
of the northern district of Alabama with court at Huntsville, 
Ala. The town of Florence, Ala., is a prosperous town with 
a population now of 10,000 people, and many great industrial 
enterprises are located there. The revenue coming from the 
post-office is over $10,000 annually. There is a large number of 
manufactories, cotton mills, and so forth. Free delivery exists 
in the city. The town is prosperous in every respect, and there 
can be no objection whatsoever as a part of this omnibus bill to 
the holding of the court at Florence, and I sincerely hope and 
trust it will pass. The population is not only a thrifty, energetic 
people, but a more refined, cultivated, patriotic, enterprising 
people can be found nowhere. 

Mr. CAMPBBELL, How many people will be within this 
district? 
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The fifth fixes the salary of the United | 





| ported favorably to this House. 





25, 


May 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. There are five counties, with an average 
population each of 90,000 people. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. How many district judges have you now 
in the State of Alabama? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We have two, and another nominated 
by the President, but not yet confirmed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does this call for an increase in the nup- 
ber of judges? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The number of judges are not increased. 
The counties comprising this northwestern division are »ost 
conveniently located to Florence. The three towns of Florence. 
Sheffield, and Tuscumbia are covered in an area of 1. i! 


They are connected by electric railway, and the three towns ag 


us- 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It calls for the establishment of «n- 
other court in one of the most prosperous and hopeful sections 
of the South. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HumMPpuHReys]. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I have asked 
this time in order to ascertain whether in the present parlia- 
mentary situation an amendment would be in order to this bill; 
if so, when the proper time comes 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is not in order on a motion 
to suspend the rules, 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I will ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill if he is not willing to have a bill which is 
reported favorably from his committee included in this? The 
bill provides for holding a court in Clarksdale, Miss. It has 
been considered by the Committee on the Judiciary and re- 
In the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress that bill was reported to this House, was passed by the 
House, but failed of passage in the Senate. In the Fifty-ninth 
Congress it was reported to this House, passed the House, and 
then failed again of passage in the Senate. The committee 
in this Congress has reported that bill favorably, and | hope 
the gentleman from New York will permit it to be included in 
this bill. It does not provide for any additional district, but 
provides that the present judge shall go to the town of Clarks- 
dale and hold a court there twice a year. The counties which 
are to compose this division are in the extreme northwest sec- 
tion of the State of Mississippi, and it is now necessary for the 
people of those counties to travel 200 miles in order to get to 
the Federal court. They have to go out of the State of Missis- 
sippi, into the State of Tennessee, and there spend a night or 
day, and then go back into the State of Mississippi by an 
entirely different railroad in order to reach the Federal court. 
I have been advised by the district attorney that it has been 
impossible for him properly to enforce the criminal laws of the 
United States in those counties, for the very good reason, which 
will be apparent to everyone here, that he can not secure the 
attendance of witnesses before the grand jury to inform Upon 
those who violate the law. The business of the court there 's 
very much hampered in this way. — 

The expense to the Government will not be materia:'y |! 
creased by creating this new division, because the savilc in 
mileage paid to the witnesses and officers will be very £°"": 
But even if it will cost more, the question for us to cons! 
is the efficiency of the courts. Are the criminal laws 
United States being enforced properly in this territory, 00" 
the people there being provided with proper court f 
These are the questions for us to consider, and it is our ¢\"' 
see that the fault, if there be any, can not be laid to our © 
There are too many lawyers in this House for me to co’ 
time discussing the proposition that it is not possible to «'! 
the criminal statutes reasonably or tolerably well wl n 
necessary to send 200 miles and consume two days to © 
nesses before the grand jury. It is difficult enough wl 
conditions are most favorable. One of the most serious lie 
to the peace and good order of this division is the 
whisky traffic. Everybody understands that and everybo 
preciates it, and so it is not necessary to enlarge Up0' 
topic. We differ in our views as to the best method 0! 
lating the sale of intoxicants, but we all agree that the ! 
liquor traffic is an abomination. In the Fifty-ninth © 
we passed a law which requires the internal-revenue ©° 
to furnish the local authorities the names of all who ti . 
what we usually call “internal-revenue license.” Under 
laws the possession of this Federal license, or tax rece! 
evidence that the possessor is running a “ blind tiger, w rt 
result they have quit paying it. As long as the Federal cou 


i1)- 
inh 


s 


sa 
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is 150 or 200 miles away, however, they enjoy comparative 
immunity. 

I do not suggest this as the principal reason for establishing 
this court, but simply as an illustration. I think the broader 
cround, which is generally stated, is the correct one, that as far 
as practicable the courts ought to be brought to the people, in- 
stead of requiring the people to travel long distances to reach 
the court. 

A Memper. Why did your bill fail in the Senate? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I will say to my friend 
from Kansas that the arguments which were given’to me will 
not appeal to his judgment; in fact, in my opinion, they were 
never addressed to anybody’s judgment. It was claimed 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I will ask unanimous con- 
sent, Mr. Speaker, that this bill, which has twice passed the 
House, which is now favorably reported, which does not create 
a new judge, which does not cost another dollar of expense, 
but simply provides that the judge of the court shall go to this 
town of Clarksdale and hold his court, be added to this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, so far as this bill goes, it 
appears to be a good bill. I judge that by the explanation 
made by the gentleman from New York, by the explanation 
made by the gentleman from Alabama, and also by the fact 
that it received the unanimous support of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. I am sorry that the gentleman would not modify 
his motion so as to include my colleague’s bill. It would not 
have required unanimous consent for the gentleman to have 
done that. But the bill so far as it goes seems to be all right, 
and I do not care to consume any further time of the House 
in discussing it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
Doorkeeper will close the doors; the Sergeant-at-Arms will 
notify absent Members. As many as are in favor of the motion 
will, as their names are called, answer “ yea,” those opposed 
will answer “no,” those present and not yoting will answer 
“present,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 199, nays 4, 





answered “ present ’’ 18, not voting 167, as follows: 
YEAS—199. 


Acheson 


Diekema Howell, Utah Olmsted 
Adair Draper Hubbard, Iowa Padgett 
Adamson Durey Hubbard, W. Va. Page 


Alexander, Mo. 


Edwards, Ky. 


Huff 


Parker, S. Dak. 


Alexander, N. ¥. Ellerbe Hull, Tenn. Parsons 
Andrus Ellis, Oreg. Humphrey, Wash. Patterson 
Anthony Englebright James, Ollie M. Pollard 
Ashbrook Esch Jenkins Porter 
sarchfeld Fairchild Jones, Wash. Pray 
Barclay Fassett Kahn Pujo 
Bartholdt Ferris Keliher Rainey 
Bartlett, Nev. Finley Kennedy, Iowa Reynolds 
Bates Floyd Kennedy, Ohio Riordan 
Beall, Tex. Focht Kimball Robinson 
Bede Fordney, Kinkaid Rothermel 
Ronynge Foster, Ll. Kiistermann Russell, Mo. 
Booher Foster, Ind. Lafean Sabath 
Bowers Foster, Vt. Lamb Scott 
Brodhead Foulkrod Laning Sherley 
Burleigh Fowler Lawrence Sherman 
Burton, Ohio Prench Lenahan Sherwood 
Calderhead Gardner, Mich. Lindbergh Slayden 
Campbell Garner Lindsay Small 
Candler Garrett Littlefield Smith, Iowa 
Capron Gilhams Lloyd Smith, Mich. 
Carlin Gillespie Loudenslager Smith, Mo. 
Carter Gordon Lowden Snapp 
Caulfield Graff McCall Sparkman 
Chaney Graham McCreary Steenerson 
Chapman Granger McGuire Sterling 
Clark, Fla Greene McHenry Sturgiss 
Cl Mo. Hackett McKinley, Il. Sulloway 
Clayton Hackney McKinney Sulzer 
( s, N. ¥. Hale McLachlan, Cal. Thistlewood 
{ Colo. Hall McLain Thomas, N. C. 
( r, Pa, Hamilton, Iowa Macon Tirrell 

( r, Tex, Hamilton, Mich. Madison Tou Velle 

( ey Hamlin Malby Underwood 
Cox, Ind Haskins Moon, Tenn. Volstead 
Craig Hawley Moore, Pa. Waldo 
Crawford Hayes Moore, Tex. Wanger 
Crumpacker Heflin Morse Webb 
Currier Henry, Tex. Murdock Weeks 
Cushman Higgins Murphy Weems 
Dalzell Hill, Conn. Nelson Williams 
Darragh Hinshaw Nicholls Wilson, Pa. 
Davenport Holliday Norris Wood 
Dawson Houston Nye Woodyard 
_ aby Howard O*’Connell The Speaker 

yenver Howell, N. J. Olcott 

NAYS—4. 
surleson Helm Howland Johnson, Ky. 


Ansberry 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Boutell 
Burton, Del. 
De Armond 


Aiken 

Allen 

Ames 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bell, Ga, 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
Burgess 
Burke 
Burnett 
Butler 

Byrd 

Calder 
Caldwell 
Cary 
Cockran 
Cole 

Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Douglas 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellis, Mo. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—18. 


Dixon 
Goulden 
Haggott 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Lever 


NOT VOT 


Favrot 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 

Fornes 

Foss 

Fuller 

Fulton 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Gardner, Mass. 


Gardner, N. J. 
Gill 

Gillett 

Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haugen 

Hay 

Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Hughes, N. J. 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


Madden 
Parker, N. J. 
Payne 

Prince 
Richardson 
ING—167. 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knapp 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Landis 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Law 

Leake 

Lee 

Legare 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Lovering 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 


McLaughlin, Mich. 


McMillan 
MeMorran 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Needham 
Overstreet 


James, Addison D, Pearre 


Johnson, 8S. C. 
Jones, Va. 
Keifer 

Kipp 


Perkins 
Peters 
Pou 
Powers 


Sheppard 
Stephens, Tex. 
Talbott 


Pratt 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Reeder 

Reid 
Rhinock 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Rucker 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sims 

Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Stevens, Minn. 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohie 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wolf 

Young 


So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the remainder of this session: 
Mr. BrapLey with Mr. GOULDEN, 


Until further notice: 

Mr. GarpNeR of New Jersey, with Mr. AIKEN, 

Mr. GiLLtetr with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. Hacecéort with Mr. WiLt1AM W. KITCHIN, 

Mr. Loncwortu with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. McGavin with Mr. Byrpb. 

Mr. McLAvuGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. F1ITzGeRA.p, 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Hucues of New Jersey. 

Mr. McMILLAN with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. Roserts with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Ropensere with Mr. Ranvett of Texas. 

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. Raucu. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. RUCKER. 

Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. STANLEY, 

Mr. Ames with Mr. WATKINS. 

Mr. Burton of Delaware with Mr. Bex of Georgia. 

Mr. DriscoLtt with Mr. Harpy, 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. Hopson. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. Sims. 

For the remainder of this day: 

Mr: Prince with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to know whether the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHEELER] is recorded as 
voting? 

The SPEAKER. He is not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I voted “aye,” Mr. Speaker, but I am 
paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHEELER], 
and I recall that vote, and vote “ present.” 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 199, the nays are 
4, answering “ present” 18. A quorum is present and the bill is 
passed. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

INFERIOR COURTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 6859) 
to change the name and the jurisdiction of the inferior courts 
in the District of Columbia, and ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration and passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas calls up the 


following bill and asks unanimous consent to pass the same, 
The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the inferior court known as “ justice of the 
peace” in the District of Columbia shall remain as now constituted, 
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but shall he 


Columbia 
said District, 


eafter be known as “ the municipal court of the District of 
It shall consist of the six present justices of the peace of 
who shall serve as the judges of said court for the un- 
expired terms of their now existing commissions, and who shall not be 
required to be recommissioned for said unexpired terms. Thereafter, 
and upon the expiration of the commission of any of said 
his successor shall be appointed by the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, for a term of four 
year unless sooner removed yrovided by law: Provided, That no 
- son Shail be appointed to said office unless he shall have been a 
yona fide resident of said District for the continuous period of at least 
iive years immediately preceding his appointment, and shall either have 
been a judge of said court for at least one year or shall have been en- 
gaged in the actual practice of law before the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia for a period of at least five years prior to his 
appointment. Each 
faithful and impartial performance of the duties of his office. The 
judges of said court shall no longer be required to give bond, as here- 
tofore, but a bond shall be given by the clerk of said court, who shall 
receive and account for all fees as hereinafter provided. Said munici- 
pal court shall sit for the trial of causes in one building, to be desig- 
nated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to be rented 
by said District of Columbia at a rental not to exceed $1,800 
annum. 

The sald court and each member thereof shall exercise the same 
jurisdiction as was vested in them as justice of the peace immediately 
before the passage of this act, and no more, and shall be 
by the laws then in force, except 
are expressly changed or enlarged hereby. 


as 


Any member of said court may try any case within his jurisdiction | 


according to law regardless of the place and residence of the defendant 
therein. The jurisdiction of said court is hereby increased from $300 
to $500 in the class of cases over which it had jurisdiction 
diately prior to the passage of this act; that said jurisdiction shall be 
exclusive when the amount claimed for debt or damages or the value 
of personal property claimed does not exceed $100, and concurrent with 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia when it exceeds $100 
and is not in excess of $500, with the same right to remove any case 
by certiorari, as heretofore, in cases of concurrent jurisdiction. 

All pending actions and all actions hereinafter instituted shall be 
assigned 
The judges of said court shall hold separate sessions as heretofore, 
and are empowered to make rules for the apportionment of the business 
between them, and the act of each of said judges respecting 


Fach 
The 
in 


court, of said judges 
judges of said 


lieu of the 


is hereby 
court shall 
salary 


empowered to 
receive the annual 
heretofore provided for justices of the 


oaths 
$2,500 


peace by section 6 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, to | 


be pald monthly as heretofore, but they shall not receive the allowance 
heretofore granted for rent, stationery, and other expenses. In case 
of sickness, absence, disability, expiration of term of service of 
death of either of the judges of the police court or of the juvenile court, 
any one of the Sustices of the supreme court of the District of Colum 
bia may designaie one of the judges of the municipal court to dis 
charge the duties of said judges until such disability be removed or 
vacancy filled. The justice so designated shall take the same 
prescribed for these judges. 

The said court shall have power to appoint a clerk at an annual 
salary of $1,500 and an assistant clerk at an annual salary of $1,000, 
payable monthly by the District of Columbia, which clerks shall hold 
office at the pleasure of the court. 

The clerks shall receive and care for all deposits for costs made and 
fees exacted under the rules governing the fee charges of said court, 
and shall make a weekly deposit with the collector of taxes for the 
District of Columbia of all fees earned during the preceding week. 

He shall return to suitors making such deposits any proportion of 
a deposit which shall remain in his hands over and above the earned 
fees in completed cases, and shall render an itemized statement to the 
auditor of the District of Columbia of every fee earned, on such forms 
and in such manner as shall be,prescribed by the auditor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. In case there shall remain in the hands of the said 
clerk 
case which shall not have been called for by the party 
entitled to receive the same, the same shall revert to the District of 
Columbia, and be paid forthwith to the collector of taxes as part of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia, 


In all suits in said court process shall be signed by the said clerk or | 


assistant clerk in the name of the court. The assistant clerk may 
sign the name of the clerk to any official act required by law or by 
the practice of the court to be performed by the clerk. In such case 
the signature shall be “ - , Clerk, by — 

ant Clerk." 

Both the clerk and assistant clerk are hereby given authority 
administer oaths in all cases pending in said court, or about to be 
filed therein. 

The clerk shall perform such other and further duties as may from 
time to time be prescribed by the municipal court. 

tie shall give bond to the District of Columbia in the sum of $5,000, 
with surety or sureties to be approved by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, for the faithful performance of the duties of his 
office, and the assistant clerk shall give a like bond in the sum of 
$2,000, 

The said clerk shall keep a docket similar to the one heretofore pro- 
vided for justices of the peace. 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas to explain this 
measure. Perhaps I will not object if I know what it is. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is 


Is there objection? 


to consolidate the offices of justice of the peace in a building | 


to be designated by the Commissioners of the District some- 
where centrally located in the city, and to change the name 
from justice of the peace to the municipal court. 
pal court shall be composed of six judges, the six present 
justices of the peace to hold until the expiration of the terms 
of their appointment. The salaries of the justices of the peace 
now are $3,000 a year each, This bill provides for a salary 


members, | 


judge, when appointed, shall take an oath for the 


per | 


governed | 
as said laws and said jurisdiction | 


imme- | 


for trial among the members of said court in nearly equal | 
numbers and in such manner as may be agreed upon between them. | 


the | 
business of said court shall be deemed and taken to be the act of said | 


administer | 
salary of | 


or | 


oath | 


for a term of three years a balance or part of a deposit in any | 
or parties | 


, Assist- | 
to 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, | 


. i 
The munici- 
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| of $2,500 a year each for the judges, and provides for the ap- 
| pointment of a clerk, at $1,500, and an assistant clerk, at $1,000, 
The clerk is required to give bond to take charge of the 
money that is deposited for costs and all moneys paid into 
court, and the judges of the court are therefore relieved from 
giving bond. It is contended by those who have been advocat- 
| ing the bill—and everyone has advocated its passage who has 
come before the committee or who has written a letter to the 
| committee. The change is urged because of the necessity of 
having these justices brought to a central point 

Mr. SHERLEY. What is the reason for that? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The reason for that is this: A litigant 
iImay employ a lawyer to have a case tried before a justice of 
| the peace who has his office down here in the northeast part 

of the town. This same lawyer may have a case before another 
| justice of the peace up in Georgétown at the same hour. 

Mr. SHERLEY. There is nothing unusual about that. That 
| is the condition of the justice of the peace courts all over the 

United States, and it is better to have the courts where the peo- 
| ple are. They are nothing but neighborhood cases. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, But the people here want the courts cen- 
tralized. 


Mr. SHERLEY. 
| centralized. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No; the people who really want it are 
the real estate men and the people who own real estate, who 
want to get quick action when they have a forcible detainer 
case, or any other kind of case. 

Mr. SABATH. The real estate agents who desire quick 
action? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. In all cities where they have municipal courts 

; it not a fact that they divide the city into districts, so that 

court may be held in various places of the city in order to 

-commodate the people who have litigation in these courts? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think probably that is true. 

Mr. MADDEN. And is it not a fact that there are other 
people in the city interested in litigation of the courts besides 
the real estate agents? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, yes; and it is the other people who 
have been demanding this change along with real estate men. 

Mr. MADDEN. It seems to me there ought to be some con- 
sideration given to the people who have suits started against 
them as well as those who are beginning the suits. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The people who have been before the com- 
mittee urging the passage of this bill are as likely to be de- 
fendants as they are plaintiffs in a case. 

Mr. MADDEN. I shall object to the consideration of the 
bill unless the bill provides for the districting of the city, so 
that the courts can be held in convenient places for the 
people, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is the way they are held now, and 
the people do not want it in that way. 

Mr. MACON, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas objects. 


The gentleman means the lawyers want it 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined und found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 20120. An act to authorize the construction of a railroad 
siding to the United States navy-yard, and for other purposes, 

H. R. 17506. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to sil 
plify the laws in relation to the revenues,” approved June 10, 
1890, as amended by the act entitled “An act to provide revenues 
| for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
United States,” approved July 24, 1897; and 

Hi. R. 16268. An act making appropriations for the payment 0: 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fisca! 
year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes. 


| ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAT. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
sills, reported that this day they had presented to the President 
| of the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 22009. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to ™ 
move certain obstructions to navigation from the main §!)) 
channel, Key West Harbor, Florida, and for other purposes; 

H. R.1991. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the war with Spain and othe! 
wars, and to the widows of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 19355. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
'and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
| procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and fer 

other purposes; 
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H. R. 20063. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
iscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 15641. An act for the removal of restrictions from part | 
f the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for | 
ther purposes, 


EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA, 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 4316) 
to further amend the act entitled “An act to promote the effi- 
ciency of the militia, and for other purposes,” approved Jan- 
uary 21, 1903, and to pass the same, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of said act be, and is hereby, 
amended and reenacted to read as follows: 

Section 1. That the militia shall consist of every able-bodied male | 
citizen of the respective States and Territories and the District of 
Columbia, and every able-bodied male of foreign birth who has declared 
his intention to become a citizen, who is more than 18 and less than 
i) years of age, and shall be divided into two classes: The orgunized 

ilitia, to be known as the National Guard of the State, Territory, or 

trict of Columbia, or by such other designations as may be given 
em by the laws of the respective States or Territories; the re- | 
\inder to be known as the reserve militia: Provided, That the pro- | 
ions of this act and of section 1661, Revised Statutes, as amended, | 
hall apply only to the militia organized as a land force.” 

Sec. 2. That section 3 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

‘Sree. 3. That the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active 
militia in the several States and Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia who have heretofore participated or shall hereafter participate 
in the apportionment of the annual appropriation provided by section 
1s61 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended, whether 
known and designated as National Guard, militia, or otherwise, shall 
ce 
0 





me 


mstitute the organized militia. On and after January 21, 1910, the | 
rganization, armament, und discipline of the organized militia in the 
several States and Territories and the District of Columbia shali be the | 
sume as that which is now or may hereafter be prescribed for the | 
Regular Army of the United States, subject in time of peace to such 
general exceptions as may be authorized by the Secretary of War: | 
Provided, That tn peace and war each organized division of militia may | 
have one inspector of small-arms practice with the rank of lieutenant- | 
colonel; each organized brigade of militia one inspector of smali-arms | 
practice with the rank of major; each regiment of iufuntry or cavalry | 
of organized militia one assistant inspector of small-arms practice with | 
the rank of captain, and each separate or unassigned battalion of in- 
fantry or engineers or squadron of cavalry of organized militia one | 
assistant inspector of small-arms practice with the rank of first lieu- 
tenant: Provided also, That the President of the United States in time | 
of peace may, by order, fix the minimum number of enlisted men in each | 
company, troop, battery, signal corps, engineer corps, and hospital 
corps: And provided further, That any corps of artillery, cavalry, and | 
infantry existing in any of the States at the passage of the act of | 
May &, 1792, which, by the laws, customs, or usages of the said States 
have been in continuous existence since the passage of said act, under 
its provisions and under the provisions of section 232 and sections 1625 | 
to 1660, both inclusive, of Title XVI of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to the militia, shall be allowed to retain their | 
accustomed privileges, subject, nevertheless, to all other duties required 
by law, in like manner as the other militia.” 

Sec. 8 That section 4 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That whenever the United States is invaded or in danger 
of invasion from any foreign nation, or of rebellion against the author- | 
ity of the Government of the United States, or the President is unable 
with the regular forces at his command to execute the laws of the 
Union, it shall be lawful for the President to call forth such num>er 
of the militia of the State or of the States or Territories or of the 
District of Columbia as he may deem necessary to repel such invasion, 
suppress such rebellion, or to enable him to execute such laws, and 
to issue his orders for that purpose, through the governor of the re- 
spective State or Territory, or through the commanding general of the 
militia of the District of Columbia, from which State, Territory, or 
District such troops may be called, to such officers of the militia 
‘may think proper.” 

Sec. 4. That section 5 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5. That whenever the President calls forth the organized milli- 
tia of any State, Territory, or of the District of Columbia, to be em- 
ployed in the service of the United States, he may specify in his call 
the period for which such service is required, and the militia so called 
shall continue to serve during the term so specified, either within or 
Without the territory of the United States, unless sooner relieved by 
order of the President: Provided, That no commissioned officer or en- 
listed man of the organized militia shall be held to service beyond the 
term of his existing commission or enlistment; Provided further, That 
when the military needs of the Federal Government arising from the 
necessity to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrection, or 
repel invasion, can not be met by the regular forces, the organized mili- 
tia shall be called into the service of the United States in advance of 
any volunteer force which it may be determined to raise.” 

Sec. 5. That section 7 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

Sec, 7. That every officer and enlisted man of the militia who 
Shall be called forth tn the manner hereinbefore prescribed, shall be 
mustered for service without further enlistment, and without further 
mediclal examination previous to such muster, except for those States 
and Territories which have not adopted the standard of medical ex- 
amination prescribed for the Regular Army: Provided, however, That 
any officer or enlisted man of the militia who shall refuse or neglect 
to present himself for such muster, upon being called forth as herein 
prescribed, shall be subject to trial by court-martial and shall be 
punished as such court-martial may direct.” 

8 6. That section 8 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

. Sec. 8 That the majority membership of courts-martial for the 
trial of officers or men of the militia when in the service of the 
United States shall be composed of militia officers.” 





hereby 


Sec. 7. That section 11 of said act as amended be, and the sare is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 11. That when the militia is called into the actual service of 
the United States, or any portion of the militia is called forth under 
the provisions of this act, their pay shall commence from the day of 
their appearing at the place of company rendezvous, but this provision 
shall not be construed to authorize any species of expenditure previous 
to arriving at such places of rendezvous which is not provided by ex 
isting laws to be paid after their arrival at such places of rendezvous.” 

Sec. 8. That section 13 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 13. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to procure, 
by purchase or manufacture, and issue from time to time to the organ 
ized militia, under such regulations as he may prescribe, such number 
of the United States service arms, together with all accessories and 
such other accouterments, equipments, uniforms, clothing, equipage, 


| and military stores of all kinds required for the Army of the United 


States as are necessary to arm, uniform, and equip all of the organized 
militia in the several States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, 
in accordance with the requirements of this act, without charging the 
cost or value thereof, or any expense connected therewith, against the 
allotment of said State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, out of 
the annual appropriation provided by section 1661 of the Revised 
Statutes as amended, or requiring payment therefor, and to exchange, 
without receiving any money credit therefor, ammunition or parts 
thereof suitable to the new arms, round for round, for corresponding 
ammunition suitable to the old arms heretofore issued to said State, 
Territory, or the District of Columbia by the United States: Provided, 
That said property shall remain the property of the United States, ex- 
cept as hereinafter provided, and be annually accounted for by the gov- 
ernors of the States and Territories as required by law, and that each 
State, Territory, and the District of Columbia shall, on receipt of new 
arms or equipments, turn in to the War Department, or otherwise dis 
pose of in accordance with the directions of the Secretary of War, with- 
out receiving any money credit therefor and without expense for trans- 
portation, all United States property so replaced or condemned. When 
the organized militia is uniformed as above required, the Secretary of 


| War is authorized to fix an annual clothing allowance to each State, 


Territory, and the District of Columbia for each enlisted man of the 
organized militia thereof, and thereafter issues of clothing to such 
States, Territories, and the District of Columbia shall be in accordance 
with such allowance, and the governors of the States and Territories 
and the commanding general of the Militia of the District of Columbia 
shall be authorized to drop from their returns each year as expended 
clothing corresponding in value to such allowance. 

“The Secretary of War is hereby further authorized to issue from 
time to time to the organized militia, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, small arms and artillery ammunition upon the requi- 
sition of the governor, in the proportion of 50 per cent of the corre- 
sponding Regular Army allowance, without charge to the State's allot- 
ment from the appropriation under section 1661, Revised Statutes, as 
amended. To provide means to carry into effect the provisions of 
this section, the necessary money to cover the cost of procuring, ex- 
changing, or issuing of arms, accouterments, equipments, uniforms, 
clothing, equipage, ammunition, and military stores to be exchanged or 
issued hereunder is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That the sum expended in 
the execution of the purchases and issues provided for in this section 
shall not exceed the sum of $2,000,000 in any fiscal year: Provided 
also, That the Secretary of War shall annually submit to Congress a 
report of expenditures made by him in the execution of the requirements 
of this section.” 

Sec. 9. That section 15 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 15. That the Secretary of War is authorized to provide for 
participation by any part of the organized militia of any State or Ter- 
ritory, on the request of the governor thereof, in the encampment, 
maneuvers, and field instruction of any part of the Regular Army at 
or near any military post or camp or lake or seacoast defenses of the 
United States. In such case the organized militia so participating 
shall receive the same pay, subsistence, and transportation as is pro 
vided by law for the officers and men of the Regular Army, and no part 
of the sums appropriated for the support of the Regular Army shall be 
used to pay any part of the expenses of the organized militia of any 
State, Territory, or District of Columbia, while engaged in joint en 
campments, maneuvers, and field instruction of the Regular Army and 
militia, but all payments to the militia under the provisions of this 
section and all allowances for mileage shall be made solely from the 
sums appropriated for such purposes: Provided, That the command of 
such military post or camp and the officers and troops of the United 
States there stationed shall remain with the regular commander of the 
post without regard to the rank of the commanding or other officers of 
the militia temporarily so encamped within its limits or in its vicinity: 
Provided further, That except as herein specified the right to command 
during such joint encampments, maneuvers, and field instruction shall 
be governed by the rules set out in articles 122 and 124 of the rules and 
articles for the government of the armies of the United States The 
sums appropriated for the organized militia for such joint encampment, 
maneuvers, and field instruction shall be disbursed as, and for that 
purpose shall constitute, one fund; and the Secretary of War shall 
forward to Congress, at each session next after said encampment, a 
detailed statement of the expenses of such encampments and ma 
neuvers.” 

Sec. 10. That section 16 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 16. That whenever any officer or enlisted man of the organ- 
ized militia shall, upon the recommendation of the governor of any 
State, Territory, or the commanding general of the District of Co 
lumbia militia, and when authorized by the President, attend and 
pursue a regular course of study at any military school or college of 
the United States, such officer or enlisted man shall receive from the 
annual appropriation for the support of the Army the same travel 
allowances and quarters or commutation of quarters to which an officer 
or enlisted man of the Regular Army would be entitled for attending 
such school or college under orders from proper military authority; 
such officer shall also receive commutation and subsistence at the rate 
of $1 per day, and each enlisted man such subsistence as Is furnished 
to an enlisted man of the Regular Army while in actual attendance 
upon a course of instruction.” 

Sec. 11. That section 20 of said act as amended be, and the same is 
hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 20. That upon the application of the governor of any State or 
Territory furnished with material of war under the provisions of this 
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act or 
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former 


laws of Congress, the Secretary of War may, in his 
discretion 


detail one or more officers or enlisted men of the Army 
to report to the governor of such State or Territory for duty in con 
rection with the organized militia All such assignments may 
revoked at the request of the governor of such State or 
or at the pleasure of the Secretary of War. The Secretary of War 
is hereby authorized to appoint a board of five officers on the active 
list of the organized militia so selected as to secure, as far as prac 
ticable, equitable representation to all sections of the United States, 
and which shall, from time to time, as the Secretary of War 
direct, proceed to Washington, D. C., 
tary 
body of the organized militia. Such officers shall be appointed for the 
term of four years unless sooner relieved by the Secretary of War. 
“The actual and necessary traveling expenses of the members of 
the board, together with a per diem to be established by the Secretary 
of War, shall be paid to the members of the board. The 
herein authorized, together with the necessary clerical and office 
expenses of the division of militia affairs in the office of the Secretary 
of War, shall constitute a charge against the whole sum annually 
appropriated under section 1661, Revised Statutes, as amended, 


for consultation with the Secre 


to any particular State, Territory, or the District of Columbia; 
list of such expenses shall be submitted to Congress annually by the 
Secretary of War in connection with his annual report.” 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I demand a sec- 
ond 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

The SPEAKER. 
second. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I am opposed to the bill. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the bill 
niso, and I demanded a second. 

The SPEAKER. 
man from New Jersey is on the committee. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Ob, no; I am not on the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. Is any 
Militia opposed to this bill? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Not anyone who is present. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Mississippi opposed 
to the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

The SPEAKER. 
from Mississippi. 
twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Mississippi to twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. STEENERSON, 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 


member of the Committee on the 


Yes. 


The Chair will 


Mr. Speaker, in order that the House 


may understand the nature and effect of this measure I will call | 


attention to the fact that the Constitution makes it the duty of 
Congress to provide for the organization, the arming, the disci- 
plining and calling forth of the militia in certain cases. 


so that when the Spanish war in 1908 broke out we found that the 
ciplined, and armed, and our experience in that war called at- 


tention to this defect which resulted in a harvest of delay, sick- 
ness, death, and disappointment, which was entirely unneces- 


sary if a satisfactory system had been provided by Congress. | 


As a result of this recognized fact the subject of legislation in | jdent has derived from the Constitution? 
regard to militia became a live question and resulted in the | 


enactment of the Dick law in 1903, the provisions of which are | tion. 


familiar to most of you. 

That law has now been in force a little more than five years, 
and in that five-year period certain defects have been discov- 
ered by our experience under it which it is sought to remedy 
by this bill, which is a revision and amendment of the Dick 
law. The history of the preparation of this measure may be 
briefly alluded to in order that you may realize that it has re- 
ceived the most careful consideration. The subject has been 
agitated for several years by those patriotic citizens who took 
an interest in militia matters and national guard affairs, and 
in their meetings and conventions they appointed committees 
to draft and propose amendments to the Dick law. This re- 
sulted in the preparation of the measure which was submitted 
to a convention of representatives of the National Guard 
throughout the United States held in Boston last winter, and 
a bill was submitted to Congress, introduced in the Senate by 
Senator Dick and in the House by myself as chairman of the 
‘Committee on Militia. 

The Committee on Militia of the House held extended hear- 
ings upon the measure. We heard representatives of the Na- 
tional Guard of the various States, adjutants-general, and pub- 
lic-spirited citizens interested in the cause of the training and 
development of the citizen soldiery of the country. We also 
heard the officials of the War Department, including the Assist- 
ant Secretary of War and the Judge-Advocate-General. All the 
features of the bill and the changes affected by it in the exist- 
ing law were carefully considered. Various amendments were 
proposed, some of which were adopted. The committee made its 


| 


| H. R. 14783. 
be | 
Territory | 


~ 


May 
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report and reported the bill which is on the Calendar known ; 

In the report of that bill I took occasion to print 
the Dick law on one page and the proposed measure on the 
opposite page, beginning on pages 44 and 45, so that those of 


you who have that report can easily see the proposed changes, 
| because they are printed in italics. 


may | 


of War respecting the condition, status, and needs of the whole | 


expenses ‘ law as a concession to certain parties who could not otherwise 


and | 
sliall be paid therefrom, and not from the allotment duly apportioned | 


and a | 


tut the Chair understands that the gentle- | 


recognize the gentleman | 
The gentleman from Minnesota is entitled to | 


| on that point that the National Guard, or organized militia, 


| this bill? 





| tional. 
This | Union, and a declaratign of war being a law of the United 
duty, strangely enough, was neglected for over one hundred years, | 





But, briefly stated, this bill does not change in any materia! 
respect the Dick law, the existing law, except in two or threo 
particulars. The first change is in regard to the calling ov: 
of the militia, and it provides that when called out they sha}! 
serve during the term of their enlistment, and not as now, nine 
months. That limitation of nine months was put in the Dick 


consent to the bill at that time, but it has been found that 
is utterly useless and its omission has met with the appro. 
of the committee of both the House and Senate, who agreed 
that this limitation should be removed. The bill also provides 


as 


it is denominated in this bill, when called out by the President 


| of the United States for the purposes for which it may be con 


stitutionally called forth, as the Constitution says, shall be 
preferred over any volunteer force that it may be determined 


| to raise, 
The gentleman from New Jersey demands a | 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I notice in the section to 
which the gentleman has just referred a change in this law 
from the Dick law in this, that the President has the right to 
call out the National Guard for services within or without the 


Will the gentleman yield? 


| United States. 


Mr. STEENERSON. That is true. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Why was that added to 


Mr. STEENERSON. Briefly stated, the reason was this: 


| The Constitution vests in Congress the right to declare war 


and to call forth the militia in execution of the laws of the 
Union. 

The Judge-Advocate-General in a very elaborate brief upon 
the subject advises us—and it was the opinion of the lawyers of 
the committee and other members—that offensive warfare nec 
essarily means calling out a force beyond the jurisdiction of the 


| United States. Such warfare can only be begun by a declara- 


tion of war, which is itself a law, and therefore a law that 
forbade the calling forth of the militia and ordering it beyond 
the United States by the Government would be unconstitu 
The President has the right to enforce the laws of the 


States, he has the right to enforce it by all the constitutional! 


é ¢ he | forces at his command. 
militia of the different States was not uniformly organized, dis- | 


That is the opinion of the Judge-Advocate-General, and it is 


| supported by citations from decisions of the Supreme Court of 


the United States and the opinion of the members of my cou 
mittee was unanimous on that point. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The power that the lres 
Mr. STEENERSON. The power derived from the Constitu 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. From that clause of the 
Constitution that gives Congress power to call out the Stat 


| militia and enforce the laws of the nation? 


Mr. STEENERSON. ‘To enforce the law of the nation. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Or to suppress insurrec- 
tions or repel invasions? 

Mr. STEENERSON. To execute the laws of the Union or 
repel invasions. The clause they construe to authorize for 
outside of the nation is the one to enforce the laws of the U!' a , 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. That is a very remarkaie 
construction, 

Mr. STEENERSON. It has been enforced on three different 
occasions: In the war with Mexico, and the war when we sc"! 
our militia into Florida, into Spanish territory, and under (he 
authority of the Constitution, because we had previously © 
clared war against Spain. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 
to repel invasion? : 
Mr. STEENERSON. Because we had made declaration « 
war, which is a law of the Union, and we have a right to | 

the forces of the United States to enforce that law. 

The other provisions in the bill— 

Mr. KEIFER. Do I understand you to say 
militia in the Mexican war? a: 

Mr. STEENERSON. We did. I did not say so, but we 44; 
and we did it in the invasion of Florida. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; but we claimed the territory. 

Mr. STEENERSON. No; I do not think we did. 


Because you had power 


that we used the 








1908. 


Mr. KEIFER. Oh, yes. We took it. 
Mr. STEENERSON. It is cited in the brief of Judge-Advo- 
te-General Davis, which I will insert in the Recorpb. 
Mr. KEIFER. Is not this the fact, that the nearest we 
get to it under the Constitution is to use the militia when 
ey are @alled out—— 
Mr, STEENERSON,. I am afraid I will lose all my time. 
Vr. KEIFER,. During an invasion, and the question then 
is whether we can take them across a Territorial line? 
Mr. STEENERSON, I agree. You can always do it to re- 
invasion, 
liow much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 
the SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, Escu in the chair). 
leman has eight minutes. 
Mr. STEENERSON. The next provision of importance is 
provision that authorizes the Secretary of War to supply to 
militia of the different States uniforms, arms, ammunition, 
and equipment, without charging them against the quota under 
the $2,000,000 appropriation, under section 1661 of the Revised 
Statutes, which, if not used for that purpose, will be used by 
the States in their State encampments of instruction. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman tell us what the total ap- 
nropriation is under section 1661 of the Revised Statutes as 
ided ? 
Mr. STEENERSON., 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
propriation was $200,000 for the militia. 
Mr. STEENERSON. Oh, no; it was $400,000 until the Dick 
law was enacted, and in that act they increased it to $1,000,000, 
Mr. TAWNEY. What is carried in section 1661? 
Mr. STEENERSON,. Four hundred thousand dollars in the 
original Revised Statutes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. It is $200,000 in the original Revised Stat- 


The 


Two million dollars. 


Mr, STEENERSON. That is not the last print. Anyway, 
that is immaterial, because it is $2,000,000, and this supply of 


thing, arms, and ammunition authorized by this act can not | 


exceed in any one year $2,000,000. It may be, and probably 
will be, less, as the strength of the militia stands to-day. 

Now, 
is a measure of economy. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEENERSON. In a minute. The reason for this is 
that we believe in a small Regular Army and, with an efficient 
militia, we need not in the future increase the strength of the 
Regular Army. 

hat is the opinion of the War Department, and it is the 
opinion of all those who have given this matter consideration. 
What is the question of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. SULZER., 

inimous report of the Committee on the Militia? 

Mr. STEENERSON, It is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on the Militia, and also unanimously passed by the 
senate, 

reporting the bill to the House Committee the Assistant 
etary of War said: 


it is 


proper to say in conclusion that those to whose hands the 
istration of the Army is intrusted are most earnest in the 
cy of a measure which is calculated to secure the efficient, har 
s, and abiding cooperation of the two great branches of the 
tional military establishment. I earnestly commend the bill 
favorable attention of your committee, and I believe that its 


n at the present time will secure the purpose of national defense | 


nimum of public expenditure. 


\nd his report to the Senate Committee on Military Affairs 
0 us the following: 


bill was prepared by a committee of the National Guard Associa- 
mposed of officers of high rank and long experience in the 
ed militia, who have been honorably indentified with its develop 
ind who are deeply interested in its welfare and efficiency. In 
paration of the bill the cooperation of the Department, of the 
‘eT Staff, and the several staff corps has been cordially extended 

i » measure, as perfected, represents the views of the officers of 
‘he recalar establishment and of the organized militia in respect to 


ment 


ranches of the constitutional military establishment which are | 


tely concerned in solving the important problem of national 


It should also be said that the bill fully embodies the ex 
gained in the execution of the general militia law of 1903 
the operation of the system of joint maneuvers and brigade 


which the liberality of Congress has made it possible for the 
nent to inaugurate in recent years. 


ly valuable 
I give 
ency 

of 


results. The amount involved is not considerable, 
to the organized militia of the United States a degree 
which can only be obtained by affording it a reasonable 
Federal support and assistance. While the adoption of 
sure will result in great and immediate benefit to the National 


G it is also calculated to advance the efficiency of the Regular 

\ by bringing it into closer and more helpful contact with the 

organize@ militia. 

a he reasons above stated, the bill is strongly commended to your 

nt ‘e consideration as a measure of great and immediate national 
cern, 
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Up until the time of the amendment the ap- | 


I contend that, notwithstanding that expenditure, this | 


I would like to ask the gentleman if this is | 


the view of the Department that the measure will be productive | 
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| The bill, I repeat, is strongly recommended to our favorable 
consideration by the War Department as one of great and im- 
| mediate national concern. 
It is a timely recognition of the important public service by 
the membership of the organized militia. The young men who 
| constitute these organizations in the different States and Ter- 
| ritories of the Union, who freely contribute their time and 
their effort in order that they may acquire the military training 
j} and education necessary to enable them to serve their country 
with efficiency in time of need and national peril, are deserv- 
ing of our tender affection and highest praise. 

The Regular Army numbers only a little over 50,000 men. 
Admittedly it is only a nucleus around which a larger force 
may be built up in case of need. The Navy is important as a 
means of national but it is in the skill, bravery, and 
strength of our land after all that our security as a 
nation depends. It has been the policy of our country to main- 
tain only a small Regeuter Army, and to depend in times of war 
on the citizen soldiery of our land. This will be our policy in 
the future. In order, however, to justify keeping our Regular 
Army down to its present authorized numbers we should en- 
courage the young men of our land to prepare for military 
service in time of peace. This is the aim of the present bill. 
It is good economy to adopt this course, for unless we do, an 
|} increase in our Regular Army would undoubtedly 
necessary. 

It is a measure that concerns all the people of all sections and 
parties alike. [Applause.] 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, 
some respects. It brought up at 10 o’clock at night, and 
brought up for consideration with twenty minutes’ debate on 
|} each side. It provides for the creation of courts-martial, and 
provides that the majority of the members of the courts-martial 
shall be officers of the Regular Army. It makes a new pro- 
| vision of law, that these men shall be mustered into the sery- 
| ice, and when they are enlisted and not present at that muster 


defense, 


f< yreces 


become 


this is a wonderful bill in 


is 


| they will be punished with that sort of a court-martial, composed 
of a majority of Regular Army officers. It then 

law by inserting the words “ 

| ritory of the United States.” 


amends the 
either within or without the ter- 
So that the President can call out 
| this entire militia to serve either “ within or without the United 
| States.” 

| The gentleman says Congress has the power to declare war. 
| Yes; but if this bill passes, the President will have the right to 
| carry on war without a declaration by Congress and send the 
| entire militia into foreign parts in order to carry it on. But 
| why I am most against giving this power to the President is 
| because after the declaration of war by the President the Presi- 
dent should have the right to execute the laws of the United 
States, and that would be the law. But while this bill makes no 
such provisions, I should judge from what I read of it it will 
literally accomplish the purpose of increasing for all practical 
purposes the Army of the United States by the number of 
militia herein provided for. 

Mr. Speaker, I find it impossible for me in this time to run 
over the many changes that it will make from existing law, 
The gentleman says Congress had power to do all this long a 
That is the point. We have undoubtedly neglected it heretofore. 
Congress never intended to put the organized militia of the 
United States at the service of the President, either within or 
without the United States, at his will. Itnever intended to make 
another change that is made here. It says that the militia shall 
be subject to the rules and regulations prescribed for the Regu- 
lar Army of the United States, subject, in time of peace, under 
such general exceptions as may be authorized by the Secretary 
of War. This is a pretty dangerous bill to pass after forty min- 
utes of debate, with no greater opportunity to tell us what i 
it than we have had. I will not talk about the increase of 
expense. 

I know it is stated that the National Guard wants it, but the 
National Guard does not know much about it 


£0, 


+; im 
the 


except the in- 
crease of the money to be expended on the National Guard 
encampment. ‘The balance of the influence behind this bill 


comes from some other source far more potent than the officers 
of the National Guard within your respective States, 

How much time have I consumed, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
three minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, there is no one 
who cares more for the militia than I do. I served in it for 
over ten years. The reason I asked a second is because I think 


has consumed 


it is not only too important a bill to be disposed of on a motion 
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| 
to suspend the rules, but because I find that by inadvertence | 
the chairman and the committee, who desired to increase the 
power of the President over the militia of this country, have 
limited his power to the organized militia, whereas before he 
could call out every able-bodied citizen in this land. I speak of 
the old acts of 1792 and 1795, and I will read only two sections: | 

R. S., See. 1651. Every able-bodied male citizen of the respective 
States, resident therein, who is of the age of 18 years and under the 
age of 45 years, shall be enrolled in the militia. 

Then follow the provisions as to enrollment of “every able- 
bodied citizen.” True, enrollment was neglected. But when 
we had war Abraham Lincoln called for nine-months’ men, and | 
he got authority there for that under this provision. 

Another section (No. 1669 of the Revised Statutes), origi- 
nally passed in 1795, is still stronger. 

Whenever the United States are invaded, or are in imminent danger 
of invasion 

i think under that they could have been taken out of the 
country 
from any foreign nation or Indian tribe, or of rebellion against the 
authority of the Government of the United States, it shall be lawful to 
call forth such number of the militia of the State or States most con- | 
venient to the place of danger or scene of action as he may deem nec- 
essary to repel such invasion or to suppress such rebellion, and to 


issue his orders for that to such officers of the militia as he | 
may think proper. 





purpose 


Now, Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee on the | 
Militia years ago we refused to bring up that law for revision | 
for fear that by some mistake or amendment this power should | 
be taken away from the President. 

This bill, strange to say, without intending to do so, does | 
take away that power; for in the first section, after saying | 
that all males of a certain age belong to the militia, the bill 
divides them into two clsses, the organized militia and the 
reserve militia, and with a proviso that the provisions of this 
act shall apply only to the militia organized as a land force. As | 
# result the subsequent section 4, in which the authority for 
calling out the militia is reenacted, only applies to the organized 
militia, and the power of the President over every able-bodied 
citizen is taken away by this act. I consider that to be a 
matter that goes back of all questions of finance. 

The old law of 1795 gave the President direct authority over 
every citizen cf this land, and in this bill, in the section which 
provides that in case of rebellion or invasion, or threatened in- 
vasion, the President may issue a call, it is not provided that 
he may call out every able-bodied man, through their officers, 
but it provides that he may issue his orders for that purpose 
through the governor of the respective State or Territory, or 
through the commanding general of the militia of the District 
of Columbia, from which State, Territory, or District such | 
troops may be called, to such officers of the militia as he may | 
deem proper. Why, we remember a time, at the beginning of 
the civil war, when some of the governors did not desire to 
have the militia called out, but we got our militia from West 
Virginia, and eastern Tennessee and Kentucky by the orders | 
of the President direct. « 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I am very sorry. I wanted to 
say one word or two more about some of the other sections. I 
do not believe that the President should be forbidden to call 
out volunteers until he has called out the militia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I regret that a bill of this im- 
portance must be disposed of without an opportunity for con- | 
sideration in all of its details. It is a bill that deals with the 
power of the Federal Government over the organized militia | 
of the States. It is a bill which contemplates, as an adjunct | 
to the Regular Army of the United States, adding the organized 
militia of the States, and I am opposed to a standing army of | 
several hundred thousand men, nor am I in favor of conferring 
upon the President the power over the State militia that this 
bill confers upon him. 

I have for twelve years served in the organized militia of the 
State of Minnesota. I have great respect for the officers and 
for the enlisted men in all of these militia organizations; but, 
like the gentleman from New Jersey and the gentleman from 
Mississippi, I can say that I do not believe that the officers or 





The time of the gentleman has | 


men of the organized militia know what the effects of the pro- | 


visions in this bill are. 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Government in the last five years 
has been very liberal with our organized militia. 
years ago the highest amount the Federal Government had ever 
appropriated for the organized militia of the United States was 
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| in securing further appropriations hereafter. 
| expenditure is limited to $2,000,000. 


| the 


| of Congress. 


| the proposition briefly, as I understand it. 


Up until five | 





$400,000. To-day the organized militia receives from the Fed- 


yy 


May 


eral Government, under a permanent appropriation, $2,075,000 


| annually, because, in addition to the $2,000,000 permanent app: 
| priation which they have received since the passage of the so- 
| called “ Dick bill” five years ago there is another appropriati 


of $75,000. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, it is proposed to increase this ‘ippropria- 
tion 100 per cent by giving to the organized militia a perman: 


| annual appropriation of $2,000,000 more, making the perman: 


annual appropriation for the organized militia $4,075,000 an 
ally hereafter—not for one year, but for all time to come. 


hil 


| addition to this, we have appropriated one million to enable te 


militia to participate in the camp maneuvers of the Regular 
Army, making $3,000,000 appropriated at this session for the 


| State militia. 


If the officers and the enlisted men of the Army of the United 


| States can in five years’ time increase the annual appropriations 
| for this adjunct to the Regular Army of the United States to this 


extent, there is no telling to what extent they may be able to eo 
They say that this 
The proviso at the end of 
that section which authorizes the Secretary of War to furnish 
equipment, to furnish clothes, to furnish small arms, to furnish 


| ammunition, reads as follows: 


Provided, That the sum expended in the execution and purchase of 
issues provided for in this section shall not exceed the sum of 
$2;000,000 in any fiscal year. 


That does not cover all of the expenditures, however, which are 


| authorized to be made in behalf of the militia under this bill. 


In addition to this annual appropriation we are to have a new 
division established in the War Department here in Washing 
ton. What for? For the purpose of administering the affair 
of the National Guard of the United States. I read from page 


| 12, beginning on line 23 of the bill: 


The expenses herein authorized, together with the necessary clerical 
and office expenses of the division of militia affairs in the office of the 
Secretary of War, shall constitute a charge against the whole sum an- 
nually appropriated, etc. 

Mr. STEENERSON., For the militia. 

Mr. TAWNEY. For the militia. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. STEENERSON, 
cent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That does not increase the expense, but you 
get an organization here in the city of Washington; that organ- 


That does not increase the expense one 


| ization will be most potential and powerful in securing further 


increases for the National Guard, regardless of the will or wish 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. STEENERSON. ‘That clerical force is already there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's time ls ex- 
pired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
more? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 
man, 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say just one word further: That 
at this session of Congress we have appropriated for the Ar) 
and Navy $43,000,000 in excess of the current appropriations 
for the Army and Navy. When will the spirit of militarism 


Will the gentleman give me one-half minute 


I yield one-half minute more to the ¢ 


| that has taken hold of the Government and the country ceuse* 


When will we cease to appropriate as extravagantly as we have 
at this session for war purposes? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Froyp]. 


Mr. FLOYD. 


} 


Mr. Speaker, I do not think the gentlemen W! 


| are opposing this bill understand the objects and purpos 


While thi 
TI want to 
The object 


it as they were understood by the committee. 
Senate bill, we considered it very carefully. 


| build up the militia organizations, to make them confor! © 
| near as possible in their organization, number of men 

| company, to the Regular Army forces, so that in the ev’ 

| war, if the militia are called into service of the United *' 

| they will all be trained in the same school. 


That is, the militia will be familiar with the regular ¢ 


| of the Army of the United States, so that you can bril 
| troops together and harmonize them and make one pote! 


of them. That relates to their duties in the Army when 
into the service of the Army of the United States. I thi! 
is a laudable purpose. It is true it carries an appro)? 
for the purpose of aiding the State guard, the Nationa! ‘ 
ef the different States. We are spending over forty = 
en the Regular Army, and yet whenever we get involved 
war the President of the United States calls upon the £0' 
of the States for men to aid in that work, and I think it \ 
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to the highest interests of the whole country to have trained 

n equipped in methods of warfare. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FLOYD. My time is so limited that I regret I can not. 
There is one other question, and that is the constitutional ques- 
A great argument is made against this hill by gentlemen 
who claim it enlarges the power of the President. I want to 
express Iny views on that question. 


T ll 


through the governors of the several States, in time of war 
may eall out the militia of the different States to repel inva- 
sion, Suppress insurrection, or to execute the laws of the United 
States. It is not within the power of this committee, it is not 


within the power of Congress to take from or add to that con- | 


stitutional provision. That is a provision of the Constitution 
of the United States and lodges that power in the President of 
the United States, and it is not within our power to add to or 
take from it, and we do not undertake to do that and do not 
understand we are doing that by this provision of the bill. 
[ Applause. ] 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]. 

Mr.GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, this isa very simple proposition. 


The gentleman’s time has ex- 


Army of 50,000 men, and this bill asks for only $4,000,000 to 
take care of an army of 105,000 men. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEENERSON. Two million dollars. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Yes; two million per year or four million 


each Congress. This bill does not give them any salary. It 
simply gives them equipment. It is a small sum to equip 105,000 
soldiers. I do not think there can be any valid argument 


against this bill. 
every State in the Union. 
the bill, the whole 
not plead in vain. 
The SPEAKER 
pired. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Every national guardsman desires 


[ Applause. ] 


pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 


Mr. Speaker, I do not think many of us 


The Constitution, as I | 
understand it, provides that the President of the United States, | 
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It is asked for by the adjutant-general of | 
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the Dick law was passed it was not fully understood. But this 
bill does enlarge very greatly the existing laws relative to the 
militia. 

Mr. GRAHAM. 

Mr. SHERLEY, 

Mr. GRAHAM, 
years— 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I must ask for my time. This 
bill gives to the President of the United States the power to 
order the militia of the country outside of the limits of the 
United States. Under the provisions of the bill the President 
of the United States could send the militia to the Philippines 
to-morrow, and I do not believe that that ought to be the law of 
the land, and I would not vote for it if every member of every 
militia organization in America petitioned me to so vote. I be- 
lieve it is vicious. I am in favor of having an efficient militia, 
but I do not think that you need, in order to have the militia 
efficient, to make it really the same as the standing Army of 
the United States; and I do not believe in trying to bribe the 
militia into supporting a bill of this kind by offering to pay cer- 
tain of their expenses out of the Treasury if they will forego 
their liberties as American citizens. I am opposed to the bill. 
[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Will the gentleman permit—— 
I will not; I have not_the time. 
Is the gentleman aware that one hundred 





The time of the gentleman from 


; | Kentucky has expired. 
It costs to-day $80,000,000 per year to take care of the Regular | 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the one and one-half 
minutes I have left I want to call attention to the language of 
section 5 again, that this militia shall continue to serve “ dur- 
ing the term so specified,” “either within or without the terri- 
tory of the United States.” I also desire to call attention to 
this new language in the bill: 

That when the military needs of the Federal Government, arising 
from the necessity to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insur 
rection, or repel invasion, can not be met by the regular forces, the 


| organized militia shall be called into the service of the United States— 


105,000 are asking for it, and I trust they will | 


Understand, “‘ United States,” not the States— 


| in advance of any volunteer force which it may be determined to raise. 


| that the militia under this law could be ordered by the 


want an army of 125,000 men, even if it does not cost much. | 
I now yield four minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 


PAYNE]. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there is no emergency that de- 
mands the passage of this bill at this time. It is a good bill 


to postpone until 
plause. ] 
the bill loses none of its privileges. It will appear on the 
Calendar on the first Monday of December next, and when we 
get together I hope we will not come for roll calls, but for dis- 
cussion, and there will be ample opportunity to discuss this bill 
from beginning to end. 

If it is a good bill, the gentleman from Minnesota ought to 
welcome discussion. If it is a bad bill, discussion will show 
the weaknesses of the bill and the reasons there may be for not 
enacting it into law. So, Mr. Speaker, I hope the action of the 
House will be to vote down this motion and simply postpone 
action upon this bill until next December. We ought to be care- 
ful how we add $2,000,000 more to the burden we are to have 
for the year to come 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. PAYNE, It does not make any difference what the object 
is, the burden is already beyond what we anticipated when we 
entered upon this session of Congress. Why add to it? Why 
hot wait until next December and see how our revenues come 
out, see how our deficiencies come out, see whether we ought 
to pass this bill? There is plenty of time, and I hope the mo- 
tion will be voted down. 
Mr. STEENERSON. 

i 


we come together next December. [Ap- 





I am willing to have more time on this 


now. I am willing to ask unanimous consent to extend the 
ime. I ask unanimous consent for thirty minutes more time 


lor debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent that general debate be extended thirty 
ihinutes, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman from Minnesota will ask 
imanimous consent for six hours, to be equally divided between 
the two sides, I will readily consent, although that is not suffi- 
Client. If he does not, I will object. [Cries of “ Regular order !’] 
_Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky {Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is almost impossible in this 
Short time to discuss this bill. Whenever any question is raised 
48 to its wisdom, it is suggested that the provision is substantially 
the Dick law. Well, that only shows to my mind that when 


Not only is the gentleman from Kentucky right in saying 
’resi- 
dent, without an act of Congress, to the Philippine Islands, 
not only was I right in saying that the militiaman can under 
it be judged by a court-martial composed in part of the officers 


| of the Regular Army, Mr. Spexker, but in many other respects 


If we vote down this proposition to suspend the rules | 


this bill is an entirely new departure, and it amounts to organ- 
izing an auxiliary arm of the Regular Army 125,000 men strong. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Mississippi has expired. 
Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that all 
of these objections are untenable. The law is perfectly consti- 
tutional, and we can not take away or add to the power of the 


President under the Constitution to enforce the laws of the 
Union. It seems to me to be very poor economy to refuse to 


furnish clothing, ammunition, and arms to the militia of the dif- 
ferent States when they are the men that you have got to depend 
upon in case of war. [Applause.] It is the citizen soldier that 
has always been the support of this country in time of war, 
and we hope by this provision to so encourage the citizen sol- 
diers throughout the different States, who patriotically serve 
without pay in order that they may acquire discipline and a 
military education. We want to encourage them everywhere in 
order that the strength of the country may be in its citizens and 
not in its Regular Army. It is economy as well as expediency 
that demands it. [Applause.] 
[Memorandum by the Judge-Advocate-General. ] 


EMPLOYMENT OF THE ORGANIZED MILITIA IN THE EXECUTION OF A DECLA- 
RATION OF WAR. ™ 
Among the several war powers vested in Congress by the Constitu 
tion are the following: 
“To raise and support armies, but no appropriation of money to that 
use shall be for a longer term than two years.” (Constitut Art 
I, sec. 8, par. 11.) 


“To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the laws ¢ 





Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions.” (Ibid., par. 14.) 
“To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia 
and for governing such part of them as may be employed in the vi 
of the United States, reserving to the States, respectively, the appoint 
| ment of the officers, and the authority of training the militia according 
to the discipline prescribed by Congress.” (Ibid., par. 15.) 
The following war powers are vested in the President: : 
“The President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States, and of the militia of the several States, when 
called into the actual service of the United States.” (Constitution, Art. 


| 
i 


If, sec. 2, par. 1.) 


It will thus be seen that very broad powers, in respect to the na 
tional defense, are vested in Congress by the Constitution. In the ex 
ecution of those powers: ; 

(1) It may create a standing army, as a main reliance, relegating 


the militia to a subordinate position. : a 
(2) It may make the militia a chief reliance and entirely dispense 
with the standing army, 
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As { 
power which are vested in it by the Constitution. 
developed the militia and has employed it in 
emergency ; it has organized standing armies; 
armies for a limited term, and has resorted to conscription as a means 
of obtaining a military force with a view to meet a national emer- 
gency. e 

in framing the Constitution it was necessary to prescribe three heads 
under which the several war powers of Congress should be arranged, 
this to meet the following cases of emergency : 

1. Offensive war, involving an invasion of foreign territory. 

2. Defensive war, due to the invasion of the territory of the United 
States by a public enemy 

4. Insurrection or rebellion against the authority of 
States or against that of a State. (Under this head falls the case 
where there is forcible opposition to the execution of the laws of the 
United States.) 

Each of these cases had to be provided for, and was in fact made the 
subject of a specific grant of power to Congress in the Constitution. 

In the case of offensive war, hostilities would begin, and could only 
begin, with a formal declaration of war, originating in that branch of 
the Government having authority under the Constitution to act in the 
case, 

In the case of defensive war, 


It has fostered and 
occasions of national 


as no declaration has ever been re 
garded, at international law, as necessary by the state acting on the 
defensive, it was necessary to vest a power in Congress and the Fx- 
ecutive to provide and employ troops with a view to resist such in- 
vasion 

In the case of insurrection, rebellion, or forcible resistance to the 
execution of the laws, it was necessary to vest authority in some branch 
of the Government to suppress such insurrection or rebellion or to over 
come such resistance, 

There have been three declarations of war in our 
history, in each of which offensive operations are expressly contem 
plated, and each took the form of an act of Congress, which received 
fixecutive approval in the usual manner. 
than the mere declaration of war and vested 
Executive. The following are the declarations: 

Declaration of war against the Barbary powers. 
1802, 2 Stat. L., 129.) 

Britain. 


certain duties in the 


(Act of Feb. 6, 


Declaration of war against Great 
act of June 18, 1812, 2 Stat. L., 755. 

Declaration of war against Spain. 
L., 364.) 

The Mexican war 
recognized by Congress in an appropriate act of legislation. 
May 13, 1846, 9 Stat. L., 9.) Similar legislative 


(Act of June 18, 1812; 


(Act of Apr. 25, 1898, 30 Stat. 


(Act of 
recognition of an 


existing state of public war was given at the outbreak of the civil war. | 
of the enactments above referred to con- | 


It has been seen that each 
stituted a constitutional act of legislation, which it was in the power 
of Congress to adopt and which it was the duty of the Executive to 
carry into effect. It is interesting to note that the act of May 13, 
1846, recognizing the existence of war with Mexico, expressly author- 
ized the Executive to use the militia, among other forces, for its prose- 
cution, and Congress by an appropriate enactment, which had some of 
the aspects of retrospective legislation, required the militia forces 
called forth in its operation to serve for six months, instead of three, 
as required by then-existing law. 

It is conceded that what may be called the 
tion of the Constitution is contrary to that herein explained—that is, 
that the militia may not be employed in offensive operations, i. ¢c., in 
the invasion of foreign territory. This view has influenced the action 
of the Government upon several occasions; but I think it will be 
apparent, 
of the Republic such action was due to the fact that the militia was 
not a sufficiently disciplined force to be employed successfully in the 
operations of offensive warfare. For this reason, and to give the Federal 
Government complete control 
the expedient of volunteer forces has been resorted to upon 
occasions of national emergency, especially during the wars with Mexico 
and Spain and the civil war. * 

It is submitted, however, that a declaration of war is an act of con 
stitutional legislation, requiring the performance of corresponding ex 
ecutive duties on the part of the President. It differs in no respect 
from other legislation acts, and equally charges the President with the 
duty of execution. 

in this connection attention is invited to the correspondence in con- 
nection with the Seminole war in 1818. The operations undertaken in- 
volved an invasion of the Spanish territory of Florida. For this pur- 
pose the militia was called forth and employed. Whether the militia 
forces, which were slow in assembling, were actually used in carrying 
out the invasion of Spanish territory is not fully apparent from 
correspondence. (American State Papers, Vol. XII, “ Military affairs,” 
pp. 6S1 to 769.) See also a letter from Secretary of War Monroe to 
Congress under date of February 11, 1815. (Ibid., 605.) 

Very respectfully, 


»opular view of the opera- 


Geo. B. Davis. 
Fepravary 4, 1908, 


The following are extracts from messages of Presidents relative to 


the militia: 
PRESIDENT WASHINGTON, 1789. 


Along with this object (the preservation of ore and tranquillity 
on the frontiers) I am induced to suggest another, with the national 
importance and necessity of which I am Goowsy 
some uniform and effective system for the*militia of the United States. 
It is unnecessary to offer arguments in recommendation of a measure 
on which the honor, safety, and well-being of our country so evidently 
and so essentially depend; but it may not be amiss to observe that I 
am particularly anxious it should receive as early attention as cir- 
cumstances will admit, because it is now in our power to avall our- 
relves of the military knowledge disseminated throughout the several 
States by means of the many well-instructed officers and soldiers of 
the late Army, a resource which is daily diminishing by death and 
other causes. To suffer this peculiar advantage to pass away unim- 
proved would be to neglect an opportunity. * * * 
PRESIDENT WASHINGTON, 1790. 


Among the many interesting objects which will engage your atten- 
tlon, that of providing for the common defense will merit particular 
regard. To be prepared for war is one of the most efficlent means 
of preserving peace. 


impressed; I mean 
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1 matter of fact, Congress has acted under all the grants of war | 


it has raised volunteer 


constitutional | 


| that of the militia. 
Each contained other matter ! 


began without declaration, and its existence was | 


| emergencies, 


if the cases be carefully studied, that in the early history | 


over the forces raised by its authority, | 
several | 


the | 





May 25, 


A free people ought not only to be armed but disciplined, to which 
end a uniform and well-digested plan is requisite. 


PRESIDENT WASHINGTON, 1791. 


The first (militia) 


is certainly an object of primary importance, 


| whether viewed in reference to the national security, to the satisfac. 


tion of the community, or to the preservation of order. 
PRESIDENT WASHINGTON, 1793. 
They are incapable of abuse in the hands of the militia, who ought to 


possess a pride in being the depository of the force of the Republic, and 
| may be trained to a degree of energy equal to every military exigency 


the United | emnly pursued, whether the act more effectually to provide for the no. 


of the United States. But it is an inquiry which can not be too « 
tional defense by establishing a uniform militia throughout the United 
States has organized them so as to produce their full effect; whether 
your own experience in the several States has not detected some j{; 
perfections in the scheme, and whether a material feature in an im- 
provement of it ought not to be to afford an opportunity for the study 
of those branches of the military art which can scarcely ever be at- 
tained by practice alone. 


PRESIDENT WASHINGTON, 1794. 


The devising and establishing of a well-regulated militia would by 
genuine source of legislative honor and a perfect title to public grati 
tude. I therefore entertain a hope that the present session will not 
pass without carrying to its full energy the power of organizing, arm 
ing, and disciplining the militia, and thus providing, in the languave 
of the Constitution, for calling them forth to execute the laws of the 
Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasion. 


PRESIDENT WASHINGTON, 1795. 


With the review of our Army establishment is naturally connected 

It will merit inquiry what imperfections in the 
isting plan further experience may have unfolded. The subject is of 
so much moment, in my estimation, as to excite a constant solicitude 
that the consideration of it may be renewed until the greatest attain 
able perfection shall be accomplished. Time is wearing away some 
advantages for forwarding the object, while none better deserves the 
persevering attention of the public councils. 


PRESIDENT JEFFERSON, 1801. 


These considerations render important that we should, at every ses 
sion, continue to amend the defects which from time to time show 
themselves in the laws for regulating the militia, until they are suf 
ciently perfect. Nor should we now, or at any time, separate uwnt!! 
we can say we have done everything for the militia which we could 
do were an enemy at our door. 


PRESIDENT JEFFERSON, 1802. 


Considering that our regular troops are employed for local purposes, 
and that the militia is our general reliance for great ond sudden 
you will doubtless think this institution worthy of a 
review and give it those improvements of which you find it susceptible. 


PRESIDENT JEFFERSON, 1804. 


Should any improvement occur in the militia system, that will be 
always seasonable. 


a 


PRESIDENT JEFFERSON, 1805. 
I can not, then, but earnestly recommend to your early consideration 


| the expediency of so modifying our militia system as, by a separation 


of the more active part from that which is less so, we may draw from 
it, when necessary, an efficient corps for real and active service, and 
to be called to it in regular rotation. 


PRESIDENT JEFFERSON, 1806. 


A militia so organized that its effective portions can be called to 
any point in the Union, or volunteers instead of them, to serve a 
cient time, are means which may always be ready, yet never preying 
on our resources until actually called into use. They will maintain 
the public interests while a more permanent force shall be in cou 
of preparation. But much will depend on the promptitude with which 
these means can be brought into activity. 

PRESIDENT JEFFERSON, 1808. 

For a people who are free, and who mean to remain so, a well o! 
ized and armed militia is their best security. It is therefore incu 
on us at every meeting to revise the condition of the militia, and to 
ourselves if it is prepared to repel a powerful enemy at every point! ' 
our territories exposed to invasion. Some of the States have |: 
laudable attention to this subject; but every degree of neglect is to 
found among others. Congress alone has power to produce a unit 
state of preparation in this great organ of defense; the interests w* 
they so deeply feel in their own and their country’s security wi!) 
present this as among the most important objects of their delibera' 


PRESIDENT MADISON, 1809. 


Whatever may the course of your deliberations on the subject 0! | 
military establishments, I should fail in my duty in not recommen” 
to your serious attention the importance of giving to our m'! 
the great bulwark of our security and resource of our power, ‘" 
ganization the best adapted to eventual situations for which the Un 
States ought to be prepared. 


PRESIDENT MADISON, 1810. 


These preparations for arming the militia having thus far prov ded 
for one of the objects contemplated by the power vested in Coner' 
with respect to that great bulwark of the public safety, it is for rovesel 
consideration whether further provisions are not requisite for the ‘ 
contemplated objects of organization and discipline. To give = 
great mass of physical and moral force the efficiency which {t m 
and is capable of receiving, it is indispensable that they should be 
structed and practiced in the rules by which they are to be gover" 
Toward an accomplishment of this important work I recomm« a ; 
the consideration of Congress the cnpetieney of instituting . 
which shall in the first instance call into the field, at the pe - 
pense and for a given time, certain portions of the commiss oned 
noncommissioned officers. The instruction and discipline shee ack : 
would gradually diffuse through the entire body of the militia t - I 
tical knowledge and promptitude for active service which are oy eoces 
ends to be pursued. Experience has left no doubt either of -—* - 
sity or of the efficacy of competent moony skill in those pot er fort. 
an army in fitting it for the final duties which it may have to Pp 


a 
1 








1908. 


PRESIDENT MADISON, 1812. 


\ revision of the militia laws, for the purpose of rendering them 
e systematic and better adapting them to emergencies of war, is 
this time particularly desirable. 


PRESIDENT MADISON, 1813. 


The militia, being always to be regarded as the great bulwark of 
defense and security for free States, and the Constitution having wisely 
amitted to the national authority a use of that force as the best 
vision against an unsafe military establishment, as well as a 
ce peculiarly adapted to a country having the extent and the ex- 
t ire of the United States, I reeommend to Congress a revision of 
the militia laws for the purpose of securing more effectually the services 


‘ il detachments called into the employment and placed under the | 


ernment of the United States. 
PRESIDENT MADISON, 1814. 


| earnestly renew at the same time a recommendation of such changes 
i ie system of the militia as by classing and disciplining for the most 
prompt and active service the portions most capable of it will give to 
t great resource for the public safety all the required energy and 
efficiency. 
: PRESIDENT MADISON, 1815. 
can not press too much on the attention of Congress such a 
( sification and organization of the militia as will most effectually 
render it the safeguard of a free State. If experience has shown in 
t recent splendid achievements of militia the value of this resource 
f nublic defense, it has shown also the importance of that skill in 
t ise of arms, and that familiarity with the essential rules of disci- 
t e which can not be expected from the regulations now in force. 
i 
I 
I 


(nd I 


Vith this subject is intimately connected the necessity of accommodat- | 


ne the laws, in 
olitieal authorit 
sical power 0 


every respect, to the great object of enabling the 
of the Union to employ promptly and effectually the 
the Union in the cases designated by the Constitution. 


PRESIDENT MADISON, 1816. 
(n efficient militia is authorized and contemplated by the Constitu- 


tion and required by the spirit and safety of free government. The 
ent organization of our militia is universally regarded as less 
eflicient than it ought to be made, and no organization can be better 
lated to give to it its due force than a classification which will 


assign the foremost place in the defense of the country to that portion 
of its citizens whose activity and animation best enable them to rally 
to its standard. Besides the consideration that a time of peace is the 
when the change can be made with the most convenience and 
equity, it will now be aided by the experience of a recent war, in which 
the militia bore so interesting a part. 


PRESIDENT MONROE, 


time 


1817. 


\n improvement in the organization and discipline of the militia is | 


one of the great objects which claims the unremitted attention of Con- 
gre az 
PRESIDENT MONROE, 1822. 

I have to add that in proportion as our regular force is small should 
the instruction and discipline of the militia, the great resource on 
which we rely, be pushed to the utmost extent that circumstances | 
W admit. 

PRESIDENT MONROB, 1823. 

As the defense and even the liberties of the country must depend in 

times of imminent danger on the militia, it is of the highest importance 


that it be well organized, armed, and disciplined throughout the Union. 
PRESIDENT ADAMS, 1825. 
' organization of the militia is yet more indispensable to the liber- 


.) 
ihe 


ties of the country. It is only by an effective militia that we can at 
on njoy the repose of peace and bid defiance to foreign aggression ; 
it is by the militia that we are constituted an armed nation, standing 
in perpetual panoply of defense in the presence of all the other nations 
of the earth. 


I 
1 
flo this end it would be necessary so to shape its organization as to 


give it a more united and active energy. There are laws for estab 
lishing a uniform militia throughout the United States and for arm 
ing and equipping its whole body. But it is a body of dislocated 
members, without the vigor of unity, and having little of uniformity 
but the name. ‘To infuse into this most important institution the 
power of which it is susceptible, and to make it available for the 
pe 


nse of the Union at the shortest notice and at the smallest expense 





from the persevering deliberations of Congress. 

PRESIDENT ADAMS, 1826, 
The occasion was thought favorable for consulting the same board, 
alded by the results of a correspondence with the governors of the 
several States and Territories and other citizens of intelligence and 
experience, upon the acknowledged defective condition of our militia 
system, and of the improvements of which it is susceptible. The re 
port of the board upon this subject is also submitted for your con- 
sideration, 


PRESIDENT JACKSON, 1832. 
lf in asserting rights or in repelling wrongs war should come upon 
, our regular force should be increased to an extent proportioned to 


an emergency, and our present small Army is a nucleus around which 
such force could be formed and embodied. But for purposes of de- 
fense, under ordinary circumstances, we must rely upon the electors of 
the country. Those by whom, and for whom, the Government was in- 
stituted and is supported, will constitute its protection in the hour of 
dar , as they do its check In the hour of safety. 

But it is obvious that the militia system is imperfect. Much time is 
‘ost, much unnecessary expense incurred, and much public property 
wasted under the present arrangement. Little useful knowledge is 
gained by the musters and drills now established, and the whole subject 
evidently requires a thorough examination. Whether a plan of classi- 
feation, remedying these defects and providing for a system of instruc- 
Hon, might not be adopted, is submitted to the consideration of Con- 
kres The Constitution has vested in the General Government an In- 
dependent authority upon the subject of the militia which renders its 
acti essential to the establishment or improvement of the system, and 
i recommend the matter to your consideration, in the conviction that 
a tate of this important arm of the public defense requires your 
atte: 


tion, 

PRESIDENT JACKSON, 1835. ° 
Occurrences to which we, as well as other nations, are Hable, both in 
our internal and external relations, point to the necessity of an efficient 


XLII— 435 


re- | 


of time, of life, and of treasure, are among the benefits to be expected | 
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I am again induced by the impertance of 
the subject to bring it to your attention. To suppress domestic vio 
lence and to repel foreign invasion, should these calamities overtake 
us, we must rely in the first instance upon the great body of the com 


munity whose will has instituted and whose power must support the 
Government. 


organization of the militia. 


PRESIDENT JACKSON, 1836. 


In this connection it is also proper to remind you that the defects 
in our present militia system are every day rendered more apparent. 
The duty of making further provision by law for organizing, arming, 
and disciplining this armed defense has been repeatedly presented 
to Congress by myself and my predecessors that I deem it sufficient on 
this occasion to refer to the last annual message and to former Execu- 
tive communications in which the subject has been discussed. 


so 


PRESIDENT VAN BUREN, 1837. 


It not, however, compatible with the interests of the people to 
maintain in time of peace a regular foree adequate to the defense of our 
extensive frontiers. In periods of danger and alarm we must rely 
principally upon a well-organized militia, and some general arrangement 
that will render this description of force more efficient has long 
a subject of anxious solicitude. 

It was recommended to the First Congress by General Washington, 
and has since been frequently brought to your notice, and recently its 
importance strongly urged by my immediate The 


is 


been 


predecessor. pro 


‘vision in the Constitution that renders it necessary to adopt a uniform 


system of organization 
presents an 


for 
insurmountable 


the militia 


obstacle 


throughout the United States 


1 to an effective arrangement by 
the classification heretofore proposed, and I invite your attention to 
the plan which will be submitted by the Secretary of War for the 


organization of volunteer corps and the instruction of the militia officers 


as more simple and practicable, if not equally advantageous, as a 
general arrangement of the whole militia of the United States. 
PRESIDENT VAN BUREN, 1838 
I would again call your attention to the subjects connected with 
and essential to the military defenses of the country, which were sub 
mitted to you at the last session, but which were not acted upon, as 
is supposed, for want of time. The most important of them is the 
organization of the militia on the maritime and inland frontiers. This 
measure is deemed important, as it is believed that it will furnish an 
effective volunteer force in aid of the Regular Army, and may form 
the basis for a general system of organization for the entire militia 
of the United States. 
PRESIDENT VAN BUREN, 1829. 


The present condition of the defenses of our principal seaports and 
navy-yards, as represented by the accompanying report of the 
tary of War, calls for the early and serious attention of Congress, 
and, as connecting itself intimately with this subject, I can not recom 
mend too strongly to your consideration the plan submitted that 
officer for the organization of the militia of the United States. 


PRESIDENT TYLER, 1843. 
In all cases of emergency the reliance of the country is properly 
placed in the militia on a uniform basis is a subject of vital importance 
to the future safety Congress whether a new and more perfect organiza 


Secre 


by 





tion might not be introduced, looking mainly to the volunteer com 
panies of the Union for the present, and of easy application to the 
great body of the militia in time of war 
PRESIDENT LINCOLN, 1861, 
The recommendation of the Secretary (of War) for the organization 
of the militia on a uniform basis is a subject of vital importance to 
the future safety of the country, and is commended to the serious at 


tention of Congress. 
PRESIDENT HAYES, 1880. 
Attention is asked to the necessity of providing by legislation for or 
ganizing, arming, and disciplining the active militia of the 
and liberal appropriations are recommended in this behalf. 
PRESIDENT ARTHUR, 1882 AND 1883 
I invite the attention of Congress to the propriety of making more 


count ry, 


adequate ——— for arming and equipping the militia 

From the reports of these (United States Army) officers I am in- 
duced to believe that the encouragement of the State militia organi 
zations by the National Government would be followed by very grati- 


fying results and would afford it in sudden emergencies, the aid of a 
large body of volunteers educated in the performance of military duties. 
PRESIDENT HARRISON, 1590. 

The encouragement that has been extended to the militia of the States 
should be continued and enlarged These military organizations 
stitute in a large sense the Army of the United States, while 
five-sixths of the annual cost of their maintenance is defrayed by 
States. 


con 
about 
the 


PRESIDENT CLEVELAND, 1896. 

The appropriations for its (organized militia) support by the several 
States approximate $2,800,000 annually, and $400,000 is contributed 
by the General Government. Investigation shows these troops to 
usually well drilled and inspired with much military interest, but 
many instances they are so deficient in proper arms and equipment that 
a sudden call to active duty would find them inadequately ed for 
field service. I therefore recommend that prompt measures be tuken to 
remedy this condition, and that every encouragement be given to this 
deserving body of unpaid yoluntary citizen soldiers, upon whose assist 
ance we must largely rely in time of trouble 

PRESIDENT 
is obsolete and 


be 


in 


prepa 


ROOSEVELT, 


1901. 
worthless. The organization and 
armament of the national guard of the several States * * * 
should be made identical with those provided for the 
The obligations and duties of the guard in time of war should be care 
fully defined. * * * It is utterly impossible in the excitement and 
haste of impending war to do this satisfactorily if the arrangements 
have not been made long beforehand 

* * * the State troops, being already armed and equipped, would 
be ready for immediate service. This was based on the supposition 
that the arms and equipments were in good condition, an expectation 
not generally realized during the war. It is probable that 
would have been ready: for service as quickly by being equipped anew. 

As these troops (volunteer, first call) were mainly from the national 
guards of the different States, it was understood that they were well 
equipped, * * * which supposition was not realized. 


Our militia law 


regular forces, 


the troops 
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possible 


and satisfactory 
liately availa 
ii ean 


nmended 


tions : 
] 


: at 
The obsolete : 


be repeal 


nizafion 


nl orm ty 
rhe coi 


maintenance 


tioned or made 


organization 


The 


SPI 


question is, 


ne long-est 
States 


has endea 


accomplished 
thlished re 


and wiftl pat 


should be in 


orig 


it reasenably 


atter of 
pro 


vored 
to place the 
footing. so 


ble for national 


end in 
stantial 


rative 


inal 
brought 


and discipline 
instruction, 
yperation of the 
lated as to make certain 
armament of the 
to depend upon 
and increased efficiency, 
liberality in the m 
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to provide a 
ilitia of 
that in 


is between the 
view that 
coni« 


sections of the 


statute 


into conformity 


Government 
that 


militia should 


such return, in the 


the Speaker’s table and passed? 


The question 


was taken, 


and the 


nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. 
Mr. STEENEI 
is no quorum. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


there 


nays have I 


tSON. Mr. 


there is no quorum present, 


WILLIAMS 
There is a quorum, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. 


tory. 


quorum. 

The 
sota | Mr. 
Chair will 


notify 
are called, 


those 


SPEAKER 
STEENERSON | 

count. 
Doorkeeper will 
absentees ; 
answer 


present and not 


pro 


[After 


close the 


“ yea,” 


Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken, 
* present” 19, 


answered 


Ashbrook 
tarchfeld 
sarelay 
Bartlett, 
Bates 
Bed 
Bonynge 
Boyd 
Burleigh 
rnett 
urton, Ohio 
‘alderhead 
apron 
arte 
ne 
ney 
hapmian 


ocks, N. 


Ney. 


Soa Colo, 
‘ooper, Pa. 
ndrey 
‘raig 
Currier 
DPalzell 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Dawson 
De Armond 
Denby 
Diekema 


AAAAMOAZOAZ*ON =. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Alexa 
Anthony 
il,  Fex 
towers 
1 ntley 
odhead 
rien mn 
amp! bell 
ndl er 


. oper, = 
“ Ind. 
‘raw ford 
‘rumpacker 
yenver 
Hhdwards, Ky. 


B 
B 
J 
I 
I 
B 
‘ 
( 
c 
c 
Cc 
( 
( 
( 
I 


nder, Mo. 


Douglas 
Draper 
Durey 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Ferris 
Floyd 
Focht 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Powler 
French 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gilhams 
Glass 

Graff 
Graham 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackett 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 


Hamilton, Mich, 


Haskins 

Hawley 
layes 

Higgins 


Speaker, 


Has the 
’ een ordered 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. 


Chair 


Speaker, 


Speaker, I 


tempore. 
raised the 


and there were- 
not voting 163, as follows: 
YEAS 


ruled 


I raise the point of order that 


The Chair 


The 
point of 


eounting.}] Not 
doors, 


the 


26. 
Hill, Conn. 
Ilinshaw 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 


Hubbard, W. Va. 
Wash. 


Huff 
Hiumphrey, 
Jones, Wash. 


* Kahn 


Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Laning 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
MeGavin 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


McLachlan, Cal. 


Malby 
Maynard 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nye 
O'Connell 


NAYS-—79. 


Ellerbe 
Fitzgerald 
Foster, Ind 
Gardner, Mich, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Gregg 
Hackney 
Hamill 
Hamlin 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Howland 
Hughes, N. J. 
Flull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M. 


Johnson, Ky. 
Kimball 
Lamb 
Lee 
Lenahan 
Lloyd 
McHenry 
McLain 
Macon 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Murphy 
Nicholls 
Padgett 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Patterson 
ke ne 

*ujo 


i indell, Tex. 


plan 

the country 
time of 
defense The 


without changing, 


wimity 
general 


which 


of the militia should, 
conform to that prevailing in the 
Federal 


make 


that the 


withdraw 


gentleman 


‘ present ; ” 


-yeas 126, 


2s simple 


to the 


militia 


continue to heve 
with existing 


time has expired. 
Shall the rules be suspended and the bill taken from 


I demand the yeas and nays. 
Speaker, I 


the point 


yeas 


I make the point of order that that is dila- 


will count. 
the point of no 


from 


quorum. 


Olcott 
Olmsted 
Parker, 8 
Varsons 
Pollard 
Pray 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Sherman 
Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Southwick 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Weems 
Wilson, Fil, 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Rauch 
Reeder 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Sabath 
Scott 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Smith, Mo. 
Spight 
Tawney 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 


upon an : 
danger it would 
committee believes that 
or attempting 
reneral Government 
such legislation 


following 


mili- 


for the sake 
Army. 
should be so r 
its expenditures for 
hereafter be 
way of improve 
as will be calculated to justify it 
appropriations, 


tempore. All 


condi- 


that 


Minne- 
no quorum, 
a 
Sergeant-at-Arms 
those in favor of the bill will, as their names 
those opposed will answer 
voting will answer 


will 


“* nay,” 
and the 


nays 7 


. Dak. 


Clayton 


Speaker pro tempore an- | 


} and withdraw my vote and answer 
| “ present.” 


| 126, 


| draw from the files of the House, 


25 


[AY 


3 


ANSWERED 
Cooper, Wis. 
Dixon 
Finley 
Foster, Fil. 
Goulden 


“ PRESENT ”—19. 
Heftin 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Keifer 
Lever 
Madden 


NOT VOTING—163. 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knapp 

Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo, 
Landis 

Langley 
Lassiter 

Law 

Leake 

Legare 

Lewis 

Lilley 

Lindsay 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 

Lovering 
Me€all 
MeCreary 
McDermott 
MeGuire Sperry 
McKinlay, Cal. Stafford 
McLaughlin, Mich.Stanley 
McMillan Stephens, Tex. 
MeMorran Stevens, Minn. 
Madison Taylor, Ala. 
Mann Thomas, Ohio 
Marshall Townsend 
Miller Underwood 


Ansberry 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Boutell 
Burton, Del. 


Richardson 
Sheppard 
Talbott 
Waldo 


Acheson Fleod 
\iken Fordney 
Alex: unde r, N.Y. Fornes 
Alien Foss 
{mes Fuller 
irus Fulton 
ga nnon Gaines, Tenn. 
sartholat G;ardner, Mass. 
artlet Ga. Gardner, N. J. 


Peters 
Porter 

Pou 

Powers 
Pratt 

Prinee 
Rainey 
Ransdell, La, 
Reld 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Russell, 
tyan 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Tex, 
Snapp 
Sparkman 


© ale. Ia. Gill 
l, Ga. Gillett 


sennett, Ky. Godwin 
cham Goebel 


sirdsall Goldfogle 
ridley Gordon 
roussard Griggs 
rownlow Gronna 
Haggott 
Hammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Caldwell Hay 
‘ary Ifenry, Conn, 
lark, Fla. Hepburn 
‘ockran Hill, Miss. 
‘onner Hlitehcoek 
‘ook, Pa. Hobson 
sins Hubbard, Iowa 
‘ravens Hughes, W. Va. 
“ushman Hull, lowa. Mondell Vreeland 
Davey, La. Jackson Moon, Pa, Wallace 
Davis, Minn. James, Addison D. Mouser Watson 
Dawes Jenkins Mudd Weisse 
Driscoll Johnson, 8. C. Murdock Wheeler 
Dunwell Jones, Va. Norris Wiley 
Dwight Kinkaid Overstreet Willett 
Edwards, Ga. Kipp Pearre Wolt 
Favret Kitchin, Clande Perkins 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Acureson with Mr. CRAVENS. 
Mr. BartHotpr with Mr. Pov. 
Mr. Beate of Pennsylvania with Mr. Favrort, 
Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. Furron. 
Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr 
Mr. KINKAID with Mr. LASSITER. 
Mr. McCatzt with Mr. Linpsay. 
Mr. MoNbDELL with Mr. RAINey. 
Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. RurNock, 
Mr. Morris with Mr. Rrogpan. 
Mr. Overstreet with Mr. UNpDERWoopD. 
Mr. Smiru of Michigan with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Wotpr. 
Mr. Lorimer with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi, 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. Her tin. 
Mr. Murbdock with Mr. FINiey. 
Mr. WaLpo with Mr. SLayDEN. 
Mr. McCreary with Mr. Crarx of Florida, 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. CrayTon. 
Mr. McGuire with Mr. Foster of Illinois. . 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman fro! 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WHEELER] vote? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. He did not. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I voted “aye.” I am paired with him 
“ present.” 
The name of Mr. RicHarpson was called, and he answe! 


Y 
i 
} 
A 
I 
B 
Be 
i 


Tex. 


. GorDON, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas : 
the nays are 79, “ present” 19; a quorum is present. 
Doorkeeper wil! open the doors; the ayes have it, and tie 
is passed. [Applause.] 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Taytor of Alabama, by 


unanimous consent, obt: 


| leave of absence for the balance of the session on acco 


important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


by unanimous consent, obtained leave to vi 
without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Gretchen Stommel (H. R. 9548), 5ix 


Mr. CARY, 


| Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


Mr. DapzeLt, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies 
papers in the case of George Rushberger (H. R. 4885), I 
sixth Congress, no adverse report having been made there 





“The SPEAKER. 
ut resolution, 


1 
il 


The SPEAKER. 





REPRINT OF JOINT RESOLUTION, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


fo reprint House joint resolution 190, making the 21st day of Octo- 
in each and every year a national holiday, and designating 


Discovery Day.’ 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


1é 
’ 


Mr. PAYNE. 
<s until 11 a. m, to-morrow. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Vs. 


RECESS. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a re- 


fhe yeas and nays were ordered. 
I make the point of order that a quorum is not 


Mr. PAYNE. 


present. 


re called, answer “ yea;’ 


ent.” 


rhe SPEAKER (after counting). 
six Members are present; not a quorum. 
close the doors; the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify absent Mem- | 
‘aS many as are in favor of the motion will, as their names 
as many as are opposed will an- 
r “nay;” those present and not voting will answer “ pres- 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 


rs 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The Chair submits the following request by 
e gentleman from New York [Mr. GouLpDEN]. 


it 


This is a mere request for a reprint of a 


It is a mere request for a reprint of a 
The Chair hears no objection. 


On that proposition I ask for the yeas and 


One hundred and sixty- 
The Doorkeeper will | 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 143, nays 50, 
answered “ present” 13, not voting 181, as follows: 
YEAS—143. 
Humphrey, Wash. Parker, S. Dak. 


Adair 
Alexander, Mo. 
Barchfeld 
B lay 
Bates 
Bede 
Konynge 
Boutell 
Boyd 
Burleigh 
Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead 
Capron 
La field 
‘ I v 
( pman 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Cole 
( Colo, 
( Pa. 
(oudrey 
( wford 
( mpacker 
Cu in 
Dalzell 
] wh 
I ison 
Dawson 
le Armond 
Denby 
Diekema 
ouglas 
lh 
Dur y 
Adamson 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Lye rex. 
Bo r 
Bowers 
Brodhead 
Burleson 
Bu tt 
( r 
( n 
C] Mo. 
Cox, Ind. 
Cra 
Ansberry 
Re t, N. Y. 
Burton, Del. 
ixon 
Ac} n 
Aik 
\ nder, N. Y 
A 
Am 
Andrus 
Antt ny 
As) ok 
Ba n 
Ba oldt 
Bertlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa 
Beil, Ga, 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Brz lley 


Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 

Focht 

Foster, Ind. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Glass 

Graff 

Graham 
Greene 
Hackney 

Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Haskins 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn. 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 


Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Laning 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Lindbergh 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
MeGuire 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLain 
Macon 

Malby 
Mondell 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 

Nye 

Oleott 
Olmsted 
Padzett 
Parker, N. J. 


NAYS—50. 


Denver 
Ellerbe 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Hackett 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Heflin 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT” 13. 
Foster, III. Richardson 
Goulden Sheppard 
Humphreys, Miss. Small 
Lever Talbott 

NOT VOTING—181. 
Brantley Cook, Pa. 
Broussard Cooper, Tex. 
Brownlow Cooper, Wis. 
Brumm Cousins 
Brundidge Cravens 
Burgess Davenport 
Burke Davey, La. 
Butler Davis, Minn. 
Byrd Dawes 
Calder Driscoll 
Caldwell Dunwell 
Campbell Dwight 
Cary Edwards, Ga. 
Clark, Fla Edwards, Ky. 
Clayton Favrot 
Cockran Flood 
Conner Fordney 





Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Houston 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
James, Ollie M. 
Keliher 
Lloyd 

Moore, Tex. 
Nicholls 
O'Connell 
Page 
Randell, Tex. 





Parsons 
Payne 
Pray 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Russell, Mo. 
Sabath 
Scott 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Southwick 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Weems 
Wilson, IL 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 


Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker 
Sherley 
Smith, Mo. 
Stanley 
Thomas, N. C. 
Watkins 
Webb 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 


Waldo 


Fornes 

Foss 

Foster, Vt. 
Fuller 

Fulton 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gill 

Gillett 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Granger 
Gregg 

Griggs 





RECORD—HOUSE. 











Gronna Lamar, Fla. Madison Shackleford 
Haggott Lamar, Mo. Mann Sims 
Hammond Landis Marshall Slayden 
Harding Langley Maynard Slemp 
Hardwick Lassiter Miller Smith, Mich, 
Hardy Law Moon, Pa. Smith, Tex. 

| Harrison Leake Mouser Snapp 
llaugen Legare Mudd Sparkman 
Hay Lenahan Norris Sperry 
Henry, Conn. Lewis Overstreet Spight 
Hepburn Lilley Patterson Stafford 
Hill, Miss. Lindsay Pearre Stephens, Tex. 
Hitchcock Littlefield Perkins Stevens, Minn. 
Hobson Livingston Peters Tawney 
Hubbard, Iowa Longworth Pollard Taylor, Ala. 
Hughes, W. Va. Lorimer Porter Thomas, Ohlo 
Ilull, lowa Loud Pou Townsend 
Jackson Lovering Powers Underwood 
James, Addison D. McCall Pratt Vreeland 
Jenkins McCreary Prince Wallace 
Johnson, 8. C. McDermott Ransdell, La. Watson 
Jones, Va. MeGavin Reeder Weisse 
Kinkaid McHenry Reid Wheeler 
Kipp McKinlay, Cal. Reynolds Wiley 

| Kitchin, Claude McLachlan, Cal. Rhinock Willett 
Kitchin, Wm. W. McLaughlin, Mich.Riordan Wolf 

| Knapp McMillan Russell, Tex. 

| Knopf MecMorran Ryan 

| Knowland Maddea Saunders 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. LEGARE. 

Mr. MILter with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. LoNawortnH with Mr. GRANGER. 

Mr. HAuUGEN with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

Mr. ForDNEyY with Mr. SpicnHr. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. AIKEN. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 143, the nays 
50, answering ‘“‘ present” 13, a quorum; the ayes have it, and 
the House stands in recess until 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House 
was declared in recess. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21985) for the en- 
largement of the Capitol grounds and for the erection of a 
monument or monumental memorial to Abraham Lincoln, re- 
ported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1773), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF BILLS AND 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 22151) requiring all street car 
companies operating their systems or parts of systems in the 
District of Columbia to give transfers good over all lines in the 
District of Columbia upon payment of 1 cent additional fare—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 22152) for the construction of 
a breakwater at Duluth, Minn.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 
| By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 22153) relative to serv: 
ices in legislative matters—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 22154) to enable the sur- 
viving officers and enlisted men who served during the war of 
the rebellion in the military or naval forces of the United States, 
and certain officers and enlisted men of State militia organiza- 
tions, to obtain, free of cost, 160 acres of public land—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22155) for the relief of certain Indians by 
blood or identification as Mississippi Choctaws and enrollment 
on the final rolls of the Choctaw Nation or tribe of Indians—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22156) providing bounty for soldiers who 
served in the war with Spain—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22157) to 
regulate the conduct of the laundry business in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 22158) to pro- 
hibit importation of opium into Hawaii except by the Govern- 
ment for medicinal uses only—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, 
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RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 





Ry Mr. 
-ition O1 a 
Ky. 


LANGLEY: A bill (7. Rf. 
f and the ere 
the 


29159) to authorize the 
‘tion of a Federal building at 
Committee on Public Buildings 


site 
li to 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
tain homestead sett 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. RODENBERG 


A bill 
in 


(H. R. 22160) 
Alabama—to the Committee on the 
: A bill (H, R. 22161) to acquire cer- 
1 land in the District of Columbia for park purposes—to the 
ommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Memorial of the legislature 
rk, relating to contingent expenses of the war of 1812—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


tai 


co 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 22162) for the relief of 
Edwin P, Harman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 22168) granting a pen- 
sion to Rebecca Pritchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions, 

By DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 22164) 
crea ’ pension to Matthew Connell-—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 22165) 
granting an increase of pension to J. Howard Willets—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22166) granting a pension to Ellen Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22167) granting a pension to Edward G. 
Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 22168) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Fitech—to the Committee on Claims. 

sy Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 22169) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Bradshaw—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KELIHWER: A bill (H. R. 22170) granting a pension 
to Moses BE. Angell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 22171) granting a pension 
to Johanna K. Staleup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22172) granting a pension to Charlotte A. 
Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 22173) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Andrew H. Vanover—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 22174) granting a pension to 
James B. Webster—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 22175) for the relief of P. R. 
Hatch-—to the Committee on Claims, , 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 22176) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Harris—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. e 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 22177) for the relief of 
heirs of Adele Fowler, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 22178) for the relief of the 
heirs of John Trostle, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 22179) for the relief of the 
estate of Robert Barber, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22180) for the relief of R. D. Johnston— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. 


f 


se of 


Henry A. Wiley, United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Frederick A. Battey—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


29 


a 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


1 
| 


and | 


for the relief of cer- | 


| 


of New | 





Also, petition of Central Labor Union of Erie, Pa., agai) 
any amendment or treaty provision to extend right of natura 
zation, etc.—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza 


tion. 


Also, petition of General Electric Company, of Philadelph 
Pa., opposing Senate amendment to post-office appropriati 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rawson Brothers, of Girard, Pa., against the 
Acheson bill as substitute for the Penrose bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. B. McDonald, for one-third of curre 
commission to be selected outside of Congress—to the Com 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BARCLAY: Petition of Bradford Council, Knights of 


Columbus, for H. R. 7559, making October 12 a legal holiday 


1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of labor unions and citiz 
of Maine, for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and 20584. 
general employers’ liability law, and bill limiting a day’s labor 
to eight hours upon work done by the Government—to the Com- 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of De La Salle Council, Knights 
of Columbus, favoring H. R. 7559, making October 12 a leval 


_ | holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
granting an in- 


‘By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Matthew N. Chappell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Lexington Grange, favoring a 
national highways commission and appropriation for Federal 
aid in construction and improvement of highways (H. R. 
158387)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Central Labor Union of Concord, N. H., for 


| H. R. 20584, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, and for the 


Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Erie, Bradford, De La Salle, 
Du Bois, Ebensburg, and Palas councils, Knights of Columbus, 
for H. R. 7559, making October 12 a legal holiday—to the ( 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DENBY: Petition of Detroit Street Railway Men's 
Association, for H. R, 20584, amendment to Sherman antitrust 
law, and for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability 
bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Tennessee River Improve 
ment Association, for conservation of our natural resources—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. W. Littlefield, for the Fuller bill (H. R. 
19250) relative to volunteers officers’ retired roll—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Isaac N. Seligman, favoring 
one-third of currency commission to be composed of me! 
side of Congress—to the Committee on Banking and Curr 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of San Jose, for th 
amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as the “ Wilso! 
bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), the « 
ployers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of Laredo Trades Co 
for amendment to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20554), : 
for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and Ux 
eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of James Bow and other citiz 
of Danbury, Conn., for H. R. 20584, amendment to the Sher 


om- 


| antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 22181) for the relief of Lieut. Commander | 


bility bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on | 


| Judiciary. 


182) granting | 


| 


By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of sundry citizens of © 
land and Alameda, Cal., for amendment to the Sherman 
trust law (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), ! 
just and clearly defined general employers’ liability law, ° 


| for an eight-hour law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Uneéer clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and | 


papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Golden Leal, Division No. 
590, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the Roden- 


berg anti-injunction bill (H. R. 17137) and the Hemenway-Graff | 


safety ash-pan Dill 
Judiciary. 
Also, petition of E. W. Thwing, for legislation to secure a 


(H. R. 19795)—to the Committee on the 


By Mr. LAMB: Petition of N. C. Napier and others, of It 
mond, Va., for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and 1! 
20584, a general employers’ liability law, and bill limitne 
day’s labor to eight hours upon work done for the Govern 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. oS 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Petition of citizens of Cincinns' 
Ohio, for the passage of the Wilson bill (H. R. 20584), Pea re 


| bill (HL R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and labor's eight 
| bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


limited number of Chinese for Hawaii’s special need—to the | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Knights of Columbus of Mead- 
ville and Brie, Pa., for H. R. 7559, making the 12th of October 
a national holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


ty Mr. LOUD: Petition of Division No. 26, Amalgamated 
sociation of Street Railway Employees, of Detroit, Mich., ‘vf 
the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known “ns 
“ Wilson bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94). \ 
employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the \ 
mittee on the Judiciary, 


r 


ais 








By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of taxpayers of the county of 
ita Cruz, Cal. asking legislation submitting an amendment 
the Constitution prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on 
e Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 

William P. Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petitions of Local No. 97, Cigar Makers’ 
iion, of Boston; Forward Club, Civic Service House, of Bos- 
, and New American Association, indorsing concurrent reso- 
tion 28—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Local No. 7, Bakers and Confectioners, of 
ston, favoring concurrent resolution No, 28, against atrocities 


of the Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
By Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of Civic Club of Cambria 


County, Pa., for the concurrent resolution No, 28—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: Petition of citizens of Cape 
Girardeau, Mo., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law 

R. 20584), and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ lia- 

bility bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of Silver City Lodge, Brotherhood 
Railway Trainmen, for the Rodenberg anti-injunction bill 
| Graff ash-pan bill (H. R. 17137 and H. R. 19795)—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of various councils, Knights of 


r 
itl 


Ol 


Columbus, favoring making October 12 a legal holiday (H. R. 
7559)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petition of labor organization of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, for amendment to Sherman antitrust law 


i. R. 20584) and for Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ lia- 


bility bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 
By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Martha J. Wilson 
ind 23 other members of the E. M. B. Club, of Lansing, Mich., 


\voring concurrent resolution No, 28, against Russian atroci- 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Charles Cash- 
man and B. K. Starr, representing Minnesota lodges Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, for the Rodenberg anti-injunction 
bill (H. R. 17137) and the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill 
(H, R. 19795)—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


I 
ties 





SENATE. 
Turspay, May 26, 1908. 


Prayer by Rey. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Wash- 
ing ' 


rton, 


THE JOURNAL-—PROPOSED LEGISLATION, 


| 
| 
| 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s | 


proceedings. 

Mr. FULTON (at 12 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.). I ask 
unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal be 
dispensed witu. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal be 
dispensed with. Is there objection? 

Mr, KEAN, Myr. President, the importance of reading the 
Journal was disclosed yesterday when an error was found in 
the number of the section of the Revised Statutes proposed to 


be amended. I think it is very evident the reading of the Jour- 
nal should be continued at present. 


‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the Secre- 


| be read for the information of the Senate, the fi 
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to be passed in its present form if it shall be the desire of the 
Senate to pass it. I earnestly trust that this may be done. 

I have not yet offered any substitute or any amendment. I 
have given notice that possibly I should offer a substitute, a 
substitute, I will say, which is the legislation demanded by the 
Government employees of this country, and by the laboring men 
affiliating with them. 

No person can state whether if such a substitute should b« 


> 


offered it would take any time or not. It might or it might 
not. Even if it caused discussion the mover of the substitute 
could end that instantly by withdrawing the substitute. But 


if it is possible to pass the bill in any form,.I am not willing 
that even a moment of time shall be consumed by that substi- 


tute, although it has not been offered, and has not even been 
read to the Senate. I am not willing that those who really 
are against the bill in its present form should hide behind a 


pretended fear of this substitute consuming time. 

I wish to say now, so that the Senate may have that fact in 
mind very clearly, in considering whether they will take up this 
very necessary legislation and. pass it in any form whatever, 
that I shall not offer that substitute. So any time taken here- 
after can not be on the pretense that Senators do not want to 


go on record on the substitute. No time has been taken on 
that account thus far; but it has been said by some that the 
time Senators honestly spent in debating this bill was on that 


account, and that statement I now remove any excuse for. 

Now, Mr. President, this is all I have to say, except that in 
this connection— 

Mr. GALLINGER, 
me? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are other Senators who are quite 
as friendly to this proposed legislation as the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But some of us who are friendly to the 
legislation propose to perfect the bill which was under consid- 
eration yesterday, if it can be done. I have suggestions in the 
line of amendment to make to the Senator in charge of the bill, 
if it shall come up again, which I think are very important. I 
do not think that because another body has passed a bill, there- 
fore we should pass it without giving it further consideration 
and putting it in such a shape as will commend itseif to this 
body. 

I will of course cooperate with the Senator from Indiana in 
securing consideration for that bill and its passage, if it can 
be brought about, but I will not consent to having it passed in 
its present form in some respects, if the amendments I shall 
offer will appeal to a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not necessary for me to pay so vet- 
eran a Senator as the Senator from New Hampshire the com- 
pliment of saying that I think his remarks are entirely appro- 


Will the Senator from Indiana permit 


priate. It is the right of a Senator, who thinks it is his 
duty—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me—who thinks it is his duty 


as a Senator to offer any amendment or take any action he sees 
fit. What I am trying to do now is, as far as in me lies, to 
remove every possible objection that anyone may have to con- 
sidering the bill immediately and passing it in any form at all. 
What I am doing now is to utterly take away any excuse for 
not proceeding with the bill. I do not object to other Senators 
offering any amendments they please—--I have no right to do so, 
But I want some bill passed. 
In this connection, I send to the desk and ask 
f 


that it may 
llowing resolu- 


tion, which otherwise I would present during the morning busi- 


| ness, but it is more appropriate here. 


tary will resume the reading of the Journal. 

he Secretary resumed and (at 12 o’clock and 30 minutes | 
Pp. 11.) concluded the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. For three days the Journal has been 
read in full, Under the rules of the Senate it is the right of 


Senator to demand that. 
nusumed. 


(wice the Senate has had before it a measure of what may 


Some three hours have thus been | 





be called vast importance. ‘Twice I have asked unanimous con- 
seut that that measure should be taken up and be made the un- 
Unished business for the following day. It was the subject we 
were considering when we adjourned yesterday. I refer to the 
Government employees’ compensation bill. 

sterday, after the reading of the Journal and after the con- 
sideration of various reports, I waived the bill of which I am | 
in charge, the bill concerning Territories, in order that the bill | 
for the compensation of Government employees for injuries 
micht be considered, and it was considered until a quarter after | 
4 o'clock. Apparently there remains time enough for this bill | 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Journal. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
this resolution read. 


The question is on the approval 


While I am on my feet I wish to have 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No business is in order until the 
Journal has been approved. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am discussing the approval of the 
Journal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the resolution relate to the 
Journal? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It relates to the remarks that I am 


making, and I can control my remarks. 
this statement read to the Senate in order to complete what 
was saying. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
being read? 


I merely wish to have 


[ 


Is there objection to the resolution 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I will read it myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair addresses the question 
to the Senate. Is there objection? 
Secretary will read the resolution. 

Mr. KEAN. Has the Journal been approved? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am discussing the approva 
Journal. 

Mr. KEAN. 

The 
made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

The 
jection. 
resolution as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE 
CENTRAL LABOR UNION, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., May 25, 1908. 


Then is it in order? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order 


Hon. ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Sik: At a regular meeting of the Central Labor Union of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia the following resolution was unanimously adopted. 
Respectfully, 
Sam De NEeEpry, 
Secretary of the Central Labor Union. 
Whereas there is pending before the Senate a bill granting compensa- 
tion to civilian employees of the United States Government for in- 
juries received 


organized labor: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Senate be requested by this Central Labor Union 


to pass such legislation as will compensate said employees; and be it | 


further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be presented to the Hon. 
ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE by a committee to be appointed by this body, with 
the request that the same be presented to the Senate to-morrow, May 
26, 1908. 


en by Edward L. Tucker.) 
— Sam De Nepry, 
Secretary of the Central Labor Union. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President, I think that is suffi- 
cient. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to say a word. 
Mr; NELSON. Mr. President, I rise to morning business. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say a word regarding the ques- 
tion of the approval of the Journal. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. NELSON. I rise to morning business. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The question is, Shall the Journal be approved? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say a word on that subject. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the approval of 
the Journal. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 


Senator from Nevada 


I have been urging for some time a meas- 


ure of great importance, regarding the appointment of a com- | 


mission for the development and improvement of the waterways 
of the country. I do not believe that this bill has the support of 


the majority of the Senate. .I have been seeking an opportunity | : : 
ers a a PE Y | to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree 


to bring it before the Senate fer consideration. 

Mr. TELLER. 
The Senator from Nevada is not discussing the question before 
the Senate. 

Mr. NEWLANDS., I will say—— 

Mr. TELLER. No other business is in order except the ap- 
proval of the Journal. The question is whether the Journal 
shall be approved. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. 
tirely correct. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
question of reading the Journal. 
the Senate to require the reading of the Journal. On the con- 
trary, its reading is generally dispensed with. It seems to me 
that that custom could be adhered to now with great propriety 
when most important public business is pressing upon the Sen- 
ate. 
the closing days the consideration of important measures, such 


as the one I have referred to, shall not be blocked by these ob- | 


structive methods of resorting to the rules of the Senate as a 
means of putting the Senate, so far as legislation is concerned, 
in a strait-jacket. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey will 
state his question of order. 

Mr. KEAN. Has the Journal been approved? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. The question is on the 
approval of the Journal. 

Mr. KEAN. I am sorry the Senator from 
layed the approyal of the Journal so long. 
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If there is no objection, the | 


of the ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 


it is not in order if objection is | accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claim 


if there is no ob- | 
If there is no objection, the Secretary will read the | 


in the course of their duty, and the principle of the | 
same having been indorsed by the President of the United States and | 





Morning business is not in order. | 


Mr. President, I call for the regular order. | 


The Senator from Colorado is en- | 
| simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues 


I wish to say one word regarding the | 
It has not been the custom of | 


I suggest that in the future sessions of the Senate during | 





May 26. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal! is 
approved. 
FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims transmit- 


the cause of the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Perryville, Ky., v. The United States, which, with the 


and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNinG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills: 

S. 4316. An act to further amend the act entitled “An act to 
promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes,’ 
approved January 21, 1903; and 

8. 6805. An act to encourage the development of coal deposits 
in the Territory of Alaska. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 


| following bills with amendments, in which it requested the con- 


currence of the Senate: 

S. 6163. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell and dispose of the surplus unallotted agricultural lands of 
the Spokane Indian Reservation, Wash., and to place the timber 
lands of said reservation in a national forest; and 

8. 6363. An act granting title to a parcel of land in the city 
of Dubuque, Iowa, heretofore known as St. Raphael’s Cemetery, 


| to the archbishop of Dubuque and to his successors in office, 
| and confirming and establishing title thereto accordingly. 


The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 19462. An act to amend section 54388 of the Revised 
Statutes ; 

H. R. 21815. An act to amend the laws relating to naviga- 
tion, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 21896. An act to amend section 86 of an act to pro- 
vide a government for the Territory of Hawaii, to provide for 
additional judges, and for other judicial purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 186. Joint resolution relating to the assignment 
of space in the House Office Building. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the amendments of tlie 
House to the bill (S. 6190) authorizing a resurvey of certs 


| townships in the State of Wyoming, asks a conference with the 
| Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, : 
| had appointed Mr. Monpett, Mr. VoLsTeaD, and Mr. Ropinso> 


managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
The message further announced that the House had agi 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1861S) fix 


| the status of the Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantr 


The message also announced that the House had 


agre 


votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 16268) making appropriations for the paym 


| of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fis 
| year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes. 


The message further announced that the House had agr 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagre 
yotes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senat 
the bill (H. R. 17506) to amend an act entitled “An act 


approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act entitled “An 
to provide revenues for the Government and to encourage | 
industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897. 

The message also announced that the House had agr 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagr< 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senat: 
the bill (H. R. 20120) to authorize the construction of a ! 
road siding to the United States navy-yard, and for other | 
poses. 

The message further announced that the House had agi 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagre: 


| yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senat: 
| the bill (H. R. 21875) making appropriations for the su)" 
'of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 

| 1909, and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the House had acr 


| to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree'''= 
| votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House 
Nevada has de- | the bill (S. 4812) to regulate the employment of child labo 

| the District of Columbia. 











1908. 





The message further returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 6788) to amend sections 2586 and 
587 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended 
by the acts of April 25, 1882, and August 28, 1890, 


aw, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President : 

H. R. 16268. An act making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 17506. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the revenues,” approved June 10, 
1890, as amended by the act entitled ‘An act to provide revenues 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
United States,” approved July 24, 1897; 

H. R. 18347. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
909, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 18618. An act fixing the status of the Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry ; 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SE 


H. R. 20120. An act to authorize the construction of a railroad | 


siding to the United States navy- 
and 

H. R. 21260. An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and for other purposes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Presby- 
terian Ministers’ Association of New York City, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT presented memorials of the National Wholesale 
Grocers’ Association, of New York City; of the American Meat 
Packers’ Association, of New York City; of Rohe & Bro., of 
New York City, and of the Jacob Dold Packing Company, of 
Buffalo, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called “ Beveridge bill,” requiring the 
date to be placed on cans of meat and meat food products, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the American Bankers’ Asso- 
ciation, the New York 
House Section of the American Bankers’ Association, and the 
Buffalo Clearing House Association, all of Buffalo, in the State 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to estab- 
lish a currency commission, which was ordered to lie on the 
te ble, 

Ife also presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Great Neck and New York City, in the State 
of New York, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organi- 
ations, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


yard, and for other purposes; 


’ 


S 


He also presented a petition of Palos Council, No. 1109, Order | 


¢ 


£ Knights of Columbus, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation making October 12, the anniversary of 
the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, a national 
holiday, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations of 
Elmira and Schenectady, in the State of New York, praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction and 
the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bills,” which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of Rigney & Co., of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ Ro- 
denberg anti-injunction bill,” which was referred to the Com- 
inittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of Local Division No. 553, 


| Lima; Franklin Lodge, No. 9, Brotherhood of Firemen and FE) 
| ginemen, of Columbus; 
| hood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, of Chicago 


State Bankers’ Association, the Clearing | 


NATE. 
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amendments to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating 
to labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 
Knights of Columbus, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation making October 12, the anniversary of the 
discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, a national holi 
day, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Palos Council, Order of 





He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association 
of Binghamton, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr HALE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bar 
Harbor, Me., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called ‘‘ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which was refered to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of 
Chillicothe, East Liverpool, Steubenville, Painesville, Toledo, 
Cincinnati, Springfield, Columbus, Bellaire, Akron, Warwick, 
Norwalk, Cambridge, Sandusky, New Salisbury, and Newark, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the so-called ‘‘ Sherman antitrust law” relating 
to labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of members of Franklin Lodge, 
No. 628, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Columbus; Di- 
vision No. 16, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Colum- 
bus; Lodge No. 200, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of 


sundry citizens of 


f 
ot 


Joint Board No. 


5S1, Brother- 
Junc- 
494, 


Columbus; 


Lodge, 


tion; Nickel Plate Lodge, No. 54, of Bellevue: Pattern M 
League of North America, of Cincinnati; Local Union No. 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of 
A. Lincoln Lodge, No. 445, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen 
and Enginemen, of Columbus, and sundry citizens of Paines- 
ville and Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction” and the 
“ Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan’”’ bills, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT presented petitions of sundry citizens and 


labor organizations of Alliance and Lincoln, in the State of 
Nebraska, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 


ganizations, which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
Mr. LONG presented petitions of sundry labor organizations 


| of Argentine, Chanute, and Newton, all in the State of Kansas, 


praying for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti- 
injunction” and the “ Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan” 


which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


bills, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BAILEY. I am directed by the Joint 

on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart- 

ments, to whom was referred the letter from the Postmaster- 

General relative to the disposition of useless papers in 

Post-Office Department, to submit a report (No. 693) thereon. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed. 


Select Committ 


1 
‘ 


the 


Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21896) to 
amend section 86 of an act to provide a government for the 


Territory of Hawaii, to provide for additional judges, and for 
other judicial purposes, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, which was agreed to. 
REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 


| following resolution, which was considered by unanimous con- 


Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Fresno, Cal., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction | 


7 


the Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bills,’ which was re- 

ierred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petstion of sundry citizens of Santa Cruz 
nty, Cal., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
stitution to prohibit polygamy, which was referred to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the American Shipmasters’ 
Association of the Pacific Coast, of San Francisco, Cal., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the construction of a new 
iarine hospital at that city, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens and labor 
organizations of Oswego, Syracuse, Buffalo, and Albany, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the adoption of certain 


Co 
C 


present consideration of the bill. 


sent and agreed to. 





Resolved, That the bills for the relief of the heirs of Leon Frank, 
deceased (S. 4357), the estate of Rev. Robert Molloy, deceased (S. 
7186), and Mary Priscilla Shipman and the heirs at law ef John J 
Shipman, deceased (S. 7225), now pending in the Senate, t the 
with all accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of 1 act ¢ tled 
“An act to provide for the bringing of suits against e Govern 
of the United States,” approved March 3, 1587; and t aid cor hall 
proceed with the same in accordance with the pi sions of such act 


and report to the Senate in accordance therewit! 
CH Ss. a 

Mr. du PONT. I am directed by the Committee on Mil 

Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. G586) 

military record of Charles J. Smith, to report it with an a 

ment, and I submit a report (No. 694) thereon. I 

It will take only 


ARLES J. SMI 


to correct the 
mend- 
for 
a moment, 


1 
ctSh 









6952 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ination of the Senate. 

Phe Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to review the military record of Charles J. Smith, late 
Company F, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and grant 
him an honorable discharge 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
desertion ? 

Mr. du PONT. No; it not a charge of desertion. It 
a peculiar case, a case of mistaken identity. The beneficiary 
claims to have been discharged, and his discharge was burned 
up when he was taken prisoner. There was another Charles 
Smith in the same regiment, and on the rolls of the War De- 
partment he appears to have been regularly discharged. This 
man cin not get a discharge, as the records are somewhat im- 
perfect; but there is an aflidavit from an officer of the regi- 
ment stating that there were two soldiers named Charles 
Smith, and he personally knew this man, and he was there. 
So it appears that it is nothing more than an act of justice to 
correct the record. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. du PONT. There is a report accompanying the biil. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
port, at the request of the Senator from Texas. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
this is a long report. If it is, I shall object. 

Mr. du PONT. It is not long. I will say to the Senator 
from Oregon it is a very short report. The gist of the whole 
matter is the affidavit of the captain, which is at the end of 
the report. If that could be read, it may answer every purpose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the affidavit be read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. du PONT. 
the affidavit to be read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the reading of the report. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
desertion and mistaken identity. 
the report read, so that not only Senators may understand it, 
but that the Rrecorp may show upon what basis the Senate 
passes such a bill. 

Mr. du PONT. 
allow me, that it is not a case of desertion, but it is a case 
where there is an absence of any official record. The records 
only show that he joined the regiment, and nothing more is 
shown about him. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
lar, but apparently it is a case of mistaken identity. 

Mr. du PONT. Yes; a case of mistaken identity. 

Mr. CULBERSON. We ought to have the record. 
the reading of the report. 

Mr. du PONT. It is not very long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the report. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
report. The entire report is as follows: 


The bill will be read for the infor- 


Is there objection to the present 


is 


read the re- 


if 


I ask for 


I ask the Senator if this is a charge of | 
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Inasmuch as the official records show that the soldier mentioned 
above was honorably discharged the service, it seems probable tha 
the proposed measure relates to some other man of that name, and in 
this connection it is deemed proper to state that one Charles J. Smith. 


| of Dover, Del., has made application to this Department for a discharge 


of | 


is | 


certificate, alleging at first that he was a member of Company 1) o 
Company E, Third New Jersey Cavalry, and afterwards declaring tha 
he was a private in Company F, Third New Jersey Cavalry, and tha 
he had previously rendered service in the One hundred and seventy, 
ninth Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers. 

The official records show that one Charles J. Smith, who, it 
stated on the records, previously served in Company B, One hundred 
and ninety-seventh Pennsylvania Infantry, was 19 years of age at t 
date of his enlistment, 5 feet 3 inches high, born in Philadelphia, by o 
cupation a farmer, and of dark complexion, eyes, and hair, was « 
rolled December 30, 1864, at Camden, N. J., and was mustered in on 
the same day as a private for service in the Third New Jersey Ca 


| alry Volunteers; that he was received at the New Jersey draft rend 


| Cavalry, and 


| road to Trenton, N. 


I hope the Senator from Texas will allow | 


vous December 31, 1864, and forwarded to the Third New Jers 
Cavalry January 6, 1865, and that he was received at Remount Car 
Pleasant Valley, Md., January 6, 1865, where he appears to have bee 
stationed until January 19, 1865, when ordered to join the regime: 
Hlowever, nothing has been found of record in this Department to six 
that this man ever joined the Third New Jersey Cavalry Volunte: 
or that he was ever assigned to Company F or to any other compan 
of that regiment, nor do the records afford any information concer: 
ing his whereabouts or status after January 19, 1865, or to show th: 
was ever discharged the service as a member of the Third New 
Jersey Cavalry Volunteers. 

Applying to this Department for a certificate of honorable servi 
Charies J. Smith, a resident of Dover, Del., testified in 181, 
follows: 

“That he 
Company D 


he 


is the identical Charles J. Smith who was a private 
or BE, he thinks, in the Third Regiment of New Jers: 
served as follows: 

after enlistment I was sent with other recruits by ra 
J. I was then sent with the other recruits to the 
front in the Shenandoah Valley—-was in the battles of Waynesbo 
Fort Jackson, and in several skirmishes; finally arrived at Richmo: 
Va., and was there when the war closed; that he was discharged 
or about the ——— day of ——, 1865, either at Richmond or W 
chester, in the State of Virginia; that his discharge certificate 
lost (or destroyed) ‘ without privity or procurement’ of the applican 
about three weeks after he was discharged, during 1865, at Darby, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, under the following circumstances: 


“The day 


“That one evening about three weeks after I returned home I 
visited an ice-cream saloon and had my discharge on my perso! 
The next morning I found that it was lost, and has never, to m: 
| knowledge, been found.” 

Smith again testified on June 14, 1906, declaring as follows: 

“That he was a private in Company F, Third Regiment of New J 
sey Volunteer Cavalry; that he was enlisted in said company and 


I think we are entitled to have the report | 


The Secretary will continue with | 


I am¢zlad to be corrected in that particu- | 


regiment on or about the 30th day of December, A. D. 1564, in 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey, and served as follows 
“He served with his command up to the time of the close of the w 


| and took part in the battle of Waynesboro, Va., in March, 1865, 


ee : | was 
Mr. President, this is a mixed case of | 


I think it is very well to have | 


I will state, if the Senator from Texas will | - 


mustered out in the neighborhood of Washington some tin: 

August, 1865; he can not now remember the exact time or place of | 
muster out; that some of the officers and soldiers of the company w 
as follows, namely: 


Name. Last address. 


| Freehold, N. J. 


Oapt. Alewandier. A. Tt nicccciscnncmmencon 
First Lieut. Henry V. Vanness Newark, N. J. 

First Lieut. Michael T. Deyer | 88 Third place, Brooklyn, N 
Second Lieut. Joseph H. Holmes. ._.........- | Cape May Court House, N. J 
Q. M. Sergt. Joseph D. Brooks__......-..._- | Belleville, N. J. 

Corp. Edward J. Wood | Newark, N. J. 
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“That he was discharged on or about the —— day of August, 1° 


| near Washington, D. C.; that his discharge certificate was lost, \ 


The Committee on Military Affairs, which has had under considera- | 


tion the bill (S. 6586) to correct the military record of Charles 
Smith, reports the same back to the Senate favorably, and recommends 
that it be passed, amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and substitute in lieu there 
of the following: 


J. | 


out the privity or procurement of the applicant, within two we 
from his discharge, at Darby, in the State of Pennsylvania; he 
in the possession of the said discharge at the time he arrived 
Darby, which was soon after his discharge, but in some unaccoun! 
way it was lost and he has never been able to find or discover the s 
although he at or about the time used every effort to that end; 
he has made diligent search for the said discharge and has been un 
to recover it and has no knowledge of its present whereabouts.” 
Once more testifying, he declared August 27, 1906, as follows: 
“That he seryed in the One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiiu 
Pennsylvania Infantry for an enlistment of one hundred days ond 


honorably discharged in November, 1864. 


“That Charles J. Smith shall hereafter be held and considered to 
pave been honorably discharged as a private of Company F, Third | 


Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, as of date August 1, 1865; and 


ihat the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed | 


io issue to said Charles J. 
date: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue 
or become payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

Your committee's favorable action is based upon the facts as set 
forth in the affidavits of this soldier, corroborated by the affidavit of 
his commanding officer, who testifies that he recalls clearly that the 
oldier, after two weeks in the rear of the Army with a lot of prison- 
ers, “rejoined his command, then proceeding toward Richmond, and 
served from thence on until the regiment was mustered out and dis- 
charged in the vicinity of Washington, D. C., on August 1, 1865.” 

The official report of the War Department upon this case is as fol- 
lows: 

Case of Charles J. Smith, alleged late of Company F, Third New Jersey 
Cavalry Volunteers. 

it is shown by the official records that one Charles J. Smith was en 
rolled December 31, 1863, and was duly mustered into service as a pri 
vate in Company F, Third New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers; that he 


was appolated corporal in the company, and that he was mustered out 
of service as such July 15, 1865. 


Smith an honorable discharge as of that | 


“That on December 30, 1864, he enlisted in the Third New J 
Cavalry at Camden, N. J., and on the 31st day of December, 156! 
proceeded to Trenton, and was mustered into the service and was ' 
transferred to a remount camp near the city of Baltimore, in the > 
of Maryland. 

“That from thence he, together with other recruits, was taken 
lieutenant of the said regiment, the name of whom he does not 
recall, to the headquarters of the said regiment, in the valley of ‘\ 


| ginia. he thinks, at or near Winchester. 


| 





“That he was with the said regiment and participated in the ba! 
Waynesboro, Va., on the 28th day of February, 1865; that afte! 
battle he was sent to the rear with the prisoners then captured 
General Early at said battle; that he remained in the rear ol 
army for about two weeks, when he rejoined said regiment and 
— it until mustered out in the vicinity of Washington in the 
of 1865. 

“That he does not know the date of said discharge for the r 
that his discharge was lost soon after he returned to his old ho 
Darby, Pa.; he does not recall the amount of his final payment 
when he was paid, nor the paymaster who paid him, all of which 
states, was indorsed upon the said discharge so lost by him; that 
the time that he was mustered in at Trenton, N. J., a large sun 


money, consisting of a bounty, was paid to him, but that when 
arrived at the said remount station the majority or nearly al! ; 
was taken from him by some one in authority, with the understane!rs 
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it would be returned to him at the end of his service, but that up 
this time no part of it whatever has been paid back to him.” 
pt. John F. Tomlin, aged 65-years, a resident of Salem, N. 
tified August 28, 1906, as follows: 
Yhat while a first lieutenant he was in command of Third New 
ey Cavalry. That on or about the last day of December, 1864, 
irly in January, 1865, he left the headquarters of the said regiment, 
ch was at or near Winchester, Va., and proceeded to Remount Camp, 
Harpers Ferry, W. Va., a remount station in the State of Maryland. 
there was delivered to him a number of recruits, among whom 
one Charles J. Smith, who enlisted in the said regiment on the 30th 
of December, 1864, at Camden, N. J., and from there forwarded to 
said remount station. 
that he delivered the said Charles J. Smith 
about the 19th day of January, 1865; 


J., 


to the said regiment 
that the said Charles J. 


Smith was assigned to Troop F of the said regiment and fought the 
at Waynesboro, Va., on the 28th of February, 1865; that after 


| fight the said Charles J. Smith went back from the front with a lot 
risoners, in number about 1,500, captured at said fight from the 
vnand of General Early. 
rhat in the course of two weeks the said Charles J. Smith rejoined 
command and was present with the said command from that time 
u its mustering out at or near the city of Washington, D. C. 
That the said Charles J. Smith was the third of the said name, 
being a Charles Smith and a Charles J. Smith, both of whom had 
sted in said regiment at some time prior to the enlistment of the 
| Charles J. Smith No. 3, who enlisted on December 30, 1864. 


That he has not seen the said Charles J. Smith for many years 
§ his said discharge, until the 17th day of August last passed, 
W he met the said Charles J. Smith in the city of Camden and 
State of New Jersey, and upon the said meeting he recalls clearly and 
without question the fact that he was the same recruit, Charles J. | 
Smith, whom he took from the said remount station in the State of 
M land and delivered to the said Third New Jersey Cavalry at or 

Winchester, in the State of Virginia, on or about the said 19th 
d of January, 1865, and that he recalls clearly the fact that the 


Charles J. Smith went back with the said prisoners and after- 


, Within about two weeks, rejoined his command, then proceeding 
toward Richmond, and served from thence on until the regiment was 
! red out and discharged in the vicinity of Washington, D. C., on 
Al t 1, 1865.” 


[t is shown by the records that Company F, Third New Jersey In- 
ntry Volunteers, was mustered out of service August 1, 1865, at 
hingten, D. C., but, as prestaaty stated, nothing whatever has been 
f | of record to show that the Charles J. Smith who was enrolled 

ber 30, 1864, ever joined that company or any other company 

s ever discharged from service as a member of the organization 
iestion, the Department has been constrained to deny the application 
for a certificate of honorable service, on the ground that the official 
records do not show that he served in the regiment mentioned or was 
scharged as a member thereof. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
The Adjutant-General. 
War DEPARTMENT, 
The Adjutant-General’s Office, April 16, 1908. 

rus SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. du PONT. I should like to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. CuLrerson] to the affidavit of Capt. John 
IF. Tomlin, a former officer of the regiment, which has been read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I am not sure that I 
caught the facts distinctly from the reading of the report, but 
it seems that the beneficiary of the bill makes an affidavit that 
he enlisted in Company E or F of a certain regiment, and that 
he was discharged either at Richmond or at Winchester; and 


it occurred to me that a man asking a favor of the Government 
after more than forty years ought to be able to fix more defi- 
nitely than he does—if I am right in this conjecture—the com- 


pany that he was in and the point at which he was discharged. 

Mr. du PONT. Mr. President, in reply to that I should like 
to state that a great many years have elapsed and of course 
the applicant has not an absolutely clear recollection, but he 
Says in his affidavit that he was discharged at or near Washing- 
ton. I presume he was discharged in one of the camps in the 
immediate vicinity of this city. But the affidavit of this disin- 
terested party, an ex-officer of the regiment, who corroborates 
his statement in every respect, seems to me to be conclusive, 
and it shows there were three men of the same name. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Delaware if the beneficiary of this bill is clear as to what com- 
pany he was in? 

Mr. du PONT. I did not hear the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It occurred to me from the reading of 
he papers and the report that this beneficiary did not know 


in what company he served during the war—whether in Com- 
pany E or Company F. I ask the Senator from Delaware if 


ly recollection of the reading is correct? 


Mr. du PONT. Yes; that is true; but the affidavit of this 
officer—an entirely disinterested person—states that the man 


Was in Company F; that there were two men of the same name; 
‘n Tact, three of the same name, but two named Charles J. 
Smith, both in Company F. I presume, after the lapse of so 
Many years, he may not have been very clear in his recollection. 


[an not aware of all the circumstances, but I submit that the 
Statements of real importance as to his service and his dis- 
charge have been corroborated by an affidavit of an absolutely 
Gisinierested party. Therefore it seems to me that his con- 


tention is fairly supported and that he is entitled to the benefit 
of the doubt. 


of t regiment, and, as nothing has been found of record to show that | 
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Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. du PONT. With pleasure. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Did I understand from the reading of 
the report that General Ainsworth stated that there was noth- 


Senator from Delaware 


| ing of record in the Department to show that this man was in 


either of those companies? 


Mr. du PONT. I think the record shows that he’ was en- 
listed and was assigned to a regiment; but there is nothing of 


record to show that he ever joined it or that he was ever dis- 
charged from it. That is Colonel Ainsworth’s statement. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. There is nothing in the record to show 
that he ever was a member of either company? 


Mr. du PONT. There is nothing beyond his joining, his 
enlistment, his being enrolled, and being mustered in. But I 
will state that in time of war such records are very often 


loosely kept. It seems to me that the affidavit of this disinter- 


| ested party, corroborating the affidavit of the applicant, clearly 
| entitles him to favorable consideration. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. du PONT. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator from Delaware 
if the object of this bill is not to give this party a pensionable 
status? 

Mr. du PONT. I can hardly answer as to that. 
to give him an honorable discharge. He claims to have served 
and to have received an honorable discharge, which was lost, 
and therefore he is entitled to another discharge. I do not 
know what ulterior designs he may have or how the matter 
would be considered by the Pension Department. Whether it 
would give him a claim for a pension or not I am unable to say. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield further to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. du PONT. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In view of the fact that this soldier 
unable to state under oath what company he belonged to, and 
the further fact that the records do not show that he was a 
member of any company or any regiment 

Mr. du PONT. If the Senator from Texas will allow me, I 
think the records will show that he was enlisted and enrolled 
in the regiment, but they simply do not show that he 
joined it or was ever discharged from it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not catch what the Senator says in 
that respect. 

Mr. du PONT. The records show that he was duly mus- 
tered into the regiment, but they do not show that he ever 
served with it or was ever discharged or mustered out from it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. He is Still a member of that regiment. 
so far as the record shows, as suggested by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin]. 

Mr. du PONT. So far as the records show, that is his status 


Senator from Delaware 


The bill is 


from Delaware 


is 


ever 


exactly. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the letter of General Ains- 
worth accompanying the report be again read. I do not ask 


for the reading of the entire report, but only for the letter of 
General Ainsworth, the Adjutant-General. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will reread the Ict- 
ter, at the request of the Senator from ‘Texas. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Case of Charles J. Smith, alleged late of Company F, Third New Jersey 
Cavalry Volunteers. 

It is shown by the official record that one Charles J. Smith was en- 
rolled December 31, 1863, and was duly mustered into the service as a 
private of Company F, Third Regiment 

Mr. FULTON. As this matter has taken up so much time, I 
object to the further consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the further 
consideration of the bill. It will go to the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 
nen 


Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill 7227) granting 
increase of pension to William Condo, which was read twice 
its title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (S. 7228) to create ai 
Executive Department of Education, which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. )) granting a pension 
to Barnum Slocum, which was read twice by its title and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


(Ss. 


an 
by 


1 


yen 
6 met 





sions. P 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (S. 7230) to remove the 
; charge of desertion from Frank Calbert Arfold and to permit 
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the of the Navy to reenlist said Arnold,-which was | 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Nayal | 
Affair 

Mr. 


Secretary 


BACON introduced a bill (S. 7231) for the relief of the | 
heirs of Robert H. Walthour and Taylor Walthour, deceased, | 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee | 
on Claims. | 
Mr. WETMORE (for Mr. HanssrovucH) introduced a joint | 
(S. R. 96) making the 21st day of October in each | 
and every year a national holiday, and designating it “ Dis- | 
covery Day,” which was read twice by its title and referred | 
to the Committee on the Library. 


resolution 


LANDS IN 


Mr. NELSON (for Mr. Kirrrepcre) submitted an amend- 
ment to the bill (8S. 7071) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to lease land in Stanley County, 8. Dak., for a buffalo 
pasture, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and ordered to be printed. 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 


BUREAU OF MINES. 

On motion of Mr. Dick, it was 

Ordered, That additional copies of Senate Report No. 692, 
Sixtieth Congress, first session, “ Establishing Bureau of Mines in In- 
terior Department,” be printed for the use of the Senate. 

LEGALITY OF BUSINESS DONE BY EXPRESS COMPANIES. 

On motion of Mr. Burkett, it was 

Ordered, That Senate Document No. 463, Sixtieth Congress, first 
session, ‘Alleged purchase and sale of commodities by express com- 
panies,” be reprinted. 

THE INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM, 

Mr. OWEN. I present a memorial from the State Referen- 
dum League of Maine, signed by its secretary, concerning the 
initiative and referendum in that State. I move that it be 
printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PATENTS TO INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. CLAPP. I ask that the bill (H. R. 21735) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to pur- 
chasers of Indian lands, under any law now existing or here- 
after enacted, and for other purposes, when printed as a law 
be reprinted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R. 19462. An act to amend section 5438 of the Revised 
Statutes was read twice by its title and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 21815. An act to amend the laws relating to navigation, 
and for other purposes, was rea? twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

H. R. 21896. An act to amend section 86 of an act to provide 
a government for the Territory of Hawaii, to provide for addi- 
tional judges, and for other judicial purposes, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. J. Res. 186. Joint resolution relating to the assignment of 
space in the House Office Building, was read twice by its fitle 
and referred to the Committee on Rules, 

SPOKANE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6163) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell and dispose of the 
surplus unallotted agricultural lands of the Spokane Indian 
Reservation, Wash., and to place the timber lands of said reser- 
vation in a national forest, which were, on page 1, lines 11 and 
12, after “Interior,” to strike out “and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture;” on page 3, line 24, after “the,” to insert “ agricul- 
tural;” on page 4, line 3, to strike out all after “ purpose” 
down to and including “lands,” line 6; on page 6, line 4, to 
strike out “ten” and insert “ five,” and on page 6, after line 15, 
to insert: 

Sec. 7. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind 
the United States to purchase any portion of the land herein de- 
§ scept sections 16 and 36 of the agricultural lands or the 
equivalent in each township, or to dispose of said land except as pro- 
vided herein, or to guarantee to find purchasers for said lands or any 
portion thereof, it being the intention of this act that the United States 
shall act as trustee for said Indians to dispose of the said lands and 
to expend and pay over the proceeds received from the sale thereof only 
as received as herein provided: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
be construed to deprive said Indians of the Spokane Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington, of any benefits to which they are entitled 
under existing treaties or agreements not inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of this act. 

Amend the title so as to read: : 

“An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell and dispose 
of the surplus unallotted agricultural lands of the Spokane Indian Res- 
ervation, Wash., and for other purposes.” 
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Mr. PILES. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RESURVEY OF LANDS IN WYOMING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the amendments of the House to the pill 
(S. 6190) authorizing a resurvey of certain townships in the 
State of Wyoming, and requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, agree to the conference asked for by the House, 
and that the conferees be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. Netson, Mr. Crark of Wyoming, and Mr. McLavrin as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


CEMETERY LAND IN DUBUQUE, IOWA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 6363) granting title to a par- 
cel of land in the city of Dubuque, Iowa, heretofore known 
as “St. Raphael’s Cemetery,” to the archbishop of Dubuque and 
to his successors in office, and confirming and establishing title 
thereto accordingly; which was, on pages 1 and 2, to 
out the preamble. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Latra, one of his secretaries, announced that the [’resi- 
dent had approved and signed the following joint resolutions: 

On May 25, 1908: 

S.R.51. Joint resolution providing for additional lands for 
Idaho, under the provisions of the Carey Act; and 

S. R. 23. Joint resolution to provide for the remission of 
portion of the Chinese indemnity. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. TELLER. I offer the resolution which I send to 
desk and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is ! y, 
directed to have stated and audited in the office of the Auditor for t 
Post-Office Department, the salary accounts of former postmasters wh 
served at post-offices in the various States and Territories of the 
United States in terms between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, 
whose accounts have not been readjusted and certified for payment 
the Postmaster-General under the act of March 3, 1883, such s 
accounts to be stated upon the registered returns of each postmas 
each term of service specified, and by the method of reviewing ani 
adjusting approved and ratified by the act of August 4, 1880, 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply wi 
resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn « 
the Auditor for the Post-Office Department all the data now 
hands pertaining to each and every claim. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the prese! 
consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider t! 
resolution. 


Mr. DICK. I offer what I send to the desk as a subs 
for the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio off 
amendment in the nature of a substitute for the reso! 
The amendment will be read. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all aft 
word “Resolved” and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, dire 
have stated and audited in the Sixth Auditor’s office the : 
counts of former postmasters who served at post-offices in the \ 
States and Territories of the United States in terms between . 
i864, and July 1, 1874, and who applied to the Postmaster. 
prior to January 1, 1887, for payment of increased salary 0! 
act of March 3, 1883, such salary accounts to be stated upon t 
tered returns of each postmaster for each term of service speciiic 
by the method and rule laid down by the Postmaster-General 
statement and payment of salary accounts of former postmasters 
the act of March 3, 1883, in his public order of February 
directing payment of salaries by commissions and box rents, 
salaries paid at time of service; and to enable the Secretal 
Treasury the better to comply with this resolution the Po 
General is hereby directed to turn over to the Sixth Audito 
data now in his hands pertaining to each and every such cla 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to report to t 
ate as many such stated salary accounts of former postma 
States, as soon as they can be made ready. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, has that resolution b 
sidered by a committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
mittee, 


oil 
strike 


It has not been reported by @ 
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ir. HOPKINS. I think it had better go over for to-day, | 
way, and then we can consider about the committee. 
ir. DICK. I hope the Senator will not insist upon his ob- | 
ion. This resolution has been on the table of the Senate 
e the 21st day of last December, and ample opportunity has | 
1 afforded to consider it. Resolutions of like character 
erning the various States have been repeatedly offered, and 
; resolution covering all of the States is an effort to secure | 
1 the Department an accounting due certain postmasters, 


\ir. FULTON obtained the floor. 
\ir. NELSON. Mr. President——— 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 


d to the Senator from Minnesota? 

FULTON. Certainly. 

ir. NELSON. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
the Senator from Ohio a question? 

ir. FULTON. Certainly. 

ir. NELSON. Does not this resolution relate to what are 
wh as the Spaulding claims? 

\ir. DICK. I do not know what they are called, except- 
NELSON. Claims that have been in the air for years 


| 





AT) 


| charged 


for the protection of the Government, as they informed the officers 
with the collection of the revenue n imports of the mer- 


fr 
iTol 


chant’s reasons for claiming exemption and enabled the Treasury De- 
partment to judge of their soundness and to decide on the risk of 


taking the duties in the face of the objections. 


There was no hardship 
in the case, because the law was 


notice equally to the collector and 


importer and was a rule to guide their conduct, in case differences 
should arise in relation to the laws for the imposition of duties. The 
allowing a suit at all was an act of beneficence on the part of the 


Government, 


And now I call the attention of the Senator from Maryland 
and the Senator from Ohio particularly to the clause I am about 


| to read: 


As it had confided to the Secretary of the Treasury the power of 
| deciding in the first instance on the amount of duties demandable on any 
specific importation, so it could have made him the final arbiter in all 
disputes concerning the same. 

Here is a clear holding that if the Government saw fit it 
could have delegated or confided to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury final and exclusive power to determine the question of its 
liability to the claimants and the amount of duties demandable, 
and it would have been binding on the parties. 

But I have a case which I find in 13 Howard, 374. 


| 





Me 


back pay for postmasters. 
Mr. DICK. They provide back pay for postmasters; 


Ol 


yes, 


n 


ther, commissions due postmasters, based on the sale of post- 
stamps during a certain period of time, which have always 
1 denied to these public servants. 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, as I desire to submit to the 
ate certain observations, it occurs to me that I may as well 
k to this resolution as to any other. 
is my desire and my purpose to refer to some of the argu- 
ts advanged by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TrEtier] 
I'riday last, in the first instance, followed by the very in- 
‘esting speech he delivered last Saturday, and dwelt upon 
more largely and extensively at that time. But before taking 


b 


Sk 
Sth 

i 
n 


ol 


‘ 


l 


tel 


that up I wish to refer to a question that came up yesterday | 


afternoon during the consideration of the bill to compensate 
Government employees for injuries. 

That measure proposed to refer to the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor all claims for injuries to certain employees 
of the Government arising during the course of their employ- 
ment. 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. RayNer], both great lawyers, that the measure 
would be unconstitutional, owing to the fact that it proposes to 
confer on an administrative officer judicial power. I took the 


view, and so expressed it at that time, that judicial power com- | 


prehends only such matters as may properly become the subject 
of a suit or action before a judicial tribunal, and that judicial 


power involves and includes the power to hear and determine | 


the same; it contemplates adversary parties engaged in a con- 
troyersy concerning their legal rights, and as there are no 
leg: 
rights to be litigated or considered, it appeared to me that the 
question of judicial power was not involved. 
case of the Government voluntarily submitting itself to liability 
for claims which it otherwise would not be liable for, condi- 
tioned that the party shall satisfy a given official of a given 
state of facts. 

In my judgment, and I so contended, no question of judicial 
power could enter into it, although it presented a judicial ques- 
tion, perhaps, or in some instances might present one. 
there could be no question of judicial power, because there was 
ho controversy involving a legal right. 

Now, I was so surprised at the position taken by these distin- 
guished lawyers that I began to lose a little confidence in my 
own judgment in the matter. Therefore I took occasion last 
evening to run over briefly the authorities, or at least some au- 
thorities, bearing on the question, and I wish at this time, in 
order that they may be in the Recorp when that measure shali 
again come up for the consideration of the Senate, to call 


} 
Ll 


attention to a few decisions of the Supreme Court. 

_The first one to which I call attention is in 7 Wallace— 
Nichols ». United States—and I read from page 126, where the 
court 


said: 
The immunity of the United States from suit is one of the main ele- 


ments to be considered in determining the merits of this controversy. 
Ever) government has an inherent right to protect itself against suits, 
and in the liberality of legislation, they are permitted, it is only on 
suc ‘rms and conditions as are prescribed by statute. The principle 
is fundamental, applies to every sovereign power, and but for the pro- 
tection which it affords the government would be unable to perform the 
various duties for which it was created. It would be impossible for it 
to ect revenues for its support, without infinite embarrassments and 
del: if it was subject to civil processes the same as a private person. 
e written protest, signed by the party, with the definite grounds 
Bm. ‘tion, were conditions precedent to the right to sue, and if 
il 


d, all right of action was gone. These conditions were necessary 





The resolution proposes an accounting of the salaries, or, | 


Much to my surprise, it was objected by the senior | 


rights here dealt with by the measure in question, no such | 


It is simply a | 


Yet | 


Mr. McLAURIN. What is the style of the case? 

Mr. FULTON. The United States v. Ferreira, 13 Howard. 
It was a case growing out of claims arising under the treaty of 
1819, the treaty made with Spain with respect to the acquisition 
of Florida. By the terms of the treaty this Government stipu- 
lated to pay to the residents of the ceded territory all damages 
sustained by them by the operations of the Army. There was a 
treaty obligation, and there was a liability that this Govern- 
| ment by treaty had assumed. Congress referred for adjustment 
all claims arising under the treaty to a judge of the district 
court of Florida. This party, Ferreira, presented his claim. 

The judge adjudicated the matter, and an appeal was taken 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. The Supreme Court 
held that the reference was not to the judge as a court, but 
merely as a commissioner, and acting as such he did not exer- 
| cise judicial power. It was a mere reference for findings of 
fact which, while it involved the exercise of judicial judgment, 
did not involve the exercise of judicial power, because judicial 
power is only exercised when a tribunal is charged with deter- 
mining legal controversies—hearing and determining and pro- 
ceeding to final judgment. 

The question was apparently directly raised as to whether or 
not it involved the exercise of judicial power, and answering, the 
court said: 

It is too evident for argument on the subject that such a tribunal is 
not a judicial one and that the act of Congress did not intend to make 
it one. The authority conferred on the respective judges was nothing 
|} more than that of a commissioner to adjust certain claims against the 
United States, and the office of judges and their respective jurisdictions 
are referred to in the law merely as a designation of the persons to whom 
the authority is confided and the territorial limits to which it extends. 
The decision is not the judgment of a court of justice. It is the award 
of a commissioner. The act of 1834 calls it an award. And an appeal 
to this court from such a decision by such an authority from the judg- 
ment of a court of record would be an anomaly in the history of juris- 
prudence. An appeal might as well have been taken from the awards 
of the board of commissioners under the Mexican treaty, which were 
recently sitting in this city 

Nor can we see any ground for objection to the power of revision and 
control given to the Secretary of the Treasury. When the United States 
consent to submit the adjustment of claims against them to any tribunal 
they have a right to prescribe the conditions on which they will pay. 
| And they had a right, therefore, to make the approval of the award by 
the Secretary of the Treasury one of the conditions upon which they 
i} would agree to be liable. No claim, therefore, is due from the United 
States until it is sanctioned by him, and his decision against the claim- 
ant for the whole or a part of the claim as allowed by the judge is 
final and conclusive. It can not afterwards be disturbed by an appeal 
to this or any other court or in any other way without the authority 
of an act of Congress. 

Furthermore— 

The powers— 

And to this I particularly invite the attention of Senators— 

The powers conferred by these acts of Congress upon the judge, as 
well as the secretary, are, it is true, judicial in their nature, for judg- 
ment and discretion must be exercised by both of them. But it is 
nothing more than the power ordinarily given by law to a commissioner 
appointed to adjust claims to lands or money under a treaty, or special 
powers to inquire into or decide any other particular class of contro- 





| versies in which the public or individuals may be concerned. A power 
of this description may constitutionally be conferred on a secretary 
as well as on a commissioner, but is not judicial in either case, in the 


sense in which judicial power is granted by the Constitution to the 
courts of the United States. 

As the court said, that involved judicial inquiry, because the 
commissioner had to determine as to what the facts were and 
what the ultimate conclusion to be derived therefrom was. It, 
indeed, called for the exercise of every faculty that a court is 
called upon to exercise, and yet it was a mere voluntary sub- 
mission by the Government for the finding of a fact. It was 
not a controversy involving a legal right of any party. There 
were no legal rights involved. If that did not involve the ex- 
ercise of judicial power, I would be glad to have some Senator 
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tell me how the exercise by the Secretary of Commerce and | eign nations, this Government exercises and may properly 
Labor of the power to determine whether or not these claims | cise certain sovereign powers, powers that every index 


rer. 


lent 


that we refer to him are good claims within the rules we lay | nation must necessarily have for the protection of its lif, and 
down involves the exercise of judicial power. | the rights, liberties, and interests of its people, and while yoy 
I deem the bill a most important one, and I trust it will be | can not, perhaps, in every instance point to a specific cla in 
enacted speedily into law, for I have long been of the opinion | the Constitution from which the power is derivable, yet, i) king 
that employees of the Government who are engaged in haz- | the Constitution as a whole, having in mind that it creates q 
ardous employment should have provision made for compensat- | nation endowed with all the necessary attributes of severeienty 
ing them for injuries received in the course of such employ- | I think such powers are properly inferable. e 
ment without their fault. Mr. BRANDEGEE. I agree with the Senator entirely {))¢ j¢ 
POWERS OF CONGRESS IN THE REGULATION OF INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN | there had been no Constitution and the States had come tovether 
COMMERCE. and acted as a nation, under international law this Government 
I now desire to take up and consider the question as to | would have had every sovereign power that every other gov. 
whether the power of Congress to regulate interstate commerce | ereign government has. My question was rather for in 
is the same in scope and extent as is its power to regulate | tion than to make an assertion. It was to find out w r, 
foreign conumerce. when the States delegated these powers to the Nationa! (oy- 
On Friday last, in the course of a running debate on the | ernment, the Constitution acted as a limitation upon the pow 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] | that this Government as a sovereign nation would otherwise 
to the joint resolution of the Senater from West Virginia [Mr. | have had. 
ELKINS], commonly known as the “ commodity resolution,” we Mr. FULTON. I expect, as I have stated, to discuss tha 
drifted into a discussion touching the powers of Congress under | question a little more fully later on. 
the commerce clause of the Constitution, whereupon the senior | I wish it to be distinctly understood, however, that I am dis. 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEverInGe] advanced his well-known | cussing particularly and have reference to powers this Goy- 
contention that the power of Congress to regulate interstate | ernment may exercise when dealing with foreign governments, 
commerce is equal in all respects to its power to regulate for- | It has been truly said that in “their relation to foreign cou. 
eign commerce, and assuming that we may prohibit foreign | tries and their subjects or citizens” the “ United States are one 


commerce entirely, he argued that it follows equally that we | nation invested with powers which belong to independent na- 
prohibit interstate commerce. In the course of the discussion | tions.” Such is the language of the court in the Chinese-exc 
I interrupted the Senator from Ohio during his remarks, and | sion cases, from which I shall shortly more fully quote. While 
said: it is true that in its relation to its own people and the several 
I wish to suggest to the Senator from Ohio that while it is true | States this nation can exercise only such powers as are de 
that the court has in a few instances pe, Seas of the commerce | gated to it by the Constitution or necessarily implied from some 
clause, that the power of Congress under that clause is just the same | ~ : “hs a ae ole ae 
in the regulation of interstate as foreign commerce, yet in the nature | Power delegated, and while this, in a sense, is true in all its 
of things, by virtue of the sovereignty of the Government, it has, | relations, yet it is not strictly so in its relation to foreign na- 
without the commerce . the power to exclude entirely foreign | tions and their subjects, for in dealing with them, as [| shal! 
commerce from coming to this country. 2 " citation 
There are some powers which this Government exercises in dealing | Presently undertake to show, every power that is necessary to 
with foreign ccountries that it does not derive from the commerce | her sovereignty and independence as a nation and to the main- 
clause of the ag me even in » regulation of a. When | tenance of her position as such among the nations of the world 
it is said simply that the power of Congress to regulate interstate ‘ ‘ ver if ny 
commerce under the commerce clause is just the same as its power | May be exercised by this Government, and the power, if I 
to regulate foreign commerce, that confines the matter to the commerce | Specifically delegated by the Constitution, is readily deducible 
clause of the Constitution. as being implied by the very fact that by and through the Con- 
Later on the following colloquy occurred between the Senator | stitution the people intended to and did create a nation. 
from Colorado and the Senator from Indiana. Now, during the discussion referred to on Friday last the 
Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President—— following colloguy occurred between the Senator from Colorado 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Stewart in the chair). | and the Senator from Indiana: 


Does the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from Minne- Mr. TELLER. The language of the Constitution is: 





sota? “The Congress shall have power * * * to regulate commerce 
Mr. FULTON. Certainly. —_ foreign nations and among the several States and with the Indian 
Mr. CLAPP. In justice to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 7 The Constitution puts that power on an equal footing. 
SEVERIDGE], who is absent, having myself sat here during the Mr. Deventer. 7. te eae ae = , 
iscussi ink : : » Seems : a Mr. ‘TELLER. An n e Supreme Court has said at least ' 

discussion, I think the attention of the Senator from Oregon hundred times that the power was derived from the Constitution and 

ought to be called to the fact that the Senator from Indiana | jowhere else. 

did not put forward that view, as the Senator has stated, as Mr. renee. That is right, so far as to basing this power on the 
‘ 7 Jk ’ o <7 lw ets ‘ ‘ aS > ™ commerce ciause. 7 

his Ww ell-known — but simply stated that that was the deduc Mr. TELLER. They have repeatedly declared that Congress has 1 

tion which was to be drawn from the dec isions: of the court, inherent power. ‘They have repeated that over and over agail—n 

and let the court take the full responsibility for it. I think in | inherent power. 

justice to him in his absence that statement ought to be made. I am not so certain, let me remark right here, whether the 
Mr. FULTON. I am perfectly willing that the Senator from | Senator from Colorado is as accurate as usual in saying that 

Minnesota shall have inserted in the Recorp what is his under- | the Supreme Court has said “over and over again” or indeet 


standing of the position of the Senator from Indiana,. but I am 
unable to differentiate between a man’s convictions after read- 
ing the decisions and what the reading of the decisions has led 
him to believe. He may be able to do it, but I am unable to 
do so. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

Mr. FULTON. In just a second. The Senator from Indiana, 
it is true, said this was not his contention but the contention 
of the Supreme Court, but the question is whether the Senator 
from Indiana properly interprets the Supreme Court. Now 
I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator 
if he desires to proceed without interruptions. 

Mr. FULTON. I am very glad to have interruptions. They 
do not interfere with the course of my remarks at all. follows: 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. It may be that the Senator will later They have repeatedly declared that Congress has no inhe 
in his remarks treat of the point I am going to ask him about, | They have repeated that over and over again—no inherent 


at all that this Government “has no inherent powers.” lt: 
said many times, and I suppose no one denies it to-day, that 
has only such powers as have been delegated to it or a! 
ferable from or arise by implication from express grants ¢ 
power; and to either a direct delegation of power or to 
implication arising from an expressly delegated power, we !U 
look for every power exercised by this Government. ut 
does not follow that you must find some specific delega'io! 
power. It is sufficient, if taken as a whole, the Constitutic® 
justifies the inference that the Government was intended 
exercise that power. A power may be implied from the ©” 
stitution taken as a whole as well as inferred from one spec" 
provision. However, let me complete reading the remarss “ 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Teter]. He continued 








and if so I will not ask him to answer it now. | challenge the statement of the Senator from Oregon. Without © 

i x : C se ° ] ardly conceive _ «al 

I should like to ask whether the Senator claims that under ee ee ae Leen dk, ead tie te aaah tee arnsces ot 
the sovereign power of the Government, to which he has alluded, | Constitution provided we should have it. . 

the Government of the United States has any other power than Mr. Bevertpen. In addition to that I will say in answer t prest 

what is granted it by the States? tor from Oregon that in every case involving the power « * 


- : : over foreign commerce that has come before either the Fed 
Mr. FULTON. It is my purpose later on to more fully dis-| or the Supreme Court, it has based its decision upon the 


cuss that proposition, but I will answer the Senator now | clause and not upon our inherent powers. acu 
frankly—no. And yet that does not completely express my The Senator from Indiana was, in my judgment, Se 
views, because I contend that, especially in her relations to for-| there. I have heard him make that statement severe: U! 
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«) stating it seems to me that he overlooks some of the 
yportant decisions of the Supreme Court. I shall later 


' | from a decision in a case where the court was dealing 


' he power of this Government to regulate foreign com- 
and instead of basing its ruling upon the commerce 
of the Constitution it based the authority of Congress 
1 the case in question upon those greater powers that 
‘om the Constitution as a whole, by reason of the sov- 
‘ y and the nationality of this Republic. I refer to the 
C] » exclusion case, from which I will read later on. 
matter of fact, however, in the course of this colloquy, 
I had not mentioned the subject of inherent power. I had not 
nsed the words “inherent power.” It was the Senator from 


Colorado [Mr. Teter] who brought forward that term. How- 
ever. I do not object to it, nor shall I seek to excuse myself for 
the use of it at this time or at any other time because I con- 
tend that there are certain inherent powers possessed by this 
nation in its relation to foreign governments, which, though 
deducible, as I have said, from the Constitution as a whole, may 
not be traceable to any particular grant or implied by any one 
erant. And it is not improper to speak of such a power as 


being inherent. 

I did not have the floor at the time the Senator from Colo- 
rado made the observation I have just quoted, and hence I did 
not answer. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Does the Senator think it is a proper 
description of a power to eall it inherent, if it is derived from 
the Constitution as a whole, as he has expressed it? It seems | 
td me that those are two entirely different things. 

Mr. FULTON. An inherent power of government I suppose 
may properly be defined to be a power which naturally pertains 
thereto, which naturally rises out of the governmental struc- 
ture. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Is a power that the Government would 
have inherent in itself outside of the Constitution, as I under- 
stand the distiuction, without respect to the Constitution? 

Mr. FULTON. No; there is where I think the Senator is mis- 
taken. An inherent power of this Government, as 1 employ the 
term, is one the nation possesses naturally, logically, possibly 
of necessity, by virtue of its sovereignty. Nevertheless, it arises 
out of the Constitution, as I think I shall show later on in my 
remarks, 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I did not want to interrupt the Senator. 
Mr. FULTON. I have designed to discuss it, and later on 
will do so, 

ir. BRANDEGEE. But as the distinction lay in my mind 
the inherent power was the power inherent in the Government 
entirely independent of the Constitution, the Constitution hav- 
ing granted powers to the Government. I supposed these who 
spoke of the inherent power of the Government meant some 
power it had utterly irrespective of the Constitution and of the 
granted powers, 

Mr. FULTON. But here is a consideration which the Sena- 
tor, it seems to me, does not have in mind. There may be in- 
herent powers flowing from the Constitution as an entirety, 
traceable, as I have said, to no particular delegation of author- 
ity, but arising out of the fact that it is a nation the people 
created by and through the Constitution, and hence they must 
have meant to clothe it with every power necessary to independ- 
ent sovereignty, and in its relation to foreign governments and 
peoples this inference is irresistible. 

: Mr. TELLER. I should like to make a suggestion to the 
Senator, if he will allow me. 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that I should not call that 
inherent power at all if I was deriving it from the Constitution. 
I should say it was an implied power. 

Mr. FULTON. I am not saying it necessarily—— 

_ Mr. TELLER. The Supreme Court has declared emphat- 
lea lly that there is no inherent power in so many words. 

Mr. FULTON. I was saying a moment ago, before the Sena- 
pal —_ into the Chamber, that I doubt if the court has broadly 
en that there are no inherent powers, as the distinguished 
The | on ge Colorado now alleges and has heretofore stated. 
ac rt has said that every power which the Federal Govern- 
~ a. nay exercise must be one that is delegated or that is im- 


plied from a delegated power. 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will read from 
the Kansas decision. 


Mr. FULTON. In Kansas v. Colorado? 





Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. The Supreme Court said: 

All legislative power must be vested in either the State or the 
National Government; no legislative powers belong to a State gov- 
ernment other than those which affect solely the internal affairs of 
that State; consequently all powers which are national in the scope 
must be found vested in the Congress of the United States. But 
proposition that there are legislative powers affecting the nation 
a whole which belong to, although not expressed in, the grant of pow 


is in direct conflict with the doctrine that this is a G ent « 
enumerated powers. That this is such a Government clearly appea 
from the Constitution, independently of the amendments, r other- 
wise there would be an instrument granting certain specified thin 
made operative to grant other and distinct things. (Kansas v. Co 
rado, 206 U. 8., 89.) 

Mr. FULTON. But I call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that in no place in that decision is the word “ inherent” 
employed. Of course the Senator may say it is implied; but 
the word “inherent” is not employed. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not in the decision, but there are a 
number of decisions that declare in so many terms that there 
are no inherent powers. Nobody denies but that there are im- 
plied powers. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator and I do not differ, perhaps, so 
widely on this proposition after all. As I said a moment ago, 
this Government can exercise no power that it can not trace to 
some grant or to some inference or implication from an express 
grant. I do not know whether the Senator was here or not 
when I explained a moment ago that it is not necessary that 
that implication shall come from any one express power. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I just came in. 

Mr. FULTON. It may be that taking the powers of the Gov- 
ernment as a whole a fair inference arises that it was intended 
that it should be clothed with a certain power. For instance, 
where will the Senator point out the specific power or delega- 
tion of power that gave this Government the right to acquire the 
territory of Louisiana? 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; but I want just to finish the sentence— 
or we will go further and say the Territory of Texas or the 
Territory of Hawaii, because they were acquired under dif- 
ferent proceedings and in a different manner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon yields 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. As I recall this history of the Louisiana Pur- 
chase, no one at that time contended for one moment that it 
was within the power of what was then called the “ Unites 
States’ to make that purchase. Mr. Jefferson suggested that a 
amendment to the Constitution could subsequently be adopte 
ratifying the purchase. There was one man I think, Mr. Ran- 
dolph, of Virginia, who was credited with being mildly erratic, 
to say the least, who was the only public man, so far as I 
recall, who at that time pretended that there was any power 
in the United States Government to make that purchase as a 
nation. But the people acquiesced in it, and there never was 
subsequently any decisive concrete declaration of any power. 
We simply did it and went on. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator is mistaken. The Supreme 
Court has held several times distinctly that we had the con- 
stitutional power to acquire Louisiana. 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly; but that was long afterwards. I 
am speaking of a concrete expression by the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. FULTON. There was none, and why? Because there 
is no specific grant for it in the Constitution, nor is there 
any specific grant or language from which the power may 
inferred. 

Mr. CLAPP. I quite agree with the Senator there. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes—and that is exactly what I am econ- 
tending—nobody to-day doubts but what this nation was and 
is in truth and in fact clothed with the power to acquire terri- 
tory wherever in her judgment it may be to the interest of her 
people to do so, And why? Simply because we are a sovereign 
nation, endowed and clothed as a sovereign nation with all 
those powers of nationality which are usually enjoyed and 
exercised by other sovereign and independent nations. 

Thus, in American Insurance Company v. Canter (1 Peters, 
685), Mr. Justice Marshall, in 1828, said: 


l 
\ 
L 


be 


The Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the 
Union the powers of making war and of making treaties, consequently 
the Government possess the power of acquiring territory, either by 
conquest or treaty. 
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And in Mormon Church v. United States, decided in 1899 
(136 U. S., 1), Mr. Justice Bradley, announcing the opinion of 
the court, declared: 

The power to make acquisition of territory by conquest, by treaty, 
and by cession is an incident of national sovereignty. The territory of 
Louisiana, when acquired from France, and the terfitory west of the 
Rocky Mountains, when acquired from Mexico, became the absolute 
power and domain of the United States, subject to such conditions 
as the Government in its diplomatic negotiations had seen fit to 
accept relating to the rights of the people then inhabiting these 
territories. 

Now, observe that the court said that the power “to make 
acquisition of territory by conquest, by treaty, and by cession 
is an incident of national sovereignty.” National sovereignty, 
aus I have said, is vested in the Federal Government by the 
Constitution, but it is the Constitution as a whole, the com- 
bination of every granted power therein contained which goes 
to make up that national sovereignty, and out of that na- 
tional sovereignty comes the right and the power to acquire 
territory. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator yield to me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield further to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. FULTON. I do. 

Mr. CLAPP. Fearing that my interruption might be misun- 
derstood, I will state that I certainly agree with the Senator. The 
purpose of my suggestion was rather to show that the idea 
was not originally the idea of this people, but grew with the 
growth of the wish and the purpose and the destiny of the 
American people, and is to-day a part and parcel of the law of 
this country. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; on second consideration, it seems quite 
evident that Mr. Jefferson himself must have become satisfied 
that we did constitutionally possess the power, because while in 
the first instance he recommended an amendment to the Con- 
stitution that would clearly give the power and ratify the pur- 
chase, yet later on he abandoned that contention and seemed 
perfectly satisfied that our title was perfect. 

I did not, as I was saying—— 

Mr. TELLER. I do not like to interrupt the Senator, but I 
want to call his attention—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to call his attention to the Constitu- 
tion. This is the authority that is conferred upon Congress: 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing powers and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the United States, or any depart- 
ment or officer thereof. 

Now, our power 
that. 

Mr. FULTON. 
little low. 

Mr. TELLER (reading): 

To make all laws which stall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing powers— 

So we are limited to that. You must find your powers some- 
where before you can legislate— 
and all other powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or any department or officer thereof. 

Now, Marshall said this, which I think covers the whole ques- 
tion, and this is not the McCulloch case: 

Let the end be legitimate, let it be within the scope of the Constitu- 
tion, and all means which are appropriate, which are plainly adapted to 
that end, which are not prohibited, but consist with the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution, are constitutional. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator and I do not widely differ. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not mean to say you can not imply some 
things from something else, but I do say you can not assume 
that because we are a nation we have a power that has not been 
expressed in the Constitution, either directly or indirectly. 

Mr. FULTON. I assume, Mr. President, that because we are 
a nation, because the Constitution makes us a nation, it in- 
tended that we should exercise powers necessary to a nation for 
its preservation and for the preservation of its people. 

Many things are naturally implied by the character of the 
creation. Where the thing created is a village, a mere munici- 
pality, we construe its charter largely by the 


Oregon 


as a legislature is confined absolutely to 


I did not hear the Senator, as his voice was a 


sut when you create a nation there are some powers, though 
even not expressed or implied from any particular expression in 
the charter, which are nevertheless implied by reason of the 
fact that it is a nation, an independent sovereignty, that has 
been created. It may be that you will have to look to the Con- 
stitution as a whole; but the power will, nevertheless, be 
logically inferable therefrom, as was and is the power to acquire 


objects for | 
which it was created, the purposes it was intended to serve. | 
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csiememeelnnpeinenininalibatahadiencn 
| territory by virtue of and by reason of the sovereignty ay 


nationality of the government created. And in this sense | 
contend this Government has inherent powers. 

Mr. TELLER. I will ask the Senator if he will let me rea, 
| another quotation from Marshall, in the case of McCulloch 
The State of Maryland? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a good deal of it here, but I want 


We admit— 


This is the language of the Supreme Court— 


We admit, as all must admit, that the powers of the Government 
are limited, and that its limits are not to be transcended. But 
think the sound construction of the Constitution must allow to 
national legislature that discretion, with respect to the mean 
which the powers it confers are to be carried into execution, w! 
will enable that body to perform the high duties assigned to it in ti. 
manner most beneficial to the people. 

That follows what I read before: 


Let the end be legitimate, let it be within the scope of the Consti(y 
tion, and all means which are appropriate, which are plainly adapted to 
that end, which are not prohibited, but consist with the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution, are constitutional. 

Mr. President, that is the nearest any court has ever come 
to the doctrine the Senator is laying down. I think he covs 
beyond what the court did. It seems to me that if you follow 
out logically what the Senator says you do not need any (Con- 
stitution at all. 

Mr. FULTON. We shall see in a moment whether I go 
beyond what the court says, for I myself propose to read from 
the language of the court. 

Mr. TELLER. In this case? 

Mr. FULTON. Oh, no; in another case. 
it from which the Senator read? 

Mr. TELLER. It is the MeCulloch case I read. 
Fourth Wheaton, page 421. 
decision in the Gibbons case. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; I am familiar with the case. 

Now, as I have said, I fully agree with the Senator from 
Colorado that this is a Government of delegated powers; tht 
it can exercise no power for which warrant may not be found in 
the Constitution; but I contend that the fact that we are 1 
nation; that the Federal Constitution, taken as a whole, crestes 
a single, sovereign, independent nation, carries with it the 
and irresistibly implies that the nation thus created possess 
all the necessary attributes of sovereignty that any independ! 
nation may properly exercise in the protection of ‘the ri 
liberties, and interests of its people in its relations with for 
powers, and that, when not restricted by an express or 1 
sarily implied provision of the Constitution, there is no |i: 
tion on its sovereign powers in dealing with foreign nations : 
peoples. Still, these powers, which I contend this nation 
sesses by reason of its sovereignty—its nationality—are c| 
derivable from the Constitution. It must be remembered ¢! 
the restrictions and limitations of the Constitution were 
tended for the protection of our own people, and they have |! 
and vitality only within our own territory. It will hard)) 
contended, for instance, that should we go into Canada 
seize a tract of her territory, that she could defeat the act 
alleging that it was depriving her of property “ without ¢ 
process of law” or “ without just compensation.” The fact ' 
we are by the Constitution a nation among the nations o! 
earth counts for something and implies much in our schen 
government. Even before the Constitution and before the 
gation of any powers to the Federal Government, our f 
fathers recognized in the Declaration of Independence that 
mere association of the colonies imbued the Government the: 
formed and established with certain attributes of sovereis!!' 
that by the mere Declaration of Independence they be 
clothed with power “to levy war, conclude peace, contract 
ances, establish commerce, and do all other acts and th 
which independent states may of right do.” And that is 
every independent nation by virtue of its sovereignty ma) 

So, when this nation comes to regulate foreign commerce 
prescribe how far, to what extent, and on what terms, if at 
foreign peoples or foreign products may enter our ports, 
not limited by or to the power conferred in the commerce ‘ 
of the Constitution. It is a nation, sovereign and indepel 
dealing with foreign nations, and it may say, “ Thus far 
shalt come and no further,” or it may say, “Thou shalt 
come;” and they may not, for it means something to be a ne 
Now, the Senator from Indiana contends that because It 

| clared by the commerce clause of the Constitution that Con 
| has power “to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
among the States,” it follows that the power to regulate 
| merce among the States is equal to and coextensive with 
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to read just a little of it. 
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r to regulate commerce with foreign nations, and hence, if 


" ay prohibit commerce with a foreign nation, we may 
‘ y prohibit commerce among the States; and he fortifies 
ontention by quotations from several decisions of the Su- 
Court to the effect that the power to regulate the one, 
this clause is equal to the power to regulate the other. 
BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
t Senator from Indiana? 


FULTON. Certainly. 
BEVERIDGE. I do not want to consume one instant of 


‘urately state my position. I do not claim that. 
FULTON. I do not wish to misrepresent—— 
BEVERIDGE. I know you do not. 
Mr. FULTON. I do not wish to misrepresent the Senator, 
) I shall be glad to have him make a statement of his posi- 
f I did not state it correctly. 
\ BEVERIDGE. No; but I do not contend that we could 
pl iit commerce between two States, for example. 
Mr. CLAPP. 


I took the liberty, if the Senator will pardon 
n the absence of the Senator from Indiana some time ago to 
c ttention to that fact. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
FULTON. 


I thank the Senator. 
I think, however, the Senator from Indiana 


and therefore I rise merely to say that the Senator does | 
| proposition that that prohibition may go to a1 


had better look over the Recorp before he fully indorses the | 


tion the Senator from Minnesota assigned him. 
Mr. CLAPP. I will risk the Recorp. 
BEVERIDGE. 


80 length—my position with reference to that one branch 
of the interstate and foreign commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion, because it is only one branch, and I have recently restated 
the me thing. It is not necessary for me to-day to restate it, 
al n the state of the public business I am not going to take 
Uy e time to do it or to argue it in any form, except that I | 
( ot permit it to go on record as a statement of my position. 
\ir. FULTON. I will state to the Senator that I fully agree 
y him that when any public business is pending neither of 


us ought to take up time. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not criticising the Senator. 
Mr. FULTON. I would not be taking up time now to make 


a speech had there been any disposition to do any public busi- 


I have stated on the floor—in fact, at | 


ness. Has the Senator observed any such disposition? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; and I am glad the Senator men- | 
tioned that. I have not seen any, but I have seen a decided 
disinclination to do it. I was not criticising the Senator for 
taking up time. 


Mr. FULTON. I understand that. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely meant to say, in correcting the 


statement, that I would not consume further time, because 
do not wish to debate it. I think the Senator is right: I do 


not see any inclination to do any business. 

Mr. FULTON. I think I am justified in saying that what- 
ev ay be the position of the Senator from Indiana at this 
ve all, I hope, grow; at least I hope I do. I think we all 
s we study these questions and that we change our views 


Ri mes. But I think I am justified in saying that the Sena- 
tor has contended on this floor that the power of Congress to 
regulate interstate commerce is just as great as the power to 
regulate foreign commerce. 


Ilr. BEVERIDGE, I have even said more. 


tl Ine power. 


I have said it is 


I | 
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\ FULTON. Very well. Then I am not misrepresenting 
the Senator. I thought I had not done so. Indeed I think the 
shows that the Senator has several times asserted that 
Co ss has the “power” to prohibit interstate commerce. 
But | will not press that. The argument of the Senator in 
the concrete being in defense of his measure proposing to ex- 
cl ile from interstate commerce all articles manufactured 
in whole or in part by child labor. I deny the power of Con- 
fress to enact the particular legislation he thus advocates 
on two grounds, namely: First, I deny the power of Congress to 
exclude from interstate commerce any article which in itself 
me ocuous, that in no wise affects or is calculated to affect 
versely the public health, the public morals, or the public | 
W re, for as to interstate commerce the power of Congress | 
ply the power to, regulate and not the pewer to suppress | 
or prohibit. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
' Mir. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me to complete this sen- 


And, second, the exclusion of articles which are the prod- 


whole or in part of child labor without regard to their char- | shipping of corn from Iowa to New York, and I want to read 
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acter, is an attempt, not to regulate commerce, but to regulate 
the employment within the States of child labor, which 
the Federal Government does not possess, but which pertains 
to the police powers of the States and can be exerci 1 
only. 

Now, I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 


a power 


Mr. BORAH. I simply wanted to ask a question of the S 
ator from Oregon. The Supreme Court has decided in two 
three cases directly, and several times indirectly, that the 
power to regulate may imply the power to prohibit. Now, hav 


ing decided that the power to regulate may imply the power to 
prohibit, under what theory is it that you may not advance 1 
vthing which ¢ 
gress in its wisdom suggests should be prohibited? 

Mr. FULTON. I think this is as far as the courts have gone 


(the Supreme Court so stated in the lottery case, I think), 
that regulation may at times amount to prohibition, and, on the 
other hand, prohibition of a given article may be necessary to 
proper regulation; it may be regulation. For instance, | 

it that to prohibit lottery tickets, as the court has held \ 
can, from entering into interstate commer: is a regulation 


purifying the channels of commerce. 
infected articles from entering into inter 
are regulating commerce bec we are 
the channels of commerce. ‘There 
hut, taking an article that ! 


of commerce; it is 
where we prohibit 
state commerce we 
purifying and protecting 
prohibition is regulation. 


use 


is who 


innecuous, that is not detrimental to the public health or 
morals, and that of itself is perfectly unobjectionable, it is not 
a regulation of commerce to prohibit it from entering into 
interstate commerce. It is destroying commerce, and is as well 
an attempt, indirectly, to invade the police powers of the St 
and is a violation of the rights of the States and in excess of 
the powers of the National Government. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 


yield further to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. The Supreme Court 
tainly determined the proposition that the power to regulate 
did imply the power to prohibit. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; to prohibit for regulation, certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. Then, who is to determine to what extent 


in the lottery cases cer- 


the 


| regulation shall go and to what extent the prohibition shall go? 


Mr. FULTON. Finally, the Supreme Court, of course. | 
must pass on the justness and reasonableness of the regulation. 


Mr. BORAH. No; does it not resolve itself into the question 


that the only restraint upon interstate commerce under the 
commerce clause of the Constitution is simply, as stated by 
Marshall, the wisdom and judgment of Congress? 

Mr. FULTON. No; it does not follow. It appears to me a 
strange doctrine that when Congress is vested with the power 
sigfiply to “ regulate” interstate commerce, it may, nevertheless, 
under the guise of regulating, invade the police powers of the 


States and prohibit an entirely innocuous article from entering 
interstate commerce simply in order to accomplish indirectly 
what it can not do directly, namely, reguiate the internal affairs 
of the States; for instance, prohibit the employment therein of 


a certain class of laborers. The Supreme Court has somewhere 
said—I have not the authority by me, but I know it S so 
said, I think in the Lottery Case—that Congress may not abuse 
this power; and if it should seek to employ the power to regu- 
late commerce for the purpose of intrenching on the police 
powers of a State, its action would be void. Indeed the court 


has held in the railway-rate cases, uniformly, that regulation 
by Congress of interstate commerce must be reasonable. 
The Constitution did not create commerce; it existed before 


is 


the Constitution. The power granted to Congress in respect to 
interstate commerce is to regulate, not to destroy. It never 
gave us any such power but the power to regulate, and in so 
far as the power to prohibit is necessary to regulate, we possess 
the power to prohibit, and no further. Does the Senator be 
lieve, for instance, or does the Senator contend that we can 
prohibit the carrying in interstate commerce of th« le of 


sugar or of wheat or of corn? 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, since the Supreme Court of the 
United States decided, in the ec which I have referred, 
that the power to regulate implies the power to prohibit, I have 
not a particle of doubt in the world that if we should ever el 
a Congress which should have it in mind, it could prohibit the 


the from Or 


Senator 


ase to 
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a statement here from the Supreme Court in the case of Gib- 
bons v. Ogden: 

If, has always been understood, the sovereignty of Congress, 
though limited to specified objects, is plenary as to those objects, the 
power over commerce with foreign nations and among the several States 
is vested in Congress as absolutely as it would be in a single government 
having in its constitution the same restrictions on the exercise of the 
power as are found in the Constitution of the United States. 

There are no limitations upon the power so far as this sub- 
ject which we are talking about is concerned. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; but the court are speaking all the time 
of the power to regulate. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; but just a moment. 
tinues: 

The wisdom and the discretion of Congress, their identity with the 





as 


people, and the influence which their constituents possess at elections, 
are in this, as in many other instances, as that, for example, of de- 
claring war, the sole restraints on which they have relied to secure 


them from its abuse. 
Now, then, the Supreme Court having decided—— 
Mr. FULTON. From the abuse of what? 
Mr. BORAH. From the abuse of this power. 
Mr. FULTON. ‘To regulate? 
Mr. BORAH. Yes; to regulate; 


left entirely with Congress as to what shall be prohibited and 
what shall not. 

Mr. FULTON. As TI have said, the court has, since Marshall's 
time, held in many instances that regulations of interstate com- 


is Just and reasonable is a question always for the courts. 
Marshall was speaking about such regulations as it is within 
the competency of Congress to enact. 
oftentimes difficult to say just where and when regulation ceases 
and prohibition begins. 


We all know that there are certain points where powers blend. | 


Some one has spoken of a ‘‘ twilight zone.” I can readily un- 


derstand that in the exercise of the power to regulate great | 


injustice may sometimes be done by Congress and yet Congress 


be acting within what the court would hold to be its consti- | 
In such a case there is but one appeal, and | 


tutional power. 
that is to the people. 


But should Congress attempt to prohibit 
froin interstate 


commerce an entirely innocuous article, 


but they have decided that | 
to regulate may include to prohibit, and the result is that it is | 


Of course, it may be | 


| 
| 
| 


The opinion con- | 


| 





the | 


Supreme Court would never hesitate a second to hold the act in | 


violation of the Constitution. 
Mr. BORAH,. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. FULTON. I do. 
Mr. BORAH. I want to ask the Senator from Oregon this 


question: Suppose Congress should, before adjourning to-day, | 
There is no reason in | 


conclude to declare war against Canada. 
the world for it; our relations are perfectly amicable; yet what 
power is there to restrain us from doing so, if we desired to 
do so? 

Mr. FULTON. Nothing; and there would be no power at all 
to restrain us from decliring war without a Constitution, be- 
cause war is the ultimate and the end of every argument. 

Mr. BORAH. But Mr. Chief Justice Marshall, who 
somewhat of a constitutional lawyer, says that the power to 
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| exclusively in the several States. 
merce by Congress must be just and reasonable. and that what | 
But | 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am bound, at the risk of taking jus: 
moment of time, to point out to the Senator that even if 
were true that this would mean the regulation of somet} 
else instead of commerce, yet it has been decided several ti) 
by the Supreme Court that Congress may use the power 
regulate commerce for the purpose of accomplishing anot 
end. But I do not want to take a minute’s time; I mer 
wanted to call attention to that, though I do not concede ¢} 
is what is done in this case. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I do not believe that any ad- 
vocate of the passage through Congress of a bill to regulate 
child labor will begin his argument with any other proposition 
than to point out the great evil, the great wrong of allowing 
children to be employed in factories and places of that character, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. FULTON. Pardon me a moment. Which shows that 
the legislation is clearly proposed and designed not to regulate 
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y 
“at 


| commerce, but to prevent and prohibit the employment of 


child labor within the States. It is not that the product of 
child labor is injurious to commerce, not that the article itself 
is detrimental to the public health or the public welfare in 
any respect. The sole object and purpose of the legislation 
is to regulate child labor in the States. Now, will the Senator 
contend that Congress can do indirectly that which it can not 
do directly? The Senator will concede that the power 
regulate the employment of child labor is a power that is vested 
We can not exercise that 


to 


power. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FULTON. Ina moment. Congress can not exercise that 
power, and so the Senator from Indiana and those associated 
with him in this movement seek to exercise the power of (vu- 
gress to regulate commerce, and, under the guise of regulating 
commerce, they seek to invade the sovereignty of the States and 
the legislative and police powers of the States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FULTON. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘The Senator says that we can not do in- 
directly what we can not do directly. I ask the Senator hs 


from Oregon 





Oregon 


yer 


| we power directly to legislate the lottery out of a State? 


Does the Senator from Oregon yield | 


Wwas | 


declare war and the power to regulate commerce are identical] | 


in the extent of power. 

Mr. FULTON. That is, the power to “regulate” is plenary, 
full, complete; but when the Constitution employed the word 
“ regulate,” 
destroy. 
I grant you; but it does not mean to prohibit. 
must proceed, as I am taking up too much time. 


“ 


However, I 


it certainly was not intended to mean prohibit or | 
The power to regulate is complete, full, and plenary, | 


I was discussing the question of the position of the Senator | 


from Indiana on the commerce clause of the Constitution and 
the child-labor bill. I was about to say that the exclusion of 


Mr. FULTON. I beg pardon, I did not hear the Senator. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator whether we have thie 
power directly to legislate the lottery out of a State—to sup 
press lotteries in a State? 

Mr FULTON. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. We have prohibited from trans- 
portation lottery tickets through interstate commerce, and tle 
effect is the suppression of that lottery, is it not? So we can 
do indirectly what we can not do directly. 

Mr. FULTON. It may be—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, as a matter of fact, we can. To 
show the Senator by actual legislation that we have passed 
that he is wrong—and he will admit it, I think, in a mon 
and that the argument that we can not do indirectly wiiat \ 
can not do directly is false, I will ask the Senator whether 

| he thinks we can by legislation directly prevent any ki! f 
printing or publication in a State? 

Mr. FULTON. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But when we prohibited obscene literature 
from interstate commerce, although free speech is guaraticed 
by the Constitution, we did stop that indirectly, did we not: 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all. 

Mr. FULTON. It was the indirect effect of the employ 
of the constitutional powers of Congress, It was not ! 
purpose of stamping out lotteries, but it was for the pur[ 


articles which are the product in whole or in part of child | 


labor, without regard to their character, is an attempt not to 


States of child labor, a power which the Federal Government 
does not possess, but which pertains to the police power of the 
States and can be exercised by them only. 

So we would not be regulating commerce in such a case: we 


would not be attempting to regulate commerce; but we would | 


be seeking to employ our conceded power to regulate commerce 


the State. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. FULTON. I will yield to the Senator, although I am 
really anxious to get through, 





Senator from Oregon 





| forbidding the channels of interstate commerce being €m)))' 
regulate commerce, but to regulate the employment within the | 





to poison and destroy the morals of other States ad): 


| Those are instances of proper regulation. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. But, Mr. President——— 

Mr. FULTON. Just wait a moment. Louisiana might 
gone on with. her lottery throughout the ages had she not * 
to use the channels of interstate commerce to carry to ' 


| States and to inject into the daily life dnd into the civil! 
for the purpose of regulating the employment of child labor in | ; 


of other communities of this Commonwealth that objecti 
practice of gambling which she was exploiting and carry! : 
through her State lottery. It was to prevent the channels oe! 


commerce from being used for that purpose—to make thie : 
nels of commerce clean and healthy and pure—that the law \ 
passed by Congress which had the effect to injure the ‘ol! 
business. 
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attain 


But that was an indirect effect, flowing 
the employment of the constitutional 
So, you can take, for instance, infected clothing. We do not 
ud to destroy the industry of putting up infected gZ00ds in 
State, but the moment they begin to shi 
inels of commerce and send them 
es, we have the right, and it 
t channels of commerce 


from the proper use 
powers of Congress. 


to other people in other 
is our duty, to Say, “No; 
Shall not be used for that purpose ; 


‘ in so doing we are exercising the highest prerogative of 
ieculation. We prevent the people of one State from employing 


channels of interstate 


commerce to deposit in the midst 
of other States, 


articles dangerous to or destructive of their 
health or morals, That is proper regulation of commerce, 

but the Senator Says that the power to regulate foreign com- 
Inerce and commerce among the States is delegated in and by 


the same clause of the Constitution and in identically the | 
sume language, and assuming it to be admitted that we may ex- 
clude any given article from foreign commerce, it follows that 
Wwe Imay equally exclude it from interstate commerce, It is 


not ny purpose at this time, however, to discuss these ques- 


Uols, except in so far as what I shall have to Say in response to 
the contention of the Senator from Colorado may tend to illus- 


trate the difference between the character 
lowers exercised by Congress in 
ind that exercised by it in 
I think it wil] clearly 
othed with certain 
sovereignty, and that 
luore nearly complete 


and scope of the 
regulating foreign commerce 
regulating interstate commerce, for 
appear that the Federal] Government is 
powers by virtue of or arising out of its 
they contribute to give it wider scope and 
and absolute control of foreign commerce 


thin is permitted to it in dealing with interstate commerce, 
Indeed, it is only that I may cite a few authorities in support 
of iy contention in that behalf that I have brought the subject 


upa 


this time, 

[ have heard the Senator from Indiana state on many ocea- 
‘, and he so stated last Friday, that every time the Su- 
prene Court has had occasion to comment upon the power of 
Congress to regulate commerce or regulate its relations with 
foreign countries and foreign powers the court has assumed 
that the authority of Congress so to act is found only in the 
commerce clause of the Constitution. In that I contend the 
Senator is mistaken, I eal] his attention to the fact that it is 
held by all the decisions that commerce consists of transporta- 
{ Not only of goods, not only of merchandise and property, 
but of persons as well; that the carrying of passengers across 
the ocean is just as much foreign commerce as is the carrying 
of freight. On that proposition I desire to call attention to the 
passenger cases, J] read from 8 


‘ion of the court in the 
what constitutes commerce, the 


Slo 


7 on 


} 

at 

How 
AO" 
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ird, page 130, Defining 
say: 


( nerce is defined to be 


detir 


“an exchange of com 
nm does not convey the full meaning of 
_ havigation and intercourse,” That the transportation o 
' part of commerce is not now an open question. 
this court Say: “No clear distinction is perceived between the 
} to regulate vessels in transporting men for hire and property 
for e.”” The provision of the Constitution that “the migration or 
tion of such persons as any of the States now existing shall 
)roper to admit shall not be prohibited by Congress prior to the 
ISO8” ig a restriction on the seneral power of Congress to recy 
inmerce, 


modities,”’ 
the term. 


tut this 
includes 
f passengers 
Gibbons ». 


l read this simply to show that it is universally held that 
ortation of passengers commerce, If the power of 
ress to regulate foreign commerce is assignable altogether 
commerce Clause of the Constitution, then it follows that 
ower that we may exercise to entirely exclude foreigners 
this country must be assignable and traceable to the pow- 
en by the commerce Clause of the Constitution, But that 
hot true I propose to show. 
Mr, CLAPP, Mr. President 
Thi VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
‘eld to the Senator from Minnesota ? 
. FULTON, Certainly, 

CLAPP, It just occurs to me to 
"pon this suggestion : 
the distinction in 
hings which contribt 


Is 


Senator from ¢ Jregon 


ask the Senator 
The Senator has pointed out very 
the prohibition of transportation of 
ite to the physical or moral pollution 
eOple, notably in the lottery cases, It was not the mere 
‘ission of lottery tickets through the channels of com- 
that effectuated the evil, but the evil was due to the effect 
the morals of the people where the lottery tickets finally 
| and where they became an instrumentality of human 
. ties. Now, if Congress can prohibit the transmission of 
U hich has the effect of moral] contamination or pollution, 
Or § ikening effect of any kind where that con 
2 ‘A8C analysis as a result of the 
LOG ity 


for his 


» may it not be that upon the 


XLII——436 


application of that same 
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| tion for the conside 
p them through the | 


” 
| 


mits it, but if that artic 


mmModity reaches | 
transmission of the com- 
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principle Congress could have power to prohibit the 
of that which, in its inception, if that were the case, amounted 
to moral pollution or contamination? I make that as a 
ration of the Senator, 

Mr. FULTON, I call the attention of the 
I said a while ago, namely, that when we I 
State commerce an article the effect 
morals or to endanger the health of 
are in truth employi 


transmission 
Ssuggcesr- 


Senator to what 
rohibit from inter- 
of which is to pollute the 
people of other States we 
ng the power given by the Constitution to 
regulate, because that very prohibition amounts to regulation, 
As to Congress possessing arbitrary powers, I can give him no 
better answer than that | recall he give me when 
cussing what is contended to the supreme and arbitrary 
power of Congress under the Constitution to regulate interstate 
commerce, The Senator himself said that every decision of the 
Supreme Court which holds that the regulations made by Con- 
ress of interstate commerce in regulating the railroads must 
be reasonable and just furnishes a complete answer to the 
tention that we might go to the extreme of arbitrarily excluding 
from commerce articles that are not deleterious, articles that 
ire not destructive of the health or the morals, because, as the 
Senator then Suggested—and I think it is a complete and perfect 
answer to all such contentions—our courts have held time and 
again that any regulations made of interstate commerce, so far 
as regulating prices, regulating the terms, or regulating the con- 
ditions on which it may be carried, must be reasonable and 
just. If they must be reasonable and just as to railroads and 
transportation lines, Will anyone contend that they must not 


once dis- 


be 


con- 


equally be reasonable and just as to the Shippers, the pro- 
ducers, and the manufacturers of this country? Will it be 
argued that railroads and transportation lines may stay the 
hand of Congress because an enactment that it has made is 


unjust and unreasonable to it, and yet that the shippers and 
producers of this country may not equally demand that the 
regulations of commerce by Congress shall be Just and reason- 
able? 


Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield further to the Senator from Minnesota ? 


Mr. FULTON, 
Mr. CLAPP, | do not think the Senator 
drift of my Suggestion, which did not impl 
tended to imply that Congress coulk 
transmission of an article 


I do. 
exactly caught the 
y and was not in- 
l arbitrarily prohibit the 
where neither the 


transmission nor 
the use of the article had an j uproper and demoralizing effe ‘ 
but the Suggestion I sought to make was, that if we can pro- 
hibit the transmission of an article harmless in itself, like a 
lottery ticket, because of its effect upon the public morals 
where it is used. may we not, upon like principle, if the facts 
warrant, prohibit the transmission of an article harmless in 
itself, but disastrous in its effect upon the population where 


produced? That was the suggestion, 

Mr. FULTON, Where produced ? 

Mr. CLAPP, Yes, 

Mr. FULTON, | think there is no foundation upon which that 
proposition can rest atall. |] take it that interstate commerce im- 
plies transactions between at least two States; and the only thing 


that Congress can prohibit entering into that commerce is 
something that injuriously affects the State to which it is he. 
ing sent or the States throuch Which it is being sent. Con- 
sress can not go into the State of origin, the initial State, and 


prohibit there the mmainufacture or sale of the article. The 
citizens of a State have a right to manufacture and sel] an 
amicle to iny extent they please if their own State law mn 


le when Shipped into 
or morals of 


another State 


injurious to the health the people of that State, 


then they have a right to appeal to Congress, which has sole 
power to regulate interstate commerce, and say, “ You should 
so regulate the channel of interstate commerce that it can not 
be employed by the people of another State to dest ‘OY our 
health, our lives, our morals, or our industri: 3; you should not 
allow it; you have power to regulate ©ommerce, and you should 
So regulate it that it shall not be used to our injury or to our 


wrong.” And truly we should. 
such regulations. 


for Congress alone can make 


But if simply because the manner in which 
a factory is conducted is injurious to the people of the State 
in which it is located we attempt to prohibit from interstate 
commerce the product of the factory, though perfectly whole- 


some and innocuous, 
Seeking so to do, but 
police powers of the 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 


we are not 
ire seeking by 
State. 


regulating commerce nor 
indirection to invade the 


Senator from Oregon 


‘ULTON, Yes. 
SUTHERLAND. 
Mi 


‘ 


tor trom 
ested that a 
That true if it 


nnesota [Mr. 


lottery ticket 


CrapP], as I understood him, 
was not an evil thing in itself. 
looked at as so much paper and so much 
print; but the thing for which it stands is an evil thing. 

Mr. CLAPP. Of course. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And it is upon that ground, as I under- 
stand, that the lottery case proceeded. 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I call attention—— 

Mr. FULTON. If Senator will allow me right there, I 
W to suggest that there are many things that in themselves 
intri: y are not injurious, and about which there is noth- 
ing wrong, but it is the effect that the use of them has. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. In the majority opinion in the lottery 
Mr. Justice Harlan makes use of this illustration: 


That regulation m 


is is 


the 


Cu 


ay sometimes 
| emphasize the word “ 


That regulation 


ition 


sometimes does not 


assume the form of 


d cattle transported 


i 


-” the court 
appropriately 
the case of diseas 


may sometimes 
is also illustrated by 


State to 


pr 
from one 

But the all the way thtough, as I understand, in that 
ease proceeds upon the theory that when Congress undertakes 
to prohibit, it must be in an exeeptional case. 

Mr. FULTON. And only for the purpose of regulation. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And only for the purpose of regulation. 
Further along in the majority opinion Mr. Justice Harlan says: 

It is said, however, that if, In order to suppress lotteries carried on 
interstate commerce, 
commerce, that 
Congress may arbli 
articie, commodit 


another. 


court 


through 


such principle leads necessarily to the conclusion that 


or thing, of whatever 
useful valuable, which it may choose, no matter with what motive, 
to declare shall not be carried from one State to another. it will 
be time enough to consider the constitutionality of such legislation when 
we must do The present case does not require the court to declare 
that Congress may exercise in the reguia- 
States. We may, however, repeat in this 
has heretofore said, that the power of Con 
' among the States, although plenary, 
emed arbitrary, since it is subject to such limitations or restric 
e prescribed by the Constitution. 


All the way through that case the court proceeds upon the 
theory that Congress may only regulate by prohibition when 
the article sought to be prohibited transportation is an article 
evil in itself, where the consequences of transporting that 
article evil; but there is no decision, so far as I 
where court 


kind or nature, or howe 


ver 
or 


wer 


th ull e | 


) nong the 
nm wi 1@ court 

not be 

tion 


mmerce 


are 
the 
erigin of the article and, under the pretense of regulating com- 
merce, undertake to destroy something which is deemed to be 
evil in the State where the article originated. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 

d to the junior Senator from Minnesota? 

ir, FULTON, Certaiply. 

Mr. CLAPP. 
not so very certain that we have not gone a good way in the 
direction of applying the principle to the origin as well as to the 
ution and ultimate purpose of the commodity. While 
be some doubt about it, yet in our effort to separate 

orece transportation from production, we deal with it 
» standpoint of the State where it is produced, the place 
roduetion, and prohibit the transportation of that prod- 
the transportation lines, 

LTON. 1 thank the Senator for his contribution to the 
on. L do not want him to think I am impatient. I have 
oyed what he has 
ad, but I ai 

I LAPP. 


Vik 


auxious to conclude, 
Very well; I will not again interrupt the 
iCE-PRESIDENT. 

hair Lay 

ll be stated 

KETARY. 

ty ¢ 

Mr. KEAN, 
vote ti re 


The hour of 2 o'clock having ar 
s before the Senate the unfinished business, 
by the Secretary. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 
ool 


Mr. 


lause the present interstate-commerce law. 
resident, 1 should be very glad to have a 
joint resolution. I do not think we can get it at the 
sola unanimous consent that it be temporarily 
DICK. the 
7] vrance tter 
Mr. KEAN, 
e, b 


on 
preset 
hale 

Mir. Can 
that all? 

So far as I am personally concerned, I am ready 

t I understand the Senate is not ready to proceed to 
sideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without 
bHusit be temporarily laid 
Uregon will proceed. 


on nha) at 


objection, the unfinished 
aside. The Senator 


ess will 
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Mr. FULTON. I was speaking a few minutes ago of cert 


If the Senator will yield to me, the | powers which this Government possesses and may exercise { 


are not easily traceable to any particular grant or delega: 
of authority or inferable from any particular grant or del, 
tion of authority, but which clearly flow from the Constity 
by reason of the fact that the Constitution has made this ceo 
try a nation, a sovereign power on the face of the earth. 
think the Supreme Court has recognized that. 

I was also referring to the fact that in dealing with for, 
in regulating foreign commerce, we have and 
exercise greater power, wider power, than in regulating j 
State commerce, because we are not confined entirely in ¢ 
behalf to the commerce clause of the Constitution, but we . 
trace our powers to this other source which I have menti 
that flows from our nationality and sovereignty. In that 
half and in support of that contention I call attention to 
Chinese exclusion case as reported in 130 U. S., the opinior 
Mr. Justice Field, a portion of which I read, at page 604: 

While under 
mass of local matters is 
States, in their relation 
itizens, are one nation, Invested with powers which belong to 
pendent nations, the exercise of which can be invoked for the 
tenance of its absolute independence and security throughout its ; 
territory. The powers to declare war, make treaties, suppress 
rection, repel invasion, regulate foreign commerce, secure repu 
governments to the States, and admit subjects of other nati 
citizenship are all sovereign powers, restricted in their exercise 
by the Constitution itself and considerations of public policy 
justice which control more or less the conduct of all civilized n 
As said by the court in the of Cohens v. Virginia (6 W 


our Constitution and 
controlled 


to foreign 


form of government 
by local authorities, 
countries and their 


the 
the | 
subj 


enase 


| 264, 413), speaking by the same great chief justice: “ That the | 


Congress may exclude lottery tickets from | ; 
| nation has not yet been denied. 
rarily exclude from commerce among the States any | 


| of the 


States form, for many and for 


most important purposes, a 
In war we are one people. In 1 
In all commercial regulations we 
and the same people. In many other respects the American 
are one, and the government which is alone capable of cont 
and managing their interests in all these respects is the Gove: 
Union. It is their government, and in that character th: 
no other. America has chosen to be In many respects and to 
purposes a nation, and for all these purposes her government | 
plete; to all these objects it is competent. The people have cd: 


peace we are one people. 


| that in the exercise of all powers given for these objects it is s 


ean | 


recall, | 
has held that Congress may go back to the | 


Oregon | 


If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I am | 


It can then, 


in effecting these objects, legitimately contro! 
dividuals 


or governments within the American territory. Tt 
stitution aud laws of a State, so far as they are repugnant to t 
stitution and laws of the United States, are absolutely void 
States ere constituent parts of the United States. They ! 
bers of one great empire—for some purposes sovereign, for som: 
poses subordinate. * * *” 

The power of exclusion of foreigners, being an incident of sov: 
belonging to the Government of the United States as a part 
sovereign powers delegated by the Constitution, the right to it 
cise at any time when in the judgment of the Government the | 
of the country require it can not be granted away or restra 
behalf of anyone. 


Without taking up the time to read the entire deci: 
will content myself now with stating in substance wl 
court held. 

They held that this Government has the power to e 
aliens from this country, and they did not trace the pov 
to do to the commerce clause of the Constitution, aJtho 
coming of such people here for trade and traffic, as coi 


| Chinese, is foreign commerce. 


aid and also what the Senator from Utah 


Senator from New Jersey give us any | 


from | 


| 


But the Supreme Court, as we have seen, assigned the | 
of Congress to prohibit their entry into our ports not 
commerce clause of the Constitution, but adjudged it 
tribute of sovereignty, a power possessed and exercised | 
nations, 

I want, now, to read briefly from what Mr. Justice W 
said in discussing the sovereign powers of the Governme! 
Downes v. Bidwell (182 U. S., 244), Mr. Justice White, 1» 
livering the concurring opinion, said: 

It may not be doubted that by the general principles of the 
nations every government which is sovereign within its sphere o! 
possesses - 

I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado to th 

As an inherent attribute the power to acquire territory by 4 

agreement, or treaty, and by conquest. 

The Senator says the Supreme Court has held time and 
that this Government has no inherent power, and th 
word “inherent” is improper in connection with the e 
of constitutional power. I said then and I say now that 
are certain powers which this Government possesses whi 
it is true, from the Constitution as the original sour 
nevertheless, traceable to no particular delegation of pow 
to the great fabric as a whole, which the people, by the 
stitution, erected into this great and splendid nation, “|! 
cause of its sovereignty, its nationality, it has and may 
cise these powers—I call them powers that are inherent ( 
ereignty. 

So says Mr. Justice White: 


oe 
It may not be doubted that by the general principles of ss 2 
nations every government which is sovereign within its sphet 
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possesses as an inherent attribute the power to acquire territory 
liscovery, by agreement, or treaty, and by conquest. it can not 
be gainsaid that as a general rule wherever a government acquires 
tory as a result of any of the modes above stated, the relation of 
territory to the new government is to be determined by the acquir- 
power in the absence of stipulations upon the subject. 
He further says: 
Vhen our forefathers threw off their allegiance to Great Britain and 
‘ ished a republican government, assuredly they deemed that the 
n which they called into being was endowed with those general 
rs to acquire territory which all independent governments in virtue 
heir sovereignty enjoyed. This is demonstrated by the concluding 
I graph of the Declaration of Independence, which reads ag follows: 
\s free and independent States, they (the United States of America) 
full power to levy war, conclude peace, contract alliances, estab- | 
commerce, and to do all other acts and things which independent | 
Siates may of right do.” 
said, Mr. President, when this argument occurred the other 
dl that this Government possesses certain inherent powers. 
They come from the Constitution, it is true, but it is because 
{ Constitution has erected a nation and endowed it with 
sovereign powers, and one of those powers is to acquire terri- 
tory. But for those powers we never could have lawfully ac- 
quired foreign territory. You can not find a suggestion in the 
Constitution for it. You can not find an express power nor an | 
lied power from which you can infer authority. But taking 
them all together, taking them as a unit, having in view what 
the Constitution does, what it has erected, a nation, a sover- 
eignty, then we know that it was intended that it should pos- 
sess those necessary attributes of soveignty—to acquire terri- 


tory, to protect its people from invasion, to exclude foreign sub- | 
jects, and, aye, to prohibit and suppress foreign commerce, if 
it sees fit so to do. 


We are not necessarily confined to the | 
commeree Clause of the Constitution when we are dealing with 
the commerce that comes from foreign shores. 

| am well aware that isolated expressions are to be found 
in the opinions of the Supreme Court to the effect that the 
power to regulate commerce among the States is equal to the 
power to regulate foreign commerce. It would not be diflicult 
to show that all such expressions are but reiterations of the 
remarks of Mr. Justice Marshall in Gibbons v. Ogden, which 
were addressed and should be confined to the particular issues 
of that ease. That this is true must be apparent to every 
student of the Constitution, and I do not at this time care to | 
enter into a discussion of the matter further than to cite the 
comment of Chief Justice Fuller in the Lottery case (188 U. S., | 
573), where he said: 


It is argued that the power to regulate commerce among the several 
States is the same as the power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and with the Indian tribes. 

But is its scope the same? 

As in effect, before observed, the power to regulate commerce with 
reign nations and the power to regulate interstate commerce, are to 
be taken diverso intuitu, for the latter was intended to secure equality 
and freedom in commercial intercourse as between the States, not to per 
mit the creation of impediments, to such intercourse; while the former 
clothed Congress with that power over international commerce, pertain- 
ing to a sovereign nation in its intercourse with foreign nations, and 
subject, generally speaking, to no implied or reserved power in the 
States. The laws which would be necessary and proper in the one case 
would not be necessary or proper in the other. 

Congress is forbidden to lay any tax or duty on articles exported 
from any State, and while that has been applied to exports to a for- 
eign country, it seems to me that it was plainly intended to apply to 
interstate exportation as well. Congress is forbidden to give prefer- 
ence, by any regulation of commerce or revenue, to the ports of one 
St over those of another; and duties, imposts, and excises must be 
uniform throughout the United States. 

The eltizens of each State shall be entitled to all privileges and im- 
munities of citizens in the several States. This clause of the second 

tion of Article IV was taken from the fourth article of confedera- 
tion, which provided that “the free inhabitants of each of these | 

4 . a a 








State shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities of | 
free citizens In the several States; and the people of each State shall 
have free ingress and egress to and from any other State, and shall 
enj therein all the pee of trade and commerce,” while other 
pe of the same article were also brought forward in Article LV of the | 

institution. 

rhus it is seen that the right of passage of persons and prop- | 
erty 


from one State to another can not be prohibited by Congress. But | 
that does not challenge the legislative power of a sovereign nation to | 
exclude foreign persons or commodities or place an embargo, perhaps | 
not permanent, upon foreign ships or manufactures. 
lhe foregoing comments of the eminent jurist will, without 
elaboration or suggestion, sufficiently commend themselves to 
the consideration of every thoughtful mind, hence I do not care 
to elaborate the thought suggested. It is sufficient to say that 
if we restrict the powers of Congress to the commerce | 
clause if the regulation of both interstate and foreign commerce, 
the difference in the scope is so manifest that few persons will | 


even 


be heard to contend that because we may not absolutely pro- | 
hibit the one we may not, in circumstances which Congress may | 
deem sufficient, prohibit the others. In any case, it seems clear | 
fo Ine, not only in the nature of the powers themselves, but | 
from the very clear statement of Justice Fuller, which I have | 
the !, and the trend of the opinion in the Lottery case, that | 
1¢ 


»wer of Congress over foreign commerce is immeasurably | 
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broader and more nearly absolute and unrestricted, if not en- 
tirely so, than is its control over interstate commerce. In 
conclusion permit me to say that by reason of questions so 
frequently propounded I have been not only very largely diverted 
from the line of argument I had contemplated, but also betrayed 
into taking up far more time than I had expected to consume. 
AMENDMENT OF NAVIGATION 
Mr. NELSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce: 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 21815) to amend the iaws 
relating to navigation and for other purposes, to report it fayor 


LAWS, 


| ably without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its 


present consideration. I wish to make a brief statement. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. It is only to ask a question, 
ished business, Mr. President? 

Mr. KEAN. It is the commodity joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate joint resolution 74 
ing the commodity clause of the present 
law. 

Mr. HALE, 
day? 

Mr. KEAN. No. 

Mr. NELSON. That has not been debated to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
porarily laid aside. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad to be informed of that. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to say that this is a bill made up of 
one brief House bill and eight Senate bills which have been 
passed unanimously by this body coming from the Committee 
on Commerce, meeting with the approval of the Commissioner 
of Navigation, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and the 
Committee on Commerce. The House under present conditions 
has put them in an omnibus bill. Unless the Senate cares for 
a more extensive statement, I am unwilling to take up the time 
of the Senate. I ask for its present consideration. 

The bill was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section of the Revised Statutes be, 


and is hereby, amended by adding thereto, thirty days after the passage 
of this act, the following: 

“Any passenger vessel engaged triweekly or oftener in trade between 
ports of the United States and foreign ports shall be exempt from en 
trance and clearance fees and tonnage taxes while 
weekly or oftener is maintained.” 

Sec. 2. That section 4438 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended 
to read as follows sixty days after the passage of this act 

“ Sec. 4438. The boards of local inspectors shall license and classify 


What is the unfin 


, Suspend- 
interstate-commerce 


That is the measure which has been debated to- 


business was tem- 


2792 


such service tri 


the masters, chief mates, and second and third mates, if in charge of 
a watch, engineers, and pilots of all steam vessels, and the masters 
of sail vessels of over 700 gross tons, and all other vessels of over 100 
gross tons carrying passengers for hire. It shall be unlawful to em 
ploy any person or for any person to serve as a master, chief mate, 
engineer, or pilot of any steamer or as master of any sail vessel of 
over 700 gross tons or of any other vessel of over 100 gro tons 
carrying passengers for hire who is not licensed by the inspectors: and 
| anyone violating this section shall be liable to a penalty of $100 for 
each offense.” 

Sec. 3. That section 4467 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended 


to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 4467. The 
correct count of all 
day, which count 


master of every passenger steamer shall keep a 
the passengers received and delivered from day to 
shall be open to the inspection of the inspectors and 


officers of the customs at all times, and the aggregate number of pas 
sengers shall be furnished to inspectors as often called for: Pro 
vided, however, That a correct list of passengers received and delivered 
from day to day shall be kept, instead of a correct count, by the mas 
ters of seagoing passenger steamers in the coastwise trade and by the 


masters of passenger steamers on the Great 
miles: Provided further, That nothing 
relative to vessels running between 
ports.” 

Sec. 4. That sectidn 4468 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4468. Every master of any passenger steamer who fails, 
through negligence or design, to keep a count or list of passengers 
required by the preceding section shall be liable to a penalty of $100.” 


Lakes on 
herein 
this 


routes exceeding 
shall affect existing 
country and foreign 


as 


Sec. 5. That whenever it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction 
| of the President of the United States that yachts belonging 


to any 


regularly organized yacht club of the United States are allowed to 
arrive at and depart from any foreign port and to cruise in the waters 
of such port without entering or clearing at the custom-house thereof 


and without the payment of any charges for entering or clearing, dues, 


duty per ton, tonnage taxes, or charges for cruising licenses, the Secre 
tary of Commerce and Labor may authorize and direct the customs 
authorities at the various ports and subports of entry of the United 
| States to allow yachts from such foreign port belonging to any regu 
| larly organized yacht club thereof to arrive at and depart from any 
port or subport of the United States and to cruise in waters of the 
United States without the payment of any charges for entering or 
clearing, dues, duty per ton, or tonnage taxes, but the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor may, in his discretion, direct that such foreign 
| yachts shall be required to obtain licenses to cruise, in a form pre 
scribed by him, before they shall be allowed under the provisions of 
this act to cruise in waters of the United States. Such licenses shall 
be issued without cost to such yachts and shall prescribe such limita 


tions as to length of time, direction, and place of cruising and action, 
and such other particulars as the Secretary of Commerce and 


Labor 
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er: Provided, That the privileges of this section shall 
1 any yacht built outside of the United States and owned, 
or used by a citizen of the United States unless such owner- 
harter was acquired prior to February 5, 1897. 
6. That section 4216 of the Revised Statutes 


is hereby re- 


| acid, 


7. That thirty days after 
for the purpos 
r similar signals e! 


and tunnel marks wi 


the passage of this act if a shipowner 
of a private code any rockets, lights, 
register those signals and house fiz 
Commissioner of Navigation, who ll 
to time of the signals, house flags, and 
in such manner as he may think requisite 
for preventing those signals from being mistaken for signals of distress 
or signals for pilo The Commissioner of Navigation may refuse to 
register any sigr which in his opinion can not easily be distinguished 
from sign signals for pilots, or signals prescribed by laws 
lor preventing co 
Sec. 8. That 


to use 


sriv public notice I I 
funnel marks so registered 


ais of dist 
‘ ns 

3 of the act of August 18, 1894, entitled “An act 
g approp for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public s on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” 
be, and the me her@by is, amended so as to read as follows, sixty days 
after the pas of this act: 

“Si $. That section of the act to prevent obstructive and in- 

deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York 
; dumping or otherwise, and to punish and prevent such offenses, 
‘ pproved June 29, 1588, shall be, and hereby is, amended so as to read 
a follows: 

‘See. 3. That in all cases of receiving on board of any scows or 
boats such forbidden matter or substance as herein described, the 
owner or master, or person acting in such capacity on board of such 
scows or boats, before proceeding to take or tow the same to the place 
of deposit, shall apply for and obtain from the supervisor of the harbor 
appointed hereunder a permit defining the precise limits within which 
the discharge of scows or boats may be made; and it shall not 
be lawful for the owner or master, or person acting in such capacity, 
of any tug or towboat to tow or move any scow or boat so loaded with 
such forbidden matter until such permit shall have been obtained; and 
every person violating the foregoing provisions of this section shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conyiction thereof shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than one thousand nor less than five 
hundred dollars, and in addition thereto the master of any tug or tow- 
boat so offending shall have his license revoked or suspended for a 
term to be fixed by the judge before whom tried and convicted. 

“ ‘And any deviation from such dumping or discharging place specified 
in such permit shail be a misdemeanor, and the owner and master, or 
person acting in the capacity of master, of any scows or boats dump- 
ing or discharging such forbidden matter in any place other than that 
specified in such permit shall be liable to punishment therefor as pro- | 
vided in section 1 of the said act of June 29, 1888; and the owner and | 
master, or person acting in the capacity of master, of any tug or tow- 
boat towing such scows or boats shall be liable to equal punishment 
with the owner and master, or person acting in the capacity of master, 
of the scows or boats; and, further, every scowman or other employee 
on board of both scows and towbeats shall be deemed to have knowledge | 
of the place of dumping specified in such permit, and the owners and 
masters, or persons acting in the capacity of masters, shall be liable 
to punishment, as aforesaid, for any unlawful dumping, within the 
meaning of this act or of the said act of June 29, 1888, which may be 
caused by the negligence or ignorance of such scowman or other em- 
ployee; and, further, neither defect in machinery nor avoidable acci- 
dents to scows or towboats, nor unfavorable weather, nor improper 
handling or moving of scows or boats of any kind whatsoever shall 
operate to release the owners and master and employees of scows and | 
towboats from the penalties hereinbefore mentioned. 

“*BEwery scow or boat engaged in the transportation of dredgings, 
earth, sand, mud, cellar dirt, garbage, or other offensive material 
any description shall have its name or number and owner's 
painted in letters and numbers at least 14 inches long on both sides 
of the scow or boat; these names and numbers shall be kept distinctly 
legible at all times, and no scow or boat not so marked shall be used 
to transport or dump any such material. Each such scow or boat shall 
be equipped at all times with a life line or rope extending at least 
the length of and 3 feet Wboye the deck thereof, such rope to be 
aitached to the coaming thereof, also with a life-preserver and a life | 
buoy for each person on board thereof, also with anchor to weigh | 
not less than 275 pounds, and at least 100 feet of cable attached 
thereto; a list of the names of all men employed on any such scow 
or boat shall be kept by the owner or master thereof and the said list 
shall be open to the inspection of all parties. Failure to comply with | 
any of the foregoing provisions shall render the owner of such scow 
or boat liable upon conviction thereof to a penalty of not more than 
$500. 

“«The supervisor of the harbor of New York, designated as provided 
in section 5 of the said act of June 29, 1888, is authorized and directed 
to appoint inspectors and deputy inspectors, and, for the purpose of 
enforcing the provisions of this act and of the act aforesaid, and of 
detecting and bringing to punishment offenders against the same, the 
said supervisor of the harbor, and the inspectors and deputy inspec- 
tors so appointed by him, shall have power and authority: 

“*¥First. To arragt and take into custody, with or without process, | 
any person or persons who may commit any of the acts or offenses 
prohibited by this section and by the act of June 29, 1888, aforesaid, | 
or who may violate any of the provisions of the same: Provided, That 
ne person shall be arrested without process for any offense not com- | 
mitted in the presence of the supervisor or his inspectors or deputy 
inspectors, or either of them: And provided further, That when- | 
ever any such arrest is made the person or persons so arrested shall be | 
brought forthwith before a commissioner, judge, or court of the United | 
States for examination of the offenses alleged against him; and such | 
commissioner, judge, or court shall proceed in respect thereto as au- 
thorized by law in case of crimes against the United States. | 

“* Second. To go on board of any scow or towboat engaged in unlaw- 
ful dumping of prohibited material, or in moving the same without a 
permit, as required in this section of this act, or otherwise violating 
any of the provisions of this section of this act, and to seize and hold 
said boats until they are discharged by action of the commissioner, | 
judge, or court of the United States before whom the offending persons 
are brought. 

‘*Third. To arrest and take into custody any witness or witnesses 
to such unlawful dumping of anes material, the said witnesses 
to be released under proper bonds. 

“*Fourth. To go on board of any towboat having in tow scows or 
boats loaded with such prohibited material, and accompany the same 


makit 


sage 


such 
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to the place of dumping, whenever such action appears to be necessary 
to secure compliance with the requirements of this act and of the 
aforesaid. 

“*Fifth. To enter gas and oil works and all other manufacturine 
works for the purpose of discovering the disposition made of sludee’ 

or other injurious material, whenever there is good reason {, 
believe that such sludge, acid, or other injurious material is allow 
to run into the tidal waters of the hartor in violation of section 1 
the aforesaid act of June 29, 1888. 

“* Every person who, directly or indirectly, gives any sum of mo 
or other bribe, present, or reward, or makes any offer of the sam 
any inspector, deputy inspector, or other employee of the office of 
supervisor of the harbor with intent to influence such inspector, depyty 
inspector, or other employee to permit or overlook any violation of { 
provisions of this section or of the said act of June 29, 1888, shall, on 
conviction thereof, be fined not less than $500 nor more than $1,000 
and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than one year, ’ 

“* every permit issued in accordance with the provisions of ¢ 
section of this act, which may not be taken up by an inspector 0; 
deputy inspector,’shall be returned within four days after issuance to 
the office of the supervisor of the harbor; such permit shall be 
indorsement by the master of the towboat, or the person acting 
such capacity, stating whether the permit has been used, and, ii 
the time and place of dumping. Any person violating the provis 
of this section shall be liable to a fine of not more than $500 nor | 
than $100.’ ” 

Sec. 9. That section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended by inserting in the first paragraph thereof, after 
the words “and Burlington, Vt..” and before the words “one 
inspector of hulls,” the words “ Honolulu, Hawaii, and San Juan, 
P. R.;” and that the said section be further amended by inserting in 
the fifth paragraph thereof, after the words “and Norfolk, Va.,” 
and before the words “at the rate of $2,000,” the words “ Honolulu, 
Hawaii, and San Juan, P. R.” 

Sec. 10. That on and after January 1, 1909, the local inspector 
steamboats shall at least once in every year inspect the hull 
equipment of every seagoing barge of 100 gross tons or over, 
shall satisfy themselves that such barge is of a structure suita 
for the service in which she is to be employed, has suitable a 
modations for the crew, and is in a condition to warrant the belief that 
she may be used in navigation with safety to life. They shal! then 
issue a certificate of inspection in the manner and for the purposes pre- 
scribed in sections 4421 and 4423 of the Revised Statutes. 

Sec. 11. That every such barge shall be equipped with the follow 
ing appliances of kinds approved by the Board of Supervising Inspect- 
ors: At least one lifeboat, at least one anchor with suitable chain or 


| cable, and at least one life-preserver for each person on board. 


Sec. 12. That a register, enrollment, or license shall not be is 1 
or renewed by any collector or other officer of customs to any such 
barge unless at the time of issue or renewal such barge has in fo 
the certificates of inspection prescribed by section 10 and on board | 
equipment prescribed by section 11. 

Sec. 13. That if any such barge shall be navigated without such 
certificate of inspection, or without any part of the equipment 
scribed by section 11, the owner shall be liable to a penalty of $500 
for each offense. 

Sec. 14. That the chairman of the Light-House Board, the Su; 
vising Inspector-General of the Steamboat-Inspection Service, and , 
Commissioner of Navigation shall convene as a board at such times 
as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall prescribe to prepa 
regulations limiting the length of hawsers between towing vesscis anc 
seagoing barges in tow and the length of such tows within any oi 
inland waters of the United States designated and defined from 
to time pursuant to section 2 of the act approved February 19, 1805, 
and such regulations when approved by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor shall have the force of law. 

Sec. 15. That the master of the towing vessel shall be liable to the 
suspension or revocation of his license for any willful violatio: 
regulations issued pursuant to section 14 in the manner now presc! 
for incompetency, misconduct, or unskillfulness. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator inform me whether the 
bill includes a provision regulating pilotage? 

Mr. NELSON. No; there is nothing in the bill on the sub- 
ject of pilotage. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My attention has been directed to if. 
There is a measure of that kind pending before the Senate 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON. We have had no measure of that kind bef 
the committee this session. The House has had such a measure, 
but not the Senate. 


Mr. CULBERSON. A bill has been introduced in the 5 


| ate by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], but we had infor 


tion that it would not be considered at this session. 
Mr. NELSON. My recollection is—and I have atte 
that 


bill of that kind has been brought up before the committ: 


| this session. 


Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. NELSON. 
cluded in this bill. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I believe this is another on 


It has not been considered? 
It has not been considered, and is no‘ 


| bill, the subject of which we have discussed here time 


again. If I understand the Senator from Minnesota, se 
matters were pending in the House. The House did not 
the time to discuss and pass them separately, and it passed 
omnibus bill. 
Mr, NELSON. 
Mr. CLAY. 
quiry. 


I will explain it to the Senator. at 
Just one minute. I want to make a little 
That bill came to the Senate. The bill treats of © 


| ferent subjects and amends different sections of our navigal' 





1908. 


iws. The bill may be meritorious. The Committee on Com- 
erce is a very careful, painstaking committee, but Mr. Presi- 
t, to Say the least of it, when a measure of this kind, with 
teen sections and treating of different subjects, is under 
ussion, Senators 
before them with the view and purpose of reading it before 
; placed on its passage, 
if | understand this measure, it was reported from the com- 
this morning. Consequently it has been impossible 
lay for Senators to have the bill on their desks so that they 
\d read it. Does not the Senator think it would be better for 


oO 


‘matter to go over until to-morrow and have the bill printed, | 
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| 


| 


ought to be permitted to have the printed 


| let it be taken up and passed then, if there is no objection | 


Mrs NELSON. I want to say that every provision in the bill, 
eprt one 
bills that passed the Senate, having come from the Committee 
on Commerce, This portion of the bill to which the Senator 
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is granted, doubtless the bill will go through without consum- 
ing much time, and then the Senator’s bill can be disposed of. 
If this is done, I will not subject him to the inconvenience of 
having an amendment offered. 

Mr. NELSON, I wish to Say to the 
that I do not feel warranted to do that, 
acting under the instruction of the 


Senator from 
In this measure I am 
Committee on 


Nevada 


Commerce 


and not in my individual eapacity, and whatever I might be 
disposed to do in the matter individually has nothing to do 
with the case. I trust the Senator will abstain. I shall cer- 
tainly make no objection to his bill. 

I wish to say further, as to an amendment of this kind, if 
we pass the bill and the amendment is tacked on it, it would 
| Send it back to the House, and it would be apt to defeat the 


| whole measure, 
paragraph on the first page, consists of independent | 


ers is simply a reenactment of existing law and pertains | 


ply to the matter of scows carrying refuse out of New York 
Ilarbor to sea. The only object of the amendment is to pro- 
vide some regulation for the proper navigation of those scows. 

Mr. CLAY. Has the bill been considered by the Committee 
on Commerce? 

Mr. NELSON, 


It has been considered by the Committee on 
imerce, A 


printed copy of it as it was reported on the 
House Calendar was considered by the full committee. 

Mr, CLAY. And reported unanimously ? 

Mr. NELSON. The committee is unanimous on it. The Sen- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Frye], the chairman of the comuittee, 


was obliged to leave, and before he left he requested me to 
bring up this matter. 
page 


has been considered by the Committee on Commerce, and 
the whole bill in its entirety has been considered by the Com- 
Inittee on Commerce, 

Mr. CLAY. I am not going to object to it: but the Senator 
will agree with me that this way of placing different subjects 
in one bill and considering them all together is a very bad 
precedent. 

Mr. NELSON. It is: but the Senator knows that this body 
is not to blame for that condition. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Minnesota 
Whether he will accept as 
-ISU9, to which the Senate Committee on Commerce reported an 

nlment? It is a bill providing for the appointment of an 
lnland Waterways Commission, with a view to the improvement 

‘ development of the inland waterways of the United States. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no authority from the committee to 

pt the amendment. It is a matter entirely foreign to the 
pending bill, and J sincerely trust the Senator from Nevada will 
I lupede the passage of the bill. The bill of the Senator from 
Nevada is one that involves a mooted question, and I under- 
stind from several Senators there is some opposition to it. I 
trust he will abstain from offering the amendment. It will 
ir. NEWLANDS. I wish to Say in reply to the Senator 
irom Minnesota that it is eminently proper that this bil] should 
{ sain amendment upon the pending bill, because the pending 
is an omnibus bill, confessedly designed to all the 
uliinished business of It seems 


a8 an amend- 


cover 
the Committee on Commerce, 
entirely appropriate that it should be added 


! wish further to state that I have no disposition to em- 
ass the Senator at all in the consideration of this pill. 

‘ir, NELSON. If that is the case, if the Senator will allow 

[ want to say to him that it would decidedly embarrass the 

| ge of this bill. 

NEWLANDS. But, as the Senator well knows, 
some time been urging the consideration of this bill, which 
has been favorably reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
‘ have been unable to obtain its consideration, and various 
( ‘eS have been resorted to in the Senate to prevent legisla- 


[ have 


ipon subjects reported by committees to the Senate. The 
s tor knows that the device has been resorted to of com- 
] ig the reading of the Journal. Of course the rules require 
1 


- but the ordinary procedure of the Senate has been to dis 
‘ with the reading of the Journal in order 
istion. But just this time, when it 
‘lation, is chosen for reading the lengthy Journal. I be 
‘ the reading yesterday took about two hours. | therefore 
ho other opportunity of presenting this bill te the consid 
‘ on of the Senate than the one new presented. 

‘ow, I ask the Senator whether he will not yield the floor 
le temporarily for the purpose of asking unanimous con- 
for the consideration of this bill, and then, if that consent 


to expedite leg- 
is most essential to press 





| to point out or to uncover. 


| of the Commission. 


| Sion we 


Every item in it except one on the first | 


an amendment to this bill House bill | 


I trust the Senator will not seek to inflict that 
upon this bill. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Pre: ident, I must say that the appeal 
of the Senator has great weight with me, and yet I know of 
more important question than the one presented by the ; 
ment which I suggest. 

The Senator well knows that all the commercial bodies of the 
country called upon the President of the I nited States to con- 
sider and present a well-formulated plan for the improvement of 
the rivers of the country. The Senator knows that there is a 
universal demand for such improvement, and that unless some 
well-considered plan is Submitted to Congress at the next 
are likely to rush into very inconsiderate legislation. 

In response to that demand, with a view simply to shaping a 
comprehensive plan, with the aid of competent experts, with the 
aid of men in the service of the Government who have experience 
in all the questions relating to water, with the aid of engineers 
whom he proposes to call to the aid of this work, the President 
proposed to organize a commission for the purpose of making a 
study of this question; and he did that under his acknowledged 
power of recommending measures to Congress for their 

That Commission has been in session for a year or 
do not think there is any question outside of my own services 
upon that Commission but that the labors of the Commission 
have been exceedingly useful. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I appeal to the Senator from 
Nevada to let the pending bill pass, and then we can debate 
this other question subsequently. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to State to the Senator that I will 
quickly dispose of this matter if he will allow me to go on w ith 
my statement. 

Mr. President, this Commission was appointed. It has been at 
work for over a year. It has presented to the President of the 
United States, who has transmitted it to this body, an elab- 
orate report, appended to which are the most elaborate statis- 
ties, which will be useful in this great work. 

He has requested Congress to continue the work of the Com- 
mission for the purpose of formulating a plan, and has re- 
quested Congress to give the appropriation that is necessary for 
certain expenses. This amendment simply appropriates $20,000 
for that purpose. Now. unfortunately 


ho 
mend- 


Ses- 


action. 
more. I 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Rhole Island? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. | yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nevada said there vas 


great danger that Congress would at the next session pass so! 
very inconsiderate upon subject. I think 
Senator owes it to Congress to state what the danger is that is 
threatening. I do not know, there 


may be some hidden purpose 
on somebody's part to do something here which |] think Con 
cress ought to be advised of 


I can not imagine what ij may be, 
but if there is any such evil overhanging the country, I think 
th» Senator from Nevada ought to tell us what it is. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have 


ne 


legislation this 


the 


no special danger 
I simply refer to what will be rec- 
ognized by every business man, that we are about to enter 
projects of vast magnitude, and it is important that 
ters shall be thoroughly studied by 
legislation. That is all. 

Now, Mr. President, in a speech before the governors of the 


upon 
these mat- 
experts before we enter upon 


States, who were assembled here, the President of the 1 nited 
States stated what action he had taken upon this in portant 
question and stated that he had appointed a commission for the 


purpose of investigating it. The President of the United States, 
in his address to the sovernors, who were called together for 
the conservation of the natural resources of the country, alluded 
to his message to Congress upon and stated that 
he had applied to Congress for an appropriation for the expenses 
Then in a side remark, not in his original 


this subject 
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speech, he stated in a facetious way that if Congress did not 
continue the Commission he would endeavor to find some other 
way of continuing its work. That remark was received with 
great applause by the entire conference, consisting of governors, 
distinguished men, scientists, and others, and I understand that 
by this body it was regarded as a bald—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from 


Nevada if he can not call his measure up right now, without | 


discussion, and have a vote on it? 

Mr. NELSON. Let us get through with the pending bill. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am perfectly willing to have a vote. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator from Nevada offers it as an 
amendment. I ask him to withdraw his amendment and let the 
pending bill pass and then call up his bill and debate it. * 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If it can be taken up by unanimous con- 
sent, I will be very glad. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can we not have unanimous consent that 


considered immediately after the disposition of the bill that is 
in charge of the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. DEPEW. I can not consent to that. 
bring before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say to the Senator from New York 
that in my judgment the amendment the Senator from Nevada 
has in charge will not take a moment. It is reported from the 
Committee on Commerce, and there ought not to be any delay in 
its passage. 


Mr. CLAY. 


I have a bill to 
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Mr, President, I was remarking when interrupted that this 
part of the President’s speech was recived with great applause 
by the conference of governors, scientists, and distinguished 
men gathered at the White House for the conservation of the 
natural resources of the country. They of course would not 
have applauded it had they understood it to imply usurpation 
of power. They doubtless applauded it as an evidence of the 
fixed determination of the President, whatever the discourage- 
ments might be, to proceed with the consideraton of this jy)- 
portant work, which subsequently in their resolutions they jn- 
dorsed. But in this body the President’s remarks were 
regarded as indicating a disposition upon his part to usurp a 
power which he did not have. I do not know, of course, wh: 
the President’s intention was, other than as expressed in his 
words. All I can say is that if Congress does not act upon the 
subject it is clearly within the President’s power to eal! to 


his aid any body of citizens with a view to securing the infor- 
the measure the Senator from Nevada has in charge shall be | 


mation that is necessary for him to make a recommendation 
to Congresss, and he may call such a body of citizens a con- 
That power 
an not be questioned, and doubtless the President only ex- 


| pressed the determination to continue the exercise of that 


power. 
It will not be thought for a moment that the President of 


| the United States would assume that he could appropriate 


| moneys from the Treasury of the United States for the expenses 
| of such a commission without the action of Congress. So I 
| do not think the least assertion was made or intended to be 


Does not the Senator from Illinois really think | 


it is due to the Senate that this matter be reported and placed | 
on the Calendar and printed, so that we at least may examine 


it? 


I understand this bill was considered before the Committee 


on Commerce ten or twelve days ago, and I understand there | 


has not been a meeting of the Committee on Commerce in some 
eight or ten days. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator from Georgia does not know 
as much about that committee as he did when he was a mem- 
ber of it. 

Mr. CLAY. 
Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 


I do not know as much as the Senator from 


I say when the Senator was a member of 


| the entire country. 


made looking toward a usurpation of any power which did 
not belong to the President under the Constitution. 

That remark, however, caused opposition in -.this Chamber 
to a most meritorious measure; and I submit that that oppo- 
sition should come to an end, for this is a matter that involves 
It involves a pressing demand for lezis- 


| lation; it involves investigation of a most serious matter, and 
| it involves the continuation and completion of work which has 


it he then knew all about it, and if he had been a member of | 
the committee now he would know that the statement of my col- | 


league on the committee is correct. 

Mr. CLAY. I know one thing. 
reported here to-day embracing thirteen different subjects, and 
it is taken up and has never been printed, and I venture the 
assertion that there are not five Senators on the floor who know 
the contents of the bill. 

Mr. PILES. I wish to say to the Senator from Georgia that 
every bill named in this omnibus bill has been considered by 
the Senate except section 1. Every bill that is in this bill, ex- 
cept section 1, passed this body after due consideration by the 
Committee on Commerce, * 

Mr. CLAY. 
bad practice to simply pass different bills in the Senate relating 


bus bill, and sometimes have something else put in the bill 
when they are taken up and passed as one measure? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I must insist on the floor. 

Mr, CLAY. Is not that a bad practice, and ought we not to 
stop it at the earliest day practicable? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I must resume the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada has the 
floor. Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from 
Maine? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will take only a few moments longer. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me ask him a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the veteran Senator from Minnesota 
would tell us how old is this practice of lumping a dozen dis- 
tinct bills into one bill and reporting them from a committee to 
be considered not as an omnibus claims or appropriation bill, but 
distinctive subject-matters, because, Mr. President, if that 
practice is to be justified and adopted by the Senate, we will be 
legislating wholesale hereafter upon all sorts of subjects in one 
bill instead of legislating in detail as we ought to do on separate 
bills, It is a most remarkable and dangerous precedent, and it 
ouguit not to be submitted to by the Senate for a moment on any 
measure of this kind. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
ceeding for a few moments without interruption. I shall soon 
be through with my statement, and* it is important that I 
should make it in a consecutive manner, 


Mr. President, I must insist upon pro- 


Does not the Senator think it an exceedingly | 


| bill 7112 on the same subject. 
I know that this is a bill | 


been commenced and work which will be very helpful to the 
President in making his recommendations and to Congress in 
acting upon them. 

All I ask is a fair opportunity for the consideration of this 
bill, and as yet I have been unable to secure it. It is House 
bill No. 21899, which the Senate committee has reported favor- 
ably with an amendment, substituting the provisions of Senate 
Now, I do not wish to obstruct 


the Senator from Minnesota. I simply ask that I may print 


| in the Recorp the report of the Commission and the President's 
| message accompanying it, the resolutions of the conference of 





governors, and the bill 8. 7183, embodying their recommenda- 
tions, which I recently introduced. I will ask unanimous con- 
sent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada 
that the report of the Commission and the President’s message 


asks 


| and some other papers may be printed in the Recorp. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. And with this statement, I will state 
to the Senator from Minnesota that, realizing the embarrass- 


| ment of his position and the pressing character of the lezis- 


to different subjects and then have them included in an omni- | lation he has in charge, I will withdraw my amendment, and 


I will urge at an early moment upon the Senate the consid- 
eration of the bill I have referred to. - 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of 
the Senator from Nevada is granted. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
APPENDIX A. 
[Senate Document No. 325, Sixtieth Congress, first session.] 
PRELIMINARY REPORT OF THE INLAND WATERWAYS COMMISSION. 


Message from the President of the United States, transmitting @ 
preliminary report of the Inland Waterways Commission. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a preliminary report from the Inland Wairr- 
ways Commission, which was appointed by me last March in response 
to a widespread interest and demand from the ple. The basis of 
this demand lay in the general and admitted inability of the Fail 
roads to handle promptly the traffic of the country, and especially ‘ 
crops of the previous fall. 

This report is well worth your attention. It is thorough, 
servative, sane, and just. It represents the mature judgment of « 
of men exceptionally qualified, by personal experience and knowl: 
of conditions throughout the United States, to understand and 
cuss the great problem of how best to use our waterways in the in 
est of all the people. Unusual care has been taken to secure 
curacy and balance of statement. If the report errs at all it |< 
over-conservatism. It contains findings or statements of fact, 4 © 
ber of specific recommendations, and an account of inquiries st) 
progress, and it is based in part on statistics and other informe 
contained in a voluminous appendix. The subject with which it - 
is of critical importance both to the present and the future © 
country. » t] 

Our river systems are better adapted to the needs of the people : 
those of any other country. In extent, distribution, navigability: | 
ease of use they stand first. Yet the rivers of no other i vill 
country are so poorly developed, so little used, or play so smal! a | 
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the industrial life of the nation as those of the United States. In industries, reach enormous amounts. A fair share of the increase 


ew of the use made of rivers elsewhere, the failure to use our own 
stonishing, a no thoughtful man can believe that it will last. 
accompanying report indicates clearly the reasons for it and the 
to end it. 

Commission finds that 

h prevented or destroyed 


ihe it was unregulated railroad cempetition 
the development of commerce on our 
nd waterways. The Mississippi, our greatest natural highway, is 
ise in point. At one time the traffic upon it was without a rival in 

y country. The report shows that commerce was driven from the 
sissippi by the railreads. While production was limited, the rail- 

s, with their convenient terminals, gave quicker and more satis- 
tory service than the waterways. Later they prevented the restora- 
tion of river traffic by keeping down their rates along the rivers, re- 
themselves by higher charges elsewhere. They also acquired 
fronts and terminals to an extent which made water competition 
yossible. Throughout the country the railways have secured such 
trol of canals and steamboat lines that to-day inland waterway 
transportation is largely in their hands. This was natural and doubt 
inevitable under the circumstances, but it should not be allowed 

ontinue unless under careful Government regulation. 

Comparatively little inland freight is carried by boat which is 
carried a part of its journey by rail also. As the report shows, 
successful development and use of our interstate waterways 
will require intelligent regulation of the relations between rail and 
waiter traffic. When this is done’ the railways and waterways will 
ssist instead of injuring each other. Both will benefit, but the 


the 





benefit will accrue to the people in general through quicker and 
cheaper transpe» tation. 

rhe report rests throughout on the fundamental conception that 
every waterway should be made to serve the people as largely and 


s many different ways as possible. It is poor business to develop 
iver for navigation in such a way as to prevent its use for power, 


when by a little foresight it could be made to serve both purposes. 
We can not afford needlessly to sacrifice power to irrigation, or irri- 
gation to domestic water supply, when by taking thought we may 
have all three. Every stream should be used to the utmost. No 
8 m can be so used unless such use is planned for in advance. 
When such plans are made we shall find that, instead of interfering, 
one use can often be made to assist another. Each river system, 
from its headwaters in the forest to its mouth on the coast, is a single 
unit, and should be treated as such. Navigation of the lower reaches 
of a stream can not be fully developed without the control of floods 
and low waters by storage and drainage. Navigable channels are 
directly concerned with the protection of source waters and with soil 
erosion, which takes the materials for bars and shoals from the 
richest portions of our farms. The uses of a stream for domestic 

i municipal water supply, for power, and in many cases for irriga 
tion. must also be taken into full account. 

The development of our inland waterways will have results far 
bevond the immediate gain to commerce. Deep channels along the 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts and from the Gulf to the Great Lakes will 
have high value for the national defense. The use of water power 
will measurably relieve the drain upon our diminishing supplies of 
coal, and transportation by water instead of rail only will tend to 
conserve our iron. Forest protection, without which river improve- 
ment can not be permanent, will at the same time help to postpone 
the threatened timber famine, and will secure us against a total 
dearth of timber by providing for the perpetuation of the remaining 


woodlands. Irrigation will create the means of livelihood for millions 
of people, and supplies of pure water will powerfully promote the 
public health. If the policy of waterway eae here recom- 
mended is earried out, it will affect for good every citizen of the 
Republic. The National Government must play the leading part in 
securing the largest possible use of our waterways; other agencies can 


assist and should assist, but the work is essentially national in its 
scope. 

The various uses of waterways are now dealt with by Bureaus 
scattered through four Federal Departments. At present, therefore, 


it is not possible to deal with a river system as a single problem. 
But the Commission here recommends a policy under which all the 
commercial and industrial uses of the waterways may be developed 
at the same time. To that end, Congress should provide some ad- 
ministrative machinery for coordinating the work of the various De- 
partments so far as it relates to waterways. Otherwise there will not 
only be delay, but the people as a whole will fail to get from our 
Streams the benefits to whieh they are justly entitled. 

The Commission recognizes that the cost of improving our inland 
waterways will be large, but far less than would be required to relieve 
the congestion of traffic by railway extension. The benefits of such 
improvement will’ be large also, and they will touch the daily life of 
our people at every point, uniting the interests of all the States and 


Sections of our country. The cost and the benefits should be equitably 
distributed by cooperation with the States and the communities, cor- 
porations, and individuals beneficially affected. I heartily concur 
in the Commission’s recommendation to this end. Such cooperation 
Should result in united effort in carrying out the great duty of improv 
ing our inland waterways. While we delay our rivers remain unused, 
0 traffic is periodically congested, and the material wealth and 
natural resources of the country related to waterways are being 
steadily absorbed by great monopolies. 

\mong these monopolies, as the report of the Commission points 
out, there is no other which 


( threatens, or has ever threatened, such 
intolerable interference with the daily life of the people as the con- 


Solidation of companies controlling water power. I call your special 
attention to the attempt of the power corporations, through bills 
introduced at the present session, to escape from the possibility of 
Fg nment regulation in the interests of the people. These bills 
a intended to enable the corporations to take possession in perpe- 
tuity of national forest lands for the purposes of their business, 
Where and as they please, wholly without compensation to the public. 
et the effect of granting such privileges, taken together with rights 
a dy acquired under State laws, would be to give away properties 
‘ rmous value. Through lack of foresight we have formed the 
h of granting without compensation extremely valuable rights amount- 
ue to monopolies on navigable streams and on the public domain. 
The repurchase at great expense of water rights thus carelessly given 
ay without return has already begun in the East, and before long 
W @ necessary in the West also. No rights involving water power 
; d be granted to any corporations in perpetuity, but only for a 
eneth of time sufficient to allow them to conduct their business 
profitably. A reasonable charge should of course be made for valuable 
r s and privileges which they obtain from the National Government. 
the values for which this charge is made will ultimately, through 


natural growth and orderly development of our population and 


} 
| 
| 
| 


should be safeguarded for the benefit of the people, from whose labor 
it springs. The proceeds thus secured, after the cost of administration 


and improvement has been met, should naturally be devoted to the 
development of our inland waterways. 

The report justly calls attention to the fact that hitherto our na- 
| tional policy has been one of almost unrestricted disposition and waste 
| of natura? resources, and emphasizes the fundamental necessity for 
conserving these resources upon which our present and future suecess 
as a nation primarily rests. Running water is a most valuable natural 
asset of the people, and there is urgent need for conserving it for 

navigation, for power, for irrigation, and for domestic and municipal 


chief | 


supply. 


The Co ission was appointed to obtain information concerning 
rhe Commissior inted t btair f 














our 
waterways as related to the general welfare. Much work was done, 
| but more remains to be done before a pian for their development can 
| be prepared in detail. We need additional information on the flow of 
our streams, the condition of channels, the amount and cost of iter 
traffic, the requirements for terminalis, the area in each watershed 
which should be kept under forest, and the means of preventing soil 
waste and the consequent damage to our rivers But it is neither 
necessary nor desirable to postpone the be ning of the work until all 
the facts are obtained. We have suffered heavily in the ist from the 
lack of adequate transportation facilities, and unless a beginning is 
made promptly we shall suffer still more heavily in the future 
Being without funds or an expert staff, the Commission has confined 
itself to principles affecting the whole probiem and the entire country. 
Its report is a plea, in the light of actual facts, for sim; ity and a 





rectness in dealing with the great problem of our inland wa 
the interest of the people. It submits no specific plans or r 
tions concerning even the most important projects rhe firs 





of course, concerns the Mississippi and its tributaries, whose comm 
cial development will directly affect half our people. The Mississippi 
should be made a loop of the sea and work upon it should be begun at 
the earliest possible moment. Only less important is the Atlantic inner 
passage, parts of which are already under way. ‘he inner passages 
along the Gulf coast should be extended and connected with the At 
lantic waters. The need for the developing of the Pacific coast rivers 
is not less pressing. Our people are united in support of the immediate 
adoption of a progressive policy of inland waterway development 
Hitherto our national policy of inland waterway development has 
been largely negative. No single agency has been responsible unde? 
the Congress for making the best use of our rivers, or for exercising 
foresight in their development. In the absence of a comprehensive 
plan, the only safe policy was one of repression and procrastination. 
Frequent changes of plan and piecemeal execution of projects have 
still further hampered improvement. A channel is no deeper than 
its shallowest reach, and to improve a river short of the point of 


effective navigability is a sheer waste of all it costs. In spite of large 


appropriations for their improvement, our rivers are less serviceable 
for interstate commerce to-day than they were half a century ago, and 
in spite of the vast increase in our population and commerce they are 


the whole less used. 

The first condition of successful development of our waterways is 
a definite and progressive policy. The second is a concrete general 
plan, prepared by the best experts available, covering every use te 
which our streams can be put. We shall not succeed until the re- 
sponsibility for administering the policy and executing and extend- 
ing the plan is definitely laid on one man or group of men who can 
be held accountable. Every portion of the general plan should con- 
sider and so far as practicable secure to the people the use of water 
for power, irrigation, and domestic supply as well as for navigation. 
No project should be begun until the funds necessary to complete it 
promptly are provided, and no plan once under way should be changed 


on 


except for grave reasons. Work once begun should be prosecuted 
steadily and vigorously to completion. We must make sure that 
projects are not undertaken except for sound business reasons, and 


that the best modern business methods are applied in executing them. 
The decision to undertake any project should rest on actual need 
ascertained by investigation and judgment of experts and on its rela- 
tion to great river systems or to the general plan, and never on mere 
clamor. 

The improvement of our inland waterways can and should be made 


to pay for itself, so far as practicable, from the incidental proceeds 
from water power and other uses. Navigation should of course be 
free. But the greatest return will come from the increased commerce, 
growth, and prosperity of our people. For this we have already 


waited too long. Adequate funds should be provided, by bond issue, 
if necessary, and the work should be delayed no longer. The develop 
ment of our waterways and the conservation of our forests are the two 


most pressing physical needs of the country. They are interdependent, 
and they should be met vigorously, together, and at once. The ques 
tions of organization, powers, and appropriations are now before the 
Congress. ‘There is urgent need for prompt and decisive action. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Tue WuHite Howse, February 26, 1908. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 3, 1 

The PRESIDENT. 

Sir: Your attention is respectfully invited to the following pre- 


liminary report of the Inland Waterways Commission : 
CREATION OF THE COMMISSION. 

The Inland Waterways Commission was created by the President of 

the United States through the following instrument: 
THe WHITE Hovss, 
Washington, March 1}, 1908. 

My Dear Str: Numerous commercial organizations of the Mississippi 
Valley have presented petitions asking that I appoint a commissien to 
prepare and report a comprehensive plan for the improvement and 
control of the river systems of the United States. I have decided to 
comply with these requests by appointing an Inland Waterways Com- 
mission, and I have asked the following gentlemen to act upon it. I 
shall be much gratified if you will consent to serve: 

Hon. Tueo. FE. Burton, chairman, 

Senator Francis G. NEWLANDS, 

Senator WILLIAM WARNER, 

Hon. JoHN H. BANKHEAD. 

Gen. Alexander Mackenzie, . 

Mr. W J McGee. 

Mr. F. H. Newell. 

Mr. Gifford Pinchot. 

Hon. Herbert Knox Smith, 


LR 
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While provision was not made for formal hearings, experts on mat- 
ters intrusted to the Commission were present by invitation at twenty. 
four sessions; of these experts there were twenty-four (of whom sey- 
eral attended two or more sessions), a majority being now or formerly 
attachés of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army. : 

In addition to the formal sessions, the Commissioners deyoted much 
time to the consideration of the waterways and related matters; two 
or three Commissioners jointly inspected the upper Missouri, the 
lumbia and Snake, the Sacramento and San Joaquin, and their leading 
tributaries; several employed agencies under their direction in collat 


In creating this Commission I am influenced by broad considerations 
of national policy. The control of our navigable waterways lies with 
the Federal Government, and carries with it corresponding’ responsi- | 
bilit#es and obligations. The energy of our people has hitherto been | 
largely directed toward industrial development connected with field 
and forest and with coal and iron, and some of these sources of material 
and power are already largely depleted, while our inland waterways 
as a whole have thus far received scant attention. It is becoming clear 
that our streams should be considered and conserved as great natural | 
resources. Works designed to control our waterways have thus far 


usually been undertaken for a single purpose, such as the improvement | ing and digesting data relating to canals, water transportation, et: 
of navigation, the development of power, the irrigation of arid lands, the | and most of the Commissioners attended conventions and other meet. 
protection of lowlands from floods, or to supply water for domestic and | ings connected with the development of waterways and related in- 
manufacturing purposes. While the rights of the people to these and | terests. 
similar uses of water must be respected, the time has come for merging | A journal was kept, including brief minutes of the sessions and 
local projects and uses of the inland waters in a comprehensive plan | itineraries of inspection trips, with stenographic reports of the stat 
designed for the benefit of the entire country. Such a plan should | ments and deliberations of the second and third meetings: and in 
consider and include all the uses to which streams may be put, and | addition correspondence was conducted and a number of useful mar 
should bring together and coordinate the points of view of all users of | script and printed statements were brought together and used in the 
water. The task involved in the full and orderly development and | deliberations of the Commission. 
control of the river systems of the United States is a great one, yet it At the eighteenth session a special committee of one was appointed 
is certainly not too great for us to approach. The results which it | to prepare a list of statutes, etc., relating to water power. Pursuant 
seems to promise are even greater. to action at the twenty-third session (the President of the United 
It is common knowledge that the railroads of the United States are | States presiding) a letter requesting a conference on the conservation 
no longer able to move crops and manufactures rapidly enough to se- | of natural resources was framed and presented to the President 
cure the prompt transaction of the business of the nation, and there | October 4; and at the twenty-fifth session a committee of three 
is small prospect of immediate relief. Representative railroad men | appointed to communicate further with the President on this mat 
point out that the products of the northern interior States have doubled | and also to prepare a preliminary draft of report. The former ¢o: 
"n ten years, while the railroad facilities have increased but one-eighth, | mittee prepared an exhaustive digest of statutes, and the latter bh: 


and there is reason to doubt whether any development of the railroads | a number of sessions; both committees reported at the fourth meeting 
possible in the near future will suffice to Feep transportation abreast of 


production. There appears to be but one complete remedy—the devel a ‘ ree 
opment of a complementary system of transportation by water. ‘The | The investigations and discussions have resulted in certain stat: 
present congestion affects chiefly the people of the Mississippi Valley, | Ments of fact connected with navigation and other uses of the inland 
and they demand relief. When the congestion of which they complain | waterways set forth hereinafter as “ findings,” with certain conclusions 
is relieved, the whole nation will share the good results. “ set forth as “ recommendations,” and also certain matters still under dis 
While rivers are natural resources of the first rank, they are also | Cussion which are set forth as “inquiries in progress.” 
liable to become destructive agencies, endangering life and’ property ; fhe Commission is fully aware that its creation was due to a de 
and some of our most notable engineering enterprises have grown out | mand of the people, and that there exists an expectation in ce: t 
of effort to control them. It was computed by Generals Humphreys localities that the report here presented will include plans extend 
and Abbott half a century ago that the Mississippi alone sweeps into | 1? detail to the principal waterways of the country. To prepare and 
its lower reaches and the Gulf 400,000,000 tons of floating sediment consider such plans would require extended study at large expens: 
each year (about twice the amount of material to be excavated in open- | ©MStneers and other experts whose services were not available. Under 
ing the Panama Canal), besides an cnormous but unmeasured amount the instructions from the President, and in the absence of funds and 
of earth salts and soil matter carried in solution. This vast load not of the men and time required for such study, the Commission was 
only causes its channels to clog and food the lowlands of the lower | meron ey confined in prepares this preliminary report to the more 
river, but renders the flow capricious and difficult to control. Further- ore ee + ere ben gouenen — the womens e 
more, the greater part of the sediment and soil matter is composed of licy a led witt som ndati * neh. aaa ae 
the most fertile material of the fields and pastures drained by the oo ae Cinatic a fie eee on at = ‘tical <a pm will = ° 
smaller and larger tributaries. Any plan for utilizing our inland water- i Seen Saraa ns 7 le practical application of the p 


1 


¢ 
of 


in 


a < »j les yl "Vv, 

ways should consider floods and their control by forests and other | ciples and policy _— "28 
. ; , ee mre FINDINGS.@ 

means ; the protection of bottom lands from injury by overflow, and up- 

lands from loss by soil wash; the physics of: sediment-charged waters | 1. The possibilities of inland navigation are indicated by the 

and the physical or other ways of purifying them; the construction of | that there are in mainland United States some 25,000 


dams and locks, not only to facilitate navigation but to control the | gated rivers and at least an equal amount which 


miles of na 


are navigable 
character and movement of the waters; and should look to the full use | might be made so by improvement; there are also some 2,500 m 


and control of our running waters and the complete artificialization of | of navigable canals, and over 2,500 miles of sounds, bays, and ba 
our waterways for the benefit of our people as a whole. 


readily connectable by canals aggregating less than 1,000 mil 
It is not possible to properly frame so large a plan as this for the | length to form inner passages paralleling the Atlantic and Gulf coast 
control of our rivers without taking account of the orderly development | these being additional to some thousands of miles (reckoned between 
of other natural resources. Therefore, I ask that the Inland Water- | leading ports) of regularly navigated waters in lakes and land-locked 
ways Commission shall consider the relations of the streams to the | bays. These waterways lie in or along the borders of Alabama, Arkan 
use of all the great permanent natural resources and their conservation | sas, California, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Ili: 3 
for the making and maintenance of prosperous homes. Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massa 
Any plan for utilizing our inland waterways, to be feasible, should | chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, \: 
recognize the means for executing it already in existence, both in the | braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, N 
Federal Departments of War, Interior, Agriculture, and Commerce and | Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, S 
Labor, and in the States and their subdivisions; and it must not in- | Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, WV: 
volve unduly burdensome expenditures from the National Treasury. | ington, West Virginia, and Wisconsin, i. e., 42 States; while the dev 
The cost will necessarily be large in proportion to the magnitude of | ment of rivers for irrigation, power, and other purposes will 
the benefits to be conferred, but it will be small in comparison with | render navigable certain waterways in Arizona, Colorado, Nevada, N: 
the $17,000,000,000 of capital now invested in steam railways in the | Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. Although it is not probable that 
United States—an amount that would have seemed enormous and in- | considerable share of this vast mileage of navigable waterways 
credible half a century ago. Yet the investment has been a constant | be improved to a high standard of efficiency at least at an early d 
source of profit to the people, and without it our industrial progress | yet the assured growth of the country and the capacity of t! 
would have been impossible. waters not only for navigation but for other uses render impe! 
The questions which will come before the Inland Waterways Com-| the necessity for their control and utilization as an asset of al! 
mission must necessarily relate to every = of the United States and | ynlimited value. It is desirable that these waterways, of which 
affect every interest within its borders. Its plans should be considered | tions have been surveyed or improved for purposes of naviga! 
in the light of the widest knowledge of the country and its people, and | should be further investigated with a view to the systematic dev 
from the most diverse points of view. Accordingly, when its work is | ment of interstate commerce in coordination with ‘all other us 
sufficiently advanced, I shall add to the Commission certain consulting | the waters and benefits to be derived from them. 
members, with whom I shall ask that its recommendations shall be | 9% While the railways of mainland United States have been not 
fully discussed before they are submitted to me. The reports of the | epicient in extending and promoting the production and comm 
Commission should include both a general statement of the problem of the country, it is clear that at seasons recurring with increas 
und recommendations as to the manner and means of attacking it. frequency they "are unable to keep pace with production or to meet 
Sincerely, yours, oe requirements of transportation. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 3. While navigation of the inland waterways declined with th 
crease in rail transportation during the later decades of the past 
After conference and correspondence between the chairman and | tury, it has become clear that the time Is at hand for restoring 
ae oe is ; . he duals developing such inland navigation and water transportation 4 
other Commissioners, a meeting for organization was held in the | —~ vt @ ination may appear to confer a benefit commensurate 
United States Capitol beginning April 29 and ending May 3. A second | CXPert ¢ —e ey See ; —aanaary ad 
: . : eee . =a" : the cost, to be utilized both independently and as a necessary a 
meeting and inspection trip on the Mississippi from St. Louis to the to rail transportation 
Passes took place May 13 to May 23. A third meeting and inspection ; ‘a While "he decline of navigation in the Inland waterways 
trip, first on the Great Lakes from Cleveland to Duluth, next on the larcely due to the natural growth and legitimate competition att 
Mississippi from St. Paul to Memphis, and then on the Missouri from Sie” eattibena a anal = & ; c 3 Sas srests have 
it . : : 9 ‘ ing railway extension, it is also clear that railway interest 
Kansas City to St. Louis, took place September 21 to October 13. A | successfully directed against the normal maintenance and develo! 
fourth meeting was held in the United States Capitol beginning on | SUCCeSSfully ¢ ; kt akediees . - : : : y acqu 
: Or - oiled : “ allienalbnaaadies 2/0 °" | of water traffic by control of water fronts and terminals, by acqu 
Nip ep er 1907, tor the purpose of preparing a preliminary report; or control of competing canals and vessels, by discriminating tariff 
t endéd February 3, 1 q alii f nonin aannai a a ‘tures d by 
At the first session of the meeting for organization (on April 29), eae by adverse placement of tracks and structures, and 
the Commission expressed concurrence in the designation by the Presi- 5. Any complete or practically successful plan for the genera! 
dent of Mr. BurTon as chairman; and by viva voce votes Senator provement of waterways must eventually provide for satisfa 
NEWLANDS and Mr. McGee were elected vice-chairman and secretary, adjustment of the relation of rail lines to such waterways. ‘!' 
respectively. anna . . =e . s of the country, ¥ 
During the organization and two inspecting meetings, thirty formal | prentnt SUS’ precperkive Fee ae es ar tae lines, it is 
sessions were held in addition to informal meetings and conferences. that railways can so control transportation as to leaye the water 
At several of these sessions the entire Commission were present; at insufficient ‘traffic to support the requisite vessels and terminals. 
no session weresthere fewer than five Commissioners; the average at-| pajiways have accordingly, save in certain exceptional cases, subs! 
tendance was over seven. During the meeting for the preparation of | tiatly absorbed the traffic of the country, and unless the present © 
this report there were twenty-seven sessions, with an average attend- 


ance of seven, @ Details appear in the appended statistical and other papers. 
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stricted and shortsighted competition between the two systems Is 
intelligently adjusted they will continue to do so. So large a portion 
of railway traffic is free from water competition that railways can 
readily afford to so reduce rates on those portions affected by such 
competition as to destroy the profits of the water lines without appre- 
ciably affecting the profits of the rail systems, which recoup these 
reductions by higher rates elsewhere. ‘This has been the case with most 
of the great inland waterways, excepting the Great Lakes, where the 
conditions of water and traffic approach those of open seas. In spite 
of the great increase of traffic and the continued improvement of water- 
ways, the total river traffic of the country has steadily decreased both 
proportionately and absolutely, with the result that few rivers are used 
to anything approaching their full capacity.. It will not relieve traffic 
congestion to improve our waterways unless the improved waterways 
are used; hence it is obvious that relief from the existing congestion by 
waterway improvement can be made permanently effective only through 
such coordination of rail and water facilities as will insure harmonious 
cooperation rather than injurious opposition. 


6. Existing data as to the nature and amount of the internal com- | 
merce of the country are extremely meager and incomplete. Such 


information is essential to the intelligent treatment of the inland water- | 


ways, and it is desirable that means be employed to obtain it. 

7. Improvements of navigation in inland waterways in the main 
ffect favorably the purity of the waters and the regularity of the sup- 
ly, and these objects should be carefully kept in mind. The increas- 
ig pollution of streams by soil wash and other waste substances con- 
ected with a growing population reduces the value of the water for 
manufacturing purposes and renders the water supply for communities 
injurious to and often destructive of human life. The prevention of 
t) evils should be considered in any scheme of inland waterway 
improvement. 

8. Engineering works designed to improve navigation affect favorably 
the regimen of the streams, including floods and low Waters. The an- 
nual floods of the United States occasion loss of property 
many millions of dollars, with considerable loss of life, while the low 
water of late summer involves large loss in diminished water supply, 
in reduced power, and in the fouling of streams, with consequent dis- 


| 
il 
n 


ese 


ease and death. It has been claimed that in specific cases the cost 
of works required both to control floods and meet the needs of com- 
merce would be less than the amount of this loss. It is desirable that 


reaching | 


more detailed information be collected concerning the effects of floods 
and low waters and their prevention by engineering works and other 
devices. | 

%. The annual soil wash in mainland United States is estimated at 


bout 1,000,000,000 tons, of which the greater part is the most valuable 
portion of the soil. It is carried into the rivers, where it pollutes the 
waters, necessitates frequent and costly dredging, and reduces the 
eficiency of works designed to facilitate navigation and afford protec- 
tion from floods. The direct and indirect losses from this source have 
not been measured, but are exceedingly large; and it is desirable that 
definite determinations be made, with the view of devising means for 
reducing the loss of the land and preventing the impairment of the 
streams for purposes of commerce. 

10. Both the regimen of streams and the purity and clarity of waters 
are affected by forests and other natural growth, and by farming, min 


ing. and other industrial operations over the watersheds in which they 
gather. Millions of acres in mainland United States have been defor- 
ested unnecessarily, and the floods and low waters ascribed to this cause 
have in some localities occasioned losses commensurate with the value 
of the timber. Means should be devised and applied for coordinating 
forestry, farming, mining, and related industries with the uses of 
streams for commerce and for other purposes. 

11. The effect of wide variations in the level of navigable streams 
is to render difficult the establishment of necessary terminals for the 


handling of traffic, and thus to interfere seriously with the utilization of 
our inland waterways. ‘The prevention or mitigation of such variations 
would be most helpful to the revival of river traffic, and means to this 
cnd should be adopted in plans for waterway improvement. 

12. The storage of flood waters combined with the diversion of 
streams to arid and semiarid lands for purposes of reclamation by irri- 

tion creates canals and also tends to clarify the waters and increase 
the seepage or return waters during times of drought. There have 
already been put under irrigation over 10,000,000 acres of fertile land, 
ndiding a quarter of a million homes and several hundred million dol- 
irs of taxable wealth; and it is estimated that by fully conserving the 
iters and by utilizing the water power developed in connection with 
torage and other works, fully three times as much land can be re- 
claimed in the western half of the United States. It is desirable to 
continue the collection of data with a view to so adjusting irrigation 
and power development with navigation and other uses of the streams 


li 
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to secure the highest value of the water to the greatest number of | 


| administrative 


people, 

13. Locks and certain other works designed to improve navigation | 
commonly produce head and store water in such manner as to develop 
power available for industrial purposes, while works designed to de- 
velop power on navigable and source streams affect the navigation 
nd othar uses of river systems; and these uses must necessarily be 


considered together. 
States and sections is incomplete, yet it is known to be a vast 
trinsically permanent asset which should be utilized for the benefit 
the people of the country, in whose interests it should be adminis- 
tered with careful regard for present and prospective conditions. The 
ts ascertained in certain specific cases furnish a basis for the claim 
at the value of the power would pay the cost of all engineering and 
other works required in such cases to control the streams for naviga- 
n and other uses. In the light of recent progress in electrical appli- 
tion, it is clear that over wide areas the appropriation of water 
wer offers an unequaled opportunity for monopolistic control of in- 
stries. Wherever water is now or will hereafter become the chief 
irce of power, the monopolization of electricity produced from run- 
ning streams involves monopoly of power for the transportation of 
ght and passengers, for manufacturing, and for supplying light, 
it, and other domestic, agricultural, and municipal necessities, to 
ch an extent that unless regulated it will entail monopolistic control 
the daily life of our people in an unprecedented degree. There is 
re presented an urgent need for prompt and vigorous action by State 
d Federal governments. 
\4. Any comprehensive system of improvement of inland waterways 
'l necessarily affect the drainage or reclamation of swamp and over- 
w lands, which are mainly rich alluvial tracts largely along or near 
iterways. The construction of dikes and levees or bank-protective 
rks and the deepening of channels are often closely connected with 
1cans of control both of overflow and of underflow by drainage. It is 


t 
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estimated that there are 77,000,000 acres of such land, now unproduce- 
tive, but which with drainage and protection from overflow will have 
an exceptionally high agricultural value. If divided into 40-acre farms 
these lands will furnish homes for some 10,000,000 people. 

15. The control of waterways on which successful navigation de- 
pends is so intimately connected with the prevention of floods and low 
waters, and works designed for these purposes; with the protection 
and reclamation of overflow lands, and works designed therefor; with 
the safeguarding of banks and maintenance of channels, and works em- 
ployed therein; with the purification and clarification of water supply, 
and works designed therefor in conjunction with jnterstate commerce ; 
with control and utilization of power develope® in connection with 
works for the improvement. of navigation; with the standardizing of 
methods and facilities and the coordinating of waterway and railway 
instrumentalities; and throughout the larger area of the country with 
reclamation by irrigation and drainage, and works designed primarily 
for these purposes—that local and special questions concerning the 
control of waterways should be treated as a general question of na 
tional extent, while local or special should be considered as 


projects 


parts of a comprehensive policy of waterway control in the interests 
of all the people. 

16. Governmental agencies whose work is related to the use and 
control of streams are now in existence in the Federal Departments of 
War, Interior, Agriculture, and Commerce and Labor: and it is 
desirable in order to prevent duplication of work and function and 
to avoid unnecessary delays in the development of the inland water 
ways that means should be provided for coordinating all such agencies. 

17. While precise figures are not now obtainable. it is safe to say 


that the current value of our inland transportation facilities (of which 


railways form all but a small percentage) exceeds one-eighth of our 
national wealth; yet these facilities are so far inadequate that pro 
duction is impaired and the growth of the country is retarded. While 
trustworthy estimates can not be made without further data, it is 
reasonable to anticipate that congestion of interstate commerce can be 
obviated in large measure by judicious improvement of waterways 
adapted to barge and boat traffic, at a figure much less than that 
estimated by competent authorities for so increasing railway facilities 
as to meet present needs. It is desirable that additional data be 
obtained by requisite expert investigation. 

18. It is conservative.to estimate that judicious improvement of the 
waterways of the country will confer direct benefits through increased 
transportation facilities which will exceed the cost, while the col 
lateral benefits will be at least comparable with the gain to commerce 


Under a coordinate plan, such collateral benefits as the enhanced value 
of lands reclaimed by irrigation and drainage, the value of water power 
developed, the increased values due to the prevention of floods and low 
waters, and the great benefits of purified and clarified water, will more 


than balance the cost of the works. 

19. In a comprehensive system of waterway improvement and con 
trol designed to meet present and future needs, the practicability of 
any project will depend not alone on local and general demands of 


commerce, but measurably upon attendant natural and industrial condi 


tions. including nature of banks and beds, suitability of the ground 
as a foundation for works, volume of water and liability to floods and 
low stages, configuration of the watershed and its susceptibility to con 
trol by judicious agriculture aad forestry or by reservoirs and other 
means, local and general demand for pure water supply, amount and 
value of available water power incident to the works, proximity and 
cost of structural materials, relations to existing and prospective 


projects on the same and neighboring waterways, and all other physical 


and economic factors entering into or tending to counterbalance e 
cost: and the local surveys or plans for any project should take 
account of all such natural and industrial conditions and be adapted 


cost 


to the attainment of maximum benefits at the minimum y 
20. Existing data concerning the volume, regimen, and other physical 


features of most streams are meager and imperfect Since plans for 
improving and controlling the waterways and utilizing the waters must 
rest on these facts, it is desirable that means be employed to extend 
and perfect physical data relating to the navigable and source streams 


of the country. 

°1. The benefits of a comprehensive system of waterway improvement 
will extend to all the people in the several sections and States of the 
country: and the means employed should be devised far 
to distribute the cost equitably through cooperation between 
agencies, States, municipalities, communities, corporations, 
viduals. 

22. In 


so as possible 


Federal 
and indi 


29. order to improve the inland waterways for navigation and 
at the same time coordinate the agencies and means of transportation, 
develop the collateral benefits of waterway improvement, adapt all 
natural and industrial conditions related with waterways to the attain 
went of maximum benefits at the minimum cost, and perfect means 
for distributing the cost equitably between Federal agencies, States, 
municipalities, communities, corporations, and individuals in a prompt 
and efficient and economical manner, it is desirable to maintain an 
agency with large powers for the investigation and 
elaboration of projects under suitable legislative regulation. 

23. The immediate use of natural resources in the rapid development 


of the country are often allowed to stand in the way of more benef 
icent and permanent utilization. This is especially true of all re 
sources connected with running waters, the substantial value of which 


has not been adequately appreciated. It is clearly practicable, without 


undue expense or interference with current use, to carry out broad 
plans for the complete development of the resources of the country, 
and thus assure to the greatest number of people the greatest good 
for both the present and the future; while if this is not done the 


temporary or partial development of these resources will prevent their 


full utilization for the general benefit. Steps should be taken without 
delay to outline and initiate the more pressing projects of conserva 
tion, and to apply practically the principle of conservation before it is 
too late. 

24. Our unsurpassed natural wealth and the eagerness of our peo 
ple for immediate results regardless of future needs have led to a 
policy of extravagant consumption of. national resources an& to an 
encouragement of monopoly, whereby an excessive share of such re 
sources has been diverted to the enrichment of the few rather than 
preserved for the equitable benefit of the many Monopolistic tend 
encies have appeared (a) in the extensive control of mineral fuels on 


public lands, whereby large values essential to the development of the 
country have passed beyond public regulation; ()) in the acquisition 
and needless destruction of forests, whose preservation a public 
necessity for stream control, for timber supply, and for other purposes; 
(c) in the acquisition of controlling sites on waterways and the 
propriation of valuable water powers with their segregation 
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public use without adequate compensation, whereb, indispensable utili 
ties escape public regulation in the interests of the people; (d) in the 
segregation of lands, especially in the semiarid regions, whereby de 
velopment is retarded so that the lands remain without benefit to com 
merce or advantage to the growth of the country; (¢) in the control 
of products and of transportation to disturb the normal values and 
natura! channels of trade, thereby imposing undue burdens on pro- 
ducers and consumers; and (f) in various interferences with the produc 
tion and commerce of the country, whereby prosperity is curtailed and 
progress impeded While such monopolistic tendencies have been con 
spicuous in connection with the agencies of transportation, they are 
now in many cases Seaeeien the best utilization of streams by diverting 
their control from State and Federal jurisdiction in the public inter 
esis to personal and corporate means of excessive and burdensome 
profit Since transportation is a primary factor in the existence and 
development of any people, and is increasingly important with the 
growth of population, it is essential that its means should be regulated 


in the public interests; and any plans for relieving congestion of trans 





portation in the United States should be so framed as to employ all 
proper State, Federal, and municipal agencies in protecting from 
monopolistic control not only the agencies and avenues but also the 
materials of interstate commerce 


RECOM MENDATIONS, 

A. We recommend that hereafter plans for the improvement of navi 
gation in inland waterways, or for any use of these waterways in con 
nection with interstate commerce, shall take account of the purification 
of the waters, the development of power, the control of floods, th: 
reclamation of lands by irrigation and drainage, and all other ot 
the waters or benefits to be derived from their control. 

B. We recommend that hereafter both local and general benefits to 
the people shall be fully considered in any such plans for the improve 


uses 





ment of navigation in inlana waterways, or for any use of these water 
ways in connection with interstate commerce: and that wherever prac 
ticable Federal agencies shall cooperate with States, municipalities. 


communities, corporations, and individuals with a view to an equitable 


distribution of costs and benefits 

(. We recommend that hereafter any plans for the navigation or 
other use of inland waterways in-connection with interstate commerce 
shall take full eccount of transfer facilities and sites, and of the loca 


tion of tracks, grades, bridges, dams, depots, and other works on navi- 
gable and source streams with a view to equitable cooperation between 
waterway and railway facilities for the promotion of commerce and the 
benefit of the people. 

DD. We recommend that any plans for improving the inland waterways 
sball take account of the present and prospective relation of rail lines 
to such waterways, and shall ascertain, so far as may be, whether such 
waterways when improved will be effectively used in the face of rail 
way competition, and that the relations between railways and water 
ways be further examined with the purpose of devising means of ren 
dering the two systems complementary and harmonious and making 
such fair division of traffic that rates and management may be co 
ordimated economically and with benefit to the country. 

kx. We recommend the adoption of means for ascertaining regularly 
all facts related to traffic on the inland waterways and for publishing 
the same in a form suitable for general use. 

I’, We recommend the adoption of means for ascertaining and ren 
dering available, at such rate as to meet public necessities, all requisite 
data related to the physical character and general utility of the navi- 


gable and source streams of the country. 
G. We recommend that hereafter any plans for the use of inland 
waterways in connection with interstate commerce shall regard the 


streams of the country as an asset of the people, shall take full ac 
count of the conservation of all resources connected with running 
waters, and shall look to the protection of these resources from mo- 
nopoly and to their administration in the interests of the people. 

Hi. We recommend that the Congress be asked to make suitable pro- 
vision for improving the inland waterways of the United States at a 
rate commensurate with the needs of the people as determined by com- 
petent authority, and we suggest that such provision meet these requi- 
sites, viz: Expert framing of a definite policy, certainty of continuity 
and coordination of plan and work, expert initiative in the choice of 
projects and the succession of Works, freedom in selection of projects 
in accordance with terms of cooperation, and the widest opportunity 
for applying modern business methods. 

I. We recommend that the Congress be asked to authorize the co- 
ordination and proper development of existing public services connected 
with waterways; and we suggest that such enactment might provide 
that the lresident of the United States be authorized, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint and organize a National Water- 
ways Commission to bring into coordination the Corps of Engineers of 
the Army, the Bureau of Soils, the Forest Service, the Bureau of Cor- 
porations, the Reclamation Service, and other branches of the public 
service in so far as their work relates to inland waterways, and that 
he be authorized to make such details and require such duties from 
hese branches of the public service in connection with navigable and 
source streams as are not inconsistent with law; the said Commission 
to continue the investigation of all questions relating to the develop 
ment and improvement and utilization of the inland waterways of the 


country and the conservation of its natural resources related thereto, 
and to consider and coordinate therewith all matters of irrigation, 
Swamp and overflow land reclamation, clarification and purification 
of streams, prevention of soil waste, utilization of water 


power, 
preservation and extension of forests, regulation of flow and control of 
fioods, transfer facilities and sites and the regulation and control 
thereof, and the relations between waterways and railways; and that 
the Commission be empowered to frame and recommend plans for de- 
veloping the waterways and utilizing the waters, and as authorized by 
Congress to carry out the same, through established agencies when 
such are available, in cooperation with States, municipalities, com 
munities, corporations, and individuals, in such manner as to secure an 
equitable distribution of costs and benefits. 


INQUIRIES IN PROGRESS. 
I. Those clauses in the instrument creating the Commission advising 


that “our streams should be considered and conserved as great natural 
resources,”’ and that the Commission should “ consider the relations of 





the streams to the use of all the great permanent natural resources and 
their conservation,” have received attention and have resulted in action 
thus far incomplete. The principles so affirmed are fundamental and 
far-reaching, and demand comprehensive and mature consideration; and 
it was thought needful to ascertain and adjust the needs of all sec 
tions of the country and to invoke the joint judgment of officials of 
the several States. At the fifteenth session (May 21) it was decided 
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to propose a conference on the conservation of resources, to be heid in 
Washington early in 1908, and a special committee was appointed to 
present the matter to the President of the United States. At the 
twenty-third session (October 3), at which the President presided, i; 
was decided to call such a conference in conformity with the desire of 
the Commission as thus expressed: 
On Boarp STEAMER CoOL. A. MACKENZIE, 
October 3, 1907. 

The PRESIDENT, 

On Board U. 8. 8. Mississippi. 

Sir: In the course of inquiries made under your direction “ that the 
Inland Waterways Commission shall consider the relations of the 
streams to the use of all the great permanent natural resources and 
their conservation for the making and maintenance of prosperou 
homes,” the members of the Commission have been led to feel that it 
would be desirable to hold a conference on the general subject of the 
conservation of the natural resources of the nation, 

Among the reasons for such a conference are the following: 

1. Hitherto our national policy has been one of almost unrestricted 
disposal of natural resources, and this in more lavish measure than in 
any other nation in the world’s history; and this policy of the Federal! 
Government has been shared in by the constituent States. Three 
consequences have ensued: First, unprecedented consumption of natura! 
resources ; second, exhaustion of these resources, to the extent that a 
part of our available public lands have passed into great estates 
or corporate interests, our forests are so far ms prio as to multiply the 
cost of forest products, and our supplies of coal and iron ore are so far 
reduced as to enhance prices; and third, unequaled opportunity for 
private monopoly, to the extent that both the Federal and State 
sovereignties have been compelled to enact laws for the protection 

the people. 
2. We are of opinion that the time has come for considering the policy 

these material resources on which the permanent pros- 
perity of our country and the equal opportunity of all our people must 
depend ; we are also of opinion that the policy of conservation is so 
marked an advance on that policy adopted at the outset of our national 
career as to demand the consideration of both Federal and State s; 
sors for the welfare of the people. 
3. We are of opinion that the conference may best be held in the 
National Capital next winter. and that the conferees should compris 
the governors of all our States and Territories, a limited number of 
delegates to be appointed by each governor, and representatives from 
leading organizations of both State and national scope engaged in dea! 
ing with natural resources or with practical questions relating thereto 

We have the honor to ask that in case you concur in our view you 
call such a conference. 

Respectfully submitted. 





on 


Turopore E. Brrrox, Chairman. 
W J McGer, Seeretary. 

In his Memphis address on October 4 the President announced the 
intention of calling such a conference, and on November 13 he issued 
invitations to the governors of the States and Territories to meet at the 
White House May 13-15, 1908; the conferees to comprise also thr 
assistants or advisors to be selected by each governor; the Senators 
and Representatives in the Sixtieth Congress; the members of the 
Inland Waterways Commission, and representatives of certain national! 
organizations dealing with natural resources. The Commission ant! 
pates from the deliberations of this conference results of the utmos 
value as regards both conditions and policies. 

II. The clauses in the same instrument declaring that “ the time ha 
come for merging local projects and uses of the inland waters in 
comprehensive plan designed for the benefit of the entire country,” and 
that “such a plan should consider and include all the uses to whi 
streams may be put,” has received attention; and while the considera 
tion resulted in several of the foregoing findings and recommendations, 
the time and means at the disposal of the Commission have been who!) 
insufficient to frame a comprehensive plan extending in detail to a 
the waterways of the country. The task is large and is affected 
projects for improving waterways and opening canals for navigati: 
and other purposes which are now advocated by numerous associations 


of citizens in varions parts of the United States. These proj 
are so connected with geographic conditions and with natural r 
sources as to fall into four great systems, viz, (1) the Atlantic-la 


terior system, comprising the Atlantic watershed, the Mississippi Va! 
ley, the Gulf slope, and the Great Lakes with their watershed: | 
the Columbia-Puget system, comprising the territory west of the Kock) 
Mountains and north of the forty-second paraliel of latitude; (:) | 
California system, comprising the valley of California, and (4) ti 
Colorado system, comprising the watershed of Rio Colorado and | 
Great Basin of the interior. In the Atlantic-Interior system ther 
projects for a deep waterway from Gulf of Mexico to the Great Lake 
a deep and continuous Atlantic inmer passage from New England 
Florida ; impreving or canalizing Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio rivet 
with their leading tributaries and connecting the Mississippi waters 
with the Great Lakes by canals; improving the navigable rivers flow 
ing into Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic Ocean; connecting the Nississipp 
with the Rio Grande and with the waters of Florida by inner paereee. 
and connecting the Atlantic coast with the Great Lakes by canals. [fm 
the Columbia-Puget system there are projects for improving the lows 
Columbia and the Willamette and Snake for navigation and —_— 
development ; opening the channels and lakes of the upper Colum 
and some of its tributaries to navigation, and constructing feeder a! 
connecting canals, and also for extending reclamation through irrls: 
tion, drainage, and the control of floods. In the California aye li 
there are projects for improving and canalizing Sacramento, San Jou 
quin, and Feather rivers and the coastwise bays in such manner as 
to open California Valley to interstate and foreign commerce, hu 
also for clarifying the streams, preventing floods, and developin 
power; and in the Colorado system there are projects =, 
far for irrigation, but prospectively for navigation and power. — B 
these systems—indeed, in every State and Territory-——the respect 
obligations of the State and Federal governments to the people 
the relations of vested interests are of such complexity = 
mand prolonged consideration not only by the Commission, - “2 
State and Federal officials; and it would seem premature to oul! st 
a general plan necessarily affecting so many and so varied os 
and: interests pending the conference on conservation, at a comee 
be anticipated that the interests of all the people will be fully - 
sented. 

iit The intimation in the anges inqirecsent that ee 
utilizing our inland waterways * should recognize : 
for executing it already in existence, both in the Federal Departments of 
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War, Interior, Agriculture, and Commerce and Labor and in the States 
and their subdivisions, and it must not involve unduly burdensome ex- 
penditures from the National Treasury,” has received attention and has 
resulted in the eighth and ninth of the foregoing recommendations; yet 
pending the recommendation of the ‘¢comprehensive plan” alluded to 
in the preceding paragraph, it would be premature to submit estimates 
f cost. 

IV. The suggestion that “the reports of the Commission shall in- 

ide both a general statement of the problem and recommendations as 

the manner and means of attacking it” has received consideration 
and has led to the foregoing findings and recommendations. The 
Commission is, however, fully aware of the incompleteness of this re- 
ort, and is desirous of continuing investigation and discussion with a 
ew to further action. 

V. It is to be understood that the inquiries and conclusions herein 

e of general character, and that the mention of any stream or project 
does not involve expression of opinion as to the desirability or prac- 
ticability of doing work upen it, 

Respectfully submitted. 

TuHEopoRE E. Burton, 
Chairman, 


FRANCIS G. NEWLANDS. 
Wa. WARNER. 
J. H, BANKHEAD, 


W J McGee. 

F. H. NEWELL. 
GIFFORD PINCHOT. 
HERBERT KNOx SMITH. 





SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT OF COMMISSIONER-GENERAL ALEXANDER 


MACKENZIE. 


1. As a member of the Inland Waterways Commission, I am in accord 
with the general principles enunciated as proper for consideration in 
connection with the preparation of plans for improvement and control of 


inland waterways; and with recommendations which advise suitable 
provision for continuing the improvement of inland waterways at a 


rate commensurate with the requirements of commerce; and, so far as 

istifiable, with cooperation between Federal agencies and States, munic- 
ipalitiés, and communities with a view to a distribution of costs and 
benefits; and I am in accord with a suggestion that in the carrying out 
of examinations and surveys and in the making of plans of improvement 
of inland waterways, such consideration be given by the War Depart- 


ment to the subject of water power, floods and low water, drainage, and | 


ich other related subjects as may have a bearing upon the improve- 
ment of navigation and such as Congress, in its wisdom, may provide 
for. 

2. I am in the fullest accord with recommendations looking to the 
rotection to the greatest extent of the natural resources of the coun- 
ry, both in their relation to the interests of navigation and in the inter- 

of multiplying prosperous homes; and I am in accord with the 
iought of utilizing such resources in every legal and proper way with 
view to recompensing the Government for expenditures made in carry- 
ing out improvements. 


st 
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%. I am not fully in accord, however, with the thought that all | 
tl related subjects mentioned, important and worthy of considera- 
tion by the Government as they may be, are as clearly and necessa- 
rily associated with the subject of channel improvement and inter- 


state commerce as is assumed in the report, or that such assumptions 
can properly be made in all cases without further investigation, 
cluding, possibly, some legal questions. 

t+. | am in accord with the desire of this Commission to 
its investigations and discussions with a view to further considera- 
tion of interior-waterway improvements after consultation with trans- 
portation experts, and a more detailed consideration of the conserva- 
tion of natural resources and coordination between the General Gov- 
ernment and States after the conference on conservation to be held in 
May. 

5. I can not, however, agree with the recommendation for the estab- 
lishment at this time of a permanent inland-waterways commission, 
vested with the authority indicated, in addition to or as a substitute 
for the existing Commission. 
carried out the dutfes allotted to it and prepared a comprehensive plan 
for the improvement and control of the river systems of the United 
States, or at least until such work is more advanced and results more 
thoroughly considered, I believe a recommendation for so radical a 
departure in the methods of planning and executing the improvement 
of waterways as that pooneen is at least premature. 

6. Moreover, it is my belief that further investigation will demon- 
strate that when this Commission shall have completed its labors all 
necessary cooperation can be secured, and all work proposed for the 
permanent commission can be equally well provided for by the existing 
agencies of the Government, and that through such agencies, without 


the interposition of a permanent commission, improvement of water- 
ways and attention to allied subjects will be more promptly accom- 
plished. While fully appreciating the importance of having general 


principles and schemes considered and recommended by a commission, 
as is now being done and as will continue to be done, I have grave fear 
that the scheme of operations recommended in connection with the pro- 
posed permanent commission would be found to be impracticable. 


A. MACKENZIE, 
Brigadier-Gencral, Chief of Engineers. 


OF COMMISSIONER-SENATOR FRANCIS G. 
LANDS. 


I concur in the report of the Commission, but desire to emphasize 
belief that it is of the highest importance that in dealing with 
jects relating to the respective powers, rights, and interests of the 
ition, States, municipalities, corporations, and individuals, large pow- 
s and a comparatively free hand should be given to an administrative 
ody of experts in the full development of projects, lest the complexity 
of the transactions, the time necessary to secure Congressional approval, 
d difference of view as to purpose or method, may result in indecision 
d delay, the worst enemies of effective development. 
\n ample fund should be provided, to be reenforced from time to 
me either by legislative appropriation or by bond issue, and the ad- 
listrative board or commission should be given the power, not only 
investigate projects, but also, when determined to be feasible, to 
enter, with the approval of the President, upon their immediate execu- 
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Until this Commission shall have fully 
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tion ; but the power should be limited so as to prevent such administra- 
tive body from entering into any contract unless there are sufficient 
unappropriated moneys in the fund to meet the cost thereof. 

Unless some method of construction and development, insuring prompt 
decision and execution and continuous and consecutive work by a body 
of experts is adopted, I fear that the best of projects may be wrecked 
in the shoals and quicksands of legislation. 

FRANCIS G. NEWLANDS. 


APPENDIX B. 
Resolutions adopted by the governors at the White House conference 
May 16, 1908. 

We, the governors of the States and Territories of the United States 
of America, in conference assembled, do hereby declare the conviction 
that the great prosperity of our country rests upon the abundant re 
sources of the land chosen by our forefathers for their homes and where 
they laid the foundation of this great nation. 

We look upon these resources as a heritage to be made use of in 
establishing and promoting the comfort, prosperity, and happiness of 
the American people, but not to be wasted, deteriorated, or needlessly 
destroyed. 


We agree that our country’s future is involved in this; that the 
great natural resources supply the material basis upon which our civ- 
ilization must continue to depend, and upon which the perpetuity of 
the nation itself rests. 

We agree, in the light of the facts brought to our knowledge and 
from information received from sources which we can not doubt, 
that this material basis is threatened with exhaustion. Even as each 


succeeding generation from the birth of the nation has performed its 
part in promoting the progress and development of the Republic, so 
do we in this generation recognize it as a high duty to perform our 


part, and this duty, in large degree, lies in the adoption of measures 
for the conservation of the natural wealth of the country. 


We declare our firm conviction that this conservation of our natural 
resources is a subject of transcendent importance, which should en- 
gage unremittingly the attention of the nation, the States, and the 
people in earnest cooperation. These natural resources include the 
land on which we live, and which yields our food; the living waters 
which fertilize the soil, supply power, and form great avenues of 


commerce; the forests which yield the materiais for our homes, pre- 
vent erosion of the soil, and conserve the navigation and other uses 
of our streams; and the minerals which form the basis of our indus- 
trial life, and supply us with heat, light, and power. 

We agree that the lands should be so used that erosion and soil wash 
shall cease, that there should be reclamation of arid and semiarid re- 
gions by means of irrigation, and of swamp and overflowed regions by 


means of drainage: that the waters should be so conserved and used 
as to promote navigation, to enable the arid regions to be reclaimed 
by irrigation, and to develop power in the interests of the people; that 
the forests which regulate our rivers, support our industries, and 
promote the fertility and productiveness of the soil should be pre- 
served and perpetuated; that the minerals found so abundantly be- 
neath the surface should be so used as to prolong their utility; that 
the beauty, healthfulness, and habitability of our country should be 
preserved and increased; that the sources of national wealth exist for 


the benefit of all the people, and that monopoly thereof should not be 
tolerated. 

We commend the wise forethought of the President in sounding the 
note of warning as to the waste and exhaustion of the natural re 
sources of the country, and signify our high appreciation of his action 
in calling this conference to consider the same and to seek remedies 
therefor through cooperation of the nation and the States. 


We agree that this cooperation should find expression in suitable 
action by the Congress within the limits of and coextension with the 
national jurisdiction of the subject, and, complementary thereto, by 
the legislatures of the several States within the limits of and coex- 
tensive with their jurisdiction. 

We declare the conviction that in the use of the natural resources 


our independent States are interdependent and 
of mutual benefits, responsibilities, and duties. 

We agree in the wisdom of future conferences between the President, 
Members of Congress, and the governors of the States on the conser 
vation of our natural resources with the view of continued cooperation 
and action on the lines suggested. And to this end we advise that 
from time to time, as in his judgment may seem wise, the President 
eall the governors of the States, Members of Congress, and others into 
conference. 

We agree that further action is advisable to ascertain the present 
condition of our natural resources and to promote the conservation of 
the same. And to that end we recommend the appointment by each 
State of a commission on the conservation of natural resources, to 
cooperate with each other and with any similar commission on behalf 
of the Federal Government. 

We urge the continuation and extension of forest policies adapted 
to secure the hushbanding and renewal of our diminishing timber supply, 
the prevention of soil erosion, the protection of headwaters, and the 
maintenance of the purity and navigability of our streams. We recog- 
nize that the private ownership of forest lands entails responsibilities 
in the interests of all the people, and we favor the enactment of laws 
looking to the protection and replacement of privately owned forests 

We recognize in cur waters a most valuable asset of the people of 
the United States, and we recommend the enactment of laws looking to 
the conservation of water resources for irrigation, water supply, power, 
and navigation, to the end that navigable and source streams may be 
brought under complete control and fully utilized for every purpose 

We especially urge on the Federal Congress the immediate adoption 
of a wise, active, and thorough waterway policy. providing for the 
prompt improvement of our streams and conservation of their water- 


bound together by ties 





sheds required for the uses of commerce and the protection of the in- 
terests of our people. 

We recommend the enactment of laws looking to the prevention of 
waste in the mining and extraction of coal, oil, gas, and other minerals 
with a view to their wise conservation for the use of the people, and to 
the protection of human life in the mines. 

Let us conserve the foundations of our prosperity. 

Respectfully submitted. 


NEWTON C. BLANCHARD. 
JOHN F. Forr. 
J. O. DAVIDSON, 


JOHN C. CUTLER, 
M. F. ANSEL. 
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A (S. 7183) for the appointment of a national-commission for the 
conservation of natural resources, and defining its duties 
Be it enacted, ete., That the President of the United States be, and | 
he is hereby, authorized to appoint, by and with the consent of the | 
Senat a commission, not to exceed fifteen in number, and to organize 
the same for the investigation of all questions relating to the conserva 
tion, use, and control of the water resources of the United States for | 
navigation, irrigation, municipal supply, power, and swamp-land recla 
mation, to the prevention of floods and the maintenance of stream | 
control, to the prevention of waste in the mining and extraction of 
coal, oil, and other minerals, to the protection of human life in 
the mines, and to the prevention of erosion and soil wash; to the con 
servation of the forests, to the preservation of the public domain for 
home seekers, to the protection of the timber, coal, iron, and oil lands 
of the United States against absorption by monopoly, and for the in 
vestigation of all other questions relating to the conservation of the 
naturai resources of the United States for the preservation of its 
beauty, healthfulness, and habitability. | 
Sec. 2. That such commission shall cooperate with commissions or 
boards appointed by the respective States for similar purposes, with a 
vie to recommending suitable action relating to the conservation of 
ihe natural resources of the United States by Congress within the lim 
its of and coextensive with national jurisdiction of the subject and | 


complementary thereto by the legislatures of the several States within 
the limits of and coextensive with their jurisdiction. 

Spec. 3. That such commission shall be known as the “ National Com- 
mission for the Conservation of Natural Resources.”’ 

Sec. 4. That such commission shali make to the President annually, 
and at such other periods as may be required either by law or by the 
order of the President, full and complete reports of all their acts, do- 
ings, recommendations, and expenditures, which reports shall be by the 
President transmitted to the Congress. 

Sec. 5. That the President shall cause to be provided for the use of 
such commission and its employees under this act such offices in the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere, and such equipment, as may be | 
necessary for the proper discharge of its duties. 

Sec. 6. That in order to carry out the purposes of this act there is 
hereby appropriated, out of the funds in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $50,000, to be expended under the direction 
of the President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in Committee of the | 
Whole, and if there be no amendment it will be reported to the | 
Senate. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I wish to know whether the bill 
applies to surveys of certain rivers. 

Mr. NELSON, No, nothing of that kind. 
and harbor bill. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether there is anything in the bill in reference to the 
joint resolution that was adopted by the Senate requiring the 
earrying of material and equipment for the construction of the 
Panama Canal in vessels owned by the United States? 

Mr. NELSON. There is nothing of that kind in the bill, 

Mr. McLAURIN. The reason why I asked the question was | 
because there was an amendment to it which made the resolu- 
tion practically unobjectionable, but which amendment, as I un- 
derstand, was stricken out in the House. 

Mr. NELSON, It is not in the bill, nor anything pertaining 
to that matter. 

Mr. CLAY. 
bill? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; I can give a very brief explanation of it. 

The first section of the bill, which is a House bill, 
that in case vessels make triweekly trips or oftener 
tween our ports and foreign ports they shall not be required 
to take out a license and clear on every trip. That is the rule 
now in reference to ferryboats plying right across the Detroit 
River. The Commissioner of Navigation favors the proposi- 
tion because he says there are only two places where it would 
have any application, in Puget Sound and on the coast of Maine. 

The next provision of the bill is simply to amend the law in 
reference to the matter of licensing engineers of steam vessels. 
Under existing law as it is framed an engineer is not required 
to be examined and take out a license unless he is an engineer 
on watch, and that phrase is changed; that is all. 

The third provision in the bill relates to the matter of tour- | 
ists’ boats plying short distances, as in New York Harbor and | 


+} . 
oLper 


It is not a river 


Will the Senator give a short explanation of the 


places. Under existing law they are required to keep | 
a list of names of passengers. The bill amends the law so | 
that they are only required to keep a list of the number. It | 


does not apply to ocean-going vessels. } 
Another provision of the bill relates to the matter of scows 

carrying reft matter from New York Harbor into the sea. 

While there is a good deal on that subject in the bill, it is most | 


ise 


of it a reenactment. The part of the bill that is new simply | 
relates to the matter of requiring appliances of navigation 
that shall make the navigation of those scows safe and pre- 


Another provision provides for an inspector of hulls and boil- 
ers in Hawaii and in Porto Rico for the convenience of navi- 
gation. At present inspection here the mainland, 
and it is considered to befor the convenience of navigation that | 
of hulls and boilers should be appointed, one in 
Porto Rico and vne in Hawaii. 


; : ; | 
scribing rules as to towlines and in other respects. 
| 

j 


is done on 


inspectors 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| to the Senate as many such stated salary accounts of former 









May 26, 





I think those 
could explain it 
the time of the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CLAIMS OF 


are all the material provisions of the bill, 1 
more at length, but 1 am unwilling to take up 


POSTMASTERS, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sul 
mitted by Mr. Tetter on this day directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to have stated and audited in the office of the 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department the salary accounts of 
former postmasters who served at post-offices in the various 
States and Territories of the United States in terms betwe 
July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, when, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on t¢] 
amendment offered as a substitute by the Senator from 0! 
[Mr. Dick]. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the substitute? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read t! 


| substitute. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is h 


directed to have stated and audited in the Sixth Auditor's offi 
salary accounts of former postmasters who served at post-ofti 
the various States and Territories of the United States in terms 


tween July 1, 1864, and July 1, 
master-General prior to January 1, 1887, for payment of incr 
salary under the act of March 3, 1883, such salary accounts to 
stated upon the registered returns of each postmaster for each term of 
service specified, and by the method and rule laid down by the IP 
master-General for the statement and payment of salary account 
former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883, in his public o 

of February 16, 1884, directing payment of salaries by commissior 
and box rents, less the salaries paid at time of service; and to en: 
the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with this res: 
tion the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to the Sixt 
Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and every 
claim, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to re; 


1874, and who applied to the Po 


p 


masters, by States, as soon as they can be made ready. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

amendment. 
Mr. KEAN, 

voted on now? 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Do I understand that the amendment is to be 
How does the resolution come before the Ss: 


ate? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. On a request for unanimous « 
sent. 


Mr. KEAN. Then I think it ought to go over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Sm 
ate, without objection. The Chair put the question in th 
morning hour, and there was no objection. 

Mr. KEAN, This is an amendment to the resolution of the 
Senator from Colorado? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. KEAN. As I understand the question, these are pure!) 
claims against the Government of the United States that h 
been filed and have been audited by the Post-Office Depart 


| Is that correct? 


Mr. DICK, 
partment. 
Mr. KEAN, 


Audited by the Auditor for the Post-Oflice |) 


And now the object is to have them audited b; 


| the Treasury. 


Mr. DICK. 
Mr. KEAN, 
any time? 
Mr. DICK. 
Mr. KEAN, 
Mr. DICK. 
Mr. KEAN, 
Mr. DICK. 
Mr, KEAN, 


No; audited and reported. 
They have not been reported to Congress 


They have not. 

They have never been reported to Congress: 
They have not. 

They have appeared here several times. 

In piecemeal, but not in entirety. 

Has the Senator any idea as to the amoun' 


| these claims? 


Mr. DICK. I have not. 

Mr. KEAN, They are all audited. 

Mr. DICK. I am not sure as to that. I understand that 
part of them are audited—perhaps a fifth or sixth of thet 

Mr. KEAN. Of course if the Senate wants to adopt | 
resolution, I shall not oppose it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— eae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio y' 
to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. DICK. I do. 

Mr. CARTER. I suppose the resolution is up for ong 
sideration, and I desire to take the floor in my own right 
connection with it whenever the floor is available. 

Mr. KEAN. The floor is available now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator form Montana? 


} 


Senator from Olio 





1908. 





Mr. DICK. I yield. 
loor except for the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President. 
esolution similar to one to which I directed some objections 

me time ago, probably two years ago. The resolution had | 

that time passed the Senate, and having passed the Senate 

attracted the attention of the Treasury officials. In the | 
closing hours of Congress, in obedience to a request from the 

reasury Department, I moved that the vote by which the 
esolution was passed be reconsidered. 

That motion prevailed. My information 

it the statement of the respective 
eferred to would require th 


I did not understand that I had the 
purpose of answering the question of the 


[I understand this to be a 


at that time was 
accounts in the resolution | 
e service of high-grade clerks, none, 
[ believe, according to the Statement made, drawing less than 

UO per annum and the number to be employed being quite 

rge and for a period of six months, the amount of the ex- 
pense to be incurred in making the statement, I understood, 
would be great. 

After that action in the Senate I 
irom ex-postmasters and the heirs 
accompanied by a letter 


of ex-postmasters, in each 
from an attorney in the city of 
Vashington, announcing that I had been the means of prevent- 
ug the aforesaid ex-postmasters or their heirs from gaining 

rtain access to the Treasury on an account, of which the ex- 
postmasters had never heard and of which the heirs had no 
knowledge until addressed by counsel learned in the law, who 
advised them that, through the meddlesome disposition of the 
Senator from Montana, they were being kept out of the pay- 
ment of certain sums of money which were justly due them. 

This class of correspondence caused me to give some atten- | 
tion to the nature of the claims covered by the resolution. I | 
think the former resolution was broader in its scope than the 
one here presented, but this is broad enough covering a period, 
| believe, of ten years, 

Now, the facts seem to be that, 
comparison of dates and laws 
sel, desiring to stimulate 


se 


or 


> 


by a certain critical analysis, 
and rules and regulations, coun- 
business and see justice done at the 
same time, have figured out that several million dollars can be 
obtained from the Treasury for the benefit of people who ac- 
cepted their pay at the time as in full for services rendered, 
wholly unconscious of the fact that anything else was due, and 
blissfully ignorant of these aforesaid laws, rules, and regula- 
tions, out of which, through construction and the incidental aid 
of Congress, a vast number of claims can be given Standing, the 
hiames of the claimants can be disclosed, and a thriving business 
uone, 

these old matters have been |] 
by both the Post-Office 
ment. 


ong since settled and 
Department and the Treasury 
A portion of these claims has been prese 


il away 
Depart- 
nted individually, 


I believe, and paid. My contention is this: That if any in- 
dividual asserting a claim against the United States will bring 
forward, have it duly considered in the Department and in 


committee and presented to the Senate 
yment of that claim; but I 


, we may vote for the 
am unalterably opposed to ad- 


rtising for claimants to come forward and assert claims 
iinst the Government as old as these claims are. They are 
Sleeping quietly; and I would have them rest in peace, unless 


s forward with the 
inquiries directed 


Departments, the 


ne one suffering conscious loss will come 
proofs, and then, in response to regular 
through the committees of Congress to the 
‘acts can be elicited and justice can be done. 

[ think the resolution ought not to pass; 
I have said to every one in my section of the country 
» has written me on this question that if they would submit 
facts, showing an equitable or a legal right, it would be a 


and I hope it will 


pass, 


‘reat pleasure to me to see justice done to them; but that in 

ting out justice to my constituents or citizens of the State 
of Montana, I did not wish to combine with others to issue a 
feneral invitation to anybody who might desire so to do to 
‘ome into the Treasury of the United States with a stale claim, 
ind get a payment which probably was never anticipated by 
the party, and can only be fixed upon the Government by a 

rse of hypercritical construction of rules. regulations, and 


s have been satisfied, 
in my humble jude- 


Che claims have been settled, the parti 
( there is nothing in this proposition, 


I t, but that which has been vitalized by the splendid, per- 
“istent, and acute efforts of counsel learned in the law and 
{ ous for its rewards. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, these are claims under the 


which have t 
it having 


| 
| e, 


een decided by the Department of the Govern- 
charge of this matter as properly due to these 
There is about $13,000 due to citizens of Colorado. 
e of these claims arose earlier than 1870. By 1884 the | 
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claimants had put their claims before the P: Sstmaster-General, 
each individually, and they have been stated as due. I under- 
stand there are Several States in which tiy re are such is. 
I do not know how much they amount to in th regate, but 
I do know that we should not measure our debt nd their 
jusiness by their amount, whether it be sn or gre if the 
Government “of the United States owes th n y to these 


people, it ought to pay it. 


I have a list of claimants before me, whose Claims I have 
been trying for the last five years to have paid. I have. how 
ever, always been met by just the same objection with which we 
are met in this case, that there are some attorneys somewhere 
who get up these claims. Mr. President, no attor ley has ever 
Said a word to me abo them. There is not ene of these men 


in Colorado who I believe has an 
so declared to me. 
If this debt is properly due 


‘attorney, or at least they have 


and the 


Dey ari 


peatedly so declared—we Simply have asked here to have a 
proper statement made. That is all I ask in the resolution 
which I have offered. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Di has 
offered a substitute for my resolution, becarse mine o ily deals 
with a part of the claims. There is a list of the tims in 
the different States. About half of the sum Claimed has been 
paid, the other half being stil] due. I have on my list the p Imes 
of some men whom I know personally. I had a letter not lon: 
ago from the widow of one of these men, a man who Was a 
soldier and who rose to be a captain in his service during the 
civil war. I think he is entitled to about $900. I got a letter 
from his widow, Saying that unless this was paid her she did 


not see any way to live, except to go into the peorhouse of the 
county in which she resided. | received a letter from*another 
one, who is entitled to about the same amount. He was also 
a soldier during the late war, a man of high character, and 
he has sent me the communication which I am going to read. 
After making some comment on the fact that for years he has 


been trying to get this sum—he was a postmaster soon after 
he came out of the Army—he makes the following quotation 
from the Legal Adviser—a Statement which I think fills the 


bill and fits the case: 


The Government of the 1 nited States is the most cruel and rapacious 


creditor and the most dishonest debtor in this « vuuntry. If a man has 
a claim against the Government which needs the kindness of Congress, 
he had better destroy all evidence of the debt so that future genera 
tions may not be distressed and mack bankrupt in an effort to collect 
the claim. (Legal Adviser, vol. 3, No. 4. p. 31.) 


Mr. President, the statement that these men 
Congress with claims, some of them 
dred dollars—~ 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes: 

Mr, GALLINGER. 
dollars. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes: not more 
dollars. To compel these claimants to 
their claims would cost more than tl 
and it would cost Con 


are to come to 
not over two or three hun- 


Some of them much less. 

some of them not more than $50. 

And some not more than twenty or thirty 
some than twenty or thirty 
come here and submit 
1¢ Claims would be worth, 
gress twice as much in time spent it 


ius 


would to pay them. These claims are all stated by the De- 
partment, and must be stated by the Department. They will 
not be paid unless the officials declare the amouyts to be due. 
I do not see why these people should be compelled to come 


here, and why I should be compelled to introduce a bill for John 
Smith and John Jones to have the Government pay them 
small a debt. 

I find among these claims some fo 


so 


r $46, $140, and $200. There 


is one of these claimants—and that is the man who sent me this 
clipping—who is as respectable and honorable a man as there 
is in the country anywhere, to whom the Government owes 
$1,800. It is not a great sum. but it is a great deal to a man 
who earns his own living. Here is another claim for $1,500, 


Here is one for $300; and so on. 
As I said, one is for $1,800, and 


None of them 


[ believe there is another for 


is excessive, 


the same amount: but the aggregate is $13,000 for claimants in 
the State of Colorado. 

I insist that this disposition of the matter is consistent with 
honesty and good administration of public affars. It is no an- 
swer, Mr. President, to say that some shrewd lawyer discovered 
that the Government owed this money. It does not make any 


difference how that was found out. Does the Government owe 
it? That is what we want to find out. We have had 
ment made repeatedly from the Department that the 


the state 


Govern- 


men does owe it, and we want the statement now made in an 
authoritative form, which will enable us to make some appro- 
priation when the next appropriation bill comes up. If it 
amounts to $2,000,000—which I think perhaps it does, though 
I do not know, but it is somewhere in that neighborhood—then 


we had better pay it. 


Chat is all I have to say, Mr, President, 
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Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I inquire whether this resolu- 
tion has ever been referred to a committee of the Senate and 
has ever been passed upon by a committee? 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, the resolution has not been re- 
ferred to a committee at this session of Congress. In former 
Congresses it has. In this session it was introduced in Decem- 
ber and laid on the table, where it has been ever since. I pre- 
sume the very best reason for that is that there was no com- 
mnittee to which it could with propriety be referred, and so it 
was placed upon the table. 
the Chair could refer it; I do not know to what committee I 
would request the Chair should refer it. It is not a matter for 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, since that com- 
mittee has nothing to do with the auditing of accounts of post- 
masters; nor do I know of any other Senate committee that 


was for that reason that the matter went to the table without 
a request for reference. 

Mr. CARTER, 
taken——- 

Mr. TELLER. 
there? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have here the statement that 
was furnished me by the Post-Office Department showing the 
amounts standing on their books as due to the claimants. I 


Will the Senator allow me to say a word 


Montana 


I called up some time ago, but which was objected to; and by 
arrangement I allowed the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Dick] to 
present 
than mine. 

Mr. DICK. The difference, Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield. 

Mr. DICK. The difference between the resolution of the 
Senator from Colorado and the one which I have proposed as 
a substitute is this: His resolution provides for about one-sixth 
of the accounts, while mine provides for all the accounts of all 
the postmasters who served in the various States of the Union. 
I hardly know why I should request the accounts of the post- 
masters of Ohio alone. I think it better that we should re- 
quest that the accounts of the postmasters of all the States who 
were in like situation should be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I did not rise to put the ques- 
tion for the purpose of offering criticism; but I do think that 
had a committee been charged with in examination of this 
matter, they could have advised us of tue amount involved and 
the expenditure necessary to make this statement. If the 
statement as made to me over the telephone Wire on a former 


occasion is correct, I assume that it will be necessary to make | 


some appropriation for an additional force of clerks to make 
this statement, because the work of the Department is so dis- 
tributed that it is scarcely conceivable that the number of high- 


grade clerks necessary to make the statement in six months | 


could be withdrawn from the current business of the Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. DICK. If the Senator from Montana will allow me, I 
will make a brief explanation with reference to that. 

Mr. CARTER. I will be glad to hear it. 

Mr. DICK. The principal objection to previous resolutions 
was based upon the additional clerk hire that would be re- 
quired to furnish the statements. A 
offered at this time in that regard, so that the statements shall 
be furnished to the Senate only so fast as they may be com- 
pleted. If they were required to be furnished within a given 
time, I can understand how it would be necessary, perhaps, to 
increase the clerical force; but under the language of the reso- 


lution ample time is given to the Department to make these | 


reports to the Senate as they complete them. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I submit to the Senate that 
from the statement presented by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER], drawn, I assume, from the Treasury books, show- 
ing certain balances due to individuals, there can be no objec- 
tion to an appropriation, but to require a general search over 
the books of the Treasury Department to ascertain every little 
item that may be due to every person on account of some servy- 
ice: between 1864 and 1874, and to make payment to persons 
who in the main are making no demand on the Government, 
seems to me an extraordinary movement upon the part of Con- 
gress. 

I have not examined the facts in reference to the particular 
case in any instance, nor have I gone into a critical examina- 


I do not know to what committee | 


Mr. President, I do not criticise the course | 


his resolution, because his is alittle more comprehensive | 


modified resolution is | 





tion of the law and the rules and their construction upon which 
this class of claims is based. I do feel, however, that the Se). 
ate should be advised of the nature of the claims, the legs) 
conditions out of which the claims arose, and the equity econ- 
nected with them, and, therefore, the duty on the part of Con 
gress, if the equity be strong, of departing from a course of 
procedure which has been uniform on the part of the Govern- 
ment of waiting the presentation of some demand for money 
before going out to make an offer of it. He is said to be very 
good pay who pays on demand. 

Two million dollars are said to be involved in this matter, 
and there are but very few persons coming forward to make 
a claim of any kind for the amount. We ought to pay those 
who make demand; but to go into the highways and byways 


ny | with the money of the Government and insist that people who 
deals with the matter of auditing departmental accounts. It | j 


are not claiming it at all shall receive it for the public good 
and their private advantage seems a super-serviceable line of 
work on the part of Congress. 

I think the claims of the Colorado citizens, tabulated and 
stated as shown by the Senator from Colorado, ought to be 
included in an appropriation bill and promptly paid. I can not 
see that any objection could be urged to that; nor do I see why, 
if the Senator from Ohio were to procure a statement of ac- 
counts due citizens of Ohio now capable of being located, an 


| appropriation ought not to be made for the payment of such 


citizens, but, Mr. President, a great many of these alleged 
claimants can not now be found. Would it be our duty, after 


: : or he 2 : : . , | ascertaining the amounts due, to pay for advertisements to the 
had it all copied anc it in with my former resolution, which | = ‘ ’ . : 
iad it all copied and put it in with my t | end that they might be located, or if they are dead, that their 


heirs might be located in the different States? Then we migiit 
go further and ask that the heirs should have an adjudication 
in some court of competent jurisdiction to show the respective 
amounts they would be entitled to in a division. All of this 


| ry 5 . r i § "PrTis. 
Does the Senator from Montana | ought to be done by Congress if we are to begin the adverti 


ing and examination system on our own motion. 

I have been in Congress now, in both Houses, a long while, 
and I say here, without any mental reservation, that I never 
have had a single claim of this character presented to me by 
any citizen of the country, save and except a citizen stimu- 
lated by an advertisement of some lawyer. That is not true in 
all cases. The Senator from Colorado, with his usual remark- 
able diligence in looking after the interests of his people and 
State, has gone in person to the Department for the purpose of 
securing the names and the amounts due to persons who seryed 
the Government between 1860 and 1874, in the respective post- 
offices. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have all done that. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from New Hampshire has done 
the same, but this resolution proposes to do more. 

Mr. DICK. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. DICK. My recollection is that the Senator from Mon- 
tana has, for a long time served on the Committee on [ost- 
Offices and Post-Roads of the Senate, and to that committee at 
various times have been submitted resolutions by various Sena- 
tors which, so far as I know, have never been reported. ‘That 
is in answer to his complaint that these matters have never 
been invited to his attention. Here is a resolution offered by 
the late Senator Hanna, of Ohio; one offered by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Frye]; one offered by the Senator from Gevr- 
gia [Mr. Cray]; one offered by former Senator Mason, of I!!'- 
nois; one offered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Bi R- 
Rows]; one offered by the late Senator Platt, of Connecti 
one offered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 5! 
MONS]; one by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLrerson]; 00° 
by former Senator Quarles, of Wisconsin; one by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeENRosE], and one by the late Se! 
from Vermont, Mr. Proctor. 

I hardly think it fair to say of these resolutions that 
were prompted by the diligence of an overactive attoric) 
law. My judgment is that in each instance they were 
sented upon request of constituents of the Senators. 
whether they were or not, whether they were the resu!! | 
activity upon the part of an attorney at law, about wh 
know nothing, is not the question, as it seems to me, whic 
before the Senate. The question is whether we can gel 
the Treasury an accounting of the sums due certain |}? 
officials. We are not asking the public officials what the'r 
counts are. There does not seem to be any dispute as lt 
amount. The question is whether the Government of the \ 
States owes them anything; and we are asking the Gove’ 
ment—not these ex-postmasters—what those sums are. 


nre 
I 
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Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I interrupt the Senator to say 
at, while I have introduced no resolution on the subject, I 


ve a claim which has been sent to me directly by one of my 
stituents without any intervention of an attorney, upon this 
me line; and possibly there are other Senators in the same 
sition, 


Mr. DICK, I thank the Senator from Montana for yielding 
to me, 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I think this resolution should 


o the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and I hope 
' Senator will not object to that reference. 

DICK. Mr. President, there is no propriety in its refer- 
e. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads has ab- 
solutely nothing to do with this question. It does not deal with 
t matter of salaries. It is a question of auditing and not a 
tion of pay. I am a member of the Post-Office Committee 
and would be as insistent for its reference to that committee, 
if it ought to go there, as any member of it could possibly be; 
but the question is solely one, as it seems to me, for the Senate, 
and not for any committee. I do not think, therefore, there 
should be any reference, unless, in the wisdom of the Senate, it 
should be referred to some special committee appointed for that 
particular purpose. 

Mir, CARTER. Does the Senator understand that the Post- 
Office Department recognizes liability in the cases referred to 
in the resolution? 

Mr. DICK. I do not know what the attitude of the Post- 
Office Department at the present time is upon this matter, Mr. 
Pre side nt. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I think the Department con- 
cerned should at least be consulted and some expression of its 
opinion with reference to the merits of the claims should be on 
our record, 

Mr. DICK. Referring to that, I would say that when the 
matter is taken up for final disposition the suggestion would be 


a very good one. What we want to know is every feature 
connected with these claims, not only their amount, but all 


questions as to their legality or equity or the propriety of their 
payment, but, first of all, a statement, duly audited, from the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Until 1864, under the law of June 22, 1854, the compensation 

of postmasters was upon the basis of payment to them of a com- 
mission on postage collected and box rents (act of June 22, 
IS54): 
Re it enacted, 
ized 
collected at their respective offices in each quarter of the year, and in 
due proportion for any period less than a quarter, viz: 


etc., That in place of the compensation now allowed 
postmasters, the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 


On any sum not exceeding $100, 60 per cent; but any postmaster at 
whose office the mail is to arrive regularly between the hours of 9 
o'clock at night and 5 o’clock in the morning may be allowed 70 per cent 
on the first $100; 

On any sum over and above $100, and not exceeding $400, 50 per 
ce ; and 

iny sum over and above $400, but not exceeding $2,400, 40 per 
cent; 

\nd on all sums over $2,400, 15 per cent; 

On the amount of postage on letters and packages received at a dis- 
tr ng office for distribution, 12} per cent commission may be al 
le 

I = postmaster, when compensation shall not exceed $500 in one | 
qua , Shall be allowed 1 cent on every free letter delivered out of his | 
office exe ept such as are for the postmaster himself. But the special | 
a ice now made by law to the postmasters at New Orleans and 
1 


) gton City shall not otherwise be increased or diminished ; 
h postmaster who shall be required to keep a register of the ar- 
rival and the departure of the mails shall be allowed 10 cents on each 


month] 


ily return which he makes to the Postmaster-General ; 


h postmaster may be allowed 2 mills for the delivery from his 
office to a subseriber of each newspaper wot chargeable with postage: 
P ded, ete, * * (P. 298, vol. 10, Stat. L.) 


In the year 1864, by the act of July 1 of that year, it was pro- 
vided that they should be paid a salary based on the average 
of the annual compensation for the two years preceding July 1, 


isi4, with provisions for readjustment, this readjustment being | 


intrusted to the discretion of the Postmaster-General, the pur- 
pose being to make the salary equal to the commission and box 


rents (act of July 1, 1864): 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted that the Postmaster-General shall 
I W once in two years, and in special cases, upon satisfactory rep- 
I tation, as much oftener as he may deem expedient, and re adjust, 
or basis of the preceding section, the salary assigned by him to 
: officer; but any change made in such salary shall not take effect 
ul the first day of the quarter next following such order, and all 
( Ss made assigning or changing salaries shall be made in writing 
f recorded in his journal and notified to the Auditor for the Post- 


Of Department. (P. 13, Stat. L.) 


335, vol. 


_ The Postmaster-General, by section 474 of the Postal Regula- 
tions of 1866 and published orders pursuant thereto, held that 
tilts was the intent of the act of 1864, but in its operations it 
Proved very inequitable, 


» allow them commissions at the following rates on the postage | 
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Postal Regulations, sections 474 and 476: 


Sec. 474. The salaries of postmasters are established upon the basis 
of all the revenue of their post-offices during the two years p1 ding 
the passage of the law—i. e., 1865 and 1864 Box rents are included 
in these revenues Every postmaster receives in the form of salary 
as much compensation as he formerly received from commissions and 
box rents. 

Sec. 476. Where the justice of the case demands, the Postmaster 
General has the authority to readjust salaries oftener than on two 
years, and under this provision of law all inaccuracies and inadequate 
or excessive allowances of salary can be readily readjusted 


Postal Regulations of 1866 declaring the intent of the salary 





act of July 1, 1864 

It was not the intention of Congress by the amendment of 1866 to 
repeal any part of the statute of 1864 The latter statute is to 
stand, the amendment simply securing to officers of the designated 
classes the right to have their biennial adjustments of salaries made 
upon the basis of the act of 1854 instead of the act of 1864, whenever 
they could save 10 per cent by this course 

If, in fact, there are cases in which it appeared from the quarterly 
returns or from sworn reports of receipts and business that post 
masters of the third, fourth, and fifth class at the biennial re- 
adjustment had their salaries fixed under the act of 1864, when, 
by an adjustment under the act of 1854, 10 per cent or more would 
have been added to their salaries, then under the act of 18853 such 
postmasters are entitled to whatever additional sum they would and 
should have received under the act of 1854. 

Public order of the Postmaster-General of June 9, 1883, de- 


claring the intent of the salary act of June 12, 1866, section 8, 
and of March 3, 1883: 

In all cases in which it appears from the biennial adjustment of 
salaries of postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth classes that they 
receive 10 per cent or more less than they would have received in 
commissions under the act of 1854 they are now entitled under the 
act of March 3, 1883, to the difference between what was paid them 
and what they would receive as commissions under the act of 1854. 
He also holds that it is not the intention of Congress by the acts of 
1864 and 1866 to dispense with the bi nnial rv idjustments. It fol 
lows that a claimant under the act of March 3, 1885, must show that 
the acts subsequent to 1854 deprived him of 10 per cent or more of 
what he should have received if those statutes had not been enacted 
and he had been compensated on the basis of the act of 1854 


By section 8 of the act of 1866 the attempt was made to pro- 
vide for the injustice that had been done in the change to a 
salary basis, and it was enacted that when the quarterly returns 
upon which the salary was based showed that the salary allowed 
was 10 per cent less than it would have been on the basis of 
commissions, then the salary should be readjusted so that the 
compensation should be equal as salary to what it would have 
been as commissions. If it was not as much as 10 per cent less 
than the commissions and box rents, then the difference was to 


be disregarded. (Act June 12, 1866:) 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That section 2 of the act enti 
tled “An act to establish salaries for postmasters, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 1, 1864, be amended by adding the following: 
Provided, That when the quarterly returns of any postmaster of the 
third. fourth, or fifth class show that the salary allowed is 10 per 
cent less than it would be on the basis of commissions under the act of 


1854, fixing compensation, then the Postmaster-General shall review and 
readjust under the provisions of said section. 

This readjustment, however, was held to apply only to the 
salary for the succeeding term of two years, so that the post- 
master who had actually earned the money would lay a basis 
for his successor’s increase, but unless he was his own suce- 

| cessor, though he had done the work to earn an increased salary 
and to enlarge the revenue, he would get only the salary fixed 
at the beginning of his term. 

In 1878 suit brought in the Court of Claims and there de- 
cided in favor of the claimant was reversed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of United States v. J. Kk. 
McLean. The opening sentence of the court’s opinion is as 


follows: 

The case of the claimant appears to be a hard one, b 
has no remedy by suit in the Court of Claims. 

The facts of that case are (they are not fully 
court’s opinion) that McLean served as postmaster at Florence 


ut we think he 


set out in 


Kans., from April 14, 1871, to June 30, 1872, and returned to 
the Post-Office Department $1,148, of which $70.20 was from 
the rent of boxes constructed at his own expense, which cos 
several hundred dollars. Under the law of 1854 his commis 
sions and box rents would have amounted to $659.20, and he 
fairly earned this amount, but he was paid as salary just $s.4s, 
this salary being based on the income of the office for the two 
years prior to 1871. 

The large number of cases in which such injustice was done 
and this decision of the Supreme Court that no relief could be 
afforded them by the courts led those suffering to seek relief 
at the hands of Congress, and at their instance the act of 1883 
was passed (act Mar. 3, 1883): 

Be it enacted, et That the Postmaster-General be, and he Is | by, 
authorized and directed to readjust the salaries of all post sters 
and late postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth class inder 
the classification provided for in the act of July 1, 18@4, whote 
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have not heretofore been readjusted under the terms of 
section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, who made sworn returns 
of receipts and business for readjustment of salary to the Postmaster- 
General, the First Assistant Postmaster-General, or the Third As- 
sistant Postmaster-General, or who made quarterly returns in con- 
formity to the then existing laws and regulations, showing that 
the salary allowed was 10 per cent less than it would have been upon 
the basis of commissions under the act 
be made in accordance with the mode presented in section 8 of the 
act of June 12, 1866, and to date from the beginning of the quarter 
succeeding that in which such sworn returns of receipts and business 
or quarterly returns were made: Provided, That every readjustment 
of salary 
the 
said 


salaries 


readjustment, and that each 
or check on the Treasurer or some assistant treasurer of the 
States, made payable to the order of said applicant, and forwarded 
by mail to him at the post-office within whose delivery he resides, and 
which address shall be set forth in the application above provided for. 
(P. 487, vol. 22, Stat. L.) 

By the provisions of this act every postmaster who had 
made returns showing his salary to have been 10 per cent or 
more less than it would have been under the law of 1854, upon 
application having been made therefor could have his salary 


payment made shall be by warrant 


readjusted to date from the beginning of “ the quarter succeed- | 
ing that in which such sworn returns of receipts and business | 


or quarterly returns were made.” 

Hon. Walter Q. Gresham, whose ability as a jurist is gen- 
erally recognized, was then Postmaster-General, and he inter- 
preted the law to mean that upon application being 
therefor the postmasters whose salaries for the two years they 
served were shown by their quarterly returns to be 16 per cent 


have their salaries readjusted, and he paid such an amount as 
would make their salaries equal to a compensation on a com- 
mission basis, and upon a commission basis the changes in the 
postmasters’ income were automatic. That is, on a commis- 
sion basis, the compensation paid McLean would have adjusted 
itself and he would have been paid what he earned. 
Before, however, this interpretation of 

Gresham of the law could be put into effect he retired from 
the Post-Office Department and his successor, the Hon. Frank 


decided that it meant that salaries were not to be readjusted 
quarter by quarter, but only on the termination of eight full 


quarters, and under their interpretation the salaries of suc- | 


ceeding postmasters were readjusted, but the salaries of men 
situated like McLean, who served the first biennial period and 
the period in which the work was done as a basis for increase, 
were not readjusted and never have been. 

It would seem that the dissenting opinions of subsequent 


revenues than on the equity and justice of these claims—cer- 
and deny it to another under exactly similar circumstances and 


conditions, 
Under this seccond interpretation of the law of 1883 some- 


thing more than a million of dollars was paid out to men serv- | 


ing the second biennial period whose salaries for that period 
were not what they should have been, and in 1886, at the in- 
stance of the Post-Office Department, this unjust interpretation 
of the law of 1883 was approved by a rider on the deficiency 
appropriation bill, approved August 4, 1886. 

COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS READJUSTED 
1883, 

Sec. 8. For compensation of postmasters readjusted because of the 
act of March 3, 1883, and to pay the several amounts reported by the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department as due and un- 
paid, payable from deficiency in the postal revenue for 1883 and prior 
years, $380,209.46: Provided, That the method of reviewing and read- 
justing the salaries of postmasters and late postmasters of the third, 


UNDER ACT OF MARCH 38, 


fourth, and fifth classes, under the classification of the act of July 1, | 
Post-Office 


1864, and July 1, 1874, which has been practiced in the 
Department under and since the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An 
act authorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the 
salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the provision of 


section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866,” by which all such reviews and | 


readjustments have been made prospectively for the biennial periods 
provided for in the said act of July 1, 1864, upon the basis of the quar- 
terly returns of postmasters during the preceding biennial periods, re- 
spectively, whenever the salary actually paid was 10 cent 


amount than such salary should have been if adjusted correctly upon 


such returns by computing what the commissions upon the same would | bill 
iD . 
thereof annually, as directed by the act of July 1, 1864, for fixing sal- | 
is approved and ratified as a correct administration of the afore- | 


have been under the act of June 22, 1854, and averaging the amount 
aries, 
said act of March 3, 1883, and all other acts applicable thereto: and 
that the several readjustments which have been made are ratified as a 
correct disposition of the several claims which have been coliienen 
and disposed of, and for Which appropriation is made; and the several 
persons to whom amounts have been respectively found due are de- 
clared the rightful persons entitled to the same, and such amounts to 
be the full sums due upon any and all such claims; and that all ¢laims 
in excess thereof and all other claims for readjustment which have been 
examined and found by the proper officers of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment not entitled to readjustment within such rule of administration 
are disallowed and barred. That no claim for review or readjustment 
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of 1854, such readjustment to | 


under this act shall be upon a written application signed by | 
postmaster or late postmaster or legal representative entitled to | 


United | 


made | 


of Postmaster-General | 


| acter are barred by the act of 1886. 


tain it is that it is not the policy of this Government to construe | ever, 


laws in a way that grants to one a readjustment of his dues, | 


| that the people are not asking for this. 


| second 





| statement shows that every 
less in | 


| attached to it. 


May 26, 


of any such salary shall be hereafter considered unless the same shal! 


| be presented to the Post-Office Department before the Ist day of Jan. 


uary, 1887; and that in considering all claims not yet readjusted the 
same method shall be pursued which is hereby approved, and any and 
every different method of readjustment of salaries of such postmasters 
and late postmasters during the period between July 1, 1864, and July 
1, 1874, than is herein approved is hereby prohibited; and no action o} 
suit shall be maintainable in any court oaninat any officer of the United 


| States by reason of his action in reviewing or refusing to review, 


allowing or disallowing, any application for readjustment of such sal. 
ary: And provided further, That payment of all sums hereby appro 


| priated shall be made by warrants or checks, as sremees by the said 


act of March 3, 1883, payable to the order of an 


transmitted to the 
persons entitled respectively thereto. 


(Pp. 307-308, vol. 24, Stat. L.) 


Subsequently this construction of the law as approved by 
Congress got into the courts, and a discussion of it will | 


| found in the case of The United States v. Ewing and the cases 


there cited. (184 U. S., 140.) 

In that case the court said: 

It is said that as thus construed the statute leads in many cases to 
great injustice, and hence such construction should not be adopted 
The difficulty is that any other construction violates the clear di: 
tions of the law, and although the result may be to withhold its ben 
fits from some who might be regarded as otherwise entitled to it, yet 
we can not for that reason alter its terms so as to include them, and 
thus ourselves enact instead of construing the law. 

From these conclusions and from the statement made by the 
Supreme Court in the McLean case, “ that the case of claimant 
appears to be a hard one, but that he has no remedy in the 
Court of Claims,” clearly evidences that the Supreme Court 


| recognizes the injustice done these claimants and, by implica- 


less than they would have been if paid by commissions shouJd | tion at least, suggests that under the law the remedy is with 


Congress. 
While the law of 1883 was on the statute books the men 


all 


| whose instance it was originally passed—and who were de- 


prived of its benefits by the construction put upon it by the 
Post-Office Department, approved as above stated—filed their 
claims showing exactly how much they received as salaries and 
how much they should have received upon a commission basis, 


| which the fair purpose of the law as enunciated by the Post- 


| Office Department in 1866 intended they should have. 
Hatton, changed his interpretation of the law of 1883 and | 


These claims are now in the Treasury Department, with tlie 
evidence as to the exact amount due each claimant, and it is a 
statement of these claims that is covered by the resolution. 
When this resolution is answered Congress will have before it 


| data upon which it can act intelligently and, following the 


suggestion of the court that Congress is the only source of 


| relief, enact a law for the direct payment to these men of tlie 
|} money which they honestly earned and which has so long been 


| withheld from them. 
Postmasters-General were based more on the state of the public | 


The proposition has been advanced that claims of this char- 
It will be noted, how- 
that this act specifically provides an exception th 

relates only to claims which have not been presented prior to 
January 1, 1887. The claims this resolution refers to were 


| all presented before that date; consequently the act of 1s% 


can not be successfully pleaded against them. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the claim that it will tak: 


| large addition to the clerical force to do the work under | 


resolution is simply a mistake. The Department has just 
such a list for every State as the list which I have prod 
for Colorado. 

I merely want to say a word as to the Senator's stateme 
Of course, on 
list there are a number of people who are not asking for 
They have died while waiting to get this money. Ther 


| on this list the name of the first lieutenant-governor of t 


State of Colorado; there is also on the list the name of 
lieutenant-governor of that State; there are on 
list at least a dozen men who were soldiers in the Fev 
Army, and who have been demanding payment of these cla 
for years past. These claims have been known at least + 
1SS4, because this statement shows the claims were mad: 
that time. 

Some were made in 1883: one or two in 1885 and 1886. 
man has been making his « 
against the Government. 

The Senator says it ought to have gone on the appropriat 
I thought so. But the Appropriations Committee, of w! 

[I am a member, declined, saying it was not an audited ¢!: 

I am not myself able to distinguish between an audited © 

and a stated claim. When the Government states on its reco! 
that there is due me $500, more or less, I believe that is eq! 

lent to an audited claim. I so insisted, but the commit! 
thought not, and that it must have the Auditor's official na! 
This is a statement from the Departn 
records, and these amounts stand there and have stood the 
for years, and then we are told that a man should come here 
and introduce a bill through somebody. It is not the busiless 
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of Senators or Representatives to collect debts of this kind. 
It is the business of the Government of the United States to 
pay its debts whenever it knows they are due, and if the 
people do not claim, the Government need not pay them, but 
when they do claim, it ought to pay them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
syendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a word before the 
motion is put. 

I secured from the Department a list of 200 names of people | 

the little State of New Hampshire who believe they have 
claims against the Government. Some of them are as small as 
s20, some $30, some $40. I think the highest claim in the list 
is $800. I have an impression from what I can learn about 
this matter that these are amounts justly due the people who 

re named in this memorandum, or their representatives. A 
portion of these claims have been paid, and there are remaining 

tims. I never before to-day heard the amount stated to be 
in excess of a million dollars. I have heard it stated that it 
would take a million dollars from the Treasury. 

But the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TeLter] disposed of 
that by the suggestion that the amount does not measure the 
obligation. We know that the Government would, if it were 
an individual, be in jail all the time if there was a law incar- 
cerating it for dishonest conduct as regards its citizens. 

I secured one claim during my public career for a citizen of | 
my State. It was when I was a Member of the other House. 
| worked on it a good many weeks. It was an honest claim; 
as just a claim as ever existed. It came to the Senate, and 
after a long time it passed the Senate and went to President | 
Cleveland, and he signed it. I went to tell my constituent 
that after seven long years—he had been here every winter 
for seven years—his claim, which amounted to only seven or 
eight hundred dollars, would be paid. I was told by the board- 
ing-house keeper that he died three days before and had been 
buried by charity. That is the only claim I ever got through 
for a citizen of my State. I do not want to undertake to collect | 
these claims of twenty or thirty or forty or a hundred dollars 
for the good people of my State. I know a great many of them. | 
They believe these claims are due them. I believe they are due | 
them, and I think they ought to be paid. 

Il want to ask the Senator from Colorado, who has looked 
into this matter more than I have—I have not looked into the 
statute—precisely what this language means: 

And to comply in all respects with the public order of the Post- 
ister-General of February 17, 1884, for stating such salary accounts 
former postmasters, under the act of March 3, 1883, and to enable | 
Secretary of the Treasury the better to coniply with this resolution | 
Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over to the Sixth | 
Auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each and every 


ich claim specified in said memorandum schedule. 

Mr. TELLER. That is an act something of this same char- 
acter. I have not looked at it for a long time. I know there 
is an act that really required these claims to be audited. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the Postmaster-General has all the 
data in his possession, and what is asked is that it shall be 


m 


the 
the 





turned over to the Sixth Auditor? 

Mr. TELLER. Under that they have practically audited | 
se They have made a statement, just as I have read 
ere, 


less was incurred, and what it was for, and everything else. 


‘ | 
showing who is entitled to the money, when the indebted- 
Mr. 


GALLINGER. I am not rash enough to suppose that | 
these people wjll ever get their money. I have had experience 
in more than one case in trying to get honest debts paid by 
the Government to citizens of my State, and I have not had 
very great success. 
upon the books of the Postmaster-General, it being understood 
that they are due these people, a portion of them having | 
been paid, that it is not asking very much to pass a resolution 
asking that these claims should be audited and sent to Con- 
ess. I hope that the motion to refer the matter to a com- 
ittee that has no jurisdiction over it will not prevail. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Post-Oflice Committee 
ns to be the committee of the body with which the Post- 
Otfice Department generally communicates, so far as it com- 
unicates with any committee, on questions involving the 
official business of the Department. As stated before, I am not 
prepared to give to the Senate a clear and distinct account of 
the legislative enactments and rules under which these claims 
ire alleged to have risen. I understand, however, that in the | 
Ciose, the very last day of his official term, in 1883, Postmaster- 

neral Gresham made an order, which order constitutes the | 
basis of many, if not all these claims, and that order was re- 


It does seem to me these claims being | 


« 
gv} 


Se 
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scinded the following day by his successor in office. 
brief twenty-four hours. 
liabilities against the 
existence. 

The extent, I say, to which the claims are based upon that 
order of such brief existence I know not, but that they are 
rested to no inconsiderable extent upon that order of twenty- 
four hours’ duration is stated by the Department to be a fact. 

It may be, the Department believes, that some of these claims 
have virtue. I have here a resolution that the Department 
thinks ought to be passed if any resolution is passed on this 
subject, handed to me but a moment ago by the clerk of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I will have it read 
for the purpose of advising Senators of its contents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have stated and audited in the office of the Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department the salary accounts of former postmasters who 
served at post-offices in the various States and Territories of the United 
States in terms between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, 
counts have not been readjusted and certified for 
Postmaster-General under the act approved March 3, 1883, such salary 
accounts to be stated and audited upon the registered returns of each 
postmaster for each term of service specified by the method of review- 
ing and readjusting approved and ratified by the act approved August 4, 
1886. 

And to enable the Sccretary of the Treasury the better to comply with 
this resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over 
to the Auditor for the Post-Office Department all the data now in his 
hands pertaining to each and every such claim. 

Mr. DICK. I am willing to accept that as a substitute for 
the pending resolution. 

Mr. CARTER. That, I think, will be satisfactory. 

Mr. TELLER. I am entirely willing to accept that, so far as 
I am concerned. 

Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
proposition. 

The reason why I rise at this time to address the Senate is 
found in a remark made by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER], that the Government is not inclined to pay 
its debts, and that if it were an individual it would be in jail 
all or most of the time because of its attempt to avoid the pay- 
ment of just claims. There are, and probably have been in the 
past, instances where the Government of the United States has 
not paid promptly claims which have been made against it, but 


It lived a 
It lived long enough to create these 
United States and then went ot of 


Secretary 


and whose ac- 
payment by the 


I offer it as a substitute for the resolution. 
Mr. President, I desire to be heard on this 


| I undertake to say that no individual or corporation in this 


country has ever been imposed upon to the extent that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has during its whole history by 
having stale and fraudulent claims presented against it. 

The other day when the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Futon] 
called up his omnibus claims bill, the Senate will remember that 
I called his attention to the fact that there were a number of 
claims in the bill that purported to be payments to parties 
whose property had been destroyed during the civil war, and 
as I understood the Senator at that time his statement was 
that the claims that were in the bill were all claims which had 


| been properly considered and should be paid. 


I have had occasion before this to examine many claims of 
this class that come from the South, and after the statement 
made by the Senator from Oregon I took occasion to examine a 
few of the claims. I find in that bill—not originating, I am 


| happy to state, with the Senator’s committee or in this body, 


but originating in the House of Representatives—old and gray 
and stale claims, and yet they have received favorable consider- 
ation from a committee of the House and have received favor- 


| able consideration from the House itself and have come to this 
| body embodied in this bill and are presented here for the Senate 


to pass favorably upon them. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. Are they not all based on findings by the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Some of them are and some of them are not. 

Mr. FULTON. All of them are, as I recall. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that when I come, 
as I shall at some other time, to discuss the question as to 
how much credence shall be given to findings of the Court of 
Claims, I shall take up that proposition and discuss it. But at 


| this time it is not my purpose to delay the Senate or delay the 


consideration of the bill under the control of the Senator from 
New York«{Mr. Depew], with the exception of calling attention 
to one individual claim, and that claim, I will say to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon, I find on page 7 of his bill. It is the claim 
of Plymouth Frazier, of Liberty County, $122 
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Mr. FULTON. 
Mr. HOPKELNS. 


What claim is that? 

It is found on page 7 of the House bill. 
is found on page 46 of the Senate bill. I suppose that the com- 
mittee looking after these claims took the House claims and 
bedied them in the Senate bill, wpon the theory that the 
claims had all been properly examined and that they were all 
just claims against the Government. 

Mr. FULTON, I will say that on going over those claims 
we took the findings made by the Court of Claims and based 
our action on them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
claim, which 


It 


eh 


Yes; I have the original bill for the Frazier 
was presented in the House of Representatives by 


Mr. Lester, of Georgia. The claim does not purport upon the 
face of the bill to have received the consideration and approval 
of the Court of Claims. The bill itself reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other 
W appropriated, to Piymouth Frazier, jr., of Liberty County, Ga., 
the sum of $561.00, in full compensation for stores and supplies fur- 


nished the United States Army during the civil war. 


I will ask the Senator if it is not a fact that when bills of | 
this character are presented in the Senate, where the claims | 


have been passed upon by the Court of Claims, it is so stated 
in the bill? 


Mr. McLAURIN. Not always. 
Mr. FULTON. No. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. 


Mr. FULTON. It is only stated in the report. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I made that inquiry because I notice that in 
some bills presented here, notably by the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon], that the finding of the Court of Claims 
has been stated. But that is not to the purpose. I care not 
whether the Court of Claims has favorably passed upon this 
claim or not. This is one of the items that was presented 
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tion of the Senator in charge of the Committee on Claims, but 
of the Senate itself, that some legislation should be enacted 
here that will put a stop to this drain upon the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, the Southern Claims Com- 
mission was established, I believe, in 1871, and was in exist- 
ence two years. If I remember correctly, the act establishing 
the Commission was passed on the 4th day of March, 1871, and 
repealed on the 4th day of March, 1873. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It was extended from time to time, I will 
say to the Senator. 

Mr. McLAURIN., When was it extended? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It was extended. The reports show. 
are in the library of the Senate. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Was there any extension—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. The reports of the Southern Claims Com- 
mission are published in three volumes, and those books show 
when the last reports were made. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Was it extended except by the Bowman 
Act and the Tucker Act? . 

Mr. HOPKINS. As to what act extended the authority of 
the commissioners I am not able at the present time to say. | 


They 


| can simply give the Senator the fact that Congress did extend 


| have 


originally to the Southern Claims Commission, and that Com- | 


mission went into this question thoroughly to determine whether 
this claimant should be allowed this money, and after due de- 
liberation, after every opportunity had been given the claimant 
to present all the evidence in his possession, the Southern 
Claims Commission rejected the claim. 

I have here a copy of the finding of the Southern Claims Com- 
mission, and it not only clearly identifies the claim itself, but 


shows the grounds upon which the Southern Claims Commis- | 


sion rejected the claim. I will state to the Senate that on page 
202 of the report of the Southern Claims Commission, which 
was rendered in 1S77—78 there are given the items of the claim 
of Plymouth Frazier, jr. which aggregate $520, the amount 
stated in the bill as originally presented. These are the re- 
marks made by the Southern Claims Commission in the rejec- 
tion of the claim: 


This claim is a sample of several others. The claimant was a slave 
and continued such till the capture of Savannah. Then he claims to 
have owned the above property and to have had it taken from him for 
Army use. How he, a slave, could have owned such and much 
property is only explained by the phrase “ worked for it.” (See ques- 
tion 70 and the answer.) He‘and his two colored witnesses give no 
further explanation as to his ownership. He was the slave of one 
Thomas S. Mallard. Lyman B. Mallard, the son of Thomas 8. 
lard, testifies: 


so 


Mal- | should not be provided for by the action of the Senate in tlie 
“IT know he was allowed to own and did own property | 


previous to and during the war by my deceased father, who controlled | 


him at that time.” The value of this testimony may be judged of 
when we notice that this witness was 21 years of age in February, 
1878, and was 5 years old at the beginning of the war. His knowledge 
as to how much this claimant “did own previous to the war” 
have been precocious. One B. Cassels, a former overseer of the 
plantation of Mallard, is the attorney who seems to get up these claims. 
Claim rejected. 

That was in 1878, and that report was made a part of the 
records of this country, and yet, according to the statement 
made by the Senator from Oregon, the attorneys representing 
the Government of the United States have permitted it to be 
presented to the Court of Claims in a manner so that it has 
been allowed, and if allowed I can appreciate how easily it 
would pass muster in any of these committees, But I call the 


must | 


attention of the Senator to it and of Senators upon both sides | 


of the Chamber to emphasize the statement made by the Sen- 
class of claims should be rejected. 


war. Many of the parties whose property is alleged to have 
been taken have long since passed away, and yet under the 


manipulation of attorneys we find these claims that were re- | 


jected at the time when the Government was in possession of 
the facts, so as to show their falsity, creep in here in these in- 
dividual bills, either in the House or in the Senate, and then 
in the hurry of the great work of a session of the Congress of 
the United States are embodied in a bill like this and passed. 
This is only one of many claims of this character that I find 
in the bill, and I simply desire to challenge not only the atten- 





| 
| 
| 


the power and authority of the Commission up to the time f 
stated. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I do not think there will be found any act 
which authorized the unrestricted going into court and pre- 
senting of claims without any action on the part of the Senate 
or the House to refer the claims to it. But I do not state that 
with authority because I have not examined it carefully lately. 

But what I was going to say was that the Commission was 
in existence those two years. Of course it took some time to 
organize the Commission. As I was saying the other day when 
I was cut off by the arrival of the hour for laying before the 
Senate the regular order of business, there was a very unsettled 
condition of affairs in the South at that time. There were 
thousands, tens of thousands, I may say hundreds of thousands, 
of people who knew nothing in the world of this act or this 
Commission. There were many people who had just claims 
against the Government for the appropriation of their property 
during the war to the use of the Government’s armies who 
knew nothing about their rights under the law to present their 
claims. News did not seatter then and get over the country as 
rapidly as it does now, and those people did not know anything 
about it. 

It is not to be wondered at that there should get into the 
courts and that there should be judgments entered in the courts 
on claims that are founded on very little merit, and in many 
instances on no merit at all. The fact that the Senator from 
Lllinois can cite here a case involving a hundred and twenty-two 
dollars that was put into this bill when it had been rejected by 
the Southern Claims Commission on evidence which, in my 
judgement, as read by the Senator, is not sufficient to have re- 
jected it, but which I take to be settled on the ground of res 
adjudicata, is no reason why a great many meritorious cases 


bill known as the “ omnibus claims bill.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
if a slave, either in his State or in Georgia, in 1864 could own 
property—could have legal right and title to it? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I can not say as to Georgia. 
they could not. But I will say to the Senator—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me ask the Senator—— 

Mr. McLAURIN. Let me finish one answer at a time; then 
I will let the Senator ask me another question. 

I will say to the Senator that in the adjoining State of Lou- 
isiana negroes owned not only personal property but some if 
them owned slaves, and some negroes in the State of Louisiana 
owned a large number of slaves. , 

I suppose the Senator from Illinois did not know that before. 
There were in the adjoining State of Louisiana negroes who 


In our State 


| owned large plantations and a large number of slaves. 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu] the other day, that this | 


Mr. HOPKINS. That may be; but the Senator does not con- 


tend that those colored men were slaves at that time, does he? 
More than forty years have passed since the close of the | 


Mr. McLAURIN. No; they were not. : 

Mr. HOPKINS. In Louisiana or in any Southern State, 
could a slave own property? - 

Mr. McLAURIN. As I said to the Senator, I know nothing 
about any State except the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 1a 

Mr. McLAURIN. In the State of Mississippi a slave cou' 


not own property, but the fact that in the adjoining State - 
Louisiana negroes were allowed to own property—they wer 
free and they owned slaves—goes to show that there 
great deal of latitude in some of the States that did not 


was a 
exist 
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in other States. But it may be that in the State of Georgia, 
where the claim originated, as I understand, a slave could own 
property. 

Let me limit what I said a while ago. In the State of Mis- 
sissippi slaves could own a small amount of property; but I 
know of no instance where a slave owned so much as is claimed 
in the case to which the Senator from Illinois refers. But as I 
eaid to the Senate, and I say to the Senator now, I take the 
action of the Southern War Claims Commission as being res 


adjudicata. However, I, or any other Southern man, well 
posted on negro character and nature, can show that this 


negro’s Claim ought not to have been rejected on that kind of 
testimony. The principal point is that one of his witnesses was 
only 21 years old in 1878, and therefore he could have been only 
{ years old at the commencement of hostilities in 1861. 

The fact about the business is—and any Southern man will 
tell you so, and especially a Southern man who lived before the 
war—that negroes have very little idea about time or distance, 
and especially about their ages, and particularly negroes who 
lived before the war. 
and whom the decision mentions in that case, may have been a 
negro 35 or 40 years old. He knew very little, probably, about 


his age. The fact is, now, that in a great many instances—— 
Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that he is in 
error. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. McLAURIN. With pleasure. 


Mr. HOPKINS. The witness, who was 5 years old in 1861, 
was a white boy, the son of the master of the slave. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I understood the Senator to say that it 
was a Slave who was 5 years old in 1861. 


Mr. HOPKINS. No—— 
Mr. McLAURIN, And 21 years old in 1878. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I read again: 


Lyman B. Mallard, the son of Thomas 8. Mallard, testifies, and so 
forth. The value of this testimony may be judged of when we notice 
that this witness was 21 years of age in February, 1878. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will answer the Senator 
ground 

Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. McLAURIN. One at a time; they will last longer. I 
will take the Senator upon that ground. A white boy of intel- 
ligence, 5 years old in 1861, may have known a great deal about 


upon 





The negro of whom the Senator speaks, | 
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that | 


the amount of property that was owned by a negro on his | 
father’s plantation in the year 1865, when he must have been | 


% years old. 
to me. That negro was cut out of his property arbitrarily by 
the Southern Claims Commission, and ought to have had his 
property, since the Senator will compel me to argue that which 
ought to be accepted and which I propose to 
judicata. 

Now I will hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. DEPEW. It is simply a question. My curiosity was im- 
mensely aroused by the Senator’s statement that the negro, as 
a rule, knew nothing about dates, nor ages, nor questions of 
that kind. I wanted to ask the Senator whether this particu- 
lar negro could not tell whether he was 5 or 45 years old. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I did not know this particular negro. I 
did not have the honor of his acquaintance. I will say that 
was the case in the Southern States when negroes were slayes 
there, just as it was the case in the State of New York when 
negroes were slaves in the State of New York, and in other 
States north of Mason and Dixon’s line. 

But I have been thrown off somewhat by the line I had started 
to pursue when the Senator from Illinois interrupted me. I 
appeal to the justice and the fairness of the Senate that if these 
men have an honest, just claim, Congress ought to provide for 
its payment. 
censured or criticised because he contended that there had been 
in his State honest debts that had not been paid by the Govern- 
ment to citizens of his State. I know the fact, as the Senator 
from New Hampshire asserted with reference to his State, that 
there are many cases in the State of Mississippi where there is 
honest indebtedness due from the Government of the United 
Statés to citizens of the State of Mississippi, but they have not 
been paid, and there is no opportunity given them to present 
their claims and establish them by competent evidence. 

_ Now, Mr. President, since the Senator from Illinois has seen 
fit to trounce the Senator from New Hampshire because he 
has said that there were claims that were honest claims in his 
‘tate that have not been paid by the Government 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I want to interrupt the 





Senator to say that I did not regard it as a trouncing. The 


accept as res ad- | 


So his_testimony was rejected arbitrarily, it seems | 


The Senator from New Hampshire is not to be | 


| of it has been paid. 


| South.” 
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Senator from Illinois is such a mild-mannered man that he 
would not administer a rebuke of that kind, I am sure. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Probably not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I disclaim either trouncing 
the Senator from New Hampshire or rebuking him. He made 
a suggestion that called out the remark I made, and I thought 
it was pertinent at this time to challenge the attention of the 
Senate and the country to the class of claims that are being al- 
lowed and are taking money from the Treasury to pay them. 
Millions of dollars have been taken from the Treasury upon 
just such flimsy claims as the one to which I called the atten- 
tion of the Senate this afternoon. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, the apology of the Senator 
from Illinois is accepted. 

Just after the war some thirty million dollars were collected 
from loyal citizens of the United States. Ten million dollars 
Ten million dollars of it in some way or 
another has been used by the Government in preserving that 
property. That money was turned into the Treasury of the 
United States. It does not any more belong to the United 
States Government than the horse which the Senator from 
{llinois owns belongs to the United States Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me 
there? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Of course. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am surprised that a man of the legal learn- 
ing that I know the Senator from Mississippi possesses should 
ever make a statement of that kind. The claims the Senator 
speaks of now relate to the so-called “cotton claims of the 
He never mentions the $80,000,000 worth of cotton that 
was burned by the Confederate government when New Orleans 
was captured by the Federal forces. This was a class of prop- 
erty that not only under international law but under the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court was legitimate prize wherever 


found in the Confederate territory. 


Up to the time of the passage of the statute of 1863 every 
bit of the cotton that was taken was divided, under the rules 
of maritime and international law, among those who captured 
it in the enemy’s territory. That statute was passed for the 
purpose of protecting the interests of the Government of the 
United States, and not for the purpose of protecting the inter- 
ests of the parties who claimed to own the cotton. The Su- 
preme Court has decided in half a dozen cases that that prop- 
erty was properly taken, and that the money derived from the 
sale of the cotton was the money of the United States. I know 
very well that in the discussion we had here some days since 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] presented a 
decision of the Supreme Court touching this subject—— 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I have the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Just one word more. Since that decision it 
has been repeatedly held by the Supreme Court that the claim- 
ant had no interest in that property. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, if I have made a mistake, I 
was led into that mistake by the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I have been following those men. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But it may be that you did not properly 
read it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I did not read it, I will say, through the 
spectacles of the Senator from Illinois. 

Now, just the reverse of what the Senator from Illinois 
says is the fact. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has held, time and again, that the property belonged to the 
people from whom it was taken. It is called the “ captured and 
abandoned property act.” If the Senator will get an able report 
that was made by a former Senator from Illinois upon this 
very matter here from the Committee on Claims, he will find 
a clear reference made there to case after case where the 
Supreme Court of the United States has held that it was the 
property of the individual citizen. It has never been held 
that it was the property of the United States. There has been 
no time when the claimants could get this property. The 
owners of the property have more than $10,000,000 now in the 
Treasury of the United States, and if justice were done to them 
it would be found that they have more than $20,000,000 there. 
Yet that money is not given to the people who owned the 
property. 

What right had the Government of the United States to take 
this property? It was taken under the act of 1864, I believe, 
known as the “captured and abandoned property act.” It was 
taken for the purpose of preserving the property and preserv- 
ing it for the owners of the property; and it was not taken to 
confiscate it for the Government of the United States. 

I say this property belonged to those people just as much 
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“is of that property are in the Treasury of the United 
States, and the Congress of the United States will not ap- 
propriate money to pay them. 

Some few years ago when I was upon the Committee on 
Claims (and just in passing here I will say that I served some- 
thing 


1iKC 


seven years on that committee), there was very 
scrupulous care taken to avoid the reopening of cases that had 
been decided by the Southern Claims Commission and that had 
been decided against claimants. When I was a member of that | 


committee there was a bill introduced by my colleague [Mr. | 


Money] and referred to the Committee on Claims and care- 


fully considered by that committee, and by a unanimous re- | 


port of the committee it was held that this property did belong 
to the citizen from whom it was taken by the authorities of the 
United States Government. It was held that it ought to be 


i 
i 
j 





paid, and it was held by the unanimous verdict and judgment | 


of the Committee on Claims that it ought to be paid. 


Mr. FULTON, Which committee was that, may I inquire? 
Mr. McLAURIN. The Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FULTON. Of what body? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Of the Senate. 


Mr. FULTON. I have no recollection of it. 
Mr. McLATRIN. 


member of the committee or not at that time. The Senator 


| tive session. 





as the property of the Senator from Illinois belongs to nian, | Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I promised in two minutes to yield the 
floor. I yield now to the Senator from Montana for the pur- 
pose of making the motion he indicated. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator from Montana yield to me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I wish to say, if the Senator will allow me. 
that I have cut off a good deal that I intended to say becaus: 
the Senator from Montana expressed a wish to move an execu- 
If debate is to continue, I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. CARTER. I will withhold the motion, at the request of 
several Senators. 


INJURIES TO GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. DEPEW. I ask unanimous consent that House bil! 


| 21844 be taken up immediately after the routine morning busi- 


| ness to-morrow. 


I do not know whether the Senator was a | 


from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] was at that time chairman of | 


the committee; and there was not a dissenting vote against the 
report. How long has the Senator from Oregon been on the 
committee ? 

Mr. FULTON. I have been on the committee since Decem- 
ber, 1903, as I recall it. The Senator from Mississippi was 
there before I was. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I was on the committee at the time, and I 


know that the report was made, and that it was a unanimous 


report. 

Mr. FULTON. Of course, the Senator knows that I did not 
intend to take exception to his statement. I only wanted to say 
that I did not recall such a question having been presented 
when I was on the committee. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from Oregon was not then 
chairman of the committee, and I do not recall whether he was 
a member of the committee or not. 
New Jersey [Mr. Kean] was a member of the committee at 
that time. 

Mr. KEAN, I do not think the Senator from Mississippi re- 
members that I voted in favor of the report. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from New Jersey did not vote 
for it in the Senate, but the Senator did vote for the bill in the 
committee. 

Mr. KEAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Does the Senator claim that he 
against it in committee? 

Mr. KEAN. I do not remember the consideration of the bill 
in committee, but I know I have never been in favor of paying 
those cotton claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I could not say whether the Senator was 
in favor of it or not, but the Senator, according to my recollec- 
tion, was present when it was reported, and I say there was not 
a dissenting voice against it. It is my recollection that the 
Senator was present at that time. 


voted 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 21844 immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness to-morrow. ‘The bill will be read by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 21844) granting to certain 
employees of the United States the right to receive from it 
compensation for injuries sustained in the course of their em- 
ployment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the request? 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 





| yield to the Senator from Oregon? 


I know the Senator from | 


Mr. CARTER. For morning business? 

Mr. FULTON. No; fora statement. I wish to make a state- 
ment. It will be very short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CARTER. I can not yield, in view of the statement of 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin]. I said I would 
yield only for morning business. 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand that the Senator from New 
York— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Did the Senator from New Jersey 
object to the request of the Senator from New York for unani- 
mous consent? 

Mr. KEAN. I personally have no objection to it, Mr. Presi- 
dent, but I think this is a very thin Senate to ask unanimous 
consent in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
If there be no objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr, FULTON. I simply want to say that the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Horx1ns] brought up the case, which he criticised 
as having been reported by the Committee on Claims. As tlie 





| chairman of the committee, I feel that I have a right and 


There was a unanimous re- | 


port made. The Senator remembers that, I suppose. There 
was a motion made afterwards by my colleague [Senator | 


Money] to take up the bill, and the Senator then voted against | 


taking it up; but that is the first opposition I ever heard from 
the Senator from New Jersey to the report. 


Mr. President, I rose only to say that the Senator from New | 


Hampshire is correct in saying that a great many honest claims 
‘are denied payment by the Government of the United States. 
I called attention to claims amounting to more than $10,000,000 
in this one instance. 


them adjudicated, and if they are adjudicated in favor of the 
claimant there ought to be an appropriation made for their 
payment. If they are adjudicated against the claimant, that 


settles it, and it ought to settle it—and be a bar for all time; the | 
time ought to be limited, say, to two years; and then the Con- | 
gress of the United States would not be bothered with these | 


claims referred to committees to ascertain whether there is a 
prima facie case made out or not. elk 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Missis- 


sippi yield for a motion to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business? 

Mr. McLAURIN, I will yield the floor in two minutes by 
the clock. 


In my judgment, the Congress of the | 
United States ought to enact a law fixing some court where | 
the people who have claims against the Government can have 








ought to be accorded the privilege of at least very briefly r 
plying to the criticism. It will not take me two minutes to say 
what I want to say, and it ought to be said in this connectic 
If the Senator from Montana will feel disposed to yield for 
that purpose, well and good. If not, I will have to take au- 
vantage of another opportunity. ‘ 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator has already occupied two m! 
utes. He may now occupy another to finish his explanation 

Mr. FULTON. Thank you. That is all I want. 

Mr. KEAN. I understood that the Senator from Montana 
rose to move an executive session. 

Mr. FULTON. I understood that the Senator from Montans 
yielded to me. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon has tle 
floor. 

Mr. FULTON. All I wish to say in response to the Senator 
from Illinois is that in the report of the Committee on Claims 
of the House is set out the findings of the Court of Claims | 
the case which has been criticised. The Committee on Claims 
of the Senate based its report on what it found to be the facts. 
The court did not find $520 due, but found only $122 due. Th: 
is the amount the bill carries, and it is based entirely on the 
Court of Claims finding. , 

If I had more time I would explain a little further. I think 
I can point out some reasons why the Senator from Illinois is 
mistaken, but I shall not take the time now. 


cl in 
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Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator 
criticising him personally. 

Mr. FULTON. I understand that the Senator was not crit- 

ising either myself or the Committee, on Claims, 


understands that I was not 





EXECUTIVE SESSION. ' 
Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
leration of executive business. 
rhe motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
nsideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
1d 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, | 
Wednesday, May 27, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate May 26, 1908, 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


George H. Charlton, of Colorado, to be register of the land 
oflice at Durango, Colo., vice Frederick C. Perkins, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Midshipman Vaughn K. Coman to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 3lst day of January, 1907, to fill a vacancy existing 
in that grade on that date. 

John Marston, third, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 25th day of May, 1908, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

Boatswain James Leckie to be a chief boatswain in the Navy, 
to rank with, but after, ensign, from the 11th day of March, 
i908, upon the completion of six years’ service in his present 
ade, 


Boatswain Heinrich Seedorff to be a chief boatswain in the | 


Navy, to rank with, but after, ensign, from the 7th day of May, 
i907, upon the completion of six years’ service in his present 
grade, 
POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA, 


Frank Grillo to be postmaster at Angels Camp, Calaveras 
County, Cal., in place of Archie G. Madson, deceased. 
MINNESOTA, 


Frank M. Woodfill to be postmaster at Two Harbors, Lake 
County, Minn., in place of Thomas A. Bury, deceased. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Sidney M. Jordan to be postmaster at Louisville, Winston 
County, Miss., in place of Annie B. Wood, resigned. 
MISSOURI, 


George E. Muns to be postmaster at Montgomery City, Mont- 
gomery County, Mo., in place of George E. Muns. Incumbent’s 
commission expired January 27, 1908, 

NEW YORK. 

Frank F. Simpson to be postmaster at Highland, 
County, N. Y., in place of Frank I’. Simpson. 
mission expired February 23, 1908. 

OHIO, 

George E. McDonald to be postmaster at Minerva, 
County, Ohio, in place of George E. McDonald. 
commission expired February 4, 1907. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

Fred V. Balch to be postmaster at Galeton, Potter County, 
Pa., in place of William F. Hamilton. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 10, 1906. 

John H. Martin to be postmaster at Clearfield, Clearfield 
County, Pa., in place of John M. Chase, jr. Incumbent’s 
commission expired December 18, 1907. 

Allen P. Perley to be postmaster at Williamsport, Lycoming 
County, Pa., in place of Orange S. Brown, deceased. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

Charles L. Abbott to be postmaster at Phillipsdale, Providence 

County, R. L, in place of H. Elmer Freeman, resigned. 


Ulster 
Incumbent’s com- 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1908. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Joseph T., Spence, of Tennessee, for the port of Memphis, 
Tenn, 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
John A, Steele, of Tuscumbia, Ala., at Montgomery, Ala, 
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EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO, 
Juan F. Vias Ochoteco, of Porto Rico. 
Martin Travieso, jr., of Porto Rico. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Walter J. Manion to be a lieutenant-commander from 
April 1908. 
Boatswain David White to be a chief boatswain from March 


02 
=v, 


|} 11, 1908. 


Midshipman Vaughn Coman to be an ensign. 
Boatswain James Leckie to be a chief boatswain. 
Boatswain Heinrich Seedorff to be a chief boatswain. 
IN THE MARINE CORPS, 
John Marston, third, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ARIZONA, 
William F. Buckingham at Humboldt, Yavapai County, Ariz, 
William M. Newell at Mesa, Maricopa County, Ariz. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Frank Grillo at Angels Camp, Calaveras County, Cal. 
Alonzo F’. Hann at Gardena, Los Angeles County, Cal. 
Clarence Edwin Kendrick at Barstow, San Bernardino County, 
Cal. 
Harry E. Meyers at Yuba City, Sutter County, Cal. 


COLORADO. 


Wesley W. Parshall at Durango, La Plata County, Colo. 
INDIANA, 
John A. Hall at Cicero, Hamilton County, Ind. 
IOWA. 


Joseph C. Bergen at Livermore, Humboldt County, Iowa, 
Ezra Bradford at Weliman, Washington County, Iowa. 
Hiram E. Morrison at Seymour, Wayne County, Iowa. 
Alfanzo Z. Rawson at Kalona, Washington County, Iowa, 

MARYLAND. 
Samuel S. Yingling at Reisterstown, Baltimore County, Md, 
MINNESOTA, 


Frank M. Woodfill at Two Harbors, Lake County, Minn, 
MISSOURI. 
Wilbur J, Clark at Hamilton, Caldwell County, Mo. 
Carl Weber at Bloomfield, Stoddard County, Mo, 
NEBRASKA. 
John Ring at Hooper, Dodge County, Nebr. 
NEW MEXICO. 
George Bringle at Nara Visa, Quay County, N. Mex. 
NEW YORK. 
Samuel P. Milby at Albion, Orleans County, N. Y. 
Frank F. Simpson at Highland, Ulster County, N. Y. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 
Thomas P. Nenam at Madison, Rockingham County, N,. C. 
OHIO, 


George E. McDonald at Minerva, Stark County, Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA. 

Joel E. Cunningham at Konawa, Seminole County, Okla. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Fred V. Balsh at Galeton, Potter County, Pa. 

Joseph C. Eves at Millville, Columbia County, Pa. 

Henry F. Hershey at Steelton, Dauphin County, Pa. 

John H. Martin at Clearfield, Clearfield County, Pa. 

John J. Mather at Benton, Columbia County, Pa. 

Allen P. Perley at Williamsport, Lycoming County, Pa. 

George E. Renshaw at Scenery Hill, Washington County, Pa. 
PORTO RICO. 

Augusto Font at Aguadilla, Aguadilla County, P. R. 

Alferdo Gimenez y Moreno at Bayamon, San Juan County, 

rs 

Hortensia R, O’Neill at San German, Mayaguez County, P. R. 

Julio Ramos at Cayey, Guayama County, P. R. 

Simon Semidei at Yauco, Aguadilla County, P. R. 
TENNESSEE, 

Robert H. McNeely at Humboldt, Gibson County, Tenn. 
WASHINGTON. 

Lucius L. Wing at Rockford, Spokane County, Wash. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 
John L. Dangerfield at Princeton, Mercer County, W. Va. 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


IIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 26, 1908. 


[Continuation of the legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.) 
Ihe recess having expired, the House was ca 


led to order by 
the Speaker at 11 o’clock a. 


ni. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call 
up the conference report on the bill (H. R. 21875) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy, and 
move to suspend the rules and agree to the conference report. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand a second. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 
suspend the rules and agree to the conference report on the 


BILL. 


Military Academy appropriation bill, which conference report | a oe : . 
: . an , , I | on Military Affairs of the Senate and seven members of ihe 


: | Co ittee on Military Affairs o , se of Representati 
I ask unanimous consent that | Committee on lilitary Affairs of the House ¢ e] ntatiy 


| to be appointed by the respective chairmen thereof, who sha!! 


the Clerk will read. 
Mr. VARKER of New Jersey. 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
and the Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read the conference report as follows: 


from Mississippi objects, 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to thebill 
(H. R. 21875) 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, 
nineteen hundred and nine, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 
, 20, 21, 37, 61, 65, and 71. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 4, 5, 6, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 
19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 
39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 50, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 60, 
G4, 6S, and 70, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed in said amendment insert only the second pro- 
yiso, to read as follows: 

“ Provided, That hereafter cadets shall be entitled to rations, 
or commutation therefor, as hitherto allowed under the act ap- 
proved June twenty-eighth, nineteen hundred and two, entitled 
‘An act making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hun- 
dred and three, and for other purposes.’ ” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


» 


8 


Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its dis- | 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and 

agree to the same witfi an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

the matter proposed to be stricken out insert the following: 
“The Secretary of War may detail an officer of the Medical 


Corps of the Army to the Military Academy as instructor of | 


” 


nilitary hygiene. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed in said amendment insert the following: 

“For pay of one instructor of English and history, to be se- 
lected and appointed by the Secretary of War, three thousand 
dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
words proposed to be stricken out in said amendment insert, 
after the word “adjutant” in the line in which said amend- 
ment appears, the words “‘ who shall not be above the rank of 
captain,” followed by a comma, and retain the words “of his 
grade” inserted in said amendment; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the amount stated in said amendment insert “ thirty-three 
thousand five hundred; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and 


making appropriations for the support of the | 


9 Oy, | 
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agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount stated in said amendment insert “ eighty-three thousand 
nine hundred and ninety-six dollars and eighty-seven cents; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendinent numbered 49: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of t! 
amount stated in said amendment insert “eighteen thousai:| 
six hundred and sixteen dollars and eighty-seven cents;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from iis 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed in said amendment insert the following: 

“ Provided, That hereafter the Board of Visitors to the Mili 
tary Academy shall consist of five members of the Committee 


annually visit the Military Academy on such date, during the 
session of Congress, or not more than thirty days prior thereto, 
as may be fixed by the chairmen of the said committees; and 


| the Superintendent of the Academy and the members of the 


Board of Visitors shall be notified of such date by the chairmen 
of the said committees, acting jointly, at least fifteen days be- 
fore the meeting. The expenses of the members of the Board 
shall be their actual expenses while engaged upon their duties 
as members of said Board and their actual expenses for travel 
by the shortest mail routes: Provided further, That so much 
of sections thirteen hundred and twenty-seven, thirteen hundred 
and twenty-eight, and thirteen hundred and twenty-nine, Re 
vised Statutes of the United States, as is inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act is hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment~numbered 52: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed in said amendment insert the following: 

“For the expenses of the members of the Board of Visitors, 
two thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the amount stated in said amendment insert “ seventeen 
thousand three hundred and sixty-eight;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5), 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Divide 
the sum, $12,000, into two parts—$8,400 for policing of barracks 
and bath houses, and $3,600 for supplying light and plain fur 
niture to cadet barracks, so that the paragraph in which tle 
unendment occurs will read as follows: 

“For the policing of barracks and bath houses, eight thou- 
sand four hundred dollars; and for supplying light and plain 
furniture to cadet barracks, three thousand six hundred do 
lars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 62: That the Mouse recede from its 


| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered (2, 
| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


In lieu 
of the amount stated in said amendment insert “ fifty-two thou 
sand nine hundred and thirty;” and the Senate agree to [le 
same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6», : 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of Ue 
amount stated in said amendment, insert “seven hundred 
eighty-eight thousand nine hundred and fourteen dollars | 
eighty-seven cents; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from |'s 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered | 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Ini 
1 of said amendment, strike out the words “to continue 
insert the word “for; ” and the Senate agree to the sane. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede frov 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbere! 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: !' 
of “fifty-seven” insert “ fifty-six;” and the Senate agri 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate number 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: I" 

2 of said amendment strike out “seven” and insert “fou 


~ 
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and in the same line, after the word “ designated,” insert “one 
for each class,” preceded and followed by a comma; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 
N. B. Scort, 
J. A. HEMENWAY, 
J. B. FRAZIER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, 
A. B. CAPRON, 


I agree to the above report except as to Senate amendment 
69, that provides for the appointment of Philippine cadets at 
the United States Military Academy. 

JAMES L. SLAYDEN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT, 


{mendment No. 1 appropriates $60,000 for the pay of extra 
cadets. The Senate recedes. 

No. 2 adds two cadets for each State and gives cadets rations, 
as rations, by mistake, were struck out in the pay fixed by the 
Army appropriation bill. The House recedes with amendment 
allowing the rations and striking out the increase of cadets. 

No. 3 is a total. The Senate recedes. 

Nos. 4 and 5, punctuation. The House recedes. 

No. 6 corrects the difference between the pay of a captain 
and lieutenant-colonel by $100. The House recedes. 

Nos. 7 and 8 were intended to make the teacher of military 
hygiene a full professor and lieutenant-colonel. The House 
recedes from No. 7 with amendment providing for a mere Army 
decail as instructor, and the Senate recedes from No. 8. 

No. 9 added a professor of English and history, at $3,500. 
The House recedes with amendment so as to provide only an 
instructor at $3,000. 

Nos. 10,11, and 12 change the wording to agree with the law. 

Nos. 13 and 14 were intended to make the post adjutant get 
ihe pay of a major instead of captain, and the House recedes 
with amendment for $600 above pay of grade not above captain. 

No. 15 corrects a mistake in a word. 

No. 16 is a total. The House recedes with amendment. 

No. 17 is punctuation. The House recedes. 

Nos. 18 and 19 change the pay of twelve enlisted musicians, 
at $40, to $45 per month. The House recedes, 

Nos. 20 and 21 change that of twelve musicians, at $36, to 
$40. The Senate recedes. 

Nos. 22 and 23 change that of sixteen enlisted musicians, at 
$24, to $30. The House recedes. 

24 strikes out certain immaterial words. 

No. 25 allows continuous-service pay to the band as by the 
Army bill, but provides that it shall not be hired for outside 
work in competition with local musicians. The House recedes. 
No. 26 is a total and corrected. 

Nos. 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31 allow two more corporals in the 
alry detachment, and two less privates, with a change in 
figures and total. The House recedes. 

Nos. 32, 83, 34, and 35 reduces the extra-duty pay of two 
sergeants from 50 cents to 35 cents. The House recedes. 

No. 36 allows 50 cents extra pay for the cavalry stable ser- 
geant. The House recedes. 

No. 87 allows extra-duty pay to the enlisted men employed 
e department of modern languages. The Senate recedes. 
‘o. 388 allows the pay of first sergeant to the acting first ser- 
of engineers. The House recedes. 

‘o. 89 allows cooks’ pay to privates acting as cooks of engin- 
eers, The House recedes. 

No. 40 is a total and corrected. 

No. 41 allows $1,700 instead of $1,400 to the teacher of 
ni c, who, according to law, is allowed the pay of second 
The House recedes. 


ay 
‘oO. 


ca 


in fl 
\ 
‘ 


Pant 


‘\ 


enant. 
12 allows $1,200 instead of $1,000 to the librarian’s assist- 
ant. The House recedes. 
43 strikes out the pay of an engineer of electric and 
Steam apparatus of cadets’ mess, $1,200. The House recedes. 
a i4 makes the pay of chief engineer of power plant $2,400 
instead of $2,000. The House recedes. 
\os. 45 and 46 allows three instead of four engineers for 
wer plant, at $1,200 each. The House recedes. 
. 47 adds two oilers for the power plant, $1,440. 
House recedes. 
Nos. 48 and 49 are corrected totals. 
ndment. 
00 allows pay of the Military Academy to be disbursed 
this year as one fund, The House recedes, 


‘ 


The 


The House recedes, with 


aili 


» 
at), 
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No. 51 strikes out the House provision that the committees 
of the Senate and the House shall be a Board of Visitors, and 
provides for a Board of Visitors composed of subcommittees 
and three persons appointed by the President. The House 
recedes, with amendment constituting the Board of five mem- 
bers of the Senate committee and seven of the House com- 
mittee to visit the academy within a month before or during 
a session of Congress, actual expenses only being paid. 


No. 52 appropriated $3,500 for the expenses of the Board 
and to pay the expenses of a stenographer and clerk. The 
House recedes, with amendment, so as to allow only $2,000 for 


the expenses of the Board. 

Nos. 53 and 54 added $4,000 for electric light and deducted 
a like sum from fuel. The House recedes. 
No. 55 gives $100 for topographical 

House recedes. 

No. 56 is a total, and the House recedes, with amendment. 

Nos. 57 and 58 add the words “and electric lamp and sup- 
plies” to the lighting appropriation. The House recedes. 

No. 59 appropriated $12,000 instead of $9,500 for policing the 
barracks and light furniture. The House recedes, with amend- 
ment appropriating $8,400 for policing and $3,600 for light fur- 
niture. 

No. 60 appropriated $3,500 for a children’s school, and the 
House recedes. 

No. 61 appropriated $5,000 for plaster models, etc. 
ate recedes. 

Nos. 62 and 63 are totals and corrected. 

No. 64 gives $2,200 instead of $2,000 for a garbage crematory. 
The House recedes. 

No. 65 is for repainting, $1,000. .The Senate recedes. 

No. 66, to continue forestry improvement, $2,000. The House 
recedes, with amendment that it is for the work and not to con- 
tinue the work. 

No. 67, a total and corrected. 

No. 68 forbids withholding pay from Major Bingham, Quar- 
termaster’s Department. The House recedes. 

No. 69, to permit not over seven Filipinos to receive instruc- 
tion, with the same pay and allowances and emoluments as 
authorized for cadets, but to be eligible only to the Philippine 
Scouts, and to serve therein for eight years. The House re- 
cedes, with amendment reducing the number to four, to be 
designated one for each class. 

No. 70: To permit a cadet from Ecuador. 
cedes. 

No. 71: To issue commissions to retired officers of advanced 
rank in the Army Navy, and Marine Corps. The Senate re- 
cedes, 


relief models. The 


The Sen- 


The House re- 


RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, 
A. B. CAPRON. 

I agreed to this report, except as to the action on Senate 
amendment 69, that provides for the appointment of cadets at 
the Military Academy from the Philippines. 

JAMES L. SLAYDEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second ordered. The 
gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to twenty minutes and 
the gentleman from Texas to twenty minutes. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, we have before us 
the conference report on the appropriation bill for the Military 
Academy at West Point. 

The House appropriated about $820,000. 
that amount to $914,000. We have taken 
of that increase, leaving $845,634.87. 

That reduction is principally in the pay of cadets. The Sen- 
ate added ninety-two cadets, two from each State, which would 
have given one more appointment to each Senator. 
possible—although it is a matter of debate—that the number of 
eadets at West Point should be raised, but that must be a mat- 
ter for future consideration. We believe that if the number is 
raised, opportunity should be given to the young men in the 
Army to be appointed by competitive examination, rather than 
give more patronage in appointment of cadets. But that is for 
the future. 

We have likewise taken off $9,000 in other items, and the 
changes that are made in the bill by the Senate and agreed to 
only remain to be stated. We have added an instructor in 
English and history. It was desired to make him a professor. 
We thought it was important that we should get a good man 
for the new class that comes in in March, to work until June, too 
important to think it worth while to put in a permanent man 
right off the bat. We may rather try our man at $35,000 a year 
as an instructor before adding to the number of professors, 


is 


The Senate ra 
off all 
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but $25,000 
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The same 
hygiene. 

Mr. SCOTT. What is the salary of a full professor? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. 

dollars, besides quite a number of allowances. 
the Army and gets retired pay. 
At the suggestion of the Senate we have given the adjutant 
at the the pay of major. He not only has to take care 
of the ca but there are a great many details connected with 
the Army vice detachment, the cavalry detachment, and the 
artillery ‘iment, and it is more than a regimental post. 

We hi acceded to an increase in the pay of the musicians. 
The band isa special band. We have not raised it anywhere near 
to what is paid the Marine Band here in town, but the pay is 
rather higher than that of the other bands in the United States 
Army, $45, $36, and $30 for the three grades, five or six dollars 
higher than to any ordinary regimental band. 

The Senate has practically acceded to the amendment of the 
House with reference to the Board of Visitors. It was de- 
termined by the conferees that if both of the committees of 
eighteen each should go up to West Point it would make too 
large a visiting board. We have agreed on subcommittees of 
five from the Senate Committee on Military Affairs and seven 
from the House Committee on Military Affairs, who are to 
visit the academy one month before the session or during the 
sessions of Congress, so that we will have real information 
brought back to us from the Point. We have made some little 
changes which are not really additional, in the electric lights. 
There is more provided for electric lights and less for some other 
forms of light and fuel. There is an addition for certain 
at the power plant and less for separate engineers. All 
ids toward economy. We have given something for light 

an addition of some $2,500 in the appropriation, 
is for policing and light furniture, because of the light 
furniture which has to be obtained for the new barracks. 

We have made one or two changes of law germane to the bill. 

We have appropriated $3,500 for the children’s school. It has 

been a matter of debate whether there ought to be a school 
for the children of soldiers, rather than to have them taught 
as is usual in posts, by soldiers detailed for that purpose. On 
the whole, after a long urging in that regard, it has been deter- 
mined that West Point is a different place from a regimental 
post. Old soldiers are kept, and families are encouraged, in- 
stead of being discouraged, and we thought these two or three 
hundred children should have a regular school. 
We have likewise, at the special request of the Secretary of 
War, provided that a certain number of Filipinos may receive 
instruction at the Point. He asked for seven. That number was 
reduced to four, one for each class. It was thought necessary, 
really for the morale of the Philippine Scouts, that there should 
be some education of that sort open to their most deserving men 
at West Point. They are not to become officers of the Regular 
Army, but only officers of the scouts and to engage to serve in 
that capacity for eight years. 

There is one item in the bill which 
House, has no business there, 
jority of the conferees 
it on the bill. Major 
Army, had to consider the acceptance of a steamer originally 
ordered for the Signal Service and afterwards transferred to 
the Quartermaster’s Department for ordinary use. There had 
been a penalty clause for any delay in the building of that 
steamer. There were delays which the Quartermaster-General 
thought excused, and he ordered the quartermaster at New 
York, Major Bingham, to accept the steamer and waive the for- 
feitures. The Comptroller has held that Major Bingham had 
no power to waive forfeiture. He would have had to go out 
of the Army, however, if he had disobeyed his superior officer. 
The Comptroller has, however, ordered his pay held up for 
$4,700, and the poor fellow is off in the Philippines. It was 
believed by the majority 
just that he should not be forced to go without pay that they 
have allowed a provision to go on this bill that his pay should not 
be suspended. This does not dispose of the case, but leaves it 
to be determined hereafter by the Committee on Claims or by 
the War Department. The real person responsible, however, if 
anyone, was not Major Bingham, but his superior officer, and 
all the bill says is that the pay shall not be suspended. 

I have to apologize to the House for any item being on this 
bill that ought not to be there, but this is a just item, so just | 
that I was as it were overruled on that matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the statement of the conferees | 
is a correct report of what happened in the sessions of the | 
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The bill, as brought back to the House, 
is immeasurably better than it was as it came from the Senate. 


| but it still has some features I regard as objectionable, although 
Three thousand five hundred | 


I have not carried my objection to the extent of dissenting 
from more than one of them. For example, the increases of 


| pay and increases of expense that characterize every branch of 
| the Government go through this bill as well. 


who is a quartermaster of the | 


| lieve, 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. 


Will the gentleman yield for 
a moment. 


I would ask the gentleman to explain one matter 
which I omitted—that of rations. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will, with pleasure. The gentleman refers 
in that request to the House conferees’ amendment to the Se 
ate amendment No. 2. When the Army pay bill was passed, 
and the compensation of cadets fixed, inadvertently the bil! 
omitted to insert a provision that had been made in a previous 
act, some five or six years ago, that gave to the cadets 
ration commuted at 30 cents a day, by which their annual pay 
was increased $109.50. It was inadvertently dropped when the 
Army pay bill passed, so that instead of increasing the pa, 
of the cadets, as the Congress meant to do, it actually had the 
effect of reducing it $9.50 a year. It was replaced by the Sen 
ate and agreed to by the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I was speaking of the increase of expenses 
which goes on steadily, and which no effort apparently can 
put a stop to, and I was about to call attention to the amend 
ment with reference to the adjutant at the Military Academy. 
Originally, under the law, a second lieutenant discharged t 
duties of that office. 

His pay was increased by $600 a year above that-of his grad 
in the Army. Now a captain is detailed to do the work ani his 
pay is increased $600 a year over his grade in the Army. ‘The 
ilouse may remember that less than thirty days ago the pay of 
a captain was increased $500, and this other increase S00, 
because he has accepted a detail to the Military Academy, makes 
the net increase to him over the pay of his grade in the. Army 
$1,100 a year. That, with allowances, will bring the pay of t! 
captain up to approximately $3,500 a year, if I remember 
rightly. The position of adjutant at the Military Academy 
a desirable one. He has good company, he has excellent qua! 
ters, he has an agreeable climate to live in, and the duties are 
not onerous, and there is not a captain in the United States 
Army, I take it, but who would be happy to have a detail there 
if there was not a cent additional compensation carried with it. 

The change with reference to the Board of Visitors is a 
change of importance and real reform. It sends to the Academy 
gentlemen selected from this House and from the other who 
have to do with the making of the Military Academy bill each 
year. 

They come back and bring to the House information which 
they gather there and do not report it to the President, as hs 
been the custom of the old Board of Visitors, The attendance 
of the Board of Visitors at the Military Academy during th 
festivities attendant upon the close of the session has been 1 
agreeable junket, and nothing else. It has been abolfshed anc 
the cost of the visit reduced, and this Board is required to repo! 
directly to the House and to the Senate. 

A school which the committee has provided for at the Military 
Academy is a proposition that has been persistently urged sin 
I have had the honor of being a Member of the House. ‘To so! 
extent I have been an instrument in preventing the enactni 
of this legislation until this year. My views have been ov: 
ridden and a school has been established at West Point. [| | 
Mr. Chairman, that it will be the beginning of a syst 
of post schools throughout the United States; that the sm 
amount of $3,500 which is appropriated in the Military Ac 


s 


S 


| emy bill is a mere drop in the bucket to that which we 


ultimately have to appropriate for all the other military | 


| throughout the Union. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, that brings me to a consideration of « 
amendment of this bill to which I entertain serious and funds 
I refer to the Senate amendment number 
which provides for Filipino students at the Military Ac: 


69, 


eny. 


I have objected to Senate amendment numbered 69, because 
binds us by yet another tie to the Philippine Islands. Shi 
it become law, four Filipinos will be educated at West Point 
the expense of the people of this country, obligating themse! 
to go back to their far-away islands for eight years’ service 
the Philippine Scouts. 
It is a cheap bribe to the Filipinos and one of a serles « 
efforts to break their loyalty to their own race and to the caus 
| of Philippine independence. It is cunningly designed, too 
nothing is so apt to catch the fancy of a semisavage peop 
the military bauble. 
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But whether allegiance so obtained is to be relied upon is 

iother question. It appears to me not unlikely that we will 
nerely educate certain Philippine youths in the art of war to 
eturn subsequently to their own country and become leaders 

, some of the revolutions, as they will call them, or insurrec- 
tions, as they are styled in our military dispatches. 

I abhor the Philippine connection, and in nine years that have 
ome and gone since that unlucky treaty of Paris was made and 

tified I have never cast a vote that was not in a way a pro- 

st against the union between a white Anglo-Saxon republic 

id the 10,000,000 Malay hybrids who inhabit those islands. 
\nd if I stay here nine or ninety years more, and keep my 

ason, I shall never, directly or indirectly, vote approval of the 

mnection with the Philippine Archipelago. It is an associa- 

m that was conceived in greed, is supported by hypocrisy, 

id will end in disaster. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

We are there over the protests of the rightful owners. We 
there because we were strong enough to take their sover- 
eignty by force. The strong, free American Republic has de- 
spoiled a feeble people who hope to be free. 

In doing that hateful thing we abandoned the landmarks of 
\mericanism and that which made us glorious has been forgot- 
n. That which we hoped would make us richer tempted us to 
| policy that is not only un-American but far from honorable. 

| hope that I would be honest, fair, and generous enough not 
to approve such a course even if it were profitable. 
Philippine venture has not been profitable and, I thank God, 
it is not likely to be. 

We have squandered more hundreds of millions in the ten 
liscordant and fateful years of our occupation of the Philip- 

ne Islands than could be made up from the profits of a cen- 
ury of peaceful possession. The money that it has caused 
is to waste on the Army and Navy was contributed by the 
American taxpayers. If there are any profits, they have all gone 
to the trusts. The people pay, the trusts gain. The taxpayer 
‘s deeper and ever deeper into his pockets, while those who 
toil not in productive industry are petted and paid more and 
more. The man at arms always gets what he asks for. 
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more battle ships. 
pay. 

This amendment to educate four Filipinos at the expense of 
the American people is only important as it indicates a policy. 
I would cheerfully contribute that and more as a gratuity for 
the education of these people if it advanced the day of complete 


| 


| Representatives have 
| Asiatics excluded. 


But our | 


A com- | 
placent Congress rewards those who sneer at statesmen and de- | 
Meanwhile, as I said before, the | 
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to the contrary, they are a point to be defended, and all mili- 


tary men say that they are a most vulnerable point. It is 


| admitted that the Japanese, for example, could take them if 
| they wanted to do so. 


And China, which is arming and drill- 
ing, could, with a few years of training, put enough men on 
the islands to take them in a short time. 

It is these things that make one who speaks with authority 
in tones of thunder tell the people of San Francisco that they 
must open their schools toe foreigners of all ages and races. 
It is these things that make the Congress of the United States 
refuse to enact exclusion laws that are plainly for the benefit 
of the white inhabitants of this country and in the interest of 
Christian civilization. 

But, after all, Mr. Speaker, I may be mistaken in the im- 
pression I have heretofore had that the Pacific coast and 
race prejudices. They may not want 
And I congratulate them upon this broad- 
ened catholicity of spirit; I congratulate them on the fact 
that they now seem ready to join hands with New England and 
welcome to the “land of the free and the home of the brave” 
people in any number and from all parts of the world. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

They talk about the yellow peril and vote for the black death. 
They may some day have cause to regret that a yellow sky in 
the East so absorbs their attention that they can not see a black 
cloud in the South. Perhaps the confusion and inconsistency 
of the Pacific coast may yet furnish the solution of the problem 
of how to meet the demand for labor, The Chinese are said to 
be good workmen and cheap. 

I sincerely hope the House will vote down the report and 
command the conferees to disagree to the Senate amendment 69, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
Jersey has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. How much has the gentleman 
from Texas? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Four minutes. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I yield four minutes to the 
; gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horiipay]. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Speaker, I entirely approve this con- 
ference report, and I congratulate the conferees upon the splen- 
| did showing they have made in the report. The objectionable 
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divorce of the American Republic from the Malay incubus. But 
the effect of the amendment will be just the reverse. It is a 


small thing, but it is another connecting link. No doubt it 
originated in the mind of that excellent gentleman who is 
Secretary of War, who hopes to be President and who is 


Filipino mad. 

Should Mr. Taft become President, the United States Govern- 
ment will be run as a mere annex to the Philippine Commission 
and valued only as a contributor. 

Back here in the last line of seats two Filipinos and one 
Porto Rican now have places. When Mr. Taft shall have done 
full justice to his island friends and procured for them the 
same basis of representation that our people have, there will be 
about forty of them. Colonial row in this Chamber will over- 
flow, and more room than there is now in the “ Cherokee Strip” 


en} 


tt 


Will have to be assigned to the gentlemen from the Philippines. | 
Under his Administration there will be no vexatious constitu- | 


t ” 


ons and “ grandfather” clauses to interfere with the franchise 
in the Philippines, and we may reasonably expect some of those 
dwarfish imps, the Negritos, also some Moros, head hunters, and 
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floor. It will be 


aker, 


a motley and picturesque group, Mr. 


VW 


eg 


show a shade of color that I will, out of politeness, call 


an, African, and Malay. 





e 
} 


t] 










erything in the world but imperiled Caucasian civilization at 
and the integrity of the white race. The hybridization 
it promises must be a gratifying prospect to them. This 
macy between Asiatic islands and continental America 
ms to be very pleasing now to our friends from the Pacific 
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Se 


© question it covers. They rejoice in the possession of the 
ippines, because troop ships with military supplies sail from 
rrancisco and Seattle. But have they thought the question 
to its ultimate meaning? 

he Philippines have not contributed to our wealth. 
not contribute to our defense. 
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Indeed, and very much 


er truly representative people of the islands, to take seats on | 
A composite photograph of the House of the future 

‘ . : 1 | 
nette and features in which will be found a blend of Cau- 


It will be a highly gratifying | 
tacle to some gentlemen on this floor who sympathize with | 


They see a little profit in it now and are blind to the | 


feature in the Senate amendment was the proposition to add 
ninety-two cadets to West Point. 

Mr. Speaker, we do not need any more cadets at West Point. 
I would not like to say from my place in this House that that 
proposition is simply to give some additional patronage, but it 
certainly looks very much like it. We are not increasing our 
Army. We do not expect to increase it, at least in the near 
future, and, besides that, if there is a necessity for more officers 
than we can graduate at the Military Academy I want some- 
thing held out to the enlisted men to stimulate them to fit them- 
selves for command in the Army. 

I do not want the door of hope shut in the faces of the en- 
listed men. I can not agree with the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SLtayDEN] in regard to the admission of four 
Filipinos to the Military Academy. I am not going to discuss 
the Philippine question. The gentleman has his views on it, and 
I have mine. The admission of one boy from the Philippines 
each year is not going to complicate the general question at all. 
I earnestly hope that nobody will vote against this conference 
report on account of the bugaboo of a Philippine complication 
in the future. It is too small a matter to be given serious con- 
sideration. 

In one respect, in my judgment, the bill is better than when 
it left the House. It has provided for teachers for the 250 
children of the common soldiers at West Point, and I heartily 
approve of that. 

Mr. Speaker, as somewhat germane to the question of military 
affairs, I would like to say one other word. I read in the paper 
the other day that a soldier, sober and well behaved, was re- 
fused admission to a public restaurant because of his uniform. 
A few days before I read in another paper that a sailor, a 
decent, well-behaved man, was refused admittance to a place of 
public amusement on account of his uniform. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. In what part of the country did that occur? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I regret to say that I do not recall the 
precise place at this time. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 


think that touches the high-water mark of snobbery in this 
country, 
Mr, SLAYDEN. Was it not in Philadelphia? 
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| 
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HOLLIDAY. I am not certain. 

[ will accept his statement. 
number of instances. 

Mr. Speaker, the uniform 
mark of degradation, and any 
Jive in Amevica. [Applause.] 
it. 


it There have been quite a 
of a soldier or a sailor 
man who thinks it is is unfit 
I do not know that we can help 


can not make people decent by Federal legislation, but we can 
protest it. It may be, Mr. Speaker, that there are 
some extenuating circumstances. It may be that the 
prietors of establishments were unwilling that the dudes 
and degenerates who patronize those places should come in 
contact with real, live men of any description. 
well take notice of these things, 
against this sort of snobbery. 


rr 


against 


those 


to 


and to enter our protests 


time has come when men who call themselves Americans—born 
beneath the Star Spangled Banner—are actually ashamed to as- 
sociate with men who make that banner glorious.- [Applause.] 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have 
eight minutes remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I yield one minute to the 
gentieman from New York [Mr. GourpEen]. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allowed me 
EL can not add much to the discussion of the Military Academy 
bill now under consideration. 


Yes; the gentleman has eight 


There is no desire nor intention on my part to discuss the | 


Philippine question. 
that. 


I regret that I can not agree with my distinguished friend, the 
gentleman from 'Texas, for whose opinions I have great respect. 
The admission of four young men, one in each year’s class, from 
the Philippine Islands, is, in my judgment, a proper and meri- 
torious recognition of these people, who are becoming friends of 
this Republic. Treated kindly and considerately, this feeling of 
confidence and loyalty will rapidly grow and spread until the 
Filipinos become good, creditable American e¢itizens. 

A word or two as to the Commissioners, or Delegates, from 
these islands, as well as the gentleman from Porto Rico: I have 
met personally and socially all these Members a number of 
times and am proud to call them my friends and associates. 
They are bright, educated gentlemen, graduates of leading col- 
leges and universities, and I believe them to be thoroughly 
patriotic men. I wish that the Members of the House knew 
them as a number of us do. There would be no objection to the 
admission of the young men to either the Military or Naval 
Academy. Knowing much of the character, customs, and lives 
of these people, so little understood im this country, and realiz- 
ing the standing, education, dnd patriotism of the gentlemen rep- 
resenting Porto Rico and the Philippines, I am heartily in 
favor of the adeption of the conference report submitted by the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Parkrr] and hope that it 
will prevail. [Applause.] 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Capron], one of the man- 
agers on the part of the House, such part of the time remaining 
as he may desire to use. 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, the result of the conference has 


This is neither the time nor place for 


been so clearly stated by the chairman of the committee that | 


very little remains to say except as to those propositions in 
the conference report which have beer attacked by the gentle- 
man from Texas |Mr. SLAYDEN], and I will just take one mo- 
ment to say that so far from: it being a possibility hereafter that 
there will creep into every post of the United States a proposi- 
tion for a post school, we would all see, if we understood condi- 
tions, that West Point differs from any other pest in the coun- 
try. With over 300 school children, children of the enlisted 
men largely, but of the officers to some extent, with no sur- 
rounding community where these children can attend school, 
there being but the small village of Highland Falls anywhere 
in the vicinity, it is utterly impossible for these children, even 
if they are carried 2} miles to the school, to be properly edu- 
eated outside of the reservation and by the State of New York, 
when no adequate facilities exist for such educational oppor- 
tunities as these children require. 

Now, the schoolhouse is built. Hitherto the school only could 
be carried on by a detail of enlisted men as teachers, and I 
think it will be clear to everyone that it is not a proper way 
to educate children of citizens of the United States, whether 
such citizens wear a uniform or otherwise, 


If the gentleman says 
is not a | 
to | 
I do not know that we are trying to help it, because we | 
pro- | 


I think it is | 


Ever since some of the American parvenues have been buying 
titled ranks for sons-in-law, the tide of snobbery in some parts | 
of this nation has been growing higher and higher, until the 
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Now, for a moment I will address myself to the proposition 
of the admission of four Filipines to the Military Academy in 
order that they may after their education be detailed as ofi- 
cers in the Philippine Scouts. This seems to me to have 
raised in the mind of my friend from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN], 
only, a bogey man, out of which he has constructed here a whole 
strip occupied by an alien race, as he chooses to call it. I de- 
| sire to read the provisions of existing law in regard to the or- 

ganization of the army in the Philippines. 

When, in the opinion of the President, natives of the Philippine 
Islands shall, by their services and character, show fitness for com- 
mand, the President is authorized to make provisional appointments 

| to the grades of second and first lieutenants from such natives, who 
when so appointed, shall have the pay and allowances to be fixed by 
the Secretary of War, not exceeding those of corresponding grades of 
| the Regular Army. 

Just now a Filipino, properly educated—as he must be under 
the existing law, which is not changed by the bill under con- 
sideration—is sent to West Point for what? To educate him 
| more thoroughly, that he may more properly perform the duties 
| of an officer of that army. Why, have we not always claimed 
| that the thing above all others that would raise the Filipino 

people to a proper status for self-government is education? 

Now, with an army at present composed of 4,000 Filipino 

Scouts, possible to be raised under the law to 12,000 in an 

emergency, does anyone claim that we will be overloaded with 

Filipino infiwence if he have one cadet in West Point in each 

class, and who agrees to go back and become an officer in the 

Filipino Scouts for at least eight years subsequently? 

Just think of the possibilities of evil the address of my friend 
from Texas pictures as resulting from this small accession 
given to the education of our Philippine Seouts, to bring them 

| up to a proper status in military duty they are expected to 
perform. [Applause.} I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dawson). 
has two minutes. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
four minutes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I do not care to use any more time myself; 
and if the gentleman from New Jersey is willing, we will have 
a vote, 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, the defense of the Philippines 
is a most diffieult problem. In the absence of a large, mobile 
Army in America and of transports, we shall have to rely for 
land forces chiefly upon the Filipinos themselves, and the edu- 
cation of their leaders at West Point is an important proposition. 
I wish to point out to my colleagues on the Democratic side in 
particular, during the one minute allotted me, that the ability 
to provide for self-defense is an essential part of the capacity 
for self-government. If we would hasten the day when tile 
Filipines could be safely intrusted with the responsibility 0! 
self-government, we must carry forward their education in the 
science and art of self-defense. The most effective way of 
accomplishing this end is to educate their sons at West 
Point. I introduced a bill in the early days of this session 
authorizing the appointment of five Filipines to West Point 
I consider the four allowed by this bill as reasonable. We h 
extended the privileges of our national academy to many for 

| eign countries. We have extended them to the oriental nati 
that may come to conquer the Philippines. The least we « 
do is to extend them to the Filipinos, now committed to our 
charge, for whom we have the gravest responsibility. | 

on my Democratic colleagues to support this measure as | 

in direct line with the policies of our party. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I reserved 
minute ef my time in order that I might say that if my fri 
on the other side believe the Filipinos capable of self-cov 
ment there should be no question in dispute. At any rate t 
is no question that the Filipinos have shown themselves | 
otie, that they make good officers, that the men who | 
come here as Delegates and the men who served in the PI 
pine Scouts love the United States, that they are doing | 
duty by the land that is trying to protect them, and that the 
portunity we give them: to take a course in the Military a 
emy at West Point has been more than earned by the mei \\ 
have served the United States so faithfully in the is 
[ Applause. ] 

I call for a vote. a 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time has expired, and = 

question is om suspending the rules and adopting the conferen™ 
| report. 


The gentleman 


I reserve that. 
The gentleman from Texas has 


I yield one minute to the 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. On that I demand the yeas and na 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that there is not a 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently a quorum is not pres- 

it. The Doorkeeper will close the doors; the Sergeant-at-Arms 

ill notify absent Members; as many as are in favor of sus- 
pending the rules and adopting the conference report will, as 
their names are called, answer “ yea;” as many as are opposed 
vill answer “nay;” those present and not voting will answer 
‘present; and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 172, nays 67, 
iuswered “ present’ 17, not voting 131, as follows: 


ys. 


? 


(Acheson Durey Howland Norris 

dair Edwards, Ky. Hubbard, W. Va. Nye 
\lexander, Mo. Ellis, Oreg. Hughes, N. J. O'Connell 
\shbrook Englebright Jones, Wash. Olcott 
Larchfeld Esch Kahn Olmsted 
Barclay Fairchild Keifer Padgett 
hartholdt Fassett Kennedy, Iowa Parker, N. J. 
Bates Floyd Kennedy, Ohio Parker, S. Dak. 
Beale, Pa. Focht Kipp Payne 
Lede Fordney Knapp Pearre 
Bennet, N. ¥. Foss Kiistermann Pollard 
Bonynge Foster, Ill. Lafean Porter 
Looher Foster, Ind, Landis Prince 
Boyd Foulkrod Langley Pujo 
Bradley Fowler Laning tainey 
Brodhead French Lawrence Reeder 
Burleigh Gaines, W. Va. Lenahan Robinson 
Calder Gill Lindbergh Rodenberg 
Calderhead Gillett Lindsay Rothermel 
Campbell Goulden Littlefield Russell, Mo. 
Capron Graft Lloyd Scott 
Carter Graham Longworth Sherman 
Cary Granger Loudenslager Smith, Cal. 
Caulfield Hackney Lowden Smith, lowa 
Chaney Hale McCreary Snapp 
Chapman Hall McDermott Steenerson 
Cockran Hamill McGavin Sterling 
Cocks, N. ¥. Hamilton, Iowa McGuire Stevens, Minn. 
Cole Hamilton, Mich. McKinlay, Cal. Sturgiss 
Cook, Colo. Hammond McKinley, Ill. Sulloway 
Cooper, Pa, Haskins McKinney Sulzer 
Coudrey Haugen McLachlan, Cal. Taylor, Ohio 
Crumpacker Hawley McLaughlin, Mich. Thistlewood 
Currier Hayes Madison Tou Velle 
Dalzell Henry, Conn, Malby Volstead 
Darragh Hepburn Mondell Waldo 
Davis, Minn, Higgins Moon, Tenn, Wanger 
Dawson Hill, Conn, Moore, Pa. Washburn 
De Armond Hinshaw Morse Weems 
Denby Hobson Murdock Wheeler 
Diekema Holliday nee Wilson, Pa. 
Douglas Howell, N. J. Needham Wood 
Draper Howell, Utah Nelson Woodyard 

NAYS—67. 

Adamson Crawford Heflin Page 

Aiken Davenport Helm Patterson 
Beall, Tex. Denver Henry, Tex, Randell, Tex. 
Bell, Ga, Ellerbe Hitchcock Rhinock 
Bowers Favrot Houston Richardson 
Broussard Ferris Hull, Tenn. Rucker 
surgess Finley James, Ollie M. Russell, Tex. 
Burleson Fulton Johnson, Ky. Sabath 
Burnett Garner Jones, Va, Sherley 
Byrd Garrett Keliher Slayden 
Candler Gillespie Kimball Spight 
Carlin Glass Lee Thomas, N. C, 
Clark, Mo. Godwin McLain Underwood 
Clayton Hackett Macon Watkins 
Cooper, Tex. Hamlin Maynard . Webb 

Cox, Ind, Hardy Moore, Tex. Williams 
Craig — Hay Nicholls 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—17. 

Boutell Dwight Lever Small 
Butler Flcod Madden Talbott 
Cousins Haggott Rauch 

Dixon Humphreys, Miss. Sheppard 

Driscoll Lamb Sims 

NOT VOTING—131. 

Alexander, N. Y. Cravens Harding Legare 
Allen Cushman Hardwick Lewis 

Ames Davey, La. Harrison Lilley 
Andrus Davidson Hill, Miss. Livingston 
Ansberry Dawes Howard Lorimer 
Anthony Dunwell Hubbard, Iowa Loud 
Bannon Edwards, Ga. Huff Lovering 
Bartlett, Ga. Ellis, Mo. Hughes, W.Va. McCall 
Bartlett, Nev. Fitzgerald Hull, lowa McHenry 
Bennett, Ky. Fornes Humphrey, Wash. McMillan 
Bingham Foster, Vt. Jackson MecMorran 
Birdsall Fuller James, Addison D. Mann 
Brantley Gaines, Tenn. Jenkins Marshall 

B whiow Gardner, Mass. Johnson, 8. C. Miller 
Bromm Gardner, Mich. Kinkaid Moon, Pa. 
B ndidge Gardner, N. J. © Kitchin, Claude Mouser 
Burke Gilhams Kitchin, Wm. W. Mudd 

B ton, Del. Goebel Knopf Overstreet 
Burton, Ohio Goldfogle Knowland Parsons 
Caldwell Gordon Lamar, Fla. Perkins 
Clark, Fla. Greene Lamar, Mo. Peters 
Conner Gregg Lassiter Pou 

Cook, Pa. Griggs Law Powers 
Cooper, Wis, Gronna Leake Pratt 


YEAS- 


172. 


| Shackleford 
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Pray Sherwood Stanley Watson 
Ransdell, La. Slemp Stephens, Tex. Weeks 
Reid Smith, Mich. Tawney Weisse 
Reynolds Smith, Mo. Taylor, Ala. Wiley 
Riordan Smith, Tex. Thomas, Ohio Willett 
Roberts Southwick Tirrell Wilson, Ill 
Ryan Sparkman Townsend Wolf 
Saunders Sperry Vreeland Young 


So the conference report was agreed to. 


The 


For the session: 


Mr. 


Mr. Bovutetzt with Mr. Griaas. 
Mr. ButLer with Mr. Bartiert of Georgia. 
Mr. WaAtTsoN with Mr. SHEPPARD, 


Mr. 
Unti 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Until Wednesday morning: 


Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
The 
The 
openec 


Mr. 
agree 


to have read. 


The 


Ordered, That general leave to print be granted Members from the 
adoption of this order until five days after the adjournment of the 
present session of Congress. 










































Stafford Wallace 


Clerk announced the following pairs: 


SHERMAN with Mr. RrorDAan. 


Cousins with Mr. Froop. 

| further notice: 

DwiGcut with Mr. Harrison, 

MANN with Mr. Srs. 

LANDIS with Mr. Drxon. 

Movuser with Mr. SHERWwoop. 

BrowNitow with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

FULLER with Mr. ANSBERRY. 

TOWNSEND with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

KNopr with Mr. WEISSE. 

ALLEN with Mr. LEVER. 

Mupp with Mr. TALsBorrt. 

DUNWELL with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 

BirRDSALL with Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. 

HarpinG with Mr. PErTers. 

Powers with Mr. PRatr. 

BINGHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

MADDEN with Mr. Harpwick. 

Haceort with Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, 
VREELAND with Mr. Wo rr. 

Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. WALLACE, - 
TAWNEY with Mr. WILEY. 

SOUTHWICK with Mr. WILLETT. 

Smitu of Michigan with Mr. STANLEY. 

SLEMP with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Roserts with Mr. Smita of Texas, 

REYNOLDs with Mr. SAUNDERS, 

OVERSTREET with Mr. RYAN, 

Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rerp. 

MILLerR with Mr. RaNspett of Louisiana, 
McMorran with Mr. McHENrRy. 

McMILLAN with Mr. Lewis. 

LORIMER with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi. 
LAW with Mr. LEGARE. 

KNOWLAND with Mr. LEAKE. 

Hueues of West Virginia with Mr. CLAuDE KITCHIN, 
Hutt of Iowa with Mr. Hitt of Mississippi. 

Hvurr with Mr. Howarp. 

Hupsarp with Mr. Greaa. 

GRONNA wth Mr. GorRDON. 

GoEBEL with Mr. Gartnes of Tennessee, 

GILHAMS with Mr. ForNeEs. 

GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. FirrzGzRA.p, 
Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 

DriscoLt with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
DAVIDSON with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 

Burton of Ohio with Mr. CRAVENS, 

BurRKE with Mr. Crark of Florida, 

BANNON with Mr. CALDWELL. 
ANpDruUsS with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
ALEXANDER Of New York with Mr. 
the balance of the session: 
JENKINS with Mr. LAMs. 
CONNER with Mr. JoHNnson of South Carolina, 
DaAwWEs with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 


3ARTLETT Of Nevada. 


Loup with Mr. GoLpFoGLe. 
this day: 
NELSON with Mr. RorHERMEL. 
LOVERING with Mr. Stepuens of Texas. 
result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The doors will be 
1, 

GENERAL LEAVE TO PRINT. 
PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
to the following order, which I send to the desk and ask 


Clerk read as follows: 



































GOSS 


| 

' 

SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is ordered. The | 

gentleman from New York is entitled to twenty minutes and 
the gentleman from Mississippi to twenty minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, at all times it 

a bad policy to encumber the Recorp with speeches unde- 

livered upon the floor, especially when the speeches do not go 

out with any notice to the people that they were not delivered 

here. They are, without that notice, a sort of deception of the | 

people of the United States. If there had been no sharp parti- 


The 


is 


san clash between the two parties this year I would still have | 
s I did successfully in the Fifty-eighth Congress, to | 
I believe that what purports to | 


objected, ¢ 
a resolution of this description. 
have be 
in the 
reply. 


n said upon this floor ought to be said upon this floor, 
presence of one’s colleagues, with an opportunity for 
I believe that especially the habit of printing after Con- 
gress has adjourned and printing whatsoever one may evolve 
out of one’s inner consciousness, without any opportunity of 


reply at all, especially upon the eve of an election, printing any- | 


thing or everything, is peculiarly an advantage for an unscrupu- 
lous man as it is peculiarly unfair to the honest man, because 


the latter will publish only what he knows or believes to be | 


exactly true. This is a reward, therefore, to men who are un- 
scrupulous, who are dishonest of statement, who are careless 
and reckless of what they are willing to say. Mr. Speaker, I 
understand, of course, why this is offered by the leader of the 
majority at this particular time. 

‘The majority party has pretty nearly gone into commission. 
It has organized commissions to consider nearly everything. It 
has abdicated its legislative functions. It has delegated to 
commissions of one sort or another many, and it is going to 
delegate to more commissions a great many more, public ques- 
tions of every description. It has spent unparalleled sums of 
money belonging to the people, a great deal of it wastefully. It 
requires very much explanation. It would be cheaper and bet- 
ter for it to be made by a few selected men to whom there 
would be no opportunity of reply, whose remarks in the Recorp 
will not be seen by any Democrat, will be printed after ad- 
journment, so that a reply can not be made in such a way as 
that the reply could be, like the observations themselves, 
franked to the country. The Republican party, as I said a 
moment ago, has appointed so many commissions that it had 
better appoint just one more. In Great Britain when a king 
goes crazy—and I am not saying that the Republican party is 
a king, only that it is here in Congress crazy—the great seal is 
put into commission for some time. After you get through with 
the currency commission and all the other commissions you have 
appointed, too numerous for me to remember at this moment, 
it would be very well for you to appoint one more commission 
and call it a commission upon Republican defense, and Repub- 
lican defense through the Recorp after the House has adjourned, 
with no opportunity to reply to it, [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] * 

You have had your day in court just as much as we have had. 
There have been more of you than there have been of us. You 
are at least of equal ability with us—or you claim to be, and 
we will discourteously deny it. The only disadvantage that you 
have had is that you have had a bad, weak cause, or many bad, 
weak causes. You haye been doing nothing, and you are going 
now to try to defend the policy of doing nothing. You have 
proudly, even vauntingly, asserted that you were “ responsible 
for commissions and omissions of legislation.” You will have 
some degree of explanation to make concerning your “ commis- 
sions,” and you will have a great deal of explanation to make 
concerning your “omissions.” Of course you will undertake 
to say that one reason why you have not done a great many 
things the country demands and things which your President 
has demanded and things which Democracy has joined in de- 
ianding, was because the Democracy by demanding them, so 
far as it had the parliamentary power to demand and cry out 
aloud for them, had “ prevented you” from doing them. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that in ordinary fairness, in 
ordinary honesty, if there were no sharp party clash, this sort 
of resolution ought not to pass this House. I say that one 
reason why the House of Representatives has sunk so low is 
this: Its CoNGrREssIONAL Recorp has become so bulky that 
nobody reads it. The people of the United States get their 
information of what occurs from the press, and the press tries 
to be accurate, but it necessarily can not do it. The press, 
of course, can not be full in its reports. 

The reason why the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp is so bulky that 
nobody can keep up with it is because what goes into it is not 
what is said upon this floor, In an ordinary Congress 50 per 
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cent of what goes into the Concresstonat Recorp are things 
never said upon the floor—put in there under leave to print 
upon particular bills, under general leave to print, and under 
I say that this resolution, if carried, is 


sentatives alone, but to the American people. To introduce a 
resolution to allow men to shove into the CoNGRESSIONAL Rec- 


| oRD what they please for five days after Congress has ad- 


journed, without any opportunity for anybody to read it and 
reply to it with equal frankable privilege is disingenuous, if 
not worse, and I hope that this resolution will not pass. [Ap- 
plause on Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have but a few words to say. 
It has been the custom of the House always toward the close 
of the session to grant by unanimous consent general leave to 
print for a period of from five to ten days. That has been al- 
most a universal custom, and the gentleman while he has been 
here has assented to it by not making objection. It is more 
imperative that this resolution pass at this session of Congress 
because of the three or four weeks of time wasted—it is not 
necessary to say any longer how or by whom—in the House 
during the past two months, If that time could have been 
utilized in general intelligent debate, perhaps there would have 
been no necessity for this resolution at this time, but it was 
used otherwise. The gentleman talks about this side making 
apologies. Great heavens! If this side needs any apology, how 
much more do gentlemen on that side—and at their head the 
gentleman from Mississippi—need time to make apologies for 
the useless waste of the time of this House. [Applause on the 
tepublican side.] 

We allow them to print. They have the same liberty we have. 
They have the same opportunity we have. They can put in 
speeches that can never be answered, as speeches may be put in 
by this side if gentlemen take the full time that is allowed; but 
this is simply doing what has ordinarily been done when we 
have had no useless waste by roll calls in former sessions of 
the House, and I say there is much more necessity and much 
more reason for it now than there has ever been for it before 
in my service in the House. 

I reserve the balance of my time; I do not expect to use it, 
{Cries of “ Vote!’’] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HaAMLiIn] four minutes. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, in the face of the record, I am 
surprised to hear the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
talk about our having consumed useless time, when this record 
shows this Congress met on the 2d day of December and ad- 
journed for the holidays on the 21st, and was only actually in 
session eleven hours and eight minutes, and every single motion 
to adjourn during that time was made by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne]. [Applause on the Democratic side.| 
If to exercise our constitutional right of having a roll-call vote 
is a useless waste of time, then certainly our forefathers who 
prepared the Constitution and the people who adopted it must 
have made a very grievous mistake. I am opposed to this reso- 
lution for the reason that I believe that nothing should appear 
in this Recokp that is not actually said upon this floor. If the 
purpose is to give to the Republican party of this House an 
opportunity to explain its misfeasance or shortcomings, it cer- 
tainly would require not five days, but would require until the 
meeting of the next Congress for them to attempt to make a 
sufficient explanation, if, indeed, they ever could do so. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York more than 
one time, in a grandiloquent manner, on this floor, announced 
that the Republican party would be responsible for the legisi« 
tion in this House. We are willing to grant to them tha 
responsibility, and if perchance, by accident, there has been 
some good legislation enacted, we will not envy them the modi- 
cum of praise to which they would be entitled for that accident, 
but it is a conceded fact that there has been appropriated this 
session, or will be when we adjourn, a round one billion of dol- 
lars. Wecan not comprehend how much that is. We are so ac 
customed to talking of millions and billions that we fail to 
comprehend the magnitude of these appropriations. This morn- 
ing I concluded to try to put it in a little different form ' 
order that we might have some little comprehension of the 
magnitude of the amount of money that has been appropriated 
by this Congress, and in doing that I called up the Treasury 
Department over the phone and asked them to give me th 
number of twenty-dollar gold pieces that is required to weigh 
one pound. I figured this out on a gold basis out of considera: 
tion for the feelings of my Republican friends, as they _— 
everything figured on a gold basis. I was told, after the) 
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said they would have to weigh it, and they did weigh it, that 
thirteen twenty-dollar gold pieces weighed 154 ounces avoir- 
duy Figuring on that basis, in round numbers 1,300 twenty- 
dollar pieces weigh 100 pounds. Twenty-six thousand pieces 
would weigh 2,000 pounds, or 1 ton, and figuring 27,000 pieces 
to make up the odd fraction of ounces would be 1 ton of twenty- 
dollar gold pieces. Twenty-seven thousand twenty-dollar gold 
pieces, or 1 ton, would be equivalent to $540,000. 

One billion dollars, the total amount of this appropriation, 
divided by $540,000, or the 1 ton, makes the stupendous amount 
of 1,851 tons of gold appropriated by this Congress at this one 
session. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

rhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Taking the average wagonload as 1 ton, it 
wauld take 1,851 wagons to haul it, and if you put a ton of 
gold in each wagon and string them out, touching each other, 
allowing 7 yards to the wagon and team, they would stretch 
oyer an approximate distance of 74 miles. 

Let us figure it in a different way. The average freight 
carload is 20 tons. Therefore, loading 20 tons in a ear, it 
would require 924 freight cars to haul it, which would be 
equal to nearly five train loads of gold. If you were to try 
to carry it off on your backs and each man carry 150 pounds, 

would require the services of 24,063 men to carry it. By 
consulting the Congressional Directory I see that there were 
“2 S04 votes cast for the Speaker of this House at the last 
clection. It would therefore require every man who voted for 
tlhe Speaker of this House at the last election, each carrying 
150 pounds, to carry off the amount of money in gold appro- 
priated by this Congress, and it would then require the addi- 
tional services of 1,285 Democrats to help them carry it away. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the face of this record it occurs to 
me that you would require about ten years to explain your 
record, much Jess five days, and I am opposed to the resolution. 

\ir. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PaYNe] wish to consume his time? 

Mr. PAYNE. There will not be more than one speech on this 
side, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
m Arkansas [Mr. Rorrnson]. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this reselu 
tion for two reasons. In the first place, the habit of printing 
in the Recorp is a despicable one. ‘There can be no justification 
for a Member of Congress, after this House has adjourned, in- 
serting remarks in the Recorp. He either lacks the intelligence 
or the courage to make them upon the floor of this House, where 
there is an opportunity for a reply to them. I wonder if the 
people of the United States know how much “stuff” is printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp under general leave to print? 

Here on the eve of an adjournment of Congress we find the 
floor leader of the Republican party asking leave to print in the 
Recor for five or ten days after Congress shall have adjourned. 
What does it mean? It means that debate in the House of 
tepresentatives, once the greatest forum of debate in the world, 
has degraded into a competition between essayists. Why does he 
not say “ for the next five days,” as suggested by the gentleman 
rom Mississippi [Mr. Witt1amMs] to me? 

Then there is another reason why I am opposed to this reso- 
lution. It is too indefinite. It does not tell us when the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BartHotpt], the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, will withdraw 
from his pocket the general buildings bill and permit the 
American Congress to adjourn. We are served with notice 
through the press, published in the city this morning, that the 
gentleman from Missouri has informed the Speaker of the 
House that Congress shall not adjourn until a currency bill is 
passed. And you gentlemen are “ between the devil and the 
deep blue sea.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] You know 
that the people of the United States, to whom you have pledged 
currency legislation, are expecting you to act, and you can not 
come to an agreement, and now you are insulting the House of 
Representatives by characterizing a great bill as a “ pork bar- 
rel,” in which you think we are so much interested that we will 
submit to any sort of imposition. I resent the insinuation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I now yield one minute to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sraypen]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I hope after this bill has passed 
it will be immediately followed by a bill to insure the publicity 
of campaign contributions. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 


vis. 


fi 


And if it is at the head of those contributors, as the first, at 
least in this campaign, will be the American taxpayer, opposite 
whose name will be set the amount of postage to be saved and 
the amount in dollars and cents of the valuable contribution 
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which the majority is compelling him to-day to put up for their 


campaign. [Applause on the Democratic side.|] The American 
taxpayer will be held up in this matter in a way, Mr. Speaker, 
which will make the little incident referred to by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson], in which is described the man- 
ner that the Speaker of the House has been held up by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BartrnoLtpr], appear a pleasant 
exchange of courtesies. The taxpayer can not help himself. 
The Republican majority controls the situation and they will 
seize the public money for their political gain. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose 
Every word printed in the Con- 


GRESSIONAL Recorp should be delivered on the floor of this 
House. The gentleman from New York |[Mr. PAYNE] spoke 


about “ apologies” that it might be necessary for Democrats to 
print in the Recorp. Let me say to him and to the country that 
the Democrats have no apologies to make to the country or to 
the other side for our conduct during this session of Congress, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I suppose it is permissible now to discuss some of the ques- 
tions sought to be discussed the other day when the point of 
order was made, for the first time during the session, that I 
must adhere strictly to the subject-matter before the House. 

Mr. Speaker, on last Saturday we were told that word was 
passed around over the House that we were to adjourn that 
night; but all of a sudden a halt came, the powers that be in this 
House or the powers that be somewhere decreed that adjourn- 
ment should not take place on Saturday night. And why, Mr. 
Speaker? The country will want to know why; and if the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] can not explain it, the 
people will know the reason. 

There are other questions this Congress ought to have con- 
sidered; there are other matters just as meritorious that should 
have commanded the attention of your side and prevented an 
adjournment until they are passed. We say to the Republicans 
and to the country, if you are ready to follow Mr. Roosevelt, 
if you will follow your candidate, Mr. Taft, or whoever he may 
be, if you will heed the sentiment of the country and give to the 
people of this Republic not class legislation, but legitimate, 
meritorious legislation, restricting the powers of the Federal 
judges in regard to issuing injunctions and preventing the 
abuse of their prerogatives, the Democratic party will remain 
here with you as long as it is necessary to bring about such re- 
sult. [Applause.] 

But, gentlemen, you vill hold up adjournment for the pur- 
pose of answering the demands of Wall street and special in- 
terests, and from some other directions, but when it comes to 
pass a simple proposition of restricting the powers of Federal 
judges, you refuse to respond to a just sentiment. You had 
three caucuses of your side and adjourned by a very close mar- 
gin, but you fail and can not explain to the country why you 
have not passed a reasonable and just anti-injunction law. 
Talk about apologizing! You must and shall apologize to the 
country for not answering their demands. You will have to 
apologize, Mr. Speaker, for not permitting consideration of an 
anti-injunction measure during this session of Congress. [Ap- 
plause.}] I say to you now in all good faith, Take up the ques- 
tion of anti-injunction legislation and we will vote for a sane, 
meritorious measure, whether it be one introduced by myself or 
some other gentleman, whether it be the one introduced by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNe], which is meaningless, 

We challenge you to consider bills introduced by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. TowNsEND], the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. PEearrRe], the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ropren- 
BERG], Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, and other gentlemen on your 
side of the House. Let me say to you, Mr. Speaker, enough 
Republicans have introduced bills on the injunction question, 
who, if they would assert their rights and stand up with us 
here, could prevent adjournment until a fair and appropriate 
measure is given the whole country regardless of 
[Applause. ] 

If you mean what you say, if you are in good faith, let us 
take action. Tell the Speaker and the powers that be if you 
hold up this Congress to pass emergency currency legislation 
you shall remain here till you do sometliing to curb the power 
of Federal judges. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman used up all his time? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has been consumed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be a matter of 
cruelty to adjourn without allowing the Democratic party to 
tell the country why they all turned their backs on the Bryan- 
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Williams financial bill. [Laughter and applause on the Re- 
publican side.]| Every man on that side of the Chamber ought 
to get busy from this time on until five days after adjournment 
in order to furnish some excuse to the country for going back 
on that measure that was heralded here as a party measure, 
backed with the indorsement of the “Peerless Leader,” the 
next Democratic candidate for the Presidency, and the indorse- 
ment, too, of the leader of the minority. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question’? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Texas seems to have an 
idea that the newspaper reporters fix the day of adjournment 
for Congress. I want to assure him that whenever a day 
is fixed, it will be fixed by a concurrent resolution of the 
House and Senate; and if he will possess his soul in patience, 
when the majority of the House get ready to adjourn, they 
will adjourn without turning to and consulting the files of 
the newspapers as to the proper day. What the gentleman 
from Missouri has said illustrates the value of this resolution. 
If, instead of consuming valuable time of the House, he had 
embalmed that composition of his in a general leave to print 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recerp and let Congress go on and 
transact its business it would have been fully as well, fully as 
proper, and accomplished the very purpose it would had it been 
read to the House. Every movement they make shows the 
propriety of passing this resolution. 

I am informed that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. W11- 
SON] has had a computation made of the speeches made from 
December 19 to January 7, and the amount of space used in 
the CONGRESSIONAL Record by Members of the two parties. In 
that time the Democrats used in printed speeches in the Rrecorp 
1894 columns, and the Republicans during the same time only 
88 columns. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 

Why, this is simply eloquent in showing which side of the 
House feels the necessity of apologizing to the people of the 
country for its actions here. That was before they commenced 
this idiotic policy of trying to block legislation by invoking the 
Constitution and wearing out the clerks with ceaseless, useless, 
foolish roll calls. [Applause.] 

I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor the resolution will say 
“aye,” those opposed “ no.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 118, nays 111, 


I can not yield. 





James, Ollie M. 
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Smith, Mo. 


Johnson, Ky. Moon, Tenn, Rauch Spight 
Jones, Va. Moore, ‘Tex, Rhinock Stanley 
Keliher Murphy Richardson Stevens, Minn. 
Kipp Nicholls Riordan Sulzer 
Lee Norris Robinson Thomas, N. C, 
Lindsay O'Connell Rucker Tou Velle 
Lloyd Padgett Russell, Mo, Watkins 
McDermott Page Sabath Webb 
McHenry Patterson Sherley Williams 
Macon Pujo Slayden Wilson, Pa. 
Madison Rainey Small 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—19. 
Adair Cousins Madden Russell, Tex, 
Ansberry Flood Nelson Sheppard 
Brundidge ... Haggott Pou Sims 
Butler Humphreys, Miss. Reynolds Talbott 
Cooper, Wis. Lever Rothermel 
NOT VOTING—139, 

Alexander, N. Y. Fornes Lamar, Mo. Ransdell, La. 
Allen Foster, Vt. Lamb Reid 

Ames Fuller Langley Roberts - 
Bannon Gaines, Tenn. Lassiter Ryan 
Barclay Gardner, Mass. Lawrence Saunders 
Bartlett, Ga. Gardner, Mich, Leake Shackleford 
Bartlett, Nev. Goebel Legare Sherman 
Seale, Pa. Goldfogle Lenahan Sherwood 
Bennet, N. Y. Graff Lewis Slem 
Sennett, Ky. Gregg Lilley Smith, Iowa 
Bingham Griggs Lindbergh Smith, Mich. 
Birdsall Gronna Littlefield Smith, Tex. 
Boyd Hamill Livingston Snapp 
Bradley Harding Lorimer Southwick 
Brownlow Hardwick Loud Sparkman 
Brumm Harrison Lovering Sperry 
Burke Henry, Conn. McCall Stafford 
Burton, Del. Hepburn McKinlay, Cal. Stephens, Tex. 
Burton, Ohio Hill, Miss. McLain Sulloway 
Caldwell Holliday McMorran Taylor, Ala. 
Cary Hubbard, Iowa Mann Thomas, Ohio 
Clark, Fla. Hughes, W. Va. Marshall Tirrell 
Conner Hull, lowa Miller ‘Townsend 
Cook, Pa. Jackson Mondell Underwood 
Cravens James, Addison D. Moon, Pa, Vreeland 
Darragh Jenkins Morse Wallace 
Davey, La. Johnson, 8. C. Mouser Washburn 
Dawes Jones, Wash. Mudd Watson 
Douglas Kimball Parker, N. J, Weeks 
Dunwell Kinkaid Perkins Weisse 
Edwards, Ga. Kitchin, Claude Peters Wiley 
Ellerbe Kitchin, Wm. W. Porter Willett 
Englebright Knopf Powers Wolf 

Esch Knowland Pratt Young 
Fitzgerald Lamar, Fla. Pray 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the session: 


Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr, Fornes. 


Until further notice: 
Mr. Brapiey with Mr. EvLLerse. 





answered “ present” 19, not voting 139, as follows: 


YEAS—118. 
Acheson Durey Howell, Utah Nve 
Andrus Dwight Howland Oleott 
Anthony Edwards, Ky. Hubbard, W. Va. Olmsted 


Barchfeld 
Bartholdi 


Ellis, Oreg. 
Fairchild 


Huff 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Overstreet 
Parker, 8. Dak. 


Bates lassett « Kahn Parsons 
Boutell Focht Keifer Payne 
Kturleigh Fordney Kennedy, Iowa Pearre 
Calder loss Kennedy, Ohio Pollard 
Calderhead Foster, Ind, Knapp Prince 
Campbell loulkrod Kiistermann Reeder 
Capron Fowler Lafean Rodenberg 
Caulfield French Landis Scott 
Chaney Gaines, W. Va. Laning Smith, Cal. 
Chapman Gardner, N. J. Law Steenerson 
Cocks, N. Y. Gilhams Longworth Sterling 
Cole Gillett Loudenslager Sturgiss 
Cook, Colo. Graham Lowden Tawney 
Cooper, Pa. Greene McCreary Taylor, Ohio 
Coudrey Hale McGavin Thistlewood 
Crumpacker Hall McGuire Volstead 
Cushman Hamilton, Mich. McKinley, Ill. Waldo 
Dalze}! Haskins McKinney Wanger 


Davidson 


Hiaugen 


McLachlan, Cal. 


Weems 


Davis, Minn. Hawley McLaughlin, Mich.Wheeler 
Dawson Iiayes MeMillan Wilson, Ill. 
Denby Higgins Malby Wood 
Diekema Hill, Conn, Moore, Pa. Woodyard 
Draper Hinshaw Murdock 
Driscoll Howell, N. J. Needham 
NAYS—111. 

Adamson Byrd Ellis, Mo, Hackett 
Aiken Candler Favrot Hackney 
Alexander, Mo. Carlin Ferris Hamilton, Iowa 
Ashbrook Carter Finley Hamlin 
Beall, Tex. Clark, Mo. Floyd Hammond 
ede Clayton Foster, TL. Hardy 
Bell, Ga. Cockran Fulton Ilay 
Bonynge Cooper, Tex. Garner Heflin 
Booher Cox, Ind. Garrett Helm 
Rowers Craig Gill lienry, Tex. 
Brantley Crawford Gillespie Hitchcock 
Brodhead Currier Glass Hobson 
Broussard Davenport Godwin Houston 
Burgess De Armond Gordon Howard 
Burleson Denver Goulden Hughes, N. J. 

Dixon Granger Hull, Tenn. 


Burnett 


Mr. Burton of Delaware with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. Dovetas with Mr. HAmIr1. 

Mr. Grarr with Mr, KimMBALL, 

Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr, McLAtn, 

Mr. SHerMAN with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

For the day: 

Mr. Cary with Mr. Russetzi of Texas, 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to answer 
* present.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman giving at 
tention when his name should have been called, and did he fai! 
to hear it? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I was not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman does not bring 
himself within the rule. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
Howe. ]- 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the vote being very close, ! 
ask a recapitulation of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that that is dilatory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has been the uniform practice in cases 
of that kind to have a recapitulation. It was had when there 
was a difference of eleven the other day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair having announced 
the result of the vote, the gentleman's request comes too late. a 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know how I could have made | 
before the vote was announced. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 21875. An act making appropriations for the support ol 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, 
and for other purposes, 

















1908. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 

erk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 6190) 
authorizing a resurvey of certain townships in the State of 
Wyoming, disagreed to by the House of Representatives; had 

rreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Npr- 
son, Mr. Crark of Wyoming, and Mr, McLAuRIN as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 6163) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell and 
dispose of the surplus unallotted agricultural lands 
Spokane Indian Reservation, Wash., and for other purposes. 
GRANTING RIGHT OF 


WAY TO SALT LAKE CITY AND ACROSS PLATTS- 


BURG BARRACKS, 


Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules, discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union from further consideration of the bill (S. 6200) 
granting certain rights of way and providing for certain ex- 
changes of property, and pass the same as amended, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to Salt Lake 
a municipal corporation organized and existing under the laws of 


Be 
City, 


of the | 








the State of Utah, a perpetual easement and right of way for the 
operation, maintenance, repair, and renewal of the conduit and pipe | 
as now constructed over and upon the Fort Douglas Military 


Reservation in said State, the same being connected with the water 


supply system of the said city ; and also for the construction, operation, 
maintenance, repair, and renewal of all valve houses which may be 
deemed necessary in connection with said pipe line: Provided, That 


the said conduit and pipe line must be at all times maintained entirely 
below the surface of the ground; that the ground mest be at all times 
kept in such condition as will enable troops to pass over the same 
without hindrance; that no fences shall be constructed to prevent the 
passage of troops, and that all work done upon the reservation in pur- 
suance of this grant shall be to the satisfaction of the post commander 
and under such regulations as he may prescribe in the interest of good 
order and discipline, and that in case of the removal of the conduit 
or pipe line or any of the valve houses the ground shall be restored 
by the grantee to its original condition. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and empowered, upon the release to the United States by the Delaware 
and Hudson Company, or its subsidiary companies, of all rights of 
way and other easements of said company and of its subsidiary com- 
panies within the limits of the military reservation of Plattsburg 
Barracks, at Plattsburg, in the county of Clinton and State of New 
York, as said reservation existed prior to January 1, 1890, to convey 
to said Delaware and Hudson Company, its successors and assigns, for 
the operation and maintenance of its railway, a right of way 100 feet 
wide through said military reservation, together with a right of way 
66 feet wide along the north end of the reservation, and the right to 
occupy and use about 2 acres in the northeast corner of the same, 
within limits described in and shown upon a blueprint attached to a 
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that certain lands owned. by the Government of the United 
States, in the county of Clinton, N. Y., known as “ Plattsburg 
Barracks,” may be exchanged for certain other lands with the 
Hudson River Railroad Company. The bill, which now ap- 
pears as section 2 of the pending measure, was drawn by the 
Secretary of War, and I have received it from the Secretary 
of War. The company now owns three or four rights of way 


| over Plattsburg Barracks, and it is designed on the part of the 


United States Government to have the railroad company ex- 
change their lands for a single right of way. The bill itself 


is approved and drawn by the Secretary of War, from whom 
I received it, for the purpose of introduction, it being satis- 
factory both to the Government and to the railway company. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to this bill, but 
I do not want to say that I am in favor of it simply because 
the Secretary of War happens to be. This was carefully pre- 
pared by the Committee on Military Affairs, and I think there 
is no reason why it should not be passed. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Harpy]. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, during this session of Congress I 
have not made any remarks that might be deemed political or 
partisan, so far as I can remember, but I wish to call the atten- 
tion of this House and of the country to some things. For the 
last month or more I have watched the game of politics at close 
range. I have seen the majority play tactics to avoid issues 
and raise false issues to hide real ones. The country may not 
understand it, but I want them to. During this whole term the 
minority has not been allowed to even make a motion unless it 
had first been submitted to the Speaker and he had decided that 
it involved no issue on which he and his party did not wish to 
go on record. They have insolently told us repeatedly they 
would pass just such legislation and all the legislation they 
wanted to and no other, but for the last two weeks they have 


| whined and excused all of their shortcomings by charging up 


memorandum of agreement made between said company and the United | 


States represented by Maj. J. 


States Army, in October, 
tract in the northeast corner of the reservation, which 
be used for the storage of cars, engines, etc., the right of way herein 
authorized to be granted shall be used for main and passing track 
purposes only, and not for the storage of cars, engines, etc., thereon; 
and that the occupation and use of any land within the reservation 
shall be subject to such restrictions as the Secretary of War may pre- 
scTipe 
comme good order ‘and discipline on said military reservation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Utah is 
entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Virginia to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, the first section of this 
bill grants to Salt Lake City a permanent easement and right 
of way over the Fort Douglas Military Reservation for its pipe 
line and conduit in connection with its water system. This part 
of its water system has been constructed and is now in opera- 
tion by virtue of a revocable license obtained from the War 
Department. The city in disposing of its water bonds has 
encountered an objection to these bonds because of the im- 
perfect and temporary character of its right of way over this 
reservation. This legislation is therefore necessary to more 
fully safeguard the rights of the city and to remove the ques- 
tion raised regarding the value of its water bonds. The bill 
has been drawn according to the suggestions of the War De- 


G. Galbraith. Inspector-General United 


acre 


1906: Provided, That except as to the said | 
may | 


»rotect the interests of the United States and for the main- | 


partment, and meets with the entire approval of the officers of | 
the fort, and is unanimously reported from the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. The amendment proposed is S. 6200, also 
favorably reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
ofered as an amendment to this bill for the purpose of econo- 
mizing the time of the House. I now yield five minutes to the 
sentieman from New York [Mr.. Masry]. 

Mr. MALBY, Mr. Speaker, section 2 


a 





their failure to do business to the roll calls demanded by the 
Democrats on this side. Now, I want to call attention to the 
fact that the roll call began on April 2, and yet this Congress 
had been in session for some four months, and up to that time 
no bill of general interest or importance had passed this House. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] What excuse is the roll 
call to them for the four months they wasted the people’s time, 
and I charge here now that this House has done more since the 
tactics of the minority forced them to constant attention to 
business than it did in all the time prior to that. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

I charge further that that excuse is a pretense and a fraud, 
for when they were forced by public opinion to bring some 
measure before this House—as the one in behalf of publicity of 
campaign contributions—they throttled that measure purposely 
by putting around its neck an amendment known as the “ Crum- 
packer bill,” which would cause the Democrats to oppose the 
measure. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They did that 
purposely with the hope that though it passed the House it 
would be talked to death—as it will be—on the floor of the 
Senate. They will then with unblushing hypocrisy tell the coun- 
try they wanted and voted for a publicity bill; but they have 
made sure that they will go before the country with the oppor- 
tunity to go into the pork barrel—not of public buildings—but 
of grafting interests, whose secret contributions they still seek 
and desire, and will have. [Renewed applause on’ the Demo- 
eratic side.} They have played so that they can have one more 
turn—one more election, at which they can milk the interests 
who come to them for support. Now, every time they are chal- 
lenged they say “ Oh, you called the roll.” When they are chal- 
lenged for what they do they say “ You called the roll;” and 
when they are challenged for what they do not do they say “ You 
called the roll,” and we did not have time to do anything else. 
Oh, yes, you have had no time; we have called the roll. You 
could not pass a plain publicity bill; you had no time. We called 
the roll. You couldn't even allow a vote on a dozen other meas- 
ures which the people wanted; you did not havetime. We called 
the roll. You could bring in your rules; you could seek to force 
through this House in the closing hours—as you always do—a 
ship subsidy of some three millions a year under the guise of 
improving the mails, and an infamous steal for railroads by a 
scheme to weigh the mails every year, when the Government’s 
contract price for carrying the mails is based on weighing once 
at the begitining of every four-year period, knowing that that 
different method of weighing would give to the railroads annu- 
ally some four millions more under their contract. 

By these things you show your colors. You have invited the 


of this bill provides | support of railroad interests and of subsidized interests and of 
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all specially favered interests, and you refuse to pass the wnil 
uine publicity bill, so that you may once more “fry fat” for 
one more corrupt campaign. You can find the time to do all 
that is demanded by the corporate and protected greed; you 
can even seek to strip your own railway commission bill of last | 
session of its efficiency by giving no funds to enforce its most 
vital section, and you would have done so but for the Demo- 
cratic votes on this side, aided by some few on that side, who 
stood by us nobly. Ok, yes; you have ample time to show your 
colors, but when the people ask righteous laws you can not find 
time—JouNn WILLIAMS Calls the roll, 

Mr. Speaker, I fancy to-day that when the last trump shall 
sound and old Gabriel shall have blown his horn and these 
gentlemen on the other side march up to the gates of the New 
Jerusalem and St. Peter says to them, “ Why have you done 
those things you ought not to have done and left undone those 
things which you ought to have done?” their answer will be, 
“JouN SuarPp WILLIAMS called the roll, and we could not do 
anything else.” [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] My 
friends, we Democrats will march through the gates, and when 
we get inside we will call the roll once more, and, thank God, 
you will not be there to answer. [Loud applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. | 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEF.LIin}. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not oppose the pending 
bill. I suppose that it should become a law, but I want simply 
to call the attention of the country again to the fact that we | 
can consume thirts minutes here to grant a right of way to 
certain corporations running pipe lines and enact laws for 
them, but we can not get one minute’s time for the farmers of 





. — 





this country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The Farm- 
ers’ Union of this country wants the legislation that is 


embodied in my bill. The Southern Cotton Association stands 
for it to a man. ‘The president of the Farmers’ National Con- 
gress has indorsed it, apd he told me that “ Uncle Jor” told 
him that legislation along this line should be had during this 
session. I want to notify you gentlemen now that it has not 
been done. You have failed and refused to grant this legisla- 
tion, and I ask you to-day, Why do you deny the farmers the | 
protection that my bill gives to them? 

It simply says that clerks and other officers in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, or any other Department, shall not sell in- 
formation obtained about crop statistics. You refuse to give 
them this law that would safeguard the Department of Agricul- 
ture. You leave the matter open to the cotton gamblers of New 
York and New Orleans, to the grain gamblers of New York and | 
Chicago, to speculate upon the crop that is now being grown, | 
and you leave the matter of selling statistics open to them. 
They will contribute to your campaign fund this fall. I mean | 
these stock gamblers and cotton gamblers and grain gamblers. | 
I want to say to you that you have deceived the public for | 
twelve years. You have been in power in every branch of the 
Government. You have had the House, you have had the Sen- 
ate, you have had the President, and you have shut your eyes 
to the rights and interests of the people. You have done noth- 
ing for the common good, but you have humbly obeyed your 
tariff masters. You have walked under the lash of the trust 
kings of this country, and upon their demand you have wrung 
tribute money Im a thousand ways from the common masses 
of the people, but judgment day is near at hand, and you are 
not prepared. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, you say the minority leader has been killing time. I | 
deny it. You killed time for two long months. You did noth- | 
ing until the minority leader said, “‘ We are going to force you 
to do something; we will demand a roll call unless you bring 
in certain legislation.” With a large majority on'that side, you 
are now saying to the public: ““ We wanted to accomplish some- 
thing, but the minority leader would not let us.” Not long ago | 
your floor leader [Mr. Payne] said: “We are responsible for | 
everything; we who are in the majority are responsible for | 
what we do and what we do not do.” Now, I will remind him | 
that last Congress you said the Republican party produced 
prosperity and that the Democratic party produced panics. I 
want to tell you that you have now a full-grown panie on your 
hands, and yet the Republican party is in power in the House, 
in the Senate, and in the White House. What are you going to 
tell the people now? Who produced this panic? Who made 
possible the army of the unemployed now crying for work and 
for bread? You could have passed my bill in the time I have 
occupied this morning. In the name of the farmers of this 
country I ask you to grant me one minute in which to pass this 
bill. Of course you will not do it. You are going to obey your 
masters, as you have done all these years. 
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From hat crown to shoe sole you belong to the trust kings 
and tariff barons of this country. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] If the average individual, Mr. Speaker, could be coy- 
fronted with his tariff tax in a lump sum, he would be.as muc} 
astonished as was Moses when he beheld the burning bush. This 
tax has grown until it is simply enormous, and the masses aye 
beginning to realize that high protettion is highway robbery. 
We are about to adjourn this and what have you dou: 
te take the robber fingers of ta rens out of the ptrse of 
the people? You have talked about ereating a tariff commission 
te investigate tariff schedules. You know, as I know, that you 
do not mean to revise the tariff. - 

You know that this tariff commission is a miserable aubter- 
fuge. You are hard pressed and you realize that you must 
fool the people with something on the tariff. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman his 
expired. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I would like three minutes more. 

Mr. HAYES. I yield to the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. HEFLIN. They want to appoint a commission, Mr. 
Speaker, to sit during the recess, to call in the tariff barons 
and ask them, “ Shall we revise up or down? We hed to do 
something. This is a makeshift, and you all understand it. 
The public was clamoring, and we had to do something to ap- 
pease it, and this little commission is all that we would do. 
We want you to come across and contribute to our campaign 
fund as you have done heretofore.” That is what you expect 
to do, and nothing more. 

I want to say another thing, Mr. Speaker. 


You can not 
deceive the people any more. 


What objection have you to pass- 


| ing a bill here that will prevent cotton gamblers from specu- 


lating in cotton? 

What objection have you to preventing grain gamblers from 
speculating in grain, and tossing the price up and down at 
will, and robbing the great army of producers in this country’ 
It is simply because you have been so long intrenched in power 
that you have lost respect and regard for the masses. You 
have shown your disregard for the plain people. But this, 
Mr. Speaker, is the year when they are going to be restored to 
their own. Following the leadership of that matchless Deno- 
in his efforts to enforce the laws of 
justice, has never yet lowered his arm, victory awaits us, 
and Bryan will be President. [Applause on Democratic side.]| 
We are going to drive you from place and power this fall. | A)) 
plause on Democratic side.} You do not know just what you 
are up against—even in yeur own party. You do not know 
whether Mr. Taft will be your nominee, or that queer politician 
who sits in the White House now. It would not surprise me 
to see something like this in the papers just after your con- 
vention at Chicago: 

“Mr. Roosevelt was sleeping soundly. A message came at 
1 o'clock at night, and when the great man was informed that 
he had been nominated, the tears streamed down his face, «0d 
fer the first time in seven years the great man wept. When 
able to control his grief he exclaimed, ‘This is the call of my 
country, and, Taft or no Taft, I must obey.” [Applause on 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. Kann]. : 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to explain s0! 
of the provisions of the bill. The city of Salt Lake is about ‘0 
inaugurate a new water supply. Its citizens have voted bonds 
for half a million of dollars. They find some difficulty in disj« 
ing of the bonds by reason of the fact that it is held they ha 
no perpetual right to go over the Fort Douglas Military Res 
vation. This bill will give them that right. ; 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote, unics 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] desires to consul 
some time. 

Mr. HAY. 
more time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the rules and passing the bill. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. " 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I make the point o 
order that there is no quorum present. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. [A!\ 
counting.} One hundred and ten gentlemen present; ho! | 
quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors; the Sergean 
at-Arms will bring in absentees. As many as are in favor °' 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill will, as their 
names are called, answer “yea,” those opposed will answer 
“nay,” those present and not voting will answer “ present, 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 


Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to consupie « 


The questio# is on suspend')- 
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The question was taken, and there were—yeas 214, 
answered “ present” 18, not voting 152, as follows: 
YEAS—214. 
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nays 3, 





Adair Driscoll Howell, Utah Page 
Adamson Durey Howland Parker, N. J. 
Aiken Edwards, Ky. Hubbard, W. Va. Parker, S. Dak. 
Alexander, Mo, Ellerbe Huff Parsons 
Andrus Ellis, Oreg. Hughes, N. J. Patterson 
Anthony Englebright Hull, Tenn. Payne 
Ashbrook Ferris Humphrey, Wash. Pearre 
Barchfeld Finley James, Ollie M. Pollard 
Barclay Fitzgerald Johnson, Ky. Porter 
Bartholdt Floyd Jones, Wash, Pray 
Beale, Pa. Focht Kahn Prince 
Beall, Tex, Fordney Keifer Rainey 
Bede Foss Keliher Randell, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. Foster, Ill. Kennedy, Iowa Rauch 
Bonynge Foster, Ind. Kennedy, Ohio Rhinock 
Looher Foulkrod Kimbali Richardson 
Bowers Fowler Knapp Riordan 
Bradley French Lafean Roberts 
Bri intley Fulton Landis Robinson 
Brodhead Gardner, N. J. Langley Rodenberg 
i irgess Garner Laning Rothermel 
Burleigh Garrett Law Russell, Mo. 
Burleson Gilhams Lenahan Scott 
Bu irnett Gillett Lindbergh Sherley 
Burton, Del. Glass Lindsay Sherman 
hurton, Ohio Godwin Littlefield Slayden 
By rd Gordon Lloyd Smith, Cal. 
Calder Goulden Longworth Smith, lowa 
Ca deshand Graff Loudenslager Smith, Mich, 
Campbell Graham Lowden Smitb, Mo. 
Candler Granger McCall Snapp 
Caulfield Greene McCreary Spight 
Chaney Hackney McGuire Steenerson 
Chapman Hale McHenry Sterling 
Clark, Mo. Hall McKinley, Ill. Stevens, Minn. 
Clayton Hamilton, lowa McLachlan,Cal. Sturgiss 
Cockran Hamilton, Mich. McMillan Sulzer 
Cole Hamlin Macon Tawney 
Cooper, Pa. Hammond Malby Thomas, N. C, 
Cooper, Tex. Haskins Maynard Tirrell 
( oudrey Haugen Miller Tou Velle 
Craig Hawley Moon, Tenn, Underwood 
( rumpacker Hay Moore, Pa. Volstead 
Currier Hayes Moore, Tex. Waldo 
Cushman Heflin Morse Wanger 
Dalzell Helm Murdock Weems 
Darragh Henry, Conn, Murphy Wheeler 
Davidson Hepburn Needham Williams 
Davis, Minn, Hinshaw Nelson Wilson, Ill. 
Dawson Hitchcock Nicholls Wilson, Pa, 
Denby Hobson Nye Wood 
Diekema Holliday O'Connell Woodyard 
Dixon Houston Olmsted 
Draper Howell, N. J. Padgett 
NAYS—3. 
x, Ind, Henry, Tex. Jones, Va. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—18. 
Ansberry Cousins Lever Sims 
Bennet, N. Y¥. De Armond McDermott Talbott 
Boutell Flood Pou Watkins 
Butler Haggott Sabath 
Cooper, Wis. Humphreys, Miss. Sheppard 
NOT VOTING—152. 
Acheson Esch Kitchin, Wm. W. Pratt 
Alexs wae N.Y. Fairchild Knopf Pujo 
Alle Fassett Knowland Ransdell, La, 
Ames Favrot Kiistermann Reeder 
Bannon Fornes Lamar, Fla. Reid 
Bartlett, Ga. Foster, Vt. Lamar, Mo, Reynolds 
Bartlett, Nev. Fuller Lamb Rucker 
Bates Gaines, Tenn. Lassiter Russell, Tex. 
Bennett, Ky. Gaines, W. Va. Lawrence Ryan 
Bingham Gardner, Mass. Leake Saunders 
Birdsall Gardner, Mich. Lee Shackleford 
Boyd Gill Legare Sherwood 
Broussard Gillespie Lewis Slemp 
Brownlow Goebel Lilley Small 
Brumm Goldfogle Livingston Smith, Tex. 
Brundidge Gregg Lorimer Southwick 
Burke Griggs Loud Sparkman 
Caldwell Gronna Lovering Sperry 
Capron Hackett McGavin Stafford 
Carlin Hamill McKinlay, Cal. Stanley 
Carter Harding McKinney Stephens, Tex. 
Cary Hardwick McLain Sulloway 
Clark, Fla. Hardy McLaughlin, Mich.Taylor, Ala. 
Cocks, N. ¥. Harrison MeMorran Taylor, Ohio 
Conner Higgins Madden Thistlewood 
Cook, Colo. Hill, Conn. Madison Thomas, Ohio 
{ ook, Pa, Hill, Miss. Mann Townsend 
Cravens Howard Marshall Vreeland 
Crawford Hubbard, Iowa Mondell Wallace 
Da venpeet Hughes, W. Va. Moon, Pa. Washburn 
Davey, La. Hull, lowa Mouser Watson 
I aw es Jackson Mudd Webb 
Denver James, Addison D. Norris Weeks 
Douglas Jenkins Oleott Weisse 
Dunwell Johnson, 8. C. Overstreet Wiley 
Dwight — Perkins Willett 
Edwards, Ga. Peters Wolf 
Ellis, Mo. Kipenin, Claude Powers Young 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Bates with Mr. Carin. 
Mr, Capron with Mr. CarTER, 


XLII——438 








6993 





Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


McLAUGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. Crawrorp, 
Cocks of New York with Mr. Davenport, 
DovuetaAs with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
Dwicnrt with Mr. DENVER. 


Mr. Exuis of Missouri with Mr. Favror, 
Mr. Escnun with Mr. Grr. 

Mr. FatrRcHILD with Mr. GILLespIE, 
Mr. Fassett with Mr. Hackert. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN with Mr. Harpy. 
Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. Harrison, 
Mr. McKinney with Mr. Kripp. 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Puso. 

Mr. Norris with Mr. Lee. 

Mr. Otcotr with Mr. Rucker. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. SMALL. 
Mr. ReyNoips with Mr. McDermorr. 
Mr. SuLLowAy with Mr. STan.ey. 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. Wess. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Pottarp). On this ques- 
tion the yeas are 214, the nays are 3, present 1S—a quorum, 
The Doorkeeper will open the doors; the motion is agreed to, 
the rules are suspended, and the bill is passed. 


REFUND OF STAMP TAXES, 


Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
21129 and that the bill do pass, with an amendment, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from [Illinois 
moves to suspend the rules, discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union from the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 21129, and that the bill do pass 
as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 21129) to provide for refunding stamp taxes paid under 
the act of June 13, 1898, upon foreign bills of exchange drawn be- 
tween July 1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against the value of products 
or merchandise actually exported to foreign countries, and authoriz- 
ing rebate of duties on anthracite coal imported into the United 


States from October 6, 1902, to January 15, 1903, and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted, ete., 
hereby, 
ury not 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
otherwise appropriated, to the persons or corporations who 
have, prior to July 1, 1904, duly presented their respective claims there 
for, the sums paid for documentary stamps used on foreign bills of 
exchange drawn between July 1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against the 
value of products or merchandise actually exported to foreign coun 
tries, such stamps representing taxes which were illegally assessed and 
collected, said refund to be made whether said stamp taxes were paid 
under protest or duress or not. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to make full rebate of all duties imposed by law on 
anthracite coal imported into any port of the United States from foreign 
countries from October 6, 1902, to January 15, 1905, and to repay all 
money paid as duties upon anthracite coal at any port of the United 
States to the person, persons, or corporations who paid the same upon 
anthracite coal imported from the 6th day of October, 1902, to January 
15, 1903: Provided, That the person or persons so to be paid shall 
produce satisfactory proof to the Secretary of the Treasury that they 
were not reimbursed for said tariffs in the sales to the consumer. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. GRANGER, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules a second is 
ordered. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bourget] is en- 
titled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. GRANGER] is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill, H. R. 21129, was 
unanimously reported by the Ways and Means Committee; its 


passage is also recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


It involves in the neighborhood of $50,000. It is for the repay- 
ment of stamp taxes paid under the Spanish war tax law upon 
foreign bills of exchange drawn against foreign exports. This 


was in the nature of a tax on exports under the ( 
and therefore unconstitutional. 

The amendment offered is a bill, H. R. 11325, which I have 
consented to offer as an amendment to this bill at the request 
of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Tatrorr] simply in 
order to save time. This bill, in which the gentleman from 
Maryland is interested, is also recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and reported from the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarr]. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman per- 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman be 
willing to accept as an amendment to that bill an amendment 
that would refund the tax that was unconstitutionally collected 
on cotton immediately after the war? 


Constitution, 
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hat propositic 


would b 


m has not been reported to 
» irrelevant at this time. We 


of Mississ 
as I 


ippi. They are both against 
understand it, and I would ask 
the gentleman would not object to that, 
dment to the bill. 
e gentleman” objects. I reserve the 
Mr. Speaker, in 
e any objection to a return 
lected; but to that bill has been added 
which is a bill authorizing a rebate on the duties 
hracite coal, and an entirely different matter. 
Speaker, the facts of the case, as to H. R. 11325 
In 1902 the anthracite coal strike created a coal 
country by October was in a state of panic 
looked for on every side and naturally attention 
awn to the duty on coal, placed upon it for the sole bene- 
the rich coal barons of Pennsylvania. 
The shoe began to pinch, and a demand was loudly made for 
the repeal of the duty on coal. The Republican party be- 
came alarmed and attempted to give relief, but not by a repeal 
f the duty, which could have been effected by a special session 
of Co! but through an Executive order from the Admin- 
iticn. The Secretary of the Treasury issued what was 
tically an order in the form of a letter, under 
sctober 6, 1902, in which he states: 
that 


demanding a second, it 


1d the 


} 
‘f was 
To 
was al 


fit of 


©) 
gress, 
istr 


’ ic 
; 


quite a 
an portion of this 
t) e Department desires 


Re ps rts indicate large quantity of coal 

t f a should arrive at the port of New 

every facility afforded for its prompt 

ery. So far as may be, give consignments of coal the preference 

everything else and solve all reasonable doubts for the present 
r of the coal importer. 


was addressed to the collector of customs of New 
k City and copies were sent to other ports throughout the 
“OUnTry. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that was taken by the custom-house offi- 
cers of this country at all the ports, with the exception of Bos- 


ton 


fay 
This le tter 
I 


0 


It was taken to mean that an act of Congress was temporarily 

mled by an Executive order. The result was that coal 
admitted free; 
whether 


SiS 


1S] 
was 
it came within the law or not, 
the two ports, Boston and Baltimore, 
lected. There they were acting entirely within the law in 
so doing. The coal was taken and analyzed and found 
dutiable under the Dingley law. The duties in some instances 
wére paid, in other instances they were not paid, and suits 
are now pending to recover them; and now they come here and 
ask Congress to place 
Administration in suspending an act of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, hard cases make bad laws. The cases were 
hard, I admit, but I believe that the law is bad, and I hold that 
the passage of this bill wil 
T 


o 
acing 


of legfslativ® powers. 
day in danger of cons 
tration to encroach upon the rights of the Congress. 
that this act on the part of the Executive should meet the em- 
phatie disapproval of Congress. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. PEArRe]. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, 
statement of the proposition contained in this bill is the strong- 
est argument that could be made in favor of its passage. The 


I believe that this country 


fact of the matter is, a concise statement of any proposition is | 


frequently the 
r. 


Now, 


strongest argument that can be made in its 


Mr. Speaker, 


It will be remembered by the Speaker and the Members of this 
House that in 1902 there was a great strike in the 
( » United States—in Pennsylvania. That gave 
line, particularly with reference to anthracite 


7 
i 
regions of the 
to a coal fam 


retary of the Treasury, anticipating that there would 


e importation of anthracite coal, and, indeed, when 

icipation had been verified by the fact, sent to the col- 

lector of customs at New York City a letter, which has been 
read by ntleman from Rhode Island [Mr. GraNncEr] in his 
time. That letter is not in the nature of an Executive order, 


the ge 


can | 
his time bills reported by a committee and on | 
: | but 


| the coal barons were suffering, nameiy, 


of the stamp | 


date of 


| barons of Pennsylvania? 
is being im- | 


that no attempt was made to find out | 
with the exception of | 
where the duties were col- | 


| for 


to be | 


its seal of approval upon an act of the | 


| on the 1 
| this bill is to refund the money that was paid in the meantime 


it seems to me a very simple | 


when we strip this matter of all partisan- | 
ship, when we remove from it any kind of prejudice that may 
have arisen in connection with it, the proposition is simply this: | 


anthracite | phy Senator Lopar every night during that campaign, and I do not 





nor does it indicate in the most remote fashion any usurpation 
of the legislative power of the Congress of the United States. 
On the contrary, it does not lay down any hard and fast rule, 
it simply advises, under the peculiar circumstances they 
existing, from which the people of the United States and not 
the lack of sufficient 
coal for the ordinary purposes of life, to keep the warmth in 
the bodies of the people who were accustomed to use anthra- 
cite coal, this letter was written, and it 3s simply a line of ad 


| vice to the customs officers or the collector of customs of the 


port of New York, where large parts of this coal were coming 
in, to construe liberally for a certain length of time the tariff 
laws of the United States as they applied to anthracite coal, 

order that all difficulty and obstacle to the rapid importation 


| of anthracite coal and its transportation to the people who were 
| suffering from the need of it, 
| possible. 


should be obviated as far 


Now, 
ter, 


Mr. Speaker, if you will recur to the words of this let 
it will be apparent that there was no attempt to dictate, but 


AL 


simply a suggestion of advice, the words being that— 


The Department desires every facility for its prompt delivery. 

Is that the usurpation of legislative.authority? Is that Exec- 
utive usurpation? Then the other lines upon which the 
man bases his argument, the other words in this letter, are as 
follows: 

Solve all reasonable doubts for the present in favor of the coal im- 
porters. 

For what purpose? 


gzenutie- 


For the purpose of enriching the coal 
By no means; but for the purpose 
of meeting the demand and cry of the people of the United 
States who were suffering for the want of coal, that every { 
cility should be furnished to enable them to get anthracite 

to put into their stoves and to use for other purposes. Why 
Mr. Speaker, so strong was that demand that subsequent): 
when the Congress of the United States met, there being a re- 
cess when this letter was written, Congress passed an act 
pending for a time the operation of the tariff as it related to 
anthracite coal, so as for that time to add to the facility, the 


ee ; ‘ | ease with which anthracite coal could be gotten into the stoves 
and Baltimore, to mean the suspension of an act of Congress. | 


| of the shivering and suffering 
| were in distress because of the dearth of coal, which arose from 


people of the United States who 


the fact of a strike in the anthracite coal regions of Pennsy!- 
om 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not see that there is any violation 
Executive discretion in that matter at all, and I want to corr 
just a moment the statement made by the gentleman fr 
Rhode Island to the effect that Baltimore and Boston w« 
ports into which this coal was admitted. If the secabeineiars will 
refer to the letter of Lawrence O. Murray, Assistant Secretar) 
addressed to Hon. JosepH V. Grarr, Member of Congress, fr 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, dated Washingt 
February 14, 1905, the gentleman will see that Mr. Murray said: 


I have just received a telegram from the collector of custo! 


| Baltimore stating that there was no dutiable anthracite coal im 
create a dangerous precedent by | 


the approval of the Congress upon an Administration | 
act which was nothing more or less than Executive usurpation | 
stands to- | 
tant attempts on the part of the Adminis- | 
I believe | 


1902, Therefore the figu 


at that port from July 1 to September 30, 3 
Baltimore actually cover the period from October 1, 1902, | 


given for 
January 15, 1903. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this was merely the exercise of a wise 
discretion in order to add to the facility with which coal could 
be gotten into the hands of the people, and as that letter was 
construed by certain collectors of customs of the United States 
in a liberal way, no duty was charged at certain ports, and t! 
5th of January the act was passed and the purpose ( 


under an improper construction of the letter. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, the question as to whether 
this was an Executive order is easily answered by the fact t! 
at all these ports they suddenly ceased to make any attempt to 
collect the duties on coal, but I have an interesting bit of e\ 
dence which I should like to read to the House, and that 
evidence of Mr. Hamlin, of Boston, before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, in which he says: 


And our honored Senator, Henry Canor Lopes, in the heat of a li 
campaign then going on, made a speech about every night, in whic 
think he asked the question, “Who admitted coal free of duty?” A 
he answered the question himself, “Mr. Shaw, the Republican 5 
tary of the Treasury.” I think that question was asked and answ 


there was anybody in all New England that did not thank the Re} 
can party for what it had done with respect to coal. 
Mr. Speaker, that shows exactly what my point has been. I 
am in favor of free coal. S 
I would vote for free coal and I have voted for free coal in 
the committee, and I would gladly vote for free coal on oe 
fioor of this House, and so would every Member on this sice 


| of the House, but when the shoe pinches I do object to havins 
| the Republican Administration come in and by its own order 
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disregard an act of Congress, for which the Republican party 
is responsible, and then claim the thanks of the country at 
large for having relieved the country and given it free coal. 
What they should have done at that time would have been to 
call Congress together and let Congress act. There is no evi- 
dence that the tax was illegal. On the contrary, the tax was 
perfectly legal. This coal was taken and analyzed. The state- 
ment as to the analysis of the coal given by the coal dealers in 
Boston was proved not to be correct. It was believed by them 
to be correct, but it was found it was not correct, and that the 
duty was absolutely due upon the coal. 

Mr. SULZER. As I understand it, this bill pays back to 
certain people taxes which the Government collected. 


Mr. GRANGER. Which the Government had a right to 
collect. 
Mr. SULZER, Why should the Government pay back the 


taxes? 

Mr. GRANGER. Because in other ports they did not collect 
them is the only reason given; but if I bring goods in at one 
port—I have had some experience this winter—I have been 
informed by the Treasury Department that I had no right to 
complain because in another port they had admitted those same 
goods free of duty. 

Mr. SULZER,. And this is a bill of special favoritism, is it 
not? 

Mr. GRANGER. Yes; I think it is. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
HiTrcucock]. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this appears to me to be an 
attempt to unite two vicious bills in the hope that the union of the 
friends of both bills will be sufficient to force them through this 
House. Each bill provides for a rebate or repayment of taxes 
which have been legally collected. The one is a tariff tax upon 
coal levied legally several years ago, and the only excuse given 
for rebating this tax is that the Treasury Department had is- 
sued an ambiguous order which certain customs officers at cer- 
tain other ports interpreted to be a suspension of an act of Con- 
gress levying a tariff on coal. Mr. Speaker, we all know that 
there was no such emergency at that time as would have war- 
ranted the President of the United States, even if he had the 
power, in suspending the tariff laws. Congress was to meet in 
December, and this duty was collected in the month of October. 
If there had been any great emergency the President had ihe 
power to call an extra session in advance of the regular session 
for the purpose of legally changing the tariff to fit the emer- 
gency. The President took no such action, and even now, upon 
the floor of the House, the apologists for this bill deny that the 
President intended or that the Secretary of the Treasury dared 
to attempt to suspend an act of Congress. The most that is 
claimed for this order is that the customs officers at certain 
ports so interpreted it, and because they interpreted it illegally 
at those ports it is argued that the rebate should now be made 
at all other ports. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another reason which I think should 
be taken into account in defeating this bill. We all know that 
the coal trade of the United States is practically in the hands 
of a monopoly, not only the mining and the wholesaling of coal, 
but that monopoly dominates the retail trade, especially here 
in the East. The coal strike embarrassed the dealers and the 
trust and no doubt made it difficult to fulfill contracts, but 
that is no reason why the tariff laws should have been sus- 
pended in any port, and this House ought not to give its in- 
dorsement of such an illegal proceeding. 

There is no traffic in this country more completely under the 
control and domination of a menopoly than the coal trade. If 
when the coal strike came on and the famine in coal began, 
the coal trust through its agents sought, for the purpose of 
carrying out its contracts, to suspend the tariff, this House 
should not now, at this time, assist it in doing so by authorizing 
a refunding of money legally collected from those merchants 
who imported the coal at that time. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I will. 

Mr. PEARRE. Does the gentleman contend that the con- 
struction put upon this letter by the various custom-house offi- 
cials, collectors of customs, etc., throughout the ports of the 
United States was legal? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is immaterial. I understood the 
gentleman from Maryland to say it was not a legal interpreta- 
tion, and if it was not a legal interpretation then those officers 
went outside of the law, and certainly the others should not be 
compelled to do so. If it was legal then it was a usurpation of 
Executive power by the Secretary of the Treasury such as has 
cccurred more than once in this Administration. 
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But what is the gentleman’s opinion as to 


Mr. PEARRE. 
its legality? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It makes no difference. 

Mr. PEARRE. The gentleman has no opinion. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not care which interpretation is 
accepted. If it was an Executive order suspending the law it 
was usurpation of power. If it was intended to be ambiguous 
and to deceive the customs officers it was a trap, and worse than 
a bold usurpation. It is almost impossible, by reading the order, 
to tell whether it directed the officers at those ports to violate 
the law, or whether it merely opened the door for them to do 
so. In either case this House should not indorse and approve 


| the act. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
from Nebraska has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, the letters of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the reports of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee are ample and complete reply to the merits of the argu- 
ment made by the gentleman from Nebraska. He, however, 
made one statement to which I must reply. I regret exceed- 
ingly he could make such a reflection as he has done upon his 
colleague, Mr. Ta.sotrr, of Maryland, when he said that this 
was an attempt to combine two vicious measures. My answer 
to that is, I am perfectly willing at this moment to have the 
union of these measures severed. I agreed, at Mr. Ta.sort’s 
request, taking the amendment from his own hand, to add in 
his amendment to my bill, to which there has been no objection, 
because the gentleman from Maryland was called away to 
Baltimore. 

Mr. PEARRE. That is right, and he asked—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I hope the gentleman will not put me in 
the attitude of failing to object to the measure of the gentleman 
from Illinois, for I think it is fully as vicious as the other, both 
of them referring to the coal trade. Time only failed to give 
me any opportunity of criticising the measure of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I pilsce the gentleman from Nebraska in no 
attitude other than the one in which he placed himself in say- 
ing this was an effort to unite two vicious measures in order 
to secure a vote. As far as union is concerned, I put on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland to my Dill, to 
which there was no objection in the committee or on the floor, 
simply at the request of the gentleman from the other side to 
avoid two roll calls. Does the gentleman from Rhode Island 
desire to consume any more time? 

Mr. GRANGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SuLzer]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a measure of special 
favoritism and does not appeal to me. I am opposed to it. I 
am in favor of putting coal on the free list. There is where 
this essential commodity belongs. The friends of the consumer 
will all vote to take the tax off coal; and if the Republicans will 
bring in a bill to put this necessary of life on the free list, we 
will all applaud them and pass the bill by a practically unani- 
mous decision. 

Mr. PEARRE, 

Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. PEARRE, 
of the miner? 

Mr. SULZER. Indeed I am. In fact, the coal miner has no 
better friend in all this land than myself. 

Mr. PEARRE, And therefore you would put coal on the free 
list? 

Mr. SULZER. Of course, and every miner who understands 
the question is in favor of it. 

Mr. PEARRE. Every miner? Where—from what State? 

Mr. SULZER. In every State. Why tax the miner on the 
coal he produces? He is paid little enough as itis. The miner, 
like every toiler, wants the tariff taxes taken off the necessaries 
of life. He wants to stop the iniquitous system of robbing the 
many for the benefit of the few. 

Mr. PEARRE. That is a remarkable statement for the gentle- 
man to make, for the gentleman must know that that can not 
be a fact. 

Mr. SULZER. I know it is a fact, and the logic of the state- 
ment is supported by the testimony of the ages. The consumer 
pays the tax of a tariff on coal. The tariff does not benefit the 
workingmen a particle, but reduces his wages just that much 
by making him pay that much more for the necessaries of life, 
It is all very clear and all very simple if you want to under- 
stand it. The workingman in America has to compete in the 
open market with the labor of the world. There is no tariff 
on labor; no protection to the toiler. Labor comes in free. 
If you want to help the workingman, place the necessaries of 


The time of the gentleman 


Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Certainly, although my time is limited. 
Is the gentleman also in favor of the interest 
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levaJ 


list. Take off the high protective tax. 
a little purchasing power. That is one 
the ian of this country, and 
o understands this tariff tax ques- 


more 
workin 
nd w 
pposed to the high } 
rty which robs the many 
on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. Speaker, protection has nothing to do with the price of 
Capital buys labor as cheaply as it can. Wages are 
regulated by the inexorable law of supply and demand. When- 
ever you find two employers looking for one workman wages 
will be high, and whenever you find two workmen looking for 
one employer wages will be low. When the demand is greater 
than the supply wages go up, and when the supply is greater 
than the demand wages go down. ‘Tariff taxes have nothing 
to do with it. While the tariff has nothing to do with the wage 
iT, it 
hence decrea 


earned ware, 


in the Jai 


n pa 


[A] plause 


for the benefit of the few. 


wo0rT, 


of lal 
There is the rub. 
We kn 
tax, and, beyond all dispute, that the consumers pay the taxes. 
Ultimately nearly all the burdens of protective taxation fall 
upon the consumers of the country. Protection for protection’s 
sake is a system of indirect taxation which robs the many for 
the benefit of the few. No party that stands for the best inter- 
CS Oa 
trusts, shelters monopolies, and saddles the great burdens of 
t on the farmer and the toiler and the wage-earner 
he country. The Republicans in Congress tell us that at 
me future time they may revise the tariff schedules of the 
Dingley law, but they do not tell us whether they will revise the 
up or down. They may, if they are continued in 
power, revise the tariff taxes at some future time, but if they 
do I predict they will make the taxes higher instead of lower, 
and jegisiate for monopoly instead of man. [Applause.] 
The 
the « 


inilar soe 
GQoiar as 


ernnw 


S{ he i CS 


msumers of the country. It wants to give the poor man’s 
much purchasing power as possible. It 

ike the dollar of the toiler, earned in the sweat of his face, 
buy as much of the necessaries of life as possible. It is in 


favor of reducing the tariff taxes wherever they foster trusts | 


or shelter monopoly. It 


} 
Pad Aw 
POs 


would reduce the tariff taxes on all 


wares, and merchandise manufactured in this country 


and sold cheaper abroad than at home. 
Ding ley 
all the people. 
of Democracy. 
our statute books. 
of protection, and not for the sake of revenue. 


it would revise 


The Dingley tariff law violates every principle 


on 


terest of plutocracy and for the benefit of monopoly. They 
burden beyond the calculation of the human intellect the strug- 
gling people of our country. 
rich men a little more prosperoms. 
able to pay and give to those most able to pay. 
Dingley tariff schedules are for the rich and against the poor 

for the few and against the many. These high protection 
tariff schedules that foster trusts and shelter monopoly should 
revised not by their friends—the Republicans—but by 
those who would see to it that they are revised in a business 


be 


way and in barmony with the principle of equal rights to all | ‘ 
; ! i I : good anthracite coal. 


and special privileges to none. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, what does this bill do? Very briefly 
stated, it gives back to certain wholesale coal merchants about 
S82,000 of the people’s money, which it is alleged they paid into 


Ne Ww, 


» Treasury as tariff taxes on coal during a short time that | 


the tariff law. 


ry Shaw 
7 


suspended This money was 


aid by the consumers who bought the coal, and if the | 
as to go back to the people who really paid it I would | 
of returning it to them—to the consumers—but not | 


inieioe 
dollar will they 
The SPEAKER 
pired. 
Mr. 
Mr. SI 


ever receive under the terms of this bill—— 
pro tempore, 


GRANGER. 
LZER. 

matter of fact the merchants who paid this tariff tax in the 
first instance charged it to the people to whom they sold the 
coal—to the 
paid this $82,000, 


dollar of this money will ever go back to them, 


paid the tax in the first instance and then charged it up to 


the consumers who paid it because they had to pay the price | 


asked for the coal or freeze. I am opposed to the merchant 
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Give the | 
every | 


tective tariff policy of the Repub- | 


increases the price of the necessaries of life, and | 
ses the purchasing power of the laborer’s hard- | 


mw to-day, beyond all contention, that the tariff is a | 


ll the people can support it, especially where it fosters | 


anc 
Democratic party favors tariff reform in the interest of | 


desires to | 


the | 
tariff schedules in a business way in the interest of | 


It is the highest protection measure ever written | 
It is a law for protection, for the sake | 
Most of the | 
Dingley tariff schedules are entirely too high and in the in- | s ; 4g ' 
’ , | Committee on Ways and Means, and in some way it is before 


They foster trusts and make a few | 
They take from those least | 


Most of the | “aA : . Lam OM 
' | a ton this inferior coal they brought in here was sold for > 


| and some of it for $7 a ton, and yet they claim that they brow 
| it in here as anthracite coal, having as much as 92 per 


The gentleman’s time has ex- | 
2 | their loss out of the Treasury. 
I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. | 
I thank my friend; and as I was saying, as a 


innumerable consumers; they paid this tax; they | 
The consumers have paid this tax and not a | 
If we appro- | 
priate this money it will be a gift to the big merchants who | 
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getting his money for his coal twice—once from the consumer 
and then back again from the Treasury of the Government. 
Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. SULZER. I have only a minute. 
Mr. PEARRE. If you will read the last line of the bill, you 


| will find you are mistaken. 


Mr. SULZER. The last line of the bill is the merest kind of 
a subterfuge. I can not yield more time to answer questions 
unless the other side will give it to me. I am making the 
point, and I think it is striking home, that this money paid 
into the Treasury as taxes if refunded will go back to people 
who have already received it from the consumers who bought 
the coal for use, and these people will never get a dollar of 
this appropriation. That is the injustice of the matter, and 
that is the reason I am against this bill. 

Mr. PEARKE. Read the last line of the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. I have, and it is a pretense—a subterfuge. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Texas {[Mr. RANDELL]. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I suppose there will 
be no use to make protest against the passage of this bill, as it 
will certainly be carried by the votes of the Republican part) 
in this House; but I do wish to protest against legislation 
this kind. At the time this coal was sold the tariff on anthi 
cite coal had been suspended. That meant coal that had no 
less than 92 per free carbon. These parties bought 
inferior quality of coal abroad. They shipped it in when th: 
owned all the coal that was in the market in Boston and other 
points. They had a monopoly upon the trade. Having tha 
monopoly, and shipping in this coal, they charged the poor pco- 
ple—because the majority of the people are not classed with the 
rich—they charged the consumers there in Boston $11, $12, $14 
as high as $16 a ton. 

Mr. KELIHER. Will the gentleman yield for just a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Just a question; yes. 

Mr. KELIHER. Does the gentleman not know that the coal 
of which he speaks in the city of Peston was sold for $9 a ton 
when the market price was $12 at the time? 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I am coming to that. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Give me some more time and | 
will yield to your question; otherwise I will not do it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. This bill came up in the Committee on 
Claims, and I can not understand how it now happens to be 
turned over to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. It went to the Committee on 
Claims, where it seems it was not recognized, and next to the 


cent 


this House; but the purpose is to give to these people something 
for nothing. 

The price of coal went up to $16 a ton, but the coal strike 
was settled, and coal went down, and when it went down to > 


free carbon. It is fraud on the face of it. They did no! 

to benefit the people. They made a deal to benefit thems I 
They bought this inferior coal and proposed to palm it ol! : 
The coal strike broke, and the price W 
down, and on examination of the matter, when they no longer 
had a monopoly of the market, they were forced to take the 
value of coal, which was from $7 to $9 a ton. 

Now, they come in and want the tariff remitted; thus gettit 
a clear bonus of about $82,000. That is wrong. They want to 
be relieved at the expense of the people. Mr. Speaker, (4 
claim is simply a sample of the graft that is commonly be! 
worked in every department of this Government. We ba\ 
no right to give those men this money any more than we wou 
have the right to make a present to anybody else who had ma 
a bad deal in coal or any other monopoly and wished to reco 
I ask the Members of t 
House, in all honesty, to vote this bill down. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Bennet of New York). 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCatu]. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, the part of the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Illinois and reported by him to te 
House makes rebate of the duty on foreign bills of exchance 
which were admitted to be unconstitutional, and in all prova- 
bility most of those bills were drawn against exportations of 
cotton, That is the simple proposition in regard to that bill, 
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upon that measure the report of the Committee on Ways 

d Means was unanimous by both parties, 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCALL. I will in a moment. 

ir. GOLDFOGLE. This is a bill which was turned down by 
the Committee on Claims and has no place with the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
Mir. McCALL (continuing). Then, Mr. Speaker, with re- 
d to the next measure. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LzeR] has fallen into an error. Of course he did not inten- 
tionally misinform the House. 

ir, GOLDFOGLE. A point of order. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 
nt of order. 
‘ir. GOLDFOGLE. I desire to make a point of order. I 
that I was not here to make it when this bill first came 
This measure concerning the refund of duty on coal, as I 
ember, came before the Committee on Claims, where it be- 
<1 and by which it is cognizable. It is not a bill cognizable 
r the general rules of the House by the Committee on 
and Means. Such bills have always been classed as 

ms bills and been uniformly referred to the Claims Com- 

ee. How it came to be considered by the Committee on 
\ 3; and Means I can not see. It should never have been 
referred to that committee. It belongs to that category of 
| which, under the rules of the House, should go to the 
Committee on Claims. It is a claim made against the United 
When it originally came before Congress in a former 
( rress it was referred to the Committee on Claims. It was 

i hearing. It was considered a bad bill. It received no 
rable consideration there. Many in the Claims Committee 


_ 


i Lie 


I ret 


S 


es 


looked on it with disfavor. I raise the point that it not 

being cognizable by the Committee on Ways and Means, it is | 
] properly before us now. 

Mr. McCALL. That point can not be made, as this is a 
n m to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a motion to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. McCALL (continuing). And that suspends the very 
rule that the gentleman is invoking, so that his point of order 


has perhaps no more substance than his proposition with refer- 
ence to the bill itself. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE, Why do you not get it up in a regular 


way? 

r. McCALL. If the gentleman will permit me to address 
I if to the observations of his colleague from New York, 
whom I acquit, of course, of any intention to mislead the House, 
he said this duty had been paid by the consumer; the importer 
had levied it against the consumer, and he was now going to 


we it 
Ne 
made 


again from the Government. If the gentleman from 

York had read the proviso of the bill he would never have 

that statement. I will now read the proviso: 

vided, That the person or persons so to be paid shall produce 

factory proof to the Secretary of the Treasury that they were 

I reimbursed for said tariffs in the sales to the consumer. 

‘The burden is upon them to prove that. 

Now, I agree with the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
NGER]| that the Secretary of the Treasury, .nd for that mat- 
any executive officer, even the President himself, has no 

ithority tO suspend a law of the United States. But the Sec- 

I ry of the Treasury made no attempt to suspend a law. 

He said in his letter to the collector of New York: 
So far 

f thing 

of 


as may consignments 


all reasonable 


be, give 
else, and solve 
the coal importer. 
Gentlemen talk about the coal trust. 
orting coal. 


the 
for 


of coal 
doubts 


preference over 
the present in 


The coal trust is not 
This bill simply applies to the importers, and 
the instruction of the Secretary of the Treasury was to solve 
all reasonable doubts in favor of the coal importer. 

Now, if I may call the attention of the House to the facts 


with reference to the collection at the port of Boston, coal 
was admitted free of duty in New York, and no collections of 
cuty were made there; but in Boston the duty was collected 
T 1 the importations; indeed, was levied upon all imports 
ol coal, There were something like 50,600 tons of imports 
( oal, and there was a duty collected of $34,000. Now, the 

ts in regard to one particular invoice of coal there were 


e: The importer brought in the coal. He had attached to 

certificate of analysis of the English chemists, and that 
tificate of analysis showed that the coal contained 92 per 
t of fixed carbon, and was therefore admissible under the 
law free of duty. It was given to the importer without any 
(uty being charged upon it; and the evidence shows that the 
importer sold the coal without adding the duty to it, having 
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made the sales upon the consignment. They intended to sell 
the coal at cost, and the duty was not added. They actually 
sold it all at a loss. But the customs officers in Boston re- 
tained part of the coal, and subjected it to an analysis accord- 
ing to a different method from that which the Engli 
had employed. 

The difference is stated in this way: In England the practice 
in estimating the amount of fixed carbon is to include all the 
fixed carbon in the coal, including that also in the volatile mat- 
ter, and that rule was not enforced in Boston, and it appears 
therefore that strictly this should have been held for duty. 

Now, it seems to me this presents a strongly equitable case. 
The Committee on Ways and Means thought it was a strongly 
equitable case, and so they made the report. 

Mr. RAINEY. I simply want to inquire of the gentleman if 
this bill is not a confession on the part of the majority of this 
House that we would have coal considerably cheaper if it was 
not for the tariff on coal? 

Mr. McCALL. I can not say what the majority of this House 
desire to confess, but as one of the majority I should not 
to make any such confession, because I do not think that 
is involved at all. 

Mr. RAINEY. Did not the gentleman state just a while ago 
that as he understood it the sellers of the coal forgot to add the 
duty? 

Mr. McCALL. In reply to the gentleman I will say that that 
particular coal came in under extraordinary circumstances, 
when coal was bringing an artificial price, and the testimony 
shows that in Boston they brought in the coal simply to re 
lieve the situation and intended to sell it at the actual of 
the coal imported. 

Mr. GRANGER. 
dealers agreed with 





sh chemists 


agree 


point 


e 


cost 


Does not the testimony show that the Boston 
those to whom they sold it that the pur- 


ul 


| chasers from the importers were to pay the tariff in case one 


was afterwards levied upon it? 
Mr. McCALL. I do not remember that testimony. 
Mr. GRANGER. I think the gentleman will find that. 


Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time has the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 


from Rhode Island has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELL. ‘Then, Mr. Speaker, simply for the benefit of 
those who have come into the Hall since this discussion began, I 
wish to say that the bill now before the House is a bill recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury, unanimously ap 


a} 


proved by the Committee on Ways and Means. ‘To that, at the 
request of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Tarrorr], I have 
offered an amendment which is a bill also recommended by the 


Secretary of the Treasury and approved by the \W 
Committee, 
Mr. GRANGER, 
Mr. BOUTELL.’ 


sand Means 


Will the gentleman 
The gentleman will 


allow 
not. 


me? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to 
vield. 

Mr. BOUTELI. The bill introduced by me is for the repay- 
ment of stamp taxes levied upon foreign bills of exchange, and 
therefore in the nature of an unconstitutional tax paid by 
all of those who drew bills of exchange against foreign ex- 
ports, most largely the exporters of raw cotton 

Mr. GRANGER, I rise to a point of order. The gentleman 
has made a statement here that this bill, a greater part of 
which is the coai bill, was unanimously reported by the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means, 


Mr. BOUTELL. The gentleman from Illinois has made no 
uch statement. The gentleman from Illinois said that the 
bill 21129 was unanimously reported by the Ways and Means 
Committee. The gentleman from Illinois said that the amend- 
nent was approved by the Secretary of the Treasury and ap 
proved by the Ways and Means Committee. That was exactly 
the gentleman’s statement. The second part of the bill was 
introduced by Mr. Wreks 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illi- 


nois yield to the gentleman from Texa: 

Mr. BOUTELL. No; the 
thirty seconds left. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
for any purpose. 

Mr. BOUTELL. The bill in the nature of an amendment was 
introduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Werks], 
and also was in the interest of the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Tatsorr]. That bill was placed upon 21129 at this time 
simply to save two roll calls, Now, Mr, Speaker, I ask for a 
vote, 


gentleman declines. 


I have only 


The gentleman declines to yield 


eo ee OO | 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to suspend the rules and discharge the Committee of the Whole, 
agree to the amendments, and pass the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BOUTELL. I make the point that probably a quorum is 
not present. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
order, that ‘ probably ” 

Mr. BOUTELL. 
quorum present. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


Probably! That is not a point of 
no quorum is present. 
I make the point of order that there is no 


All right. 


before. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


taken. 


You did not say that 


The point is evidently well 
The Doorkeeper will close the doors; the Sergeant-at- 


Arms will send for absent Members; as many as favor the mo- 


tion will, as their names are called, answer “ aye,” 


as many as 


are opposed will answer “no,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 128, nays 104, 

answered “ present” 18, not voting 137, as follows: 

YEAS—128. 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Andrus 
Anthony 
Barchfeld 


Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Beale, Pa, 
Bede 
sjonynge 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Burleigh 


Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
‘alder 
Calderhead 
Capron 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. , 
Cole 
¢ 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


~ 


‘ook, Colo. 
‘ooper, Pa. 
‘oudrey 
‘rumpacker 
‘urrier 
‘ushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davis, Minn. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Ashbrook 
Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Ga. 
Booher 
Bowers 
Boyd 
Brantley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Campbell 
Candler 
Carter 
Clark, Fla, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Crawford 
Davenport 


Ansberry 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Butier 
Cooper, Tex. 
_ Cooper, Wis. 


Acheson 
Allen 
Ames 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
3rownlow 
Brumm 
Brundidge 
surke 
Burleson 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Cary 


Dawson 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Draper 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Fairchild 
Focht 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Ind, 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilhams 
Gillett 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Haskins 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Henry, Conn. 
Higgins 


Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Howland 
Huff 

Jones, Wash, 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kipp 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCall 
McGavin 
MeGuire 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
Madison 
Malby 

Moore, Pa, 
Needham 
Norris 

Nye 

Olcott 
Olmsted 


NAYS—104. 


De Armond 
Dixon 
Ellerbe 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ferris 
Finley 
Floyd 
Foster, Ill. 
Fulton 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Godwin 
Gordon 
Granger 
Gregg 
Hackett 
Ilackney 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamlin 
Ilammond 
Hardy 

Hay 

Heflin 

Helm 


Henry, Tex, 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 


Houston 
Howell, Utah 
Hughes, N. J. 


Humphreys, Miss. 
James, Ollie M, 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Kimball 
Lenahan 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 

Lloyd 
McDermott 
McHenry 
Macon 

Mann 
Maynard 
Miller 

Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 

Murphy 
Nicholls 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—18, 


Cousins 
Flood 
Goldfogle 
Lamb 
Lever 


Madden 
Nelson 
Parker, N. J. 
Pou 
Rothermel 


NOT VOTING—137. 


Cockran 
Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cravens 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Dawes 
Denver 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga. 


Favrot 
Fitzgerald 
Fornes 
Foster, Vt. 


Fuller 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gill 

Goebel 

Greene 

Griggs 

Gronna 
Haggott 
Hamill 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Hepburn 


Overstreet 
Parker, S. Dak. 
*arsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Pollard 
Pray 
Prince 
Reynolds 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Scott 
Sherman 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tirrell 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Weems 
Wilson, Ill. 
Woodyard 
Young 


O'Connell 
Padgett 
Page 

Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo, 
Sabath 
Sherley 
Sims 
Slayden 
Smith, Mo. 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Sulzer 
Thomas, N, C. 
Tou Velle 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wilson, Pa. 


Russell, Tex. 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 


Hill, Miss. 
Howard 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 

Hull, Tenn. 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson 

James, Addison D, 
Jenkins 

Johnson, 8. C. 
Kinkaid 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
enapp 

Knop 
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Knowland Lovering Pratt Talbott 
Lamar, Fla, McCreary Ransdell, La. Tawney 
Lamar, Mo, McKinlay, Cal. Reeder Taylor, Ala. 
Landis McLain Reid Thomas, Ohio 
Langley McLaughlin, Mich,Robinson Townsend 
Laning MeMillan Ryan Vreeland 
Lassiter McMorran Saunders Wallace 

| Law Marshall Shackleford Watson 

| Lawrence Mondell Slemp Weisse 
Leake Moon, Pa, Small Wheeler 

| Lee Mouser Smith, Tex. Wiley 

| Legare Mudd Snapp Willett 

| Lewis Murdock Southwick Williams 
Lilley Patterson Sparkman Wolf 
Littlefield Perkins Sperry Wood 
Livingston Peters Stephens, Tex. 
Lorimer Porter Sturgiss 


Loud Powers Sulloway 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. CocKRAN. 

Mr. McMorrawn with Mr. Ropinson, 

Mr. Snapp with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SMALL, 

Mr. Escu with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. LortMer with Mr. PATTERSON, 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. McLAIN. 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. Hutt of Tennessee. 

Mr. Hupparp of West Virginia with Mr. HAMILL, 

Mr. HepPspurn with Mr. DENVER. 

Mr. Gatnes of West Virginia with Mr. Coorrer of Texas. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I would ask if the gentle- 
man from Michigan, Mr. Loup, voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He did not. 

Mr. GOLDFOGL". I would say that I am paired with the 
gentleman. If I could have voted I would vote “no.” I desire 
to be recorded as present. 

The name of Mr. GoLpFoGLe was called and he answered 
** present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
sills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States for his approval the following bills: 

H. R. 21260. An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
1909, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 20120. An act to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road siding to the United States navy-yard, and for other 
purposes ; 

H. R. 17506. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to sim 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,” 
approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act entitled “An act 
to provide revenues for the Government and to encourage tle 
industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 1897; 

H. R. 16268. An act making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes ; ; 

H. R. 18347. An act making appropriations for the service 0! 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 5v, 
1909, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 18618. An act fixing the status of the Porto Rico Lro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
| The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills 
the following titles: 

8.4316. An act to further amend the act entitled “An act to 
promote’ the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes, 
approved January 21, 1903; , 

S. 4812. An act to regulate the employment of child labor in 
the District of Columbia ; 

S. GS05. An act to encourage the development of coal deposits 
in the Territory of Alaska; , 

S. 6163. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell and dispose of the surplus unallotted agricultural lands 01 
the Spokane Indian Reservation, Wash., and for other purposes, 
and . 

S. 6363. An act granting title to a parcel of land in the city 
of Dubuque, Iowa, heretofore known as St. Raphael's Ceme- 
tery, to the archbishop of Dubuque and his successors in office, 
and confirming and establishing title thereto accordingly. 

ADDITION TO ROCK CREEK PARK. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 4441 
and move to suspend the rules, discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of the bill, and 
pass the bill, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota 
noyves to suspend the rules, discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the consideration of Senate bill 4441, and 
pass the same. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
An act (S. 4441) to acquire certain land in the District of Columbia 

as an addition to Rock Creek Park. 

Be it enacted, etc., That certain pieces and parcels of land lying in 
e vicinity of Massachusetts avenue and Rock Creek, hereinafter 

cribed, be acquired, as hereinafter set forth, and they shall there- 

mm become a part of Rock Creek Park, District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army and 

Commissioners of the District of Columbia, hereinafter referred 

as the board of control of Rock Creek Park, shall cause to be made 
n accurate map of said pieces and parcels of land showing the 
location, quantity, and character of each piece and parcel of private 
] erty to be acquired and the location of proposed new sireets, 
which map shall be filed and recorded in the public records of the 
Distriet of Columbia, and from and after the date of filing said map the 
ral tracts and parcels of land shown thereon shall be held as 
mn for public uses and the title thereof vested in the United States 


mov 


as 


subiect to the payment of just compensation to be determined by 
said board of control of Rock Creek Park and approved by the President 
the United States: Provided,’ That such compensation be accepted 
by the owner or owners of the several pieces and parcels of land. 
“Sec. 3. That the pieces and parcels of land first to be taken shall be 
those tracts of land in the District of Columbia the title to which was 


vested in Charles J. Bell, Amos H. Plumb, and John Cassels, trustees 
by decree of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, entered on 
the 15th day of April, 1903, in equity cause numbered 23345, de- 
scribed as follows: All that part of the aforesaid property lying to the 
th of the south building line of Massachusetts avenue and to the 

of the center line of Rock Creek drive, containing 34 acres, more 
also all that part of the aforesaid property beginning on the 
er line of Rock Creek drive and on the dividing line of the afore- 
| property and Woodley Park; thence southerly along the line of 

property to a point at or near Rock Creek, and thence south- 

rly along the line of said property down Rock Creek to the north 
ding line of Massachusetts avenue; thence northwesterly along said 


ess; 


nAae 


1 ne 
i p 


building line of Massachusetts avenue to where the west line of said 
rty leaves said avenue; thence following said property line in a 


northerly and northwesterly direction to its intersection with the north 


building line of the Observatory circle; thence along said building line 
of said circle westerly to its intersection with the center line of Thirty- 
f th street; thence north along the center line of Thirty-fourth street 

the center of Garfield street ; thence due east to a point perpendicular 
distant 325 feet from the center line of Cleveland avenue; thence south- 
easterly and parallel to said center line of Cleveland avenue and 325 


feet distant therefrom along the center of a proposed new street to the 
point where said line intersects the center line of Twenty-ninth street; 
thence southeasterly by reverse curved line, following the center of a 


proposed new street, to the intersection of the center line of Rock 
Creek drive; thence about 350 feet along said center line of Rock 
Creek drive to the point of beginning, containing about 844 acres; 


also all the portions of lots 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, block 14, and parts of 
2 and 21, block 12, Woodley Park, as are included between Con- 

ut avenue, Rock Creek, the west line of Woodley Park, and the 
line of Rock Creek drive, containing 84 acres, more or less; 
that part of a tract, known as Normanstone, owned by William BP. 
onston and others, trustees, and lying between Massachusetts 

a 1e, the grounds of the United States Naval Observatory, and the 
( line of said tract north of Massachusetts avenue, containing 2,, 


( er 


f more or less: Provided, however, That the said board of con- 
trol may exchange for a portion of this ground, foot for foot, that 


I » or parcel of ground now owned by the United States, containing 
8 n-tenths of an acre, more or less, lying on the south side of Mas- 
sachusetts avenue next to the Observatory circle and east thereto and 
bordering on the north line of the tract known as Normanstone. All 
re ences to streets, avenues, or highways in the foregoing descrip- 
tion refer to such streets, avenues, and highways as the same are laid 
down on the third section of the plans for the permanent system of 
! ways in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of 
cities 

Sec. 4. That the portion of Benton street from where said Benton 
s 


t intersects the reverse curved line of boundary referred to in 
the aforesaid description eastwardly to the junction of said Benton 
f t with said Rock Creek drive, as laid down on said highway plans, 
be, and the same is hereby, abandoned as a highway and for highway 
purposes, and wpon acquisition by the United States of the title to the 


I s and parcels of land herein described, and to be purchased as 
‘ said, the United States shall dedicate and set apart for and as 
a iblic highway a strip of land 30 feet wide along the boundary 
line of said park, as above described, wherever said boundary is the 
center line of a street laid down in said plan of the permanent sys- 
t of highways of the District of Columbia or is the center line of 
i new street or streets provided for herein, and shall further estab- 

2 Sana restriction line 15 feet back of the said 30-foot strip 
ol nd, 

5. That as one of the conditions upon which this act shall be- 
come operative, and contemporaneously with conveyance of the title 
to the United States of the pieces and parcels of land hereinbefore de- 
5 ed, the aforesaid trustees or owners, without compensation and 
i of all costs and charges to the United States or the District of 
Columbia, by proper conveyance, shall set apart, convey, and dedicate 
for the purposes of a public highway, out of and from the remainder 


. the property the title to which is vested in said trustees or owners 
resaid, a strip of land 30 fect wide along the boundary line of said 
*, a8 above described, wherever said boundary line is the center line 

a street laid down on the said plan of permanent system of high- 
Vays or is the center line of any new street or streets provided for 
in; and shall, in addition to such conveyance and dedication and in 
same deed, enter into an agreement to establish building restric- 
ion liges to agree with the street lines, as shown on said highway 
in, OF where any new street or streets are provided for herein, the 
1 building restriction lines to be a width of 15 feet adjacent to the 
eated portion of the street, the intent of this act being that the 
th of such street or streets included within such building restric- 
n lines shall be 90 feet: Provided, That the space between the street 
conveyed and dedicated as herein required and the building re- 
‘riction lines established as herein required shall be considered as pri 
vate property set aside to be used for parking purposes, and in such 
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agreement said trustees or owners shall agree that said parking shall 








be subject to the regulations of the Commissioners of the Dist t 
Columbia in regard to the height of parking and the projection of 
buildings beyond the building line, and that the District of Columbia 

hall have a right of way through said parking for sewers and wat 
mains free of cost, and to lay thereon sidewalks, if, in the rment 
of said Commissioners, the space between street lines is not suflicient 

to admit the construction of such sidewalk within said lines. 

Sec. 6. That to pay the expense of inquiry, survey, cost of land 
and all other necessary expenses incidental thereto, tl im of 

3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appr 
priated, one half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia and 
the other half out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the said sum to be disbursed by the disburs- 
ing officer of the District of Columbia as now provided by law, upon 
vouchers to be approved by the said board of control of Rock Creck 


*ark. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 

Mr. SHERLEY. As a member of the committee reporting the 
bill I demand a second. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky opposed to the bill? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under the rule a second is 


ordered. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I submit a point of order 
in relation to the question as to who should be recognized to 
demand a second. This is a bill which should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
I therefore ask that I be recognized to ask for a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will st it is the 
practice of the House that when a demand is made for a second 
that a member of the committee opposed to the bill is always 
recognized. The gentleman from Minnesota is recognized for 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from Kentucky for twenty 
minutes, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, Rock Creek Park, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, is now one of the most beautiful and at- 
tractive parks in this country. It is a park which is visited 
very generally by the people of the city of Washington, and is 
admired by all who visit this city. There is a tract of land 
lying practically between the park and the city which is topo- 
graphically the same as that of the park, and would make a 
very valuable addition to, and, in fact, would complete it. The 
proposition for the purchase of this land as an addition to Re 
Creek Park has been before Congress for a number of years. 
The Members of the House who served in the last Congress, and 
doubtless gentlemen who are serving in this 
familiar with the location of this land and the value that its 
purchase would be to the present park known as the “ Rock 
Creek Park.” The amount of land that it is proposed to pur- 
chase is about 100 acres, valued at about $4,000 per acre? 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr, TAWNEY. In just a minute. It at $7,500 
an acre. The gentlemen who propose to dispose of the land to 
the Government at this price have had an option upon it for 
some time. The option will expire with the adjournment of this 
session of Congress, and the opportunity to purchase at the price 
now offered will, as I believe from careful investigation, never 
again be presented. This land is necessary to con the 
park, and we can not in the future purchase it at the price at 
which it is now offered. It is the judgment of the Committee 
on Appropriations, or at least a majority of the committee, that 
the Government at some future time will purchase the land, and 
purchase it at a very much larger price or cost than that which 
it is now proposed to buy the land. One-half of the cost of 
this purchase price will be paid out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the other half out of the revenues of the 
General Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no necessity for my occupying 
any time in describing this land or the necessity for its pur- 
chase, for I think almost every Member of this House has 
visited the park and is familiar with the location of the land 
and that ravine which runs from Massachusetts avenue up to 
the Naval Observatory and which forms a natural connection 
with the present park, If the Members of the House feel that 
it would be better to purchase this land at the price which is 
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Congress, 
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is assessed 
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now offered than to wait until some future time and pay 100 
per cent more than it can be obtained for at this time, then, of 
course, they will vote against the proposition. On the other 


hand, if they believe that this purchase ought to be made and 
that it can be bought more economically now than in the future, 
then I trust the membership of this House will vote in faver of 
this proposition. I reserve the ba e of my time, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understood the gentleman to state | 
the purchase price at which this park is offered now is $4,000 | 
ah acre, 

Mr. TAWNEY. About $4,000 an acre. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, It is assessed in the District of Colum- 
bia at $7,000 an acre, 

Mr. TAWNEY. At $7,500 an acre. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, has any property been sold in 
that neighborhood of which the gentleman knows, so that he can 
state to the House what is the market value? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The testimony before the committee shows 
that property, not only in that vicinity, but contiguous to this 
property, has been sold at a great deal higher price than the 
price at which this land is now offered to the Government. 

Mr. RODENBERG. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. RODENBERG. What proportion of this proposed addi- 
tional tract is composed entirely of ravine? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know what proportion is ravine. 


even for building purposes, and what we propose to buy it for 
is an addition to the existing Rock Creek Park. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I was exceedingly fortunate 


gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY], because had I waited 
until to-day I could not in good conscience have paid him the 
compliment, 
danger of having a deficit in the Treasury, and after appropria- 
tions have run up to a gigantic height, he now comes in and 
asks us ov pay $423,000 for the purchase of this tract of land 
in the District. 

Now, one of the curious things about all tracts of land offered 
for sale here is the fact that if they are not immediately bought 
the offer will be withdrawn, That was the statement at the 
close of the last Congress. We had options then that were 
going to expire with the Congress, and the failure of Congress 
to take advantage of this wonderful bargain would forever pre- 
clude Congress from obtaining the land. And yet here we have 
the same proposition made this year, with the same argument 
that we must buy it now or be forever precluded. 

Mr. RODENBERG. And that same proposition has been be- 
fore the House for the last six years with the same price. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unquestionably. It is also true that there 
is nothing more misleading than a statement as to land values, 
and particularly as to land values adjacent to a tract. You 
take the land on Massachusetts avenue, and it has a very high 
price, largely a false price brought about by the fact that cer- 
tain people think it is the only fashionable residence portion in 
the District. You get down into the ravine off of Massa- 
chusetts avenue, and your land for building purposes is worth 
very little. Now, it is probable that some of this land ought 
to be bought, but it is not, in my judgment, right that we 
should buy as much land as is included in this option and run 
the park as far up as is proposed. I do not believe that this 
park project is by any means the most pressing or the most 
desirable. We have several other projects in regard to the 
purchase of land in very much more congested districts, in 
districts that will do the poor of Washington more good than 
the purchase of this land, and to my mind Congress is not 
warranted at this time in expending this money in the purchase 
of this land. Part of it eventually should be added to the 
Rock Creek Park system; part of it will be used as a park and 
never for anything else, because it is not fit for anything else. 
No house will be built on it, and you need not fear that that 
ravine is going to be built up overnight. It will be here 
knocking at the doors of Congress next year for admission into 
the park system. [Applause.] 

[ now vield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Bartuo.pt]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the passage 
of this bill at this time, because it was not considered by the 
committee which has had charge of this matter for the last six 
years. Two years ago, in order to enable Congress to arrive at 
an intelligent conclusion with regard to the several park propo- 
sitions in the District of Columbia, a commission was appointed 
consisting of three Senators and three Members of the House. 
That Commission inspected, personally, all the different sites 
which were offered for park purposes by the citizens of Wash- 
ington, and the Commission reported in favor of four different 
tracts of land—one at Georgetown, the other one on Meridian 
Hill (Sixteenth street and Florida avenue), a third one in Ana- 
costia, and the fourth one was this proposition here to extend 
Jock Creek Park, 
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The members of the Commission felt that this Rock Creek 


| Park proposition was one that could well wait, because it is 


mainly for such people as would visit the park in automobiles, 
but they strongly favored such parks as could be established 
within the city of Washington for the purpose of giving free 
air and breathing space to the people, especially the poorer 
classes, and to the babies brought there in baby carriages, but 
finally a compromise was effected and the Commission recom- 


| mended all four propositions. 


I would certainly be opposed to taking up a single proposition 
like this, which in my judgment is much less meritorious than 
the ot!.ers which we have just been compelled as conferees on 
the ~ublic building bill to knock out because of the financia! 
condition of the Treasury. In order that the publie building 
bill should not be swelled to enormous proportions, these meri- 
torious projects which had heen attached to that bill by the 
Senate were stricken out upon the request of the House con 
ferees. And now it is proposed to take the least meritorious 
proposition of them all and pass it singly here. I think there 


| will be ample time next winter for the Committee on Public 
There is a very beautiful ravine, and, I will say, to my mind | 
that ravine for park purposes is more valuable than it would be | 


Buildings and Grounds to take up that whole question and solv+ 
the problem of additional park facilities in an intelligent 


manner, 


I remember that two years ago we were told by the gentle- 


|} men mainly interested in the passage of this bill that unless 


| we bought it at that time the options would expire. 
yesterday in paying my tribute to the economic strain of the | 


Now we 
are confronted with exactly the same statement. I agree with 
the gentleman from Kentucky when he says that next winter the 


| Same options would still be open to Congress. 
lor weeks he has been warning the House of the | 


Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
now. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I have been told that several 
years ago, at least, the price was $600,000, against $450,000 
how. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 


What was the price then? 
The price was just the same as it is 


That was many years ago. 

Mr. RODENBERG. And it is cheaper now. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would consider that as a very strong 
argument in favor of the postponement of the consideration of 
this bill, It is true that many wealthy residents of Massa 
chusetts avenue wil! be vastly benefited financially if Uncle 
Sam goes into his pocket and purchases this tract of land for the 
purpose of furnishing a park there free for them; but we are 
not legislating for those people alone. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman his 
expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I have always been in favor of 


| parks and of playgrounds, but I believe they ought to be located 


where they can do somebody some good. In my judgment there 
is at this time at least no sound reason why we should appro 
priate any money for the purpose of purchasing this tract. Tlic 
most of it is very rough, entirely too much so to be of any « 

count for building purposes. A goat can not climb a great de! 
of it, and it is absolutely worthless for any purpose on earth 
except for sale to the Government. 

Now, this matter has been before several committees. I ws 
talking to-day to a Member who was several years ago on tlic 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and he said that when 
he was on that committee this tract was offered for $600,000, © 
price then said to be very cheap, and they were urged to acce}) 
it before the option ran out. 

Two years ago the Committee on Public Buildings an 
Grounds sent a subcommittee out to look it over. It was offered 
to them for $400,000, and while at one time in a compromise 
the committee reported this in connection with other propos 
tions, I believe that standing alone it could not secure the suppor 
of any Member of the House for park or for any other purpose. 
I want to say to you, gentlemen, if we buy this land, the very 
next step will be to appropriate an enormous amount of moncy 
to put it in such shape that it will be of any use to anyone. ! 
do not believe now, coming from the third committee that real!) 
has had hold of it, a committee that has had a reputation here 
tofore for economy, that we ought to go into this business. |' 
is only an addition to the Rock Creek Park, one that is already 
large. If we are going to buy ground and build parks, we ough 
to get them in the vicinity where they will be reached easi'y 
by the people who will use them. No one will go to this one, 
and when you get out there, you would not want to go into 1, 
because it would be worth your life almost to go down into those 
gullies and get back to the street again. a 

Mr. TIRRELL. What would it cost to make a road for driv- 
ing purposes in this ravine? 


Mr. NORRIS. { do not know. I suppose it could be done. 


I suppose you could, for a sufficient amount of money, construct 
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a road across, through, over, or under it, and it would not mat- 
ter which way you took, as it would be an enormous expense 


either way. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it matters little 
whether this proposition comes from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds or from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Better than either, it comes as an independent proposi- 
tion and can be discussed purely on its merits. 

Somebody has said there is no danger of this property being 
built upon. If gentlemen will take a trip across the Connecti- 
cut Avenue Bridge, barely completed, they will find that real- 
estate men are building to-day a sort of apartment house be- 
tween the last two lamp posts, right up to the bridge, and cover- 
ing a part of the ravine. We have spent nearly a million dollars 
on the Connecticut Avenue Bridge, and now they are putting a 
permanent blight upon the approach to that beautiful structure. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
that house stands on a little level piece of ground on the 
approach to the bridge and not down in the ravine at all? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. And between the two lamps 
which are a part of the bridge, and one end over the ravine. 

Mr. SHERLEY, 
ravine at all. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Gentlemen, it is not for to-day 
we are buying this. The gentleman from Nebraska asked what 
is the use of it. There are men sitting here in this House who 
will live to see a round million of people in the District of 
Columbia. This is in the center of what is destined to be a 
dense population. All roads lead to Washington, and the time 
is but a little way off when there will be a million people here. 

No one now regrets the purchase of Rock Creek Park. <A 


rough, uninviting piece of nature in itself, it has been inexpen- | 


sively made one of the finest of parks. I heard a gentleman who 
had traveled the world around say within a week that it was 
one of the finest parks he had seen on the globe. This land is a 
part of it. It can be bought for a comparatively small amount 
of money now. It will be of inestimable value when the city 
once possesses it; and let the coming millions build around it, so 
that it will be in the heart of a great, teeming population in this 
capital city. We can seize these opportunities once in a life- 
time. It may be too late when we say “ Oh, if we had bought it 
then!” 
as compared with other real estate lying in close proximity. In 
my judgment the chairman of the committee is maintaining 
consistently his course of procedure—inviting you to economy 
rither than to extravagance—in asking you to purchase this 
real estate new. 


Then, again, I hope it is but a part of a proposed park system | 


that will carry the city ultimately to the Potomac, when you 
can start from the Grant monument and go nearly the entire 
distance by park out to the District line and into Maryland. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT]. 

Mr. GARRETT. ‘This bill does not come from a committee of 
which I am a member, but I feel justified in saying a word about 
it, because from its past history I think that in all probability 
it may come before a committee of which I am a member. 

This bill was before the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and from the unsympathetic members of that commit- 
tee it received no encouragement. Then it went before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and there likewise 
it was defeated. So it was turned over to the court of final 
resort, the Committee on Appropriations, and it will not be at 
ill surprising, if it be voted down to-day, if it should next lodge 
in the Committee on Insular Affairs. [Laughter.] 

Now, as I understand this proposition, Mr. Speaker, it is one 
to buy about 100 acres of land which, according to the con- 
fession of everybody, the city does not now need, and which, 
according to the opinion. of many gentlemen, the city probably 
never will need, because of the fact that we can get it now when 


I will ask the gentleman if it is a fact that | 


On a piece of flat ground that is not in the | 
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No one, I think, contends that the price is extravagant | 


| where there is nothing whatever but rocks and goats? 





we do not need it at our price, and in the future, when we also 
will probably not need it, we may have to pay a little more. 
There is also another reason which I find in the hearings, 
though not in the report, and that reason, as I understand it, is 
that the gentleman who holds an option upon a large part of 
this land laid down the ultimatum before the Committee on 
Appropriations on the 15th of May, 1908, that he could not any 
more come to the committee or to Congress and lose time in 
trying to sell us this land. That, Mr. Speaker, is perhaps a 
inatter of some regret when we look over the hearings and see 
the testimony of the gentleman who appeared before that com- 
mittee. He says—— 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. SHERLEY,. I will yield the gentleman a half minute 
more. 

Mr. GARRETT. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy, 
but I can not conclude within that time and had as well stop 
now. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. ANprus]. 

Mr. ANDRUS. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of public parks 
in this city, parks located where the people can use them. No 
one will be more willing to appropriate Government money for 
parks than I, but I believe in a system for parks, as I believe 
in a system for the management of any business. Who is ask- 
ing for this measure? How many of the citizens of this city 
have approached the Members of this House in regard to this 
matter? I don’t know of but one man—a man who is working 


| days and nights and Sundays, with a smile on his face, encour- 


aging the Members of this House to buy what? To buy a ravine 
between Massachusetts avenue and Connecticut avenue—a 
ravine at the bottom of which there is a stream, and sufficient 
land for a roadway, and then steep sidehills on either side; 
and we are told here to-day that if we do not purchase this 
property it wiil increase in value 100 per cent. It was offered 
to us last year for the same price. That property is not valu 
able for commercial purposes, and you can not use it for any 
other purpose than the purposes of a park or a public dump. 
[Applause. ] 

That property is going to cost us about 124 cents per square 
foot—— 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Otcorr]. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I think there has been a great 
deal of opposition to this bill because of the fact that some of 
us seem to think that the matter originally should have been 
referred to some other committee than to the Committee on 
Appropriations. It seems to me that is rather a narrow view 
to take of it. The only question for us to consider is us to 
whether it will benefit the city of Washington, the capital of 
the country, and the residents of the city of Washington, to 
have this additional land and increase the size of Rock Creek 
Park. I want to ask the gentlemen to think for a minute of the 
experience that was had in the city of New York, which we 
perhaps do not know from recollection, but which we who live 
in New York do know is a fact. When in 1855, 1856, and 1857 
Central Park was created people held up their hands in holy 
horror and said, “ Why do they build a park out in the country, 

We must look not only to the present. We must look forward 
to the future, when that particular section around Rock Creek 
Park—north, east, south, and west of it—will be congested. 
We must not think that the only way for us to obtain parks in 
congested parts of the city is to buy blocks of land and tear 
down the buildings; but, seeing the trend of the building of the 
city, the growth of the city, we should take into consideration 
the question where parks will be needed, and in considering 
this we should come to the conclusion that the acreage of Rock 
Creek Park should be properly increased. My colleague from 
New York [Mr. ANprus] suggested there was lack of system in 
the park proposition. I think the system that promulgated 
Rock Creek Park was an admirable one. It seems to me that 
no one could have gone out there and carefully studied the 
ground without appreciating perfectly that this will be a great 
addition to Rock Creek Park. There is nothing whatever left 
for us to determine except as to whether the city of Washing- 
ton is going to grow out in that direction so that the increased 
area of the park will be needed. We all of us know that 
the population increases the value of property will greatly 
increase. I think it is unfortunate to suggest that there is any- 
thing sinister in the motive of the gentleman referred to as to 
the sale of this property. He is a man who is unquestionably 
a good and valuable citizen of Washington and 
primarily desirous to increase its growth and beauty. | 
this bill will pass, because I believe it will prove beneficial to 
the city. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FivzGerarp]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, my experience has been 
that the less valuable the land is in the city of Washington for 
any other purpose, the higher the price asked for it when it is 
offered to be converted into a park. I was a member of the 
subcommittee which considered the purchase of this park land, 
and I am frank to say that from the information submitted to 
me I was unable to determine that it was advisable at this time 
that the Government purchase this land for park purposes, [I 
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trouble to go out and look at this land for which $4,000 
‘re is asked. I have never seen land of a similar character 
on which so high a value has been placed. The character of the 
land, I am quite convinced, if it be net purchased at this time 
for a park, is such that there will be no danger that it will be 
used for any other purpose in the immediate future which will 
prevent its altimate utilization as a park. I might be disposed 
io purchase a part of the proposed tract which more nearly 
abounds Kock Creek itself for the purpose of protecting the 
creek, but I could not justify the expenditure of over $400,000 
for the purpose of purchasing a ravine which it is believed couid 
be converted into a very desirable park preperty. 

It sees to me that in perfecting our system of parks in this 
city, before Congress authorizes the purchase some expert re- 
port as to its desirability should be obtained. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, just a word in conclusion. If 
the gentiemen will read this bill, to show some of the in- 
equities in it, it will be found there is a piece of ground on 
Massachusetts avenue, perfectly level, very desirable for build- 
ing lots, and worth a great deal of money, as values now go on 
Massachusetis avenue, that isto be exchanged for a like quantity 
of land in a ravine. Now, what has been suggested by the 
geutieman from New York is, to my mind, the crux of this whole 
proposition. 
tension of Rock Creek Park, but there has been no good reason 
advanced for its extension as contemplated in this bill. Gen- 
ilemen talk about congested districts. We may have a con- 
gested district in Washington, but it is not going to be on this 
part of Massachusetts avenue, and any man who has ever been 
on Massachusetts avenue knows that this is so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
of this bill on the part of the members of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, based as it is upon the ques- 
tion of which committee of this House should have jurisdiction 
of the bill, seems to me hardly worthy of a man who occupies 
a position upon this floor. This bill carried with it, coming 
from the Senate, not only authority for the purchase of this 
land, but it also carried the appropriation for the making of 
that purchase. 
the House, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. That 
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knows that sometimes in order to reach a compromise you are 
compelled to accept things which you are not in favor of in 
order to secure the things you do favor, and that was the re- 
sult of the work of that Park Commission. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri, 
who has had as much, if not more, experience than I have had 
in legislative matters, that it is frequently, in the matter of 
reconciling differences between the two Houses, necessary for 


2 


| men to surrender to a certain extent, but not when a member 


Part of this land might be desirable for the ex- | 


Mr. Speaker, the opposition to the passage | 


of a committee is reporting to the House to which he belongs. 
I for two years have stood against this proposition. I have 
taken the position that if this was valuable land for building 
purposes that the city of Washington could build out to the 
present boundary of Rock Creek Park. I have reached the con- 
clusion after careful investigation of the land and the proposi- 
tion that is involved here in connection with the sale of this 
land, that the wise thing for us to do is to buy it now in order 
to save the additional cost which we will have to pay ulti 
mately when we do buy it, as I feel absolutely confident we will! 
be compelled to do, by reason of the pressure that will be 
brought upon Congress in the future. 

When you can buy land in this city for $4,000 an acre that 
is assessed at $7,500 an acre, I say it is a very fair purchase. 

Mr. RODENBERG, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. RODENBERG. Does the gentleman know how long that 
land has been assessed at $7,500 an acre? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know how long it has been as- 
sessed at $7,500 an acre, but I know it is assessed at that value, 
and that under the laws governing assessments in the District 
of Columbia the real estate is assessed at two-thirds of its 
value, or is supposed to be. In view of the fact that this land 
is a necessary annex, that it belongs to and lies contiguous to 
the Rock Creek Park, and will ultimately be purchased as an 
addition to this park, making the park, in round numbers, 


| about 2,000 acres, I say we ought at this time to buy this prop- 


| 
The bill was, accordingly, under the rules of 


committee did not attempt, in view of that reference, to place 
the item in the sundry civil bill, as it otherwise could have | 


done, but reported the bill as a separate and distinct proposition, 
a bill that the Committee on Appropriations had entire and 
full jurisdiction over, so that members of the committee do 
not need to disturb themselves about the question of the rela- 
tive powers of any of the committees of this House. It was a 
Senate bill and carried an appropriation, and there was no 
other committee to which the bill could be referred except the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the purchase of this additional land for 
the Rock Creek Park, as I sami in the opening of my remarks, 
has been before Congress for sOme time, but it has always 
been coupled with several other propositions, some of which 
are meritorious, others the merits of which I doubt, and they 


usually come to the House as amendments of the sundry civil | 


bill and have invariably been rejected. This proposition, I sub- 


erty, rather than to wait and pay twice the price at which we 
can now purchase it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. All time has expired. 

The question is, Shall the rales be suspended, the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from further consideration of the 
bill, and the bill be passed? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore 


The gentleman’s time has ex- 


| nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


| Currier 


mit, ought to be considered as an independent proposition for | 


the reason that it is not the establishment of a new park. It is 
not for the establishment or purchase of land to be used as a 


new park, but for the purpose of completing a park which the | 


Government of the United States and the District of Columbia 
now own, and it was recommended not only by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, but recommended by the 
Commission which was appointed for the purpose of investigat- 
ing this whole proposition 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODENBERG, And recommended as part of a general 
bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I care not whether recommended as a part 
of a general bill or as a whole, it is recommended nevertheless 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it not also true that they recommended 
as more desirable two other park tracts? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That may be; I do not know whether they 
made a preference in their recommendation. I do know they 
recommended the purchase of a few acres of land in the city 
of Washineton at the top of Sixteenth street, as the gentleman 
from Missouri said, at $50,000 an acre. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 


Mr, BARTHOLDT, As an experienced legislator, my friend | Cocks, N. ¥. 





Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 57, nays 164, 
answered “ present” 19, not voting 147, as follows: 
YEAS—57. 


Alexander, N.Y. Gilhams Law Payne 
Anthony Gill Longworth Pearre 
Bates Gillett Loudenslager Porter 
Boutell Graft Lowden Sherman 


Campbell 
Capron 


Graham 
Greene 
Hamilton, Mich, 


McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, Ill. 
McLachlan, Cal. 


Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Stevens, Minn. 


Cushman Haskins Mann Tawney 
Dalzell Hawley Maynard Underwood 
Davidson Hayes Needham Wanger 

| Diekema Henry, Conn. Olcott Washburn 
Fairchild Higgins Olmsted Young 
Fassett Huff Overstreet 
Foss Jones, Wash. Parker, N. J. 
Gardner, Mich, Landis Parsons 

NAYS—164. 

Acheson Cooper, Pa. Gaines, W. Va. Keliher 


Adair Cooper, Tex. 


Kennedy, Iowa 
Adamson Cooper, Wis. 


Kennedy, Ohio 


Garner 
Garrett 


Aiken Coudrey Gillespie Kimball 
Alexander, Mo. Cox, Ind. Godwin Knapp 
Andrus Craig Gordon Kiistermann 
sarchfeld Crawford Hackett Lafean 


Barclay Crumpacker Hackney Langley 


Bartholdt Darragh Hall Lee 
Beale, Pa. Davenport Hamilton, lowa Lindbergh 
Beall, ‘Tex. Davis, Minn. Hamlin Lindsay 
Lede De Armond Hardy Lloyd 
Booher Dixon liay McCreary 
Bowers Draper Heflin McGavin 
Brantley Durey Helm McHenry 
Brodhead Edwards, Ky. Henry, Tex. McKinney 
Burgess Ellerbe Hepburn McLain 
Burleson Ellis, Oreg. Hinshaw McMillan 
Burnett Pnglebright Hitchcock Macon 
Burton, Del, Esch Hobson Madison 
Butler Ferris Houston Malby 
Byrd Finley Howell, N. J. Moon, Tent. 
Calder Fitzgerald Howell, Utah Moore, Pa. 
‘andler Floyd Howland Moore, Tex. 


Hubbard, W. Va. Murdock 
Hughes, N. J. Murphy 
Humphrey, Wash. Nicholls 


Fordney 
Foster, Il. 
Foster, Ind, 


( 
Caulfield 
Chapman 
Clark, Fla. 
( 
{ 


‘lark, Mo. Foulkrod James, Ollie M. Norris 
‘layton French Johnson, Ky. Nye 
) Fulton Kahn o'Connell 
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Padgett Rhinock Slayden Tirrell 
Page Richardson Slemp Tou Velle 
Varker, S. Dak. Riordan Smith, Cal. Volstead 
Patterson Robinson Snapp Waldo 
Pollard Rodenberg Spight Webb 

ray Rucker Steenerson Weems 
Pujo Russell, Mo. Sterling Williams 
Rainey Sabath Sturgiss Wilson, Ill. 
Randell, Tex. Saunders Taylor, Ohio Wilson, Pa. 
Rauch Sherley Thistlewood Wood 
Reynolds Sims Thomas, N. C. Woodyard 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—19. 

Ansberry Goldfogle Kinkaid Pou 

Bennet, N. Y. Goulden Lever Russell, Tex. 
Brundidge Haggott McGuire Sheppard 
Cockran Holliday Madden Talbott 
Flood Humphreys, Miss. Nelson 

NOT VOTING—147. 

Allen Driscoll Johnson, 8. C. Powers 
Ames Dunwell Jones, Va. Pratt 
Ashbrook Dwight Keifer Prince 
Bannon Edwards, Ga, Kipp Ransdell, La, 
Bartlett, Ga. Ellis, Mo. Kitchin, Claude Reeder 
tartlett, Nev. Favrot Kitchin, Wm. W. Reid 

Bell, Ga. Focht Knopf Roberts 
Bennett, Ky. Fornes Knowland Rothermel 
Bingham Foster, Vt. Lamar, Fla, Ryan 
Birdsall Fowler, Lamar, Mo, Scott 
Bonynge Fuller Lamb Shackleford 
Boyd Gaines, Tenn. Laning Sherwood 
Bradley Gardner, Mass, Lassiter Small 
lsroussard Gardner, N. J. Lawrence Smith, Mo, 
Brownlow Glass Leake Smith, Tex. 
Brumm Goebel Legare Southwick 
Burke Granger Lenahan Sparkman 
Burleigh Gregg Lewis Sperry 
Burton, Ohio Griggs Lilley Stafford 
Calderhead Gronna Littlefield Stanley 
Caldwell Hale Livingston Stephens, Tex. 
Carlin Hamill Lorimer Sulloway 
Carter Hammond Loud Sulzer 
Cary Harding Lovering Taylor, Ala. 
Chaney Hardwick McCall Thomas, Ohio 
Cole Harrison McDermott Townsend 
Conner Haugen McLaughlin, Mich. Vreeland 
Cook, Colo. Hill, Conn, McMorran Wallace 
Cook, Pa, Hill, Miss. Marshall Watkins 
Cousins lloward Miller Watson 
Cravens Hubbard, Iowa Mondell Weeks 
Davey, La. Hughes, W. Va. Moon, Pa. Weisse 
Dawes Hull, lowa Morse Wheeler 
Dawson Hiull, Tenn. Mouser Wiley 
lenby Jackson Mudd Willett 
Denver James, Addison D. Perkins Wolf 


Douglas Jenkins Peters 

So the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BonyNnce with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

Mr. Boyp with Mr, Bartietr of Nevada, 

Mr. BrumMM with Mr. Betty of Georgia. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. CHANEY with Mr. Broussarp, 

Mr. Cote with Mr. DENVER. 

Mr. DeNBy with Mr. Grass. 

Mr. Dovertas with Mr. GRANGER. 


the bill was dis- 


Mr. Dwieut with Mr. Greaa. 

Mr. Exuis of Missouri with Mr. HAMMOND, 
Mr. Focut with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Mr. Harte with Mr. Krpp. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Lorimer with Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippi. 
KEIFER with Mr. LENAHAN. 
Roserts with Mr. RorHeRMEL, 


Mr. Scorr with Mr. Ryan. 
Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. Smirn of Missouri. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. STANLEY. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Weeks with Mr. WATKINS. 

DAWSON with Mr. SuLzer. 

BuURLEIGH with Mr. Bartietr of Georgia. 

BraDLey with Mr. GouLpEeN, 

For the balance of the day: 

Mr. McGurre with Mr. Carrer. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


OPENING CHEYENNE RIVER AND STANDING ROCK INDIAN RESERVA- 
TIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 1385) to authorize the sale and disposition of a portion of 
the surplus and unallotted lands in the Cheyenne River and Standing 
Rock Indian reservations in the States of South Dakota and North 
eae and making appropriation and provision to carry the same 
nto effect. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
reby, authorized and directed, as hereinafter provided, to sell and 
dispose of all that portion of the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock 
Indian reservations in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota 
‘ying and being within the following described boundaries, to wit: Be- 
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ginning at a point on the one hundred and second meridian of longitude 
west, where the township line between townships 9 and 10 north inter 
sects the same; thence east on said township line to a point where the 





same intersects the range line between ranges 24 and 25 east of the 
Black Hills meridian; thence north on said range line to a _ point 
where the same intersects the township line between townships 15 
and 16 north; thence east along said township line to a point in 
the center of the main channel of the Missouri River; thence in 
a northerly direction along the center of the main channel of said 


Missouri River to a point where the township line between townships 
18 and 19 north intersects the same, and including also entirely 
all islands, if any, in said river; thence west on said township line 
to a point where the range line between ranges 22 and 23 east 
intersects the same; thence north along said range line to the north- 
west corner of section 19 in township 21 north of range 23 east; 
thence east on the section line north of sections 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
and 24 to a point where the same intersects the range line between 
ranges 23 and 24 east; thence north along said range line to the 
State line between the States of South Dakota and North Dakota; 
thence west on said State line to a point where the range line between 


ranges 84 and 85 west in North Dakota intersects the same; thence 
north on said range line to a point where said range line intersects 
the center of the main channel of the South Fork of the Cannon Ball 
River; thence in a westerly direction up and along the center of the 
main channel of the said river to a point where the same intersects 
the one hundred and second meridian of longitude west; thence south 
along said one hundred and second meridian of longitude west to the 


place of beginning, except such portions thereof as have been allotted 
to Indians: Provided, That sections 16 and 36 of the lands in each 
township therein shall not be disposed of, but shall be reserved for the 
use of the common schools of the States of South Dakota and North 
Dakota, as the same may be located in the said States, respectively: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may reserve such 
lands as he may deem necessary for agency, school, and religious 
purposes, to remain reserved as long as needed, and as long as agency, 
school, or religious institutions are maintained thereon for the benefit 
of said Indians: Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Interior 
is hereby authorized and directed to issue a patent in fee simple to 
the duly authorized missionary board, or other proper authority of 
any religious organization heretofore engaged in mission or school 
work on said reservations, for such lands thereon (not included in 
any town site herein provided for) as have been heretofore set apart 
to such organization for mission or school purposes. 

Sec. 2. That the lands shall be disposed of by proclamation under the 
general provisions of the homestead and town-site laws of the United 
States, and shall be opened to settlement and entry by proclamation 
of the President, which proclamation shall prescribe the manner in 
which the lands may be settled upon, occupied, and entered by per- 
sons entitled to make entry thereof, and no person shall be permitted 
to settle upon, occupy, or enter any of said lands except as prescribed 





in such proclamation: Provided, That prior to the said proclamation 
the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, may permit Indians 
who have an allotment within the area described in section one of 


this act to relinquish such allotment and to receive in lieu thereof an 
allotment anywhere within the respective reservations thus diminished 
to which reservation the said Indians may belong: Provided further, 
That prior to the said proclamation the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause allotments to be made to every man, woman, and child belong 
ing to or holding tribal relations in said Cheyenne River and Stand 
ing Rock reservations, who have not heretofore received the allotments 
to which they are entitled under provisions of existing laws: Provided 
jurther, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author 


ized and directed to cause to be surveyed all the lands embraced 
within said reservations, and to cause an examination to be made of 
the lands by experts of the Geological Survey, and if there be found 
any lands bearing coal, the said Secretary is hereby authorized to 
reserve them from allotment or disposition until further action by 
Congress: Provided further, That the rights of honorably discharged 





Union soldiers and sailors of the late civil and Spanish wars or I 


ippine insurrection, as defined and described in sections 2304 and 2505 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of March 1, 1901, shall 
not be abridged. 

Sec. 3. That the price of said lands entered as homesteads under the 


provisions of this act shall be fixed by appraisement as herein pro- 
vided. The President of the United States shall appoint two commis 
sions, one for each reservation, each commission to consist of three pe! 
sons, to inspect, appraise, and value all of said lands that shall not 
have been allotted in severalty to said Indians, or reserved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior or otherwise disposed of, and excepting sections 
16 and 36 in each of said townships, each commission to be constituted 
as follows: One resident citizen of the States of North or South 
Dakota, one representative of the Indian Bureau, and one person holding 
tribal relations with one of said tribe of Indians. That within twenty 
days after their appointment the said commissioners so appointed for 
each of the said reservations, respectively, shall meet and organize 
by the election of one of their number as chairman. Each commission 
is hereby empowered to select such clerks and assistants at such com 
pensation as the Secretary of the Interior may approve. That said 
commissioners shall then proceed to personally inspect, classify, and 
appraise, in 160-acre tracts each, all of the remaining lands embraced 


within each reservation as described in section 1 of this act. In mak 
ing such classification and appraisement said lands shall be divided 
into the following classes: First, agricultural land of the first class; 


second, agricultural land of the second class ; third, grazing land ; fourth, 
timber land; fifth, mineral land, if any, the mineral land not to be 
appraised. That said commissioners shall be paid a salary of not to 
exceed $10 per day each while actually employed in the inspection and 
classification of said lands, and necessary expenses to be approved 
the Secretary of the Interior; such inspection and classification to be 
completed within six months from the date of the organization of said 
commissions, respectively, and no compensation shall be paid to either 
the commissioners or employees after the said six months. That when 
said commissions shall have completed the classification and appraise 
ment of all of said lands the same shall be subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 4. That the price of said lands shall be paid in accordance with 
the rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the In 
terior upon the following terms: One-fifth of the purchase price to 
be paid in cash at the time of entry, and the balance in five equal 
annual installments to be paid in one, two, three, four, and five years, 
respectively, from and after the date of entry. In case any entryman 
fails to make the annual payments, or any of them, when due, all 
rights in and to the land covered by his entry shall cease, and any 
payments theretofore made shall be forfeited and the entry canceled, 


by 
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and the lands shall be reoffered for sale and entry under the provisions | The bill also provides that surveys shall be made of both 
of 1 omestead law at the appraised price thereof: And provided, | y cones; . mm ¢ mite ara attics é . er : 
Il nothing 1 thi act shall preve nt homestead settlers from commut- | rest rvations before allotments are made . and also that, through 
it entries under section 2301, Revised Statutes, by paying for | the Secretary of the Interior, and by the proper officials of the 
ti : entered = = 2 a — —! ee —_— oo pay — Geological Survey, a survey shall be made to ascertain whether 
previ y mace n addition to the price to be pak or 2” iand, the Lara a oy oe — oi > -peorvati ; San 
‘ man shali pay the same fees and commissions at the time of com- | the re be any coal de posits upon eithe : co rvation, at being be 
mutation or final entry as now provided by law, where the price of | lieved by some that there are such valuable deposits; and if i 
a : ! aaiiicmmee a pte ‘ot tp loa ~\ have complied | be discovered there are such deposits, those lands are to be re 
With a the requirements and terms o 1 homesteac aws as to settie- | ...., “ - > to - $ . > 2 anti ‘ 
ment and residence and shall have made all the required payments served from sale or disposal until some future action of Con- 
aforesaid he shall be entitled to a patent for the lands entered: And | gress; in other words, shall be held in trust for the Indians, 
eran ae further, That all land coe aaa oo = “ at the expira- The lands are very valuable. Civilization has come up to a 
ion of four years from the opening of sald lands to entry may, in the | _ . . ati iia ati ‘oilros ag "oe , 
dis th of t! Secretary of the Interior, he reappraised in the man- point close to the reservation. One railroad has already bes 
ner provided f in this act. And it is further provided that any lands | projected through the reservation and another one has reache 
remaining unsold after said lands have been open to entry for seven | the border on the east, and is ready to push the line through 
ye # ma © Bold to the highest bidder for cash without regard to the the reservation as soon as it opens up for settlement 
prescribed price thereof fixed under the provisions of this act, under | ‘“* *© : See : ; : ads Vat 4 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may pre The amount of land that will be required to allot fully to al! 
scribe. | of the Indiaus will be, I shold guess without analyzing ti 
Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to reserve | te ie i ns ean tiaite “ ‘ 
from said lands such tracts for townsite purposes as in his opinion | census of the Indians, as one can not get the figures exac tly 
may be required for the future public interests, and he may cause the | in the neighborhood of 600,000 acres. So that of the amount 
same to be surveyed into blocks and lots and disposed of under such | 


regulations as he may prescribe, in accordance with section 2381 of the 
United States Revised Statutes. The net proceeds derived from the 
sale of such lands shall be credited to the Indians as hereinafter pro 
vided 

Sec. 6. That from the proceeds ar@sing from the sale and disposition 
of the lands aforesaid, exclusive of the customary fees and commissions, 


there shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States, to the 
credit of the Indians belonging and haying tribal rights on the reser- 
vations aforesaid in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota 
the ms to which the respective tribes may be entitled, which shall 


draw interest at 3 per cent per annum; that the moneys derived from 
the sale of said lands and deposited in the Treasury of the United 





States to the credit of said Indians respectively shall be expended for 
their benefit under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 7. That sections 16 and 36 of the land in each township within 
the tré described in section 1 of this act shall not be subject to 
entry, but shall be reserved for the use of the common schools and 


paid for by the United States at $1.25 per acre, and the same are 
hereby granted to the States of South Dakota and North Dakota 
for such purpose as the same are located in the said States respec- 
tively; and in case any of said sections, or parts thereof, are lost to 
said States by reason of allotments thereof to any Indian or Indians, 
or otherwise, the governors of said States, respectively, with the ap 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, are hereby authorized, within 
the area in the respective States described in section 1 of this act, 
to locate other lands not occupied not exceeding two sections in any 
one township, which shall be paid for by the United States as herein 
provided, in quantity equal to the loss, and such selections shall be 
made prior to the opening of such lands to settlement. 

Sec. 8. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of not more than 
$225.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay for the lands 
granted to the States of South Dakota and North Dakota, as provided 
in section 7 of this act. And there is hereby appropriated the fur- 
ther sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
purpose of making the appraisement and classification and allotments 
provided fer herein: Provided, That the latter appropriation, or any 
further appropriation hereafter made for the purpose of carrying out 
the provisions of this act, shall be reimbursed to the United States 
from the proceeds received from the sale of the lands described herein 
or from any money in the Treasury belonging to said Indian tribes 
respectively. 

Sec. 9. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind 
the United States to purchase any portion of the land herein described, 


except sections 16 and 36 or the equivalent in each township, or to dis- | 


pose of said land except as provided herein, or to guarantee to find pur- 
chasers for said lands or any pdttion thereof, it being the intention of 
this act that the United States shall act as trustee for said Indians to 
dispose of the said lands and to expend and pay over the proceeds received 
from the sale thereof only as received and as herein provided: Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to deprive the said Indians 
of ihe Cheyenne River or Standing Reck Indian reservations, in South 
Dakota and North Dakota, of any benefits to which they are entitled 
under existing treaties or agreements not inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of this act: Provided, That Indians residing upon their allotments 
in townships 16 north of ranges 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31 east 


shall have the right to use timber in said townships, except on sections | 


16 and 36, for domestic purposes only as long as the lands remain part 
of the public domain. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands | 
a second; under the rule a second is ordered. The gentleman | 


from New York [Mr. SHermMan] is entitled to twenty minutes | 


and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Witi1ams] is entitled 
to twenty minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill opens a portion of 
the Cheyenne and Standing Rock reservations, in the States 


still reserved from opening under this bill there will be near!: 
2,000,000 aeres of land, which can be used as general pasture 
lands and the like. 

The land is to be appraised on each reservation by a separat 
commission appointed by the Secretary of the Interior. The 
commissions are to be made up of one enrolled member of the 
tribe—he may be full blood or partial blood—one representa 
tive of the Indian Office, and one citizen of either the State o 
of North or South Dakota; in other words, a commission which 
is supposed to be best qualified to pass upon the value of the 


land. 


e 
l 


Then the lands are to be sold at the appraised value, one- 
fifth of the purchase price to be paid in cash upon entry of the 
land, the other four-fifths in five equal annual payments. What 
ever land is undisposed of at the end of four years is to be 1 
appraised and then again offered for sale upon the same cond 
tions as the land was originally offered for sale. Any land no 


disposed of at the end of seven years is to be offered for sal 


and disposed of to the highest bidder. 


A provision is made for the reservation of so much of the 
land taken under this bill for disposal as the Secretary of the 


Interior may think is necessary to provide for future town site 
and it is to be surveyed, appraised, and disposed of in the man 
ner that town sites are ordinarily disposed of. 

The expense of carrying out all the provisions of this act a1 
to be paid out of the appropriation made herein, but to be 1 


funded to the Treasury of the United States from the proce 
of lands sold; and the surplus arising from the sale of this |: 


is to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States, to 
credit of these Indians, to draw 3 per cent interest, and to he 
expended from time to time, not the principal, but the inte 
for the benefit of these Indians in such manner as the Secreta; 
of the Interior thinks proper. 


Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. 


FINLEY. 


FINLEY. 


disposed of? 
Mr. SHERMAN. The quality is excellent, 


Mr. 


FINLEY. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


Y. Yes, 


SHERMAN 


About what is the quality of the land to | 


Fine land, is it? 


Mr. SHERMAN. It is good agricultural and grazing land. 
| very large percentage of it is agricultural land. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


FINLEY. 


Worth about how much? 


SHERMAN. Oh, it is difficult to say; it is worth, 
should say, from $2.50 to $5 per acre. 


FINLEY, 


excellent land? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Well, it would be hard to tell if it would ! 
worth a larger valuation, because you know a road has not 
gone through the part which is to be disposed of under this ! 
and of course as you provide transportation through lands } 
make the property accessible and its value will increase. 


That is a mere guess. Later on the gentleman from 


Would not that be a very small valuation 1 


~ / 
Sout 


Dakota [Mr. Hatt] will occupy some time, and he perh: 
can give a better idea of the value of the land per acre t! 


of South and North Dakota. The two reservations contain | 


about five and a quarter million acres, and the portion that is 
opened under this bill is about one-half of the two reservations. 
The reservations are to be opened by the proclamation of the 
President, but not until all of the Indians of the tribes upon 
the two reservations are fully allotted. There are of these In- 
dians, in round numbers, about 6,000, Some of them already 
have been allotted, and to the balance allotments must be made 
under the general allotment act, which provides that 160 acres 
must be allotted to each head of a family, 80 acres to every 
minor over 18 years of age, the same amount to every minor 
under 18 years of age, provided the minor is an orphan, and 40 
acres to each minor whose parents are living. 





| 


I can, 
Mr. 


FINLEY. 


I observe from reading the bill that one of 


/ 


id 


\ 


1 
I 


the commissioners to be appointed is a person who has trib:! 


relations. 


Does that mean an Indian agent? , 
Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; it means an enrolled member « 


the tribe, but not necessarily one of full blood. 


Mr. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; it means an enrolled member of 


FINLEY. 


Would it mean an attorney? 


the tribe, but not necessarily of full Indian blood, 


Mr. 


FINLEY. 


This land is not arid, is it? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 
Mr. FINLEY. Nor semiarid? 
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ir. SHERMAN. No; not arid land at all. Now the bill 
rther provides for a transfer to the States of North and 


th Dakota of sections 16 and 36 in each township. The 


bling act of those two States provided that the United 
tes should eventually cede such sections to the States, 


ectively, for school purposes. We make appropriation 
in for payment to the Indians for the land thus taken. 
t will amount to something like 160,000 acres. 

*. WILLIAMS. How much per acre does it pay? 


r. SHERMAN, One dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. 
ir. WILLIAMS. For sections 16 and 36? 
Ir. SHERMAN, Yes; in each township. 

WILLIAMS. Was there not an agreement with the In- 


s some time since to pay them $2.50 an acre? 
SHERMAN. No; there was not exactly an agreement. 
indian agent has visited them, and they expect $2.50 an 
. They desire $2.50 an acre; that is correct. 
‘ir. HALL. He said he would recommend that. 
SHERMAN, The agent who visited the Indians stated 
them on the occasion of his visit that he would recommend 
taking of sections 16 and 36 at $2.50 an acre. There was 
ling like a regular agreement, but there was a general 
conference had to ascertain whether it was the desire of the 
indians that these lands should be opened, and it was ascer- 
d that that was the desire, and the agent said to the 
ians that he would make this recommendation. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the gentleman from New York 
that, in view of that recommendation and in view of 
e fact that that probably entered into the willingness of the 
Indians to part with the land, and was a part of the considera- 
this Government, which expends a good deal of money, 
could afford to pay these people $2.50 an acre? 
ir, SHERMAN. I have no doubt the United States Govern- 
t could afford to pay these people $2.50 an acre. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Do not you think that it could afford to do 
it as a matter of justice and right? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is fair for us to take into con- 
deration that our going in there and opening up these lands 
providing for their development, providing for the settle- 
of white citizens there, enhances the value of the 
other lands that that should be considered as a part of the com- 
ition for the land disposed of to the States. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, what will be the value of these lands, 
the gentleman’s estimation, after the railroads get there and 
land is opened up and developed by railrond construction? 
lr. SHERMAN, Oh, I should suppose that eventually most 
this land 
WILLIAMS, 
e 
. SHERMAN. Yes; I should suppose the greater part of 
land before a very great length of time ought to be worth 
he neighborhood of $10 an acre. Let me ask my friend 
South Dakota if that is correct? 
Mr. HALL. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, 
1 is $5? 
SHERMAN. Oh, no; the land is to be appraised. In 
er to somebody's question I said I thought perhaps the 
» of the land at the present time was anywhere from $2.50 
S5 an acre, but the land is to be appraised, and to 
at the appraised value. 
r. WILLIAMS. By whom is it to be appraised? 
SHERMAN. By commissions to be appointed by the 
etary of the Interior, those commissions on each reserva 
consist of one member of the tribe, one official from the 
n Office, and one citizen of the State of either North 
h Dakota, in which the reservations are located. 
WILLIAMS. Does the gentieman or does he not 
ese lands were opened up upon what we call the Okla 
plan, letting people go in and pay what the I: are worth, 


‘ 
‘ 


\ir 
he 


t 


‘ 


; 

t 
! 

ity 


. 
< 


ment so 


Good farming land is getting to be pretty 


The highest price we are going to get for 


ha 
be 


is 


i 


4To tay} 
tills 








homA 


nds 


t they would be much more rapidly settled and the Indians 
V d get very much more money? 
SHERMAN. I would rather somebody who has had 

I experience than I in reference to such openings would 

er that question. If the gentleman from Mississippi will 
] t me to ask the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Hatt], 

is more conversant than I, I would be very glad to do so. 

WILLIAMS. I suppose the gentleman from Sout! 

l ita would not know nearly as much as would the gentleman 
! New York about what happened in Oklahoma, as tlie 
£ eman from New York was then on the Indian Affairs 
‘ 


nittee. 
tr. HALL. 
ir. SHERMAN, 


What is the Oklahoma plan? 
Sealed bids. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Letting them go and look the land and 
paying what those lands are worth. I can not see why \ i 
Oklahoma was te be settled it was treated one way and when 
other reservations are to be opened they are treated another. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will confess or admit that I | 
sealed-bid plan myself, and if I were originally drawi : 
bill, I think 1 would always provide that the lands be disposed 
of on sealed bids. This is a Senate bill that is now befor 
This bill did not originate in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I understand, but it had a House amend- 
ment upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, It might have had another House amend- 


ment upon it. 





Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman correct. It might have 
had, and yet I believe that no injustice will be done to the In- 
dians; that they may expect receive a fair return for ali of 
the land disposed of under the plan provided in this bi 
There was some question whether the Secretary would be p 
mitted to name a citizen member of the Commission from y- 
where in the United States, and so that we might have a en 
member who was most likely to have know f the \ e of 
the property, we made the limitation to the House amendment 
that that member must be a citizen of the States either of North 
or of South Dakota. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
In section 7 of the bill it provides that sections 16 and 3 
to be reserved for school purposes and to be paid for by the 
Government of the United States at the rate of $2 per acre. I 
wish to ask the gentleman this: When the State of South D: 
kota was made a State, was or not the State of South Dakota 
given school lands or lieu lands for school purposes to co! 
respond with the amount of Indian lands held by Indians in 
reservations like this? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. I am very sure that that was 
not done in either of the Dakotas, because it has not been 
done anywhere, so far as I know. 

Mr. FINLEY. The States have not been granted lieu lands 
where lands were held by the Indians? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There have been times later on when In- 


» 
\s 


dian reservations have been opened up that that has been d 


but there are no lieu lands that could be used in the Dakotas 
at the present time. 

Mr. FINLEY. When the Territory was created into a State, 
a provision was made for the homesteaders? 

Mr. SHERMAN. A provision was made in the enabling act 
that the United States grant to the States sections 16 d 36 
for school purposes. 

Mr. FINLEY. Right here, was any calculation taken of the 
lands held by Indians— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. HAL] to answer the question. 

Mr. HALL. I will say that the enabling act under w h 
South Dakota, North Dakota, Washington, and Montana were 
admitted—it was an omnibus bill—provided for the grat £ 
in presenti of sections 16 and 36 for school purposes i 
it provided that in the case of the Indian reservatio that 
grant of these sections for school purposes s! 1 be 
abeyance until the reservation was opened. Does that t 
the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will reserve the ! iy ti 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman jy st 

| Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. If this bill becomes w, I visi 1 have 
a great many inquiries about how ple t the » 3 

| have not heard it explained. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have attempted to « Ss 3 y 
the gentleman was not here. It to be “du 

|} proclamation of the President after s eys have bi le, 
| and upon terms that he states in the pro 

Mr. MANN. That is what I understood; | it f 
he going to state in the proclamation? D Kk \ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have also d that tl Ll will 
be appraised 

| Mr. MANN. Ihave heard t, but 
| is by what process, if I nt t f ti . 3 
| would proceed. 
ir. SHERMAN. You would proceed in W (\f he 
proclamation had been made you would rN gh 
the land office for a particular portion of the land wl you 
| desired to acquire title to, and by leaving with them the money, 
laying down one-fifth of the price of the entry to which 1 
made claim, and paying the other four-fifths in five equal annual 








| payments 
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Mr. MANN. I 
what I 


secret 


understood from the gentleman, and that is 


bids after an appraised valuation—— 
Mr. SHERMAN, No; sold for an appraised valuation. 
Mr. MANN. Who gets the land if forty people make claim 
for the same piece? 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


Under the general land law. 


Mr. MANN. Is there to be a rush for the land? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from South Dakota 
answer the gentleman? 


Mr. HALL. I will endeavor to explain the matter to the 
gentleman. The application will be made substantially under 
the homestead law. A person entering the land which is to be 
under the provisions of this act will have to 
conform to the requirements of existing law concerning home- 


disposed of 


steads. In addition he will be required to pay this price in 
five annual installments. 
Mr. MANN. That means a rush for the land. 


Mr. HALL. No; I will get to that in a moment. Inthe Rose- 
bud Reservation, a portion of which was opened two or three 
years ago, the methods adopted by the Department then so 
avoid this confusion and avoid these horse races was 
persons might register for land. Then after a certain 


as to 


that 


wanted to understand, that the land was to be sold on | 


period and on a certain date a drawing was had of the number | 


of claims that there were for disposal. 
lots so as to be absolutely fair. 

Mr. MANN. This is the Oklahoma plan to which the gentle- 
man from Mississippi referred. 

Mr. HALL. This is not sealed bids. 

Mr. MANN. sut I understand the drawing plan was the 
Oklahoma plan to which I understood the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi referred. Is that to be the plan? 

Mr. HALL. I did not so understand him. 
to say there were sealed bids for the land. 


They were drawn by | 


I understood him | 
In this case the | 


rice is fixed by this Commission and the lands are selected | - : 
! ’ : | made, because there was none, but the circumstances under 


which Major McLaughlin undertook to say to these Indians that 


by lot in the manner in which I have indicated so as to avoid 
this confusion and rush. 


Mr. MANN. In the same method which was used at the 
Rosebud Agency. 
Mr. HALL. Yes. I assume that will be the method adopted | 


by the Department. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I desire to use 
all of that time. It shall not be my purpose to enter into a 
discussion of the merits or demerits of this bill, but I do desire 
to explain my vote upon this measure. 


The time of the gentleman has 


I am in favor of this | 


bill as it was passed by the Senate and as it was thereafter re- | 


ported by the House Committee on Indian Affairs, but I do 


not favor this amendment cutting down the price of the 
school lands from $2.50 an acre to $1.25 an acre. I do not | 


favor that for the reason that there was what should be con- 
sidered to all intents and purposes an agreement with those In- 
dians in which they were promised by the Indian agent $2.50 
per acre for sections 16 and 36. 

but I will not take up the time of the House to read it. I will 
say, however, that the exigencies of the occasion will somewhat 
influence my vote. 

We can not afford, Mr. Speaker, to retard the progress of 
these two States by a minor matter like this, in my opinion. 
The States of North and South Dakota have, as I understand, 
something more than 2,000,000 acres of land involved in this 
proposition which can not be settled until some kind of an ar- 
rangement is made, as this bill provides, for the opening up of 
this reservation, and for that reason I expect to vote for this 
bill in the hope that when it goes into the conference com- 
mittee the conferees will see their way clear to keep their 
agreement with the Indians and award them $2.50 an acre for 
sections 16 and 386. Now, there is one proposition which should 
always be taken into consideration in the opening of an Indian 
reservation, and that is this, that prior to the time of the open- 
ing of that reservation the lands are not worth near so much 
money as they are after the farmers begin to come in, settle, 
and build homes, 

That is what makes the land valuable. The farmers can not 
come in under the present system, which is as it has been in 
my State, Oklahoma. They can not come in, and they can not 
improve the land. But when they do come in this land will be 
improved, and as it is improved it will increase in value all the 
land on what is now the reservation, including the allotments of 
the Indians who now- own the lands. As the land around 
each Indian’s allotment is improved and put in a higher state 
of cultivation just in that proportion will the Indian’s original 


| dians, 


That is explained in the report, | 








allotment increase in value and be made more productive, So 
that within a few years the Indian’s allotment of 160 acres 
should be worth as much as all of his lands at present, including 
allotment and lands sold under the provisions of this bill. I: 
would be a good deal for the Indian even though he is deprived 
of a portion of the value of sections 16 and 36. For that 
reason, Mr. Speaker, I expect to give my sanction to the pil! 
by voting for it, purely upon the ground, as I said, of the exi- 
gencies of the occasion and for the reason that I think the con- 
ference committee will undoubtedly see their way clear to rein- 
state $2.50 an acre instead of $1.25 an acre and thereby kee) 
the plighted faith of the Federal Government with its helpless 
wards. [Applause.] 

I yield back the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SaAuNDERS]. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, I can not agree with my col- 


| league on the committee [Mr. Carrer], as to the conclusio 


reached in respect to this bill. I want to bring to the attention 
of the House the facts in relation to the case as they were de- 
veloped before our committee. 

Now, this is a case in which the Government of the United 
States has undertaken to pay for 166,000 acres of land for 
school purposes. It would seem to be a simple proposition that 
when the Government undertakes to take this land from these 
Indians, it would pay them a reasonable price for the land 
taken, 

It was developed before our committee that this land is eas 
worth from $5, to $10 an acre. At a most moderate estimate i 
may be put at an average of $5 an acre. Then it was further 
developed before our committee, by the statement of Major 
McLaughlin, that in substance an agreement was made with 
the Indians for this purchase. 

Now, I do not mean to say that any formal agreement was 


y 
t 
t 


he would recommend that $2.50 should be paid for this land, 
and that was the specific amount that these Indians were <e- 
manding were sufficient to make a contract. When you con- 
sider the relations of these contracting parties, the representa- 


| tives of a powerful Government on the one hand, the helpless 


Indians on the other, I think it can fairly be said in the light 
of what passed that there was almost a specific contract that 
$2.50 should be paid per acre for these lands. It was said in 
the course of this discussion, that as the United States Govern- 
ment is increasing the value of these lands, therefore it has a 
right, in substance, to reduce the price of the land that it takes 
and pays for, from $2.50, to $1.25 an acre. 

The House ought to bear in mind that the opening of these 
reservations is not something that is sought after by the | 
but something that is pressed upon these Indians by 
influences operating from the outside. This particular agency 


has been opened as the result of this pressure, and, that being 


so, you can not say that the Indians should pay in this indirect 
way for the benefit of the opening. If we have given any bene- 
fit to these lands, as the result of the other things that li: 
been referred to in this debate, then the way for the Indi:ts 
to get that benefit is by that simple and direct method which 
was taken in the State of Oklahoma, and that is to put Us 
land up to the highest bidder. 


I have never been able to ascertain, Mr. Speaker, why it is, 


with respect to these and other cases of this sort that ! 
come before our committee, that a scheme that 
well in general, a scheme that has operated so well in the St: 
of Oklahoma, a scheme that is per se right, namely, to 
a man to come forward and on his judgment on the land 
make his bid, is not right under any, and all circumsts! 
under which land is put up to be sold for the benefit of 
party? 
Mr. 


HACKNEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if 


does not recognize the fact that Oklahoma had been adyert'> 


for years, and that the eyes of the whole United States \ 
centered on that land, and they were all on the lookot' 
making a rush there when the opening came? That would 
apply to the other reservation. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Is the gentleman asking the question f 
the standpoint of the Indians, or of these other people? : 

Mr. HACKNEY. I am asking it from the standpoint of | 
Indians. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. The answer naturally will be that | 


Indians, who are the people most interested in this land, and 
what this land shall bring, will be only too glad to take = 
chances of putting the land up to the highest bidder, and asce!- 
taining thereby whether they will get $1.25 an acre, or lv! 
for it, 


operates so 





, 
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Mr. HACKNEY. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I can not yield further. 
intes, and no time to yield. 
Now, I want to say further, that my colleague on the com- | 
ittee [Mr. Carter] says that he does not approve of taking 
land the Indians that is worth $5, or $10, an acre 
paying them $1.25 for it, but under the exigencies of the 
‘asion, he thinks it would be best to vote for the amended 
ll. Mr, Speaker, there is another way that we can meet the 
encies of this occasion, and an easy way, and that is to do 
at is the plain, obvious, direct and fair thing with these In- 
ins, namely, when we take land worth $10 an acre, to pay 
the agreed sum of $2.50 this being the pitiful sum that 
‘y are asking. [Applause.] 
the facts of the case. Here is the statement of 
Commissioner Leupp and of Major McLaughlin, and, | 
now as I said in the beginning, that no one can read this 


I have only five 


from 


he 7° Are 


itement without being impressed with the fact that what 
ed between Major McLaughlin, and the Indians, almost 


vuints in the highest form, and indeed i 
olute contract that they should be paid $ 
1d. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 
far as the Indians were concerned they so understood the 
ition. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. They so understood it, and what was 
ted to them by Major McLaughlin was calculated to impress 

those people with the idea that the Government would pay 

m $2.50 per acre, and why should the United States Gov- 

( nent not do it? 

Senate bill agrees to pay them $2.50 an acre for the 
What are the facts in the case as to its value? 
value of the land, it was agreed to in the deal 


n final form, to an 
2.50 an acre for the 


rhe 
1 taken. 
\s to the 


between the Indians and Major McLaughlin. The Senate bill 
s done what is the plain and obvious thing for us to do 
mely, to give the Indians $2.50 per acre, as agreed. This 


ter all is far below the value of this land. 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, that taking all of these things to- 


her t 


no great hardship is going to follow to anyone if the 
result of our adverse action on this bill is to delay its passage. 
‘o mischief is going to result to anyone, as a result of that 


delay, and that being so, we ought to meet the exigencies of 
situation by voting against this bill, and letting it be 
brought up again, as it can be, in this House, without this 


endment being tacked to it. 
r these Indians. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. Speaker, after the argument of the 
7 gentleman from Virginia I do not believe the facts of this case, 
{ understand them, can be stated any plainer to the House. 
eems quite clear to me that the amendment ought not to be 
the bill, and on account of it the bill ought to fail. Certainly, 
gentleman can bring the matter before the House later on 
der a motion to suspend the rules, without the amendment, 
in that way can give to the Indians for the school lands 
$2.50 an acre that they understood they were to get from 
United States Government, and that they were justified in 
cting upon the statement which had been made to them 
its agent. I hope the bill will be voted down. [Cries of 
*Vote!”] 
OPENING OF CHEYENNE RIVER AND STANDING ROCK RESERVATIONS. 
the SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on suspending 
rules, discharging the Committee of the Whole House on the 
of the Union from the further consideration of the bill, 
eeing to the amendments, and passing the bill. 
the question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
; ced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I raise the question of the absence of a 


rum, 


Then we can do what is just 


' 


Che SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently there is not a quo- 
1 present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors; the Ser- 
ut-at-Arms will notify absent Members; as many as favor | 
motion will, when their names are called, answer “ yea; 
e oppesed will answer “nay;” those present and not vot- | 
‘ will answer “ present,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 
Che question was taken, and there were—yeas 139, nays 79 
Sswered “ present’ 17, not voting 152, as follows: 
YEAS—139. 









son Bates Butler Cook, Colo. 

c Beale, Pa. Calder Cooper, Pa. 
nder, N. Y. sede Campbell Coudrey 

1s Bonynge Capron Craig 

rook Boyd Carter Crumpacker 
‘eld Bradley Chaney Currier 

‘ay Burton, Del. Chapman Cushman 
hold Burton, Ohio Cocks, N. ¥. Dalzell 
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Darragh Hackney Pollard 
Davenport Hall lompet 
Dawson I 1, lowa i 
Dieker Hat 1, Mich. A 
Doug Ha Re l 
Draper Ha K ‘ 
Driscoll Ha ; 
Durey Henry, Conn. 
Dwight Hepburn NS ( 
Edwards, Ky. Higgins Sr 1. lowa 
I , Mo Hill, Conn. St d 
Ellis, Oreg. Hinshaw St 1 
Englebright Holliday h.St 
Ferris Howell, N. J. Stevens, Minn 
Focht Howell, Utah Stu 
Fordney Howland I Ohio 
Foss Hubbard, W. Va Thistlewood 
Foster, Ind Huf rirrell 
Foulkrod Humphrey, Wa \ id 
French Jones, Wash. tol Waldo 
Fulton Kahn Nve VW y 
Gardner, Mich. Keifer Ok W burn 
Gardner, N. J. Kennedy, lowa Oli i We 
Gillett Kennedy, Ohio Pa S. Dak. Wood 
Graf Kinkaid Pa Woodyard 
Graham Knapp Pay \ g 
Green Ki rmann I 
NAYS—79. 
Adamson Floyd Houston Pa 
Alexander, Mo. Foster, Ill. Howard I ‘ yn 
Bartlett, Ney. Garner Joh n, Ky I ) 
Th Tex. Garrett J Va, R 
Be Gill Ik ! Randell, Tex 
Booher G esple Ik il Riordan 
Bowe Glass Ki Ru 
Brodhead Godwin Le R Mo 
Broussard Gordon I than S i 
Burgess Granger Lindsay $ iders 
Burnett Greg Mel ry . 
Candler Hamlin M i s Mo 
Clark, Mo. Hammond M: ! SI ht 
Clayton Hardy ard Thomas, N. C. 
Cooper, Tex Hay n, Tenn. Tou Velle 
Crawford Heflin », Tex. Watkins 
De Armond Helm We 
Dixon Hienry, Tex. i William 
Favrot Hitchcock o'e Il Wil 1, Pa 
Finley liobson Pad t 
.NSWERED PRESI I 17 
rryv Ellerbe Pari N. J yden 
Kenr » Goulden Pot Llbott 
Co *., Wis Hiaggott Rot! 1e] 
Cousins Lamb Russell, Tex. 
Cox, Ind Lev: Shey ra 
NOT VOTING 152 
Aiken Fairchild Knowland Ransdell, La 
Allen Fassett Lamar, Fla Rauch 
Ames Fitzgerald la ir, Mo Reid 
Anthony Flood Lar Rhi k 
Gannon Fornes Li R ison 
Bartlett, Ga. Foster, Vt Law R rt 
Bennett, Ky. Fowler Li R nson 
Ringham Full I A 
Birdsall Leg : rd 
, u | T v ’ 
Bra “y I vd 
Br low I ton ‘ ) 
Bi I ] 
Brundidge I rth S h, Mich 
Burke I P Smith, Tex. 
Burleigh I 1 Ss ) 
Bu n Love > W 
Byrd Mef ma 
Calderhead Mecb tt : 
(‘s l Tuy ell \f 
( lin M Cal lex 
Cary MeM : y 
Caulfield McM n 
Clark, Fla. Madd i 
Cockran Mad 1 Ala 
Cole Ma r » Ohloe 
Conner M ull i nd 
Cook, Pa. Mil I I 0d 
Cravens Mo Pa V re ind 
Davey, La. Lu M ‘ Wa e 
Davidson Ja M 1 W n 
Davis, Minn. Jame \dd 1 D. Ne W S 
Dawes James, Olli I Ov street W 
Denby J ins P W 
Denver Johnson, 8S. ¢ rr vi 
Dunwell Kitchin, Claude P s W tt 
Edwards, Ga. Kitchin, Wm. W. P \\ n, Ih 
Esch Knopf Pri W t 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the followi 1dditional pairs 
Until further notice: 
Mr. F'arrcHiLtp with Mr. Extersi 
Mr. Fassetr with Mr. Frrzceravp. 
Mr. GirHAMsS with Mr. Hacxertr. 
Mr, Apprson D. James with Mr. Hitz. of Mississippi. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


LONGWORTH with Mr. HuGHEs o 
McCatzt with Mr. Orirm M. JAMES, 
McGutIre with Mr. 
MADISON with Mr. 
Matpy with Mr. Raucn., 


LLoY 


McDeER MoTT. 


New 


Je rsev. 


Mr. PerRKINs with Mr. Rupyock. 


Mr. Prince with Mr, RicHarpson, 
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Mr. Stemp with Mr. Roprnson. 

Mr. Soutrmwick with Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. WHEELER with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Wiison of Illinois with Mr. SuLzer, 

Mr. Kkscu with Mr. CockKRAn. 

Mr. Coox of Pennsylvania with Mr, BURLESON, 
Mr. Boure.tt with Mr. Griaces. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. ATKEN. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. CaAuLFieL_p with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. Haskins with Mr. Cox of Indiana. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 
The doors were opened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bill of the following title: 


H. R. 21815. An act to amend the laws relating to navigation, | 


and for other purposes, 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 6368) granting title to a parcel of land in the city of 
Dubuque, Iowa, heretofore known as “ St. Raphael's Cemetery,” 


to the Archbishop of Dubuque and his successors in office | 


and confirming and establishing title thereto accordingly. 
SAFETY OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. 
My. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 


charge the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce from | 


the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 19795) to promote 
the safety of employees upon railroads, and that the bill be 
passed as amended, as sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (Hf. R. 19795) concerning locomotive ash pans. 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the Ist day of July, 1909, 
it shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in interstate or 
foreign commerce by railroad to use any locomotive in moving interstate 
or foreign traffic not equipped with an ash pan which can be dumped 
or emptied and cleaned without the necessity of any employee going 
under such locomotive. 

Sec. 2. That on and after the Ist day of July, 1909, it shall be un- 
lawful for any common carrier by railroad in any Territory of the 
United States or the District of Columbia to use any locomotive not 
equipped with an ash pan which can be dumped or emptied and cleaned 
without the necessity of any employee going under such locomotive. 

Sec, 3. That any such common carrier using any locomotive in vio- 
lation of any of the provisions of this act shall be liable to a penalty 
of $200 for each and every such violation, to be recovered in a suit 
or suits to be brought by the United States district attorney in the 
district court of the United States having jurisdiction in the locality 
where such violation shall have been committed; and it shall be the 
duty of such district attorney to bring such suits upon duly verified 
information being lodged with him of such violation having occurred; 
and it shall also be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to 


lodge with the proper district attorneys information of any such 
violations as may come to its knowledge. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to enforce the provisions of this act, and all powers heretofore 


granted to said Commission ara hereby extended to it for the purpose 
of the enforcement of this act. 

Sec. 5. That the term “common carrier” as used in this act shall 
include the receiver or receivers or other persons or corporations 
charged with the duty of the management and operation of the busi- 
ness of a common carrier, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I shall ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment or two. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I want to 
make a request that I think will be complied with. I would ask 
that In line 8, on page 1, the word “dumped” be stricken out 
and the word “emptied” be inserted, and the same change be 
made in line 1 on page 2, because on all of the old forms of en- 
gines where the ash pan is low the conceded fact is that the 
pans can not be dumped, and the only purpose is to have them 
cleaned, as I understand it. The dumping is a mere immaterial 
matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Sometimes they blow them out, do they 
not? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, then I modify my request by mak- 
ing that amendment, inserting, after the word “dumped,” in 
line 8 on page 1, and in line 1 on page 2, the words “ or empty.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I will state that the passing of this bill will be a good day’s 
work——— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked if there be objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I reserved the right to object 
and asked the gentleman from Illinois to yield to me for four or 
five minutes, and he yielded, 


, 


The SPEAKER. But the gentleman has no time. 

Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous corgsent 
that the gentleman from Mississippi have five minutes’ time, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, if the bill may be considered 
as passed at the end of that five minutes, there will be no 
objection. 

Mr. MANN. That is the request. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman modifies his request, 
that unanimous consent may be given for the discharge of the 
committee from the further consideration of the bill, and the 
passage of the bill with the amendments, and that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi may have five minutes to address the 
House. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none and the bill is passed, and the gentleman from Mississip)i 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MANN. I do not want to take any advantage of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. Mr. Speaker, the ques- 
tion that was put by the Speaker was not the request which 
was made by the gentleman from Llinois [Mr. MANN], as the 
Recorp will show. 
| The SPEAKER, The Chair so understood it, and at least 
so stated it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Mississippi will not 
stickle about it, so long as he has the five minutes. He does 
not care, if the Chair thinks that that is the way of doing 
business that conduces to—— 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman will indulge the Chair to 
state that the Chair stated the request as he understood it, and 
stated ft plainly, and paused for an objection, and as neither 
the gentleman from Mississippi or any other gentleman ob- 
jected, the Chair thought that he was authorized, with tle 
approval of everybody, to announce that the bill was passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I shall not dis- 
| cuss that any further, because I want to discuss a matter so 
much more serious that I do not care a baubee about that, just 
at this moment. 

Mr. Speaker, last year in the United States about fifty times 
as many employees were crippled or killed upon the railroads 
| of this country, in proportion to the number of people traveling, 
as in Great Britain. The question of humanity in managing 
our roads is, in my opinion, of more importance than that of 
cheapness of rates. My reason for permitting this bill to pass 
by unanimous consent is because it is a bill for the preserya- 
tion of human life. It is a bill in the interest of humanily 
itself. I once had the figures of how many men were killed 
per annum by being forced to go under locomotives in order to 
dump these ash pans. 

I do not now remember, and I therefore can not state the 
figures, but it was a considerable number of people. Here is 
bill that provides that the engines on these railroads shal! be 
equipped with an ash pan which can be dumped or cleaned 
and emptied without the necessity of any employee going under 
the locomotive, and it provides, furthermore, in the second sec- 
tion, that on and after the 1st day of July, 1909, it shall be 
unlawful for any common carrier subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States to have any other sort of an ash pun. 
Then it goes on, in section 3, and provides a penalty that shal! 
be visited upon any railroad which violates this law. In sec- 
tion 4 it makes it the duty of the Interstate Commerce Co! 
mission to enforce the provisions of this act, and says: “ \!! 
of the powers granted to that Commission are hereby extended 
to it for the enforcement of the act.” The last section pro- 
vides that the term “common carriers” here shall include « 
receiver or receivers of such property. 

Mr. Speaker, party hostilities and dissensions, party )" 
grammes, party clashes, even the exposure of party impotency 
and deceit are of minor consideration whenever there !5 4 
question of obtaining legislation to save the lives of laborine 
men, or, for that matter, of any other class. I care not whether 
they be laboring men or not; but especially the lives of laboriny 
men are to be considered who are forced to go into so mun) 
dangerous places. The great industrial army is subjected to 
more mortalities a year than an ordinary army in an ordinary 
war, as the actual statistics show. So that I have thought '' 
wise to take this course of permitting the bill to pass by unant- 
| mous consent, and I wanted only an opportunity to explain to 
| this side of the House, with whom I have had no opportunity 

to consult about varying the usual programme, why that was 

done. [Applause.] 
PRINTING DIGEST AND MANUAL. 
Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following House resolution. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 


mous consent for the present consideration of the following | 


House resolution, which the Clerk will report: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution 415. 


Resolved, That there be printed 2,000 copies of the Digest and | 


Manual of the Rules and Practice of the House of Representatives for 
second session of the Sixtieth Congress, the same to be bound and 
tributed under the direction of the Speaker and Clerk of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
this resolution is in the usual form? 

Mr. LANDIS. It is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is the resolution which is usually 
passed and is part of the House procedure? 

Mr. LANDIS. It is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the reso- 
lution is agreed to. 

PRINTING PROCEEDINGS OF CONFERENCE OF GOVERNORS. 

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

esent consideration of the following House concurrent reso- 
ition. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the concurrent reso- 
lution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution 41. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), | 


iat there be printed and bound 100,000 copies of the proceedings of 
the conference of the governors of the States and Territories, called by 
President of the United States, to be held May 13, 14, and 15, 
1908, to consider measures for the conservation of the country’s nat- 
il resources, of which 35,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
and 65,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 2 strike out the words “one hundred” and insert the word | 


fifty;” in line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five’ and insert “ four 
teen; ” in line 9 strike out the words “and sixty-five’ and insert the 
d “twenty-six,” and at the end add the following: “and 10,000 
ies for distribution by the President of the United States.” 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘This resolution is in the usual form and 
the publication is distributed in the usual way? 
Mr. LANDIS. It is. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 shall not object. 


‘the SPEAKER. Without objection the amendments are | 


agreed to and the concurrent resolution as amended is agreed 
to, 
There was no objection. 
LIFE-SAVING APPARATUS, FARALLONE ISLANDS. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
passage of Senate bill 5983. 

rhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the biil. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KAHN. It is a life-saving proposition, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A life-saving station? 

Mr. KAHN, No. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

fhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Au act (8. 5983) authorizing certain life-saving apparatus to be placed 

at the Farallone Islands, off the coast of California. 

Re it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au 
thorized to cause a Lyle gun and the necessary beach poe used 

connection with it to be placed at the Farallone Islands, off the 

t of California, at such point as the General Superintendent of the 


Life-Saving Service may recommend, and to furnish ammunition for | 


{ gun and make repairs to the apparatus from time to time, as 

! sary. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
it an experienced surfman from one of the life-saving stations on 


oast of California for duty at the Farailone Islands for a sufficient | 


to instruct and drill the inhabitants of the islands as to the proper 
and care of the life-saving apparatus. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 
IRANSPORTATION OF EXPLOSIVES, ETC., IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up as unfinished busi- | 


ss the bill H. R. 17228. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

\ bill (A. R. 17228) to promote the safe transportation in interstate 


merce of explosives and other dangerous articles, and to provide 
lties for its violation. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The pending motion, Mr. Speaker, was to 

pend the rules and pass the bill, and on that motion debate 

s been exhausted, and I ask for a vote, 

Me, WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, while I suppose it would not 
be in order, however, I have forgotten what the bill was—— 
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Mr. SHERMAN, To regulate the transportation of ex 
plosives. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, when did all that 
transaction happen which the gentleman from New York talks 
about? 

The SPEAKER. On the 9th day of April. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman will 
|} not ask for the passage of this bill without consideration, It 
is an important bill and—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, debate has been exhausted. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a _ parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. When this bill was pend- 
ing in the House, I gave notice that I desired to offer for con- 
sideration an amendment if any amendment was in order. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the rules is not sub- 
ject to amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. If the motion is put, do we have twenty minutes’ de- 
bate on each side? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Debate was exhausted on the date it was 
considered, and we got to the point of taking a vote when we 
took a recess until the next day. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Debate was exhausted on what? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the motion to suspend the rules and 
| pass the bill. 
| Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We did not take a vote then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker - 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I rise for a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would it not be in order to have the proceedings of that day 
read? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. So that we could see what the 
motion was? Another parliamentary inquiry: I would like for 
the Speaker to state just what the motion was on that day, as 
we have not got it before us, and how much debate had been 
exhausted, and what the motion was, and under what rule it 
was exhausted. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPBHAKER. The gentlemen are seeking debate under the 
guise of a parliamentary inquiry. 
| Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from Kentucky desires to 

make a parliamentary inquiry, and desires to state that he is 

not trying to debate the question. I would like to have some 

information. I desire to know whether the motion for the 
| suspension of the rule requires a two-thirds vote to carry or 

whether it was made under the order of the House requiring 
only a majority vote? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Made prior to this rule. 

The SPEAKER, At that time it required a two-thirds vote. 
| Mr. SHERLEY. Then I submit a parliamentary inquiry as 
to whether it can now be passed under a majority vote’ 

The SPEAKER. At this time it requires a majority vote. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not that suspend the rules further, 
and under that is not a second in order? I make that poiut of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will acknowledge his error. The 
motion was made on the 9th day of April, while the rules of 
the House were amended for the remainder of the session on 
the Sth day of April. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise for 
| the purpose of asking unanimous consent to 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the regular order, 
which is equivalent to an objection. 

The question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeus 122, nays 68, 
answered “‘ present” 16, not voting 182, as follows: 

YEAS—122. 








Acheson Bates Burleigh Cocks, N. Y¥. 
Adair Bede Burton, Del. Cole 
Alexander, Mo. Bonynge Capron Cook, Colo. 
Andrus Booher Carter Cooper, Pa. 
Bannon Boyd Chaney Coudrey 
Barchfeld Bradley Chapman Crumpacker 
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Caulfield 
Clark, Fla. 

( layton 
Conner 

Cook, P a. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Denver 
Draper 
Dunwell 
Purey 
edwards, Ga. 
Ellis, Mo, 
Ellis, Oreg. 


Ila 

eee Towa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hardy 

Haugen 
llawley 

Hay 

llayes 

Higgins 

hin Iw 

Hto Utah 
mond and 

Hub Va. 
Jones, W: a 
Kahn 

Keifer 


Kennedy, Iowa 
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McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinley, 
Me aioe v 
McLachk Cal. 





M« Canghita, Mich 


Mann 
Mondell 
Mar doc ok 
_ 
Ne rri 
Nye 
Oicott 
Olmsted 
(verstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parsons 


Kennedy, Ohio Payne 
Lafean Pollard 
Landis Porter 
Laning Pray 
Lenahan Rainey 
Littlefield Reynolds 
Lowden Rodenberg 
McCreary Saunders 
NAYS—6s8. 
Ellerbe Hobson 
Ferris Houston 
Finley Howard 
Floyd Johnson, Ky. 
Fulton Jones, Va, 
Garner Keliher 
Garrett Lee 
Gill Lindsay 
Gillesple McLain 
Glass Macon 
Godwin Maynard 
Granger Moon, Tenn. 


Hackney 
Hammond 
Tfelm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitehbeoek 
ANSWI 
Cox, Ind. 
De Armond 
Foster, Il. 


Goulden 


Moore, ‘Tex. 
Nicholls 
© Connell 
Padgett 
Page 


SRED “ PRESENT "—16. 
Humphreys, Miss. 


Kipp 
Madden 
Morse 


NOT VOTING—182. 


Fairchild 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 

Fornes 

Foss 

Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 

Fuller 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
fHoebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Graham 
Gregg 

Griggs 
Gronna 
Hackett * 
Itaggott 

Hall 

Hamill 
Hamlin 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Heflin 

Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 

Hill, Conn. 
Hill, Miss. 
Holliday 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, lowa 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Knapp 
Knopt 
Knowland 
Kiistermann 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lamb 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Law 
Lawrence 
Leake 
Legare 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindbergh 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
McCall 
McDermott 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McMillan 
McMorraa 
Madison 
Malby 
Marshall 
Miller 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Nelson 
Parker, 8. Dak. 
Pearre 


The following pairs were announced: 
Uutil further notice: 


Mr. Draper with Mr. 
Mr. Mansy with Mr. Spienr. 


Mr. Howetzt of New Jersey with Mr. Pvugo., 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. 


Mr. Fat RCHILD with Mr. 
Mr. Durey with Mr. 
Mr. Darzetzt with Mr. 
Mr. Barrmorpr with Mr. 


KIMBALL. 
GORDON. 

CRAVENS. 

UNDERWOOD. 

Coorrer of Texas, 


Mr. Hersurn with Mr. RIcHARDSON. 





Sherman 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Sn pp 
Southwick 
steonersem 





Tay ong Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wancer 
Wasbburn 
Weems 
Wheeler 
Wood 
Woodyard 
Young 
The Speaker 


Patterson 
Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Sherley 

Sims 

Small 

Smith, Mo. 
Stanley 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Webb 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 


Murphy 
Pou 
Sabath 
Sheppard 


Perkins 
Peters 
Powers 
Pratt 
Prince 
Pujo 
Ransdell, La. 
Reeder 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
toberts 
Rothermel 
Russell, Tex. 
Ryan 
Scott 
Shackleford 
Sherwood 
Smith, Tex, 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 


Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 


Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala 
Thomas, Ohlo 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weeks 
Welsse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wolf 


Hvuenes of New Jersey. 
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| 

Mr. Catper with Mr. Crayton. 

| Mr. ALeExanper of New York with Mr. Foster of linois, 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Herrin. 

Mr. PeEAarRRE with Mr. De ARMOND. 


Mr. Burton of Ohio with Mr. Hamir, 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is announced 
I desire to eall the attention of the Chair to the fact that the 


| special rule that dispenses with the requirement of a two-thirds 





| sidered, 


vote, and makes a majority vote sufficient upon a suspension of 
the rules, was not adopted until the 20th of April, 1908. At the 
time this motion was made to suspend the rules it required a 
two-thirds vote. I desire again to submit to the Chair the fact 
that under the rules when such motion was made, two-thirds 
was required for the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that since the roll call began, the Chair has examined 
the rule and the date, and finds that the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is correct; but while it took two-thirds to 
pass the bill, if it had been voted upon the day that it was con- 
twenty minutes’ debate on each side, yet since that 
time the House, as a matter of procedure, as it was competent 
for the House to do, has adopted a new rule, that during the 


| remainder of this session the rules shall be suspended upon a 


majority vote. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the Chair will permit me a moment. 
The rule adopted by the House, the seeond part of it—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You have to recur to the old rule. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the Chair will permit me, the second part 
of the special rule is only germane to the point of order, and it 
provides that “the vote on agreeing to the motion shal! in al! 
cases be a majority instead of two-thirds, and upon the de- 
mand of any Member opposed to the motion a second shal! be 
considered as ordered.” Now, it is clear, taking into considera- 
tion the plain meaning of this rule, that the proviso only re- 


| lates to a future motion to suspend the rules, because the first 
| proviso provides that such a motion shall be in order at any 


time and not simply as provided in Rule XXIII, and the last 


| part of the second provision provides for the ordering of a 
| second when a second is demanded, clearly indicating a future 
| occurrence; and inasmuch as it related only to future moti 


| York [Mr. Payn 


and inasmuch as this motion was made to suspend the rules 
prior to the adoption of the special rule, it can net be held to 
be retroactive and to affect a vote made upon a motion that 
was in order only where a two-thirds vote was required. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not require to hear—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One word upon the point of order before 
the Chair decides. The former rule—the old rule, and the new 
one as well—the one adopted prior to and the one adopted on 
April 20, provide “ when a second shall be considered as or- 
dered,” and there shall be twenty minutes for debate upon a 
side. It was announced just now that the twenty minutes’ de- 
bate upon a side had been exhausted on that day—the 9th of 
April. By an examination of the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp of 
April 10, I find that statement not to be a fact, but to be a mis 
take made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN 
when he made the assertion. I find on page 4710 of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp of April 9 that the gentleman from New 
‘E] was speaking, whereupon the Chair, in ac- 
cordance with another rule then in existence, interrupted hi! 
with the gavel and said: 

In pursuance of an order of the House, the hour of 5 o'clock having 


arrived, the Chair declares the House in recess until to-morrow at 11.50 
o'clock a. m, 


The debate had not been concluded by five or sit or more 
minutes, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the following memorandui 
from the Clerk, and the Clerk at the Speaker’s table kept tue 
time. For those opposing the motion the time was wholly 
hausted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is right. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair finds for those advocating ¢! 
motion that there were eleven minutes remaining, but in the 
control of the gentleman from New York, who did not choo 

to use that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Under the control, on the contrary, of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER]. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
not demand—— i 

Mr. SHERLEY. Why, the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
no chance for recognition or for the purpose of offering a! 
amendment to the bill, as he desired. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was not subject to amendment; and 
as the time was not claimed by those who favored the bill, those 
who opposed the bill can not complain. 





1908. 





Mr. SHERLEY. Well, the gentleman in charge of the bill 
had no opportunity to claim the time; the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SHERMAN] insisted upon a vote. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; and the gentleman in charge of 
the bill or some other gentleman for the bill did not choose to 
demand recognition, was not compelled to demand recognition, 
and did not demand recognition. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Do I understand—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. Under the 
Constitution, a quorum consists of a majority of the Members 
of the House. 

On a vote, a majority of the Members present, a quorum 
yoting, passes the bill. On a suspension of the rules the re- 
quiring of more than a majority is a question of procedure. 
Under ordinary conditions the rules very properly provide that 
there shall be two days in a month for a suspension of the 
rules, with twenty minutes on a side for debate, and a two- 
thirds vote of those present, a quorum being present, to pass 
the bill. When this motion. was made and the bill was debated, 
t became unfinished business. Since that time the House has 
changed its procedure and has provided that a motion to sus- 
pend the rules shall prevail by a majority vote. 


Upon this vote the yeas are 122, the nays are 68, present | 


A majority having voted in the affirmative, the rules are 
suspended, and the bill is passed. 

CONTESTED ELECTION -KUNZ UV. M’GAVIN—MICHALEK 
SABATH, 


CASES v. 
Mr. 
tion. 
The SPEAKER. 
or question? 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Report and resolution. By direction of 
Committee on Elections No. 3 I wish to submit a report in the 


DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged ques- 


The gentleman rises to a privileged report 


contested election case of Stanley H. Kunz, contestant, v. 
Charles MeGavin, contestee, from the Eighth Congressional 
Listrict of the State of Illinois, and also a resolution, and I 


sk for present consideration of the resolution. 

fhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Stanley H. 
the Sixtieth Congress from 
» State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That Charles McGavin was duly elected a Representative 

in Sixtieth Congress from the Eighth Congressional District 

the State of Illinois, and is entitled to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion, 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Before that motion is put, in order to save 
time, I wish also to submit, by direction of the Committee on 
Elections No. 3, the report of that committee in the contested- 
lection ease of Anthony Michalek v. 


( 
th 


a 


Kunz was not elected a Representative 
the Eighth Congressional District of 


the 
the 


ie Fifth Congressional District of Illinois, and also the resolu- 
ion in that case. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Anthony Michalek was not elected a Representative 
in the Sixtieth Congress from the Fifth Congressional District of the 
State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That Adolph J. Sabath was duly elected a Representative 
in the Sixtieth Congress from the Fifth Congressional District of the 
State of Illinois and is entitled to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution in 
the first case will be agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the gen- 
tleman has offered two resolutions together, the one 
amendment to the other, the two to be considered as one. 

The SPEAKER, No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Was not that the case? 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman reported the first resolu- 
tion, and then he reported the second resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. So that one of them—the one first of- 
fered—may go through by unanimous consent, and the other 
hay not? 

The SPEAKER. Well, the question could be taken on both 
unanimous consent, that the resolution 
agreed to. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
both resolutions be considered as passed by the House. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I am entirely willing. I be- 
lieve it is my place to ask unanimous consent that both be con- 
sidered as passed at the same time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the reso- 
They will be 


by 


lutions, by unanimous consent, are agreed to. 
Journalized separately. 





of | 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7011 


ESTIMATES FOR CLERICAL SERVICE. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the following joint resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 191) requiring estimates for the clerical 
service to be transmitted to Congress. 
Resolved, etc., That there shall be transmitted to Congress 


through the Secretary of the Treasury by the head of ench Executive 
Department and Government establishment at Washington, in addition 
to the estimates now required by law, estimates for the clerical service 


in their respective Departments for the fiscal year 1910, classified and 
graded according to the following schedule, without reference to the 
umount of salary that may be hereafter authorized as compensation 


for each class or subdivision, and the Committee on Appropriations is 

authorized to prepare a bills in accordance with either form 

of estimate. Grade A in each class shall represent the highest ability 
and character of work in that class. 

SCHEDULE. 

Senior clerks: Employees who are assigned to work largely super- 

visory, or requiring the highest order of clerical ability, involving much 


original thought, consideration, and investigation. Grades A, B, C, D, 
and EF. 

Clerks: Employees who are assigned to work more or less routine, 
| involving responsibility, special ability, and original thought, con- 
sideration, and investigation. Grades A, B, C, D, and E. 


Junior clerks: Employees who are assigned to clerical work of a rou 


tine character requiring but little original thought or consideration, but 
requiring judgment, responsibility, and special skill. Grades A, B, C, 
D, and E. 

Under clerks: Employees who are assigned to clerical work of a 
simple or routine character requiring care, accuracy, and skill. Grades 


A, B, C, D, and E. 
SUBCLERICAL CLASS 


Employees whose duties are not clerical or mechanical, but require 


some special skill or involve personal responsibility, as messengers, 
| wetchmen, skilled laborers, sorters, and counters. Grades A, B, C, 
and D. 
Employees engaged in rough and unskilled work, as laborers gener- 
| ally. Grades A and B. 
Smployees who enter the service at an early age and are engaged in 
light work, as messenger boys. Grades A, B, C, and D. 
Employees whose work occupies only a part of the time each day, as 
charwomen and janitors. Grades A, B, and C. 


Salaries of employees engaged in professional, technical, or scientific 
work shall conform as far as possible to the classes and grades of the 
above schedules. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BOWERS. 


Is a second demanded? 

I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is ordered. 
gentleman from Massachusetts entitled to twenty 
and the gentleman from Mississippi to twenty minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, this is a report from the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations, and I think I can very briefly ex- 
plain the purpose of it to the House, and I hope and think it 
will command general approval. Last Congress when we in- 


The 


is minutes 





Adolph J. Sabath from | 


as an | 


in each case be | 


crensed our own sslaries I think there was a general under- 
standing or expectation that an increase in the pay of the Army 
and of the Navy and of the clerical force of the Government 
would ultimately follow. This year, despite the financial de- 
pression, we have already raised the pay of the Army and the 


Navy, and now there remains the question, which is much 
| agitated, whether the clerical force employed by the Govern- 
| ment should not also share in this rise. The way that force 


is now appropriated for is by the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

The committee which had that in charge found that it was 
impossible under the present existing law to make any fair 


rearrangement of salaries, because I think every Member of 
| this House recognizes the fact that the salaries to-day in the 
| clerical force are entirely unreasonable and unscientific as 
| compared with each other, and therefore a certain per cent 
increase for all would not be just. You will find a clerk, for 
| instance, getting $1,800 sitting beside a clerk who is getting 
| $1,200, both doing exactly the same kind of work. You will 
find a man engaged in difficult employment, employment re- 


quiring a high grade of skill, receiving less salary than a clerk 
who is doing the simplest kind of copying work. 

As the House is aware, this whole question had been investigated 
|} and examined by what is known as the “ Keep Commission.” 
and both in the last session and this session the Committee on 


Appropriations has considered the subject, and finally has 
drawn .up the grading which is contained in the resolution 


just read to the House, and which provides that employees 
shail be graded not as now, simply in accordance with the 
salaries they receive, but as far as we can provide in accordance 
with the class of work they do. We attained the best classifica- 
tion we could arrive at, but we do not ask the House to adopt 
this as a law, because we ourselves are not satisfied to what 
result it would lead. 

But this resolution does provide that next year the heads 
of all the Departments, in sending their estimates to Congress, 
shall classify their force in accordance with the present custom 
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and also in accordance with this new classification, so that we 
can take it up and see what the result would be and whether 
it is capable of being framed into a law, compare the present 
system and the other system, and see if the results of a change 
would be advantageous, and if we think it would be desirable 
to give it a test. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
a question. Will he yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
body to do anything? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; except it binds the heads of the Depart- 
ments to send in their estimates in both ways, in the old way 
and the new way. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is a sort of feeler? 

Mr. GILLETT. Exactly; it is a tentative proposition. 

Mr. DWIGHT. Does it decrease or increase the salaries? 

Mr. GILLETT. It does not touch that subject. It com- 
pels the heads of the Departments to send in their estimates, 
and then the committee and the House can take it up and see 
if under this new arrangement there can be a gradation of 
salaries according to the new rule, and what the cost would be. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As I understand it, the committee is at- 
tempting to see if it can not secure a classification according 
to their rank and worth? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. So that the present anomaly of having | 
some one do the same work as another, one receiving $600 and 
the other $900, may possibly be put an end to, if the House 
can find a practical way of doing it after this report. 

Mr. GILLETT. That is it exactly. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I do not see the necessity of 
my making any further statement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the joint resolution, 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, on that proposition I de- 
mand the yeas and nays, 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no 
quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER. The point is sustained. No quorum is pres- 
ent. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant-at- 
Arms will notify absentees, and the question will be taken on 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts to suspend the | 
rules and pass the joint resolution. The Clerk will call the rell. | 


I would like to ask the gentleman 


This resolution does not bind any- 








answered “present” 20, not voting 185, as follows: 
YEAS—182. 


Adair Darragh Hayes 


O'Connell 


Aiken Davenport Helm Olcott 
Alexander, Mo. Dawson Henry, Tex. Olmsted 
Andrus Denby Hepburn Padgett 
Barchfeld Draper « Hill, Conn. Page 
Bartholdt Driscoll liinshaw Parsons 
Bartlett, Nev. Durey Hobson Patterson 
Bates Dwight Holliday Payne 
Beall, Tex, llerbe Houston Pollard 
Bed isch Howard Pray 

Bell, Ga. assett Howell, Utah Rainey 
Bonynge ‘erris Howland Randell, Tex, 
Booher “inley Huff tauch 
sowers ‘itzgerald Hughes, N. J. Reeder 


James, Ollie M, 


J 
] 
I 
1 
i 
1 
Boyd pre Rhinock 
| 
} 
I 
} 
J 
] 


Bradley “ocht Jones, Wash, Riordan 
trantley ‘ordney Kahn Robinson 
Brodhead “oster, Ill. Keifer Rodenberg 
Broussard ‘oster, Ind. Keliher Rucker 
Burgess ‘oulkrod Kennedy, Iowa Russell, Mo, 
Burleigh ‘owler Kennedy, Ohio Sabath 
Burleson ‘rench Kimball Saunders 
Burnett Fulton Kipp Small 
Burton, Del. Gardner, Mich, Knapp Smith, Cal, 
turton, Ohio Gardner, N. J. Kiistermann Smith, lowa 
Butler Garner Lafean Snapp 
Calderhead Garrett Law Spight 
Campbell Gilhams Lee Stanley 
Candler Gill Lindbergh Sterling 
Capron Gillesple Lindsay Taylor, Ohio 
Carlin Gillett McCreary Thomas, N. C, 


Carter Glass McDermott Tou Velle 


Caulfield Godwin MeGavin Underwood 
Chaney Gordon McKinley, IL Volstead 
Chapman Goulden McKinney Vreeland 
Clark, Mo, Granger McLain Waldo 
Cockran Greene Macon Webb 
Cocks, N. ¥. Hackett Maynard Weeks 
Cole Hackney Miller Weems 
Sooper, Pa. Hale Mondell Wheeler 
Cooper, Tex. Hall Moon, Tenn. Williams 
Coudrey Hamilton, lowa Moore, Tex. Wood 
Crawford Haskins Murdock Young 
Currier Haugen Murphy The Speaker 
Cushman Hawley Norris 

Dalzell Hay Nye 





Adamson 


| Ansberry 
| Bennet, N. ¥. 


Cox, Ind. 
De Armond 


Acheson 


Alexander, N. ¥. 


Allen 

Ames 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Bannon 
Jarclay 
sartlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
soutell 
Brownlow 
srumm 
srundidge 
surke 

Byrd 

Calder 


| Caldwell 


Cary 

Clark, Fla. 
Clayton 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Crumpacker 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Denver 
Dickema 
Douglas 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga. 
idwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
Fairchild 
Favrot 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 






May 26, 





NAYS—1., 
Sherley 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—20. 


Dixon Lamb Rothermel 
Flood Lever Russell, Tex. 
Hull, Tenn. Madden Sheppard 
Humphreys, Miss. Mann Sherwood 
Jones, Va. Nicholls Watkins 
NOT VOTING—185. 
Fornes Langley Pujo 
Foss Laning Ransdell, La, 
Foster, Vt. Lassiter Reid 
Fuller Lawrence Reynolds 
Gaines, Tenn. Leake Richardson 
Gaines, W. Va. Legare Roberts 
Gardner, Mass. Lenahan Ryan 
Goebel . Lewis Scott 
Goldfogle Lilley Shackleford 
Graff Littlefield Sherman 
Grabam Livingston Sims 
Gregg Lloyd Slayden 
Griggs Longworth Slem 
Gronna Lorimer Smith, Mich. 
Haggott Loud Smith, Mo. 
Hamill Loudenslager Smith, Tex. 
Hamilton, Mich, Lovering Southwick 
Hamlin Lowden Sparkman 
Hammond McCall Sperry 
Harding McGuire Stafford 
Hardwick McHenry Steenerson 
Hardy McKinlay, Cal. Stephens, Tex, 
Harrison McLachlan, Cal. Stevens, Minn, 
Heflin McLaughlin, Mich.Sturgiss 


Henry, Conn, 
Higgins 

Hill, Miss. 
Hitcheock 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson 

James, Addison D. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Ila. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Landis 


McMillan Sulloway 
MeMorran Sulzer 
Madison Talbott 
Malby ‘Tawney 
Marshall Taylor, Ala. 


Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 


Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 


Morse Tirrell 
Mouser Townsend 
Mudd Wallace 
Needham Wanger 
Nelson Washburn 
Overstreet Watson 
Parker, N. J. Weisse 
Parker, 8. Dak. Wiley 
Pearre Willett 


Perkins 
Peters 


Wilson, Ill, 
Wilson, Pa, 


Porter Wolf 

Pou Woodyard 
Powers 

Pratt 


Prince 


So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the joint resolu- 
The question was taken, an ere were—veas 182. navs | tion was agreed to. 
ESS eROS RE Se SRS SNe VOR ae Sony aN A, | The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. LANING with Mr. ASHBROOK, 
Mr. LANDIS with Mr. Drxon. 
Mr. MANN with Mr. Sims. 
Mr. Sournwick with Mr. SLAYDEN, 

Mr. Srevens of Minnesota with Mr. Wiuson of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Smiru of Michigan with Mr, Ranspetxt of Louisiana, 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. McHenry. 
Mr. Rozserrs with Mr. Lioyp. 
Mr. Rrynoitps with Mr. Jounson of Kentucky. 
Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. Hircmcock, 
Mr. DrrKeEMA with Mr. Harpy. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. HAMLIN. 

Mr. Ames with Mr. Crarx of Florida. 

For the session : 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The doors were opened. 


Mr. PAYND. 


RECESS. 


Mr. Speaker, I 


move that the House now take 


a recess until 11 a. m. to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] moves that the House take a recess until 11 
o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no 


quorum present. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent. The Doorkeeeper will close the doors; the Sergeant-at- 
Arms will bring in absentees. 
will, as their names are called, answer “ yea,’ those opposed 
will answer “nay,” those present and not voting will answer 


Svidently no quorum is pres- 


Those in favor of the motion 


“ present,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 
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\lexander, Mo. 
I ‘hfeld 
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tartlett, Nev. 
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sjennett, Ky. 
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sirdsall 

itell 

ntiey 

rownlow 
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‘rundidge 
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nett 
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dwell 
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‘k, Fla. 
ks, N. ¥. 


c Pa. 
per, Wis, 


ins 


\ nea 
vford 
ragh 
, La, 
Ison 
vis, Minn. 


es 


I 
s 
Denver 
] 


Vv 
glas 
! iwell, 
Dwight 
] irds, Ga. 


1 
sander, N. Y. 


YEAS 
Dickema 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis, Mo. 
illis, Oreg. 
esch 
‘airchild 
‘ocht 
ordney 
‘oss 
foulkre d 
‘owler 
French 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Gilhams 
Gillett 
Goulden 
Graft 
Granger 
Greene 
Hale 
Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hill, ¢ onn,. 


Da ed ee ee mt 


NAYS-— 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 


Foster, ll. 

Fulton 

Garrett 

Godwin 

Hackett 

Hackney 

Hay 

Heflin 

Helm 

Heamry, Tex. 

Hobson 
ANSWERED “I 

Flood 

Haggott 

Hull, Tenn. 

Humphreys, Miss. 

Laning 


NOT VOTING- 


Englebright 
Fassett 

Favrot 

Fornes 

Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fuller 

Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gill 

Gillespie 
Glass 

Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Graham 

Gregg 

Griggs 
Gronna 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Ilammond 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Henry, Conn, 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Jackson 


James, Addison D. 


James, Ollie M. 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kimball 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
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126. 
Hinshaw 
Holliday 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 
H 


A 
imphrey, Wash. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 
Knapp 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Law 
Lindbergh 
Littlefield 
Loudenslager 
McCrea ry 
MeGavin 
McKinley, Il. 
McKinney 
Macon 
Madden 
Madison 
Moon, Tenn, 
Mouser 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 

54. 

Ilouston 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 

Kipp 

Lenahan 
Lloyd 
McDermott 
McHenry 
Moore, Tex. 
Nicholls 
O’Connell 
Rauch 
Riordan 
Robinson 
-RESENT "—17. 
Lever 

Mann 
Rothermel 
Russell, Tex. 
Sheppard 

191. 


Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo, 
Lamb 
Landis 
Langley 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Leake 

Lee 

Legare 
Lewis 
Lilley 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Loud 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCall 
McGuire 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 


The question was taken and there were—yeas 126, nays 54, 
swered “‘ present” 17, not voting 191, as follows: 


Norris 

Nye 
Padgett 
Payne 
Pollard 
Pray 
Rainey 
Reeder 
Rodenberg 
Saunders 
Scott 
Sherman 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mo, 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Weeks 
Weems 
Wheeler 
Wilson, Ill, 
Wood 
Young 

The Speaker 


Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Sabath 
Sherwood 
Spight 
Stanley 
Sulzer 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Williams 


Small 
Talbott 


Perkins 
Peters 
Porter 

Pou 

Powers 
Pratt 

Prince 

Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Roberts 
Ryan 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sims 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Sperry 


McLaughlin, Mich.Stafford 


McMillan 
McMorran 
Malby 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa, 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 
Mudd 
Nelson 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Page 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, 8S. Dak. 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Pearre 


Steenerson 
Stephens, ‘Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Watson 

Webb 

Weisse 

Wiley 

Willett 
Wilson, Pa, 
Wolf 
Woodyard 


Che Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
lor the remainder of this day: 








Mr. Fasserr with Mr. Barttetrtr of Nevada. 








For this vote: 
Mr. Densy with Mr. BRANTLEY. 


Mr. HaMILtron of Michigan with Mr. BuRNeEtT?. 
Mr. Lowpen with Mr. Crara. 

Mr. Otcorr with Mr. GiLiesrie 

Mr. OtmstTep with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. Pace. 

Mr. Waxpo with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. Mitter with Mr. RANDELL o cas. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. ©O iis question the yeas are 
125, nays 54, answering “ present’ 17, a quorum. The Door- 
keeper will open the doors. 

Accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.) the House 
took a recess until 11 a. m. to-morrow. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the chairman of 

the Printing Investigation Commission, transmitting a report 


on the purchase of supplies, ete., and making recommendations 
in relation to future appropriations (H. R. Doc. 968), was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Comn 


on Printing and Appropriations, and ordered to be | 


ttees 
yrinted 


OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of California, from the Committee on the 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11777) providing a means for acquiring title to private hold- 
ings in the Sequoia and General Grant national parks in the 
State of California, in which are big t and other natural 


REPORTS 


T+} 
ruDdD- 


rees 


curiosities and wonders, reported the same without amend- 
ment, aecompanied by a report (No. 1774), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the state of the Union. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on the Distribution of 
Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, submitted a re- 
port (No. 1775) relative to House Document 555, which said re- 
port was referred to the House Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
22147) granting a pension to Kate G. Johnson, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R, 22183) to amend and con- 
solidate the acts respecting copyright—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 22184) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to dispose of certain land within the Fort 
Peck Indian Reservation, in Valley County, Mont., for public 
school purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 22185) to erect a monument 
commemorating the battle of Kettle Creek, during the Reyvolu- 
tionary war—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 22186) to regulate the 
issuing of national-bank currency—to the Committee on Bank 
ing and Currency. 

ty Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 22187) to increas: 


sions of widows of soldiers and sailors of the war with 


» the pen- 
Mexico 


and of the late civil war, and the various Indian wars—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 22188) to provide for the improvement of 
the headwaters of the Big Sandy River, Virginia and Kentucky, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Har 
bors. 

By Mr. KEIFER (by request): A bill (H. R. 22189) for the 
purchase of an edition of the document therein mentioned—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 22190) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4 


1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the pow- 
ers of the Interstate Commerce Commission,” approved June 
30, 1906—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. WEEKS (by request): A bill (H. R. 22191) granting 
thirty working days’ leave of absence in each year, without for- 
feiture of pay during such leave, to certain employees at United 

tates arsenals, proving grounds, and supply stations—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. REYNOLDS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 192) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
regulating the hours of labor in industrial establishments—to 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BATES: A bill CH. R. 22192) granting an increase 
of pension to Phillip Leatherbreetches—to the Committee on 
Invalid Vensions. 

By Mr. DIEKEMA: A bill (H. R. 22193) for the relief of 
John W. McCrath—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 22194) for the relief of Benjamin W. 
Ehle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 22195) granting a pen- 
sion to Emily E. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (HL. R. 22196) for the relief of the 
heirs of James Roberts, late of Jasper County, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H, R. 22197) granting a pension 
to Ursla Joseph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. RR. 22198) granting a pension to Georgia 
A. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MAy 26, 


of Columbus, for H. R. 7559, making the 12th of October a na- 
tional holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Madison, Me., 
for the amendment to the Sherman antitrust law known as the 
“Wilson bill” (H. R. 20584), for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), 
the employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUDREY: Petition of J. A. Lewis, favoring selec- 


| tion of one-third of currency commission outside of Congress— 
| to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


By Mr. CAULFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John McBride—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Bishop Newman Council, 
Massachusetts State Council, and Punxsutawney, Uniontown, 
and St. Leo councils, Knights of Columbus, for H. R. 7559, in 
favor of making October 12—date of discovery of America by 
Christopher Columbus—a legal holiday—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. FOWLER: Petition of Presbytery of Newton, N. J., 
against restoration of the Army canteen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of R. L. Crickenberger and others, of Westfield, 
N. J., for H. R. 20584, amendment to Sherman antitrust law, 
and for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and 
the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Robert A. Pruden and others, of Plainfield, 


| N. J., favoring a national highways commission (H. R, 15837) 


Also, a bill (1. R. 22199) granting an increase of pension to | 


Peter Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 22200) for the relief of J. M. Daniel—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (HL. R. 22201) for the relief of the heirs 
of Thomas J. Holmes and Richard R. Holmes, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LENAHAN: A bill (H. R, 22202) granting a pension 
to James Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. I. 22203) granting a pension to Frank Carr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22204) to 
correct the military record of Christopher P. Rhodes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Robert IE. Crosson and Charles W. Coons, 
of Plainfield, N. J., for H. R. 20584, amendment to the Sherman 
antitrust law, and for the Pearre bill (H. R. 94), employers’ 
liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Elizabeth, N. J., for developmen 
of method of treatment of tuberculosis (S. 5117 and H. Rl. 
18445)—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 


| Succasunna, N. J., favoring the Hamilton biM (H. R. 17426)— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


by Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 22205) granting a pension | 


to Joseph Coslett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 22206) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jessie McClelland—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (CH. R. 22207) to remove the charge 
of absence without leave and reported desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Edward Joseph Carey, alias Edward Joseph 
Fitzharris—to the Committee«on Military Affairs, 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of St. Mary’s Council, Knights 
of Columbus, favoring making October 12 a legal holiday (TH. R. 
7559)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lawrence Saving and Trust Company, for a 


third of the members of currency commission to be selected | 


outside of Congress—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, 

hy Mr. BEALE of Pennsylvania: Petition of citzens of Salts- 
burg, Pa., for the Clay amendment to the shipping bill for pro- 
tection of no-license districts—to the Committee on the Judi- 
cMuiry. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kittanning, Pa., for amendment 
to Sherman antitrust law (H. R. 20584), and for Pearre bill 
(Hl. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and the eight-hour bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of the United States, for a national 
highways commission and appropriation for Federal aid in 
building highways (H. R. 15837)—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Eddie H. De Vidder, of Miola, Pa., favoring 
li. Rt. 12682, safeguarding people’s money against bank fail 
ures—-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Punxsutawney Council, No. 452, Knights of 
Columbus, for H. R, 7559, making October 12 a legal holiday— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD; Petition of Damien Council, Knights 








By Mr. FULLER: Petition of D. J. Stewart & Co., of Rock 
ford, IlL, against section 11 of the Aldrich bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of William F. Woodruff, of Rockford, I1., 
against Aldrich currency bill—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, petition of A, W. Fiske, of De Kalb, IL, for amendment 
of H. R. 18525, so as to exempt from its operations building and 
loan associations that loan to their members only—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Br. Mr. GOULDEN. Petition of Charles W. Bogart, favoring 
choice of one-third of members of currency commission outside 
of Congress—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of citizens of Union Hill, N. J., 
for the passage of the Wilson bill (H.R. 20584), Pearre bil! 
(H. R. 94), employers’ liability bill, and labor’s eight-hour bil! 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petition of Women’s Clu! 
and citizens of Hastings, Mich., in favor of passage of H. lt. 
18445, to investigate and develop methods of treatment of tuber 
culosis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of San Jose, favoring the 
Rodenberg anti-injunction bill (H. R. 17187) and the Hemen- 
way-Graff safety ash-pan bill (H. R. 19795)—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of Tintic Commercia! 
Club, favoring amendment to section 4 of act to regulate com 
merce (Hepburn railway rate bill) —to the Committee on Inter 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of American Federation of Labor of Salt Lake 
City, Utah, for H. R. 11808, 16871, 16868, and 8S. 4491—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Mrs, E. H. Reid and other citi- 
zeus of Pennsylvania, favoring concurrent resolution 28, against 


| Russian atrocities—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. LAW: Petition of John 8. Collins and other citizens, 
children, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for legislation to establish 
the Southern Appalachian Forest Reserve—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Palos Council, Knights of Columbus, for 
H, R. 7559, making the 12th of October a national holiday—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition for the enactment of the bills H. K. 
04 and H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law, and bil! 
limiting a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done for the 
Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of various councils, 
of Columbus, favoring H. R. 7 making October 1 


Knights 
7559, 2 a legal 
holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of Leroy Osler and others, 
of Columbus, Ohio, for the enactment of the bills H. R. 94 and 
H. R. 20584, a general employers’ liability law and bill limit- 
ing a day’s labor to eight hours upon work done for the Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: Petition of George W. Phillips, that 
Congress prohibit the sale of envelopes by the Post-Office De- 
artment for less than cost in competition with country print- 


ing offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 27, 1908. 


Prayer by the Rev. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of 
Washington. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- | 


proved. 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the chairman of the Printing Investiga- 
tion Commission, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


PRINTING INVESTIGATION COMMISSION, 
Washington, May 25, 1908. 


_ Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith, by direction of the 
Printing Investigation Commission, and with its approval, a report 


its subcommittee on the subject of the purchase of certain supplies 
for the public printing and binding and the operations of The Audit 
System, a corporation, in the Government Printing Office, and making 

rain recommendations in relation to future appropriations for the 
public printing and binding and other matters. 

fery respectfully, 
T. C. PLaTt, 
Chairman Printing Investigation Commission. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
Washington, D. C. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The communication and accom- 

panying papers will lie on the table and be printed. 
FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of the First Presbyterian Church of Dalton, Ga., 
v. United States, which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills with amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 1385. An act to authorize the sale and disposition of a por- 
tion of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Cheyenne River 
and Standing Rock Indian reservations in the States of South 
Dakota and North Dakota, and making appropriation and pro- 
vision to carry the same into effect; and 

S. 6200. An act granting a perpetual easement and right of 
way to Salt Lake City, Utah, for the construction, operation, 
maintenance, repair, and renewal of a conduit and pipe line 
and valye houses upon and across the Fort Douglas Military 
Reservation. : 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H, R. 21735) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any 
law now existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 17228. An act to promote the safe transportation in in- 
terstate commerce of explosives and other dangerous articles, 
and to provide penalties for its violation; 

H. R. 19795. An act concerning locomotive ash pans; 

H. R. 21129. An act to provide for refunding stamp taxes 
paid under the act of June 13, 1898, upon foreign bills of ex- 
change drawn between July 1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against 
the value of products or merchandise actually exported to for- 


m countries, and authorizing rebate of duties on anthracite | 


coal imported into the United States from October 6, 1902, to 
January 15, 1908, and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res.191. Joint resolution requiring estimates for the 
clerical service to be transmitted to Congress, 
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The message also announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 41) providing for the printing 
) and binding of copies of the proceedings of the conference of 
governors of the States and Territories called by the President 
| of the United States, held May 13, 14, and 15, 1908, to consider 
measures for the conservation of the country’s natural re- 


sources, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 4316. An act to further amend the act entitled “An act to 
promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 21, 1903; 

S. 4812. An act to regulate the employment of child labor in 
the District of Columbia; 

S. 6163. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell and dispose of the surplus unallotted agricultural lands of 
the Spokane Indian Reservation, Wask., and for other purposes; 

S. 6863. An act granting title to a parcel of land in the city 
of Dubuque, Iowa, heretofore known as St. Raphael’s Ceme- 
tery, to the archbishop of Dubuque and his successors in office, 
and confirming and establishing title thereto accordingly ; 

S. 6805. An act to encourage the development of coal deposits 
in the Territory of Alaska; 

H. R. 21815. An act to amend the laws relating to navigation, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 21875. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, 
and for other purposes. 


Speaker of the 
and they were 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the General 
Conference of the Methodist Protestant Church of Pittsburg, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Poughkeepsie Trust 
Company, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to establish a currency commission, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Danahy Packing Com- 
pany, of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called “ Beveridge bill” requiring the date to be placed 
on cans of meat and meat food products, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Clarks- 


burg, W. Va., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor 
organizations, which was referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the West Virginia Retail 
Jewelers’ Association of Parkersburg, W. Va., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “ Vreeland bill” to regu- 
late the stamping of gold-filled, gold-plated and electroplated 
watch cases, which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wil- 
mington, Del., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. ALLISON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rich- 
land, Burlington, Missouri Valley, Council Bluffs, Muscatine, 
Keokuk, Ottumwa, Evans, Cedar Rapids, Dubuque, Davenport, 
Des Moines, Waterloo, White City, Oskaloosa, Clarkdale, 
Hynes, Sioux City, and Beacon, all in the State of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the led 
“Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organizations, 


so-cn! 


which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Council 
Bluffs, Osceola, Muscatine, Stuart, and Cla County, all in 
the State of Iowa, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 


rad 


lation to prevent Sunday banking in post-offices in the handling 


of money ordérs and registered letters, whi were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and VPost-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Federated Women’s Club 
of Akron; the Fortnightly Club of Burli on; the I der 
Coterie, of Elkader; the Cheerful Workers of Sutherland; the 
Hawthorne Club of Wyoming; the Mothers’ Club of Grinnel 
the Book and Basket Club of Ames; the Woman's ¢ h of 
Dubuque; the Art Club of Iowa City; the Twentieth Century 
Club of Charles City; the Ladies’ Literary Society of Water- 
loo: the Whatsoever Club of Burlington; the Home, Social, and 


Literary Club of Cedar Falls; the ‘twentieth Century Club of 
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Muscatine; the Ladies’ Literary Circle of La Porte; the Unity | 
Circle of Des Moines; the Shakespeare Club of Burlington; the | 
Woman’s Club of Spencer; the Iowa Federation of Women’s | 
Clubs of Audubon; the Iowa Federation of Women’s Clubs of | 
Independence; the Woman’s Club of Oskaloosa; the N. N. Club | 
of Iowa City; the Ladies’ Embroidery Club of Greene; the 
fowa Congress of Mothers, of Des Moines; the Ladies’ Tourist 
Club of Fairbanks; the Mothers’ Council of Cedar Falls; the 
Hyperion Circle of Rockford; the Women’s Club of Toledo; 
* the Women’s Club of Independence; the Tuesday Club of Ce- 


dar Falls, and of sundry citizens of Cedar Rapids, Ames, Albia, | 


Independence, Fort Madison, and Sutherland, all in the State 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called “ Beveridge- 
Parsons child-labor bill,” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Iie also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Des Moines, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary | 


Society of the Capital Park Methodist Episcopal Church, of Des 
Moines, lowa, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Council 
Bluffs, lowa, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor or- 
ganizations, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Credit Men’s Association 
of Des Moines, Iowa, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
national bankruptcy law, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Scott County Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit buying, selling, or dealing in futures, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of Local Lodge No. 204, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Boone, Iowa, praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ Rodenberg anti-injunction 
bill,” which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to create 
a permanent nonpartisan tariff commission, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Credit Men’s Association 
of Des Moines, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called ‘‘Aldrich currency bill,” which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Sheldon, 
Iowa, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
protect the first day of the week ds a day of rest in the District 
of Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sheldon, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Buxton, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called “ Foraker bill,” 
providing for the reenlistment of the discharged soldiers of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of labor organizations of 
Dubuque, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the construction of the first new battle ship at a Govern- 
ment navy-yard, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the town council of Gutten- 
berg, Iowa, praying that an annual appropriation of $2,000,000 
be made for the improvement of the upper Mississippi River, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fort Dodge, 
Webster City, and Sioux City, all in the State of Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the 
National Guard of the various States, which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Adams County Bank, of Nodaway, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the appointment of a currency 
commission, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Toledo, 
Towa, praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a 
national forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian and White 
Mountains, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ackley, 
Dubuque, Waterloo, Davenport, Des Moines, Spencer, and Sioux 


| 





City, all in the State of Iowa, and of New York City, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ Kittredge copyright 
bill” relating to musical compositions, which were referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Colfax, 
Massena, Sioux City, Loveland, Council Bluffs, Ottumwa, Afton, 
Larrabee, and Oskaloosa, all in the State of Iowa, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “rural parcels- 
post bill,” which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Muscatine, 
Laurel, Agency, Muscatine County, and Floyd County, all in 
the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“rural parcels-post bill.” which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Dubuque, 
Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ Pen- 
rose bill,” to exclude nonmailable periodicals from second-class 
mail privileges, which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (for Mr. DoLiiver) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Ames, Sanborn, West Bend, Fort Dodge, Burlington, 
Lake City, Macedonia, Denison, Sioux City, Sheldon, Manning, 
Davis City, Grinnell, Waverly, and Webster City, all in the 
State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the employment of child labor in the District of 
Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. DoLuiver) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens and labor organizations of Davenport, Coalville, Water- 
loo, Dubuque, Des Moines, Keokuk, Ottumwa, and Evans, all 
in the State of Iowa, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the so-called “Sherman antitrust law” relating to 
labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. DOLLIVER) presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. DoLiIvER) presented a petition of Protection 
Lodge, No, 137, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engine- 
men, of Eldon, Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ Hemenway-Graff safety ash-pan bill,” which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. Dottiver) presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Monroe County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ Foraker bill,” providing for the reenlistment of the 
discharged soldiers of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. DoLiiver) presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. DoLLiver) presented a petition of the board 
of directors of the Security Savings Bank, of Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a 
currency commission, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. Dotiiver) presented a petition of the Park 
and Forestry Association of the State of Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the protection of the 
song birds of the country, which was referred to the Committee 
on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also (for Mr. DoLtiiver) presented a petition of sundry mem- 
bers of the Knights of Columbus, of Davenport, Iowa, prayins 
for the enactment of legislation making October 12, the anni- 
yersary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, 
a national holiday, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 5 

He also (for Mr. Dotriver) presented a petition of the 
Commercial Club of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the rati- 
fication of reciprocal trade relations with France, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also (for Mr. Dottiver) presented a_ petition of the 
National Association of Postmasters, of Burlington, Iowa, pray- 








ing for the enactment of legislation to increase the compensation 
of assistant postmasters to 65 per cent of the salary of the px at 
master, which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also (for Mr. Dorriver) presented a petition of the 
board of directors of the Merchants’ National Bank and the 
Citizens’ National Bank, of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, praying for 
the adoption of a certain amendment to the so-called “ Aldrich 
currency bill,” which was ordered to lie on the table. — 

Mr. DIXON presented a petition of sundry citizens of — 
Mont., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
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so-called “ Sherman antitrust law” relating to labor organiza- 
tions, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BACON presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 7231) 
for the relief of the heirs of Robert H. Walthour and Taylor 
Walthour, deceased, which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 

HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING, 

Mr. KNOX. I am directed by the Committee on Rules, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 186) re- 
lating to the assignment of space in the House Office Building, 
to report it without amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. Identically the same joint resolution was intro- 
duced by the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and 
referred to the committee, and I also report it back and ask 
that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
reports a House joint resolution, which will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I simply desire to state, in order 
that the record may be properly understood, that the joint reso- 
lution which was introduced by me was introduced at the re- 
quest of a leading Member of the House of Representatives. I 
believe it has already been stated by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vyania that it is identical with the resolution that has been since 
passed by the Hovse of Representatives. So there is no conflict 
between the two measures in any particular. In other words, 
the whole matter is in the interest of the House of Representa- 
tives, and is made necessary by the fact that their’s is not a 
continuing body; and in order that they may have a permanent 





set of rules to govern the Office Building, it is necessary that | 


there should be action by Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. KNOX. I move that the joint -esolution (S. R. 95) re- 
lating to the assignment of space in the House Office Building 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 7232) granting an increase 
of pension to John 8S. Coggeshall, which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 7233) for the relief of Rich- 
ard Haley and others, which was read twice by its title and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Mr. CARTER (for Mr. HANsprovuGH) 


ro 


introduced a Dill 


to promote agricultural cooperative organization and to appro- 
priate money therefor, which was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 7235) granting an increase of 
pension to Madison M. Scott, which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


: : ‘ 
Mr. CURTIS introduced the following bills, which were sey-| was an improper one, or what point does the Senator mean 


erally read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7236) for the relief of H. F. Millikan; and 

A bill (S. 7237) for the relief of Thomas A. Scates. 

Mr. NELSON (for Mr. McCumser) introduced the following 


United States. 


(S 
7234) to establish a National Commission of Cooperative Service | 


Mr. FLINT introduced the following bills, which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 7250) for the relief of Frank M. Swasey; and 

A bill (S. 7251) for the relief of Frank C. Prescott. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7252) for the relief-of J. B. West; and 

A bill (S. 7253) for the relief of Harry J. Symes. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 97) to 
create a commission to prepare a municipal code for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which was read twice by its title and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


oO 


EXPENSES OF OKLAHOMA CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 


Mr. GORE. If there is no conference report pending, I ask 
unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 5329) to provide for 
an appropriation to defray the expenses of the constitutional 
convention and State election of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. KEAN. I eall for the regular order, which is the bill 
that was agreed to be taken up at the request of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Depew]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The regular order is in force after 
the routine morning business is closed. The routine morning 
business is not yet closed. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. KEAN. Tet us have the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the bill. Concurrent and other resolutions are 
in order. 

PAPERS IN LABOR CASES, 

Mr. CULBERSON. Several days ago, Mr. President, I asked 
and obtained the leave of the Senate to have printed as a Sen- 
ate document certain injunctions that have been issued in the 
Federal courts and in State courts in labor cases. I desire this 
morning to ask leave to have printed as a Senate document a 
copy of an injunction issued im the United States circuit court 
for the western district of New York in the case of the Dela- 
ware. Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company, complain- 
ant, v. The Switchmen’s Union of North America et al., and also 
I desire to present a paper touching the imprisonment of 
William H. Webber and John Haddow for contempt of court 
in certain labor cases and their pardon by the President of the 
My request is for leave to print as a Senate 
document the papers to which I have referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the papers submitted by him may be 
printed as a document. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What is the last-named document, I will 
ask the Senator? 


Mr. CULBERSON. The last document is a paper relating to 


| the imprisonment of William H. Webber and John Haddow for 


alleged contempt of court and their pardon by the President of 


| the United States. 


bills, which were severally read twice by their titles and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7238) for the relief of C. N. Valentine; 

A bill (S. 7239) for the relief of C. C. Schuyler; 

A bill (S. 7240) for the relief of the estate of Alexander C. 
McGillivray, deceased ; 

A bill (8S, 7241) for the relief of Ole Serumgard; 

A bill (S. 7242) for the relief of Lee Stover; and 

A bill (8. 7243) for the relief of Marshall H. Jewell. 

Mr. OWEN introduced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 7244) for the relief of Alfred H. Boles; 

A bill (S. 7245) for the relief of John J. Boles; 

A bill (S. 7246) for the relief of Emory D. Brownlee; 

A bill (S. 7247) for the relief of R. A. Cameron; 

A bill (S. 7248) for the relief of A. R. Museller; and 

A bill (S. 7249) for the relief of E. G. Spillman, 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ef the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator think that the pardon 


Is there objection to the request 


to bring out by having the document printed? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The object in printing it is to suggest 
the undue extent to which the judicial authority has gone in 
contempt labor cases. I have not examined the paper critically, 
but in my judgment the pardon of the President was proper. 
I think it was recommended by the then Attorney-General of 
the United States, who is now a member of this body from 
the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course if the Senator vouches for the 
paper, I shall not object, but I think papers printed as a docu- 
ment ought to be very carefully examined. I have in mind 
some instances where abuses have crept in in that regard. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state to the Senator from New 
Hampshire frankly that I have not read all of it, but I will 
read it, if he suggests it, before it is printed. But I 


ask leave 
now that it may be printed. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Of course if the Senator vouches for it 
now, I shall not object. 
Mr. CULBERSON, I do not vouch for it, because I have 


not read it all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
have it printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 


I will not object if the Senator asks to 


Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 
Mr. CLAPP. Task to have printed as a supplement to Senate 
Document No, 445, Sixtieth Congress, first session, certain papers 


Indian 


ing to the hearings held before the Committee on 
i\irs relating to the Crow Indian Reservation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

HEARING ON ANTI-INJUNCTION AND LABOR BILLS. 

Mr. GORE. I ask to have printed as a document a hearing 
held before the Judiciary Committee of the House of Represen- 
tatives February 5, 1908, on the Pearre anti-injunction and labor 
bills, 


Afh 


Mr. GALLINGER,. I will ask the Senator what the docu- 
ment is? 
Mr. GORE. It is a hearing before the House committee by 


Mr. Spelling with reference to injunction. It seems that we will 
not be able to discuss the measure at the present session of 
Congress, and I desire to have it printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

: SUGAR-BEET PRODUCTION, 

Mr. TELLER. I present data compiled by Truman G. Pal 
mer together with beet-sugar resolutions passed at the national 
irrigation congresses in 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896, the Trans- 
Mississippi Commercial Congress in 1903, 1906, and 1907, to- 
gether with the 1907 State legislatures of Colorado,- Wyoming, 
and Michigan, and the National Association of Retail Grocers, 
remonstrating against any further reduction of the duty on 
tropical sugar, and also the sugar plank of the Republican 
national platform of 1906, together with the promises to farmers 
from the National Campaign Text-Book of 1900. I move that it 
be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

UINTAH INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. SMOOT, I ask that 500 additional copies of House 
document No. 671, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, being 
au letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report | 
of surveys and examination of the Uintah Indian Reservation 
be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

- ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. DEPEW. If the morning business is closed-—— 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. GORE. I want to know if I am correct in supposing 
that prior to 2 o’clock unobjected bills on the Calendar are the 
regular order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They are not this morning, as a 
special order was made yesterday by unanimous consent at the 
request of the Senator from New York [Mr. Derrw], and that 
will displace the regular order. 

Mr. TELLER. 
wait a moment until we take a vote on the resolution offered as 
a substitute by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Dick]? ‘There will 
be no discussion of it at all, I understand. 

Mr. DEPEW. I have yielded the floor several days 

Mr. TELLER. If there is to be any discussion, we will not 
attempt to continue it. 

Mr. DEPEW. I yielded to this resolution yesterday when the 


» 





Senator from Ohio in the most bland and amiable way said | 


there would be no possibility of any discussion, and at the 
end of two hours it was still pending, and I yielded to another 
Senator, who said he would take half an hour, and he spoke 
four. I think I must insist on the consideration of House bill 
21544, according to the unanimous consent given yesterday. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


H. R. 217129. An act to provide for refunding stamp taxes 
paid under the act of June 13, 1898, upon foreign bills of ex- 
change drawa between July 1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against 
the value of products or merchandise actually exported to for- 
eign countries, and authorizing rebate of duties on anthracite 
coal imported into the United States from October 6, 1902, to 
January 15, 1903, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

H.J. Res. 191. Joint resolution 
clerical service to be transmitted to Congress, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CONFERENCE OF GOVERNORS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, 
which WwaS read: ; 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed and bound 50,000 copies of the proceedings of 


the conference of the governors of the States and Territories, called by 
the President of the United States, to be held May 13, 14, and 15, 
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ate 


I ask the Senator from New York if he will | 


requiring estimates for the | 


May 27, 





1908, to consider measures for the conservation of the country’s nat- 
ural resources, of which 14,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
and 26,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
10,000 copies for distribution by the President of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the concurrent resolution be con- 
sidered and adopted at this time. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to. 


LANDS IN SOUTH DAKOTA AND NORTH DAKOTA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1385) to 
authorize the sale and disposition of a portion of the surplus 
and unallotted lands in the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock 
Indian reservations in the States of South Dakota and North 
Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to carry the 
same into effect, which were: 

On page 3, after line 11, to insert: 

Prot ided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may reserve such 


lands as he may deem necessary for agency, school, and religious pur- 
poses, to remain reserved as long as needed, and as long as agency, 


school, or religious institutions are maintained thereon for the benetit 
of said Indians: Provided, however, That the er of the Interior 
is hereby authorized and directed to issue a patent in fee simple to 
the duly ‘authorized missionary board, or other proper authority of any 
religious organization heretofore engaged in mission or school work on 
said reservations, for such lands thereon (not included in any town site 
herein provided for) as have been heretofore set apart to such organiza- 
tion for mission or school purposes. 

On page 4, line 6, to strike out all after “ reservations” down 
to and including “act,” line 8. 

On page 4, line 17, after “ disposition,” to insert “ until fur- 
ther action by Cengress.” 

On page 4, to strike out line 18 down to and including “ com- 
mon,” line 20. 

On page 5, line 13, to strike out “State of” and insert 
“States of North or.” 

On page 5, line 18, to strike out all after “meet” down to 
and including “ shall,” line 21, and insert “ and.” 


On page 5, line 23, to strike out all after “ assistants’ down 


| to and including “ of” where it occurs the first time, line 25, and 


insert “at such compensation as.” 

On page 5, line 25, after “ Interior, 
prove.” 

On page 6, line 15, after “respectively,” to insert “and no 
compensation shall be paid to either the commissioners or em- 
ployees after the said six months.” 

On page 7, line 1, to strike out “ promptly.” 

On page 7, line 21, after “ may,” to insert “in the discretion 
| of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

On page 8, line 17, after ‘“‘ North Dakota,” to strike out 
and insert “the sums to which.” 

On pege 8, line 18, to strike out “ thereto.” 

On page 8, line 19, to strike out all after “annum” down to 
and including “ alike,” line 21. 

On page 8, line 25, to strike out all after “ Interior ” down to 
| and including “ Indians,” page 9, line 4. 
| On page 9, line 9, to strike out “two dollars and fifty ” and 
insert ‘one dollar and twenty-five.” 

On page 10, line 1, to strike out “four hundred and fifteen” 
und insert “not more than two hundred and twenty-five.” 

On page 10, line 9, after “ appropriation ” to insert “, or any 
further appropriation hereafter made for the purpose of carry 
ing out the provisions of this act.” 
| On page 10, line 22, after “ received” to insert “and.” 
| Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate concur in the amend 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INJURIES TO GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and, under the unanimous consent agreement, the Chair ii) 
before the Senate House bill 21844. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 21844) granting to certain em 
ployees of the United States the right to receive from it com- 
pensation for injuries sustained in the course of their employ- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pend- 
ing amendment, which is the amendment offered by the Senator 
| from Mississippi [Mr. McLAurrn]. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 11, strike out the words 
“ Secretary of Commerce and Labor” and insert “court of the 
United States for the district in which the injury is inflicted. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHeRtaNnp] moved to insert 

the word “circuit” before the word “court,” so that 1! 

amended the clause will read: ts ae tng 

a etermin : 
ctiaet estos re United States for the district in which the injury 
is inflicted, 


” 


to insert “may ap- 


+ aa 
as 
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Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Utah if, in his judgment, that would provide for a case where 
the injury occurred in the Canal Zone. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was on my feet for the purpose of 
making the very suggestion the Senator from Connecticut has 
now made. I offered the amendment the other day, not because 
I was in favor of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Mississippi, but in order to perfect it if it was to be passed 
at all. 

It seems to me that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Mississippi ought not to be adopted. I can see many dif- 
ficulties which might arise if the bill should provide in accord- 
ance with that amendment. For instance, the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Connecticut is one of them. As I under- 
stand it there is no court of the United States in the Canal 
Zone, and so whether we put in the word “circuit” or leave it 
out the amendment would not apply in that sort of a case. 
Neither could it apply to injuries occurring in any of the insular 
possessions, I understand. 

Mr. President, it was suggested the other day while this 
bill was under consideration that the provisions submitting 
questions of negligence or misconduct to the determination of 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor would be invalid as an 
attempt to confer upon that administrative officer judicial power. 
I do not understand that that would be the effect of the legis- 
lation. The result of the entire legislation is to create a class 
of claims against the United States which would not exist but 
for the legislation. In other words, if no legislation at all is 
passed upon this subject none of the persons who come within 
the terms of the law would have any right of action or a claim 
against the United States whatever. So, by this legislation, it 
is proposed to confer upon these persons a pure gratuity. 

I submit it is self-evident that where the Government of the 
United States undertakes to confer a right upon an individual 
which but for the legislation would not exist, it may itself im- 
pose conditions upon which the right would attach. One of 
the conditions which is annexed to this bill is that the United 
States Government shall reserve to itself through one of its 
Departments the right to determine whether the person seeking 
the relief has been guilty of negligence or misconduct. 

It falls, I understand, expressly within the terms of the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court in the case of the United States 
v. Ferreira in 183 Howard. That was a case arising under the 
Spanish treaty which, among other things, provided that— 


The United States shall cause satisfaction to be made for the injuries, 
if any, which by process of law shall be established to have been suffered 
by the Spanish officers and individual Spanish inhabitants by the late 
operations of the American Army in Florida. 


Under the terms of that treaty Congress passed an act which, 
among other things, provided that the judges of the superior 
court established at St. Augustine and Pensacola should receive 
and adjust claims arising under that provision of the treaty, 
and it provided further— 

That In all cases where the judges shall decide in favor of the claim- 
ants the decisions, with the evidence on which they are founded, shall 
be by the said judges reported to the Secretary of the Treasury— 

I call particular attention to this provision of the law— 
who— 


Relating to the Secretary of the Treasury— 
on being satisfied that the same is just and equitable, within the pro- 


visions of the treaty, shall pay the amount thereof to the person or 
persons in whose favor the same is adjudged. 


Under the terms of that law the Secretary of the Treasury 
not only undertook to pass upon questions of fact, but he under- 
took to pass upon the meaning of the law—that is, he undertook 
to say that the law did not apply to certain classes of persons; 
and the Supreme Court of the United States held that he was 
not thereby exercising a part of the judicial power of the United 
States. I read from the opinion of the court. on page 46: 


The law of 1823, therefore, and not the stipulations of the treaty, 
furnishes the rule for the proceeding of the Territorial judges, and 
determines their character. And it is manifest that this power to 
decide upon the validity of these claims is not conferred on them as a 
judicial function to be exercised in the ordinary forms of a court of 
Justice. For there is to be no suit; no parties in the legal acceptance 
of the term are to be made—no process to issue; and no one is author- 
ized to appear on behalf of the United States or to summon witnesses 
in the case. The proceeding is altogether ex parte, and all that the 
judge is required to do is to receive the claim when the party presents 
it and to adjust it upon such evidence as he may have before him or 
be able himself to obtain. But neither the evidence nor his award are 
to be filed in the court in which he presides, nor recorded there; but 
he is required to transmit both the decision and the evidence upon 
Which he decided to the Seeretary of the Treasury, and the claim is 
to be held if the Secretary thinks it just and equitable, but not other- 
wise. It is to be a debt from the United States upon the decision of the 
Secretary, but not upon that of the judge. 


So the court proceeds along that line. Finally, a little fur- 
ther along in the opinion, this language is used, and I invite 
particular attention to it because I think it completely answers 
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the contention which was made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FoRAKER] and by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] 
with reference to this proposed legislation. The Supreme Court 
says: 





Nor can we see any ground for objection to the power of revision and 
control given to the Secretary of the Treasury. When the United 
States consent to submit the adjustment of claims against them to any 
tribunal they have a right to prescribe the conditions on which they 
will pay. And they had a right, therefore, to make the approval of the 
award by the Secretary of the Treasury one of the conditions upon 
which they would agree to be liable. No ciaim, therefore, is due from 
the United States until it is sanctioned by him, and his decision against 
the claimant for the whole or a part of the claim as allowed by the 
judge is final and conclusive. It can not afterwards be disturbed by 
an appeal to this or any other court, or in any other way, without the 
authority of an act of Congress, 

And again, on page 48: 


The powers conferred by these acts of Congress upon the judge, as 
well as the Secretary, are, it is true, judicial in their nature, for judg- 
ment and discretion must be exercised by both of them. But it is noth- 
ing more than the power ordinarily given by law to a commissioner 
appointed to adjust claims to lands or money under a treaty, or special 
powers to inquire into or decide any other particular class of contro- 
versies in which the public or individuals may be concerned. A power 
of this description may constitutionally be conferred on a secretary as 
well as on a commissioner, but is not judicial in either case, in the 
sense in which judicial power is granted by the Constitution to the 
courts of the United States. 

So in the legislation under consideration, when the Govern- 
ment of the United States agrees to recognize a claim which 
but for the legislation would not exist, it may impose such con- 
ditions upon its agreement as it pleases; and one of the condi- 
tions which it may impose is that questions of fact and even 
questions of law must first of all be submitted to and deter- 
mined by an administrative officer. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Inasmuch as the whole controversy as 
to whether this is a conferring of judicial power upon an execu- 
tive branch arises from the use of the word “negligence,” I 
ask the Senator from Utah if in his opinion it would not be 
wise to strike out in line 7 of page 2 the words “ negligence or” 
and leave the bill so that it would read: 


That no compensation shall be paid under this act where the injury 
is due to the misconduct of the employee injured. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not see that that would in any 
manner help the matter. I do not see how it would affect it in 
any way. My contention is that we have the right to submit 
to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor for his determination 
any question. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I agree with the Senator on that point; 
but there are those who do not think as the Senator from Utah 
does, and it seemed to me that it would not at all weaken the bill 
but would strengthen it to strike out the words “ negligence or” 
and leave the question then with the Secretary to determine 
simply whether there had been misconduct or not. It seemed 
to me that the word “ misconduct” is broad enough to include 
negligence, but not to include that legal kind of negligence 
about which there has been so much discussion. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the word “misconduct” is broad 


enough to include negligence, then we would not in any manner 


be altering the bill by striking out the word “negligence.” I 


see no reason why we should strike out either word. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I stated—I believe yesterday 
or the day before—that I was willing to accept the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Utah if it would improve the bill 
any. I have no objection to it, and if I am permitted to do so, I 
accept the amendment that was offered by the Senator from 
Utah to the amendment which I offered. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, let the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAuRIN] be 
read as it now stands. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The 
quested. 

The Secretary. In section 1, page 2, line 10, it is proposed to 
strike out the words “ Secretary of Commerce and Labor” and 
to insert “court of the United States for the district in which 
the injury is inflicted.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What became of the pending amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment which has just 
been stated is the pending amendment. The next amendment is 
the one which is to be proposed by the Senator from Utah [Mr, 
SUTHERLAND]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 


Secretary will read as re- 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
Mr. CULBERSON, 
bill: 


I do. 
This provision reads, as it stands in the 


All questions of negligence or misconduct shall be determined by the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

The print of the bill which I have before me strikes out the 
words “Secretary of Commerce and Labor” and adds “ court 
of the United States in which the injury is inflicted.” 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I will state, if the Senator 
from Texas will allow me, that that is the amendment which 
was proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] 
which was not adopted. 
pending, and it is further proposed to be amended by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHERLAND]. 

Mr. CULBERSON, 
proposed to give the circuit courts of the United States juris- 
diction in cases arising under this act in suits against the 
United States? 

Mr. VEPEW. It is not. 
ministrative measure. 

Mr. CULBERSON. How can you confer such jurisdiction 
as that upon a judicial body? 

Mr. DEPEW. ‘There is no question whatever on the decisions 
which have been quoted by the Senator from Oregon 
Furton] yesterday and by the Senator from Utah 
SUTHERLAND] this morning, 
ferred; that it has been conferred, and that it has been acted 
upon in many cases. Now, we have: 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator from New York, 
just as a matter of law, if he does not think it would be best, 
if we are going to refer this to the judiciary at all, to adopt 
such an amendment as this: 


This is proposed purely as an ad- 


[Mr. 





The 


employee or other 
court of the United States against the United States in the district 
in which the beneficiary or employee resides or In which the injury 
occurred for the compensation provided for herein; and the question 
of negligence shall be determined by the jury, or by the court if no 
jury is demanded, and such suit shall be instituted within one year 
from the date of the injury. 

I will ask the Senator from New York if he does not believe, 
if this question is to be referred to the judiciary at all, that it 
should be referred as a judicial question? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I do not think that it should 
be referred at all to the courts. This is purely an administra- 
tive measure, in the interest of the workingmen engaged in 
hazardous employment under the Government of the United 
States. It is intended that they shall get relief immediately 
upon the injury occurring, and that the process by which it 
shall be had shall be inexpensive and as simple as possible, and 
purely administrative. The same thing is done by the Post- 
master-General in reference to postal clerks in the railway 
mail service, and it is done bythe Secretary of the Treasury 
in reference to the people who are engaged in the Life-Saving 
Service. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Derew] if it differs at all in principle 
from an allowance made by the Government in the form of a 
pension for service rendered the Government or injuries -re- 
ceived by soldiers, which is administered through the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions? 

Mr. DEPEW. The principle is exactly the same. 

Mr. FORAKER, Mr. President, that is a debatable proposi- 
tion, I think. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not care to interrupt the Senator from 
Ohjo, but I should like to have the amendment again read. 
We have not been able to hear it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I want to say that that is 
not a proposition to be so easily settled. It is a debatable 
proposition. I think there is a wide difference between pension 
laws and this proposition. 
no question arising about negligence. If the applicant was in 
the service, if he received his disability while in the line of 





it is different. There is no specific fact to be proven here. It 
is a judgment that is to be exercised, and it at least partakes 
of a judicial character to make a deduction and determine 
whether or not there was negligence or an absence of negli- 
gence; and in the case of railway mail clerks there is no ques- 
tion of negligence allowed to enter. It is simply a question 
whether they were injured in the line of duty; if so, they are 
entitled to the allowance which the Government makes, It is 


{ Mr. | 


that such jurisdiction can be con- | 


beneficiary may bring suit in the circuit | 


In the case of a pensioner there is | 


That is the amendment which is now | 


I ask the Senator from New York, is it | ! : . 
: | this officer decides against the complainart on the question of 











the same as to the Life-Saving Service. If the applicants for 
relief were injured in the line of duty or met with death in the 
line of duty, they are entitled to the relief which the statute pro- 
vides. It is so in every other instance where the Government 
has ever undertaken to give relief of this character. It has 
never yet undertaken in such legislation to confer upon an ad- 
ministrative officer the exercise of a judicial power or the ex- 
ercise of a power that partook of judicial characteristics, 

There is the case read by the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
SUTHERLAND]. It is a long case, and I do not want to enter into 
an argument about it, It is plainly and easily distinguished 
from this proposition. In every one of those cases the inquiry 
is as to specific facts that anybody can determine. If the 
specific facts be found in favor of the complainant, the com- 
plainant then has the relief that the statute provides; but if 


negligence, that is the end, according to this legislation, of his 
right to ask anything at the hands of the Government. Now, 
I yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am yielding to the Senator from 
Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CLARK] has the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER, I did not know the Senator from Wyoming 
had the floor. I thought I was recognized, and I thought I 
was speaking in my own time. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am always delighted to yield to 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I want to say before closing, 
however, if the Senator from Wyoming will allow me to go that 


| much further, that I do not care to stand on any kind of techni- 


cality. I think the Government ought to be liable to these em- 
ployees, and I think it ought to be required in some expeditious 
way to meet the liability for injuries which they incur while 
in the line of duty. I think we ought to make this law all that 
it should be in form; that we ought to make it effective, and 
that we ought to pass it, and to pass it before we adjourn to- 
day. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
to me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not care to yield all the 
morning. I have only a very few words to say, but I will yield 
to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I simply want to ask the Senator from 


Will the Senator from Wyoming yield 


| Ohio [Mr. Foraker] a question with reference to the case to 


which I directed attention a moment ago in 13 Howard. In 
the course of that case, from which I have already read, the 
court said: 

Nor can we see any ground for objection to the power of revision 
and control given to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

This is the point to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Ohio: 

When the United States consent to submit the adjustment of claims 
against them to any tribunal, they have a right to prescribe the con- 
ditions on which they will pay. 

But in that case I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio 
to the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury undértook not 
only to pass upon questions of fact, but he undertook to con- 
strue the meaning of the law, because he held certain persons 
did not come within the terms of the law; but the Supreme 
Court of the United States held that he was within his power 
in doing that; that the law was not invalid because it au- 
thorized him to do it, and that, even though the question was 
of a judicial nature, he was not exercising the judicial power 
within the meaning of the Constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER. In my own time I will answer that sus- 
gestion. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly 
that I can not follow the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] 
on the legal phase of this bill. His judgment is almost uni- 
formly so good upon matters of that kind that I hesitate to 
disagree with him; but I am so clearly of the opinion that there 
is nothing of a judicial nature entering into this bill that I 


| must say a word in that connection. 
duty, he comes within the statute, and is entitled to a pension. | 
To prove that, is te prove simply specific facts; but in this case | 


The Senator is not entirely fortunate in his illustration of 
the power of the Commissioner of Pensions. The power of the 
Commissioner of Pensions is to decide exactly such a question 
as is to be decided here. For instance, if the Senator wil! recall 
it, in one of our pension laws it is not necessary that the dis- 
ability arise from injuries received or disease contracted in 
the line of duty. By one of our laws a veteran of the civil war, 
if he become disabled or dependent, may make application for a 
pension, even if he is not able to trace disability to injuries re- 
ceived in the service. Under that law he has to establish to 
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the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions three things: 
First, that he was in the: service and honorably discharged 
therefrom; second, that he has the disability complained of; 
and, third, that that disability was not the result of his own 
misconduct or negligence—the term “negligence” is not used, 
but it means negligence—that it is not by his own fault. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nor the result of vicious habits. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Nor the result of vicious habits. 
That is as much a matter of judicial determination as is the 
matter of negligence as proposed in this bill. 

Now I want to address one word to the amendment itself: 
Of course the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] is 
aware of the fact that if his amendment prevails it absolutely 
destroys the purpose and plan of this bill. The purpose of the 
bill is not to give the employee a right of action against the 
United States; it is not in any sense to remove the power of 
sovereignty, which, in its own protection, every sovereign 
power does interpose; it is not to give the beneficiary the right 
to sue the Government or to go into any court; but it is simply 
saying to the employee, “If you are injured in the service of 
the Government, inasmuch as we have denied you the right 
which the employee of every corporation has to recover com- 
pensation for injuries, we will provide, if the injury is caused 
without your misconduct, that the Government shall pay you 
a certain amount when you shall have satisfied the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor that you are entitled to it under the 
limitations of the law which gives it to you.” That is all there 
is to it. 

The practical effect of the amendment would be to destroy 
the remedy. No man who is injured can afford to go into a 
United States court and suffer the long, tedious, and expensive 
process of a suit in a United States court for the purpose of 
recovering the very small amount to which this bill would 
entitle him. So I say that the object of the bill being to give 
speedy—not adequate, but speedy—trelief to the employee, the 
amendment should not, I think, be adopted. 

Mr. FORAKER obtained the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio 
will allow me just a moment, I have a request to make. 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What the Senator from Ohio said about 
finishing this bill impressed me very greatly, as I am sure it 
must have impressed every other Senator. He said that we 
ought to finish this bill to-day and pass it. Therefore, Mr. 
President, my mind working upon that remark of the Senator 
from Ohio, I ask unanimous consent that, before the Senate 
adjourn to-<lay, we shall vote upon this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that before adjournment to-day a vote be 
taken on the pending bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if we could have any as- 
surance that this constitutional argument would ever cease, 
I should have no objection. I have got some business amend- 
ments to offer to this bill. If the Senator feels that he and the 
other constitutional lawyers of the Senate will get through in 
any reasonable time, I will not object; but if all the day is to 
be consumed in arguments, with no two Senators agreeing on 
the proposition—being worse than doctors in that regard—I 
should like to know what suggestion he can make on that point. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In answer to that, I will say to my 
friend, the Senator from New Hampshire, that thus far in 
the discussion of this bill I have not taken any time whatever 
in arguing one way or the other. All the time I have con- 
sumed—which perhaps has not been half an hour all told—was 
to get the bill up for consideration and to advance it. I do not 
intend to take any part in the argument as I now see it being 
conducted. I can not answer for other Senators, of course, 
upon that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as the Senator requests 
that the vote be taken before adjournment, which may be mid- 
night if necessary, I will not object to the request. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I want to make this suggestion 
to the Senator from Indiana: The only purpose in consenting 
to a vote before adjournment is to assure the consideration of 
a bill on a certain day and its disposition on a certain day, 
generally a request made for some day in advance. Now, it is 
& matter absolutely within the control of the Senate to remain 
in session, if the majority desires to do so. The Senator does 
not require to have unanimous consent for that purpose. If 
we get through the discussion, of course the Senate will be 
ready to vote; and if we are not through with it, we ought not 
to vote. So that, it seems to me, the only purpose of making 
the request now is to cut off debate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGBH. Oh, no; I did not fix any hour, 





Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what the request Is? 
I have not been able to hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana requests 
unanimous consent that the Senate vote upon the pending bill 
before adjournment to-day. 

Mr. TELLER. I enter an objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Teter], to remove any objection he may have in his 
mind, that in case the request I make is at this time agreed 
to, I shall not offer any substitute to the bill, if we can come 
to a vote. Does that help any? 

Mr. TELLER. It does not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator says it does not help? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I hope I have not taken any 
time in discussing this bill that it was not necessary to take, 
and I hope I have not committed any offense in referring to a 
question raised in my mind as to the character of the bill as a 
constitutional question; but whether I have or not, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I think I shall have to be allowed to take all the time I 
want and to say what I please, so that I say it politely. I have 
no antagonism to this bill; I have only friendship for the bill. 
I want a bill passed, but I want it to be a good bill when we do 
pass it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator meant to rebuke me in that 
observation, I accept it with due humility. I confess—if the Sen- 
ator will permit mea moment further, asa layman—to astonish- 
ment that when we have precisely the same method of com- 
pensating injured postal clerks and members of the Life-Sav- 
ing Service, and there has been no question whatever raised in 
regard to it, we should spend hour after hour discussing whether 
or not it is constitutional to pay the artisans and employees 
sought to be provided for in this bill. Mr. President, I can not 
understand why it is necessary to consume so much time on 
that proposition; but, of course, I shall listen with very great 
interest to any observation the Senator from Ohio wishes to 
make on that point. If he will allow me to make a further 
suggestion, I will say that we have spent a good many hours 
already in the discussion of the constitutional aspects of this 
question. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator meant to rebuke me by re- 
ferring to constitutional arguments that have been indulged in, 
I do not accept his rebuke with humility, but I resent it as un- 
ealled for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not intend any rebuke. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not think the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, whois always polite, would single me or any other Senator 
out for a rebuke, certainly not so far as this bill is concerned. 
There has not been any undue discussion. This bill was called up 
here, I think, day before yesterday at 2 o'clock, or after 2 o’clock, 
by the Senator from New York |Mr. Derew]. I did not know, 
until it was called up and read and the discussion of it was 
entered upon, that such a bill was on the Calendar. As I stated 
then, I happened to be ill when it was considered in the com- 
mittee. It was there, I see, only two or three days, and I did 
not get the benefit of the discussions that were engaged in in the 
committee, if there were any, and upon reading the bill here in 
my seat some questions arose in my mind, to which I called the 
attention of my colleagues on the committee and my colleagues 
in the Senate, not in a controversial spirit, as I then said, but 
only to get the benefit of their opinions. It seemed to me, at 
first blush, that to decide whether or not a complainant against 
the Government had been guilty of negligence was the exercise 
of a judicial function. I did not undertake to say that it was, 
but it occurred to me that it was, and I wanted the benefit of 
my colleagues’ opinions upon that subject. 

We drifted along in a discussion that lasted for an hour, or 
perhaps two hours, but not more than that. The bill then was 
put to sleep somehow or another, and it is now brought out 
again for the first time. I do not think there have been, in all, 
three hours of consideration of this bill in the Senate; and Judg- 
ing from the way in which it is drawn, its indefiniteness and its 
inconclusive provisions, as they appear to me, I do not think it has 
received three hours’ consideration anywhere by anybody. I do 
not know when I have read a bill that has impressed me as open 


— 
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to more criticism than this one is; and yet I may be entirely in 
error about that. 

To the principle of the bill, I have no opposition. I think the 
Government ought to be responsible to its employees when they 
are injured in the line of duty in the Government service; and 
I think some safe way ought to be provided in order that that 
remedy can be secured; but when the Senator says that we 
have had laws exactly like this, that no question has ever been 
raised regarding them, and for that reason there ought not to 
be any discussion here, I say to the Senator there is a distinc- 


Jaw. 

This is not the same kind of a law as that to which refer- 
ence has been made as applying to the railway mail clerks in 
the particular we have been discussing, for in that law there 
is not a word said about negligence. A man must, of course, be 
injured while in line of duty. He can not come in and recover 
from the Government if he left his car at some station and 
went out wandering around the depot and got bitten by a dog 
or knocked over by somebody and was injured. 
have been injured in line of duty. 
some accident. That is all that he is required to establish; and 
that is the establishment of a specific fact. So it is in the 
case of the Life-Saving Service men. All they have to establish 
is that they have met with their injuries while in the line of 


He must have met with 


duty; or, if they have met with death, their representatives | 


must establish that they met death while in the line of duty, 
while actually in the service. Then their right follows as a 
matter of course. So it is in every other instance. 

This is the first time, Mr. President, so far as I have been 
able to learn, that the Congress of the United States has un- 
dertaken to say that a claim of this kind may be allowed on 
the condition that the party did not incur his injury through 
his own negligence, 

It seemed to me when that was developed in the course of 
the discussion a few days ago that that was a great, broad, 
important difference to which we ought to give consideration. 
The only objection I have to this bill is that it does not de- 
clare—I will not say the only objection, but I will say another 


that it does not make the Government primarily liable to com- 
pensate the employee for injuries he may receive, and that, 
according to the rules that apply in such cases, he may go into 


some court or before some tribunal to assert his right to com- | 


pensation. 

What sort of a remedy is it that we are proposing to give? 
Here is a man working at $1,000 a year. He has a family de- 
pendent upon him. He receives an injury that may result in 
death, At the outside he gets but one year’s pay, a thousand 
dollars in all. 
be allowed to recover more than that, and his representatives 
should not be required to come to. the Congress of the United 
States and make application here for a special act authorizing 
him to go into the Court of Claims, there bring a suit, and there 
be met by the attorneys of the Government to interpose the 
defense that he was guilty of negligence, carrying him through 


two or three years of time and wearing him out until he has | 


spent more perhaps to recover from the Government than all 
he gets will amount to. 

I think there ought to be the creation of that kind of liability 
and the creation of a tribunal before whom he can go without 
having to resort to Congress to get a special act. I know how 
much trouble there is about coming here to get a special act. 
1 said the other day that a man was unfortunate who had a 
claim of this kind against the Government, and so he is. A 
young man of my acquaintance, and as deserving a young man 
as I know of anywhere, received an injury for which I thought 
the Government was directly liable. He came here. I was two 
years—the other day in referring to the case I said it was one 
year; I have since looked it up and find I was two years al- 
most—in getting a bill passed through the two Houses author- 
izing him to do what? To go to the Treasury and get compen- 
sation? No; authorizing him to go to the Court of Claims, 
institute a suit there, and prosecute any claim he might have 
for damages; and he has been there in that Court of Claims 
ever since with the Government of the United States interposing 
through an assistant attorney-general, and setting up defenses, 
negligence, and every other kind of defense the Government can 
internose, 

Nobody knows when he will get a final judgment, and I doubt 
if he will ever get any final relief. But whether he gets relief 
or not, it is a very expensive sort of an operation for a young 
man living in Ohio to prosecute a suit through attorneys in the 
city of Washington. I should like to cure that. I think there 
is an injustice about it that ought not to be tolerated, 


The man must | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








| than to any other Senator. 


| our opinions about it and try to perfect it if we can. 
objection, and a fundamental objection, I think, to this bill is | 


May 27, 

But, Mr. President, passing that by for the moment, for I 
will not undertake to secure an amendment of the bill of that 
kind, because I know that would open the door to still further 
debate, and possibly to constitutional arguments that might 
unduly keep us here, and I want to see this bill pass even in 
this form, if we can not get it in any better form—but passing 
that by, I say that if the Government has not suffered—and I 
have not heard anybody make any complaint to that effect—by 
reason of the men employed in the Life-Saving Service being 


| allowed to recover a year’s salary when they meet with death 
tion between the other laws to which he refers and this proposed | 


or meet with injury without regard to negligence, I do not be- 
lieve the Government would suffer if the employees proposed 
to be provided for in this bill were allowed to recover without 
regard to negligence. Therefore I think every question about 
negligence ought to go out of this bill, though I think it would 
be well enough, perhaps, to insert a provision that there should 
be no recovery in case of willful misconduct bringing about the 
injury. I understood the Senator from New York [Mr. Depew | 
the other day to say that statistics show that in England, where 
they have a similar law, many men have intentionally caused 
slight injury to-themselves so that they might get compensation 
under the law. I do not know anything about the facts except 
as he stated them, but assuming that men are capable of having 
a thumb or a finger cut off intentionally in order that they 
might recover, or are capable of having themselves maimed in 
some other way so that they may have a claim against the 
Government, I would provide against willful injuries, injuries 
that are brought about by willful misconduct. It seems to me, 
however, that the question of negligence ought to go out 
of the bill, and injured employees ought to be allowed, if they 
can satisfy the Secretary of Commerce and Labor that they 
were injured in line of duty, while in the service of the Govern- 
ment, to have the remedy that this bill is intended to afford. 

I might pursue this further, Mr. President, but I do not want 
to do so for the reason I stated a moment ago. I want a vote 
on the bill. I am not going to offer an amendment, although | 
think the bill ought to be amended. It is nothing more to me 
I think it is due to us to express 
If we do 
not want to hear each other further, let us pass it as it is. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I have stated before that 


| preferably I would give the party injured the right to go before 


a court. I would very much enlarge the amount he should be 
entitled to recover; but it would involve delay to insist on 
changing this measure so as to incorporate such a provision. 
It would necessarily mean to delay the bill beyond this session, 
I think. It does seem to me that some measure of relief ought 
to be given these people, and some provision should be made 


| for compensating them for injuries received while in the service 


If he was not guilty of negligence, he ought to | 





of the Government. The Senator said 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I said it is evident now that the outlook 
is that the adjournment will not be as speedy as the Senator and 
others have thought. I do not think any person who has had 
much experience here will be surprised if it is not very much 
before the end of next week. So there will be time to act on 
amendments. 

Mr. FULTON. I do not expect to risk any reputation I may 
have as a prophet by stating when the Congress will adjourn. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator did the other day. 

Mr. FULTON. I do not think I made any suggestion as to 
the particular time. I said the other day that we were in the 
last hours of the session, but that is a very indefinite propos! 
tion. : 

To frame a bill submitting these questions to the court wouid 
require considerable consideration. It would require, no doubt, 
considerable time in conference, and as it is at least doubtful! 
when we will adjourn, and as it is not improbable, I should 
say, that Congress may adjourn at any time within a few days, 
I shall not insist upon it. I should let the measure go subst:n- 
tially as it is, and hereafter take up the proposition of framing 
a bill to allow these people to go to the courts. 

One objection I have to requiring them to come here and pre- 
sent their claims before the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
is the great difficulty and the great expense that it will impose 
on those who reside without this city. Persons who are living 
1,000 or 2,000 miles away from here will find it very difficult to 
produce their evidence satisfactorily. Of course, it may be that 
provision may be made, and doubtless it will be made, for 
taking depositions, filing affidavits, and that sort of thing; but 
it would be much better for the parties to go into court, and a 
court in the vicinity where they live. However, I hope this 








Senator from Oregon 
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measure will be passed substantially as it is. It seems to be 
about the only thing we can do at the present time. I have no 
doubt myself, although I have the greatest consideration and 
respect for the Senator from Ohio, about the constitutionality 
of the measure. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the adjournment of this Con- 
gress is likely to take place at any moment. This bill has 


| 


passed the House unanimously. It has passed the Judiciary | 


Committee of the House unanimously. The labor people of the | 


United States, who are the ones interested and the ones to be | 


benefited or otherwise by this bill, are exceedingly anxious that 
it shall be passed, and the opportunity should not be lost by 
amendment or unnecessary delay. I therefore move to lay on 
the table the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York moves 


to lay on the table the amendment proposed by the Senator | 


from Mississippi. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I hope the Senator will not insist upon | 


that motion. He is not going to expedite the measure by any 
such motion. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I ask that the amendment be again stated. | 


The Secretary. It is proposed on page 2, line 10, after the 
word “the,” to strike out the words “ Secretary of Commerce 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is somewhat unintelligible and 
somewhat unnecessary. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think it is somewhat unneces- 
sary. 

Mr. DEPEW. I think, if the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wyoming is adopted, and section 9 is stricken out, 
there will be no question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In line 3, page 1, I move to strike 
out “after the approval of this act” and insert “on and after 
August 1, 1908.” 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. I should like to inquire why the act is to be 
postponed in its operation until the Ist day of August? What 
is to become of the men who are hurt in July? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The bill does not become opera- 


| tive until the 1st day of August. 


and Labor” and insert “ circuit court of the United States for | 


the district in which the injury is inflicted.” 


motion of the Senator from New York to lay on the table the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just one word in response 
to the suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio that there is 
a difference between this class of cases and the postal clerks 
and the Life-Saving Service, inasmuch as in the former statutes 
the question of negligence does not arise. The truth is that 
there is one other difference, and that is that postal clerks 
almost invariably are injured in railroad accidents and the 
Life-Saving Service men lose their lives in trying to save the 
lives of fellow-men. I think that that difference is quite as 
striking as the difference in the phraseology of the several 
statutes. 

I want to suggest to the Senator from New York an amend- 
ment, and I am not going to insist upon any amendment I may 
offer if the Senator from New York thinks that I ought not to 
offer it. If the Senator will turn to the bill and read the first 
section he will find that it provides that “after the approval 
of this act any person * * * injured ”—I will not read all 
the language—“ shall be entitled to receive the same pay for 
one year thereafter ;” that is, one year after the injury occurs 
the party injured shall be entitled to receive this benefit. 

If the Senator will turn to section 9 he will find it reads: 

That this act shall only take effect as to the right to receive com- 
pensation for any @amages from accidents as to those occurring on 
and after August 1, 1908. 

Mr. DEPEW. I will state that that amendment was made 
at the suggestion of the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
because they thought they could not get the necessary machin- 
ery prepared before that date. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There seems to be a discrepancy there. 
In the first place it says after the approval of this act, and in 
the second place it says that he shall not be entitled to compen- 
7 oo ee any damages from accidents occurring prior to August 

, 1908. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think there is a discrepancy, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire suggests. I myself have pre- 
pared an amendment, which I hope will be acceptable to the 
other body, perhaps; but undoubtedly the Senator himself has 
prepared an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not prepared an amendment. I 
thought of suggesting the striking out of section 9. That would 
ake the act in proper form. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is administratively impossible 
for the Department to get the machinery in operation before 
that time, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then. why not, in section 1, provide that 
the act shall not take effect until August 1. 1908? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The amendment I wish to pro- 


pose is, in line 3, to strike out “after the approval of this act” | 


and insert “on and after August 1, 1908.” 
: a a That makes it right; and then strike out 
ection 9. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Leave in section 9. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should not think it necessary to dupli- 
cate the language. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I had prepared an amendment to take 
the place of section 9, so that section 9 might be intelligible, I 
do not think section 9 as it stands at present is intelligible, 


Mr. KNOX. Why? 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The reason given is that it will 


| be impossible to get the administrative machinery in operation 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the | 








before that time. 

Mr. KNOX. That does not seem to me to be an adequate 
reason. The right may exist and the machinery may be ap- 
plied when it is effective. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 3, it is proposed to strike 
out the words “after the approval of this act” and insert “ on 
or after August 1, 1908.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. “On and after.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out section 9. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to make an inquiry with respect 
to the employees on the Isthmian Canal. IL have never been 
there, and I do not know what classes of people are there em- 
ployed. I recall the fact that in the early days of this project 
it was suggested that we would have laborers from Jamaica 
and other possessions of other countries. Is this provision for 
the employees of the Isthmian Canal Commission to apply 
to all classes, foreigners as well as citizens of the United 
States? 

Mr. DEPEW. It is intended to reach every employee of the 
Government who belongs to one of these classes without re- 
gard to nationality. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Whether he is an alien or a citizen? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not desire to interfere with the 


| Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. GALLINGER. If it is on this point, I will yield. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. It is not. 

Mr. DEPEW. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that there are probably in other services of the Government 
people who intend to become citizens, but have not perfected 
their naturalization. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume that is so. Yet it strikes me 
if a score or a hundred of those people from Jamaica should 
happen to be injured by a slide in the Canal Zone or by some 
other accident, it would be rather a singular circumstance that 
the Government of the United States should be responsible for 
their injury. 

Mr. NELSON. The last reports I have read about the work 
of the Canal Commission indicate that they have come to the 
conclusion that those laborers from Jamaica are not the best 
class, and they are employing a different class of men in the 
main—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am glad to know that. 

Mr. NELSON. From southern Europe and the Canary and 
Azore islands. They are white people of certain classes. They 
have ceased to employ the Jamaica negroes, whom they have 
found unsatisfactory. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am glad to know that, and henre I 
will not press the point. 

The Senator from Washington a day or two ago called atten- 
tion to lines 1 to 5, on page 3: 

And ff any child shall arrive at the age of 16 years during the said 
year, the portion of such child shal! cease to be paid to such child 
from the date on which such age shall be attained. but shall be added 
to the amount to be paid to the remaining beneficiaries, if there be 
any. 

This benefit runs for only one year. A child at the time of 
the accident may be 15 years and 6 months old; and if this 
provision remains in the bill, when that child reaches the age 
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of 16 (or six months thereafter), the child will be cut off and 
the benefit will go to some other beneficiary, if there is any. 
A child, especially a girl, at the age of 16 years needs assistance 
just as much as at 15 years and 6 months, and the benefit can 
last one month or two or three months, at the utmost less than 
a year. It seems to me the Senator from New York should 
agree to have that language stricken out, 

Mr. DEPEW. I accept it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. After the word “any,” where it first 
occurs in line 1, page 3, strike out the remainder of the section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The gmendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 3, line 1, after the word “ any,” 
strike out the semicolon and the remainder of the section and 
insert a period. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In section 3 
dent occurs, the head of the bureau or independent office under 
which the person was employed shall make a report to the 
Department of Commerce and Labor, but this language occurs, 
commencing in line 13: 

Such report shall state, first, the origin and nature of the accident 
and the probable duration of the injury resulting therefrom. 

It seems to me, to ask the head of a Department or the head 
of an independent bureau to report to the Department what, in 
his opinion—he not being a medical man—will be the probable 
duration of the injury is absurd, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator allow a sugges- 
tion in that connection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
examinations made. 





Mr. GALLINGER. It would not be worth anything. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
the Secretary the fact that an examination ought to be made. 
Mr. FORAKER. It 


Labor who makes this report. It 


Labor. 
officer of the party injured. 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the 


Senator from New 


offer the amendment. 

Mr. DEPEW. I think the language is necessary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will not offer the amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It does not necessarily follow that it 
simply the opinion of the party making the report. 
There may be doctor there from whom he will obtain 
formation. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


a 


party injured will be ill. 
Mr. FORAKER. 
a report from a physician. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Where does the Senator find that? 
Mr. FORAKER. The middle of page 4. 


Doctors can not tell that as a rule. 


In the case of incapacity for work lasting more than fifteen days, 


the injured party or his legal representatives 

Mr. GALLINGER, 
days. 
surdity, 


On page 4, line 7, when a man loses his life the bill provides— 


This shall be accompanied by the certificate of the attending 


the certificate satisfactorily accounted for. 


¥ am sure the Senator from New York does not want to retain 
If a man is killed a physician is called in all 
He has to give a certificate to the local officials | 
.| The SECRETARY. 


that 
such cases, 
designating the cause of death. 


language. 


It is required in every civil 


ized community, and he ought to be required to make a certifi- 
cate in a case of this kind and not have cases. come to Wash- | 


ington without a medical certificate. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 


where there is no physician at or after the time of the accident 
Very many have happened within my experience. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
ficates are required. 
physicians are not called 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

Mr. GALLINGER, 


It is not at all uncommon, 
Let that remain in the bill, 
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it is provided that if an acci- | 


The purpose of the bill is to have 
I suggest to the Senator that the head 
of the Department might receive from the man who has received | 
the injury information as to probably how long it would last. 


Except to call to the attention of 


is not the Secretary of Commerce and 
is the foreman under whom 
the party is working when he is injured who makes the report. 
‘That is passed on finally by the Secretary of Commerce and 
But in the first instance it is the immediate superior 


York thinks 
that language ought to remain in, although it strikes me as 
being not only unnecessary but worse than that, I shall not 


is 
The super- 
intendent will gather all the facts in regard to the accident. 
in- | 


Of course there may be a doctor, but the 
fact is that a layman is expected to report as to how long the | 


In the next section there is provision for 


Yes; but this antedates that by fifteen 
1 have no objection to its remaining in, but it is an ab- 


»hysi- 
clan setting forth the fact and cause of death, or the nonproduction of | 


The Senator from New Hampshire 
must be aware that there axe many accidents resulting in death 


In the country from which I come certi- 
If, however, there are occasions on which 


May 27, 





Mr. BRANDEGEE. If that clause remains in, I think it 

ought to be amended, so as to read that “ the nonproduction of 

| the certificate shall be satisfactorily accounted for.” 

| Mr. GALLINGER. That is better English. 

ator undertakes to perfect the 

vote on it to-day. 
Mr. BRANDEGEER. 


But if the Sen- 
“nglish of this bill we will not 


I am aware of that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is one of the most artistic bills 
ever framed. I feel sure every member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee will disclaim any part in its phraseology. I think that 
amendment ought to go in—that the nonproduction of the cer- 
tificate shall be satisfactorily accounted for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

‘The Secretary. After the word “ certificate,’ in line 8 on 
page 4, it is proposed to insert “shall be” before “ satisfac- 
torily,” so as to read 


Or the nonproduction of the certificate shall be satisfactorily ac- 
counted for. 





The amendment was 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 
line 18, 

The:+SECRETARY. 
cate,” 


agreed to. 
The same correction should be made in 


On page 4, line 18, after the word “ certifi- 
it is proposed to insert “shall be,” so as to read: 

Or the nonproduction of the certificate shall be satisfactorily ac- 
counted for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have just a word to say. 
I am in favor of this bill. I am in favor of the spirit and pur- 
pose of it. I think, however, it is too limited in its scope. For 
instance, we have here in the District of Columbia a great Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, where we have machinery and where 
men are injured. We have the Bureau of Engraving and Print 
ing, where men are injured. Those establishments ought to be 
included, but I do not propose to offer an amendment, as if 
would probably delay the final vote, for which I am very 
anxious, If we should include everything that ought to go 
into the bill, we would make a much larger bill than it is de 
sirable to consider at the present time. Mr. President, I have 
no further amendments to offer to the bill. There are a good 
many points to which I wanted to call attention, but I wil! 
desist and content myself by saying to my good friend, the 
Senator from Ohio, who informed me that if I meant a certain 
thing he would resent it, that if my human nature had asserted 
itself I should have responded by saying that it would not make 
very much difference to me whether he resented it or not. But 
I did not say that. I had no purpose of criticising the distin- 
| guished Senator from Ohio or the other lawyers of this body 
| who have made constitutional arguments on this question, but | 
want to say that I am extremely anxious that the constitutiona! 
arguments should come to an end, so that we may pass this bil! 
and give this modicum of relief to those who, employed by the 
| Government, are injured. Later on we can take up a more col- 
prehensive and better-phrased bill than this, and do something 
| more than this does for the men who are injured in the service 
of this great and rich Government. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. On page 2, line 2, where it provides “ he 
‘shall be entitled to receive for one year thereafter, unless 
sooner able to resume work, the same pay as if he continued to 
be employed,” I move to insert, after the word “ unless,” the 
| words “in the opinion of the Secretary of Commerce and La- 
bor.” 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut pro 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. E 
| The Secretary. On page 2, line 2, after the word “ unless, 
| 


it is proposed to insert the words “in the opinion of the Secre- 
| tary of Commerce and Labor.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator will want to add a 
few words there, so as to read “ unless he is sooner able.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I thought of that. But I wanted to 
change the language as little as possible. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that amendment be reported. 
After the word “ unless,” in line 2, on page 
it is proposed to insert: 
He is, in the opinion of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CARTER. I suggest that some other word be used, be 
cause I think under the phraseology of the bill a female, as 
well as a male, is accorded relief. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. “ Unless such employee.” 

Mr. CARTER. “ Unless such employee.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the 
amendment. 

Mr. CARTER, Let the amendment be reported as now sus- 
gested. 


| 


~) 
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The Secretary. On page 2, line 2, after the word “ unless,” 
it is proposed to strike out the words “he is” in a former 
amendment and insert “ such employee,” so as to read: 


Unless such employee, in the opinion of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. 


Mr. GALLINGER. “Is.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to ask the Senator from 


Montana what language in the bill seems to him to imply that | 


the bill provides for female as well as male employees? 
Mr. CARTER. In reply to the question of the Senator, I will 
say that the language in lines 3 and 4, on page 1— 


That when, after the approval of this act, any person employed by 
the United States. 

I think that would include females, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Following the line of suggestion 
and the inquiry already made, I move, in lines 20 and 21, on 
page 2, to strike out the words “the husband or father or son ;” 
and to insert the words “ said artisan or laborer.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Before that amendment is voted upon 
I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator from Mon- 
tana. The whole of section 2, in my opinion, looks simply to 
the question of compensation of male employees. I do not 
know what the fact may be as to whether or not there are any 
female employees who are laborers in the manufacturing es- 
tablishments, arsenals, and navy-yards, but I think very likely 
there may be some, and if there are it seems to me they ought 
to be entitled to compensation for injuries as much as the men. 
Section 2 provides: 

That if any artisan or laborer so employed shall die during the said 
year by reason of such injury received in the course of such employ- 
ment, leaving a widow— 

Of course that language excludes a female. If it is to be 
amended so as to include specifically injuries to women, the 
whole section must be revised. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is perfectly plain that no such 
amendment as that is necessary. What is the language of the 
bill? 

That if any artisan or laborer— 

Male or female— 
so employed shall die during the said year by reason of such injury 
received in the course of such employment, leaving a widow, or a 
child or children under 16 years of age. 

Mr. PILES. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Montana, 
referring to comments I made on this section the other day, 
that the words “artisan or laborer,” on line 12 of section 2, 
should be stricken out, and the word “ person” inserted in lieu 
thereof, for if that is not done then the right to receive compen- 
sation in case of the death or injury of an artisan or laborer—— 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is done by the bill itself, 

Mr. PILES. But not in the way and manner the bill is 
amended. Section 2 now applies to persons employed on forti- 
fication work, or construction work, or in the reclamation of 
arid lands, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. As an artisan or laborer, It ap- 
plies to any person employed by the United States as an artisan 
or laborer. 

Mr, PILES. 


to both male and female employees. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Both male and female persons can 
be artisans or laborers. We have many laborers upon the rolls 
who are females. 

Mr. PILES. That is perfectly true, but it does not make clear 
the purpose, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The purpose is to confine the bill 
to artisans and laborers. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I suggest that section 1 can be perfected 
by substituting for the word “he,” on line 1, page 2, the words 
“such employee.” If the bill is to cover both sixes the words 
~ Such employee” should be substituted for the word “he.” I 
move as an amendment that the words “such employee” be 
inserted in place of the word “ he.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada proposes 
ain amendment which will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 1, page 2, line 1, after the word 
_, employment,” strike out the word “he” and insert the words 
“such employee.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I want to offer one more amendment and 
then I will yield. 

I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the bill to look at sec- 
tion 3. In line 10 it seems to me that not only the accident 
but the injury resulting therefrom should be reported. I sug- 
gest, in line 10, after the words “ such accident,” to insert “ and 
the injury resulting therefrom.” 

Mr. DEPEW. ‘There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. In line 14, page 3, section 3 reads: 

Such report shall state, first, the origin and nature of the accident. 

I am a little doubtful about what the word “ origin” means 
in a legal document, and I suggest to the Senator from New 
York that it would be much more specific if he would agree to 
strike out the word “origin” and insert the words “time, 
cause,” so that it will read: 


Such report shall state, first, the time, cause, and nature of the ac- 
cident. 

Mr. DEPEW. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. In the same line, after the word “ acci- 
dent,” I move to insert the words “and injury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Now I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me that I should 
call the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill to the 
suggestion that on page 2, line 20, after the word “ father,” 
there should be inserted the word “ mother.” In many instances 
there is no father living, and the dependents derive their rights 
through the injury to the mother. There seems to be no pro- 
vision made covering that. 

Mr. DEPEW. I think that is a very good suggestion. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I offered an amendment that 
would cover that, striking out the words “ husband, father, or 
son ” and inserting “said artisan or laborer.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; that would cover it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I offered that amendment some 
time ago. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to have the amendment of 
the Senator from Wyoming stated, so that I may apply it 
directly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary. In section 2, on page 2, line 20, after the 
word “that,” strike out the words “the husband, or father, or 
son” and insert the words “said artisan or laborer.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. That covers it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would suggest that in line 21, after the 
word “he,” there should be inserted the words “or she,” so 
as to read: 

Entitled to receive as pay if he or she were alive and continued to 
be employed. 

Mr. DEPEW. All right. 

Mr. HEYBURN,. Or else adopt the language suggested by the 
Senator, and say, “if such employee were alive and continued 
to be employed.” : 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have no objection, but my own 
belief is that the word as used is sufficient all through the bill. 
Of course if the Senator wants it to be made more explicit, it 
can be done. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The word used is “he.” It might be con- 
strued that the words used in section 1 were sufficiently com- 
prehensive to include both sexes, yet I see no reason why the 
words “or she” should not be inserted in this section. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the words in 
are comprehensive enough. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I had given consideration to the language 
of the first section, but it seems to me in drawing the bill the 
personal pronoun should have been made consistent with that 
language without resorting to construction at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the amendment which was suggested 
by the Senator from Wyoming been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I will withdraw the amendment in 
line 20 and ask that the amendment be made in line 21, by in- 
serting the words “or she” after the word “he.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That would necessitate similar changes 
in half a dozen parts of the bill, as I understand it. I think 
it is a rule of universal application that the personal pronoun 
“he” is construed to include the feminine, 
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HEYBURN. I had doubts as to whether this class of 


made general, and that instead of the personal pronoun “he” 
where it appears there be substituted the words “such em- 
ployee.” 
Mr. CARTEI 
Mr. HEYRBI 
ployee” is quite applicable. 
VICK-PRESIDENT. 
which will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 2, line 21, 
“he” where it occurs and insert in lieu the words “such em- 
ployee.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


t. “Such person.” 
RN. 





amemiment 


Mr. HEYBURN. Now, if it can be done by a general 
amendment, I would suggest that that change be made in a | 
number of instances. For instance, on page 4 it occurs on 


line 10, line 16, and line 21, 
and in some other places, 


On page 5 it occurs in line 6, line 


ee I would suggest that the bill be 


amended in each instance where the personal pronoun is used 


by substituting the words “such employee.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I will simply make the suggestion to 
the Senator that I think all that can be arranged in confer- 
ence. The bill will no doubt have to go to conference. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope that the bill will not go 
to conference. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Is it the idea that the House will agree 
to the Senate amendments? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is the hope the committee 
have, and therefore I dislike to agree to amendments unless they 
are material, 
Senator from Idaho? I, myself, have no question whatever 
as to the construction to be given to the word “ he.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. I eall the attention of the Senator from 


Wyoming to the fact that on lines 9 and 10, page 3, in the bill | 


as it came froi the House the language “such employee” is 
used, and it is certainly a correct expression of the intention. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. 
will give me a moment, in line 4, on page 1, the language is 
used, ‘“‘an artisan or laborer.” Now, any one in that class 
being an artisan or laborer, whether a male or a female, would 
necessarily come under this law. The word “ he,” as it follows 
in the act, would be interpreted in the light of that provision 
and would include women as well as men, if such employee 
was an artisan or a Jaborer under this statute. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
gested, in the interest of uniformity and proper construction, 
the amendments that I have already proposed. There should 
be a uniform expression representing the same thing all through 
a bill. It is not correct and careful legislation to express the 


intention of the legislature at one time in one set of terms | 


and at another time in an entirely different way. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I would suggest to the Senator 
that it is not usual either in laws or in anything else always 
to use a noun. Sometimes a pronoun is used in place of a 
noun. The prenoun “he” is used universally through the bill 
standing for the words “artisan or laborer.” I do not care to 
object to the amendment if the Senator thinks it is essential 
to the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have just called attention to the fact that 
it was not universally used. 


“e.- 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

The Secretary. On page 4, line 10, before the words “ legal 
representatives,” strike out “his” and insert “ the.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
10, I move to insert “ of such employee.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN, 


legislation would come under that rule, which is said to be 
universal. I think better than the amendment I have sug- 
vested would be to insert the words “such employee.” I will 

ange the amendment in this section and suggest that it be | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


“Such person” would do, but “such em- | 
The Senator from Idaho proposes | 


strike out the word | 


Is this amendment considered material by the | ont for one year thereafter.” 


I desire to say, if the Senator from Wyoming | 


It was in view of that language that I sug- | 
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move to strike out “ he 
to read, “and if such employee refuses.” 


| pensation. 





After the word “ representatives,” in line 


On line 16, page 4, I move to strike out 


“his” and insert “the.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 


rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business 
which will be stated by thé Secretary. 
The Secrerary, 
commodity clause of the present interstate-commerce law. 
Mr. DEPEW. I! 
business be temporarily laid aside, 





A joint resolution (S. R. 74) suspending the 


ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 


} 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. HEYBURN. In line 21, on page 4, after the word “ his,” 


I move to insert the words “ or her,” so as to read “ his or her 
legal representatives.’ 


, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HEYBURN. In line 6, page 5, after the word “if,” I 
” and to insert “such employee,” so as 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In line 7, page 5, I move to insert after the 
word “his” the words “or her.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Before we leave that clause, on page 5, 
line 5, the word “ himself” should be stricken out. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In line 5, on page 5, I move to strike out 
the word “ himself.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In section 2, page 2, line 13, the expres- 
sion “said year” is used, which relates back to the designation 
of time in line 2, at the top of page 2. 

Section 2 reads: 

That if any artisan or laborer so employed shall die during the said 
year. 

As that is stated it would not be during all the period of one 
year; it would be during the year above specified, and that year 
might have nearly transpired. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; not at ail. If the Senator 
will go a little further back in the section in his grammatical 
construction, further back in the section, he will see 

Mr. HEYBURN. “ Remainder of the said year.” 
line 20, is repeated. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That when he “is injured in the 
course of such employment, he shall be entitled to receive pay- 
That is the year referred to 
in section 2. It is perfectly plain to my mind. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But section 2 says at the beginning: 

That if any artisan or laborer so employed shall die during the said 
year. 

Now, that is an entirely new and distinct subject for com- 
That is for death. The first is for injuries. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; it is not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; the first section says if he “is in- 
jured in the course of such employment.” That relates to the 
conditions based upon injury. Then section 2 relates to condi- 
tions of death. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Resulting from the injuries. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Resulting from the injuries, and neces- 
sarily presupposing that the death did not immediately follow 
the injury. It may have followed it ten months afterwards. 

If the Senator will give a little careful attention to that he 
will see that, it being an entirely new subject of legislation 
and if it refers back to a limited period which has partly trans- 
pired, it would probably cause some confusion. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do net suppose the Senator and 
myself will get together on the grammatical construction. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is not grammatical; it is the legal effect 
of the language. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is endeavored by the bill to 
give one year’s compensation if the injury shall last for one 
year, and to give one year’s compensation if the injury shal! 
last for three months and then death ensues, It is all in refer- 





That, in 


| ence to the same year, to wit, one year from the time of the 
| occurrence of the accident. 
That is the basis of the objection. 
My first amendment is to strike out “his” in line 10 and insert | 
| plain to me; but it seems we do not look at it in the same way. 


The same rate of compensation 


prevails, only in one case the man himself receives it and in 
the other case his heirs or personal representatives. So it is 


Mr. HEYBURN. I shall content myself with calling atten- 
tion to the fact. I did not propose to offer an amendment, but 
the language is ambiguous in that the two sections do not dea! 
entirely with the same subject. It is a question of grammatical 
construction, but it is also one of the legal construction of the 
language of section 1. Under that section the amount paid 
goes to the party injured, and it goes to him for a period of one 
year. Under section 2 it does not go to the party injured, it 
goes to certain designated beneficiaries, and it goes to them ac- 


cording to this language for the remaining period and accord- 


ing to the intent of it for the whole period. If the employee 


| died in eleven months, he would get one month’s pay. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is exactly what he would 
get, he having received eleven months’ pay prior to death. 
Mr. BEVERIDGBR. Suppose he is instantly killed? 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then he gets twelve months’ pay. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Where in the bill is that stated? 
Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. All through it. 
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Mr. HEYBURN. If language were inserted in line 15, on 
page 2, so as to read, “shall die during the said period of one 
year,” it would remove all ambiguity. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The association of the Government 
with him by reason of the injury absolutely ceases at the end 
of a year. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If he dies, it necessarily ceases with him 
before the end of the year. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
However, if the Senator wants to offer the amendment he can 
do so. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
in the Recorp will sufficiently illuminate the point. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not know whether I am speaking in 
the time of some other Senator or not; but if I have the floor, 
there are a few suggestions that I desire to make, and they are 
not extensive. 

I want to call attention to the penal clause contained in sec- 
tion 6 of the bill. I think it should go out. 
section in the laws of the United States covering that class of 
offense, and if we are to repeat it in every separate bill that we 
pass we might as well do away with the penal statutes. The 


commission of the offense as attempted to be defined there is | 


completely covered now. It says “ That to seek to obtain by 
fraudulent means.” It should read “to seek by fraudulent 
means to obtain,” because it is the adoption of fraudulent means 
that constitutes the offense, and not the seeking to obtain. But 
the whole section should go out, as I said, because there is 


already a law covering the subject, providing for the punishment 
of that offense. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is suggested to me sotto voce that it 
would do no harm to leave it in. We met that condition of af- 
fairs in codifying the criminal law. There is a penal clause in 
a great many bills, and the question was, Shall we carry the 
provision into the criminal code or not? ‘To have carried it 
into the criminal code would have necessitated the carrying in 
of legislative provisions to make it applicable or intelligible. 
For instance, the penal clauses in the meat act and the pure- 
food law are not carried into the criminal code because they 
would carry too much administrative law with them. It is not 
worth while every time we enact a law of this kind, especially 
where there is already a suflicient provision for the punishment 
of a violation of it or any wrongful application of it, that we 
should reenact the criminal statute where we already have one. 

[ only make this suggestion in the interest of avoiding con- 
fusion. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. For information I ask the Sena- 
tor what general law we have that would fit accurately the 
provisions of this bill? 

Mr. HEYBURN. We have a general provision in the criminal 
statutes against any fraudulent pretense in support of a claim 
against the Government of the United States. I have not the 


law at my desk or I would refer the Senator from Wyoming | 


directly to the provision, but it is explicit, and it covers not 
only this case, but it covers the whole class of cases to which 
this belongs. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Has not the Senator a lingering 
doubt in his mind that perhaps this might not be so construed 
as to bring it under that law? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I have no doubt at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In other words, is this such a 
claim as that there might not be some question about it? In 


any event, suppose we do make a special penalty for this act apply to that class of persons strikes me as a pretty radical 


of fraud, is there any particular objection to it? 


I will say to the Senator that I am honestly asking for in- | 


formation, and that the question grows also out of my desire 
to see the bill amended as little as possible in order that it 
may become a law at the present session of Congress without 
going into conference. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am as sincerely in sympathy with the 
enactment of a law upon the subject covered by this proposed 
legislation as any Senator can be. In the performance of the 
simplest duty here we must make suggestions where they ap- 
pear pertinent or necessary to the perfection of the legislation 
proposed, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understood that of course. 
Then I will ask the Senator this question: Does he consider 
that the striking out of section 6 is necessary to the enactment 
of the law properly? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not consider it necessary, but I con- 
sider it to this end. We should enact just as few distinct para- 
graphs of this kind as possible, because they all multiply the 


But not with the subject-matter. | 


No; I think the discussion as it will appear 


It would not do any harm to leave it in. | 
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Section 6 





machinery for the enforcement of the law. 


pro- 
vides— 


That to seek to obtain by fraudulent means or to accept benefits 
under this ‘ct to which the person is not entitled shall be deemed a 
misdemeanui — 


And so forth. 

It makes the seeking to obtain by fraudulent means a mis- 
demeanor. That is already a misdemeanor under existing law. 
The seeking to obtain any money from the Government by 
fraudulent means or to accept benefits under it is already an 
offense under the law. 

The phrase “to accept benefits” ought not to be in the sec- 
tion, because if a party is injured and consults with his attor- 
ney as to whether he is entitled to share in this beneficent pro- 
vision of the Government and the attorney says, “ Certainly you 
are; you were injured in the course of your employment,’ and 
he submits a claim and the Department acting as it does 
through its clerks says, “Why, certainly he is entitled to his 
pay for one year,” and at the end of six years some one, who 


We have a general | probably has some personal motive for doing so, says, “ This 


man should not be drawing this money and he never should 
have been allowed to draw it; he is accepting the benefits of 
the act in violation of section 6,” there is a storm as soon as 
that charge is made. What good purpose is to be served by it? 
He has been accepting something that has been adjudged his 
due by those designated by the law to pass upon that question. 
Now, why should the accepting of that be an offense under the 
law? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It would not be under the condi- 
tion the Senator has mentioned, nor does the section so con- 
template or state. 

Mr. PILES. It means fraudulently. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I know it was intended to say “if he fraud- 


ulently accepted it,” but it does not say so. That is what I am 
calling attention to. The section does not provide against 


fraudulently accepting the benefits of the act, because the word 
fraudulently is not applied to that provision in line 11. I 
merely wish to call attention to these things, and I shall leave 
it to the committee having charge of the bill to deal with these 
suggestions. 

Mr. President, in section 1 of this bill, on page 1, included 
in those who may receive the benefits of this bill should it be- 
come a law are all persons engaged in “construction work in 
the reclamation of arid lands or the management and control 
of the same.” ‘That is a pretty big subject, and it is a pretty 
fine question in my mind—— 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact that that is an amendment put on in 
the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I know; but I am addressing my remarks 
to the question of the wisdom of its being retained. 

I think I might safely say that a very large proportion of 
the Senate does not know the facts in regard to the methods of 
the reclamation of arid lands. This provision will inelude the 
men who are working behind plows, the men who are digging 
ditches, the men who are digging canals, and probably all that 
class of employees who are scattered over a very large terri- 
tory. There are probably engaged in the service of the United 
States persons who come under that provision of the bill to 
the extent of 12,000. I would say that would be a fair estimate. 


| On the Minedoka project and on the Boise Payette project in 





our State vast numbers of men are working. 

I speak of our own State because I am acquainted with it, 
but I have no doubt at all that there are several other Senators 
here who could add vastly to those figures. To make the bili 


measure. It was an amendment suggested in the Senate, but 
it covers a class of persons engaged in what would ordinarily 
be farm work or the work of ditching. A man’s foot may slip 
off of a shovel, or a plow may hit a rock and he may be knocked 
breathless, or his team of horses may get tangled up and he 
may have an arm broken, or he may be otherwise injured se- 
verely ; but is that the class of work for which the Government 
should extend this kind of assistance? I do not believe that it 
was within the scope of those who originally started to secure 
the enactment of this kind of legislation. I think it enlarges it 
immensely to extend it to a class of work that the original 
framers of this legislation did not have in view at all. It 
might just as well be extended indefinitely to all classes of out- 
of-door labor by men who are paid by the United States, num- 
bering a great many thousands. I think that provision should 
not have been inserted in the bill. 

I think it is perfectly right for the Government to place upon 
the pension roll—and that is all that this bill proposes to do— 
those who are injured in the machine shops and in connection 


: 


: 
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| agement and eontrol of the work on rivers and harbors, ar- 


senals, navy-yards, and so forth. What the intention of the 


| Senate is I do not know, but I simply make the suggestion to 


with the class of work which the original framers of this bill had 
in mind. That is perfectly proper, and I am in entire sympathy | 
with it. I regard it simply as a pension roll. There is no con- 
stitutional question in it. If these people possessed, in the first | 
instance, the right of action against the Government, then it 
would involve a constitutional question; but inasmuch as they 
do not possess that right, that is the line of distinction. Have 
they a right of action under any law against the Government? 


No. Then we may 
pension as we may see fit, and there is no constitutional question 
in it. It etly right and proper, in my judgment, that the 


is |] 


extend them such relief in the nature of a | 


secretary of Commerce and Labor, or some one connected with | 


his Department, may pass upon this question. It would be per- 
fectiy competent for Congress to say that the chief of police 
should pass upon it. There is no constitutional prohibition 
against Congress designating the person who shall say whether | 
this man was burt at a certain time in a certain manner while 


in the performance of his duties for the Government. 
a question of fact. 
ail. 
measure. It is merely a new kind of pension bill. With these 
suggestions, I am content to leave the matter to the wisdom of 
the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
amendment which went in on page 1, in reference to the recla- 
mation of arid lands. I have forgotten what Senater sug- 
gested that amendment. 

Mr. DEPEW. It was the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Futon]. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It was the Senator from Oregon 
I will state to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to say, as the bill as it came 
from the House 


hazardous employment, that if, in place of “construction” it 





| it apply te all. 
That is | 
It involves no intricate question of law at | 
I shall vote on this bill as I would vote on a pension | 


draw attention to the matter so that there may be no doubt 
about it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the suggestion of the 
Senator from Connecticut |[Mr. Branpgcee} is quite right. 
This is not intended to be limited to construction work in the 
reclamation of arid lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How would it do to say “and manage- 
ment and control of said work?” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. “Of all of said work?” 

Mr. GALLINGER. “Of all of said work.” 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest to the Senator to transpose the 
amendment and insert after the word “ employed,” in line 4, 
page 1, the words “in hazardous employment;” thus making 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, that matter was 
thoroughly gone over onee before. The Senator can prepose 
the amendment; but I do not care to do so. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I do not offer the amendment 
nor will I offer any amendment to the bill. I realize, as [ 
think does every member of the Judiciary Committee, of which 


| I am not a member, and every Senator who desires the pas- 


I rose to ask a question concerning the | 


sage of the bill to-day, that the bill is not skillfully drafted, 
that it does not respond to the just demands of Senators or 
those who will be the beneficiaries of the bill. There should 
be some radical amendments to this measure. I think, for 
instance, an amendment should be added which would give 
to the individual's family, when death oeeurs as the result of an 
accident, one year’s pay following that event, whereas now the 
remnant of the year’s pay is to be available for the use of the 


| family in case of dire distress. 


limits the work on the Isthmian Canal to! 


should read “or any hazardous work in the Reclamation Serv- | 


ice ”’——— 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from Utah [Mr. 
SUTHERLAND] suggests “or any hazardous employment on con- 
struction work.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. ‘That is better, I think. 
language as it stands ought to be changed. 

Mr. DEPEW. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming pro- 
poses an amendment, whieh will be stated. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
on page 1, line 7, by inserting, after the last word “or,” the 
words “in hazardous employment on,” so that it will read: 

Or in hazardous employment on construction work in the reclama- 
tion of arid lands. s 

Mr. President, I will call the attention of the Senator fro 
New Hampshire—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will first state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming 
CLARK]. The committee amendment will be regarded as still 
open to amendment, in the absence of objection. 

The Sxerrerary. On page 1, line 7, in the committee amend- 


I think the 


But, Mr. President, I have refrained from offering an amend- 
ment in that behalf, much as I think it is needed to perfect 
the bill and to make it what it should be, because of the under- 
standing which, I think, extends throughout the Chamber, that 
any radical amendment placed on this bill will result in its 
defeat at this session of Congress, and that we should put th 


| bill on the statute books as nearly as it came to this bedy as 


we ean, and perfect it later by extending its provisions. I 
think many of these amendments might as well have been dis- 


| agreed to, because all Senators will agree that, notwithstanding 


amendments made or to be made, the bill will pass from our 


| hands far from what it should be—a vastly imperfect piece of 
| legislation. 


I move to amend the amendment | 


| passage. 


[ Mr. | 


Mr. GALLINGER. You have improved it a good deal. 

Mr. CARTER. I think it has been improved some, but I 
think an attempt to improve it much more would imperil its 
I think the better plan probably is to let the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary propose such amendments as they deem 
necessary to make the bill workable, as they are doing by offer- 
ing amendments on the floor, and pass to a yote upon the Dill 
at the earliest moment possible. 

‘Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I desire to call the 
attention of the Senator from New Hampshire to the fact that 
an amendment was made a day or two ago, I think, at the 


| suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire, on page 4, 


ment, after the word “or” and before the word “ construction,” | 
it is proposed to insert the words “in hazardous employment | 


” 
Y 
on, 


so that, if amended, the amendment will read: 


Or in hazardous employment on construction work In the reclama- | 


tion of arid lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That fs right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
cut rise to this amendment? 

Mr. BRANDEGEER, I rise to this amendment, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

{ want to call the attention of the Senator from Wyoming 
and the Senator in charge of the bill to the first section. 
the first section originally stood, before it was amended at all, 
it provided for compensation to all employees in— 
manufacturing establishments, arsenals, or navy-yards, or in the con- 
struction of river and harbor work or the management and control 
of the same— 

It seems to me that by the italics which represent the Senate 
amendments, to wit “ or fortification” and also the words “ or 
construction work in the reclamation of arid lands,” the mean- 
ing may not be clear. ‘The bill will be printed in the statute 
book with no italics and the words “or the management and 
coutre! ef the same” would be construed to limit simply the 
arid hands proposition, and would not refer back to the man- 


Does the Senator from Connecti- | 


As | 


line 19. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That was transposed to page 5, line 4, 
after the word “ Iabor,” where it properly belongs. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It has already been transposed? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It has already been transposed. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I will call the at- 


| tention of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment 





on line 6, page 1. I think it was put in at his suggestion. It 
relates to postal clerks on railway trains. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was printed erroneonsly. I with- 
drew the amendment before the bill was ordered printed. It 


is not now in the bill, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I desire to offer another 
amendment and to address some remarks to the Senate on the 
amendment after it shall have been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTary. On page 2, line 10, it is proposed to strike 
out the words “ Secretary of Commerce and Labor” and insert: 

Judge of the circuit court of the United States for the district in 
which the injury shall have been inflicted, from whose decision an 


appeal may be taken by the injured person te the cirevit court of 
appeals, to which appeals may be taken in said district. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, is not that practically the 
amendment that was laid upon the table by the Senate? 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir; it is very different. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The basis of it is the same. Some words 
may have been added, but I think it is substantially the same 
amendment, 
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It is a very different amendment. 


Mr. President, to-day is the first time I have seen a Senator | 


shut off, by a motion to lay on the table, from discussing an 
amendment which he himself offered and which he had not 


previously had an opportunity to discuss. The amendment I | 


offered would not perfect the bill, in my judgment, but it 


would go far toward improving it, and would improve it very | 


much. If anything is to be done for the employees of the 
Government—I mean the laborers and the artisans, those who 
are mentioned in the bill—it ought not to be encumbered with 
so many difficulties that the man who is injured, or his family, 
will be deterred from any effort to secure the benefits of the 
act after it shall have been put upon the statute books. 

I take no part in the discussion of the constitutional phase 
of the bill as it was reported by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. I have my opinion about whether it is constitutional or 
not; but the views I take of this measure are not concerned 
with the question of its constitutionality or its unconstitution- 
ality. If it is unconstitutional in the form in which it came 
from the Judiciary Committee, my amendment will remove all 
such questions from consideration. If it is constitutional to 
permit such questions as are left to him to be decided by the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor—and I may say in passing 
that my opinion is that it is constitutional—the amendment will, 
in my opinion, improve the bill, so far as the laborers and arti- 
sans who are to be benefited by it are concerned. The bill 
ought not to be set about with pitfalls which will make it diffi- 
cult and dangerous for the recipient of the bounty or generosity 
of the Government to take it when the Government hands it out. 
That, however, I will discuss later, when I come to discuss the 
sixth section of the bill. 

As I read the bill—and it has been amended so much that it 
is difficult without a reprint of the bill to say what its pro- 
visions at this time are—but as I understand it now, it provides, 
to illustrate, that if a man in the capital of Mississippi, more 
than a thousand miles from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, shall, without any negligence or misconduct on his part, 
be injured while he is in the employ of the Government, there 
must be a report made to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 
The report is made first by the injured workman’s immediate 
superior. It is then referred to the officer above the first supe- 
rior officer, and thus it goes on through the channels—“ official 
channels” is the language, I believe, that is used in the bill— 
until it shall have reached the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor. 

if you will consider that a moment, every Senator must come 
to the conelusion, knowing the workings of the Departments, 
that whatever that report by the superior of the injured laborer 
or artisan contains—it does not make any difference what it 
is—when the Secretary of Commerce and Labor comes to con- 
sider the man’s case the statements in the report will be taken 
as facts. The injured party, or the representatives of the in- 
jured party, may make affidavit, and that may accompany the 
report or it may not. The Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
is required to take the report, the affidavit, and such other eyvi- 
dence as may be submitted to him by the injured employee, and 
upon that make up his judgment; but whenever he comes to 
make up his judgment he is going to say: “ Here is the official 
action; here is the official report; here is the official evidence 
upon which I can act.” The affidavit of the injured party, being 
an ex parte affidavit, and such other evidence as he may be able 
to get, is to be disregarded; it is to be ignored as being inter- 
ested ex parte testimony, and the man can not go before the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor and present his case. He 
niay be a man receiving as a laborer a dollar a day. The wages 
to which he would be entitled for a year would be $300. He 
must not only live out of that for a long time, until he can get 
an adjudication of his case by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, but he must expend probably a half or two-thirds of his 
salary in getting this decision from the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. Why take him a thousand miles to an officer whom 
he does not know, who does not know him, and who can not 
understand anything about the work that this laborer is per- 
forming? Why require him to go before that officer to try his 
case, when he may be practically shut out by the official report 
of his superior, instead of giving him an opportunity to be heard 
in the neighborhood in which he lives and by a judge who prob- 
ably knows him and his surroundings and the work in which he 
has been engaged? Take the case not only of a man in Missis- 
Sippi, but go over farther on the Western slope; go into the 
State of Washington, or Oregon, or Kansas, or Montana, or 
Idaho, or any of those States 


Mr. GALLINGER. Or Panama, 
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Mr. McLAURIN. Or Panama, as is suggested by my genial 
friend, the Senator from New Hampshire, and the result is still 
more disastrous to the injured employee. 

This bill does another thing. It puts the laborer largely at 
the mercy of his superior. Human nature is human nature the 
world over. The man who has charge of men who are under 
him working and the man who works for him know that if an 
injury occurred, the superior, who is frequently denominated 
the “boss,” will have the making up of the report, and if the 
employee has ingratiated himself into the fayor of the boss, his 
superior officer—probably many times by truckling—he will 
get a favorable report; but if he has been a manly man and 
stood up for his rights, willing to work when he is called upon 
by his duty and by his employment to work, willing to perform 
all the labor for which he has contracted with the Government, 
but who demands of his superior officer that he be treated as a 
man and not as a menial or a slave, he will probably have in- 
curred the enmity of his superior officer; and that superior will 
make a report that will cut him out of his pay. The superior 
will report that the man has been negligent or been guilty of 
misconduct. 

I say that this ought not to be. If you will give the em- 
ployee an opportunity right there at his home where the work is 
done, right there where the witnesses all know about him, to 
let him go before some officer—I am not a stickler for the 
judge of the circuit court; the amendment that I formerly wrote 
and presented to the Senate was an amendment that was hur- 
riedly presented, and this amendment is hurriedly presented, 
written at my desk here—but I want the employee to have an 
opportunity to be heard before somebody, at a place where he 
can get his witnesses before whoever is to be the judge, where 
he can be heard orally if he desires to be heard orally, and 
where he will not be put to the expense and trouble and an- 
noyance of sending his case 1,000 or 2,000 or 3,000 miles to an 
officer who is to hear the case. 

Again, on the hearing of the case, when it is taken up on 
what we will call an official report, that report will dominate 
any affidavit or any evidence that is presented by the injured 
employee, and when the officer shall have rendered a decision, 
it is absolute; it is final; there is no appeal given to the laborer; 
no opportunity to go to any higher authority for the purpose 
of determining his case. I do not believe that the Senate, 
upon deliberation, will put such a measure as that upon the 
statute books of the United States Government. 

But it is said this bill is imperfect now, but let us get some 
kind of a patchwork, that is hardly worth the paper upon 
which it is written, for the benefit of the employees of the Gov- 
ernment, and after a while it will be perfected. Mr. President, 
there is no great hurry for this legislation. We have had the 
whole session of Congress for the perfection and consideration 
of this legislation. Why has it not been considered and per- 
fected? It were better a thousand times to have this bill re- 
committed to the Judiciary Committee or to some other com- 
mittee of this body and have it put in shape so that it will do 
justice to the laborers and artisans who are to be its benefi- 
ciaries, 

Now, let us run over this, because we have been rushed into 
this matter with very little opportunity for the consideration 
of it, and, as I have said, there has been no reprint of the bill 
since the 2ist of May. The copy of the bill which I have does 
not show the day upon which it was reprinted, but I believe 


‘there has been no reprint of the bill since a number of amend- 


ments have been submitted to the Senate and put upon the bill, 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was reprinted on the 21st of the month, 
I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is the day it was reprinted. The bill 
came to the Senate, it seems, on the 18th of May, when it was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and on the 2ist 
of May it was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. It was reported to the Senate on the 
same day on which it was referred to the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And reprinted on the 2ist. 

Mr. McLAURIN. It was reported on the same day it was 
referred. So much the worse for the bill and for opportunity 
for its consideration. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I was not in the Chamber at the 
beginning of the statement as to the length of time the Ju- 
diciary Committee had had this bill under consideration. I 
will say that the committee bas had similar bills, dealing with 
the same subject-matter, under consideration nearly all the 
winter, and has been having hearings on those bills. While it 


is true that, as to this particular bill, the copy as passed by 
the House probably came to the committee on the same morn- 
ing on which it was reported, yet a typewrilten copy, preceding 
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the official copy, was in the hands of the committee prior to that 
time. 
lar bill only came.to the committee a short time before it was 
reported; but the date upon the bill as reported does not indi- 
cate the time that this particular measure was before the com- 
mittee, 


Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, probably my criticism, then, 


was not well founded, if the Committee on the Judiciary has | 


had this under consideration all winter, but this is the best ar- 
gument that can be furnished 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, that is very pleas- 
ant to read in the Recorp, but I do not want the Senator to 
put those words in my mouth. I said that this particular bill 
had not been considered, but that the subject-matter in other 
bills had been considered during a large part of the winter. 
Mr. McLAURIN. I suppose the object of the Senator in 


calling my attention to the fact that other bills had been con- | 


sidered and that this question: had been considered was that 
they had evolved some kind of plan by which they could do 
justice to these employees, and that this is the plan. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator usually arrives at a 
conclusion by such clear reasoning that I am surprised to hear 
him at this moment. 

Mr. McLAURIN, 
it provides: 

An artisan or laborer in any of its manufacturing establishments, 
arsenals, or navy-yards, or as postal clerks on railway trains——— 


Mr. BRANDEGER. Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. McLAURIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am called out of the Chamber, and I 
desire to submit an amendment before leaving. I move, on page 
2, line 8, to change the first word in the line from “or” to 
“nor,” and in the same line to strike out the word “it” and 
substitute the words “the said injury,” so that it will read: 

Nor unless the said injury shall continue for more than fifteen days. 

I do not ask a vote on the amendment now. 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is the amendment the Senator will 
offer after the one I have offered shall have been disposed of. 

Now let us see if I have it right as to the ones who are enti- 
tled to the benefits of this act: 

An artisan or laborer in any of its manufacturing establishments, 
arsenals, or navy-yards, or as postal clerks on railway trains, or in the 
construction of river and harbor or fortification work, or construction 


work in the reclamation of arid lands or the management and control 
of the same, or in hazardous employment under the Isthmian Canal 
Commission-—— 

In whatever work they are engaged they must be artisans or 
laborers employed by the United States— 
shall be entitled to receive for one year thereafter, unless sooner able 
to resume work, the same pay as if he continued to be employed, such 
payment to be made under such regulations as the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor may prescribe: Provided, That no compensation shall 
be paid under this act where the Injury is due to the negligence or mis- 
conduct of the employee injured, or unless it shall continue for more 


than fifteen days. ’ 

If he is guilty of negligence or misconduct and that negligence 
or misconduct produces the injury, then he is not entitled to 
any compensation. 

Or unless it shall continue for more than fifteen days. 


If the injury, however produced, continues for less than fif- 
teen days, or not a greater time than fifteen days, he is shut out. 


All questions of negligence or misconduct shall be determined by the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor— 


As this bill is. Now how? 
Sec. 3. That whenever an accident occurs to any employee embraced 
within the terms of the first section of this act, and w' ‘h results in 
death or a probable incapacity for work, it shall be the duty of the 
official superior of such employee to at once report such accident to the 
head of his Bureau or independent office. 

Whatever the Bureau or independent office may be. He may 
be a man who is supervising a lot of laborers who are eigaged 
in the construction of a Government building, a court-house or 
post-office or any other public structure. If, in carrying a 
girder, or, if he is a hod carrier, in carrying the material he is re- 
quired by his work to carry, he falls or is hurt or in any way 
is injured while in that employment, then the man who is super- 
vising his work, the man who controls him, the man who is 
overseeing those engaged in the same kind of work, reports to 
the head of his Bureau or independent office. Then the head of 
that Bureau reports to somebody above him, and that somebody 
above him reports to somebody above him, and so on until it 
gets to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. When I say “ re- 
ports to him” I mean transmits this report through this official 
channel up to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 


And his report shall be immediately communicated through regular 
officiai channels to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 








I will say to the Senator in all candor that this particu- | 


To proceed with the analysis of this bill, | 
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That kind of red tape must be followed until it gets to the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor. And then what? 

Such report shall state, first, the origin and nature of the accident 
and the probable duration of the injury resulting therefrom. 

That is a mere guess as to the time when the results of the 
As was suggested by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], the man not being a doctor will 
probably not be able to give anything like an accurate guess, 


| He will not be able to give a guess within miles of the fact, 


not because of his indisposition to do so, but because of his 
inability to understand the case. Then what? 

Second, whether the accident arose out of or in the course of the 
injured person's employment; third, whether the accident was due to 
negligence or misconduct on the part ‘of the employee injured. 

These facts are reported to the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor. They go up in the regular official channel by red tape 
until they get to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

Fourth, any other matters required by such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may prescribe. 

That is, the report must contain such other matters—that 
is what the language means; that is what a lawyer would say 
it means—as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor by his 
regulations shall require. 

The head of each Department or independent office shall have 
power, however, to charge a special official with the duty of making 
such reports. 

That is to say, the head of the Department of State or the 
head of the Treasury Department or of the Interior Depart- 
ment may detail special agents for the purpose of making these 
official reports, and in order to do so promptly they ought to 
be on the ground, and there ought to be one of these agents 
for every Department on the ground in every place where there 
is any work being done by the Government—in the postal 
service, in the construction of buildings for which we provided 
by bill the other day many millions of dollars. ‘There ought 
to be one of these special agents on the ground, and there may 
be under this proposed act at every place where public work is 
being done. 

This is a bunglesome job, it seems to me. It occurs to me it is 
the least considered, and I would not be very far from the 
merits of the case if I should say worst considered, case I have 
seen presented by any report to this body. No wonder the Sena- 
tor from New York wanted to make a motion to lay on the table 
any amendment to it that called attention to its defects. 

Sec. 4. That in the case of any accident which shall result in death, 
the persons entitled to compensation under this act or their legal rep- 
resentatives shall, within ninety days after such death, file with the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor an affidavit setting forth their rela 
tionship to the deceased and the ground of their claim for compensation 
under the provisions of this act. 

That is to say, this official report that has gone up through 
regular official channels until it has reached the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor must be followed within ninety days by 
the affidavit of the injured party or his legal representatives. 
Now what? 

This shall be secompanied by the certificate of the attending sare 
cian setting forth the fact and cause of death, or the nonproduction of 
the certificate satisfactorily accounted for. 

There was some objection made, I believe, that they ought to 
require in all instances that the certificate of the physician 
should be presented with the affidavit. 


In the case of incapacity for work lasting more than fifteen days, the 
injured party or his legal representatives desiring to take the benefit of 
this act shall, within a reasonable period after the expiration of such 
time, file with his official superior, to be forwarded through regular 
official channels to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, an affidavit 
setting forth the grounds of his claim for compensation, to be accom- 
panied by a certificate of his attending physician as to the cause and 
nature of the injury and probable duration of the incapacity, or the non- 
production of the certificate satisfactorily accounted for. 

If he is incapacitated for work, the incapacity lasting more 
than fifteen days, the injured party or his legal representatives 
desiring to take the benefit of this act—what business has the 
legal representative with the matter unless the party has been 
killed? Now, it gets up through official channels and is filed 
with his superior and reaches the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish the Senator would read that lan- 
guage again. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 


In the case of incapacity for work lasting more than fifteen days, the 
injured party or his legal representatives desiring to take the benetit 
of this act shall— 


And so forth. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know, but I suppose that that 
is probably unnoticed surplusage. Perhaps the committee did 
not notice the words “or his legal representatives.” 

Mr. McLAURIN, Probably not. 


1908. 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Sena‘or in charge of the 
bill about it. I had not myself noticed the words “or his legal 
representatives,” where a man has not been killed. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from New York has no ex- 
planation to make, I suppose, of putting in “or his legal rep- 
resentatives,” in response to the request of the Senator from 
Indiana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the point of that? 

Mr. McLAURIN. While the Senator from New York is exam- 
ining that I will proceed. 

Mr. DEPEW. May I ask at what point that language is 
found? 

Mr. McLAURIN. With pleasure. I am reading, beginning in 
line 8, on page 4. 

Mr. DEPEW. While I am on my feet I want to disclaim 
having intended any discourtesy to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. The amendment which he proposed has been up on sey- 
eral occasions, and no motion having been made with respect 
to it I supposed that the Senator was going to allow it to go 
upon its merits. If I had supposed that he was going to make 
a speech, I am always so glad to listen to him that I certainly 
should have been the last person to have interposed any ob- 
jection whatever. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I am sure the Senator from New York 
did not intend any discourtesy to me. It was the exigencies 
of the bill that called for the motion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What about the words “ or his legal rep- 
resentatives?” That is a curiously awkward phrase. It will not 
take any time to strike it out. I do not understand it myself— 
legal representatives when a man is not dead 

Mr. DEPEW. Where is that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 10, on page 4. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or is not non compos mentis. I am anx- 
ious to have the bill passed—extremely so. 

Mr. DEPEW. I think those words ought to come out—“ or 
his legal representatives.” 

Mr. McLAURIN, I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. DEPEW. I think those words ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. McLAURIN. “Or his legal representatives?” 

Mr. DEPEW. Yes. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will suspend long enough for the Senate 
to agree to strike out those words, if it is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In line 10, page 4, as previously amended, 
it is proposed to strike out the words “ or the legal representa- 
tives of such employee.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have accomplished some good by calling 
attention to this bill. Iam glad of that. I will proceed: 

If the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, at least once in six months, 
shall find from the report and affidavit or other evidence produced by 
the claimant or his legal representatives, or from such additional in- 
vestigation as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may direct, that 
a claim for compensation is established under this act. 

The point to which I wish to direct the attention of the Senate 
is this, that the Secretary of Commerce and Labor will be sup- 
posed under this bill to be sitting once in six months. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That has gone out. It was a mis- 
print. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was a misprint. The words should 
appear after “Labor” in line 4, on page 5. That has been 
transposed by the clerks. 

Mr. McLAURIN. It is to be hoped that a good deal of it is 
a misprint. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was corrected yesterday. 

Mr. McLAURIN. As I stated a while ago, it is difficult to 
tell what has been stricken out and what has not, and what 
has been inserted and what has not been inserted, because 
there has been no reprint of the bill since so many amendments 
have been made, 


Sec. 5. That the employee shall, whenever and as often as required 


by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submit himself to medical 
examination. 





I do not think there can be any objection to section 5, but 
Section 6 provides: 

Sec. 6. That to seek to obtain by fraudulent means or to accept 
benefits under this act to which the person is not entitled shall = 
deemed a misdemeanor on his part and punishable by a fine of not 
more than $1,000 or by imprisonment for not more than two years, 


or both. 

After this shall have been disposed of, I propose to move to 
strike out section 6. I do not think there ought to be set 
around the man who is to get the benefit of this proposed act 
any pitfall, so that if hereafter somebody shall say that he 
fraudulently received this money, that he did not do exactly 
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as he ought to have done in framing his claim for the money, 
he shall be liable to a fine of $1,000 and two years’ imprisonment. 

I think that is a very bad provision. Surely there ought 
to be provision made somewhere for an authority to decide 
these questions, and when he shall have reached a correct con- 
clusion, and there is no reasonable ground to believe that fraud 
has been practiced upon the Government, there should be no 
aftermath about it. No man who has received the benefit of 
the act should be in danger of prosecution thereafter when the 
witnesses may have died and he is no longer able to establish 
the sincerity and integrity of his claim. There ought to be no 
danger to him of that kind. When he presents his claim it 
ought to be like any other claim presented to any official or any 
judicial officer. It ought to be so that when it shall be passed 
upon that will be the end of it, so far as concerns any danger 
that he may incur thereafter. I do not think the Senate, upon 
mature consideration, will be willing to leave a section of that 
kind in the bill. I shall move to strike it out when the pend- 
ing amendment shall have been disposed of, 

The seventh section, I think, is a good one. I believe I have 
said all I intend to say on this measure, and we will have 
plenty of time to pass this bill to-day. I do not think there is 
any danger of defeating the bill by delay. I do not remember 
just now anything else with which I charged my memory that 
I desire to say in reference to the amendment that I have 
offered. I made no notes in writing of the line of argument 
I should pursue. 

But I do desire to call attention to a matter that was here 
yesterday. I saw the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] in 
the Chamber not long ago, and I desired that he should be pres- 
ent when I presented the authorities to which I shall refer. 

You will remember, Mr. President, that yesterday when a 
matter that had no reference to the omnibus bill was presented, 
the Senator from Illinois took occasion to arraign that bill be- 
cause he said there were a good many claims in it which were 
stale, that had been in existence ever since the war, and that 
the bill, therefore, was not one that ought to receive the favor- 
able consideration of this body. That was the substance of 
his argument. And in that discussion he expressed surprise 
when I stated a proposition of law, and the Senator from Illi- 
nois stated a proposition of law which I denied. 

But before I proceed to that I want to say that the cmnibus 
claims bili is not devoted exclusively to what are denominated 
Southern war claims. About one-half of the claims grow out 
of the appropriation of property of loyal citizens to the use of 
the Army during the war. There is nothing in the bill that 
proposes to pay anybody who is not shown to have been loyal 
to the United States Government during the war. About half 
of the bill, as I have stated, is devoted to a proposition to repay 
the parties who owned this property. In many instances the 
property was worth a great deal more than it is valued at by 
the Committee on Claims, About half of that property is com- 
posed of church edifices and probably other institutions, some 
of them eleemosynary institutions that were destroyed or used 
by the Federal armies for the purposes of war. So only about 
one-fourth of the amount carried in the bill is for the payment 
of claims of loyal citizens of the United States for property 
that has been shown to have been used by the armies of the 
United States during the war. A great deal of this, something 
like half or very nearly half of it, goes above the Mason and 
Dixon line. I call attention to this because the Senator seemed to 
proceed upon the assumption that all the money carried by this 
omnibus bill would go for the payment of Southern war claims, 

The Senator a few days ago, in speaking of these claims, said 
there were a great many claims for churches, and that there 
must have been a great many churches in West Virginia. I 
have heard the Southern section of the country arraigned upon 
many charges, but I have never heard that one of the charges 
was that we had too many churches in the South until it came 
from the Senator from Illinois. 

When I was making the statement yesterday that the cotton 
that was taken under the captured and abandoned property act 
and that had been sold and converted into money and the money 
placed in the Treasury was just as much the property of the 
citizens from whom it was taken as the horse of the Senator 
from Illinois is his property, and that it was the property of 
the Government of the United States just as much as the 
Senator’s horse was the property of the Government of the 
United States, the Senator said: 

I am surprised that a man of the legal learning that I know the 
Senator from Mississippi possesses should ever make a statement of 
that kind. 

He then went on to state that the Supreme Court of the 
United States had decided that this property was the property of 
the United States Government and that it was not the property 
of the individual citizen, 
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I have before me the case of the United States v. Klein, 
reported in 13 Wallace, which I believe reaffirms the case of 
Padelford, theretofore decided. I have also the report of the 
Committee on Claims presented to the Fifty-sixth Congress. It 
is a long report, and I will ask permission to put it in the 
Recorp without reading it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
granted. 

The report referred to is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 11, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 602) 
entitled “A bill to revise and amend an act to provide for the collection 
of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary 
districts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof,” 
having had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

This identical bill was before this committee in the Fifty-fifth Con 
gress, pee session, and was then fully considered and favorably 
reported, 

Your committee adopt the report then made and attach a copy hereto 
and ask that it be printed as a part of this report, and recommend that 
the bill as amended by your committee do pass as amended. 


Without objection, permission is 


[Senate Report No. 1634, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5020) 
entitled “A bill to revive and amend an act to provide for the collection 
of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary 
districts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof,” having 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following 
report and recommend that said bill do pass: 

“ Similar bills, some of a private and some of a general nature, have 
frequently been before Congress, and, as your committee believe, such 
bills have always been favorably reported, and those of a private na 
ture have passed, but those general in their nature have never been put 
upon their passage; in fact, after being favorably reported they seem 
to have received no further attention. 

“The subject-matter covered by this bill was considered in the Fifty- 
first, the Fifty-second, the Fifty-third, and the Fifty-fourth Congresses, 
and by each favorably reported, and your committee adopt the report 
thereon made by the Judiciary Committee of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Fifty-third Congress, and your committee also adopt the 
report of the House Committee on War Claims of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress (except that part at the end relative to amending the bill then 
before that committee) and ask that these reports, which are attached 
hereto, be printed as a part of this report. 

“And your committee would submit that the facts and the law bear 
ing upen the subject-matter of this bill are such as to make the earnest 
language used in these reports recommending the passage of such an 
act none too strong or imperative, and that in all reason and justice 
this bill ought to receive early attention.” 





{House Report No. 181, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, having the above bill and others 
on the same subject under consideration, report a substitute therefor, 
entitied “An act to revive and amend an act to provide for the col- 
lection of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in insur- 
rectionary districts in the United States,” and acts amendatory thereof, 
and recommend the passage of the same and that the original bill lie 
on the table. 

The subject-matter covered by the bills and substitute was con- 
sidered in the Fifty-first and Fiftywsecond Congresses, and your com- 
mittee adopt the report thereon made by Mr. Culberson, of the Ju- 
diclary Committee of the last Congress, and ask that the same be 
printed as a part of this report. 





{House Report No. 1377, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on the Judiciary have considered the bill (H. R. 
455) in relation to claims arising under the captured and abandoned 
property act and for the extension of time in which to bring suit, and 
recommend its passage for the following reason: 

A large amount of property in the States in rebellion or insurrection 
was seized during the war and immediately after the cessation of hos- 
tilities, without regard to the ownership of such property, or. the 
political status of ifs owners, or the possession of the property at the 
time of the seizure, dy the military and other Federal authorities. The 
seizure and sale of this property were made under the acts of March 
12, 18638, and July 2, 1864, known as the captured and abandoned 
property acts, and other measures amendatory and supplementary 
thereof. 

The law required the property to be sold and the proceeds placed 
in the Treasury to the credit of the property. 

The third section of the act of March 12, 1863, under which the bulk 
of the property was seized, provided as follows: 

“Any person claiming to have been the owner of any such abandoned 
or captured property may, at any time within two years after the sup- 
pression of the rebellion, prefer his claim to the proceeds thereof in 
the Court of Claims, and on proof to the satisfaction of said court of 
his ownership of said property, of his right to the proceeds thereof, 
and that he has never given any aid or comfort to the present rebellion, 
to receive the residue of such proceeds, after the deduction of any pur- 
chase money which may have been paid, together with the expense of 
transportation and sale of said property, and any other lawful expenses 
attending the disposition thereof.” 

Under this provision of the statute many suits were instituted in the 
Court of Claims by persons claiming to be the owners of property 
seized under the acts referred to, and when the proof required by the 
statute was made judgment was rendered in their favor and the money 
paid 

Over $30,000,000 were poms in the Treasury on account of sales of 
property under the act of March 12, 1863, and other kindred acts. 

The amount now on hand of this fund is $10,512,007.96. 

The fellowing statement is believed to be substantially correct and 
will show the whole amount of money received into the Treasury on 


— $$$ 











account of captured and abandoned property and the amounts paid out 
from time to time: 
Whole amount of abandoned and captured property 

SIG, ccnciiessitniin tata ri i a tne ah se $31, 722, 466. 20 


, 551, 000. 00 


243, 000. 00 
Internal-revenue taxes and commercial- 

intercourse fees __..._.._.__....._._. 1, 406, 000. 00 
Released to claimants by Secretaries 

Chase, Fessenden, and McCulloch... 2, 550, 675. 24 


10, 750, 675. 


24 
Balance covered into Treasury under resolution f 

of March 30, 1872- 

Paid on special acts of relief___._____ 
Paid on judgments against Treasury 


Se ee 20, 971, 790. 96 


~" $290, 906. 32 


GUORES © cites iceeerdeattecmnindiiaeiteiead 64, 557. 2 
Paid on judgments under act of March 
12. 3068 34 hesenail ---— 9, 833, 428.16 


Paid by Secretary of the Treasury 
under act of May 18, 1872_--_-_ - 
Disbursed for expenses under joint 
resolution of March 30, 1868... -- 


195, 896. 25 


75, 000. 00 
——————__ 10, 459, 783. 00 
Balance in Treasury 10, 512, 007. 96 

It is understood that the application of the ruling of the Supreme 
Court, in an opinion delivered since this statement was made, to this 
fund will materially reduce the amount of this balance, but to what 
extent can not, with the information at hand, be stated with ceftainty. 

The Government has had the use of this money for more than twenty 
years, and if it is ever to be distributed to its owners some additiona! 
legislation is required. Congress at every session is asked to permit 
individual claimants to bring suit in the Court of Claims to establish 
their rights in this fund. ‘This privilege has been accorded to some and 
denied to others. 

Further legislation is necessary in order to distribute this fund, be 
eause the limitation of two years from and after the close of the war 
in which claimants of this property were required to prefer their 
claims has long since expired, and there is now no means provided 
by law by which the claimants of the fund can enforce their rights. 

Formerly there was much contention upon the status of this fund in 
the Treasury, especially that portion of it derived from the sale of 
property belonging to those who adhered to the rebellion. It is evi 
dent from the terms of the act of 1863 that it was not the intention 
of Congress that the title to the property seized under it should be 
divested from the loyal owners. They were allowed two years from and 
after the close of the war in which to prefer their claims to the 
property, and because no provision was made by which persons who 
had been disloyel could prefer their claims in the property and enforce 
their rights it was contended that the seizure and sale of so much of 
this property as belonged to disloyal persons worked a divestiture ot! 
title and absolutely transferred the proceeds to the Government. ©n 
the other hand, it was contended that such seizure and sale of property 
of disloyal persons did not divest the title of the original owners and 
that the fund derived from such sales was placed in the Treasury to 
be kept there to await the determination of the Government whether 
it should be returned to the owners of the property or not. 

Your committee believe that this contention has been settled by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Klein v. The United 
States, reported in 13 Wallace, page 138, and the following quotations 
are made from the report of the case: 

‘1. That it was not the intention of Congress, by the enactment of 
that statute, that the title to property seized under it should be di- 
vested from the loyal owners. 

2. That the proceeds of the property should go into the Treasury 
without change of ownership. 

“2 That the same intention prevailed in regard to the property of 
owners who, though then hostile, might subsequently become loyal. 

“4. That is was for the Government itself to determine whether 
those proceeds should be restored to the owner or not. 

“S. That the President’s proclamation of pardon and amnesty, with 
restoration of rights of property, and particularly that of July 4, 186s, 
was a decision on the part of the Government which decided affirm- 
atively the right of all the owners of such property to the procecds 
thereof in the Treasury; and the restoration of the proceeds becam« 
the absolute right of the persons pardoned. 

“¢ And that ‘the Government constituted itself the trustee for 
those who by that act were declared entitled to the proceeds of cap 
tured and abandoned property, and for those whom it should thereafter 
recognize as entitled, ”’ 

And in its opinion the court uses this language: 

“That it was not the intention of Congress that the title to these 
proceeds should be divested absolutely out of the original owners of 
the property seems clear upon a comparison of different parts of th 
act. 

“We have already seen that those articles which became by the 
simple fact of capture the property of the captor, as ordnance, mun'- 
tions of war, and the like, or in which thir a acquired rights 
which might be made absolute by decree, as ships and other vessels 
captured as prize, were expressly excepted from the operation of the 
act; and it is reasonable to infer that it was the purpose of Congress 
that the proceeds of the property for which the special provision of 
the act was made should go into the Treasury without change ol 
ownership. Certainly such was the intention in respect to the prop 
erty of loyal men. “That the same intention prevailed in regard to 
the property of owners who, though then hostile, might subsequently 
become loyal, appears probable from the circumstances that no pro- 
vision is anywhere made for confiscation of it, while there is no trace 
in the statute book of intention to divest ownership of private property 
not excepted from the effect of this act otherwise than by proceedings 
for confiscation. = 

“It is thus seen that, except as to Prgperty used in actual hostilitic Ss, 
as mentioned in the first section of the act of March 12, 1863, no 
titles were divested in the insurgent States, unless in pursuance of a 
judgment rendered after due legal proceedings. The Government FeCOs, 
nized to the fullest extent the humane maxims of the modern law 0 
nations, which exempt private property of noncombatant enemies from 
capture as booty of war; even the law of confiscation was ye Ne 
applied. The cases were few, indeed, in which the property 2 any 
not engaged in actual hostilities was subjected to seizure and sale. 
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“We conclude, therefore, that the title to the proceeds of the prop- 
erty which came to the possession of the Government by capture or 
abandonment, with the exceptions already noticed, was in no case 
divested from the original owner. It was for the Government itself 
to determine whether these proceeds should be restored to the owner 
or not. The promise of the restoration of all rights of property de- 
cided that question affirmatively as to all on who availed them- 
selves of the proffered pardon. * * #* ‘he restoration of the pro- 
ceeds became the absolute right of the persons pardoned, on application 
within two years from the close of the war. It was, in fact, promised 
an equivalent. ‘Pardon and restoration of political rights’ were ‘in 
return’ for the oath and its fulfillment.” 

And then the court adds this strong language: 

“To refuse it would be a breach of faith not less cruel and astound- 
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ing than to abandon the freed people whom the Executive had promised | 


to maintain in their freedom.’ 

It will be observed that the court decides that the title to the pro- 
ceeds of the property which come to the possession of the Govern- 
ment by capture or abandonment, with the exception of property used 
in actual hostilities, was in no case divested from the original owner. 

The question therefore arises whether the Government ever deter- 
mined that the proceeds of the sales of property under the captured 
and abandoned property acts which belonged to disloyal persons should 
be restored to them. 

Whatever of occasion for dispute there may have been upon this 
question at one time, there seems to be none now. 

Under the act of July, 1862, known as the “confiscation act,” the 
President was authorized at any time thereafter, by proclamation, to 
extend to persons who may have participated in rebellion in any State 
or part thereof pardon and amnesty, with such exceptions and at such 
time and on such conditions as he should deem expedient for the public 
welfare. 

On the 8th day of December, 1863, the President issued his proclama- 
tion, in which he referred to the act of 1863, relating to captured and 
abandoned property, and offered pardon and amnesty, with restoration 
of all rights of property, except as to slaves and property to which 
third persons had acquired rights, to all persons who had participated 
in the rebellion who would take an oath to support the Constitution 
and the laws. Certain classes were excepted from the benefits of par- 
don and amnesty under that proclamation, 

On the 29th of May, 1865, another preclamation was issued, extend- 
ing pardon and amnesty, with a full restoration of all property rights, 
except as to slaves, etc., to all persons who had participated in the re- 
bellion. A similar oath was required, and fourteen classes of persons 
were excepted from the benefits of the proclamation. 

On the 7th of September, 1867, another similar proclamation of par- 
don and amnesty was issued, which reduced the excepted classes from 
fourteen to seven. Finally, on the 4th day of July, 1868, a proclama- 
tion was issued by the President extending pardon and amnesty to 
all, with some exceptions, who had participated in the rebellion, with 
restoration to all rights of property, except in slaves, and on the 25th 
af December, 1868, without exception, unconditionally, and without 
reservation. No oath was required. 

The legal effect of the proclamations to which reference has been 
made was to wipe out all disability by reason of disloyalty and to pre- 
sent the offender before the law as a new man, as innocent as if he 
had never been charged with treason. ‘These proclamations also serve 
to show that the President of the United States, authorized by the 
Constitution and by statute, determined to restore the proceeds of the 
sales of captured and abandoned property belonging to disloyal owners 
to them upon condition that they would comply with the requirements 
of the proclamations. Those who complied with the conditions of 
those proclamations were instantly rehabilitated as citizens, restored 
to equality before the law, and to all rights of property. In the lan- 
guage of the Supreme Court before quoted : 


“The promise of the restoration of all rights of property decided | 


that question affirmatively as to all persons who availed themselves of 
the proffered pardon. * * * ‘The restoration of the proceeds of 

captured and abandoned property became the absolute right of the 
persena pardoned, on application within two years from the close of 
le war. 

Those who had failed to avail themselves of the proffered pardon 
extended by the proclamations containing conditions (if there were any 
such) were covered and embraced by the proclamation of July 4, 1868, 
which extended pardon and amnesty to all, without condition, with 
full restoration to property rights. 


Your committee submit the following, taken from the decision of | 


the Supreme Court in Padelford’s case, reported in 9 Wallace: 

“In the case of Garland this court held the effect of a pardon to be 
such ‘that in the eye of the law the offender is as innocent as if he 
had never committed the offense ;’ and in the case of Armstrong's 
foundry we held that the general pardon granted to him relieved him 
from a penalty which he had incurred to the United States. It fol- 
lows that at the time of the seizure of the petitioner's property he 
was purged of whatever offense against the laws of the Unitéd States 
he had committed by the acts mentioned in the findings and relieved 


from any penalty which he might have incurred. It follows, further, | 


that if the property had been seized before the oath was taken the 
faith of the Government was pledged to its restoration upon the taking 
of the oath in good faith. We can not doubt that the petitioner's 
right to the property in question at the time of the seizure was per- 
fect and that it remains perfect, notwithstanding the seizure. 


“ But it has been suggested that the property was captured in fact, 


if not lawfully, and that the proceeds having been paid into the Treas 
ury of the United States, the petitioner is without remedy in the Court 
of Claims, unless proof is made that he gave no aid or comfort to the 
rebellion. The suggestion is ingenious, but we do not think it sound. 
Che sufficient answer to it is that after the pardon no offense connected 
with the rebellion can be imputed to him. If, in other respects, the 
petitioner made the proof which, under the act, entitled him to a decree 
for the proceeds of his property, the law makes the proof of pardon a 
cme substitute for proof that he gave no aid or comfort to the 
svellion, 
manifest intent of the ——— and of the act of Congress which 
authorized it. Under the proclamation and the act the Government is 


& trustee, holding the proceeds of the petitioner's property for his | 


venefit, and having beer ae reimbursed for all expenses incurred in 
that character loses nothing by the judgment, which simply awards to 
the petitioner what is his own.” 

But for the bar made by the statute of limitations of two years it 
seems that all rsons, loyal and those who had been disloyal, might 


refer their claims to this property, and upon proof of their right to 
© property, obtain the proceeds, 


A different construction would, as it seems to us, defeat the | 








Pardon and amnesty relieved claimants of captured and abandoned 
property from proving their adhesion to the Government of the United 
States during the late war. 

The following is the whole of the opinion of the court in Pargoud's 
case (13 Wallace): 

“We have recently decided, in the case of Armstrong v. The 
United States, that the President's proclamation of December 25, 1868, 
granting pardon and amnesty unconditionally and without reservation 
to all who participated directly or indirectly in the late rebellion re- 
lieves claimants of captured and abandoned property from proof of ad- 
hesion to the United States during the late civil war. It was there- 
fore unnecessary to prove such adhesion or personal pardon for taking 
part in the rebellion against the United States. The judgment of the 
Court of Claims dismissing the petition is reversed.” 

It follows, from what has been said, that this fund in the Treasury 
does not belong to the Government, but is the property of citizens of 
the United States, and held in trust for them by the Government. 
Ought the Government longer refuse to distribute this fund among the 
owners of it? 

Your committee believe it is true, as alleged, that the bulk of this 
fund yet remaining in the Treasury belongs to persons who partici 
pated in the late rebellion, but in view of the fact that under the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, as declared by the Supreme 
Court, the restoration of the proceeds of this property became the ab- 
solute right of the persons pardoned, the former political status of the 
owner can afford no just reason for withholding the money. 

No laches can be imputed to this class of claimants. 

The statute authorized claims to the proceeds of sales of captured 
and abandoned property to be preferred in the Court of Claims at any 
time within two years from the suppression of the rebellion When 
was the rebellion suppressed? That became a question for the courts 
in order to apply the statute of limitation. In December, 1869, the 
Supreme Court decided, in Anderson r. United States (9 Wallace, page 
56), that the rebellion was suppressed on the 20th of August, 1866, the 
date of the President's proclamation declaring the final and complete 
suppression of the rebellion. The limitation of the right to « 
suit, therefore, expired on the 20th day of August, 1868 

Some claimants who had participated in the rebellion filed suits in 
the Court of Claims before the bar of limitation was complete, but a 
large majority of that class of claimants did not commence suit be- 
cause it was generally understood that, notwithstanding the proclama 
tions of pardon and amnesty, the claimant would be required to prove 
his loyalty before he could have a standing in the court 

It was a matter of doubt among the members of the legal fraternity 
as to what effect would be given by the Supreme Court to the procla- 
mations of pardon and amnesty. In 1869 the Supreme Court decided 
that the necessity of proving loyalty in order to recover the proceeds 
of captured and abandoned property had been removed by the proclama- 
tions of pardon and amnesty. 

This decision came too late to benefit that class of claimants. The 
limitation had already expired and the bar was complete 

In view of the law and the facts as above stated, your committee 
deem it unwise for the Government and unjust to the claimants of 
this fund for Congress to decline longer to make sone provision by 
which they may establish and enforce their rights. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


mmence 


{House Report No. 2658, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the Dill 
(H. R. 7618) entitled “A bill authorizing the Court of Claims to adju 
dicate certain claims arising under the provisions of the act of March 
12, 1863, entitled ‘An act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property, etc,’” beg leave to submit the following report, and recom 
mend that said bill do pass, with an amendment. 


Under the acts of March 12, 1863, and July 2, 1864, known as the 
“captured and abandoned property acts,” and other kindred measures, 
a large amount of property in the States in insurrection was seized 


by the military and other Federal authorities, without regard to its 
ownership or the political status of its owners, and subsequently sold 
and the proceeds paid into the National Treasury. The sum realized 
from this source at the close of the war, as shown by a report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, amounted to something over $30,000,000 

The third section of the act of March 12, 1863, under which the 
greater portion of the property was seized, provided as follows: 

“Any person claiming to have been the owner of any such aban- 
doned or captured property, may, at any time within two years after 
the suppression of the rebellion, prefer his claim to the proceeds thereof 
in the Court of Claims, and on proof to the satisfaction of said court 
of his ownership of said property, of his right to the proceeds thereof, 
and that he has never given any aid or comfort to the present rebellion, 
to receive the residue of such proceeds, after the deduction of any 
purchase money which may have been paid, together with the expense 
of transportation and sale of said property, and any other lawful ex- 
penses attending the disposition thereof.” 

Under this provision of the statute a large number of suits were 
commenced in the Court of Claims by persons claiming to be the owners 
of property seized under this and similar statutes, and in cases in 
which the claimants could make the proof required by the act judg- 
ments were rendered in their favor for the net proceeds of their 
property paid into the Treasury; and by this and other means the 
fund in the Treasury has béen reduced, so that the sum now on hand 
amounts to something over $10,500,000. 

Many questions arose under the act of March 12, 1863, such as, 
What constituted proof of loyalty? When was the rebellion suppressed, 
and when did the two years expire within which suit could be com- 
menced? All of which were vigorously contested, and in which the 
court ruled strictly and rigidly against the claimants, rendering ap 
peals to the Supreme Court necessary, and by which the owners of the 
property were delayed or deterred from preferring their claims under 
the act. 

In December, 1869, the Supreme Court of the United States decided, 
in Anderson v. The United States (9 Wall., 56), that the rebellion was 
suppressed on the 20th of August, 1866, the date of President John- 
son's proclamation of pardon and amnesty, with restoration of civil 
and political rights, and the limitation of the right to commence suit 
took effect or expired on the 20th of August, 1868 And it thus ap- 
pears that the period in which the claimants could bring suits to re- 
cover the net proceeds of their property had expired more than one year 
prior to the decision fixing the date of the close of the war was an- 
nounced, and when it was too late for the claimants to derive any 
benefit from the decision, 
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It was not till 1871 that the Supreme Court gave full consideration 


to this act of March 12, 1863. In December of that year, in the case 
of Klein v. The United States (13 Wall., 138), the court decided— 

(1) That it was not the intention of Congress, by the enactment of 
that statute, that the title to property seized under it should be di- 
vested from the loyal owners. a 

(2) That the proceeds of the property should go into the Treasury 
without change of ownership. 

(3) That the same intention prevailed in regard to the property of 


owners who, though then hostile, might subsequently become loyal. 


(4) That it was for the Government itself to determine whether 
those proceeds should be restored to the owner or not. 

(5) Phat the President's proclamation of pardon and amnesty, with 
restoration of rights ef preperty, and particularly that of July 4, 1868, | 
was a decision on the part of the Government which decided affirma- 
tively the right of all the owners of such property to the proceeds 
thereof in the Treasury; and the restoration of the proceeds became 
the absolute right of the persons pardoned. 


(6) And that “the Government constituted itself the trustee for 
those who by that act were declared entitled to the proeeeds of cap- 
ured and abandoned property, and for those whom it should thereafter 
recognize as entitled.” 

And in its opinion the eourt uses this language: 

“Phat it 
proceeds should be divested absolutely out of the original owners of 


the property seems clear upon a comparison of different parts of the act. | 


“We have already seen that those articles which became by the 
simple faet of capture the property of the captor, as ordnance, muni- 
tions of war, and the like, or in which third parties acquired rights 
which might be made absolute by decree, as ships and other vessels 
captured as prize, were expressly excepted from the operation of the 
act; and it is reasonable to infer that it was the purpose of Congress 
that the proceeds of the property for which the special provision of 
the act was made should go into the Treasury without change 
ownership. Certainly such was the intention in respect te the prop- 
erty of loyal men. 
property of owners who, though then hostile, might subsequently be- 
come loyal, appears probable from the circumstarces that no provision 
is anywhere made for confiscation of it, while there is no trace in the 
statute book of intention to divest ownership of private property not 
Soares, Sieve the effect of this act otherwise than by proceedings for 
confiscation. 

“It is thus seen that, except as to property used in actual hostili- 
ties, as mentioned in the first section of the act of March 12, 1863, 
no titles were divested in the insurgent States, unless in pursuance 
of a judgment rendered after due legal proceedings. The Government 
recognized to the fullest extent the humane maxims of the modern 


law of nations, which exempt private property of noncombatant ene- | 
mies from capture as booty of war; even the law of confiscation was | 


sparingly applied. The cases were few indeed in which the property 


of any not engaged in actual hostilities was subjected to seizure and | 


sale. 

“We conclude, therefore, that the title to the proceeds of the prop- 
erty which came to the possession of the Government by capture or 
abandonment, with the exceptions already noticed, was im no case di- 
vested from the original owner. It was for the Government itself to 


determine whether these proceeds should be restored to the owner or | 
The promise of the restoration of all rights of property decided | 
all persons who availed themselwes of | 


not. 
that question affirmativel 
the proffered pardon. * The restoration of the proceeds became 
the absolute right of the persons pardoned, on application within two 
years from the close of the war. It was, in fact, promised for an 
equivalent. ‘Pardon and restoration of political rights’ were ‘in 
return’ for the oath and its fulfillment.” 

And then the court adds this strong language: 

“To refuse it would be a breach of faith not less cruel and astound- 
ing than to abandon the freed people whom the Executive had promised 
to maintain in their freedom.’ 

And in the prior case of the Ugited States v. Padleford (9 Wall., 
531) the court held that_under the proclamation of pardon issued by 
President Lincoln, dated December 8, 1863, and the act of March 12, 
1865, the Government is a trustee, holding the proceeds of the peti- 
tioner’s property for his benefit, and having been fully reimbursed for 
all expenses incurred in that character, leses nothing i the judgment, 
which simply awards to the petitioner what is his own. 

This decision in the Klein case settled the important questions in 
relation to the owners of captured and abandoned property and their 
rights under the act of March 12, 1863, and subsequent statutes relat- 


y as to 
a a 


ing to that subject, and it left nothing for Congress to do but provide | 


a tribunal to which claimants might resort to establish their absetute 
right, in the language of the Supreme Court, to their share of the fund 
derived from the sale of such property. 

In June, 1873, the case of Haycraft vr. The United States was ecom- 
menced in the Court of Claims to recover the net proceeds of certain 
property of the claimant. The suit was brought more than two years 
after the suppression of the rebellion upon the theory that, as the 
Government held those proceeds in trust, as decided in the Klein case, 
it was liable outside of the act of March 12, 1863, upon an implied 
pzomise to pay to the claimant his portion of the fund; but the Court 
of Claims decided that the provision in that act limiting the right of 


the claimant to two years in whieh to prefer his claim was a limita- | 


tion upon its jurisdiction, and thereupon it dismissed the tition. In 
January, 1875, this decision was affirmed By the Supreme Court, which 
held that the question was one of jurisdiction and not of limitation, and 


that Congress having legislated upon the subject, the Court of Claims | 
did not possess jurisdiction to entertain suits of this character under | 


an implied contract to refund to claimants the net proceeds of their 
property in the Treasury. (Haycraft v. The United States, 22 Wall., 81.) 


‘hile the Haycraft case was pending in the Court of Claims, and | 


before its decision by the Supreme Court, a large number of suits were 
commenced in the former court upon the theory on which the Haycraft 
case was based, viz, that the Government was liable to the claimants 
for the net preceeds of their property, under an implied contract ; 


decision of the Supreme Court to which we have referred, when they 
were all dismissed for want of jurisdicticn. 

Here, then, was the difficulty which existed—parties having rights 
which they were wnable to enforce, for the reason that there was no 
tribunal to which te resort fof their enforcement. It requires no argu- 


ment to prove that s right may exist where there is no remedy for its 

is to-day, the precise predicament of all 
oned property 
While the power of the Court of Claims in the premises had 


enforcement ; and this was, an 


persons claiming an interest in the captured and aband 
and. 


was not the intention ef Congress that the title to these | 


of | 


That the same intention prevailed in regard to the | 


and | 
these cases were all continued wpen the dockets of the court till the | 
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ceased to exist, the rights of the claimants had survived, and neither 
the court nor the claimants, in order to enable each to act, required 
anything more than this: The one the privilege to sue, and the other 
the right to entertain and determine such suits. 

To remedy the wrong which existed in this respect, and in order to 
make effective the decisions of the Supreme Court to which reference 
has been made, Congress enacted the fourth clause of section 1059 of 
the Revised Statutes, which reads as follows: 

“Fourth. Of all claims for the proceeds of captured or abandoned 
| property, as provided by the act of March 12, 1863, chapter 120, en. 

titled ‘An act to provide for the collection of abandoned property and 
for the prevention of frands in insurrectionary districts within the 
United States, or by the act of July 2, 1864, chapter 225, being an 
act in addition thereto: Provided, That the rem given im cases of 
seizure under the said acts, by preferring claim in the Court of Claims, 
shall be exclusive, precluding the owner of any property taken by 
agents of the Treasury Department as abandoned or captured property, 
in virtue or under color of said acts, from suit at common law, or any 
— ate of redress whatever, before any court other than the Court 
of Claims.’ ” 

And Congress provided for the payment of any jud nt the court 
might render in favor of claimants wnder said fourth clause by section 
3689 of the Revised Statutes, which, under the head of “ Permanent 
annual appropriations,” among other things, provides as follows: 

“Vor the return of proceeds from sale of captured and abandoned 
property in insurrectionary districts to the owners thereof, who may, 
to the satisfaction of the Court of Claims, prove their right to and 
ownership of said property.” 

These provisions of the Revised Statutes, construed together, pro- 
vided a complete and adequate remedy for the claimants under the 
act of March 12, 1863, and subsequent statutes relating to the subject. 
The statutes declare this was the law on the Ist of December, 1873, 
though they were not approved by the President till Jume 22, 1874, and 
were not published till in 1875. These provisions of the statutes were 
in force, though not published, when the Haycraft case, above cited, was 
decided by the Supreme Court, and it can hardly be doubted that the 
decision in that case would have been different if the court had been 
| aware of the existence of the two clauses in sections 1059 and 3s 
| of the Revised Statutes. 
| To every unprejudiced mind the language of the fourth clause of 

section 1059 is clear and unambiguous, and requires no construction to 
arrive at the intention of the National Legislature. It could have had 
but one object, and that was to confer upon the Court of Claims a 
jurisdiction which had once existed, and which Congress well knew 
had expired by limitation. While the provision confers no new rights 
upon these claiming the fund derived from the sale of their property, 
| but, on the contrary, restricts those rights by making the jurisdiction 

exclusive, it provides a tribunal before which they ean go to enforce 
existing rights, and that tribunal one specially provided for adjudicat 
| ing clans against the Government. Acting upon the assumption that 
the Government can not be sued without its consent, the legal effect 
of the clause is to give that consent, with the proviso that the claim- 
ants shall be confined in the prosecution of their claims to the pro- 
| visions of the acts of March 12, 1863, and July 2, 1864; that is to say, 
that they should only recover the net proceeds of the sale of their 
property after deducting all costs and charges. And this conclusion 
is strengthened when seetion 3689 is construed im connection with 
section 1059. 

The act of March 12, 1863, provided for the payment of all judc- 
ments rendered under its provisions; and if by the fourth clause of 
| section 1059 it was only intended to continue the jurisdiction of the 

Court of Claims as to suits then —— before it, then no additional 
legislation was necessary to provide for the payment of any judgments 
rendered by the court in favor of the claimants. Besides, the limita- 
tion of two years in the act of March 12, 1863, operated upon the 
claimants rather than upon the court. It gave them the two years in 
which to prefer their claims to the proceeds of their property, and the 
aet nowhere provided that the jurisdiction of the court should termi- 
nate in two years, whether the cases then pending were disposed of or 
net. But when Congress came to confer a new jurisdiction upon the 
court, without limitation as to time in which suits might be com- 
menced, in order to make the remedy effective it was necessary to 
make provision for the payment of any judgments obtained by the 
claimants, and this Congress did by the enactment of section 3689 of 
the Revised Statutes. 
| The Court of Claims, however, adhering to its habit of ruling rigidly 
| against claimants in that court, has recently taken a different view 0! 
| sections 1059 and 3689, and in the cases of Mary A. Wade, adminis- 
tratrix, and B. M. Martel, syndic, has held that Congress did not 
intend by the above sections to repeal the two years’ limitation in the 
| act of March 12, 1863, and that these sections will not admit of such 
a construction, thus placing Congress in the ridicnlous attitude of con- 
ferring jurisdiction upon the court and in the same clause limiting that 
jurisdiction to a period of time which had expired five years previ- 
ously. ‘This decision is based upon the grownd “ that the object of the 
revision of the statutes was not to change existing law, but to revise, 
simplify, arrange, and consolidate all statutes of the United States, 
general and permanent in their mature, which shall be im force at the 
time the commissioners should make the final report of their doings: 
| and that the commissioners, ‘‘ instead of reenacting the full language, 
| 


for conciseness and condensation merely referred to the act, and pro- 
vided that the court should have jurisdiction of all claims for the pro- 
ceeds of captured or abandoned property, as provided in the act o: 
| March 12, 1863.” ° 
Without stopping to criticise further this decision of the Court o 
| Claims, it is sufficient to say that it completely nullifies the fourth 
| clause of section 1059 of the Revised Statutes and defeats the will 
| of the lawmaking power as expressed by that provision of the law. So 
long as that decision stands, even were there no other obstacles in th 
way, no suits can be maintained in the Court of Claims for the gooey, 
ery of any portion of the captured and abandoned property fund, = 
the doors of that court, as well as all other legal tribunals, are close 

against the claimants. 

eThis is the condition and state of the law bearing upon this subject 
at this time as construed and defined by the courts, and it seems - 
parent that if this captured and abandoned property fund is ever to 
be distributed to its owners some additional legislation is necessary 
to that end. If the title of the owners of the property seized con 
sold under the captured and abandoned property acts has never - 
| divested; if the Goverament holds the net proceeds of the property 
| thus sold without any legal title thereto and as trustee for the i 
| and if the President's proclamations of pardon and ammpesty, — ms 
| restoration to civil oot political rights, was a decision on the par 
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the Government which decided affirmatively the right of all the owners 
of the property to the proceeds thereof in the Treasury, as the highest 
judicial tribunal of the nation has decided, then in equity and good 
conscience it ought not to retain the money, and the honor and dignity 
of the nation demand that some provision should be made by which 
the claimants of the fund may be enabled to enforce their rights thereto. 
For more than twenty years the Government has had the use of this 
money. 

Fou more than twenty years the claimants have been appealing to 
Congress for relief; and if Congress, in the discharge of more pressing 
duties, has neglected this appeal, or if the remedy it provided has 
proved inefficacious, the stronger the reason for some action in this 
direction at the present time. The claimants are fast passing away, 
leaving as an inheritance to their children the prospect of litigation 
with their Government, and the witnesses upon whom the claimants 
must depend to establish their rights are being scattered and lost sight 
of, and to delay further is simply to rob and deprive these parties of 
their rights, some of whom are widows and orphans, while others are 
colored or men of smail means. 


That Congress has from time to time felt the necessity for making 
some provision for the disposition of this fund is evident from the fact 
that at nearly every session special acts have been enacted for the 
benefit of claimants of this fund, thus doing justice to some at the 
expense of others, and it seems to your committee that common justice 
demands that a general law should be enacted by which all claimants 
to the fund may be relegated to some tribunal where they can estab- 
lish their rights according to legal methods and each receive that por- 
tion of the fund to which he shows himself entitled. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McLAURIN. With that I believe I have said all I de- 
sire to say. I would, if I had not already detained the Senate 
longer than I had intended when I took the floor, read from the 
case of The United States v. Klein, the opinion of the court 
having been delivered by Chief Justice Chase. It can be found 
in 18 Wallace, commencing at page 136 and running to page 150, 
inclusive. Now, Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like the attention of the Senator 
from New York. I wish to ask whether the amendment ap- 
pearing on page 2, lines 10 and 11, providing that all questions 
of negligence shall be determined by the court of the United 
States for the district in which the injury was inflicted, has 
been adopted? 

Mr. DEPEW. That is the amendment to which the Senator 
from Mississippi has just been addressing his remarks. It is 
his amendment and has not yet been adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was laid on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW. It has been reintroduced. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have to say on that subject that I re- 
gard auy amendment to this bill which will turn over the liabil- 
ity of this Government to an employee for injuries received to 
the determination of a court of justice really inflicts a cruelty 
upon such employee. I can imagine an ideal administration 
of justice without delay, without expense to the litigant, but 
unfortunately we have not such ideal conditions for the ad- 
ministration of justice; and to give an employee a mere right 
to bring a lawsuit is no substantial relief. We all know how 
such lawsuits are conducted; that the injured employee is 
usually without funds to pay an attorney; that he is oftentimes 
compelled to make a contingent arrangement with an attorney, 
and is oftentimes obliged to divide with him the amount of a 
possible judgment. Oftentimes at the end of the litigation the 
injured employee will receive little or nothing, the entire judg- 
ment being absorbed in counsel fees and the expenses of litiga- 
tion. 

In addition to that is the hardship of delay, more demoral- 
izing to an employee than anything that can be conceived of, 
for, relying upon a possible realization of a judgment, he is 
likely to neglect his business, and thus he becomes a mere ex- 
pectant of fortune, abandoning his occupation for the chance 
of a future realization. 

I say, therefore, that I can imagine nothing more cruel than to 
give an injured employee the mere right of a lawsuit. It sounds 
well, of course, to say that you give the employee the right that 
every other man has against his employer in a court of justice; 
that the United States waives its sovereignty, goes into court 
as any ordinary individual would do, and submits itself to the 
judgment of the court. But, as a matter of fact, if we resort 
to this method of lawsuits it will be incumbent upon the officials 
of the United States having the matter in charge to make every 
defense up to the court of last resort. It will be their absolute 
duty to defend and contest all suits until the judgment of the 
court of last resort is obtained. 

So it seems to me much better to substitute some form of acci- 
dent or life insurance that will give an employee, as soon as 
the injury is received, a fixed sum, to be determined by some 
rule to be provided by the bill, than to turn him over to the 
chances of the law; and I have no doubt that that is the opinion 
of the vast army of employees in the country. 

I think this principle of accident and life insurance as a sub- 
stitute for mere employers’ liability in the courts should be 
established throughout the land in every form of occupation. 
This has been done substantially by advanced legislation in 
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France, Germany, and England, the Government itself some- 
times contributing its proportion to the insurance fund. It 
has been entered upon by some enlightened and humane corpor- 
ations in this country, but as yet by few. For a long time I 
have been urging with reference to the great railroad corpora- 
tions of the country that a fund of this kind and a method of 
compensation of this kind should be established. 

We have in the employ of the railroads of the country 
1,300,000 men, all of them engaged in hazardous occupations. 
The entire income of these corporations, aggregating over $2,000,- 
000,000 annually, comes from the masses of the people in re- 
turn for the carriage of freight and of passengers. The right 
of the public to regulate these corporations, the right of the 
State to regulate them so far as State commerce is concerned, 
and the right of the United States to regulate them so far 
as interstate commerce is concerned is now well determined. 
In this regulation it seems to me that the Congress of the 


| United States, in the exercise of its jurisdiction over interstate 


commerce, might well impose upon the great public a certain 
charge, which will go into the insurance and accident fund of 
these corporations and which shall be administered by the 
corporations under the direction and control of United States 
ofticials in such a way as to insure the employees engaged in 
these hazardous occupations in case of accident and death. 

It appears to me that the public can not complain of this 
action. These corporations are engaged as common carriers 
in a public occupation. The occupation is a hazardous one. 
The service is paid for by the public, and there is no reason 
why the public should not pay a charge in proportion to the 
hazard of the occupation, that charge to go into an insurance 
fund for the compensation of the employees. 

It is true that the railroad corporations might object to it 


because it might diminish in a degree their dividends, but, 
rightly applied, it would not diminish just dividends. The 


law recognizes the fact that these corporations are entitled, 
and entitled only, to a fair return upon a fair valuation of 
their property, and they are entitled to that over and above 
the operating expenses of the corporation. This charge would 
be a part of the operating expenses of the corporation and 
would be paid by the corporation before the amount provided 
for dividends would be ascertained. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Just as I was leaving the Chamber, having 
been necessarily called out, I understood the Senator to say that 
this amendment would refer the matter to a court. The first 
amendment I offered proposed to do that, but the amendment 
which is now under consideration proposes to have it decided 
by the judge in the district in which the injury is inflicted— 
not by the court, but by the judge. If Senators are correct in 
holding that Congress has the power to have this matter de- 
cided by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor or by any other 
official, then Congress has the power to provide for the decision 
of the matter by the judge, so that the injured employee will 
not have to go into court to have his case decided, but will go 
before the judge in his district at his home, instead of going a 
thousand or two thousand or three thousand miles to the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor. This is the difference as to this 
amendment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does the Senator propose to make the 
decision of the judge final and conclusive? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Not at all. I would not make it final. I 
do not think that any one man should have such authority as 
that. But if it be so, then it is better that a man in this district, 
that district, the other district, and all the districts where Fed- 
eral judges are appointed should have this authority than one 
man centered here at Washington. It is too much power and 
authority to put in the hands of one man, waiving the question 
of his impartiality. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Would the Senator have such a proceeding 
before a judge conducted according to the usual methods of judi- 
cial procedure—by the filing of a complaint, the filing of an an- 
swer, the employment of counsel, the trial before a jury, the 
ascertainment of a verdict and judgment, and then an appeal? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Whatever proceeding should be applied to 


from Nevada 


the trial of the matter before the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor I would have applied to the trial of the matter before 
the judge. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then I understand the Senator would have 
the decision of the judge a conclusive one, and he would have a 


summary proceeding, so that the matter could be quickly dis- 
posed of? 
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Mr. McLAURIN. I would have a summary proceeding, so that 
the matter could be quickly disposed of, but I would provide, as 
the amendment provides, that the injured employee may appeal 
to the circuit court of appeals. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Government also have an appeal 
if it chooses to appeal? 

Mr. McLAURIN. My amendment does not provide for any 
appeal by the Government, because I would not have it in the 
power of the Government to harrass the employee by the delay 
consequent upon an appeal; but I would have the right given 
to the employee to appeal from the decision of the judge. It 
would give every right to the employee that can possibly be 
given in a trial before the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
and it would give the employee the additional right to have the 
maiter tried more speedily at his home, where he could get his 
evidence and where he could be heard, probably orally, before 
the judge. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Would the Senator have the intervention 
of a jury in such a case? 

Mr. McLAURIN. My amendment does not provide for a 
jury. I think the selection of a jury would be calculated to 
delay the matter and would incur costs probably upon the em- 
ployee that he ought not to be required to sustain. There is no 
provision in the bill for a jury before the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor. There can be no objection to the amendment 


on the ground that there is no jury provided for, because there | 
is no jury provided for before the Secretary of Commerce and | 


Labor; so that no privilege or right that is included in the bill 
would be impinged by permitting the trial of this matter before 
the judge at the home of the injured employee. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator please be kind enough to 
yield to me that I may submit a conference report? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the joint resolution (S. R. 6) directing the selection of 
a site for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., 
in honor of John Witherspoon. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 








the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21410) grant- | 


ing condemned ordnance to certain institutions. 
RESURVEY OF LANDS IN WYOMING, ETC. 
Mr. NELSON. I submit a conference report and ask for its 
consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The report was read as follows: 
uw 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 6190) authorizing a resurvey 
of certain townships in the State of Wyoming, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to the amend- 
ment of the House numbered two. 


— 


were carefully examined by me and they were all concurred in 
with two amendments that were adopted here. One was the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado {Mr. TELiEr], relat- 
ing to the resurvey of certain lands in that State, and the other 
was an amendment offered by the Senator from Montana [Mr, 
Carter], relating to the opening of the Fort Keogh Military 


teservation. The bill went back to the House with those two 
amendments. The House disagreed to the amendments of the 


Senate to the amendments of the House, and the bill went into 
conference, 

The report of the conferees is to this effect: They have agreed 
to the first amendment, the amendment relating to the resurvey 
of lands in Colorado, but report against the amendment opening 
the Fort Keogh Military Reservation. The Senate conferees 
tr ed their best to get the House conferees to agree to it, but it 
was impossible, and I am satisfied that under present conditions 
unless the conference report is agreed to the bill will fail. It 
contains many important matters of legislation that ought to 
pass at the present session. I-regret as much as anybody else 
that the bill comes to us in the condition it does, but it comes 
as a good many other bills have come this session. 

I am unwilling to take the time of the Senate any further. 
I can simply say that for myself and for my colleagues we should 
have been very glad to have had the Fort Keogh Military Reser- 
vation provision inserted in the bill, but we were unable to get 
the conferees of the House to agree to it. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FLINT. I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
whether, in his opinion, the bill ought not to have been re- 
ferred to a committee before it was reported to the Senate, 
especially as it contains amendments that were not considered 
by the Committee on Public Lands in any way. 

Mr. NELSON. Most of the provisions in the bill have been 
duly considered and passed as independent bills, after having 
been reported upon by the Department. I have examined the 
reports on every bill, both in the House and in the Senate. 
Most of the bills, or a large share of them, were bills that we 
had passed in the Senate. 

Mr. FLINT. I call the attention of the Senator to one sec- 
tion of the bill which provides for the granting of certain lands 
to the State of Kansas for an agricultural college. That is a 
proposition that I have opposed, as well as other members of 
the Committee on Public Lands. We are opposed to any fur- 
ther grants of public lands to any of the States for any pur- 
ose. 

Mr. NELSON. I think that amendment was agreed to by tlic 
Senate and was not really a matter of conference; but when 
I explain the matter to the Senator I do not think he can see 
any objection to it. 

Many years ago Congress passed a law, commonly called 





| “the agricultural college grant,” giving a certain amount of 
| public land to each State and Territory for agricultural collezes, 


| based upon the number of Representatives in Congress. 


Kansas 
got her quota, but when her quota was adjusted a part of the 
Jands were within what they called “double minimum” lauds. 


| They were the even sections within a railroad grant, and beins 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


ment of the Senate to the amendment of the House numbered 
one; and agree to the same, 
KNvuTE NELSON, 
C. D. CLARK, 
A. J. McLaurin, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
F. W. Monve tt, 
A. J. VOLSTEAD, 
Jos. IT. Ropinson, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to address the Senate on the report 
but I understood the Senator from Minnesota had the floor. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I believe I have the floor. 


Mr. NELSON. I want to make a brief explanation of the 
report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. A conference report is a matter 


of privilege. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to state briefly to the 
Senate that when the bill was returned to the Senate it was 
one of those onmibus bills which they have sent to us from the 
House. It related to several propositions in land matters. They 


double minimum they refused to give them the same amoun' 
they would have given if they had been single minimum lands. 
It turned out afterwards that the railroad under which the 
grant was given was abandoned, and this is simply to make 
up the deficiency as though the lands had been a dollar and & 
quarter an acre. 

Mr. FLINT. 
grant? 

Mr. NELSON. No; it is not an original grant at all. 
simply to cure that matter. : 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I am somewhat embarrasse’ 
in discussing the conference report, because I offered an amend 
ment which the report excludes. : 

My attention was first called to this measure by a leading 
Member of the other branch of Congress, who announced |his 
belief that the method of legislation, particularly with refer 
ence to land titles and matters of enduring importance in the 
public records, was a most pernicious departure from reguiar 
procedure. I called on the chairman of the Committee on Publi: 
Lands of the Senate to ascertain the status of the bill before 
this body. It was a Senate bill with House amendments. 
It was understood that that bill could not be the sul 
ject of further amendment in the Senate, but on the follow 
ing morning the bill was taken up, considered in the Chamber, 
and it was about to pass when I entered upon the floor. 

I offered an amendment in the form of a bill which had 


It is not an original grant? It is not a new 


It is 
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passed the Senate with the unanimous report of the Committee | this. Each proposition should stand upon its own merits, and a 


on Public Lands supporting it, supported by the favorable 


report of the War Department and the Interior Department, | 


a bill like unto many bills that pass Congress during the expe- 
rience of every Senator here. Upon consideration of the 
amendments in the other body the amendment that I offered 
was objected to because the bill had not been favorably reported 
in the House of Representatives by a committee, and certain 
members of the Military Committee of the House objected to the 
proposed legislation. 

To that I could, of course, with perfect grace accede as con- 
clusive were it not for the fact that it appeared that this bill 


as amended in the other body not only contained provisions | 


never reported in the Senate, but contained a certain bill which 
bad been adversely reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
of the Senate. 


this led me to inquire as to the wisdom of pursuing legisla- 


tion along these omnibus lines. There is no doubt whatever 
that if the bill adversely reported in this body by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands could be separated from the body of this 
ict it would be defeated in the Senate on the recommendation 
of that honorable committee. But a separate vote is quite im- 
ossible. 

2 ridiculous conclusion to which this class of legislation 
leads may readily be discerned when I say to the Senate that 
this omnibus bill contains a bill which passed the Senate yester- 
day and is before the President now for his signature. It con- 
tains another bill adversely reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands of the Senate. Do we not under these conditions 
find the Senate utterly incapable of exercising its judgment on 
independent measures ? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely want to ask a 
consume time. Did I understand the Senator 
reported bill embraces a bill which passed both Houses and is 
before the President for his signature? 

Vir. CARTER. 


pending before the President for his eonsideration. 

I have not a word of criticism to offer to the Committee on 
Public Lands nor to the conferees. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands is, as every Senator knows, one of the 
most painstaking Senators in this Chamber. That is a com- 
mittee which has always justly held the confidence of the Sen- 
ate and the country. The Senate Committee on Public Lands 
is in no sense whatever responsible for the peculiar legislative 
predicament in which this class of legislation places the Senate. 
Does anyone doubt that if we could exercise independent judg- 
ment to-day we would strike from this conference report the 
bill which has been signed by the Presiding Officers of the two 
lfouses and is awaiting only the signature of the President to 
become a law? 

Mr. CLAY. 
conferees have inserted in this bill a survey which was not 
really in conference? 

Mr. CARTER. I do not make that statement, Mr. President. 


question, not to | 
to say that the | 


Undoubtedly ; a bill which passed the House | proper under the circumstances; that there is nothing in t 


of Representatives some time ago, passed the Senate, and is now | 


Do I understand the Senator to say that the} 





| sions, the Senate would approve of. 


bills of that character. 


Senator desiring to defeat one proposition ought not to be 
constrained to overlook his duty because forsooth he fears that 
he might thereby defeat some proposition possessing commend- 
able merit. 

Mr. DEPEW. 
allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from New York? 


Mr. President, will the Senator from Montana 


Senator from Montana 


Mr. CARTER. I do. 
Mr. DEPEW. As this matter evidently requires not only 
debate, but, in a certain sense, an investigation, and as the 


Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], who desires to address him- 
self to some matter of which the Senator from Montana com- 
plains in this measure as very serious, is not present, I would 
suggest that while the report of a committee of conference is 
privileged, its consideration under such circumstanees should 
go over until the next day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
of the Senator from New York? 

Mr. NELSON. I do not know, unless the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Carter] desires to debate the report further. I 
desire to say that I think the statement which he has made is 
incorrect. I think every provision in this bill has been acted 
upon and reported upon in one House or the other. My recol- 
lection is that upward of half of the bills embraced in the 
measure are Senate bills. 

Mr. President, I can certainly not help it that the House 
sent over to us an omnibus bill. They have sent eral 
Owing to the conditions that prevail it 
is a question of acting upon these omnibus bills or having no 
legislation at all. I took pains, when the bill came over here, 
to go over every item in it, and I read and examined every 
report. If time warranted, I could explain every provision of 
the bill and show that there is nothing in it that is not just and 


to the suggestion 


over se 


he 
bill but that, if there were a separate vote on any of its provi- 
If, however, the purpose 


| of the Senator from Montana is to talk out or defeat this con- 


ference report I, of course, at this stage of the session, am at 
his mercy. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I disclaim any purpose to talk 
out the conference report; but I think the Senator from Utah 
{[Mr. Sscoor], who has his data all prepared and on his desk, 
expecting this conference report would not be taken up until 
after the disposition of the bill in charge of the Senator from 


| New York [Mr. Derew], who has been temporarily absent from 


The conferees did not insert anything in the bill as far as I | 


am advised. 

Mr. NELSON. What is the question of the Senator from 
Georgia? , 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Georgia inquires if the 
conferees inserted any new matter in the bill. I understand 
that they did not. 

Mr. NELSON. None at all; not a word. 

Mr. CLAY. Do I understand the Senator then to state that 
this omnibus bill includes a certain measure which was re- 
ported adversely by a committee of the Senate? 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Ssoor] made 
that statement and he has on his desk the documents which 
support the statement. He is unhappily absent from the Cham- 
ber at the moment, but I assume be will be here to make good 
the statement made to me. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to be understood as objecting 
to any meritorious feature of this bill. For aught I know, 
everything in the bill has merit; but I do know this: That 


whether a Senator’s disposition to support or oppose a given | 


proposition in the bill exists or not, the Senator is powerless 


to do aught except to defeat the entire conference report or | 


else accept every part of the bill without any question whatever. 
It does seem to me, Mr. President, that upon matters of pen- 
Sion, the transient things that disappear in time and do not 
become public records of enduring importance, we may possibly 
combine legislation in this fashion, but when dealing with the 
titles to the country’s lands, when dealing with the basic title 
of the individual and the State, we certainly should proceed 


the Chamber, believing that that consideration was still in prog- 
ress, and who has just now returned, should have an 
tunity to be heard on this question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I understand the rule, the presenta- 
tion of a conference report is privileged, but its consideration 
is not privileged except by unanimous consent; and I ask if 
unanimous consent bas been given for the consideration of this 
conference report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule is that 

The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always 
be in order, except when the Journal is being read or a question of 
order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or while the Senate ts divid- 
ing; and when received the question of proceeding to the consideration 
of the report, if raised, shall be immediately put, and shall be deter 
mined without debate. 


oppor- 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is, if a motion shall be made, I 
| suppose that means, or unanimous consent be given? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota in 


presenting the conference report asked for its present consid- 
eration. 


Mr. NELSON. I asked for the present consideration of the 


| proposition. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
mous consent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair stated the proposition 
of the Senator from Minnesota; but unanimous consent hus not 
been given. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


And no objection was made to the 


Did the Chair put the request for unani- 


No. I rise, Mr. President to object, if 


| it is in order, so that we may go on with the bill that we had 


| 
| 


under consideration when this report was presented. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, then, under the 
rule, Will the Senate proceed with the consideration of the 


with a regularity which is quite impossible in such a bill as! report? The Chair does not understand that an objection will 
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carry it over; but that it is a matter for the Senate to deter- 
mine. Under the rule, the question must be immediately put. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, is that the rule—without 
a inmotion? Because, Mr. President, if it is the rule, I must ob- 
ject. I have always understood—and I have had the manage- 
ment of a good many conference reports—that I had a right to | 
present them as a privileged matter, but that the consideration 
of them depended upon whether the Senate gave unanimous 
consent at the time; otherwise the report went over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entirely agrees with the 
Senator from New Hampshire. If the Senator from Minnesota 
does not follow his request for unanimous consent by a motion, 
then the report must go over. The Senator did not make a 
motion. He merely asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. NELSON. We were proceeding with the consideration 
of the report, Mr. President, and I think it is properly before 
the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think it is properly before the | 
Senate, Mr. President, and I object to its further consideration | 
at the present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made—— 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate proceed with the con- | 
sideration of the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the con- 
ference report. [Putting the question.] The “ayes” seem to 
have it. The “ayes” have it, and the report is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NeLson] took occasion to state that my observation to the 
effect that one of these bills had been adversely reported by a 
committee of the Senate, to wit, the Committee on Public | 
Lands, was incorrect. That may be disposed of by the Senator | 
from Utah [Mr. Smoot], who is possessed of the facts and the 
record. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
reads as follows: 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to certify to the State of Kansas, for the 
benefit of the Kansas State Agricultural College, 7,682 acres of public 
land in said State, the same to be in full satisfaction of the claim 
of said State under an act entitled “An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and mechanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lone] introduced in the 
Senate on January 7, 1908, Senate joint resolution No. 20, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. The 





Mr. President, section 3 of Senate bill 6190 


Committee on Public Lands referred it to a subcommittee, con- | 


sisting of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hreysurn], the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], and myself. After considering 
the resolution, the subcommittee made a report to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands adverse to the resolution. That ad- 
verse report was based upon ® communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. In a letter°dated February 21, 1908, the 
Secretary of the Interior said: 

Selections were made by the State of Kansas, under the provisions 
of the act of 1862, of lands aggregating 82,313.53 acres in area. The 
selections were approved by the then Secretary of the Interior, Sep- 
tember 16, 1865, and the lands selected were certified to the State Oc- 
tober 3, 1865. Of the lands so selected, however, 7,682.92 acres were 
found to be double the minimum in price, and, as provided in the 
statute making the grant, the acreage certified to the State was “ pro- 
portionally diminished.” It thus appears that the State of Kansas has 
received the equivalent of 89,996.45 acres of land under the grant to 
her for colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

It has been claimed on behalf of the State that the lands certified to 
her as double minimum in price were not legally doubie minimum, 
but opinions adverse to the claim of the State were rendered by 
this Department May 13, 1881; October 25, 1886 (5 L. D., 243), and 
May 13, 1899, and by the United States Attorney-General June 17, 
1881 (17 Op. A. G., 129). 

The grant to the State of Kansas has been satisfied by selection, 
approval, and certification, in conformity with the provisions of the 
act by which the grant was made, and I see no reason why the relief 
proposed by the resolution should be extended to that State, while no 


provision is made for other States which are possibly in the same con- 
dition. 


Then the Secretary goes on to say that— 

According to the last annual report there were 315,674 acres of 
upappropriated public lands in Kansas on June 30, 1907. 

Mr. President, it was upon that communication that the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Public Lands reported adversely 
upon the resolution, and it was not reported favorably to the 
Senate. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from California? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 
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| public lands got land scrip and sold it. 





Mr. FLINT. I understand from the letter which the Sen- 


ator from Utah has read from the Secretary of the Interior, 
that if we pass this bill it will be the basis for like bills on 
behalf of various other States in the Union. 
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Mr. SMOOT. That is a correct inference from the letter of 
Secretary Garfield dated February 21, 1908. 

I think, Mr. President, it is a very dangerous proposition to 
bring into the Senate an omnibus lands bill of this character, 
without due consideration by the committees of the Senate es- 
pecially charged with the consideration of the subject. I feel 
that it was very improper to include this matter in an omni- 
bus bill coming from the House to the Senate after the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of the Senate had reported adversely 


| on it. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands reported on the bill to the full com- 
mittee, but the full committee has never acted on it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I remember, as chairman of that 
subcommittee, reporting it to the full Committee on Public 
Lands of the Senate. 

Mr. NELSON. The matter was never taken up by the full 
committee and disposed of. I want to say to the Senator that 
in reference to this matter the situation is this: An agricul- 
tural college grant was made a great many years ago—I do not 
remember how many years ago—to each State and Territory, 
based upon the number of representatives they had in Congress. 
They were to get so many acres. Some States that had no 
Those States that had 
public lands selected the lands. At the time this selection was 
made it applied only to what we call single minimum land, or 
a dollar and a quarter an acre land. It is true that at the time 
the lands were selected they were double minimum lands, for 
the reason that they were within the limits of a railroad grant: 
and under the conditions of that grant, as was the case in most 
of the other railroad grants that were made in those days, 
the even sections within the limits of a grant that were not 
covered by the grant were termed “ double-minimum lands,” and 


| for a while homesteaders were only allowed to take 80 acres 


of those lands, instead of 160. Afterwards Congress changed 
that legislation and allowed homesteaders to take 160 acres of 
double-minimum lands. 

The land the State of Kansas selected was at the time the 
selection was made double-minimum land, because it was within 
the limits of a railroad grant, but the company afterwards 
abandoned the work, the road never was built, and the grant 
lapsed. Hence these very lands became single-minimum lands. 

The equity of the State of Kansas is this: The lands were 
double-minimum lands because a railroad was to be constructed 
there, but the railroad never having been constructed, the grant 
lapsed and the lands became afterwards single-minimum lands, 
or a dollar and a quarter an acre lands. Therefore the State 
ought to have them. That is all there is in that case. It in- 
volves a matter of 7,000 acres of land. It is not a new grant. 
It is simply to make up the difference that arose from thle 
facts I have stated. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, it is true that the Leavenworth, 
Pawnee and Western Railroad Company did not build the road, 
but the Senator will remember, if he has read the case at all, 
that the Kansas Pacific Railroad was the same as the Leaven- 
worth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company and the suc- 
cessor to it; and of the Kansas Pacific Railroad the Union 
Pacific, eastern division, was the successor. The latter com- 
pany built the road. This question has been determined four 
times, and everything the Senator has said was presented to 
the Secretary of the Interior at the time of the hearing, and it 
was also presented to the United States Attorney-General, and 
by him decided on June 17, 1891, that the State of Kansas had 
no claim whatever and that the lands were double-minimum 
lands. It has been decided four times that such was the case. 

Mr. NELSON. At the time the selection was made, that 's 
true. The decision was based upon the facts as they then ex- 
isted, but afterwards, the company having failed to build the 
road, the grant lapsed. Another company built the road, but 
they did not get the land grant. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the last decision in this case 
was on May 13, 1899. ae 

Mr. NELSON. Well, but it was based upon the facts existins 
when the selection was made. 

Mr. SMOOT. It has been confirmed, every decision that has 
been rendered having been adverse to the State of Kansas 1! 
this particular. I can not for the life of me see why this 4,00” 
acres of public land should be given to the State of Kansas, 
or to an agricultural college in the State of Kansas, at this 
time. If it is given, there are other States that will come here 
with claims similar to this, and they will ask for the publi 
lands in their States where a double minimum price has beeu 
charged them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee on conference. 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, can we have the yeas and nays | procedure at that point would have been to have either con- 


on that? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah demands 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand that this report includes laws 
already passed by Congress? 

Mr. NELSON. All these amendments have been agreed to. 
There are only two matters in conference. One is in relation 
to the resurvey of lands in Colorado and the other relates to 
the Fort Keogh Reservation. The conferees agreed to the 


resurvey provision for Colorado, but would not agree to the | to a Senate bill that had been previously amended in the 


wrovision in respect to the Fort Keogh Reservation. Those are | House, and it does seem to me that the amendments of the House 


| were accepted conditionally only by the Senate. That condi- 


the only matters in conference. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to express my disappro- 
bation of this system of legislation. I think it is the most 
vicious thing possible to put a great number of items together 
in this shape. While I am interested to some extent in having 
this report adopted, I believe, if I find I can do so, that I shall 
vote against it in order to aid in preventing a recurrence of 
this kind of legislation. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Netson] suggests that only the two amendments last made 
in the Senate are subject to the jurisdiction of the conferees. I 
think that assertion is subject to some qualification. The par- 





liamentary status seems to be this: The Senate bill was | 


nended in the House of Representatives, and as thus amended 
comes to the Senate, whereupon the Senate attaches other 


es. That is tantamount to a conditional passage of the 
louse amendments. That is, the House amendments are passed 
ith amendments; and therefore if the conferees called upon 
o deal with the Senate amendments are restricted only to the 
Senate amendments and deprived of the privilege of making 


iny modification whatever of the House amendments, the | 


Senate will be deprived of the privilege of expressing its full 
and free judgment upon those House amendments, because 
presumably the House amendments were passed subject to 
conditions imposed by the Senate amendments. Therefore it 
was a conditional passage, and when the House declines to 
accept the conditions the whole subject-matter is restored to 
the conferees. I think that is so beyond question. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CURTIS. I should like to ask the Senator if that rule 
applies where the Senate amendment relates to a separate and 
distinct subject? 

Mr, CARTER. Mr. President, presumably the Senate would 
not have passed the House amendments except with the amend- 


ments attached. Whether they are attached in the form of | 


matter interpolated in the bill as new sections, or added to 
the sections in the way of extension or qualification, it does 
not vary in any sense the principle involved. 


curred or to have disagreed and called for a conference. But 
that was not done. The Senate, avoiding the conference, ac- 
cepted the House amendments with certain other amendments, 
and sent the bill back to the House of Representatives, and at 
that point the conference was called for. I insist that that is 
not a case parallel to the case of an appropriation bill originat- 
ing in the House and passed by the Senate with certain amend- 
ments, because we amend the text or approve the text in the 
first instance, but the Senate amendments in this case were made 


tion involved the acceptance of the Senate amendments em- 
braced in the vote whereby the bill passed the Senate. The 
House disagreed to the Senate amendments. Can it be that, 
having voted only conditionally upon the House amendments, 
the inquiry of the conferees is confined exclusively and solely to 
what the Senate added, the Senate never having voted squarely 
on the House amendments at all? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
how a House bill, after having been referred to a Senate com- 
mittee, reported back to the Senate, and passed through the 
Senate, could get through without a vote of the Senate on the 
House provisions? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it was a Senate bill, and there- 


fore different from an appropriation bill—an analogy which the 
amendments and returns the bill to the House of Representa- 


Senator draws. The bill originated in the Senate. It provided 
for the resurvey of certain lands in the State of Wyoming. It 
was sent to the House of Representatives, and there became the 
basis of this omnibus bill. The Senate was willing to accept 
the omnibus bill with certain additions. The additions were 
made, but they were not accepted by the House of Representa- 
tives and a conference was called for. Mr. President, in that 
situation the House of Representatives accepted one Senate 
amendment, disagreed to another, and called for a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. The 


| Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] insists that the only sub- 


ject-matter for the two Houses to determine or agree upon are 
the two amendments last placed upon the bill by the Senate 
without any reference whatever to their relation to the grea 
volume of legislation which the Senate passed on the condition 
that these additions be made to it. Thus it is claimed that we 
are deprived of the privilege of conference and have no power, 
even under the command of the Senate—— 

Mr. NELSON. Let me ask—— 

Mr. CARTER. Permit me to finish the sentence—to permit 
the withdrawal from this conference report of an item embra- 
cing a bill which has passed both Houses of Congress and is now 
pending before the President, awaiting his signature. 

Mr. NELSON. How could we—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 


| yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, if that rule were followed, | 
every conference report might be defeated. In a case where a 


bill has passed the House, has come to the Senate, and the 
items in the House bill are not disturbed by the Senate, the 
amendments of the Senate being separate and distinct items, 
the practice for years has been to treat the items that have 
passed the House and have also passed the Senate without 
amendment as not subject to discussion in the Senate when the 
conference report is submitted. 

Mr. CARTER, The case cited by the Senator is not under 
consideration here at all, and would only be applicable as to the 
original text of the Senate bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I have not been able to read 
the report, but I am advised by the chairman of the committee 


that the amendments of the Senate are separate and distinct | 


items, 


Mr. NELSON., They are separate and distinct items. None 
of the other items in the bill were worthy of controversy, and 


in conference we could not do anything with them because they | 


have been agreed to by the Senate. We could only take up 
the new matters put in. I conceive that no conference com- 
mittee would have a right to go back and modify provisions 


distinct and separate that the Senate had agreed to. That | 


would be a most vicious and dangerous practice. 

_ Mr. CARTER. But, Mr. President, the case the Senator cites 
is not here presented at all. This is a Senate bill. The Senate 
bill went to the House of Representatives and was there amended 
by the addition of numerous provisions. The text of the Senate 


hie 


bill was approved in the House to some extent and amended to 


some extent. The Senate bill as thus amended in the House | 


| cause they were not in dispute and not in conference. 


| 


Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. NELSON. How could we in conference take up these 
other items in the bill on independent and distinct subjects? 
The first provision of the bill relating to the resurvey of certain 
lands in the State of Wyoming, what relevancy has the Sen- 
ator’s amendment in regard to the opening of the Fort Keogh 
Military Reservation to any provision of this bill in conference? 
We could only act on the two amendments that have been in- 
corporated here, for the reason that, while they were termed 
“amendments,” they in no wise amended or affected any of the 
provisions in the bill. The other provisions of the bill were on 
independent and distinct subjects, and neither the provision in- 
corporated in the bill on motion of the Senator from Colorado, 
relative to a resurvey of towns in Colorado, nor the provision 
incorporated on motion of the Senator from Montana, relating 
to the opening of the Fort Keogh Military Reservation and 
giving the public lands to the State of Montana, relate to any 
provision of the bill. 

We should be violating our duties in the extreme if we went 
to work and tampered with the other provisions of the bill, be- 
If these 
amendments which were offered here for a resurvey and for 
opening the reservation had any relevancy or bearing on these 
other amendments, then this would have been a matter of con- 
ference: otherwise not. Any Senator will realize t) 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator and I can manifestly not agree 


upon the scope or jurisdiction of a conference committee [ 
| believe that when the Senate approves an amendment of the 


House, with a certain amendment, the approval is only a quali- 
fied approval and does not carry with it a clear and distinct 
approval without condition, and when the condition is attached 


was returned to the Senate, and the ordinary parliamentary | to the approval of any amendment the whole subject-matter 








to which the condition applies must be 
diction of the committee of conference. 


taken within the juris- 


But, aside from that, I do think that the Senate owes it to 
itself, first, not to pass a bill in omnibus or other form which 


a standing committee of this body has reported adversely on 
the merits. Second—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me? I was not in 
the Chamber when the conference report was read. I have 
just heard the statement of the Senator from Minnesota, who 
stated that the Senate amendments had no relation to the sub- 
ject-matter-of the bill as it came over from the House, 
adopted it would be a separate and independent provision or 
section in the bill. Is that correct? 

Mr. CARTER. This bill is made up from start to finish of 


a combination of independent bills in separate sections or a 
combination of sections, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then the House or the Senate could act 
independently on the Senate amendments without touching 


upon the provisions of the bill as it came from the House? 

Mr. CARTER. 
in order to assist them through the ordeal. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How does the Senate 
separate and distinct, 
came here and was passed by the Senate? 

Mr. CARTER, Upon this theory: I say to the Senator that 
the Senate may,«from considerations of public policy, approve 
a proposition or a series of propositions on certain conditions, 
which the Senate would not approve independently. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will agree with the Senator upon that, 
but must not the face of the bill show those terms and condi- 
tions in order to govern and control the action of the conferees? 
If they are simply put in as a separate and distinct proposition, 
what right would the conferees have to interfere with a separate 
and distinct proposition that has passed both the Senate and 


amendment, if it is 
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and if | 


| fault to find with our 
| the bill at the time. 
qualify or modify the House bill as it | 


the House? 
Mr. CARTER. Passed one body on its own motion after full 
and free deliberation; passed the other body subject to condi- | 


tions that other amendments be added, 
modifying the entire legislative measure to an extent. 

Mr. President, in the first place, I do not intend to obstruct 
the consideration or to delay a vote on the conference report, 
but I want at this time to enter, in as emphatic language as I 
can, my solemn protest against bunching bills relating to sub- 


jects thousands of miles apart, as wide apart as the ends of the | 


continent itself—matters affecting titles that to the remotest 


ages will be considered for good or ill in the proportion that our | 


legislation is wise or unwise—and through this method of 
bunching bills deprive the Senate of the privilege it ought al- 
ways to reserve, of considering each measure upon its own 
merits, 

Mr. THIOPKINS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from 
Montana whether’that argument should not have been made 
when the House bill came here, and whether the Senator then 
should not have presented his reasons against the Senate either 
attempting to amend or taking any action whatever other than 
to send it back, refusing to legislate in that way. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator offered an amendment when I 
called up the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. That was all explained, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Wait a moment. 

The Senate having adopted the House provisions and then 
asked the House by way of amendment to adopt the other 
amendments in which it was interested, in what position is 
the Senate now to reject the conference report? 
doctrine suggested by the Senator from Montana is a dangerous 
one--that the provisions that have passed both bodies can be 
considered by the conferees of the House and Senate and new 
legislation engrafted upon any of those provisions, 

Mr. CARTER, The Senator is adding something. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This report may be correct. 
jecting to it. But if we should adopt his suggestion to-day, we 
might establish a precedent here that would come home to 
plague us at some other time, 

Mr. CARTER. 
Senate can never fix a condition 
which will make the whole 
tion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, yes; it can at any time it chooses. 
the Senate must do that when the bill is before the Senate. It 
must do it before the bill goes to conference. The conferees 

can oO uy act _— differences between the two bodies, 
Mr. CARTER! And the difference between the two bodies | 
this case ~ that the House made certain amendments to | 


upon a bill of the House 


but 


in 


I think the | 


I am not ob- | 


not modifying this, but | 





| dent awaiting his signature. 
of the bill. 
| yesterday, 
Then, according to the Senator's theory, the | 


bill the subject-matter of considera- | 


| jection. 
I suppose they would need the enacting clause | 


| measure, 
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fixed. The House disagreed to the Senate amendments, and 


| that put the whole matter, according to my judgment, in con- 


ference. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is not this the proposition, that the House 
sent certain measures here and the Senate agreed to them, and 
then asked the House to agree to certain other measures that 
the Senate was interested in, and the House refused to concur 
in the suggestions of the Senate, and that led to the con- 
ference? 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator overlooks the fact that this is 
a Senate bill, which went to the House and was accepted there 
and certain amendments added to it. It puts it in a different 
status altogether, as he will perceive upon close examination, 
from an appropriation bill which originates in the House and 
is amended here, 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me? I want to say 
to the Senate that when this bill came over I moved to concur 
in the amendment, and the Senator from Montana had no ob- 
Everything was all right. He got up and offered his 
amendment about the Fort Keogh Reservation. He had no 

concurrence in the other provisions of 

He was simply anxious to get the Fort 
Keogh Military Reservation provision on the bill, and because 
the conferees, that provision having been put on the bill, are 
unable to agree upon its retention, he now attacks the whole 
bill which he then offered to amend. 





Mr. CARTER. Mr. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Montana pro- 
ceeds—— 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Illinois will kindly allow 
me the floor for a moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. I will not interfere with the 
Senator. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Minnesota has made the 
mistake, which is quite common, of stating part of the truth. 


The Senator from Minnesota will recall that I challenged his 
attention to this bill in the room of the Committee on Public 
Lands, and advised him that my attention had been called to it 
I do not know that I named the Member of the House, but by 
a prominent Member of the House. The Senator from Min- 
nesota reached the conclusion that nothing could be done with 
the bill except to put it on the Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
When the Senator called on me to see about this bill, he called 
on me to see if there was any possibility to get this Fort Keogh 


matter in it. 

Mr. CARTER, Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I told him I thought not. That was the 
trouble. He was not concerned about anything else in that 


| bill except to get the Fort Keogh Reservation in. 


Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Minnesota said that it 
could not be done, and upon my appearance in the Chamber 
the next morning I found the Senator from Minnesota passing 
the bill with some other amendments, and mine went in wil! 
the bunch. [Laughter.] This personal aspect of this mattcr 
is wholly unnecessary. 

The Senate is in a peculiar condition with reference to thi: 
I stated in the beginning that I was in a position 
of much embarrassment in expressing my views with refere! 
to this class of legislation, because I had offered an amendime! 
which had been cut out. Therefore the suggestion of tlic 
Senator from Minnesota might readily occur to every Senator, 
that my opposition was based upon some sentiment of pique 
or disappointment. My attention was drawn to the legi 
tion—-to the peculiar manner of perfecting it—by virtue of tle 
fact that I became interested in it in the manner suggesicu. 
But the fact that an amendment was rejected or accepted «| 
not lend virtue to this pernicious system of legislating. |! 
the Senate is in the peculiar position this afternoon of i! 
tently enacting into law in an omnibus bill a measure whicii | 
passed the Senate and the House and is now before the I 
That will be found upon page |" 

Section 20 passed the House; it passed the S 
was transmitted by the Secretary of the Senate ' 
the President of the United States to-day in the shape of a !'''') 
enrolled bill, and we are probably reenacting it this afterioo! 
because, forsooth, our hands are tied by conventionalities, anc We 
are unable to extricate ourselves from the difficulty. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mont: 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CARTER, Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator whether, in tlc 
event the Senate rejects this conference report, it may not £° 


na 


which the Senate conditionally agreed, and the conditions were back to the conferees and that bill be stricken from the report: 
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Mr. CARTER. I think both Houses would agree to strike it 
from the report. I think they should. I think it is a reflection 
on the Senate to pass, in the midst of a jumble of affairs like 
this, a bill which is or will become the law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. When the first omnibus bill came in it occurred to me 


that it was extremely bad legislation, and if action had been | 


taken by Senators who were interested in those questions, in 
which I am not directly interested, I should have been glad to 
have recorded my vote in opposition to the bill. 

I want to ask the Senator if we may not in the near future 
be confronted with a different class of omnibus bills? Instead 
of having four or five or six or seven land bills in one, may 
we not have all kinds of bills included in one omnibus bill? 

We may have bills relating not only to different land subjects, 
but to absolutely different subjects affecting the various parts 
of the country. There is no reason why that may not happen. 

Mr. CARTER. As the Senator suggests, we may appropriate 


money for rivers and harbors, we may make grants of public | danger the life of it in the House, although why it is that it 


lands, we may provide for the extension of the Post-Oflice Depart- 
ment, we may grant pensions to soldiers or citizens, we may 
create an army or add to it, or do anything we please on 
omnibus bills, and we probably will fall into the habit ere long 
of putting Senators in the embarrassing position in which the 
whole Senate is placed this afternoon, of being unable to strike 
out a section from the bill because it is in conference. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator let me call his attention to the 
fact that we are now making very rapid progress in that di- 
rection? I believe in the last week we have had before us an 
omnibus Territorial bill dealing with four or five Territories, 
and after debating it some fifteen or twenty minutes we struck 
out two-thirds of it, and I think the balance is sleeping here 
now. If I remember correctly, we had an omnibus bill here 
dealing with the question of shipping. Different interests 
were concerned in it. The spirit to include different subjects 
in the same bill has grown so rapidly that I have been in- 
formed we are soon to have an omnibus finance hbiil dealing 
with the money affairs to come before the Senate, including 
House and Senate bills. It shows that in a very short time 
we will include almost our entire legislation in a few bills. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the omnibus Territories 
bill has been referred to. How that came to the Senate has 
been explained several times. It came from the House. All but 
two of those bills had passed the Senate. They went to the 
House, and the House sent them back in the form of an omni- 
bus bill. It is quite true a portion of that bill was stricken out. 
It will, however, on further consideration by the Senate, be re- 
inserted. 

But it does illustrate two important things. One is the 
evil and danger of legislation by omnibus bills and the other a 
far greater one. Why are we having omnibus bills now and 
not earlier in the session? 

It is because a sort of atmosphere of adjournment has been 
created that produces, first, this vicious method of legislating, 
when we legislate at all, and, second, the prevention of any 


legislation upon subjects of great importance which the people | 


demand. 


I think that this latter is a more serious thing than the in- 
correct ‘method of legislating by omnibus bills. Why should 
Congress run for five or six months and then, with critically 
important matters before it, suddenly determine to adjourn, and 
adjourn in haste, with legislation undone and demanding atten- 
tion? Had not that been done no omnibus Territories bill 
would have come from the House. No omnibus bill, such as we 
are now considering, would have come from the House. 

No omnibus bill of any kind would have come from the House. 
We are doing this, too, before any official declaration of an ad- 
journment has been made, before any adjournment resolution 
has been presented in or passed by either House. We find our- 
selves railroaded into a dangerous method of legislating, if we 
legislate at all, or else into the neglect of important legislation 
which is before us calling for action. Who is responsible for 
this? Who is “getting it into the air” that we must adjourn 
before our work is done? Whose is the fault of not legis- 
lating or legislating imperfectly ? 

The Senator from Georgia, whose wide experience and stern 
devotion to duty have won him the respect of every one of his 
colleagues on both sides, remarked to me to-day in discussing 
this very matter that in a Government so great as this, involv: 
ing the welfare of 90,000,000 people, Congress did not stay 
in session long enough at any time, first, to enact legislation 
which is required by so great a nation, and which some time 


we must pass, or second, to carefully and studiously consider 
such legislation as we do pass, 
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So the root of the evil, the fault of the omnibus bill, does not 
lie upon the shoulders of the Senator from Minnesota, nor upon 
the shoulders of the Committee on Territories. It does lie upon 
a condition, a wretched condition, that after having spent 
months doing little or nothing it is decided for us by somebody 
that Congress must come to a close without considering bills 
separately, and, generally speaking, without considering a great 
many bills at all. 

That is the situation that concerns and alarms me. The In- 
land Waterways Commission bill, the compensation to injured 
Government employees bill, and many other matters either can 
not be considered here at all, or, if considered, not until the last 
moment, and then with a sort of a rush which precludes any sort 
of careful attention. 

Mr. FLINT rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In just a moment. The suggestion has 
been made here that amendments ought not to be considered— 
and I agree to that—to the bill before us because it might en- 


would endanger it in the House no person has explained or can 


| explain—at least not within the theory of our Government. It 
| has been said that if we do anything we think ought to be done, 


| it will prevent legislation altogether. 


| items. 


Why? Oh, because, it 
is answered, the House will not consider it—we are to adjourn 
too soon, and so imperfect laws are to be passed or else no law 
is to be passed just because some person is unwilling to keep 
at work on them. 

So a larger question than any defect in an omnibus bill or 
than the vicious method of legislation which is involved in 
omnibus bills is the condition which prevents legislation at all, 
or else rushes through defective legislation when we are per- 
mitted to do anything. For myself, | have never seen any reason 
for quitting our duties here until those duties are performed— 
carefully, thoroughly, critically performed in workmanlike 
hanner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California. 

Mr. FLINT. The Senator from Indiana answered the ques- 
tion during his remarks. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the yeas and nays were called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Chair kindly state the ques- 
tion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. CARTER. Before the roll call starts—— 

Mr. BACON. I should like very much to be able to vote on 
the question with some degree of intelligence. I understand the 
conference report covers a number of items. We are abso- 
lutely in the dark about it. 

Mr. LONG. I think the conference report covers only two 
Am I right about it? 

Mr. NELSON. There were only two items in dispute, one 
about the resurvey of lands in Colorado, to which we agreed, 
and the other about the Fort Keogh Reservation, as to which 
we disagreed. , 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I stated in the beginning to 
the Senator from Minnesota that it is not my purpose, nor has 
it been, to interpose any factious opposition to a vote on the 
conference report. I readily understand how instructive it 
would be to have the voluminous report of the House commit- 


| tee read for the information of the Senate. I understand how 
| it would be in order to move to postpone the consideration of 





this report until next December. I understand fully that it 
is not necessary to allow the conference report to go to a vote 
on approval or rejection at this time at all. I have made what 
statement I made here with a view to setting forth with what 
emphasis I could my opposition to this method of legislating 
on serious matters of enduring importance affecting public 
records destined to last as long as our country endures. I do 
hope that this is the last omnibus public lands bill that will 
ever obtrude its features into this Chamber. Should one come 
hereafter, I care not what its provisions will be, I will join 
with other Senators to oppose its passage at every stage of the 
proceeding. We have in this bill an important provision relat- 
ing to the State of Montana. My colleague, who is especially 
interested in it, has generously suggested that if it was thought 
proper to defeat the bill on general principles, that might go 
with the rest. 

But I know there are Senators here interested in many parts 
of this bill. I shall not interpose dilatory tactics or cail for 
that lengthy consideration which the various portions of the bill 
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] 
would ordinarily require, but I shall content myself with voting 
against the conference report. And hereafter 4 Uust Unat wo | 
committee will favorably report to the Senate an omnibus bill | 
relating to titles to the public domain or any public record of | 
equal importance, 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word. | 
This bill is one, as far as the title is concerned, that I had the 
honor of introducing, and I should be glad to see it passed, but 
I join the Senator from Montana in condemnation of these 
omnibus bills, which are made up by adding to an original 
measure a score or more of other bills having no relation to 
each other. Of course I hope the present measure will carry, 
but I will join with him hereafter at any time and in any 
way, after this term or session, in declining to submit to that 
kind of legislation. 

Mr. HEYBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think a word is due the other body on this 
subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ator from Idaho, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, being a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands, I feel it proper to make the state- 
ment I shall make. I do not like this kind of legislation. I 
do not believe an omnibus bill is the proper bili for bringing 
this class of legislation before Congress for final action. 
again, this omnibus bill contains within it a complete separate | 
independent bill that has passed both Houses of Congress and | 
has gone to the President for his signature. That is an ob- 
jection.. It will be an embarrassing situation. If the President 
disapproves of that bill, he may find it necessary to disap- 
prove of this entire bill, or if he approves of that bill he may 
demur to again approving of it within the limits of this bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. I take it for granted that should this bill 
pass, the President will be notified, and the other will meet a 
pocket veto or be laid aside. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would not be at all surprised to learn 
that it is too late for that condition to arise. I think that is 
more than probable. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. May I interrupt the Senator from 
Idaho for just a moment? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think it is also proper on the 
part of the conferees to call attention to the fact that that bill 


The Chair has recognized the Sen- 





| vote 
Then, | 


my general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina 
{Mr. TixLMAN] I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FRAZIER (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Krr- 
TREDGE]. He is absent, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FULTON. I have aggeneral pair with the junior Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. I will transfer that pair to my 
colleague [Mr. Bourne] and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLAPP. I will transfer my pair to the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. GueceNHEIM], who, if present, would vote 
“yea.” I will therefore vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will annouwnce that my colleague [Mr, 
BURNHAM] is unavoidably absent from the city. 

Mr. BACON. The senior Senator from Florida [Mr. Tat- 
IAFERRO] is necessarily absent, and before leaving asked me to 
announce his pair in ease of a vote. He asked me to announce 
that he is paired with the junior Senator from West Virginia 
{Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I will transfer my pair with the senior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TirnMaNn] to the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. BuLKELEy], and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I have been requested to transfer my pair to 
the-junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BurNHAm]. I 
“nay.” 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the names of the absentees be 
called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names 
of absent Senators. 

Mr. CLAY. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 


| Arkansas [Mr. CrarKe], so that the senior Senator from Mas- 


| tor from Arkansas, and I will vote. 
Does the Senator from Idaho yield | 


did not pass this body until after the conference report had | 


been made up and both bodies had acted on the omnibus bill, | 


if I understand the situation. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I was merely calling attention to what 
might become an embarrassing’ situation. The measures re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands in the Senate met 
my concurrence. Some of those that have not been considered 
by that committee might not meet with my concurrence. It is 


altogether a bad practice to attempt to bring in indirectly that | 


which might not come in through the regular manner of pro- 
ceeding. I do not like it. If I should vote against the con- 
ference report it would be, first, because I do not like the 
method of legislating, and, second, because it contains in it a 
bill that has already passed and gone to the President and in 
all probability has received his signature, because it has been 
out of Congress long enough; and, third, because I agree with 
the Senator from Utah that the Kansas land bill has not suf- 
ficient merit to command my support. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). 
North Carolina [Mr. Stumons] with whom I am paired is 
absent. If he were present I would vote “yea;” and if my 
pair can be transferred I will vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Srone]. I transfer say pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Nrxon] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]. If he 
were present 1 would vote “nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 


The Senator from 


I have a general 
If 


pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marrrn]. 
he were present I would vote “nay.” 
Mr, DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). 


Owing to 








sachusetts [Mr. LopgEe] will stand paired with the senior Sena- 
I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the absentees be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absentees were ordered to be 
called on the request of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER }. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the names of absent Senators. 

Mr. FRAZIER (when his name was called). I did not vote, 
because I em paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KITTREDGE]. 

Mr. NELSON. I am authorized to speak for the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Kirrrepce]. I will release the Senator 
from Tennessee from his pair. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I vote “nay.” 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the calling of the names 
of absent Senators. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 19, as follows: 


YEAS—28. 

Aldrich Burkett Dixon McLaurin 
| Allison Burrows Flint Nelson 

Ankeny Clapp Foraker Piles 
Beveridge Clark, Wyo. Fulton Stephenson 
Brandegee Curtis Gore Warner 
Briggs Depew Hopkins Warren 
Brown Dick ng Wetmore 

NAYS—19. 
Bacon Culilom Heyburn Smoot 
Bankhead Dillingham Johnston Stewart 
Carter du Pont Kean Sutherland 
Clay Frazier Newlands Teller 
Culberson Gallinger Paynter 

NOT VOTING—45. 

Bailey Frye McCumber Richardson 
Borah yamble Mcelinery Scott 
Bourne Gary Martin Simmons 
Bulkeley eapeeabeim Milton Smith, Md. 
Burnahm Hale Money Smith, Mich. 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough Nixon Stone 
Crane Hemenway Owen Taliaferro 
Daniel Kittredge Overman Taylor 
Davis Knox Penrose Tillman 
Dolliver La Fellette Perkins 
Elkins e Platt 
Foster McCreary Rayner 


So the report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 21871) to amend the national banking 
laws. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

H. R. 21410, An act granting condemned ordnance to 
institutions ; 


certain 
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H. R. 21735. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under 
any law now existing or hereafter enacted, and for other pur- 
poses; and 
H. J. Res. 186. Joint resolution relating to the assignment of 
space in the House Office Building. 


AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL BANKING LAWS, 
Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
21871) to amend the national banking laws, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: 

Strike out all of the matter inserted by said Senate amend- 
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That national banking associations, each having an unim- 
paired capital and a surplus of not less than 20 per cent, not 
less than ten in number, having an aggregate capital and sur- 
plus of at least $5,000,000, may form voluntary associations to 
be designated as national currency associations. The banks 
uniting to form such association shall, by their presidents or 
vice-presidents, acting under authority from the board of di- 
rectors, make and file with the Secretary of the Treasury a 
certificate setting forth the names of the banks composing the 
association, the principal place of business of the association, 
and the name of the association, which name shall be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. Upon the 
filing of such certificate the associated banks therein named 
shall become a body corporate, and by the name so designated 
and approved may sue and be sued and exercise the powers of 
a body corporate for the purposes hereinafter mentioned: Pro- 
vided, That not more than one such national currency associa- 
tion shall be formed in any city: Provided further, That the 
several members of such national currency association shall 
be taken, as nearly as conveniently may be, from a territory 
composed of a State or part of a State, or contiguous parts of 
one or more States: And provided further, That any national 
bank in such city or territory, having the qualifications herein 
prescribed for membership in such national currency associa- 
tion, shall, upon its application to and upon the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, be admitted to membership in a 
national currency association for that city or territory, and 
upon such admission shall be deemed and held a part of the 
body corporate, and as such entitled to all the rights and privi- 
leges and subject to all the liabilities of an original member: 
And provided further, That each national currency association 
shall be composed exclusively of banks not members of any 
other national currency association. 

“The dissolution, voluntary or otherwise, of any bank in such 
association shall not affect the corporate existence of the associ- 
ation unless there shall then remain less than the minimum 
number of ten banks: Provided, however, That the reduction of 
the number of said banks below the minimum of ten shall not 
affect the existence of the corporation with respect to the asser- 
tion of all rights in favor of or against such association. The 
affairs of the association shall be managed by a board consisting 
of one representative from each bank. By-laws for the govern- 
ment of the association shall be made by the board, subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. A president, 
vice-president, secretary, treasurer, and an executive commit- 
tee of not less than five members shall be elected by the board. 
The powers of such board, except in the election of officers and 
making of by-laws, may be exercised through its executive 
committee. 

“ The national currency association herein provided for shall 
have and exercise any and all powers necessary to carry out 
the purposes of this section, namely, to render available, under 
the direction and control of the Secretary of the Treasury, as a 
basis for additional circulation, any securities, including com- 
mercial paper, held by a national banking association. For the 
purpose of obtaining such additionai circulation, any bank be- 
longing to any national currency association, having circulating 
notes outstanding secured by the deposit of bonds of the United 
States to an amount not less than 40 per cent of its capital stock 
and which has its capital unimpaired and a surplus of not less 
than 20 per cent, may deposit with and transfer to the associa- 
tion, in trust for the United States, for the purpose hereinafter 
provided, such of the securities above mentioned as may be sat- 
isfactory to the board of the association. The officers of the 
association may thereupon, in behalf of such bank, make appli- 





cation to the Comptroller of the Currency for an issue of addi- 
tional circulating notes to an amount not exceeding 75 per cent 
of the cash value of the securities or commercial paper so de- 
posited. The Comptroller of the Currency shall immediately 
transmit such application to the Secretary of the Treasury with 
such recommendation as he thinks proper, and if, in the judg- 
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury, business conditions in 
the locality demand additional circulation, and if he be satisfied 
with the character and value of the securities proposed and that 
a lien in favor of the United States on the securities so depos- 
ited and on the assets of the banks composing the association 
will be amply sufficient for the protection of the United States, 
he may direct an issue of additional circulating notes to the 
association, on behalf of such bank, to an amount in his discre- 
tion, not, however, exceeding 75 per cent of the cash value of the 
securities so deposited: Provided, That upon the deposit of any 
of the State, city, town, county, or other municipal bonds, of a 
character described in section 3 of this act, circulating notes 
may be issued to the extent of not exceeding 90 per cent of the 
market value of such bonds so deposited: And provided further, 
That no national banking association shall be authorized in any 
event to issue circulating notes based on commercial paper in 
excess of 30 per cent of its unimpaired capital and surplus. The 
term “commercial paper” shall be held to include only notes 
representing actual commercial transactions, which, when ac- 
cepted by the association, shall bear the names of at least two 
responsible parties and have not exceeding four months to run. 

“The banks and the assets of all banks belonging to the asso- 
ciation shall be jointly and severally liable to the United States 
for the redemption of such additional circulation; and to secure 
such liability the lien created by section 5230 of the Revised 
Statutes shall extend to and cover the assets of all banks belong- 
ing to the association, and to the securities deposited by the 
banks with the association pursuant to the provisions of this 
act; but as between the several banks composing such associa- 
tion each bank shall be liable only in the proportion that its 
-apital and surplus bears to the aggregate capital and surplus 
of all such banks. The association may at any time require of 
any of its constituent banks a deposit of additional securities or 
commercial paper, or an exchange of the securities already on 
deposit, to secure such additional circulation; and in case of the 
failure of such bank to make such deposit or exchange the asso- 
ciation may, after ten days’ notice to the bank, sell the securities 
and paper already in its hands at public sale, and deposit the 
proceeds with the Treasurer of the United States as a fund for 
the redemption of such additional circulation. If such fund be 
insufficient for that purpose, the association may recover from 
the bank the amount of the deficiency by suit in the circuit court 
of the United States, and shall have the benefit of the lien here- 
inbefore provided for in favor of the United States upon the 
assets of such bank. The association or the Secretary of the 
Treasury may permit or require the withdrawal of any such 
securities or commercial paper and the substitution of other 
securities or commercial paper of equal value therefor. 

“Sec. 2. That whenever any bank belonging to a national 
currency association shall fail to preserve or make good its re- 
demption fund in the Treasury of the United States, required 
by section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, chapter 343, and the 
provisions of this act, the Treasurer of the United States shall 
notify such national currency association to make good such re- 
demption fund, and upon the failure of such national currency 
association to make good such fund, the Treasurer of the 
United States may, in his discretion, apply so much of the re- 
demption fund belonging to the other banks composing such na- 
tional currency association as may be necessary for that pur- 
pose; and such national currency association may, after five 
days’ notice to such bank, proceed to sell at public sale the se- 
curities deposited by such bank with the association pursuant 
to the provisions of section 1 of this act, and deposit the pro- 
ceeds with the Treasurer of the United States as a fund for the 
redemption of the additional circulation taken out by such 
bank under this act. 

“Sec. 3. That any national banking association which has 
circulating notes outstanding, secured by the deposit of United 
States bonds to an amount of not less than forty per centum 
of its capital stock, and which has a surplus of not less than 
twenty per centum, may make application to the Comptroller of 
the Currency for authority to issue additional circulating notes 
to be secured by the deposit of bonds other than bonds of the 
United States. The Comptroller of the Currency shall trans- 
mit immediately the application, with his recommendation, to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall, if in his judgment 
business conditions in the locality demand additional cireu- 
lation, approve the same, and shall determine the time of issue 
and fix the amount, within the limitations herein imposed, of 
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the additional circulating notes to be issued. Whenever after 
receiving notice of smch approval any such association shall 
deposit with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the 
United States such of the bonds described in this section as 
shall be approved in character and amount by the Treasurer 
of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, it shall 
be entitled to receive, upon the order of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, circulating notes in blank, registered and counter- 
signed as provided by law, not exceeding in amount ninety per 
centum of the market value, but not in excess of the par value 
of any bonds so deposited, such market value to be aseertained 
and determined under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

“The Treasurer of the United States, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall accept as security for the 
additional circulating notes provided for in this section, bonds 
or other interest-bearing obligations of any State of the United 
States, or any legally authorized bonds issued by any city, town, 
county, or other legally constituted municipality or district in 
the United States which has been in existence for a period of 
ten years, and which for a period of ten years previous to such 
deposit has not defaulted in the payment of any part of either 
principal or interest of any funded debt authorized to be con- 
tracted by it, and whose net funded indebtedness does not ex- 
eeed ten per centum of the valuation of its taxable property, 
to be ascertained by the last preceding valuation of property 
for the assessment of taxes. The Treasurer of the United 
States, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall accept, for the purposes of this section, securities herein 
enumerated in such proportions as he may from time to time 
determine, and he may with such approval at any time require 
the deposit of additional securities, or require any association 
to change the character of the securities already on deposit. 

“ Sec. 4. That the legal title of all bonds, whether coupon or 
registered, deposited to secure circulating notes issued in ae- 
eordance with the terms of section 3 of this act shall be trans- 
ferred to the Treasurer of the United States in trust for the 
association depositing them, under regulations to be pre 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. <A receipt shall be 
given to the association by the Treasurer or any assistant 
treasurer of the United States, stating that such bond is held 
in trust for the association on whose behalf the transfer is 
made, and as security for the redemption and payment of any 
eirculating notes that have been or may be delivered to such 
association. No assignment or transfer of any such bond by 
the Treasurer shall be deemed valid unless countersigned by 
the Comptroller of the Currency. The provisions of sections 
51638, 5164, 5165, 5166, and 5167, and sections 5224 to 5234, 
inclusive, of the Revised Statutes respecting United States 
bends deposited to secure circulating notes shall, except as 
herein modified, be applicable to a bonds deposited under the 
terms of section 3 of this act. 

“Sec. 5. That the additional circulating notes issued under 
this act shall be used, held, and treated in the same way as 
circulating notes of national banking associations heretofore 
issued and secured by a deposit of United States bonds, and 
shall be subject to all the provisions of law affecting such notes 
except as herein expressly modified: Provided, That the total 
amount of circulating notes outstanding of any national banking 
association, including notes secured by United States bonds as 
now provided by law, and notes secured otherwise than by de- 
posit of such bonds, shall not at any time exceed the amount of 
its unimpaired capital and surplus: And provided further, That 
there shall not be outstanding at any time circulating notes 
issued under the provisions of this act to an amount of more 
than $500,000,000, 

“ Sec..6. That whenever and so long as any national banking 
association has outstanding any of the additional circulating 
notes authorized to be issued by the provisions of this act it 
shall keep on deposit in the Treasury of the United States, in 
addition to the redemption fund required by section 3 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, an additional sum equal to 5 per cent of 
such additional circulation at any time outstanding, such addi- 
tional 5 per cent to be treated, held, and used in all respects in 
the same manner as the original redemption fund provided for 
by said section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874. 

“ Sec. 7. In order that the distribution of notes to be issued 
under the provisions of this act shall be made as equitable as 
practicable between the various sections of the country, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not approve applications from as 
sociations in any State in excess of the amount to which such 
State would be entitled of the additional notes herein author- 
ized on the basis of the proportion which the unimpaired capital 
and surplus of the national banking associations in such State 


bears to the total amount of unimpaired capital and surplus! 
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of the national banking associations of the United States: 
Provided, however, That in case the applications from asso- 
eiations in any State shall not be equal to the amount which 
the associations of such State would be entitled to under this 
method of distribution, the Secretary of the Treasury may, in 
his discretion, to meet an emergency, assign the amount not 
thus applied for to any applying association or associations in 
States in the same section of the country. 

“Sec. 8. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to obtain information with reference to the value 
and character of the securities authorized to be accepted under 
the provisions of this act, and he shall from time to time furnish 
information to national banking associations as to such securi- 
ties as would be acceptable under the provisions of this act. 

“Sec. 9. That section 5214 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, be further amended to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 5214. National banking associations having on deposit 
bonds of the United States bearing interest at the rate of 2 per 
eent per annum, including the bonds issued for the construction 
of the Panama Canal, under the provisions of section 8 of “An 
act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacifie oceans,’ approved June 28, 
1902, to secure its circulating notes, shall pay to the Treasurer 
of the United States, in the months of January and July, a 
tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year upon the average 
amount of such of its notes in circulation as are based upon the 
deposit ef such bonds; and sueh associations having on deposit 
bonds of the United States bearing interest at a rate higher 
than 2 per cent per annum shall pay a tax of one-half of 1 per 
cent each half year upon the average amount of such of its notes 
in circulation as are based upon the deposit of such bonds. 
National banking associations having circulating notes secured 
otherwise than by bonds of the United States shall pay for the 
first month a tax at the rate of 5 per cent per annum upon the 
average amount of such of their notes im circulation as are 
based upon the deposit ef such securities, and afterwards an 
additional tax ef 1 per eent per annum for each month until 
a tax of 10 per cent per annum is reached, and thereafter such 
tax of 10 per cent per annum, upon the average amount of such 
notes. Every national banking association having outstanding 
circulating netes: seeured by a deposit ef other securities than 
United States bonds shall make monthly returns, under oath of 
its president or eashier, to the Treasurer of the United States, 
in such form as the Treaszrer may prescribe, of the average 
monthly amount of its notes so secured in circulation; and it 
shall be the duty of the Comptroller ef the Currency to cause 
such reports of notes in circulation to be verified by examina- 
tion of the banks’ reeords. The taxes received on circulating 
notes secured. otherwise than by bonds of the Wnited States 
shall be paid into the division of redemption of the Treasury 
and eredited and added to the reserve fund held for the re- 
demption of United States and other notes.’ 

“Sec. 10. That section 9 of the act approved July 12, 1882, as 
amended by the aet approved March 4, 1907, be further amended 
to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 9. That any national banking association desiring to 
withdraw its circulating notes, secured by deposit of United 
States bonds in the manner provided im section 4 of the act 
approved June 20, 1874, is hereby authorized for that purpose to 
deposit lawful money with the Treasurer of the United States 
and, with the consent of the Comptroller of the Currency and 
the approval ef the Secretary of the Treasury, to withdraw a 
proportionate amount of bends held as security for its cireu- 
lating notes in the order of such deposits: Provided, That not 
more than nine millions of dollars of lawful money shall be so 
deposited during any calendar month for this purpese. 

“*Any national banking association desiring to withdraw 
any of its circulating notes, secured by the deposit of securities 
other than bonds of the United States, may make such with- 
drawal at any time in like manner and effect by the deposit of 
lawful money or national-bank notes with the Treasurer of the 
United States, and upen such deposit a proportionate share of 
the securities so deposited may be withdrawn: Previded, That 
the deposits under this section to retire notes secured by the 
deposits of securities ether than bonds of the United States shall 
not be covered into the Treasury, as required by section 6 of 
an act entitled “An act directing the purchase of silver bullion 
and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 14, 1890, but shall be retained in the 
Treasury for the purpose of redeeming the notes of the bank 
making such deposit.’ 

“ Sec. 11. That section 5172 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
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of the Secretary of the Treasury, cause plates and dies to be ; sections 17 and 1S of this act, and to pay the necessary expenses 


engraved, in the best manner to guard against counterfeiting 
and fraudulent alterations, and shall have printed therefrom, 
and numbered, such quantity of circulating notes, in blank, 
of the denominations of $5, $10, $20, $50, $100, $500, $1,000, 
and $10,000, as may be required to supply the associations en- 
titled to receive the same. Such notes shall state upon their 
face that they are secured by United States bonds or other se- 
curities, certified by the written or engraved signatures of the 
Treasurer and Register and by the imprint of the seal of the 
Treasury. They shall also express upon their face the promise 
of the association receiving the same to pay on demand, attested 
by the signature of the president or vice-president and cashier. 
The Comptroller of the Currency, acting under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall as soon as practicable 
cause to be prepared circulating notes in blank, registered and 
countersigned, as provided by law, to an amount equal to fifty 
per cent of the capital stock of each national banking associa- 
tion; such notes to be deposited in the Treasury or in the sub- 
treasury of the United States nearest the place of business of 
each association, and to be held for such association, subject 
to the order of the Comptroller of the Currency, for their de- 
livery’as provided by law: Provided, That the Comptroller of 
the Currency may issue national-bank notes of the present form 
until plates can be prepared and circulating notes issued as 
above provided: Provided, however, That in no event shall bank 
notes of the present form be issued to any bank as additional 
circulation provided for by this act.’ 

“Spo, 12, That circulating notes of national banking associa- 
tions, when presented to the Treasury for redemption, as pro- 
vided in section 3 of the act approved June 20, 1874, shall be 
redeemed in lawful money of the United States. 

“Sec. 13. That all acts and orders of the Comptroller of the 
Curreney and the Treasurer of the United States authorized by 
this act shall have the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who shall have power, also, to make any such rules and 
regulations and exercise such control over the organization and 
management of national currency associations as may be neces- 
sary to carry out the purposes of this act. 

“ Sec. 14. That the provisions of section 5191 of the Revised 
Statutes, with reference to the reserves of national banking asso- 
ciatior.s, shall not apply to deposits of public moneys by the 
United States in designated depositaries. 

“Sec. 15. That all national banking associations designated 
as regular depositaries of public money shall pay upon all 
special and additional deposits made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in such depositaries and all such associations desig- 
nated as temporary depositaries of public money shall pay upon 
all sums of public money deposited in such associations in- 
terest at such rate as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe, not less, however, than one per cent per annum upon the 
average monthly amount of such deposits: Provided, however, 
That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to change 
or modify the obligation of any association or any of its officers 
for the safe-keeping of public money: Provided further, That 
the rate of interest charged upon such deposits shall be equal 
and uniform throughout the United States. 

“Sec. 16. That a sum sufficient to carry out the purposes of 
the preceding sections of this act is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“Sec. 17. That a Commission is hereby created, to be called 
the ‘National Monetary Commission,’ to be composed of nine 
members of the Senate, to be appointed by the Presiding Officer 
thereof, and nine Members of the House of Representatives, to 
be appointed by the Speaker thereof; and any vacancy on the 
Commission shall be filled in the same manner as the original 
appointment. 

“ Sec. 18. That it shall be the duty of this Commission to in- 
quire into and report to Congress at the earliest date practicable, 
what changes are necessary or desirable in the monetary sys- 
tem of the United States or in the laws relating to banking 
and currency, and for this purpose they are authorized to sit 
during the sessions or recess of Congress, at such times and 
places as they may deem desirable, to send for persons and 
papers, to administer oaths, to summons and compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, and to employ a disbursing officer and 
such Secretaries, experts, stenographers, messengers, and other 
assistants as shall be necessary to carry out the purposes for 
which said Commission was created. The Commission shall 
have the power, through subcommittee or otherwise, to examine 
witnesses and to make such investigations and examinations, 


ef the Commission and its members, is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. Said 
appropriation shall be immediately available and shall be paid 
out on the audit and order of the chairman or acting chairman 
of said Commission, which audit and order shall be conclusive 
and binding upon all Departments as to the correctness of the 
accounts of such Commission. 
“ Sec. 20. That this act shall expire by limitation on the 50th 
day of June, 1914.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


EpWARD B, VREELAND, 

TueoporeE EB. BuRTON, 

JOHN W. WEEKS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I ask that the conference re- 
port be printed for the use of the Senate. I give notice that 
to-morrow morning after the routine business I shall move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of this report, and I 
shall ask the Senate to proceed continuously with its consider- 
ation and discussion until it shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I notice, so far as the conference report 
was read, that it is signed by only three conferees on the part 
of the House and three on the part of the Senate. I desire to 
inquire whether there were any conferees on the part of the 
House and on the part of the Senate who did not sign the 
report? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Democratic members of the conference 
on the part of both the House and the Senate declined to sign 
the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report of the committee of 
conference will be printed and lie on the table. 


INJURIES TO GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 21844) granting to certain employees of 
the United States the right to receive from it compensation 
for injuries sustained in the course of their employment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to add—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
NEWLANDS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to add but a few 
words. I had it in mind to answer the question of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], but this bill has been 
pending so long, it has been so thoroughly considered by the 
Senate, and doubtless has the favorable view of the majority 
of the Senate, that I now ask—and I call the attention of the 
Senator from New York to my request—unanimous consent that 
the Senate before adjournment, and without further debate, 
pass on the amendments and the Dill. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, this bill, or the substance of it, 
has been before both Houses all winter. There are 2,000,000 
voters in the United States who are intensely interested in the 
passage of the bill and in securing this legislation during the 
current session. It has been considered all day and is nearly 
perfected. I think twenty or thirty minutes would complete 
the further consideration of the bill and enable us to pass it. 
Then it could be concurred in by the other House and become 
a law before Congress adjourns. 

I know of no measure, except perhaps the one which the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu] has just presented, 
in which the voters of the United States are more deeply inter- 
ested than they are in securing this reform, giving them, as it 
does, a right which is granted to all employees engaged in every 
branch of private employment in the country, but denied to 
the employees of the Government. The bill is as limited as it 
could be, its application being confined only to those who are 
engaged in hazardous and dangerous employment. I therefore 
trust that the Senate will proceed to and conclude the consid- 
eration of the bill to-night, and I ask unanimous consent that 
a vote be taken before the adjournment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. DEPEW. I desire to give notice that at the earliest 


Senator from Nevada [Mr. 


in this or other countries, of the subjects committed to their | practicable moment to-morrow morning I shall endeavor to 


charge as they shall deem necessary. 


bring up the bill to compensate employees of the Government 


“Sec, 19, That a sum sufficient to carry out the purposes of! injured in the course of their employment, 
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UNCLE SAM OIL COMPANY, 


I present a letter which I ask to have printed 
The letter explains the attitude of the Kansas 
City Star with regard to a certain matter thet was supposed 
to have been inserted in that paper against the Uncle Sam Oil 
Company, and in the interest of the Standard Oil Company, 
without having been marked as an advertisement. In point of 
fact, it appears that it was marked as advertising matter, and 
the Kansas City Star being one of the great newspapers in 
the West and the one standing highest in that section of the 
country, I thought the correction ought to be made on the face 
of the Recorp for their benefit. I therefore ask that the letter 
be printed in the Rrcorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oklahoma? 
mission is granted. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, May 25, 1908. 


Mr. OWEN, 
in the Recorp, 


Hon. Ronert L. OWEN, 


United States Senate. 


as a public document at your request, a most misleading statement 
is made with reference to the Kansas City Star. In the 
referred to it is said: ‘‘ That the next month after said advertisements 


and through him paid the Kansas City Star, a newspaper published at 


Kansas City, Mo., the sum of $2,471 for publishing reading matter in | 


said paper favorable to the Standard Oil Company.” 


The inference to be drawn from this statement is that the Kansas | 


City Star published reading matter of the nature of an ordinary news 
article for which it bad received money. 
of the business manager and the managing editor of the Kansas City 
Star, taken while litigation was pending, 
Company was involved, that Mr. P. ©. Boyle did offer the “ reading 
matter” referred to to the Star as advertising matter and that pub 
lication of it was refused. Mr. Boyle was informed that the Star 
would not print the matter offered unless it was marked so as to 
clearly show it was advertising matter. With this understanding the 
advertising was accepted, and the articles appeared in the paper each 
marked “ adv.” 
failed to understand that the Star had disclaimed all responsibility for 
the appearance of the articles or that the space had been taken at 
advertising rates, 

Very respectfully, R. H. Linpsay, 

Correspondent. 
LOCOMOTIVE ASH PANS, 


The bill (H. R. 19795) concerning locomotive ash pans was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr, President, 2 similar bill to that was in- 
troauced in the Senate and is now under consideration by the 
Committee on Intersiate Commerce. I was hoping to have a 
report from that committee by the time this bill was received, 


so that I might move to substitute the Senate bill for the House | 


bill; but thet is impossible under the circumstances, and I ask 
that this biil may be referred to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee. I hepve I may be able to get a report on it in time to 
pass it at t’ ts session of Congress. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF EXPLOSIVES. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The Chair hears none, and per- | 





Dear Str: In the memorial of the Uncle Sam Oil Company, printed | 


It is shown in the depositions | 


f hich the tinee a r | guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be 
n which e Uncle Sam Oi! | 


May 27, 





Sec. 2. That within ninety days from the passage of this act the 
Interstate Commerce Commission shal! formulate regulations for the 
safe transportation of explosives and said regulations shall be binding 
upon all common carriers engaged in interstate commerce which trans- 
port explosives by land, and violations of them shall be subject to the 
penalties hereinafter provided. The Interstate Commerce Commission, 
on its own motion or upon application made by any interested party, 
may make changes or modifications of the regulations for the safe trans- 
portation of explosives, made desirable by new information or altered 
conditions, and such changed regulations shall have all the force of the 
original regulations. The regulations for the safe transportation of 
explosives referred to in this section shall be in accord with the best 
known practicable means for securing safety in transit, covering the 
packing, marking, loading, handling while in transit, and the precau- 
tiens necessary to determine whether the material when offered is in 
proper condition to transport. The regulations for the safe transporta- 
tion of explosives shall take effect three months after their formulation 
and publication by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and shall be 
in effect until reversed, set aside, or modified. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful to transport, carry, or convey 
liquid nitroglycerine, fulminate in bulk in dry condition, or other like 
explosive between a place in a foreign country and a place within the 
United States, or a place in one State, Territory, or District of the 
United States and a place in any other State, Territory, or District 
thereof, on any vessel or vehicle of any description operated by a com- 
mon carrier in the transportation of passengers or articles of commerce 
by land or water. 

Sec. 4. Every package containing explosives or other dangerous ar- 


25 | ticles when presented to a common carrier for shipment shall have 
memoria 


plainly marked on the outside thereof the contents thereof, and it 


: : | shall be unlawful for any person to deliver, for interstate or foreign 
were first published the Standard Oil Company sent one P. C. Boyle, | 


editor of the Oil City Derrick, of Oil City, Pa., to Kansas City, Mo., | 


transportation, to any common carrier engaged in interstate or foreign 
commerce by land or water, or to cause to be delivered, or to carry, 
any explosive, or other dangerous article, under any false or deceptive 
marking, description, invoice, shipping order, or other declaration, or 
without informing the agent of such carrier of the true character 
thereof, at or before the time such delivery or carriage is made. 

Sec. 5. That every person who knowingly violates, or causes to be 
violated, any of the foregoing provisions of this act shall be deemed 
un- 
ished for each offense by a fine not exceeding $2,000, or by imprison- 


| ment not exceeding eighteen months, or by both such fine and imprison- 


ment, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 6. That this act shall take effect immediately, and all acts 
or parts of acts in conflict therewith are hereby repealed, except 
section 4422 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which shall 


| remain in full force and effect. 
Under these circumstances no one of the Star’s readers could have | 


Mr. GORE. Mr. President, if I am in order, I object to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill 
will go over. 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to that; but I want to say 
that this bill is rather an important one, and I shall call it 
up at an early day. 

Mr. GORE subsequently said: Mr. President, I desire to 
withdraw my objection to the passage of the bill relative to 
the interstate transportation of explosives. I am willing that 
it shall go through tbe Senate, if it is properly safeguarded. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask that the bill be again Jaid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the bill printed and 
have it go over until to-morrow. It is a very important bill, 
and I should like to know something about it. 

Mr. KBAN. That is perfectly satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be printed and lie 


over. 


FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION EASEMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 6200) 
granting a perpetual easement and right of way to Salt Lake 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
17228) to promote the safe transportation in interstate com- 
merce of explosives and other dangerous articles, and to pro- 


vide penalties for its violation, which was read twice by its 
title. 


Mr. KEAN subsequently said: I am authorized by the Com- 


mittee on Interstate Commerce, to whom was referred the bill | 


(H. R. 17228) to promote the safe transportation in interstate 
commerce of explosives and other dangerous articles, and to 
provide penalties for its violation, to report it favorably, and 


I ask for its present consideration. If the bill creates any dis- 
cussion, I shall not press it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate, subject to objection. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful to transport, carry, or 
convey any dynamite, gunpowder, or other explosive between a place 
in any foreign country and place within the United States, or a place 
in any State, Territory, or District of the United States, and a place 
in any other State, Territory, or District thereof, on any vessel or 
vehicle of any description operated by a common carrier, which vessel or 
vehicle is carrying passengers for hire: Provided, That it shall be law- 
ful to transport on any such vessel or vehicle small arms ammunition 
in any quantity, and such fusees, torpedoes, rockets, or other signal 
devices as may be essential to promote safety in operation, and prop- 
erly packed and marked samples of explosives for laboratory examina- 
tion, not exceeding a net weight of § pound each, and not exceed- 
ing 20 samples at one time in a single vessel or vehicle; but such 
samples shall not be carried in that part of a vessel or vehicle which is 
intended for the transportation of passengers for hire: And provided 
further, That nothing in this section shall be construed to prevent the 
transportation of military or naval forces with their accompanying 
munitions of war on passenger equipment vessels or vehicles, 


| and empowered, upon the re 








City, Utah, for the construction, operation, maintenance, re- 
pair, and the renewal of a conduit and pipe line and valve 
houses upon and across the Fort Douglas Military Reservation ; 
which were on page 2, after line 12, to insert: 


Sec. 2. That the moceanany of War be. and he is hereby, authorized 
ease to the United States | the Delaware 

and Hudson Company, or its subsidiary companies, of all rights of way 
and other easements of said company and of its subsidiary companies 
within the limits of the military reservation of Plattsburg Barracks, 
at Plattsburg, in the county of Clinton and State of New York, as said 
reservation existed prior to January 1, 1890, to convey to said Dela- 
ware and Hudson Company, its successors and assigns, for the operation 
and maintenance of its railway, a right of wer 100 feet wide through 
said military reservation, together with a right of way 66 feet wide 
along the north end of the reservation, and the right to occupy and 
use about 2 acres in the northeast corner of the same, within limits 
described in and shown upon a blueprint attached to a_memorandum 
of agreement made between said company and the United States, 
represented by Maj. J. G. Galbraith, Inspector-General United States 
Army, in October, 1906: Provided, That except as to the said 2-acre 


| tract in the northeast corner of the reservation, which may be used for 
n 


the storage of cars, engines, etc., the right of way here authorized 
to be granted shall be used for main and passing track purposes only. 
and not for the storage of cars, enzines, ete., thereon; and that the 
occupation and use of any land within the reservation shall be su)- 
ject to such restrictions as the Secretary of War may prescribe to 
protect the interests of the United States and for the maintenance of 
good order and discipline on said military reservation. 


And to amend the title so as to read: “An act granting cer- 
tain rights of way and providing for certain exchanges of the 
same.” 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask if this is another one of the omni- 
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bus bills? I understand that it relates to reservations in Utah 
and New York, at least. I ask if any other States are affected? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Both bills have passed the Senate. 
One was introduced by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Derew] and the other by myself. They were simply combined 
in the other House to save time. They are both bills that have 
passed the Senate in precisely the terms in which they have 
passed the House. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator from Texas that 
both of them provide for rights of way across military reserva- 
tions to accommodate the United States and the railroads 
jointly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But they are two bills on entirely dif- 
ferent subjects in two different States. 

Mr. WARREN. They are on the same subject, but affect 
reservations in two different States, as the Senator says. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I feel somewhat, as stated by the Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. Carrer] and the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Cray], that we ought to call a halt on the passage of these 
general bills in omnibus form, but, under the circumstances, 
I will not do so in this particular case. 

Mr. CLAY. I will ask if these are House bills that have 
come to the Senate? 

Mr. CULBERSON. They are Senate bills. 

Mr. CLAY. I thought they were House bills that had passed 
the House, which had come to the Senate, and had not been 
referred to any committee. My understanding is that we are 
simply taking up House bills with a view of passing them with- 
out referring them to a committee at all. I object, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. WARREN. That is not the case. They are Senate bills 
that passed here separately, were joined together in the House, 
and came back here. 

Mr. CLAY. Nevertheless the measure that we are now con- 
sidering is a House measure. It may be true that separate and | 
distinct bills passed the Senate and went to the House and | 
were joined in one general bill, but when that general bill comes 
back to the Senate and is placed before the Senate it is a House 
measure for our consideration and ought to be referred to a 
committee for its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

DISPOSAL OF SOLDIERS’ CLOTHING, ETC. 

Mr. WARREN. I am instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 19462) to 
amend section 5438 of the Revised Statutes, to report it favor- 
ably without amendment. It is a short bill, and I ask for ‘ 


CC 


present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5438 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: | 

“Sec. 5438. Every person who makes or causes to be made, or | 
presents or causes to be presented, for payment or approval, to or by 
any person or officer in the civil, military, or naval service of the | 
United States, any claim upon or against the Government of the | 
United States, or any department or officer thereof, knowing such | 
claim to be false, fictitious, or fraudulent, or who, for the purpose of | 
obtaining or aiding to obtain the payment or approval of such claim, | 
makes, uses, or causes to be made or used, any false bill, receipt, | 
voucher, roll, account, claim, certificate, affidavit, or deposition, know- 
ing the same to contain any fraudulent or fictitious statement or entry, 
or who enters into any agreement, combination, or conspiracy to de- 
fraud the Government of the United States, or any department or offi- 
cer thereof, by obtaining or aiding to obtain the payment or allowance 
of any false or fraudulent claim, or who, having charge, possession, | 
custody, or control of any money or other public property used or to be | 
used in the military or naval service, who with intent to defraud the | 
United States or willfully to conceal such money or other property, 
delivers or causes to be delivered, to any person having authority to | 
receive the same, any amount of such money or other property less 
than that for which he received a certificate or took a receipt, and 
every person authorized to make or deliver any certificate, voucher, | 
receipt, or other paper certifying the receipt of arms, ammunition, 
provisions, clothing, or other property so used or to be used, who 
inakes or delivers the same to any other person without a full knowl- 
edge of the truth of the facts stated therein, and with intent to de- | 
fraud the United States, shall be imprisoned at hard labor for not 
more than five years, or fined not more than $5,0004 and every person | 
who knowingly purchases or receives in pledge for any obligation or | 
indebtedness from any soldier, officer, sailor, or other person called 
into or employed in the military or naval service any arms, equipments, 
ammunition, clothes, military stores, or other public property, whether 
furnished to the soldier under a ciothing allowance or otherwise, | 
such soldier, sailor, officer, or other person not having the lawful right | 
to pledge or sell the same, shall be punished by imprisonment for not 
more than two years and by a fine not exceeding $500.” 


Mr, CULBERSON. Mr. President, from what committee does 
the bill come? 


oa VICE-PRESIDENT. From the Committee on Military 
ara, 


‘ . CULBERSON. It is an amendment of what section of | 
1 law? 


Mr. WARREN, The bill changes the Revised Statutes re- 





garding the selling by soldiers of clothing and other supplies. 
The changes are for two purposes. As the law stands, it is 
rather severe, 

If a soldier sells any part of his clothing, he goes to jail for 
a year or pays a fine of a thousand dollars. There is no dis- 
cretion. The consequence is that with smaller matters the jury 
is liable to find a verdict of not guilty because of the excessive 
punishment. The proposed measure leaves it to the discretion 
of the court to fix punishments and fines less than the maxi- 
mum, the maximum being fixed by law. 

Again, it has been decided by a court in one instance lately 
that clothing, blankets, and so forth, even when marked with 
the name or brand of the United States, are a part of the al- 
lowance of the soldier, and therefore he has a right to sell 
them. The clothing to soldiers is issued upon the old price 
schedule, notwithstanding it now often costs the United States 
50 or 75 or 100 per cent more than the price at which it is 
issued. Thus the clothing, and so forth, is more really the 
property of the United States. 

This bill seeks to make—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the Senator to say that 
the court has decided that the clothing belongs to the soldier, 
and that it is not a crime for him to sell it. Is it the purpose 
of this bill to make it a crime for the soldier to sell his own 
goods? 

Mr. WARREN. Not exactly as the Senator puts it. A sol- 
dier is allowed certain blankets and certain clothing allow- 
ances, which must last him a certain time. If he sells it to 
a junk shop or some other place for illicit purposes, he might 
not be amenable to the law under the late construction. This 
simply makes the old law applicable as it was applied up to 
the late decision of the court, except that it gives a discretion 
to the court as to the amount of the penalty or the time he 
shall be imprisoned up to the legal maximum. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think this offense is most too refined, 
and I am rather inclined to object. 

Mr. WARREN. I have no object in pushing this matter. 
The bill can go to the Calendar. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I repeat 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that a colleague 
of his in the House of Representatives from Texas [Mr. Stay- 
DEN], of the Committee on Military Affairs, was very anxious to 
have the bill reported to-day and passed. It is a matter of 
general interest. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire before the Senator from Wyoming 
resumes his seat to suggest that the penal code, which we have 
already passed in this body and which is under consideration 
elsewhere, covers this question, and it abolishes minimum fines 
and punishments. So it is always left to the discretion of the 
court. 

Mr. WARREN. Would that apply to these specific cases? 
The bill the Senator mentions has not yet passed the Howse, 

Mr. HEYBURN. It would apply in these specific cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The bill will 
go to the Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent that a letter with 
reference to the bill from the Acting Secretary of War may 
be spread in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 





WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 1, 1908. 
Hon. J. A. T. HULL, 

Chairman Committee on Military Affaires, 
HHouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Srr: I have the honor to return herewith House bill No. 19462, en- 
titled “A bill to amend section 5438 of the Revised Statutes.”’ The bill 
is a reenactment of section 5438, Revised Statutes, which itself embod- 
ies the substantial requirements of sections 1 and 3 of the act of March 
2, 1863 (12 Stat. L., 696, 698). 

The modification above referred to has been suggested with a view 
to facilitate the proseeution of persons who uniawfully engage in the 
purchase of soldiers’ uniform clothing by removing a doubt as to the 
ownership of the clothing so purchased. This purpose ha 
plished by the addition, in lines 6 and 7, page 3, of the wor 
furnished to the soldier under a clothing allowance or otherwi 

In recent years the value of the several! articles of clothing which 
are issued to enlisted men has been increased, both in respect to the 
cost and quality of the material which enters into their manufacture, 
and a considerable annual loss has resulted to the Quartermaster’s 
Department in the money value of the articles thus illicitly disposed of. 

The original penalty, which was enacted during the period of the 
civil war, was unusually severe, and it has been found diffc 


en accom- 
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a conviction in cases in which the fact of an illicit purchase has been 
reasonably established. For that reason the ar ded ction vests a 
very considerable discretion in the court in imposing the penalty for a 


violation of the section. 
As modified in committee, I commend the bill to the favorable con- 
sideration of Congress. 
Very respectfully, Rosert SHAW OLIVER, 


Acting Secretary of War. 
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CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. DICK. I ask that we may dispose of the resolution which 
was pending when the Senate adjourned last night. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the resclution submitted by Mr. TeLtter May 26, 1908, 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to have stated and 
audited in the office of the Auditor for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment the salary accounts of former postmasters who served at 
post-offices in the various States and Territories of the United 
States in terms between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Dick] 
offered an amendment in the nature of a substitute to the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TettEer]. To that the 
Senator from Montana [Mr,. Carrer] proposed an amendment. 
The Senator from Ohio accepted the amendment of the Senator 
from Montana, and the Senator from Colorado accepted the 
amendment thus modified. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 41 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, May 28, 1908, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 27, 1908. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
Corps of Engineers. 

Second Lieut. Carlos J. Stolbrand, Corps of Engineers, to be 

first lieutenant from May 8, 1908, vice Peek, promoted. 
POSTM ASTERS, 
DELAWARE. 

George W. Vantine to be postmaster at New Castle, New 
Castle County, Del., in place of John G. King. Incumbent’s 
commission expired March 16, 1908. 

NEBRASKA. 

Joseph F. Hejtmanek to be postmaster at Dodge, Dodge 

County, Nebr. Office became Presidential January 1, 1908. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 

Evander Mec. Moore to be postmaster at Burgaw, Pender 

County, N. C., in place of Robert M. Croom, deceased. 
OHIO. 

Sherwood Blamer to be postmaster at Johnstown, Licking 
County, Ohio, in place of Sherwood Blamer. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expired March 3, 1907. 

WITHDRAWAL. 
Exrccutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 27, 1908. 


A. H. Paddison to be postmaster at Burgaw, in the State of 
North Carolina. 





CONFIRMATIONS, 
Exrccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 27, 1908. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
George H. Charlton, of Colorado, at Durango, Colo, 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Second Lieut. Carlos J. Stolbrand, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from May 8, 1908, vice Peek, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS, 

ARKANSAS. 

J. E. Woodson, at Hope, Hempstead County, Ark. 

DELAWARE. 
George W. Vantine, at New Castle, Newcastle County, Del. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Sidney M. Jordan, at Louisville, Winston County, Miss. 
William D. McClellan, at McHenry, Harrison County, Miss. 
MISSOURI. 

George E. Muns, at Montgomery City, Montgomery County, 
Mo. 


NEBRASKA. 
Joseph F, Hejtmanek, at Dodge, Dodge County, Nebr. 
RHODE ISLAND. 


Charlies L. Abbott, at Phillipsdale, Providence County, R. I, 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
| 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepnespay, May 27, 1908. 


[Continuation of legislative day of Tuesday, May 12, 1908.] 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker at 11 o’clock a. m. 


MARK OF RESPECT TO EX-VICE-PRESIDENT CLINTON. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a request for 
unanimous consent. I understand the procession has just left 
the cemetery with the remains of George Clinton, former Vice- 
President of the United States, and first governor of New York 
under the constitution of that State. It will in a very few mo- 
ments pass the Capitol on its way to the depot with his remains, 
which are to be taken to Kingston for reinterment there. I ask 
unanimous consent that for the fifteen minutes, say, that the 
procession is passing the Capitol that the House be in recess. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


OMNIBUS INDIAN BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port on the bill H. R. 21735. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up the 
conference report on the bill, the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 21735) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 


issue patents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now 
existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes. 


The conference report was read as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT, 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
21735) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue pat- 
ents in fee to purchasers of Indian lands under any law now 
existing or hereafter enacted, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 9, 
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 32, 38, 39, 40, 41. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 21, 23, 24, 25, 28, 
29, 30, 31, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out insert the following: 

“That when any Indian who has heretofore received, or who 
may hereafter receive, an allotment of land dies before the ex- 
piration of the trust period, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
ascertain the legal heirs of such Indian, and if satisfied of their 
ability to manage their own affairs shall cause to be issued in 
their names a patent in fee simple for said lands; but if he 
finds them incapable of managing their own affairs, the land 
may be sold as hereinbefore provided: Provided, That the pro- 
ceeds derived from all sales hereunder shall be used, during the 
trust period, for the benefit of the allottee, or heir, so dis- 
posing of his interest, under the supervision of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs: And provided further, That upon the 
approval of any sale hereunder by the Secretary of the Interior 
he shall cause a patent in fee to issue in the name of the pur- 
chaser for the lands so sold: And provided further, That noth- 
ing in section 1 herein contained shall apply to the States of 
Minnesota and South Dakota.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out, insert the following: 

“Provided, however, That the Cherokee Nation shall have the 
right to protest against the payment of any claim to any such 
person or persons, and upon the protest being filed by or on 
behalf of the Cherokee Nation the claim of any such person 
| or persons shall be referred to the Court of Claims, and said 
| court is given full jurisdiction to hear and determine the same. : 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its 
| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15%, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In line 11 of the proposed amendment, after the word “ lands,” 
insert “and place the proceeds derived therefrom.” 

In line 12, after the word “ Nation,” change the comma to a 
semicolon and insert the words “ Provided, That.” 
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In line 13 strike out the word “to” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ shall.” 

In line 15, after the word “ Provided,” insert the word “ fur- 
ther.” 

In line 19 strike out the words “charged to the Cherokee 
Nation and.” 

Change the number of the section from 12 to 13. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
first line of the proposed amendment change the number from 
13 to 14; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
10 of the proposed amendment, after the word “ Oklahoma,” 
strike out the balance of the paragraph, ending with the word 
“ respectively ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recece from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of the proposed amendment, after the words “containing ten 
acres, more or less,” add the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to issue patents in fee to ‘the Bureau of Catholic In- 
dian Missions,’ organized under an act of the assembly of Mary- 
land, entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Bureau of Catholic In- 
dian Missions,’ approved April 6, 1894, for the lands set apart to 
the Catholic Church on the White Earth and Red Lake Indian 
Reservations, in the State of Minnesota, as follows: 

“On the White Earth Indian Reservation at or near White 
Earth: The southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of sec- 
tion twenty-six, township one hundred and forty-two north, 
range forty-one west of the fifth principal meridian, containing 
forty acres, more or legs; also the northwest quarter of the 
northwest quarter and lots two, three, and four of section 
thirty-five, township one hundred and forty-two north, range 
forty-one west of the fifth principal meridian, containing one 
hundred and thirty-one and seventy-five hundredths acres, more 
or less; also the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of 
section thirty-four, township one hundred and forty-two north, 
range forty-one west of the fifth principal meridian, contain- 
ing forty acres, more or less; also the southeast quarter of the 
southeast quarter of section twenty-seven, township one hun- 
dred and forty-two north, range forty-one west of the fifth prin- 
cipal meridian, containing forty acres, more or less. 

“On the White lNirth Indian Reservation, at or near Pembina 
Settlement: The southeast quarter of the northwest quarter and 
the northeast quarter of the southwest quarter of section ten, 
township one hundred and forty-four north, range forty-two 
west of the fifth principal meridian, containing eighty acres, 
more or less. 

“On the White Earth Indian Reservation, at or near Rice 
River: Lots one, two, and twelve of section seven, township 
one hundred and forty-four north, range forty west of the fifth 
principal meridian, containing ninety-five and ninety hun- 
dredths acres, more or less, 

“On the Red Lake Indian Reservation, at or near Red Lake: 
Lots two and three of section twenty, and the west half of the 
northeast quarter and the east half of the northwest quarter of 
section twenty-nine, township one hundred and fifty-one north, 
range thirty-four west of the fifth principal meridian, contain- 
ing two hundred and forty-five and forty hundredths acres, 
more or less.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
45 of the proposed amendment, after the word “seven,” place 
the words “ Thirty-fourth Statutes at Large, pages one thousand 
and fifteen to one thousand and eighteen,” in parentheses. 

At the end of the proposed amendment, after the word 
“lands,” add the following: 

“That this grant is made upon the condition that payment 
therefor shall be made within two years from the date of the 
approval of this act; that as to any land not paid for within 
that time the grant shall be void, and that said State shall not 
convey or lease, or agree to convey or lease, any of said land 
or any interest therein within ten years from the date of such 
approval. Any such conveyance, lease, or agreement shall cause 
the land affected thereby to vest in the United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, 
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Strike 
out all the proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“Sec. 26. That the Coyrt of Claims is hereby authorized to 
consider and adjudicate and render judgment as law and equity 
may require in the matter of the claim of Clarence WY. Turner, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


of Muskogee, Okla., against the Creek Nation, for the de- 
struction of personal property and the value of the loss of the 
pasture of the said Turner, or his assigns, by the action of any 
of the responsible Creek authorities, or with their cognizance 
and acquiescence, either party to said cause in the Court of 
Claims to have the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Change the 
number of the section from 2S to 27, and in line 16 of the pro- 
posed amendment, after the word “ deceased,” insert the follow- 
ing: 

“ Provided, That the evidence of the intervenors shall be im- 
mediately submitted: And provided further, That the lands 
allotted to the said Mississippi Choctaws are hereby declared 
subject to a lien to the extent of the claims of the said Winton 
and of the other plaintiffs authorized by Congress to sue the 
said defendants, subject to the final judgment of the Court of 
Claims in the said case.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Change the 
number of the section from 29 to 28; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Change the 
number of the section from 30 to 29; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Change the 
number of the section from 31 to 30. At the end of the pro- 
posed amendment, after the word “repealed,’ add the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and di- 
rected to turn over to the treasurers of the cities of Lawton, 
Hobart, and Anadarko the unexpended balance of the pro- 


| ceeds arising from the sale of town lots in said cities here- 


tofore appropriated and set apart for public improvements in 
such cities by the act of March third, nineteen hundred and 
one, and the acts of June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and two, 
and March fourteenth, nineteen hundred and six.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
C. L. KNAPP, 
JOHN H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Moses E. CLAPP, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
T. H. PAYNTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement is as follows: 


STATEMENT, 
99 


From amendments Nos. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 32, 
38, 39, 40, and 41 the Senate recedes, leaving the bill in these 
various particulars in the form in which it passed the House. 

The House recedes from amendments Nos. 1, 2, and 3, and from 
amendment No. 4 with amendments. All these amendments are 
to section 1 of the House bill. The section relates to the dis- 
posal of the interest in inherited lands of Indians, and the 
amendments which are covered by the conference report ex- 
tend its exceptions from the territory within the State of Okla- 
homa, which was formerly Indian Territory, to the entire State 
of Oklahoma, and also extend exceptions to the States of Min- 
nesota and South Dakota. The amendments further strike 
from the section the provision that the determination of the 
Secretary of the Interior as to who are the legal heirs of de- 
ceased Indians shall be conclusive, and also strikes from the 
section the provision that the issuance of a patent by the Sec- 
retary direct to a purchaser shall not of itself operate as a 
cancellation of any prior patent issued therefor. 

Section 2 as passed by the House permits certain claimants 
to prosecute their claims for supplies alleged to have been pur- 
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chased by the Menominee Indians against said tribe, and 
amendment No. 5 adds the name of one claimant. 
Amendments 6 and 7 are purely phraseological. 


Amendment No. 183 relates to section 8 of the House bill; 
the provision in reference to the Daniel Red Bird suit, and 
provides that the Cherokee Nation shall have the right to 
contest in the court the claim of any person for payment under 
the Red Bird decision. 

Amendment No. 18 is a new section to the omnibus bill and 
provides for the disposal of a quarter section originally allotted 
to one Julia Lewis, and provides in what manner the proceeds 
arising from the sale of the lands shall be disposed of. The 
amendment agreed to in conference is phraseological and did 
not change the intent of the section. 

Amendment No. 19 is a new section inserted by the Senate 
and provides for a reappraisal of the town of Hartshorne, 
Okla. This section is identical with a House bill which has 
been unanimously reported by the Indian Committee of the 
Tiouse. 

Amendment No. 21 amends the act opening the Flathead In- 
dian Reservation in the State of Montana. This amendment is 
identical with Senate bill 3640 as reported by the House Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. The House committee gave very care- 
ful consideration to this provision and amended the Senate bill 
in some particulars, and this amendment 21 presents the matter 
in precisely the form in which it was reported by the Indian 
Committee, 

Amendment No, 22 authorizes the prosecution of a suit in 
the Court of Claims on the part of Robert B. Belt and another 
against certain Choctaw and Chickasaw freedmen for services 
claimed to haye been rendered to said freedmen under a contract 
made in 1894. As agreed to in conference this section provides 
for a judgment, if any, for the value of the services rendered 
without regard to the fee fixed in the contract. 

Amendment No. 23 provides for the allotment to any living 
Sioux tribe children on the Rosebud Reservation who have not 
heretofore been.allotted, provided there are sufficient unallotted 
lands on said reservation, outside of Tripp County, S. Dak., 
for the purpose. 

Amendment No, 24 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to investigate the allotment made to a Yankton Indian named 
Jondron, and if he finds said allotment to have been erroneously 
made to reallot the lands covered by such allotment to a mem- 
ber or members of the Yankton tribe, 

Amendment No. 25 authorizes the Secretary to allot to minors 
of the Sioux on the Great Sioux Reservation who have not 
heretofore been allotted, provided there is sufficient unallotted 
land belonging to the tribe from which these allotments can be 
made, 

\mendment No. 26 authorizes the issuance of patents to re- 
ligious societies for the jands now oceupied by them upon vari- 
ous reservations in Minnesota, provided such lands are now 
used for religious and educational purposes. To this provision, 
as it passed the Senate, the conferees have agreed to an amend- 
ment which provides further for the issuance of patents to other 
religious societies not covered by the section as it passed the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 27 authorizes the Secretary to convey to 
the State of Minnesota, upon the payment by said State of 
$1.25 an acre therefor, certain lands in said State from which 
the timber has been cut and which is fully described in said 
amendment. 

Amendment No. 28 authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to transfer the sum of $19,694.48, the proceeds of the litiga- 
tion against the Commonwealth Lumber Company, from the 
fund “ Miscellaneous revenues,” upon which it was errone- 
ously entered, to the fund “ Depredations upon public lands.” 

Amendment No. 29 authorizes the extension for one year from 
the approval of this act of the time within which certain re- 
ligious societies were to pay for the lands ceded to them upon 
the Siletz Indian Reservation in Oregon. 

Amendment No. 30 provides for the sale of all the unsold 
lands in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reservation under 
the terms of the act of June 6, 1900. 

Amendment No, 31 provides that so soon as all the allot- 
ments have been made to the Navajo Indians upon the lands 
reserved by Executive order for that purpose so much of such 
reserve lands as have not been needed for such allotments shall 
be restored to the public domain. 

Amendment No. 33 authorizes the Court of Claims to hear 
and render judgment upon the claim of one Turner for alleged 
destruction of personal property of his by the Creek Nation. 
The conferees changed the wording of the section, but did not 
alter the meaning or intent thereof, 
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Amendment No. 34 authorizes William Vernon and others 
to prosecute in the Court of Claims their claim against the 
Mississippi Cheotaws for services alleged to have been rendered 
and disbursements made in behalf of said Mississippi Choctaws. 

Amendment No. 35 authorizes an allotment to an enrolled 
member of the Comanche tribe of Indians who, by error, was 
omitted from allotment when their allotments were made, 

Amendment No. 36 authorizes the payment of moneys de- 
posited by persons who were bidders for lands in the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache Indian Reservation where such bid was 
made as the result of a clerical error or was due to a mistake 
on the part of the bidder. This is simply refunding to indi- 
viduals, who received nothing therefor, the money which they 
deposited with their bids. . 

Amendment No. 87 authorizes the expenditure of 20 per 
cent of the proceeds of the sale of certain lands in Oklahoma 
for the construction of a public building at the city of Lawton, 
in Oklahoma, and also authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to transfer to the treasurers of the cities of Lawton, Hobart, 
and Anadarko the unexpended balance of the proceeds of the 
sale of town lots which it has not been necessary to use in 
making certain public improvements, as heretofore directed by 
Congress. 

JAMES S. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES L. KNAPP, 

JouHn H,. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, my motion is to suspend the 
rules and agree to the conference report. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. On that I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands a sec- 
ond; under the rule a second is ordered. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SuHerMANn] is entitled to twenty minutes; and 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Steruens] is entitled to twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, the conference report 
which is called up covers what is known as the “ omnibus In- 
dian bill.” As it passed the House it contained twelve sections, 
each of which, save one, was either a House or a Senate bill 
which had been unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and no one of which made any charge upon the 
Treasury. The Senate added twenty-odd sections to the bill. 
Some of these were originally bills either of the Senate or 
House which made a charge upon the Treasury. From all 
provisions which make a charge upon the Treasury the Senate 
has receded, and as the report is herein presented it makes no 
charge whatever upon the Treasury of the United States. As 
I said before, all the bills, save one, which went to make up the 
original bill, have been favorably reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. Of the sections added by the 
Senate about one-fourth, whether the bills were Senate or 
House bills, have been favorably reported by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs as separate propositions. As the bill is now pre- 
sented it makes no charge whatever upon the Treasury of the 
United States, and the statement, which has been in the Recorp 
for two or three days, I think, makes a comprehensive expla- 
nation of the various sections which are contained in the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time, : 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speuker, I desire to state to 
the House that there are thirty-two sections in this bill, and 
it is the omnibus Indian bill and is: composed of many inde- 
pendent bills now on the House Calendar. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs had a great many bills before it, and out of that 
number possibly half or more carried appropriations in various 
forms. It was thought best by the political party now in 
charge of this House that no bills carrying appropriations 
and relating to Indian affairs should pass; hence the duty de- 
volved upon the committee to ascertain what bills carrie] no 
appropriation, and we have presented these thirty-two sections, 
which are known as the “ omnibus Indian bill.” Some of these 
bills provided that parties having different kinds of Indian 
claims could go to the Court of Claims for adjudication. Some 
of the bills provide for the disposition of small remnants of 
tracts of lands in different reservations by removing the restric- 
tions from their sale by the Indians. Other sections of the bill 
provide that parties who have erected churches, mission 
schools, and colleges on Indian reservations in different parts 
of the country may have the right to secure from the Govern- 
ment titles to the land upon which their improvements, churches, 
schools, and so forth, have been situated. 

Some of these schools have been running for many years upon 
the common land of the Indians. The founders or promoters 
of these enterprises desire now to have the United States Gov- 
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ernment recognize their rights to the houses, improvements, 
and land on which the improvements are located. This is 
made necessary by reason of the fact that these Indian reserva- 
tion lands have been allotted among the Indians and the In- 
dians have the right to take certain parts of these reservations, 
and this school property is common property; hence the schools 
in the reservations must be segregated and the title given to the 
individuals who have built up the schools, missions, and 
churches. All of these bills have received the earnest consid- 
eration of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and we have unani- 
mously agreed upon the omnibus bill. The bill has been in- 
vestigated by the Department of the Interior and has been care- 
fully gone over by that Department, and there is no objection 
to any of its provisions that I know of. I will now be glad to 
yield time to any other gentleman on the Committee on Indian 
Affairs who desires time to discuss the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for a yote, then, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I fear there is not a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The point is sustained. The Doorkeeper 
will close the doors; the Sergeant-at-Arms will notify absent 
Members. As many as are in favor of agreeing to the confer- 
ence report will, when their names are called, answer “ yea; ” 
as many as are opposed will answer “nay;” those present and 
not voting will answer “ present;” and the Clerk will call the 


roll. 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 253, nays 4, 


answered “ present” 16, not voting 114, as follows: 
YEAS—253. 


Acheson Dixon Howland Parsons 
Adair Douglas Hubbard, W. Va. Patterson 
Adamson Draper Hughes, N. J. Payne 

Aiken Driscoll Hull, Tenn. Pearre 
Alexander, Mo. Durey Humphrey, Wash, Dollard 
Alexander, N. ¥. Dwight James, Ollie M, Porter 
Anthony Ellerbe Johnson, Ky. Pou 
Ashbrook Ellis, Mo. Jones, Va. Pray 

Bannon Ellis, Oreg. Jones, Wash, Prince 
Barchfeld Englebright Kahn Pujo 

Barclay Esch Keifer Rainey 
Bartholdt Fairchild Keliher Randell, Tex. 
Bartlett, Nev. Fassett Kennedy, Iowa Reynolds 
Bates Favrot Kennedy, Ohio Rhinock 
Beale, Pa. Ferris Kipp Richardson 
Beall, Tex, Finile Knapp Riordan 
Bede Floye Kiistermann Roberts 

Bell, Ga. Focht Lafean Robinson 
Bonynge Foss Landis Rodenberg 
Bowers Foster, Ill. Langley Rothermel 
Boyd Foster, Ind. Laning Rucker 
Bradley Foulkrod Law Russell, Mo, 
Brantley Fowler Lee Russell, Tex. 
Brodhead French Lenahan Sabath 
Broussard Gaines, W. Va. Lindbergh Scott 

Brumm Gardner, Mich. Lindsay Sherley 
Burgess Garner Lloyd Sherman 
Burke Garrett Longworth Slayden 
Burleigh Gilhams Loudenslager Smith, Cal. 
Burleson Gill Lovering Smith, lowa 
Burnett Gillespie Lowden Smith, Mich, 
Burton, Del. Gillett McCall Smith, Mo. 
Burton, Ohio Godwin McCreary Snapp 
Butler Gordon McDermott Sparkman 
Byrd Goulden MeGavin Spight 
Calder Graft McGuire Stanley 
Calderhead Graham MeKinlay, Cal. Steenerson 
Campbell Granger McKinley, Il. Stephens, Tex. 
Candler Greene McKinney Sterling 
Capron Gregg McLachlan, Cal. Stevens, Minn. 
Carlin Hackett McLain Sturgiss 
Cary Hlackney McMillan Sulloway 
Caulfield Hale Macon Tawney 
Chaney Hamill Madison Taylor, Ohio 
Chapman Hamilton, Iowa Malby Thistlewood 
Clark, Mo. Hamilton, Mich. Mondell Thomas, N. C, 


Cocks, N. Y. 


Hamlin 


Moon, Tenn, 


Tou Velle 


Cole Hammond Moore, Pa. Underwood 
Cook, Colo. Hardy Moore, Tex. Volstead 
Cooper, Pa. Haskins Morse Waldo 
Cooper, Tex, Hawley Murphy Wanger 
Coudrey Hay Needham Washburn 
Cox, Ind. Hayes Nelson Webb 
Craig Heflin Nicholls Weems 
Crawford Helm Norris Wheeler 
Crumpacker Henry, Tex, Nye Williams 
Currier Hepburn O'Connell Wilson, Ill. 
Cushman Higgins Olcott Wilson, Pa, 
Dalzell Hili, Conn, Olmsted Wood 
Darragh Hinshaw Overstreet Woodyard 
Davidson Hobson Padgett Young 
Davis, Minn, Holliday Page 
Dawson Howell, N. J. Parker, N. J. 
Diekema Howell, Utah Parker, 8. Dak. 
NAYS—4 

Booher Clayton Glass Sulzer 
nan ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—16. 

nsberry De Armond Humphreys, Miss. Mann 
Bennet, N. Y. Flood Lamb 7 Sheppard 
Boutell Haggott Lever Sims 
Cooper, Wis, Houston Madden Talbott 
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NOT VOTING—114. 


Allen Fuller Kitchin, Wm. W. Ransdell, La, 
Ames Fulton Knopf Rauch 
Andrus Gaines, Tenn. Knowland Reeder 
Bartlett, Ga, Gardner, Mass. Lamar, Fla, Reid 
Bennett, Ky. Gardner, N. J. Lamar, Mo, Ryan 
Bingham Goebel Lassiter Saunders 
Birdsall Goldfogle Lawrence Shackleford 
Brownlow Griggs Leake Sherwood 
Brundidge Gronna Legare Slemp 
Caldwell Hall Lewis Small 
Carter Harding Lilley Smith, Tex. 
Clark, Fla, Hardwick Littlefield Southwick 
Cockran Harrison Livingston Sperry 
Conner Haugen Lorimer Stafford 
Cook, Pa. Henry, Conn. Loud ‘ Taylor, Ala. 
Cousins Hill, Miss. McHenry Thomas, Ohio 
Cravens Hitchcock McLaughlin, Mich.Tirrell 
Davenport Howard MeMorran Townsend 
Davey, La, Hubbard, Iowa Marshall Vreeland 
Dawes tuff Maynard Wallace 
Denby Hughes, W.Va. Miller Watkins 
Denver Hull, Iowa Moon, Pa, Watson 
Dunwell Jackson Mouser Weeks 
Edwards, Ga, James, Addison D. Mudd Weisse 
Edwards, Ky. Jenkins Murdock Wiley 
Fitzgerald Johnson, 8. C, Perkins Willett 
Fordney Kimball Peters Wolt 
Fornes Kinkaid Powers 

Foster, Vt. Kitchin, Claude Pratt 


RECESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that we now take the 
recess ordered a little time ago, as the procession is just reach- 
ing the Capitol. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the announcement of 
the pairs will be deferred, and the House will be in recess for 
fifteen minutes. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 33 minutes a. m.) the House 
took a recess until 11 o’clock and 48 minutes a. m. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For the remainder of this session: 

Mr. Bovurett with Mr. Grices. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. SUEPPARD, 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. Froop. 

Mr. Dawes with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

Mr. CoNNER with Mr. Jonnson of South Carolina, 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Lamp. 

Mr. ANpbrus with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Densy with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. Hueues of West Virginia with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. De ARMOND. 

Mr. ForpNey with Mr. DENVER. 

Mr. BENNET of New York with Mr. FornNes. 

Mr. GarpNER of Massachusetts with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. FULTON, 

Mr. LaTrcerrerp with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. Gorset with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee, 

Mr. Loup with Mr. GoLpFoare, 

Mr. Hatt with Mr. Harrison, 

Mr. Havucen with Mr. Hitz of Mississippi. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. HircHcocr, 

Mr. Hvupparp of Iowa with Mr. Houston, 

Mr. Hutt of Iowa with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. Appison D. JAmMes with Mr. KIMBALL. 

Mr. Kinxarw with Mr. Wirttam W. KITCHIN. 

Mr. KNOWLAND with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. LEAKE. 

Mr. McLaAvueuuin of Michigan with Mr. LEGARE, 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. MarsHatt with Mr. McHENry. 

Mr. Mirrer with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ranspetr of Louisiana, 

Mr. Murpock with Mr. Ravuc#. 

Mr. Perxins with Mr. Rem. 

Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. CLraupDE KITcHIN, 

Mr. Reever with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. Stemp with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. SoutHwick with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Smira of Texas, 

Mr. Weeks with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Gronna with Mr. WATKINS, 

Mr. Coox of Pennsylvania with Mr. WILey. 

Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. WILLET?Y, 

Mr. Jackson with Mr. WoLr. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. CRAvENs. 

Mr. Lorrmer with Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi. 

Mr. Ames with Mr. Barttett of Georgia. 

Mr. LANDIs with Mr. Drxon. 

Mr. Mouser with Mr. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. BrowNtow with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 
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Mr. MAnn with Mr. Sirs. 
Mr. Mappven with Mr. Harpwicx. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr, LivinesTon, 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Pratt. 
Ir. LIARDING with Mr. Perers. 
ir. Biepsatn, with Mr Lamar of Missouri, 

Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. Lamar of Florida, 

Mr. Fu_ter with Mr. ANSBERRY, 

Mr. KNapep with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. TALsort. 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 253, the nays are 
4, answering “present”? 16—a quorum present. The conference 
report is agreed to. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

RAILROADS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the House agree to the following resolution which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 408. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
requested, if not incompatible with the public interest, to inform the 
House how many preliminary surveys and definite locations of rail- 
roads have been made in Alaska under the act of May 14, 1898, since 
the date of the approval of said act; by what individuals or corpora- 
tions such preliminary surveys and definite locations have been filed, 
and the dates of filing; in the case of corporations, the State or Ter- 
ritory under the Jaws of which they are organized; the names of offi- 
cers, directors, and stockholders in such corporations, so far as they 
are known or can be learned; the routes along which such individuals 
or corporations propose to build railroads, indicating such routes by 
outline maps when possible; the progress made by such individuals and 
corporations in actual constfuction and operation, and the amount or 
amounts so far expended in surveys, preliminary work, and actual 
construction and operation, including wharves and docks; whether or 
not the officers, directors, or stockholders of such corporations appear, 
from the records of the Department, to be patentees or locators of min- 
eral or coal lands in Alaska, and if so, to what extent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, do I understand that | 
objection is made? 

The SPHAKER, The gentleman from Alabama objects. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the | 
gentleman to withhold his objection for a moment. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will withhold the objection for a moment. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Possibly some explanation of 
the resolution may induce the gentleman to withdraw his ob- 
jection. Mr. Speaker, it simply asks the Secretary of the In- 
terlor to give the House information in relation to the progress 
of the construction of railroads in Alaska. There is nothing | 
more important to Alaska than the construction of railroads. 
Some time ago the President advised governmental aid in the 
construction of railroads in Alaska. “So far, however, the Com- 
mittee on Territories, after hearings covering something like 
six years, have not been willing to agree to governmental aid, 
and this resolution proposes that the House shall be informed 
as to what railroads have been projected and constructed, who 
the stockholders are, and what the various interests are there. 
‘That is all there is to it—so that the House may be informed. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I object, but I shall withdraw 
my objection if the gentleman on that side will permit me to 
take up that agricultural bill and pass it, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from | 
Michigan, 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr, Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the resolution. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, 
to see if we can not patch up a truce. [Laughter.] 

The SPBAKBER. Under the rule, a second is ordered. The 
gentleman from Michigan is entitled to twenty minutes and 
the gentleman from Missouri to twenty minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have | 
the attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAyYNr] 
for a minute. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hamiiton] 
has a little resolution here that he wants to go through. Now, 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrin] objects to unani- 
consent because the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] objected to a very small thing here yesterday which 
the gentleman from Alabama wanted. If the gentleman from 
York will withdraw his objection, the gentleman from 
Alabama will withdraw his objection, and both things will go 
through. 

Mr. PAYNE. But I have not made any objection at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But the gentleman did on yes- 
terday. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I object to any bargains of that kind. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Very well, let it go on then. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan is entitled 
to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Missouri to twenty 
minutes, 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection 
to this resolution passing. Whenever a Republican wants any 
information on any legitimate suject under the heavens I am 
in favor of giving it to him. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. But this is for Democrats 
also. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
need it yourselves, 
time. 

Mr. HEFLIN. 
me five minutes, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
utes, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I want again to call the atten- 
tion of this House and of the country to a bill that is unani- 
mously reperted by the Committee on Agriculture, which seeks 
to safeguard the matter of agricultural statistics—— 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, I shall be obliged 
te request that the gentleman confine himself to the resolution 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Alabama will proceed 
in order. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, what I was about to say was 
that the bill is unanimously reported, and that it is now on the 
Calendar. I can not get any action on it because the Repub- 
lican side objects to its consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, it is simply an outrage that this Republican 
House will not allow this bill to become a law. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Here is an opportunity to show the farmers 
of the country that you believe in securing the truth regarding 
crop reports and in protecting those reports from those who 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve my 


No; we already have it, and you 
Therefore I do not want to consume any 


Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to give 


T will give the gentleman five min- 


_gamble in food products and staple commodities. Now, the gam- 
| bling exchanges can go to an employee of the Government and if 


they can find one willing to sell the statistical information de- 
sired they are at liberty to do it, and there is no law to punish 
anyone for the offense. Why are you not willing to pass the 
legislation that will forever prevent the repetition of the Holmes 
scandal? Why are you not willing to grant to the producers of 
America the protection that they ask for in my bill? They sim- 
ply request you to make it a penalty for a Government officer to 
issue false statistics or to otherwise dispose of statistics other 
than the way the law now prescribes in the way of publication 
at stated times. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that a few years agv a 
man by the name of Holmes, in the Crop Statistical Depart- 
ment, sold statistical information to one Theodore Price, a cot- 
ton gambler of New York. Holmes was tried in the court here 
and acquitted, because there was no law cvvering his offense. 
We are still without a law on the subject, and I want to ask 
you if it is your fixed purpose to leave these crop statistics 
always at the mercy of the speculators? [Applause on Demo- 
cratie side.] 

Mr. Speaker, my bill is in the interest of honest service. It 
is for the express purpose of securing honest service and to 
punish any officer of the Government who, like Holmes, dares 
to sell crop statistics to the enemies of crop producers. [I want 
to serve notice on you Republicans, now, that you are going to 
be called on to explain your unjust attitude toward this meas- 
ure. You must tell the farmer why you refuse to place safe- 
guards around agricultural statistics. You must tell him why 
you wanted it left as it was when Holmes not only sold statis- 
tical information to Price in New York, but when he changed 
the report about to be published and made it conform to the 
suggestions of Price—made the report speak a lie. For this 
piece of raseality Price paid $40,000. Not only that, Mr. 
Speaker, there is now a man in Europe who was made rich by 
the speculation that followed the false report that Price paid 
Holmes to make. His name is Hyde. 

Mr. Speaker, it is true that the objection to the passage of 
my bill was made by the gentleman from New York, the Re- 
publican floor leader [Mr. Payne]. But, sir, I was pained to 
see that not a single Member on that side would rise in his 
place and ask him to withdraw his objection and allow the bill 
to pass. There are some clever Republicans here, but, sir, you 
have lost your courage in miserable submission to your floor 
leader’s will. When the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] takes a position, you dare not oppose him. No delib- 


erative body on earth was ever afflicted with such an utter dis- 
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regard of the people's will as that side of the House displays 
here day after day. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make: the point of order that the 
gentleman is not speaking to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama will suspend. 
The point of order is made that the gentleman is not addressing 
his remarks to the matter pending before the House, and the 
Chair sustains the point of order: 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, since the Chair sustains the 
point of order of the gentleman from New York, I think the 
country will understand the Republican party’s attitude on this 
question. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wintams]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not need over three minutes, Mr. 
Speaker. I want to say that whenever a Republican House 
finds it neceseary or advisable, in its opinion, to inquire into 
the workings of a Republican Department, that there will be 
no objection upon the part of the Democratic minority-—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man is out of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, I am not out of order. 

The SPEAKBR. The Chair is not prepared to sustain the 
point of order on this. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Spenker, I am not out of order. A 
motion of that deseription to obtain for the benefit of the 
Members of the House of Representatives a knowledge of the 
iiodus operandi of Republican executive departments—— 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit 
an interruption? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. My friend from Mississippi is 
quite in error as to: the scope of the resolution. It is not in- 
tended to investigate the Department of the Interior: It is 
intended to enable the Secretary ef the Interior to report to 
the House as to railroads in Alaska. That is quite another 
thing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand, 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. And does not bear the gentle- 
man’s construction. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand, Mr. Speaker; but by re- 
porting the operations of railroads in Alaska the country and 
the House will get some knowledge of the manner in which the 
Department has hitherto been permitting railroads to. be con- 
structed and conducted in Alaska, and we will be glad to have 
that information. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


STATUE TO JOHN WITHERSPOON, 


Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and put Senate joint resolution No. 6 upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Dlinois moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the following Senate joint resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (S. R. 6) direeting the selection of a site and the erec- 


tion of a pedestal for a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor 
of John Witherspoon. 


Resolwed, etc., That the chairman of the Committee on the Li- 
brary of the Senate, the chairman of the Committee om the Library 
of the House of Representatives, the Secretary of War, and the chair- 
man of the Witherspoon Memorial Association are hereby created a 
commission to select and prepare a site on property belonging to the 
United States in the city of Washington, other than the grounds 
of the Capitol or Library of Congress, and erect thereon a suitable 
ae me for a statue in bronze of John Witherspoon, a signer of the 


Jeclaration of Independence, to be provided by the Witherspoon Me- 
morial Association, 


Sec. 2. That for the preparation of the site so selected and the erec- 
tion of the pedestal the sum of , or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That the design for said statue 
shall be approved by the commission herein created. 

‘The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lllineis is entitled to 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi to twenty 
minutes, 

Mr. McKINLEY of Bilinois. Mr. Speaker, this is a resolution 
passed by the Senate providing for a site for a monument in 
honor of John Witherspoon, A fund of $20,000 for the monu- 
ment has been raised by subscription. The joint resolution 
simply provides for a site on Connecticut avenue in front of 
the Church of the Covenant and for $4,000 to prepare a founda- 
tion. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker; I demanded a second upon 
this bill im order that Ek might make a few remarks in favor of 





its passage. Among.the cohorts of stalwart men who furnished 
the material out of which the signers of the Declaration of In- 
dependence, the framers of the Constitution, and the heroes of 
the war of the Revolution were composed, there was not one of 
them who steed any higher im intelligence, in genuine man- 
hood, in politieal integrity than John Witherspoon. He not 
only did much for America himself, but as a preacher of the 
Presbyterian Church, as a teacher in one of the great Ameri- 
can institutions of learning—one of the greatest at that day— 
he taught much to others; many of our wisest men sat at his 
feet as Paul sat at the feet of Gamaliel, and learned lessons of 
political wisdom, lessons. of liberty, and lessons of local self- 
government. I am more than glad to see this resolution, to ap- 
propriate for a pedestal, that his friends may erect a monument 
to him, pass. I am especially glad to see it pass by a House 
with a majority of Republicans, whose policies John Wither- 
spoon, if alive, would be far from capable of understanding as 
American policies. 

It is a good thing to see the party of Federal usurpations 
passing a bill to erect a monument to John Witherspoon, and 
I hope that to-day there will be upon the roll call an unani- 
mous “aye” vote in favor of this well-deserved memorial to 
the honor of this great patriot. 

Then I have, in addition to the public reasons I have given, 
another reason for voting for the bill. It was brought to the 
attention of my wife, who is one of the relatives of John 
Witherspoon. I received domestic instructions that the monu- 
ment for John Witherspoon should pass the House of Represen- 
tatives. I promised not only to support it, but by an “aye” 
vote on @ roll eall. [Laughter.] 

With those few remarks, unless somebody else wants time in 
favor of the resojution, I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. McKINLEY of MDlinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Tuomas]. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, it is unneces- 
sary to add & single werd to the tributes which have already 
been paid by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKrinury] and 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] to John Wither- 
spoon. 

As I am a member of the House Committee on the Library, 


| which reported this joint resolution, and voted for it in eom- 


mittee, I wish to say here that I am heartily in favor of its 
passage. John Witherspoon has many descendants, not only in 
New Jersey, but in North Carolina and South Carolina, and it 
is eminently fitting that this monument should be erected, not 
only to one who was a signer of the Declaration of American 
Independence, but to a man who occupied such a prominent 
place in the country’s history. 

Educator, president of the College of New Jersey at Prince- 
ton, author, Presbyterian minister, and statesman, he gained 
great fame by his eminent talents and masterful activity. No 
man was more resolute in the eause of liberty. He was not only 
a member of the New Jersey convention which met to frame a 
constitution, but a Member of the Continental Congress, “in 
which he was prompt to sign the Declaration of Independence, 
displaying but little patience with delays and half measures.” 
He insisted, it is said, “that the colonies were not only ripe 
for independence, but that he would rather be hanged than de- 
sert his eeuntry’s cause. I hope the resolution will pass unani- 
mously. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Library 
were very glad to report a bill for a site and pedestal for a 
memorial to a man whose fame retains sufficient vitality a 
hundred years after his death to lead to public subscriptions 
for the erection of a statue. This does not require any expendi- 
ture by the Government except simply that necessary to furnish 
the pedestal. 

We were glad for another reason to report this bill. The 
city of Washington to-day, on account of the numerous statues 
of men on horseback, looks like a cavalry encampment. If this 
bill passes, there will be a statue of a man who was a minister 
of the gospel, the only minister, I believe, who signed the 
Declaration of Independence. John Witherspoon was an emi- 
nent president ef Princeton College, a Member of the Continental 
Congress throughout the entire period of the Revolutionary 
war, and he rendered his country great and notable service. He 
was a man of peace, as my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BaArRTHOEDT] says, and we should be gratified, indeed, to have 
appear upon one of the squares of the capital the statue of 
such a figure. [Appliause. | 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, in order to save the time of 
the House I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were. ordered. 
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“present” 10, not voting 131, as follows: 


Acheson 

Adair 

Adamson 

Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
sarclay 
Barthoidt 
sSartlett, Nev. 
Bates 
Seall, 
Bede 
Bell, Ga. 
Bonynge 
Booher 
Boutell 
Lowers 
Boyd 
Bradley 
Brodhead 
Broussard 
Burke 
Burnett 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler 

Byrd 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Cary 
Caulfield 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cocks, N. Y¥. 
Colé 
( 
< 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


Tex. 


‘ooper, Pa. 
‘“ooper, Tex, 
‘ooper, Wis. 
‘“oudrey 

‘ox, Ind. 
‘raig 
‘rawford 
‘rurmpacker 
“urrier 
‘ushman 
Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davenport 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Denby 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Brundidge 
Flood 


Allen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Bannon 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beale, Pa. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Birdsall 
Brantley . 
Brownlow 
Brumm 
Burgess 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Calder 
Caldwell 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla, 
Conner 
Cook, Colo. 
Cook, Pa. 
Cousins 
Cravens 
Davey, La. 
Dawes 
Denver 
Dunwell 
Edwards, Ga. 
Fordney 
Fornes 
Foster, Vt. 


So the rules were suspended, and the joint resolution was 
passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BurieicH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. Witson of Illinois with Mr, SPARKMAN, 


YEAS- 


Diekema 
Dixon 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
Sllerbe 

Sllis, Mo. 
‘lis, Oreg. 
Onglebright 
ésch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Favrot 
Terris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 

Focht 

Foss 

Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Ind. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 
French 
Fulton 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilhams 

Gill 

Gillespie 
Glass 
Godwin 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graff 
Granger 
Greene 
Hackett 
Hackney 
Haggott 
Hale 

Hall 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Ilammond 
Hardy 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hay 

Hayes 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 


ae et teat et 
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246. 
Hepburn 
Higzins 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hull, Tean. 


Humphrey, Wash. 


James, Ollie M. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 

Kipp 

Knapp 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Langley 
Laning 

Law 

Lee 

Lenahan 
Lindsay 

Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLain 
McMillan 
Macon 

Malby 

Miller 

Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morse 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 


Humphreys, Miss. Rainey 


Lever eres 
Madden Small 
NOT VOTING—131. 
Fuller Landis 
Gaines, Tenn. Lassiter 
Gardner, Mass. Lawrence 
Gillett Leake 
Goebel Legare 
Goldfogle Lewis 
Graham Lilley 
Gregg Lindbergh 
Griggs Littlefield 
Gronna Livingston 
Hamill Lorimer 
Harding Loud 
Hardwick McCall 
Harrison McGuire 
Hill, Conn. McLaughlin, Mich. 
Hill, Miss. McMorran 
Hubbard, Iowa Madison 
Huff Mann 
Hughes, N. J. Marshall 
Hughes, W. Va. Maynard 
Hull, lowa Mondell 


Jackson 


Moon, Pa. 


James, Addison D. Mouser 


Jenkins 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Kahn 

Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lamar, Fla. 
Lamar, Mo. 


Mudd 

Murphy 

Olcott 
Overstreet 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, S. Dak. 
Perkins 

Peters 

Powers 

Pratt 


O'Connell 
Olmsted 
Padgett 
Page 
Parsons 
Patterson 
Payne 
Pearre 
Pollard 
Porter 

Pou 

Pray 

Prince 

Pujo 

Rauch 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rodenber 
Rotherme 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Tex. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, Mo. 
Snapp 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell 

Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wheeler 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood 
Young 


Talbott 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 

Ryan 

Scott 
Shackleford 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Slem 

Smith, Tex. 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Vreeland 


Willett 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wolf 
Woodyard 


Mr. SuttowAy with Mr. RANpDELL of Texas, 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. Harrison. 

Mr. Hirt of Connecticut with Mr. MurpHy. 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. Huecues of New Jersey. 
Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. HAMILL. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Greaa. 

Mr. Overstreet with Mr. CrarK of Florida. 

Mr. Oxcorr with Mr. Carrer. 

Mr. McCatzt with Mr. Carwin. 

Mr. KAHN with Mr. BurRLEsON. 

Mr. GILLETT with Mr. Bureggss. 

Mr, Futter with Mr. DENVER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


INCREASING AIR SPACE ON IMMIGRANT SHIPS. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill S. 5083, with the committee 
amendments indicated in the bill. : 

The bill as amended was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 5083) to amend section 1 of the passenger act of 1882. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the passenger act of 1882 be, 
and is hereby, amended so as to read: 

“It shall not be lawful for the master of any vessel whereon steerage 
passengers have been taken at any port or place in a foreign country 
or dominion (ports and places in foreign territory contiguous to the 
United States excepted) to bring such vessel and passengers to or take 
from any port or place in the United States unless the compartn «2ts, 
spaces, and accommodations hereinafter mentioned have been pro- 
vided, allotted, maintained, and used for and by such passengers during 
the entire voyage, unobstructed by cargo, stores, or goods. The master 
of a vessel coming to a port or place in the United States in violation 
of any of the provisions of this act shall be deemed guiity of a mis 
demeanor; and if the number of steerage passengers carried or brought 
in the vessel, or in any compartment, space, poop, or deck house 
thereof, is greater than the number allowed to be carried or brought 
therein, respectively, as hereinafter prescribed, the said master sha!! 
be fined $50 for each and every such passenger in excess of the proper 
number, and may also be imprisoned not exceeding six months. 

“In computing the number of passengers carried or brought in any 
vessel, children under 1 year of age shall not be included, and two 
children between 1 and 8 yay of age shall be counted as one passen- 
ger; and any person brought in such vessel who shall have been, during 
the voyage, taken from any other vessel wrecked or in distress on the 
high seas, or have been picked up at sea from any boat, raft, or other- 
wise, shall not be included in such computation. 

“Second. The expression ‘steerage passenger’ means all passengers 
except cabin passengers, and persons shall not be deemed cabin passen- 
gers unless the space allotted to their exclusive use is in the propor- 
tion of at least 36 clear superficial feet to each passenger. 

“Third. The expression ‘ lowest passenger deck’ means the deck next 
below the water line; and the yg ‘passenger deck’ includes 
every deck or portion of a deck which is above the lowest passenger 
deck, and is appropriated for passengers. 

“Fourth. A vessel shall not carry passengers, whether cabin or 
steerage passengers, on more than one deck below the water line. 

“ Fifth. The height between that part of any deck on which steerage 
passengers are carried and the deck immediately above it shall not \x 

ess than 6 feet. 

“Sixth. No steerage passenger shall be carried on the lowest pas- 
senger deck unless it is efficiently lighted by side scuttles and other- 
wise to the satisfaction of the inspector. 

“Seventh. No greater number of steerage passengers shall be car- 
ried on the lowest passenger deck than in the proportion of one steer- 
age passenger to every 21 clear superficial feet allotted to their 
use. If, however, the height between the lowest passenger deck and 
the deck immediately above it is less than 7 feet, and the apertures, 
exclusive of side scuttles, through which light and air are admitted 
are less in size than in the proportion of 3 square feet to every 100) 
superficial feet of that deck, no greater number of steerage passen- 
gers shall be carried on that deck than in the proportion of one steer- 
age passenger to every. 30 clear superficial feet thereof. : 

“ Eighth. No greater number of steerage passengers may be carried 
on a passenger deck than in the proportion of 1 steerage passenger to 
every 18 clear superficial feet of deck allotted to their use. If, how 
ever, the height between any passenger deck and the deck immediate!) 
above it be less than 7 feet, no greater number of steerage passengers 
may be carried on that deck than in the proportion of 1 steerage pas 
senger to every 21 clear superficial feet thereof. s 

“Ninth. A vessel, whatever be the superficial space of the passenger 
decks and of the lowest passenger deck, shall not carry a greater num 
ber of steerage passengers on the whole than in the proportion of 1 
steerage passenger to every 5 superficial feet of air or promenade space 
provided on a deck so open as not to be included in the tonnage and 
approved by the inspector, and this space shall not be counted or in- 
cluded in the area available for ay other passengers, or in other ares 
for steerage passengers prescribed y this section. a 

“Tenth. In the measurement of the passenger decks and of — 
lowest passenger deck, the space occupied by that part of the persona! 
baggage of the steerage passengers which the inspector permits to | 
carried there shall be intluded commodious and suitable dining rooms. 
lounging rooms, smoking rooms, lavatories, toilet rooms, and bathrooms 
shall be provided for the exclusive use of steerage passengers, and th: 
space so occupied shall also be included: Provided, That— oo 

“(a) The space in any place appropriated to the use of steer ae 
passengers in which they sleep shall not be less than 18 superfic we 
feet in the case of the lowest passenger deck and 15 superficial fect 
in the case of a passenger deck. learly 

“(b) Each space so included in the measurement must be cle: oe 
marked to the satisfaction of the inspector as being exclusively app! 

priated for the use of the steerage passengers. = 
pe Eleventh. Each separate compartment in which steerage eres 
gers are berthed shall Se conspicuously marked, showing the total are: 
of such apartments.” = on- 

Src. 2 That section 42 of the act approved February 20, soi reited 
titled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the 
States,” is hereby repealed. 

Spc. 3. That this act shall take effect on January 1, 1909. 











1908. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7055 





The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). 
on suspending the rules. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule, a second is 
ordered. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNeET] is en- 
titled to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Burnett] is entitled to twenty minutes. 


The question is 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to | 


increase the air 
Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. BENNET 
Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. BENNETT 
new start. 


space on all vessels that carry immigrants. 
Did the gentleman say increase or decrease? 
of New York. Increase, double. 
I wanted to get that distinctly. 
of New York. All right. Now I will take a 


amount of air space that each immigrant might have; but as 
we have stricken out the entire Senate bill, we had the right 
to legislate on that subject. Our then colleague from New 
York, Hon. Jacob Ruppert, jr., suggested that the immigrants 
were not given enough room on the steamers, and his 
views were afterwards reenforced by another distinguished 
citizen from our State, the President of the United States. 
Subsequently, on the motion of Senator Lopcr, one of the con- 
ferees, and by a unanimous vote of the conferees, we adopted 
a provision which we thought would increase the amount of 
air space for each immigrant about 25 per cent. We amended 
a statute which had been passed in 1882 and which was a 
good statute at that time, as ships then were. 

After we had adopted that standard other foreign govern- 
ments, realizing that we could regulate the matter, took action. 
The Italian Government took the matter up; the German Goy- 
ernment took the matter up; the English Government took the 
matter up, and the English Government adopted a rule that 
went further than ours. Our statute permitted the carrying 
of immigrants on two decks below the main deck. The British 
struck out the words “ main deck” and all descriptions, because 
it is no longer applicable to ships of ten decks, and based every- 
thing on lowest decks. They provided that no passenger could 
be carried on a deck below the lowest deck, as described in this 
rule. It also provided for 5-foot space for each immigrant on 
the promenade deck. Subsequenthy the Senate had a bill drafted 
by the Commissioner of Navigation, conforming the English 
rule to our American statute, and the bill passed the Senate 
unanimously. When it came to the House committee we made 
these changes: We increased the amount of air space by an 
amendment from 15 feet on any deck to 18 feet and from 18 feet 
on the lowest deck to 21 feet. We also made verbal changes, 
and provided this: 

Commodious and suitable dining rooms, lounging rooms, smoking 
rooms, lavatories, toilet rooms, and bathrooms shall be provided for 
the exclusive use of steerage passengers, and the space so occupied 
shall also be included. 

That is included in the 18 feet or 21 feet, as the case may be. 
As the bill is reported from the House committee, and as it 
comes before us to-day, it increases the amount of space 
suming 8 feet between decks—as the amendment is intended 
to, from 100 cubic feet in the present law, with an 8-foot deck, 
to 184 feet on every deck except the lowest, and 208 feet on the 
lowest deck. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER.,. Will the gentleman allow a question or 
two? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill, if it becomes law, can only 
apply to American vessels, I should suppose. Or do you make 
it applicable to all? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. We make it applicable to all: 

It shall not be lawful for the master of any vessel whereon steerage 
passengers have been taken at any port or place in a foreign country, 
or dominion, to bring such vessel and passengers to, or take from, any 
port or place in the United States unless the compartments, etc. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER., I have comparatively little information 
concerning the details of the subject of navigation. It has been 
the custom, has it, of the United States to enact laws covering 
foreign vessels? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
_ Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
ject of ocean fare? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. None directly, and it would de- 
pend upon the future immigration. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I have no doubt that these re- 
forms in the method of carrying passengers upon the ocean, par- 
ticularly steerage, are necessary. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; I will say to the gentle- 
man from Indiana that this bill compels all steamships to prac- 
tically conform to the practice in the best ships, 

I reserve the balance of my time. 


as- 


Ever since 1819. 





What effect will this have on the sub- | 


Mr. BURNETT. May I ask the gentleman a question right 
there? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. In my time or his? 

Mr. BURNETT. Before the gentleman sits down. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

Mr. BURNETT. Is it not a fact that the Senate bill reduces 
the total amount of air space to each immigrant one-half com- 
pared to the amount provided by section 42? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; I do not think so. 

Mr. BURNETT. Was it not stated by Mr. Chamberlain, the 
Commissioner of Navigation, that it reduces it one-half? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; it was stated in effect that 


| the Senate bill was half-way between our immigration bill of 
When we had the immigration bill up in the last | 
Congress neither the House nor the Senate had acted on the 


1907 and the law of 1892, but I think that Mr. Chamberlain 
made a mistake in the construction of the law. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask the gentleman if he is not also in 
favor of the Senate bill as it came from the Senate to the 
House? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. As between the two bills, I am 
in favor of the House bill. As between the bill as it came 
from the Senate and section 42, with my interpretation of the 
law, I am in favor of the Senate bill, because it gives more 
space. It gives uniformity. It abolishes what I have seen in 
the harbor of Philadelphia, where immigrants westbound were 
being carried on a deck which eastbound had been used for the 
transportation of cattle. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In his judgment, will the provisions of 
this bill have the effect of necessitating the reconstruction of all 
those great steamers that are plying between Europe and the 
United States? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
vent overcrowding. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is provided here, though, that there 
shall be provided for the steerage pi whose fare, I 
believe, is between $20 and S30- 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Between $30 and $40. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Commodious and suitable dining rooms, 
lonnging rooms, smoking rooms, lavatories, toilet rooms, and 
bathrooms. How is it possible to carry out this provision with- 
out the reconstruction of all the steamers? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The best German and English 
ships have those now. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I know they have not. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What was the reason for including as part 
of the air space that part which is given up to the smoking 
reom, dining reom, lavatory, and so forth? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Because there was an extra 
3 feet for each passenger. I will say that the basic reason 
of inserting it was to encourage compliance with and not eva- 
sion of the law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. How much space would be left to the in- 
dividual immigrant if you exclude this under the terms of your 
bill? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
than he has now. 

Mr. SHERLEY. He has not enough now, as I understand. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Which of the three bills is the 
gentleman talking of? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am speaking of your bill now. What I am 
trying to get at now is, if you exclude the air space that is 
embraced in the dining room, smoking room, lavatories, and so 
forth, how much of your air space will be left for each immi- 
grant? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Eighteen superficial 
every deck except the lower, and 21 on the lower. 

Mr. SHERLEY. As I understand, that is the minimum now. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But they would not utilize it. 
Fer the sleeping apartments we provide in the bill a minimum 
of 15 feet on every deck except the lower, and 18 feet on the 
lower. Consequently there are extra feet, which we en- 
courage the better class of steamers to utilize for these lava- 
tories, if they can use them, instead of trying to evade the law. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, at the last session of Congress 
we passed an immigration bill which included what was known 
as “ section 42,” the air-space section. That was reported by the 
committee of conference and was passed. It was passed mainly, 
I understand, on the suggestion of the Commissioner of Naviga- 
tion. It was done for the purpose of increasing the air space 
| and relieving the crowded condition of the steamships. The tak- 
ing effect of that law was postponed until January, 1909. Just 


It will not. It will simply pre- 


issengers, 


He would have no more space 


feet on 


2 
vo 


as soon as our bill passed, and long before it went into effect, the 
steamship companies went to the British Board of Trade—not 
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to Parliament, but to a board that was endowed by Parliament 
with a sort of legislative function—and that board passed what 





they called the “board of trade law,” which really was what 
the steamship companies had at that time; that is, they had 
constructed and arranged their ships before the board of trade 
act was adopted, so as to meet the requirements of that act 
when it was passed. As soon as we adopted section 42 these 
steamships set about to circumvent it. 

Under the specious pretext of having uniformity in our law 
and theirs, the steamship companies and their agents appeared 
before the Immigration Commission and asked for the passage of 
the bill introduced into and passed by the Senate, and I have 


heard of nebody else that has come before Congress and before | 


except the steamship companies. | but the uncertainty in regard to it is the same uncertainty that 


the Commission asking for it, 
The Commissioner of Navigation also made some statements in 
favor of it. He says, in conflict with the views of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Bennet], that the Senate bill de- 
creases the air space provided by section 42, which will go into 
effect next January, by about 50 per cent. It passed the Senate 
in that form, 


Speaker, concede that, possibly, if the bill were to go through 
and become a Jaw as amended by our committee, it would be 
it now exists. The trouble is the law has never been tried. We 
do not believe that the law as amended by the House committee 
will ever become a law if it is passed here and goes into con- 
ference, but that the steamship companies will finally get what 
they want. 

I have here the opinion of Mr. Watchorn, who ought to know 
more about the operation of this law and of the effect it will 
have than almost anybody else, because he is our commissioner 
of immigration in New York, and in regard to the overcrowded 
conditions of the steamships that now exist, and speaking in 
regard to section 42, 
January, he says this: 

It is a matter of regret that that portion of the act of February 
20, 1907, relating to imprcved conditions on passenger ships was not 
made operative earlier than 1909, 
children have been received at this station afflicted with measles, 
diphtheria, and scarlet fever, all of which diseases are due, more or 


less, to overcrowding and insanitary conditions. Of this number 205 
died. 


$104,000, and the cost of detention of relatives while waiting for re- 
turn from hospital of persons afllicted with the diseases in question 
has cost fully $30,000 more, and has placed a strain upon the dormi- 
tories and detention rooms at Ellis Island second only to the stress that 
is placed upon the steerage itself. This indicates a state of affairs 
which surely ought to be remedied before 1909, and I respectfully urge 
that such steps as may be deemed necessary to hasten the going into 
effect of this humane provision of law may be given the fullest con- 
sideration of the Bureau. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, I 
want to say that I am personally acquainted with Commissioner 
Watchorn and know him intimately. He is one of the best 
informed and most efficient men»connected with the Bureau of 
Immigration, one whose word I would take on every question 
of this character. 

Mr. BURNETT. 


That is the statement he makes when he 
says of section 


42 that the only unfortunate thing about it is 
that it does not go into effect before the 1st of next January. 
Mr. Speaker, I warn gentlemen who would like to see these air- 
space conditions changed and bettered in the interest of im- 
migrants who come over, and I am one of them, that when- 
ever we yote for the passage of this bill it will go into confer- 
ence, and instead of coming back the bill this House believes it 
is passing, one that will ameliorate the conditions, they are 
going to receive, in my judgment, just what the steamship com- 
panies want, and if you are prepared to vote for this bill you do 
so in the face of Mr. Watchorn’s statement that section 42 
when it goes into effect will ameliorate the conditions of the 
unfortunate immigrant. As you all know, I am in favor of cut- 
ting off much of the undesirable immigration, but as long as 
they are admitted, in the name of God and of humanity let us 
try to stop the steamships from murdering them, as Watchorn’s 
report shows they are doing. We have, many of us, seen the 
crowded conditions of these people and know something about it. 

The commissioner of immigration himself admits that if the 
Senate bill passes it »vill reduce the air space to half what it is 
under section 42. Now, this is a better bill, as the committee 
has amended it, than the law that existed before; but the law 
that goes into effect in January, 1909, increases the air space, 
and I believe that we ought not to tamper with that until it is 
tried. It is a dangerous experiment for us to undertake to do 
any such thing as that, and you who vote for this bill, if it 
comes back as the Senate desires it should, will be responsible 
for the condition that is forced upon people of this country 
going to Europe in the steerage and upon the immigrants com- 


It came before the Committee on Immigration | 
and was amended, and we who file this minority report, Mr. | 
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whick does not go into effect until next | 


Hospital treatment of these cases cost the steamship lines over | 





May 27, 


ing to this country. The only pretext made by the commis- 
sioner of immigration for it was to have us conform to the 
British trade law passed after ours. They can meet at any 
time and in a day change their law to conform to ours. Then 
why not let them come to us, instead of us going to them? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. BURNETT. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In the gentleman’s judgment, does this bill 
increase or decrease the air space for the immigrant? 

Mr. BURNETT. The bill as amended possibly leaves it sub- 
stantially where it is, but the Senate bill, if adopted, would 
greatly decrease it. Mr. Speaker, the bill as amended merely 
inakes it a little more definite, as is contended, about the decks, 


has existed since 1882, and the commissioner of immigration, 
and no one else, deemed it so uncertain that action should 
have been taken on it heretofore. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would like to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman. My impression was that as a result of the investi- 
gation of that special Commission which was appointed to in- 
vestigate this question, and went to Europe and so on, Congress 
had a right to expect a comprehensive report in the near future, 


| and that nothing should be undertaken at this session of Con- 
as good a bill, but very little, if any, better than section 42 as | 


gress. 

Mr. BURNETT. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is that a correct impression? 

Mr. BURNETT. Well, that is an impression that is not 
made by any statement of the Commission, so far as I know, 
but, Mr. Speaker, this being a Presidential year, I am afraid 
we will get nothing from the Commission, composed mainly of 


| Republicans, as it is, or from this Congress, until after the 


Presidential election. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield? 
Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield, because I 
desire to yield to other gentlemen, and my time is too short. 


| I trust the gentleman will pardon me for not yielding, because 


| I have not the time. 
During the year just closed 1,506 | 


If my time could be extended twenty 
minutes, I would take pleasure in yielding to the gentleman 
from California. 

I now yield five minutes to the géntleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWooD]. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think that this bill is a 


| very good illustration of how the Republican party proposes to 
| take care of the under dog in the fight. 
| proposition was before this House to restrict foreign immi- 


Some few years ago a 


gration coming into the United States and to protect the Ameri- 
can laborer against the pauper labor of Europe. The Demo- 


| cratic party was in favor of an educational test to restrict 


immigration coming to this country. A large number of the 
Republican party on that bill offered section 42, that you are 
now proposing to repeal, as an offset to the proposition to re- 
strict immigration coming into this country by an educational 
test. You said you proposed to increase the air space in these 
ships, to provide better accommodations for the immigrants 
coming to the United States, and at the same time restrict the 
number of immigrants who were coming to America, and on 
that basis the House divided on this aisle and you defeated the 
immigration test by seven votes and at the same time declared 
to the country that this section 42 for an increase of air space 
for the immigrants was the thing that would protect American 
labor against the pauper labor of Europe and at the same time 
be a humanitarian statute and take care of the immigrants who 
came to this country. But you provided in this same statute 
that section 42 should not take effect until January, 1909, 

You put a joker in that law and now you are about: to draw 
the joker out of your sleeve and play it on the political card 
table. The law that you said was in the interest of humanity 
you are preparing to repeal. I did not believe that section 42 
went far enough, but there is no question it was a great im- 
provement on the old law, but it is very unfortunate that it did 
not go into effect when the original bill went into effect, but the 
great American steamship lines in this country did not want it. 
It will cut down their profits. It does and will, when it goes 
into effect, prevent them from bringing as many immigrants 
into this country as they have heretofore, and as they can 
under the old law. Now, what do we find? The Senate passes 
a bill and sends it here that will cut down the air space as 
provided in section 42, but the committee, fearful that the Sen- 
ate bill can not pass this House, bring in an amendment to the 
Senate bill that brings the air space up almost near to what 
section 42 provided. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have only five minutes, and I can not 
yield. I understand the gentleman from New York says his 








